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Exact form of the exponential correlation function in the glassy super-rough phase
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We consider the random-phase sine-Gordon model in two dimensions. It describes two-dimensional
elastic systems with random periodic disorder, such as pinned flux-line arrays, random field XY models,
and surfaces of disordered crystals. The model exhibits a super-rough glass phase at low temperature
T < T, with relative displacements growing with distance r as ([6(r) — 0(0)]?) ~ A(T)In*(r/a), where
A(t) =21% — 213 + O(t*) near the transition and v =1 — T/T.. We calculate all higher cumulants and
show that they grow as ([0(r) — 6(0)]*"), =~ [2(=1)"*'(2n)!1¢(2n — 1)7% + O(z*)]In(r/a), n > 2, where ¢ is
the Riemann ¢ function. By summation, we obtain the decay of the exponential correlation function as
(elal0)~00)y ~ (g /r)1@ exp (— %A(q)lnz(r/a)), where 1(¢q) and A(q) are obtained for arbitrary ¢ < 1 toleading
order in 7. The anomalous exponent is 1(q) = cq*> — t2q¢*[2yr + ¥(q) + ¥(—q)] in terms of the digamma
function ¥, where ¢ is nonuniversal and y; is the Euler constant. The correlation function shows a faster decay
at ¢ = 1, corresponding to fermion operators in the dual picture, which should be visible in Bragg scattering

experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The random-phase sine-Gordon model is the simplest
model to describe the effect of quenched disorder on a periodic
elastic system, the so-called random periodic class.!0 Tt
models a host of experimental systems in presence of substrate
impurities, such as charge-density waves, vortex lattices,’®
random-field XY models,'*~!" and smectic liquid crystals'?
in situations where topological defects are absent, or can be
ignored, allowing for an elastic description. In the simplest
situation, the displacement fields from the perfect periodic
position are encoded by a 27 periodic one-component phase
field 6(x). In a one-dimensional crystal of spacing a with
elastic displacements u(x), the phase field is 8(x) = Gou(x),
where Gy = 27 /a is the smallest reciprocal lattice vector. In
three dimensions, the random-phase sine-Gordon model was
used to predict the existence of a Bragg-glass phase, which
is a glass pinned by (weak) quenched disorder, but which
also retains topological order (no dislocations) and nearly
perfect translational order®'3~!3 called quasiorder. Diffraction
experiments'® measure the spatial correlations of the field
€19 for g = 1. In that case, the elastic description predicts
a power-law decay of these correlations due to quenched
disorder,'*!7 characteristic of a quasiordered phase and
leading to divergent Bragg peaks in the experiments. At
stronger disorder, the presence of free topological defects is
expected to lead to an exponential decay of these correlations
with distance, as quasiorder is destroyed.

Quasiorder usually arises when the phase field deformations
0(x) — 6(0) grow logarithmically with scale x, leading to
power law scaling for the exponential field ¢/7°™). To probe
deeper the properties of the phase field 6(x) in a quasiordered
phase, it would be useful to predict, and to measure, these
correlations for g not necessarily an integer. One example
with ¢ = 1/2 would be a spin density wave, e.g., of XY sym-
metry S = Ae'?, submitted to time-reversal invariant disorder,
such as random anisotropy,’ i.e., which couples to 2¢ = 6.
Arbitrary values of g would allow to probe the probability
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distribution of the phase deformations 6(x) — 8(0) and to
characterize the multifractal properties of the exponential field.
Here, we restrict to the case of a d = 2 dimensional periodic
system, leaving the study of d > 2 for an upcoming work.'®

In two-dimensional periodic systems with quenched disor-
der, thermal fluctuations play a more important role than in
three-dimensional ones. As was discovered in the pioneering
work of Cardy and Ostlund,' they induce a phase transition
at some critical temperature 7, to a high-temperature phase
where disorder is irrelevant. For T < T, a glass phase exists
in this model, which has been investigated in a number of
works.! 1920 A very nice realization of this model in terms
of crystal surfaces was described by Toner and DiVincenzo.’
Since it allows, in principle, to measure the exponential
correlation for any g, we now recall the basic phenomenology
of surfaces. Note that another interesting realization of the
Cardy-Ostlund model was obtained recently in the context of
a smectic with surface disorder.?->?

Perfect crystals are characterized by an ideal lattice. At high
temperatures, the thermal motion of the atoms overwhelms the
lattice potential, and the crystal melts. In the present article,
we consider physical effects that occur at significantly lower
temperatures. Consider the atoms at the surface of a crystal,
they can more easily be displaced from their equilibrium
positions by thermal fluctuations, since they reside at the
boundary between the crystal and, usually, a fluid. They feel
the periodic potential created by the bulk of the crystal, as
well as a more uniform potential from the fluid. At low
temperatures, surface atoms are not displaced significantly
from their equilibrium positions determined by the bulk
potential, the surface is flat, and the atoms are ideally arranged.
At higher temperatures, the thermal motion of surface atoms
becomes significant, and they are randomly displaced, forming
arough fluctuating surface. The periodic potential is destroyed
by thermal effects, a phenomenon known as the roughening
transition,>>%*

On the other hand, real crystals always experience some
kind of disorder that tends to diminish the infinite correlation

©2013 American Physical Society


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.214201

LE DOUSSAL, RISTIVOJEVIC, AND WIESE

length of the translational order of a perfect crystal. In such
situations, atoms at the surface do not longer experience a
perfect periodic potential, but rather a disordered one created
by the bulk. At high temperatures, the disordered potential is
washed out by thermal fluctuations and thus is unimportant
for the shape of the surface—the surface is rough. On the
contrary, at temperatures 7 below a critical temperature 7T,
surface atoms follow the disorder potential, thereby forming a
surface that is even rougher. This phase transition is known as
the super-roughening transition.”

Using surface-sensitive scattering experiments, one can
probe the crystal surface. One directly measures the disorder
and thermally averaged correlation function

C(gq.r) = (e P"=60T) | (1)

where 6 denotes the two-dimensional height field of the
surface, in units of Gy = 27 /a. The quantity g denotes the
component of the wave vector perpendicular to the surface.
In the high-temperature rough phase, at T > T, the corre-
lation function C(q,r) decays at large distances as a power law
C(q.r) ~(a/ r)"9), where a is the lattice constant. The naive
argument is that at high temperatures the fluctuations of the
surface are effectively Gaussian, which in two dimensions
always produce quasi-long-range order characterized by a
power-law decay of C(g,r) and n(g) ~ g>. However, despite
being an irrelevant operator at high temperatures, the lattice
potential still plays an important role and produces in fact a
nontrivial result for n(g). In their seminal paper, Toner and
DiVincenzo? calculated C(g,r) in the high-temperature rough
phase for 7 > T,. They obtained the decay as a superposition
of power laws C(q,r) >~ > | Asy(a/r)™@ with exponents

Mm(q) = (¢ — b)g* + bl(qg — m)* + m]. )

At sufficiently large r, the smallest power dominates, hence
they concluded that the asymptotic exponent 1(g), for g > 0,
takes the form

n(q) = min n,(g) = cq® + bllgl + [ql(1 —2¢9)}, (3)

where [¢] is the integer part of ¢g. The coefficients of Eq. (3)

are
T 2Te\ T @
‘=T . ) T

They are given in terms of the critical temperature 7,
and a nonuniversal off-diagonal disorder ¢’ > O defined in
Sec. II. While the coefficient b is a universal function of
the temperature, the coefficient ¢ depends on ¢’ and hence
is nonuniversal. (It depends on the details of the model at short
scales, which can renormalize ¢’.) The form of Egs. (2) and
(3) has a simple interpretation in the picture of the Coulomb
gas put forward by Cardy and Ostlund' (see also below). In
that picture, perturbation theory to order 2p in the disorder
is equivalent to inserting p pairs of replica £1 charges. The
vertex operator ¢'41C)=9O1 can itself be seen as inserting a
charge +¢ at r and a charge —¢ at 0 in the same replica. For
q > 1,itisthen energetically advantageous to screen the vertex
operator ¢'719") =00l with 2m replica charges from the disorder
leading to Egs. (2) and (3).%3 As a consequence, 1(g) always
grows with ¢, is quadratic for noninteger ¢, and continuous
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The function n(g) given in Eq. (3) for

b = 3,c = 3.2 is represented by the solid line. The functions 7,,(¢q)
of Eq. (2) form = 0,1, ... ,4 are given by the dashed lines.

but with a cusp at integer values of ¢, see Fig. 1. An interesting
possibility, suggested by the form of the perturbation theory of
Toner and DiVincenzo? (i.e., the Aj,, appear to have alternating
signs) is that C(g,r) is an oscillating function, changing sign at
integer g. A simple toy model with such an oscillating behavior
is given in Appendix G. Finally, it is important to note that for
a perfect crystal (i.e., in the presence of commensuration only
and with no disorder), one has n(q) = b(g — [1/2 + q])*, i.e.,
a periodic function of ¢ with cusps at half integers and minima
at all integers.”

