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The phase transitions in a large class of physical systems are described by n > 4 component order parameters.
Here, the critical behavior of quenched random n > 4 vector models is studied by means of renormalization-
group theory in 4—e dimensions. Recursion relations for average potentials are constructed following the
methods derived by Lubensky. For several Hamiltonians describing homogeneous n > 4 systems there exist no
stable fixed points in 4—e€ dimensions which explains the first-order transitions actually observed in these
systems. It is shown that the recursion relations for the corresponding quenched random systems are also
unstable. However, the runaway in this case is of a fundamentally different nature. The fluctuations of the
local mean-field transition temperature diverge, and this behavior is interpreted as a “smeared” transition.
This interpretation is consistent with existing experiments. On the other hand, in the cases where the
homogeneous Hamiltonian possesses a stable fixed point in 4—e dimensions, this fixed point remains stable
against random perturbations, so no change in the critical behavior is expected. For most of the models
studied there is at least one fixed point of order €'/2. These fixed points are all unstable. It is suggested that
experiments should be performed to determine the critical behavior of random n > 4 systems. Of particular
interest are the systems with no stable fixed points, such as Cr, Eu, MnO, and UO,, where crossover from
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first-order to a smeared transition is predicted.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nature of the phase transitions in quenched
random systems,’ or systems with “frozen” im-
purities, has recently drawn more and more at-
tention. Whereas the phase transitions in annealed
disordered systems where impurities can diffuse
freely to reach thermal equilibrium are rather
well understood,® only little is known about criti-
cal properties of quenched systems. Very few
rigorous results exist. McCoy and Wu® have
solved exactly a disordered two-dimensional mod-
el in which all the vertical bonds in any horizon-
tal row are identical. They find a “smeared” or
rounded phase transition. An interesting question
is whether this behavior is specific for systems
with long-range correlation of impurities or
whether it is a general feature of disordered sys-
tems. No rigorous results exist for more realis-
tic models, and no conclusive experiments have
been performed.

A convenient approximate method of calculating
critical properties of real three-dimensional sys-
tems is the renormalization-group theory, or the
€ expansion. For pure systems the € expansion
has been very successful in calculating critical
exponents,* and also in predicting the order of
the phase transition.® Generally, the € expansion
assumes translational invariance, which is not
fulfilled for quenched disordered systems. Lu-
bensky® and Grinstein and Luther’ have indepen-
dently extended the € -expansion formalism to

quenched random systems. Grinstein and Luther
derived an effective translational invariant Ham-
iltonian which leads to the same free energy as

the original Hamiltonian,® and performed the €
expansion on this effective Hamiltonian, whereas
Lubensky directly constructed the recursion rela-
tions for the probability distributions for random
potentials. These theories can be shown to be
equivalent. The isofropic n-vector model was
studied by both groups. The main result was, that
if there are no long-range correlations of the ran-
dom potential there is a skarp transition with pure-
system exponents if the specific-heat exponent «
of the pure system is negative, and if a is positive
there is a sharp transition with zew exponents.
For n<3 it can be shown that anisotropy does not
affect the critical behavior of pure systems,®
since the isotropic fixed point is always stable

to first order in €. It can be shown (see Sec. II)
that for n < 3 the corresponding random isotropic
fixed point is always stable. Hence for » <3 one
should always expect sharp transitions. (A special
case is the random Ising model where a fixed point
of order €'/2 has been found.!®) The effects of ran-
domness, if any, are difficult to observe experi-
mentally for two reasons. First, the exponents

of the pure and random fixed points differ only in-
significantly, and second, one cannotavoid macro-
scopic gradients of impurity concentration through
the crystal. Such unintended inhomogeneities will
cause a rounding of the transition temperature