Let us now consider low temperatures, 7 < T,. In this
super-rough phase, the surface becomes even rougher® pro-
ducing a faster decay for C(g,r) as a function of the distance
r. Although the general form for the decay of C(q,r) was cor-
rectly anticipated in Ref. 26 in the context of an N-component
extension of the random-phase sine-Gordon model, its precise
expression, including the value of the exponents, has not yet
been obtained. The aim of the present article is to fill this gap
and determine the exact form for C(g,r) in the super-rough
phase, close to the super-roughening transition. We will show
that it takes the form

a n(q) 1
C(q.r) ~ (;) exp ( - 5A(q>1n2<r/a)), S

characterized by the anomalous exponent 7(g) and an am-
plitude A(g). We obtained the exact dependence on g of
both quantities, to leading order in 7, the distance from the
transition, defined as

t=1-T/T.. (6)
For 0 < ¢ < 1, we find, up to terms of order O(t?),

n(q) = cq® +(q), ™

q) = —T°¢*2ye + ¥ (@) + ¥(—9)], (®)

Alg) = 2¢°7. )

Here, ¥/(q) is the digamma function. By 7j(¢) we denote the
universal part of the exponent plotted in Fig. 2; it starts at
O(g*) at small q; together with A(q) they are universal. The
coefficient ¢ in 77(q) is nonuniversal, within our cutoff scheme
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Plot of the universal part of the anomalous
exponent, 77(g), for0 < g < 1.

given by
’ T 2 3
c=2(1 —r)[l+2(l—r)a]+§+t + O(t”), (10)

where o’ denotes a nonuniversal off-diagonal disorder defined
below.

Both the amplitude and the exponent are functions of the
temperature T, with 4 = Ofor T > T,; n(q) matches smoothly
at T, to the expression (3), i.e., 7j(g) vanishes for T > T..
An initial guess for the amplitude may be obtained from the
variance of the height fluctuations at two points, which we
have recently calculated in Ref. 19 to two loop accuracy,

([6(r) — 0(0)]2) ~ A(t)In’*(r/a) + O(In(r/a)), (11)
A(r) =272 =273 + O(Y). (12)

This result was tested in a numerical simulation in
Ref. 20, using a dimer-model representation of the sine-
Gordon Hamiltonian. If the displacement fluctuations were
exactly Gaussian one would have

A(Q)|Gaussian = A(T)q* (13)

for all g. Interestingly, the present more detailed calculation
confirms that property for g < 1. For ¢ = 1, the amplitude
A(g) of the correlation function C(q,r) changes abruptly to

Alg=1) =672, (14)

instead of A(g =17) = 272. Hence our results both for
n(q), and for A(q = 1), show deviations of the probability
distribution of 6 from a Gaussian. Since the functions 7(g)
and A(g) are both increasing functions of ¢, the correlation
function C(g,r) is a decreasing function of ¢ for 0 < g < 1.
The amplitude A(g) jumps from 272 atg = 1~ to 672 atg = 1
resulting in a much faster decay. As a precursor of this effect,
n(q) diverges as g approaches unity. Such a resonance should
be visible in Bragg scattering experiments, once the scattering
wave vector orthogonal to the surface matches Gy = 27 /a.
Forq > 1 and T < T, one naively expects, both for 1(q)
and A(g), additional resonances at wave vectors that are
integer multiples of Gy, and that the screening mechanism,
which operates for T > T, in Eq. (3), is also important there.
While a preliminary study indicates that this is the case, the
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detailed study of g > 1 is more complicated and deferred to a
future publication.?’

It is interesting to note that the case of integer g is
relevant for the system of two-dimensional free fermions
in a disordered potential.?®*° This model and the present
random-phase sine-Gordon model are in correspondence via
bosonization. More precisely, C(¢ = 1,r) can be obtained as
a four-fermion correlation function. We have performed that
calculation, and found the result to agree with our expression
(14) for ¢ = 1. A more general study of 4¢ fermion correlator
that would allow us to study higher integer values of ¢ in the
correlation function is in progress. The calculation and results
will be presented elsewhere.?’

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. I, we define the
model. In Sec. 111, we introduce a formalism that enables us to
produce a controlled expansion for the correlation function of
interest. In Sec. IV, we evaluate this correlation function. This
is followed, in Sec. V, by a discussion of the consequences
and conclusions. The detailed calculation of several involved
integrals and some other technical details are presented in the
Appendixes.

II. MODEL AND THE PHASE DIAGRAM

We consider the two-dimensional XY model for a real
displacement field 6(x) € (—00,00), without vortices, and in
the presence of a random symmetry-breaking field. In the
realization of the model as a fluctuating surface of the crystal,
0 describes the two-dimensional height of the surface. We have
already considered the same model in an earlier publication;'”
here, we repeat the necessary definitions for the present study.
The model is defined via its Hamiltonian

H = /dzx[g(vxe)z —h-V,0— l(.ge” + H.c.)}, 15)
a

where « is the elastic constant, a the lattice constant that
provides a short-length-scale cutoff, and A(x) and £(x) are
quenched Gaussian random fields, the first one real and the
other complex. Their nonzero correlations are given by

W (ORI (y) = T2 —815(x — y), (16)
2

EQE(y) = T2—2g 5(x — y). (17)
T

where i,j € {1,2} denote the components of 4 and T is the
temperature.’® Note that the disorder /(x) must be introduced
as it is generated by the symmetry-breaking field under
coarse graining. We denote disorder averages by an overline.
Depending on the context, x and y will be used either to denote
two-dimensional coordinates (as in the previous equations) or
as their norms, i.e., x stands either for x or |x|. We emphasize
here that the argument of the exponent in Eq. (15) should
in principle be ¢/9’ with G, being the smallest nonzero
reciprocal lattice vector of the crystal normal to its surface
under consideration. For simplicity, we have set it to unity,
thus measuring the displacement field in units of 1/Gy.

We use the replica method to treat the disorder.?! Introduc-
ing the replicated fields 6, ,a = 1...n, where by greek indices
o, B, ..., we denote replica indices, the replicated Hamiltonian
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reads
H'™ = Hy® + H|", (18)
with the harmonic part

Hrep K
% = Z / d2x{ﬁaaﬁ[(vx.9a)2 + m*(6a)’]
B

o
——V, 0, -V.0s¢. 19
47 ﬁ} (19

The mass m is introduced as an infrared cutoff. We perform
calculations with finite m and study the limit m — O at the
end. The system size is infinite throughout the paper. The
anharmonic part reads

H'__ 8 Z/d%ccos(e —0y) (20)
T 2ma? ” « VB

We start by computing the correlation function for the
harmonic part (19), i.e., for g = 0. One obtains'®

Gap(x) = (0u(x)05(0)) = 8upG(x) + Go(x),  (2D)

where (. . .) denotes an average over thermal fluctuations, while
at small distances |x| < m~! we obtain

G(x) = —(1 — v)In[*m?*(x* + )], (22)
Go(x) = =20 (1 — 7)* In[ec’m?(x* + a?)]. (23)

Here, we have introduced the ultraviolet regularization by the
parameter a and ¢ = e"* /2 with yg being the Euler constant.
The dimensionless parameter

t=1-T/T, (24)

measures the distance from the critical super-roughening
temperature

T, = 47k. (25)

The model studied here possesses an important symmetry,
the statistical tilt symmetry (STS), i.e., the nonlinear part H; "
is invariant under the change 6,(x) — 6,(x) 4+ ¢(x) for an
arbitrary function ¢(x). As discussed in many works,>*3>33
this implies that Go(x) does not appear to any order in
perturbation theory in g in the calculation of, e.g., the effective
action.!”

Let us summarize the one-loop renormalization group
equations for the model (15)."**!° In terms of the scale
£ := — Inm, they read

d
o, (26)
de
dgr
g = 2Ter— 2% (27)
dO'R 1 2
— = g%, 28
dt 28R (28)

where the subscript g denotes the renormalized parameters
that flow with the scale. Equation (26) is an exact result
at all orders due to the above mentioned STS. We also see
that the parameter or does not enter any equation (again
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Phase diagram for the model (15). The
high-temperature rough phase is characterized by zero fixed point
values of the anharmonic g term, while the low-temperature super-
rough phase has a line of fixed points for gz having finite values. We
are primarily interested to evaluate C(g,r) in the low-temperature
phase, for T < T..

due to STS), apart from being created by gz as one goes
to larger scales. From Eq. (27), one reads off that the critical
temperature is at t = 0. For T > T,, we have scaling of gg
to zero at large scales, which denotes the rough phase. At
low temperatures 7 < T, one finds a line of nonzero fixed
points for gp that determines the super-rough phase. We see
from the above scaling equations that o grows unboundedly
at all scales due to the nonzero fixed-point value for gg;
hence oy increases the two-point correlation function from
a rough logarithmic behavior in the high-temperature phase to
a super-rough square-logarithmic form for low temperatures.’
In Fig. 3, we show the phase diagram for the model (15). The
equations at two-loop order have been derived and studied in
Ref. 19. They do not quantitatively change the conclusions
from the one-loop analysis, but give further insight into the
two-point correlation function in the low-temperature phase.

III. GENERATOR OF CONNECTED CORRELATIONS

The main goal of the present study is to compute the
exponential correlation function

Clg,r)= (eiq{f’(’)*9(0>l)H — <eiq[9y(r)*9y(0)]>]_1rep (29)

for the model (15) in the low-temperature phase. For actual
calculations, we use the last expression in Eq. (29) that is
obtained using replicas. By y we denote a particular replica
index.

In order to calculate the correlation function (29), it is useful
to calculate the generator of connected correlations W (J). It
is defined as**

V) — /'D[ﬂp] e—H(w)/T+J<ﬂ’ (30)

where H(¢)/T = Ho(p)/T + gV (@) is the reduced Hamilto-
nian. Here, Hy is the quadratic part and V some perturbation.
After performing the shift of the field as ¢ = x 4+ GJ, one
obtains Hy(p) — ¢J = Ho(x) — Hy(GJ), where G is the
propagator defined by Hy/T = %(¢)|G_l |@) where we use the
compact notation. Equation (30) then becomes

MO /DX exp|:— Hy(x) n Hy(GJ) V(G +X)}

T T
Hy(GJ)
T

= Z eXp[ }(eXP[—gV(GJ + )N~ (31)
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Using the cumulant expansion, we obtain a perturbative
expansion for W(J) that reads

Ho(GJ)

WJ)=1InZ,+ gV(GJ + )

2
+ %(v%m OV + O, (32)

In the following, we calculate a perturbative expansion
for the functional W(J) using the previous expression (32).
Having evaluated W(J), one can immediately obtain all
connected correlation functions by differentiating the left-
and right-hand sides of its defining equation [equivalent to
Eq. (30)]

W(J)=1InZ + In(exp(J9)) u (33)

an arbitrary number of times with respect to the source field J
and setting J to zero at the end. For potentials that are even,
i.e., when V(¢) = V(—¢), only terms with an even number of
@ fields have nonzero correlations.

A. Expressions for W(J)

Using the derived formula (32) and applying it to our
replicated Hamiltonian (18), we obtain

H™(GJ)

Wit Wt 0(g®), (34)

W(J)=InZy+
where the term W; comes from the corresponding term of
Eq. (32) proportional to g/ . Either directly calculating or using
the obtained results for the effective action from Ref. 19 and the
correspondence from Appendix B, we obtain the final results
for Wy and W,. We note that in models that have STS it
was shown that the two-replica parts of the functional W and
of the effective action I' are identical up to the replacement
0 — GJ,*** see Appendix B.

The lowest order term reads

_ 8 6o 2 2
W, = ol ;ﬂ:/d X COS { /d yG(x — Y)[Ju(y)

- Jﬁ(y)]} =0. (33)

The last line is obtained in the limit we need, that is m — 0,
when the power law e ¢© = (¢?m?a?)' 7 compensates the
logarithmic divergence of G(x) under the cosine. The second
order term W, contains several different contributions. In
Appendix A, we give a complete expression. Here, we use
only the final result taken in the limit m — 0. It reads

g2 s a? 2(1-7)
W, = —— dxd*y| ———
’ ww%/ * y[(x—yﬂcﬂ}

2 (y —2)* +a?
X cos{/d z|:(1 —r)ln—(x —Z)2+a2]

X [Ja(z) = Jﬁ(Z)]}« (36)
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B. Special source field

Using a source field of the form
Ju(¥) = iq[d(x —7) = 8(x)1d0y . (37

in Eq. (33), we obtain a relation between the correlation
function (29) and the functional W(J,). It reads

. 1
(elQ[(’V(r)—f)y(O)])HmP = — WU (38)

The left-hand side of Eq. (38) is the correlation function
C(q,r), while the right-hand side of it should be evaluated.
Here, we perform a perturbative calculation in the anharmonic
coupling [defined in Eq. (20)] of W(J,), using the expansion
(34).

For the source field (37), the lowest-order term in the
expansion of W(J,) becomes

Hy*(GJ) Gop(x —y)
Wy = OT = Xﬂ:/dzxdzyJa(x)TJﬂ(y)

2 2
— g% — )1 +2(1 = )o]ln (r ;Lza ) (39)

A graphical interpretation is given in Fig. 4.

The second nonzero term of W (J,) is obtained by employ-
ing the source field (37) in Eq. (36) and by making use of the
summation formula over replica indices ), p=1 COS[A(Say —
8gy)1 =n?>+2(1 —n)(1 —cos A). In the limit n — 0, we
obtain

4t
W, = —g2<£> [(r,a,q,7), (40)

where we have defined the following integral:

AT 1
I(r,a,q,7) = /dzxdzy
4 [a2 + (x — P00

2 2 2 29(1-7)
y x—r)r+4+a°y +a b
(y_r)2+a2 X2+a2

Wozln( .0 D" )

W2:—g 1 1

FIG. 4. A graphical representation of the nonvanishing contribu-
tions to the perturbative expansion. The white and black squares stand
for the observable e'?% ®) (with charge +¢q) and e 9% © (with charge
—q), respectively. The replica indices are indicated by a solid line.
The interaction ), €/%® =%l is coded with a white and black
circle, joined by a dashed line. There has to be as many black as white
points and circles in each given replica (charge neutrality). Charges
g1 at x; and g, at x, interact with a multiplicative factor (Boltzmann
weight) of |x; — x,|?0192T/c; they “attract” for opposite signs, leading
to a divergent contribution as their distance goes to zero. This allows
for an intuitive visualization of the corresponding divergences in the
perturbation expansion.
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Itis an even function of ¢, and as a function of r and a depends
only on r/a, provided it is convergent.

Finally, using Eqs. (34), (39), (40), and (38), as well as
the result Zy/Z =1 valid in the replica limit n — 0, we
obtain the final (yet unevaluated) result for the correlation
function (29),

2 2
C(q,r):exp{ (=1 +2( =)ol (r +2“ )}
a

4t
x exp{ = g2(£> 1<r,a,q,r)} exp(O(g%). (42)

Equations (41) and (42) are the starting point of the eval-
uation of the correlation function (29). One should read
them as the result of perturbation theory to leading order
in the bare coupling g. However, if we re-express g in
terms of the renormalized one gg, we obtain the result to
leading order in 7, the distance from the transition. They
are connected by the relation'® g = gz[l + O(1)]. In the
massless limit, equivalently, at large distances, » > a, from
the renormalization group equation (27), the renormalized
coupling reaches its fixed point value T + O(z?), hence we
can replace

g— 1+ 0> (43)

in the evaluation of the large distance behavior. The behavior
of gg at intermediate scales, before reaching the fixed point,
causes some nonuniversal behavior. It is easy to see, however,
that it is confined to subdominant terms, such as the part
of In(r/a) that is proportional to g%. As a consequence of
flowing of gg toward the fixed point, the off-diagonal disorder
becomes changed at large scales. Therefore by o’ we denote
the nonuniversal parameter that characterizes the off-diagonal
disorder. We note that, to lowest order in g, we have ¢’ = o. In
order to emphasize the difference between the bare parameter
o, defined in Eq. (16), and the effective one at large scales o/,
we keep o’ in final formulas, e.g., in Eq. (10).

Thus, to leading order, we only need the integral
I(r,a,q,7r =0), that is a function of the ratio r/a and g
only. It is clear from the definition (41) that for r = O this
integral is convergent for any ¢: it is ultraviolet convergent
thanks to the cutoff a and infrared convergent thanks to the
substraction of 1. There are, however, ultraviolet divergences
when a/r — 0, which lead to a logarithmic behavior, and
which will be analyzed in the next section. Here we want to
point out that while for |g| < 1 they come from the first power
law factor, there is an additional ultraviolet divergence arising
from the second factor (containing r) when ¢ = 1. Hence we
will mainly restrict to ¢ < 1, and discuss separately the cases
lg] < 1 and g = 1. It makes physical sense that at g = 1 (and
in general any integer g) the correlation function changes
nonsmoothly, as was already the case in high-temperature
phase [see the results (3) of Toner and DiVincenzo.?]