and obscure the intrinsic critical behavior.'!
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Recently, it was pointed out by Mukamel'? that
the phase transitions in certain physical systems
in which the magnetic unit cell is doubled should
be described by n = 4 component order parameters.
This is a very important observation, since it
turns out that many, if not most, magnetic phase
transitions are n =4 transitions. Mukamel, Krin-
sky, and Bak>!® constructed Ginzburg-Landau-
Wilson Hamiltonians corresponding to several of
these systems, and performed a renormalization-
group analysis in 4 — € dimensions. The first-or-
der transitions in several types of antiferromagnets
could be explained by noting that the corresponding
Hamiltonians possess no stable fixed point. Ex-
amples of physical systems corresponding to
these Hamiltonians are Cr (n=12), Eu (n =12),
UQ, (n=6), and MnO (n=8). The question now
naturally arises what kind of critical behavior
should be expected for the corresponding quenched
random systems. There is no reason that a
gradient of dilute impurities or imperfections
should automatically cause a rounding of a
first-order transition. Hence, if dilute impuri-
ties do in fact change the nature of the phase tran-
sition, this effect should be interpreted as a genu-
ine intrinsic effect.

Let us briefly review the experimental situation.
It turns out, surprisingly, that a rather extensive
amount of neutron scattering experiments has been
performed on Cr with various impurities.!*-!® Cr
is one of the systems with a first-order transition
generated by a lack of stable fixed point. A very
interesting experiment was performed by Lebech
and Mikke." They found that very small amounts
of Re (0.18 at.%) in Cr make the phase transition
continuous. This observation seems to be consis-
tent with measurements on Cr with impurities of
Mn (0.05 at.%),'s and Fe (0.37-0.5 at.%).!* With
larger concentrations of impurities,  the magnetic
structure usually becomes commensurate and, in
agreement with a simple Landau argument,’ the
phase transition again becomes of first order.**+!”
However, in this context, we are only interested
in the dilute case. Another interesting feature is
that for'® Eu early experiments indicated a con-
tinuous transition. The purity of the samples used
in these experiments was reportedly lower than
that of the sample used in the experiment of Cohen
et al.'® which revealed the first-order transition.
Also for MnO it is important to have a sample of
good quality in order to observe the first-order
transition.?® These experiments clearly indicate
that impurities and other imperfections are im-
portant in determining the critical behavior of
random n > 4 systems. Whether the “continuous”
phase transition observed in these experiments
should be interpreted as a sharp second-order

phase transition with temperature-independent
exponents or a “smeared” transition in the McCoy-
Wu sense is not yet clear. The experiments were
certainly not set up to study critical properties of
random systems. In any case, these experiments
provide sufficient motivation to study these tran-
sitions from a theoretical point of view.

In this paper the critical properties of random
n =4 models are studied by means of renormaliza-
tion-group theory in 4 — € dimensions, using Lu-
bensky’s formalism. This paper is organized as
follows. In Sec. II the general structure of the re-
cursion relations for the average potentials and
higher cumulants is derived. The disorder is
characterized by a single variable A which be-
haves like a quartic potential. This variable may or
may not be relevantin the Wilson sense® accordingto
the symmetry of the Hamiltonian. It is shown that
in general the number of fixed points is doubled
when randomness is included, and the new fixed
points and their exponents are related to the pure
fixed points in a simple way. We also show that
for n <3 there is always a stable fixed point inde-
pendent of anisotropy. In Sec. III the random n
> 4 models corresponding to the homogeneous
Hamiltonians with no stable fixed points are stud-
ied. It turns out the randomness does not create
stable fixed points for any of the models studied
by Mukamel, Krinsky, and Bak. Superficially
one might be tempted to conclude that the transi-
tions should be of first order. However, it has
previously been pointed out by Aharony*' and
Lubensky® that the “runaway” for random systems is
of afundamentally different nature than the runaway
for homogeneous Hamiltonians. Therefore, one
should rather expect a smeared transition. Once the
“randomness” is turned on, the runaway is of the
same nature whether or not the original Hamiltonian
had a stable fixed point. On the other hand, inthe
cases where the pure system has a stablen >4 fixed
point, this fixed point remains stable with respect
to random perturbations. This reflects the fact
that the critical exponent o is negative. Hence,
random impurities should not influence the criti-
cal properties of these systems. For some of the
Hamiltonians, namely, those corresponding to »
=4, the stability of the fixed point is marginal to
first order in €. The conclusions above are not
affected by this fact. In Sec. IV it is shown that
most of the random Hamiltonians have at least
one fixed point of order €/2. For the n=4 Ham-
iltonian describing type-II antiferromagnets with
m ||k we determine explicitly three such fixed
points. However, it turns out that these fixed
points are always unstable and hence probably
without physical significance. In addition, there
are always unphysical fixed points which can
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never be reached. Finally, the results are sum-
marized and discussed in Sec. V, and specific ex-
periments are proposed.