IV. EVALUATION OF THE CORRELATION FUNCTION

In this section, we evaluate the correlation function C(q,r)
defined by Eq. (29), using its form (42), for general values of
the parameter g in the region 0 < g < 1. To achieve this, our
task is to calculate the integral of Eq. (41). Exact evaluation
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of that integral is rather difficult. However, we only need the
most dominant term for large r/a, when the expression of
Eq. (41) is expected to take a universal form.

We calculate the integral using two different methods.
The first one, which we term the finite-a method, works
directly at T = 0, but with a nonzero ultraviolet cutoff a > 0.
However, we are not able to obtain all the results using this
finite-a method. Hence we also use dimensional regularization,
which we term the dimensional method; it is quite powerful,
although a little delicate in its interpretation. In that method,
one works directly at a = 0, but keeps t > 0, which renders
the integral convergent. From the poles in 1/7, one extracts
the desired information. A careful comparison between the
obtained results is performed at the end.

A. Finite-a method

We start the evaluation by setting T = 0 and keeping a
finite in Eq. (41). This is justified as we have I(r,a,q,7) =
I(r,a,q,0) + O(7), so to lowest order in the distance from the
transition, we only need I(r,a,q,0), as discussed above.

For small ¢, we expand it into a Taylor series as

I(r,a.q.0) =Y _q* I;(r/a), (44)
j=1

where we have defined the family of integrals

1.()_;/‘0'2 d? ;
=g | T T x—yp

o [T ALy 45)
y—-r2+1x24+1]

The expansion (44) contains only even powers of ¢, a
consequence of the parity /(r,a,q,0) = I(r,a, — q,0). Arather
involved evaluation of the lowest-order term /;(r) of Eq. (44)
is presented in Appendix D. At small g, the result reads

1(r,a,4,0) = ¢ In? (2) +4%In (:_1) 1r(g),  (46)

where the even function r(g) at small g starts with a term
proportional to ¢* and contains all the desired higher-order
terms proportional to g%/, j > 2. To determinate r(g) defined
in Eq. (46), we begin by a numerical evaluation. In Fig. 5,
we show the results for 1;(r) for j = 2,3 that determine the
two lowest-order terms of r(g) at small ¢, see Egs. (44) and
(46). We notice that the data points for I,(r) and I3(r) appear
to be on a straight line on a log-linear plot, which shows that
these two functions are well described by a logarithm In(r)
with j-dependent prefactors [2¢(3) and 2¢(5) in the present
case]. This leaves us with a hint that all /;(r) for j > 1 might
asymptotically have a logarithmic behavior in the limit r > 1.
That would determine the anomalous exponent for the C(q,r)
correlation function.

We gain further knowledge about /(r,a,q,0) by consid-
ering the special case ¢ = 1. The calculation presented in
Appendix D reveals the result

2
1(r,a,1,0) = 31n? <£> —2In <£> + 0("—2) (47)
a a r
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(1)
301 =2 — 2£(3)In(r)+const
25F 2£(5)In(r)+const u

20

10 100 1000 10 10° 100"
FIG. 5. (Color online) Numerical evaluation of Eq. (45) for j =
2,3. At large r, we observe that the data belong to a straight line on a
log-linear plot. The numerical coefficients [2¢ (3) and 2¢(5) for j = 2
and 3, respectively] in front of the logarithms in the fitted straight lines
are analytically obtained by the dimensional method, see the main

text.

showing that the coefficient g of the leading squared
logarithmic term from the small-g expansion of Eq. (46)
changes at ¢ = 1. As discussed above, this is expected from
physical considerations. To confirm this result for g = 1, we
have performed a calculation in the fermionic version of the
model that allows us to treat integer g only. It confirms our
result for ¢ = 1. The calculation and results will be presented
elsewhere.?’ Note that at ¢ = 1 the prefactor in front of In(r/a)
term in Eq. (47) takes this value for the particular cutoff
procedure we use, but is not expected to be universal in general.

Motivated by the above analysis, we introduce the anoma-
lous exponent 7(g) and the amplitude A(g) and assume a
general form for the correlation function at r >> a given by
Eq. (5), where

1(q) = 2¢*(1 — D1 +2(1 — 1) ]+ g°ne(q) + O(g?),
(48)
A(q) = a(q)g* + O(g). (49)

For the unknown coefficients in the previous two expressions,
so far, we have established the following results:

ne() = =2, (50)
2
a(q) = {éq - e&! 1)

B. Dimensional method

To evaluate Eq. (41) using the dimensional method, we take
the limit a — O of the integrand, i.e., we consider

I(r,a,q,t) = 1(r,0,q,7) + O(a?)
= 1(1,0,9,7) + O@a?), (52)

where the second line is a trivial consequence of rescaling
the coordinates by r, provided the integral is convergent. For
T > 0, the integral /(1,0,q,7) is ultraviolet convergent as long
as |g|(1 — t) < 1;itremains infrared convergent if 7 is not too
large (r < 1/2). We thus first discuss |¢g| < 1. From the poles
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of the evaluated expression in the limit T — 0, we will infer
the behavior of the integral at nonzero a, as is shown below.
We rewrite

1
1(1,0,9,7) = m](q(l —1),7), (53)

where we defined

2p

J(p,7) = FP/dzx d*y |x — y|4(fl)<m> . (54
ly — ellx|
Here, e is an arbitrary unit vector, and FP means “finite part”
in the sense of dimensional regularization [in some domain of
q, this finite part is achieved by the subtraction 1 in Eq. (41),
however, it can be given a more general meaning in terms of
analytical continuation in the parameters ¢, 7]. The evaluation
of the ensuing 2 x 2-dimensional integral is complicated
and the details are presented in Appendix C. Let us recall here
the main idea, which goes back to Dotsenko and Fateev:36-37
the integral (54) can be thought of as an integral over the
complex plane, both for x and y. The integral over, say, x over
the complex plane can be decomposed into two real contour
integrals, over x and its complex-conjugate x. Noting that (54)
can be written in the form

/ dxd®y (1= x)Py?x> (1 = y)* V(1 — xy)™?
x (1 =557 11— )2 DA —xy)77, (55

it is suggestive that deforming the contour integrals over x and
X to lie on the real axis, the resulting integral will take the form

J(p.t)y=Y_ Bil.Jj.

The B;’s are phase factors—typically deforming a contour
around a branch cut gives a sine-function of 27 times the power
atthe branch cut. The J; are second-generation hypergeometric
functions 3 F», e.g., the first line of Eq. (55) will naturally lead
to

1 1
Ji = / dx / dy (1 = x)PyP x> (1 — y)* (1 = xy) 7.
0 0

Note that the integral above is restricted, both for x and y,
to the interval [0,1], but the domains [—00,0] and [1,00]
also contribute, the latter can then be transformed back to
the interval [0,1], leading to integrals of the same form, but
with different coefficients. This form can be recognized in the

exact result given in Appendix C, formula (C3).
The final result for 0 < g < 1 and small t reads
> | ¢* =2y — ¥ (q) — ¥ (—q)]

1(1,0,9.7) = 8—+

0
2 4t + O,

(56)

where ¥(x) =TI''(x)/T'(x) is the digamma function. The
coefficients of the poles in Eq. (56) contain all information
needed for the determination of the anomalous exponent (48)
and the amplitude (49). The precise method to extract the
information from these poles is given in the Appendix E 1.
Here we give a more intuitive derivation.

Starting from Eq. (40), which is contained in the correlation
function (42), we expand (r/a)‘”] (r,a,q,7) at small 7. Using
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Egs. (52) and (56), for 0 < g < 1, we find the result

4t
(5> [(ra,q,7) = ¢*In? (5) + 15(q) In (i) +O(1),
a a a

(57)

where the prefactor of the logarithmic term, i.e., the nontrivial
part of the anomalous exponent, reads

ne(q) = q*[1 — 2y — ¥ (q) — ¥ (—q)]. (58)

Equation (57) could also be understood as the final expression
for I(r,a,q,t = 0) obtained via the dimensional method. At
small g, one can notice the agreement between the two results
(46) and (57) that are obtained using quite different methods.

The expression (57) should be taken with special attention.
The translation of the dimensional-method result (56) by
performing a naive expansion at small 7 of the left-hand side
of Eq. (57) would contain extra terms,

C o (D) o) (59)

82 " ar | a ) |
on the right-hand side. These two terms are divergent for
T — 0. The terms (59) formally appear only because we
performed a small a expansion in Eq. (52), i.e., we seta = 0
in the integrand. The left-hand side of Eq. (57) should be
finite at T = 0, and thus the right-hand one as well. Therefore
the extra terms (59) should be omitted when one relates the
dimensional result (56) to the expression for I(r,a,q,7 = 0).
We again emphasize that a more rigorous derivation is given in
Appendix E 1, while in Appendix E2 we give an illustrative
example.