II. RENORMALIZATION-GROUP THEORY FOR
RANDOM SYSTEMS

In this section we shall briefly review the re-
normalization-group theory for quenched random
systems and extend the formalism to include all
possible fourth-order anisotropy terms of the
Ginzburg-Landau-Wilson (GLW) Hamiltonian cor-
responding to the pure system. This fourth-order
anisotropy plays a crucial role for the critical be-
havior of both homogeneous and random » = 4 sys-
tems.

The most general GLW Hamiltonian for the pure

w,= [atn,at, 3~ (1) 04095

i=1
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system, including terms of up to fourth order in
the order parameter may be written

%= fd“x<§"_“, = z{r $i0) +[Voi(0) P}

- PZ u® Z“ﬁ‘i'jkl ¢i(x)¢j(x)¢k(x)¢x(x)> ’
(1)

where ¢; are the n components of the order para-
meter, and the sum }}_, is over all the possible
fourth-order invariants O, of the space group
which can be formed by the components of the
order parameter. However, in order to describe
the corresponding random system, we rewrite
this Hamiltonian on the more general form

+ fddxl o 'ddxa Z —up(x“xz, X3y Xy) g ﬁfjkl ¢i(x1)¢j(xz)¢k(x3)¢x(x4)

e fat a3 o) S B 04000, ) on,) 0105, @
I3 ijRl

The coupling constants »’(x,, x,) and «” are now position dependent,?? since the random system is not trans-
lationally invariant. Moreover, since all the symmetry elements of the homogeneous system are absent,
there are additional fourth-order terms not invariant under the space group of the pure system. The ran-
dom system is defined in terms of a probability distribution of the potentials »'(x,, x,), #®, and w®’. Mathe-
matically, the free energy is obtained by averaging the logarithm of the partition function over this prob-

ability distribution function.

We now transform the reduced Hamiltonian into momentum space:

1 z: - - - -
== '2‘_[ Uz((haqz)d)i((h)‘bi(qz)
= |

qpdy T

-
q,.d,.45, »

P <Z 123(61,62; 53,64)12“ ﬁ‘i’jkl ¢t(al)¢;(ae)¢’k(aa)‘pl(a4)
a, !

+Z’: 1’:'(61,ﬁe;ﬁ3,a4)z; ﬁf;hl¢1(al)¢j(a2)¢k(63)¢l(a4)> . (3)

The randomness is now characterized by a prob-
ability distribution function of the potentials in q
space, P({¥(§,, ...,&)D). The renormalization
group operates on the potentials {t4(q,, - .., d,)}
of a particular member of the ensemble and trans-
form it to a new -dependent set of potentials,
{v2(d,,...,q)}, where because of the change of
scale, the § spaces of the initial and the trans-
formed potentials are the same. In this way the
renormalization group operation transforms
P({v?}) to a-new probability distribution P’({vf}).
The probability distribution function can alterna-
tively be described in terms of its cumulants C,.
The lowest-order cumulants are (v;) and (v,v,,),
where the angular brackets denote averages over
P({v,}). Therecursionrelations for the potentials

can thus be converted to recursion relations for
the cumulants. Following Lubensky,® recursion
relations for (v,) and (v) can be constructed by
averaging the recursion relations for the general
inhomogeneous potentials. Since the average po-
tentials transform according to the full space
group of the pure system we see immediately