V. FINAL RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

Using Eqs. (42) and (57), we obtain the final result for the
correlation function

C(g,r) = (eIFO 00Ty, (60)
at g < 1, for the model (15). It takes the form

a\"9 1
Clg.r) =~ (;) exp [ - EA(q)ln%r/a)}, (61)
where the amplitude is given by

29%1% 4+ O(1d),
612 + Od),

qg<1

(62)
qg=1.

Alg) = {

Here and below, we use the replacement g — 1 as discussed
in Eq. (43), i.e., the fixed point of the renormalization group.
The anomalous exponent of Eq. (61) reads
n(q) = 2¢°(1 = DL +2(1 = 1)o'] + T14(9) + O,
(63)

where its nontrivial part determined by the anharmonic
coupling reads

211 — 29y — (=
ﬂg(CI):{zz[,l 2ye = ¥(q) = ¥ (=q)], Zzi. (64)

Here, yr is the Euler constant. This produces the result (7)
displayed in the Introduction where we have separated the
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universal part, 77(¢), of n(g) that starts at order g*, from the
part proportional to g2 that is nonuniversal.

The anomalous exponent 7n(g) rapidly increases as ¢
increases from zero to one. Thus C(q;,r) > C(gqa,r) for
0 < g1 < g2 < 1, meaning the correlation function decreases
as ¢ increases. When g approaches unity, n(g) ~ 1/(1 — q)
becomes very large and makes the correlation function C(q,r)
decay much faster, see Eq. (61). This is a precursor of the more
drastic effect that happens at ¢ = 1 where the amplitude A(g)
jumps (from 2¢*t% at ¢ — 17 to 672 at ¢ = 1). These dips in
the correlation function C(g,r) are a remarkable and unique
feature of the super-rough phase. Note that near ¢ = 1 there is
a growing length scale

1
~aexp| — ), 65
&, ~aexp <1 — q) (65)
below which the n(g) In(r/a) term in the exponential in (61)
is larger than the asymptotic In?(r/a) term.

Our result (64) can also be expanded at small g as

ne(@) = ¢> +2¢(3)q* +2¢(5)q® + O@®).  (66)

This expansion precisely determines the prefactors for the
family of integrals of Eq. (45). For j > 2, we find /;(r) =
2¢(2j — DIn(r) + O(@r?), which explains the data of Fig. 5.
This provides a confirmation that we have correctly extracted
the amplitudes from the dimensional method (at least for
small q).

Our result for the correlation function (60) enables us to
calculate the leading large-distance behavior of all higher
powers of the connected correlation functions in the super-
rough phase, i.e., for T < T, (see Fig. 3). Using the cu-
mulant expansion formula In{exp[A]) = Zj‘;l (A7)./j!, after
expanding (the logarithm of) Egs. (60) and (61) at small g, one
obtains

([0(r) — 0(0)>~1). =0, (67)

(=1’
@2)!

0
=—-2t%(2j — DHIn <£) + O(rzc%,#) (68)

for j > 1. On the contrary, for j = 1 one finds
60) — 6P = 20 In’ (5> + O[ln <i>] 69)
a a

Expression (69) is the well-known result*!*?° for the model
(15). This is yet another way of obtaining the result that
produced some controversies in the past, as discussed in Ref. 4.
Confirming a recently obtained correction'® to the prefactor of
the squared logarithm in Eq. (69), using the present method
would require explicit evaluation of the O(g?) term in Eq. (42),
which is a formidable task beyond the scope of the present
study.

Our main results directly apply to some physical systems, in
particular to surfaces of crystals with quenched bulk disorder?
or to a vortex lattice confined to a plane.® In particular, the
structure factor S(g,k) = f d’r C(g,r)exp(iK r) in the super-
rough phase at k = 0 is analytic and finite.> However, we
predict that it has sudden dips once the wave vector g becomes

([0(r) — 0(0)]%/).,
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an integer multiple of the reciprocal lattice vector normal to the
surface G (set to unity here) of the bulk crystal; we expect it to
have characteristic jumps in the amplitude and the anomalous
exponent not only at ¢ = 1 but rather at any integer q.

To summarize, the main results of the present study
are given by Eqgs. (60)—(64), or equivalently Eq. (7). They
describe the behavior of the exponential correlation function
in the super-rough phase, defined by Eq. (60). We found a
characteristic universal jump of the amplitude of the squared
logarithmic term, at ¢ = 1, which occurs in conjunction with
the drop of the anomalous exponent. The value of the amplitude
at ¢ =1 is in agreement with the result in the equivalent
fermionic disordered model and will be published elsewhere.?’
It would be very interesting to perform a numerical simulation,
along the lines of Ref. 20, to test the results of the present work.
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APPENDIX A: W, TERM

In this Appendix, we provide the complete expression
for the second-order term W, of the generator of connected
correlations, see Eq. (34). It reads

1 g 2
W, — - —2G(0)
: 2(27‘[612) ¢

1
% Z Z / dzxdz)’{EAl(x — ¥)8ay c08[(G Jop)(x)]

s==x afy
+ [A%(X - y)(say + Aj(x - y)]

x cos[(G Jup)(x) — S(nyﬂ)(y)]}, (AD)
where
Ar(x) = 4[2 — e W — £, (A2)
AS(x) = 1 4 €200 — 2656, (A3)
A (x) = 2[e W —1]. (A4)
Here we introduced the abbreviation
(G Jop)(x) = /dzyG(x = Me(y) = Jg(M].  (AS)

In the limit of zero mass, m — 0, the only term that survives
in Eq. (A1) comes from the A; term and reads

2
§ 2. 12 2G(x—y)—2G(0)
W) = —— d“xd”ye )
27 8n2at %/ Y

X COS { /dzz[G(x — 20— Gy — DlJu(2) — Jﬁ(Z)]}-
(A6)
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The difference of propagators in the previous equation is well
behaved in the limit m — 0. Using the propagator (22), we
eventually obtain the expression (36) of the main text.

APPENDIX B: CONNECTION BETWEEN THE EFFECTIVE
ACTIONT AND W

The final formula (32) resembles the expression (A17) of
Ref. 19 for the effective action, provided in the latter, one omits
all the terms that explicitly contain the propagator G and one
multiplies all the terms in Eq. (A17) by a factor —1 apart from
the harmonic part Sy (corresponding to Hy/T in the present
work). We note that in general, in models that have STS, the
two-replica parts of the functional W and I' are identical up to
the replacement of the form & — G J and a global minus sign,
see Egs. (89) and (90) of Ref. 33.

For the model studied in the present work, we calculated
the effective action I' in Ref. 19; the term I', proportional to
g’ is given by Eq. (25) there. We notice that in Ref. 19 we used
restricted summation over replica indices (all replica indices
different), while in the present work we do not impose such
restriction. As a consequence, if one wants to use the theorem
of similarity between the functionals W and I",>>% one should
transform the expression for I' to contain summations over
unrestricted replica indices only, before applying the theorem.
On the contrary, if one directly uses the expression for I'y,
Eq. (25) of Ref. 19, its two-replica part corresponds to the
two replica part of Eq. (Al), provided one omits the linear
term —pG(x) in [, and performs the replacement 6 — G J,
or written more explicitly:

Ou(x) > Y / d*yG oy (x = y)Jy (), (B1)
Y
O (x) — Op(x) — f d*yG(x = MJa(y) = Jp()]
= (GJup)(x). (B2)

In the last expression, we explicitly used the fact that Gog(x) =
3ap G(x) + Go(x), so that only the diagonal o -independent part
survives. This is one of the manifestations of STS where we
explicitly see through (32) that all corrections to the correlation
functions that come due to the anharmonic term (proportional
to g) are o independent.

APPENDIX C: INTEGRAL I(r,a = 0,q,7)

In this Appendix, we analyze and for t > 0 calculate the
integral 1(1,0,q,7) defined in Eqgs. (41) and (52); it can be
written as

1
I1(1,0,9,7) = m](q(l —-1),7), CD

where the integral J(p,7) was defined in Eq. (54) in the main
text.

The integral of the type (54) was studied in Refs. 38 and 39
in the context of correlation functions in a two-dimensional
Ising model. It can be expressed in terms of the hypergeometric
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functions, defined as

o (@i - - (ap) 2
F (ai,....ay;by,....b;52) = TN T
plqlai p> 01 q kz:;(bl)k_..(bq)kk!

(C2)

where (a)y =T'(a +k)/T'(a), while p and g are positive
integers. In the following we use results from Ref. 39
(which are equivalent to those of Ref. 38 once one employs
some identities between the hypergeometric functions). It is
important to note that the integral J(p,t) diverges for p = 1
(or more generally integer p) but that the formula below
provides an analytic continuation in p away from the poles
at integer p. In turns, it gives an analytical continuation for
the original integral, which we will call I, (1,0,9,7). We
now need to discuss how this continuation is relevant for the
physical problem studied here.

Our main objective, as discussed in the main text, is to
extract from the poles in 1/72 and 1/t of this integral the

sin(7 P)

J ) = TS 5, A<
».7) 2sin?(mp + 2w t)
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logarithmic behaviors at large distance r. How to do that is
explained in Appendix E 1. In addition, we will restrict our
study to |g| < 1. As was discussed in the Introduction, the
divergences that appears at ¢ = 1 have important physical
consequences and are related to the screening mechanism
unveiled by Toner and DiVincenzo.? To make progress for g >
1, one needs to reexamine the entire perturbation expansion,
which we defer to a future work. The considerations directly
useful for the present work are presented in the first part of
this Appendix.

Still, it is not devoid of interest to also study (i) the analytical
continuation /.o (1,0,q,7) for arbitrary ¢ and (ii) the finite
parts of the integral, even if it will not contain the universal
information sought here. These considerations are reported in
the second part of this appendix.

1. Study useful for |¢| < 1 and the divergent parts

Using the results from Ref. 39, for the integral (54), one
obtains

{[cos(2p) 4+ cosmp + 4mt) —2]1B(1 — p,1 + p)*’B(1 — p,1 —21)?

X 3F(1 — p,1 —=21,2—27;2,2 — p —21; 1)?
+[cos(4mt) — 11 B(1 + p,2t — 1)>B(1 + p,21)*3F>(p,1 4+ p,21;p + 21,1 + p + 21; 1)?
—4sin(zp) sinrt)B(1 — p,1+ p)B(1 — p,1 —21)B(1 + p,2t — 1)B(1 + p,21)

x3F(1—p,1 =212 —-271;22—p —21;1)3F2(p,1 + p,2t; p + 21,1 + p + 27; 1)},
[

where B(x,y) is the beta function. We need a simplified form
of Eq. (C3) valid at small values of 7.

The excess of the hypergeometric  function
sF(a,b,c;d,e;z) is defined as d +e—a—b—c and
for z=1 the excess has to be positive in order for
3F>(a,b,c;d,e; z = 1) to be defined by its series (C2). A naive
expansion

31— p,1 —27t,2-27;2,2—p —21;1)

(C3)

of one of the hypergeometric functions of Eq. (C3) is not
possible. Therefore, although the hypergeometric functions of
Eq. (C3) are well defined, since they have positive excess 27,
we cannot perform a Taylor expansion around 7 = 0.

In the following, we use particular relations between the
hypergeometric functions in order to transform Eq. (C3) into a
suitable form that can be Taylor expanded at small t. After
transforming 3F>(1 — p,1 — 27,2 —27;2,2 — p —27;1) of
Eq. (C3) using the one-term transformation rule*’ valid for
a,s > 0,

=31 -p,1,2,2,2 - p; 1)+ O(7) (C4
|
r'dreer(s)
F 7b7 ;d’;l = Fd_ € 7;b ) ;1’
3F(a,b,c;d,e; 1) F(a)F(b+s)F(c+s)3 5( a,e—a,s;b+s,c+s;1)

s=d+e—a—>b—c,

one obtains the following result valid at p < 1,

J(p,7) _ 7% p*cosup + 4 T) 4 cosap) — 2]

(C5)

- 3P (14 p,1 —21,21;1,2; 1)

472 8sin2(2wt) sin(wp + 27 T)
72p3Qt — D(p +20)[ 2t — 1)?
2sin?(wp + 2rt)T'(1 — p)*T'(p + 27 +

N pr(1 = 21)?sin?QRro)I'(1 + p)’T' 2t — DT (1 — p — 21)?

1)zan(p,l +p.21;p+ 21,1 +p + 2t D3P (1+p,1 — 27,27 1,2, 1)

4720 (1 — p)2T(1 + p + 21)2

3Fa(p, 1+ p.215p + 21,1 + p + 275 1) (C6)
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The expression (C6) has a positive excess in the hypergeo-
metric functions under the two conditions T > 0 and p < 1.
The main advantage, however, of Eq. (C6) is that it is more
convenient for Taylor expansion around 7 = 0. We need to
expand the two hypergeometric functions of Eq. (C6). The first
one, s F>(1 + p,1 —2t,27;1,2;1), can be expanded safely,
since it is well-defined in the expansion limit 7 — Ofor p < 1.
One obtains

shh(1+p,1 —21.27; 1,2 1)

=1+ 2[1 —yE—VY(=p)+ Hr +0GE?h). (€D

We employed the Gauss relation ; Fi(a,b;c; 1) = T'(c)['(c —
a —b)/[T'(c — a)['(c — b)] and used the fact that 3 F, reduces
to ,F; for T =0, see the definition (C2). However, the
expansion of the second hypergeometric function of Eq. (C6),
sF(p,1+ p,2t; p + 21,1 + p + 2t; 1), can not be done di-
rectly, since for t = 0 it has zero excess. To overcome this
problem, we use the following relation:*!

sBh(p, 1+ p2t;p+2t,1+ p+ 213 1)
_ (1+p)(1 +21)
1+ p+2r

p(1 —21)

+ ———3F(p,1+p,2t; 14+p + 21,1 4+ p + 215 1),
p+2t

3B (p, 1+ p2t;p 4+ 21,24+ p 4215 1)

(C8)

which connects 3 F>(p,1 + p,2t; p + 27,1 + p 4+ 21; 1) with
two other hypergeometric functions that have an excess of
1 + t and hence are well defined for t = 0. One then obtains
for the expansion

sF(p,1+p2t;p+2t,14+ p+21;51)

=2+ 2[2;/5 +2y(p) + é]x + 0. (09)

Combining Egs. (C7), (C9), and (C6), one obtains the
expanded form of Eq. (C3),

J(p, 2 2
z(xfzzt) = % + %[2 —2yp — Y (p) — Y(=p)] + O°).
(C10)

Finally, using Egs. (C1) and (C10), we obtain the result
reported in the text, see Eq. (56).

It is interesting to notice that Eq. (C3) satisfies the relation
J(p,t)=J(p,1/2—1) when 7 >0 and 1/2 — 7 > 0, i.e,
for 0 < v < 1/2. This significantly simplifies the Taylor ex-
pansion, since Eq. (C3) could easily and directly be expanded
around T = 1/2, because the excess 27 of the hypergeometric
functions is then always positive and hence they are well
behaved. Performing the calculation in this way, one obtains

Jpty  p? P’
472 8(1/2—1)?  4(1/2—-1)

x[2 = 2ye — ¥ (p) — Y (=p)] + O(1/2 — )%,
(C11)
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which is in agreement with the result (C10). This observation
suggests that a more symmetric form of the expansion reads

J(p.1) p’ P’

472 3212(1/2—1)?  8t(1/2 —1)
x [=2yg — ¥ (p) — Y (—p)]+ O"(1/2 = T)%).
(C12)

2. Further study of the analytical continuation

We should notice that although Eq. (C10) is formally
obtained from Eq. (C6) that is valid for p < 1, Eq. (C10) is
an even function of p [as well as the starting ones of Egs. (54)
and (C3)] and therefore Eq. (C10) holds at any p by the parity
transformation. Hence we can define the integral analytically
continued to the whole complex plane:

2 2 1-2 _ _ _
Loom(1,0,q,7) = % L = 2ve 4xi<q> ¥(=9)]

+0(% for ¢ ¢ integers.

(C13)

For positive integer ¢ = N, one can not expand the function
Y (— q(1 — 1)) from Eq. (C10) at small t due to the divergence
of ¥(—N). In Fig. 6, we show a comparison between the exact
result and its small t expanded form for the 1/t divergent part
of 1(1,0,q,7).

We finally notice that Eq. (C10) diverges, once p ap-
proaches an integer. Due to the parity of Eq. (C10) with respect
to p, we can restrict to the region p > 0. It is then convenient
to rewrite ¥ (p) + ¥ (—p) = 2¥(p) + w cot(wp) + 1/p. As
a result, the divergence arises due to the cotangent term.
Therefore the most divergent part of Eq. (C10) at t — 0 and
p — N with N being a positive integer, is

2 2
jff,’f) = &5 — o cotp) + R(p).
where R(p) is the t-independent part in Eq. (C10), contained
in O(t%). Direct expansion of Eq. (C3) shows that it has
a divergence of the type N?/[4(p — N)?] for any integer

N, so R(p) can be rewritten as R(p) =Y n_, 4(17{—2]\,)2 +

(C14)

T [Icont(L 07 q, T) - %]

401

20t J
0 Il

r 2 3 s 1
20t

40t

FIG. 6. (Color online) Numerical evaluation of 1/t divergent part
of Ion(1,0,g,7) for T = 107>, Solid line represents the data obtained
using Eq. (C13), while the dots are obtained using the exact expression
(C3) plugged in into Eq. (C1). The plotted function is even in ¢ and
we only show the region g > 0.
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_r

...=EZy®(1 - p)+ ..., taking into account only the most
divergent terms O[(g — N)~?2], but not the terms that diverge
as O[(q — N)™']. Here, . . . denotes other subleading divergent
terms when g — N. Therefore

2 2
JIN+ht) (N+h?  (N+h) [%Jro(h)}

472 812 4z
N2
—1
+ 501+ O/ N)]

N2 N2
= @[1 + O /N)] — H[l + O(h/N)]

2

N
+ gt + OU/N)L.

(C15)
Using Egs. (C1) and (C15) we recognize h = —Nt, and
therefore

N2 42N +2

Icom(laO»NaT) = 872

+0@™hH.  (Cl6)

In Fig. 7, we show a numerical comparison between the
obtained results.

In order to get the O(r~!) term in the previous formula,
one should evaluate the O(z?) terms in (C7) and (C9) that we
have not succeeded. However, we have verified the following
two results:

5 1
Leon(1,0,1,7) = 25 = >— + oY, (C17)
5 4 0
Ion(1,0,2,7) = — — =+ O(1"). (C18)
412 1

872[0011&(150’qu)
250

20 Far q2+2q+2

15F2}

10F

FIG. 7. (Color online) Numerical evaluation of 1/7? divergent
part of I.n(1,0,9,7) for 7 = 1073. For noninteger ¢ values,
872 Ion(1,0,9,7) equals g2, while for integer ¢ it is ¢> 4+ 2q + 2,
as indicated by the dashed lines. The dots represent values obtained
using the exact expression (C3) plugged in into Eq. (C1) at particular
values ¢ = 0.5,1,1.5,2,2.5,3. By solid line we show the result
(C14) plugged in into Eq. (C1). The inset shows the zoomed result
around ¢ = 1, and we notice a very good agreement between the
results (C3) and (C14). For special g values such that p = g(1 — 1)
approaches unity or any other integer, we notice the divergence of
rzlcom(lvovq’t)'
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APPENDIX D: INTEGRAL I(r,a,q,7 = 0)

In this Appendix, we consider the integral (41) from the
main textat T = 0, i.e.,

1 1
I(ra,qt=0=— [ dxdy————
raat =0 =g | O R yr

y (X_r)2+a2y2+a2 (l_l
(y—r)2+[12 X2+(12 ’

DD

and evaluate it for ¢ = 1 and in the limit ¢ — 0. We notice
the invariance I(r,a,q,0) = I(r/a,1,q,0) and therefore we set
a = 1, recovering a in the final result.

1. The case I(r,a,q = 1,7 =0)

We start with the integral (D1) in the case ¢ = 1. We
represent the two-dimensional vectors x and y in polar
coordinates. After performing the two angular integrations,
and then the integration over x, the result can be expressed in
the following form:

1(r,1,1,0) :/ dylji(r.y) + () + j3(r.y)l, - (D2)
0

where
: 1 2
Jilry) = m[z -y
O+ DO* =22 =2)
¢r4—2r2<y2—1>+(y2+1>2}’ Y
2
2O = —Warctanh(%t) (D4)
J3(r.y)
1 0% + D2y +2y> +2r* 4 2)
= 22 3/2 [ - 2]
VO2 AL =222 = D)+ (2 + 1)2

244
X arctanh yzy——i- . (D5)
y-+2

After introducing a new variable r = y> 42, one easily
performs the integration of j;(r,y) and obtains

o0
/ dyji(r,y)
0
3r2 49

——lln<r2+l>—
-4 8 8/(r2 + 1)(r> +9)

8 ln[(r2+5) (2 + D02 +9) +r* +10r% + 17}

= —21In(r) + Eln2—}—(’)<i). (D6)
2 r?

The function j,(y) is r-independent and gives a constant
contribution

/ dyjr(y) = —In2. D7)
0

The remaining yet unevaluated integral is f0°° dy j3(r,y). We
notice that it contains a r-independent part [the term —2 from

214201-12
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the square brackets in Eq. (D5)], which is necessary to make
Ja(r,y) nonsingular at y — 0. From the square root of the
denominator of Eq. (D5), we conclude that j3(r,y) is sharply
peaked when y takes values around r, with the height of the
peak equal to In(r) in the limit of large r. Therefore we split
Jja(r,y) in the following form:

Ja(ry) = jai(r,y) + jaa(r,y), (D8)
where
rarctanh (> ”\,Z}j; 4)
J(ry) = - (D9)

W22 =D+ G2+ 12

In the last equation, we keep y in the denominator in
order make j3,(r,y) decaying faster than 1/y at large y. We
emphasize here that the special choice (D9) for the first term
of Eq. (D8) is not unique. For example, another possibility
2r% In(y+1)
YA/ =22 (2 =)+ + 12
is integrable and describes well the function j3(r,y) around its
maximum. For simplicity, in the following we use the choice
given by Eq. (D9).

The subleading part of js3(r,y) contained in js(r,y) =
J3(r,y) — ja1(r,y) can be safely expanded at large r, as its
main contribution in the integral comes from small values of
y, i.e., from the region y <« r. Using Egs. (D5), (DS8), and
(D9), one obtains

() v +3 —e y:+4
r,y) = | ———= — — |arctanh| ———
SRR Ty Y +2

1
+0 (r_z) ;
therefore

*° 72 In2 1
dyjpr,y)=—— —+0| = ). D11
/0 yjn(r,y) 5 5+ (ﬂ) (D11)

would be which is equally good, as it

(D10)

We perform the remaining integration fooo dy j31(r,y) in the
following way. We first calculate

131(V,y)=/dl’]3l(rr’y)

/7T

arctanh
— #hl[l +r2 _y2
2y
+V/rt = 2727 = D+ (32 + 1. (D12)
Then, we expand J3;(r,y) at large r at lowest order in r and
get

arctanh (> szy:; 4)
J4(ry) = "2 nr 4o, (DI3)
where by ... we denote the subleading terms at large r.

The expansion of Eq. (D13) is a good approximation of
J31(r,y) of Eq. (D12) only for y < r. For y > r, the function
J31(r,y) sharply drops to zero, contrary to its expanded form
(D13), as one can see from the expansion of J3;(r,y). In the
vicinity of r, at leading order one obtains J3,(r,y =r + §) =
(1n2 r/r)[1 —§/Inr]foré <« 1.Such an expansion determines
a very large slope O(1/ Inr) for the deviation of the function
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J31(r,y) around the point y = r. Therefore we integrate the
expanded result (D13) over y in the interval [0,7] and get

f dyJ\(r,y) = —Li2[ — %r(r +Vrr+ 4)} In(r)
0

— %ln(r)lnz (

2
+
r2+r\/m+2)

72 1
=1n3r+—1nr+(9<—> +---. (D14
6 r2
The subleading terms of Eq. (D14), denoted by .. ., originate
from the subleading terms of Eq. (D13), which do not change
the stated result in Eq. (D14), as one can check, e.g., numeri-
cally. Finally, assuming the following form fooo dy ja1(r,y) =

Aln®r + Blnr + C + - - -, one obtains

© iy A B
/dr/ ay 0 A B e
0 r 3 2

(D15)

After comparing the last expression with Eq. (D14), one gets
A =3,B =0,and C = 7?/6. Combining this result with Eqs.
(D8) and (D11) one obtains

<o 2 In2 1
dyjs(r,y) =3In"r = == +0| 5 ). (D16)
0 r

Collecting the obtained results (D6), (D7), and (D16) and using
(D2), one obtains

2
I(r.a.1,0) = 31’ (f) 2 <5> + 0(“—2> (D17)
a a r

where we have recovered the parameter a.

2. The case I(r,a,q — 0,7 =0)

The leading order term at ¢ — O of Eq. (44) is given by
I,(r) of Eq. (45). We could evaluate it using a procedure similar
to the one employed during the evaluation of I(r,a,1,0), see
Appendix D 1. First, one performs the two angular integrations,
where one employs the following nonelementary integral

2
/ dfIn(c —cos@) = =27 In(2c — 2v/c2 —1), (DI18)
0

which can, e.g., be obtained by making use of the Jensen
formula.*? After performing one spatial integration, one
obtains the result of the form

[e%9) 2 2
y 42 y/y>+4
1 (r) :/ dy[—arctanh(—)
: 0 Vyr+4 y2+2
—yIn(y* + 1)} (D19)

| |:r2 + Y2+ 14+/rt =222 = ) + (32 + 1)?
n

2+ 1D
For the last integral, one could use a procedure similar to the

one employed above for the integral (D2). The final result
reads

]. (D20)

L,(r) = I0(r) + In(r) + OG), (D21)
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and therefore

0
1(r,a,q,0)=q2[1n2< >~|—1n( )+0< >}+O(q4).

(D22)

APPENDIX E: CONNECTION BETWEEN THE FINITE-a
AND THE DIMENSIONAL METHODS

1. From poles to logarithms
Let us define /(7,7) := 7*"I(r,a,q,7) and 7 = r/a [com-
pare with the expression for W, of Eq. (40)]. Hence the limit
a — 0 1is the same as ¥ — oo. The dimensional method gives,
at fixed 7 > 0O:

bl(‘])

I(F,7) ~r oo +— +O(1)} (ED)

~ar| D2(@)

2
where b,(q) and bi(q) are even functions of g with a regular
Taylor expansion in g at ¢ = 0. On the other hand, from the
finite-a method, we know that

IF, 7 =0) ~o o Bz(q)ln2 F+ Bi(g)InF 4+ O(). (E2)
To match the two, we first observe that the integral
(Fop)*I(7,7) (E3)

is not divergent and can be calculated at t = 0, giving 2B,(q)
from Eq. (E2), or directly calculated from Eq. (E1) in the limit
T — 0 is gives 16b,(g). Identifying the two coefficients, one
gets

Bx(q) = 8b1(q), (E4)

which was used in the main text.

When b,(q), Ba(g) are nonzero one cannot get in full
generality a universal result for Bj(q),bi(g). It is easy to
see, since by simply changing the cutoff a by a finite scale,
Bi(g) changes. However, in the present case, we can use the
extra parameter, ¢, and we note that b,(¢) = g>/8. Hence the

integral
[rye
2 aq)

[(7,1)= (1 —

where b,(q) = (1 — %q285)|q=0b1(q) has a Taylor expansion
starting at O(g*). In the finite-a method, this new integral can
have only a logarithmic divergence at large 7, namely,

[(7,7) = Bi(g)In7 4+ O(1), (E6)

i) =/ l(q)

q=0

+ O(),

(E5)

and applying the same reasoning as above to the finite integral
7ox1(F,T), we obtain

Bi(q) = 4b1(q). (E7)

Hence, in conclusion, if b2(¢) = ¢*/8 we conclude that
I(F.v = 0) = rooo ¢*[I0* F + y (In7)] (E8)
+4b1(q)InF + O(1), (E9)

where y is nonuniversal, as used in the text.
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2. An illustrative example

In this Appendix, we study an example the connection
between the two approaches used, the first one which keeps
a finite ultraviolet cutoff a but uses 7 = 0, and the second
dimensional method where a =0 but 7 > 0. In order to
understand the connection, let us consider the following
example:

K(rat) =1 zrrsz P (10
o a Ix|<L (x2+a>)'-7’

which, although being simple, resembles the structure of the
terms we encountered in Eqgs. (40) and (41) and gives the
essence of the difference of the two methods. The exact
evaluation of Eq. (E10) is elementary and one obtains

2t 2 INT 2t
L _
K(ra.t) = 2,r<£) LT a) —a
a 2t

Now we evaluate Eq. (E10) using the finite-a method. There,
one first expands the integrand at small , followed by the
integration. Doing these two steps, one obtains

1
_ 2,
Ka(r,a,r)_/ﬂdd S 0

(E11)

2
=2nr1ln (l + %) + O(7). (E12)
In the dimensional method, one first expands the integrand
at small a, and then performs the integration. For v > 0,
this procedure leads to a convergent integral, since the short-
distance divergence is avoided by keeping t finite. In such a
way, one obtains

2t
. 1
KY™(ra,7) = (i) r_2’|:/ d*x —o =+ O(az):|
a |x|<L ()C ) -t
2
— (L Ir_2r L 1.
a 2t
In the final step of the dimensional method, one expands at
small t the result (E13), finding

(E13)

. L 1
Kdlm(r,a,r) =2 |:1I1 ; + E + O(‘L’)] + O(QZ*ZT). (E14)

The obvious discrepancy, at small a, between the two results of
Egs. (E12) and (E14), is contained in the term 77 /7 in the latter;
it arises due to setting a = 0 in the integrand of Eq. (E13),
which is reminiscent of setting a to zero in the last term of the
exactresult (E11). As a consequence, the divergence at 7 — 0
in Eq. (E14) remains, which would have been canceled had we
kept a finite a in the dimensional method. Therefore, in order
to compare the two results of the finite-a and the dimensional
method, one must neglect all the terms that are divergent in
the limit T — O in the final result of the dimensional method.

We note finally that expressions of the form a®, which
appear in the integral (E10) and in similar ones, are treated
differently in the finite-a method and in the dimensional one. In
the former, one encounters the limit T = 0 and therefore a* =
1. In the latter, one considers the limit a — 0, and therefore
a® = 0. This difference must be taken into account if one wants
to compare the results obtained by the two methods.
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APPENDIX F: FROM MOMENTS TO DISTRIBUTION

In principle, the knowledge of the cumulants (67) of the
relative phase displacements ® = 6(r) — 6(0) allows to learn
about the probability distribution function (PDF) of ®, which
could be measured directly, e.g., in numerical simulations.

The presence of poles in 7(g) at ¢ = 1, and presumably
other integers, as well as the (related) mechanism of screening
discussed in the introduction precluded us, for now, to have
a complete knowledge of A(g) and 7n(g) for all ¢, hence we
are not able to fully characterize the PDF. In a more modest
attempt, hopefully avoiding some of these problems, let us

focus on the correlation at imaginary ¢ = —ip, for which our
result reads

(er®) ~ exp{p°t*l* + [cp” — g(p)T°1L}, (F1)

g(p) = p*2ye + ¥(ip) + ¥ (—ip)], (F2)

where ¢ =In(r/a) and g(p) is a positive even function,
increasing for p > 0, which behaves as O(p*) at small p and
as 2p*In p at large p. Note that there are no poles on the
real p axis. At this stage, (F1) is just the generating function
of all cumulants of ® and the explicit form (F1) provides a
resummation of the Taylor series in the vicinity of p = 0. It
is not obvious whether this equality holds more globally, i.e.,
whether additional nonperturbative terms are also present, as is
the case along real g. However, it is maybe less likely for real p.

To test this, we must verify that (F1) is first of all an
increasing function of p. Clearly, since g(p) ~ 2p”In p, this
fails at fixed £ for some large enough p. So this formula cannot
extendto t21In p > cf + t2¢2. Itis probable that for such large
p one leaves the domain of validity of the (renormalized)
perturbative expansion and a different calculation must be
performed (such as an instanton calculation for real p).

Let us point out an interesting interpretation. Let us rewrite,
to the same accuracy at large £:

(eP®) ~ explep?l + pree /Y] (F3)

where h(p) = g(p)/p* ~ O(p?) at small p and h(p) ~ 21In p
at large p. From the large p > 1 behavior, we can rewrite

(€P®) ~ 51 exp(cp®l + 1202 p> 1), (F4)
i.e., indicating some deviations from the Gaussian behavior.
APPENDIX G: A TOY MODEL

Here, we give results for a toy model that shows oscillatory
behavior in C(q) as a function of g. We write the energy for a
particle in a parabola plus a cosine, which has a random shift

§e[—1/2,1/2],
H[O] = 167 — gy cos(2m[0 + £]). (G1)

For simplicity, we consider the limit of gg — oo. This restricts
0 to —& plus an integer m. The expectation of ¢/, given £ can
then be written as

: (m—£)?
Z‘X’ elam—8)— 5=

m=—o0
e T O3(n(¢ —iqT),e > T)
- U3 (né-,e—2rr2T)

(%)) =

, (G2)
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The correlation function C(g) for T =
1/5 (thick, green, dotted), T = 1/20 (red, thick, solid), and in the
limit of 7 — 0 (black, thin, dashed). In the latter case, it approaches
C(@lr=0 = 2sin(g/2)/q.

where 3 is the elliptic 6 function and ¢ = —&. Then

12 .
Clg) = @) = / d (%) (G3)

172

§

We have plotted the resultin Fig. 8. For T — 0, we can restrict
the sum in Eq. (G2) to m = 0. This yields

1/2 ) 2 q
C(q)‘ =/ dE ¢ = = sin (-) (G4)
T=0 —1/2 q 2
The corresponding probability distribution is
1 1
P@O)|r=0 =0 — 3 < 0 < ) (GS)

This means that 6 is uniformly distributed between —1/2 and
1/2. For higher temperatures, the distribution will be smeared
out. It then reads

02

e T
PO) = (Go)
27T O3(0,e=27°T)
This is plotted in Fig. 9.
P(6)
1 1
1 1
1 1
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! |
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-1.5 -1.0  -05 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

FIG. 9. (Color online) The probability distribution (G6), for T =
1/100 (blue, dashed), T = 1/20 (red, solid), and 7' = 1/5 (green,
dotted).
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