(0,(8,, @)= (r +41)6(§, +8,), (4)
(03(A), &, Ga, T =1, (G, +, +5 +y), (5)
(vf'(4,,8,, 8, 80=0, (6)

where we have expanded the second-order poten-
tial in the long-wavelength limit and, as usual in
renormalization-group theory, suppressed the §;
dependence of the fourth-order potentials.
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In addition to the recursion relations for the
average potentials, we also construct recursion
relations for the quantity (5v,6v,), where
61}2(61) ?12) = Uz(ﬁp ﬁz) - (vz(au 62» . In the long'
wavelength limit we have

(60,(qy, 8,)00,(,, )= A6(F, +8, +8;+4,), (7

where A is proportional to (6v,(x, x)5v,(x, x)).
Since v,(x, x)~ T - T,(x), where T.(x) is the local
mean-field transition temperature, A is simply
proportional to the variance of the fluctuations in
the transition temperature. We note that A by de-
finition is a positive quantity. Therefore, we must
reject any solution of the recursion relations with
A negative as unphysical. It turns out that A
enters the recursion relations on an equal footing
with the quartic potentials, but it should be em-
phasized that A is nof a coefficient of a term in an
effective Hamiltonian.

In general the recursion relations for the komo-
geneous system to second order in € =4 —d may be
written®

¥’ =b? [r <Z c,u,)A(r)j] ,
?
uy=be ]:u,—< Z dﬁ,,,,u,,up,.> K, 1nbj\ .
S5

Here b is the cutoff ratio in momentum space

(8)

Ky=20"D7-7[r(3d)]" (9)
and
- d'q 1
A= fb—ls\a\51 @1 @ +r- o

Using the diagram technique, we construct the
corresponding equations for the random system.
They are, again to second order in the coupling
constants,

r'=b [r+ (Z: c,u,—A>A(7’)] )

up=be [u,, -< S @epntty ity = 6Au,> K, lnb] ,
pip" (11)

A’ =b¢ [A - <Z: 2¢,uy & = 4A2> K, 1nb] .

We note that the exponent v, describing the diver-
gence of the correlation length at the critical point
is 3+, c,/4urK, to first order in €, where u} are
the fixed-point potentials. Using scaling we get

1
=—vd+2= 3 (e—zp:Zc,utK‘,). (12)

By inspection of the recursion relation for A, we
note that the stability of the pure fixed point with
respect to perturbations in A is determined by the
sign of . When « is positive the homogeneous
fixed point is unstable with respect to random-

ness, in agreement with an argument of Harris.?®
This relation can be extended to higher order in €.

Let us first determine the fixed points of (11) to
order O(e). Defining x;=(K,/€)u; and y=(K,/€)A,
the equations for the fixed points become

Xp= Z dﬁmxnxm—nypy (13)
nm
y= 9 2c,x,y —4y°. (14)
»
Suppose the homogeneous system has the fixed
point given by x,=x¥, p=1,...,l. The random

system obviously has a fixed point given by x,
=x¥, y=0. Now, let us consider the case y+0
(A+#0). We define new parameters x, by means
of the equations

xp=(1+6y)x), y#-—+,0 (15)
and the fixed-point equations now read

Xp= D damXn X, (16)

y= ZZCP(I +6y)xpy —4y%. am

Equation (16) is identical to the equation determin-
ing the fixed point of the pure system, for which
the solutions are known. Hence, if the pure sys-
tem has a fixed point x,=x}, y=0, then the ran-
dom system has the same fixed point and, in addi-
tion, a new random fixed point

xB = (1 +6y*)xf, (18)
1 c

X = o — &» R¥*

y 4+ E,, 5 % - (19)

Clearly, if A* determined by Eq. (17) turns out to
be 0, no new fixed point has been obtained. Of
more interest is the fact that if 3, c,x¥ =%, then
Eq. (17) has no solution for A. According to Eq.
(12) this case occurs whenever v=73+ &€ or o
=-1e for the pure system. In Sec. IV we shall see
that in this case there is a fixed point of order
€2 similar to the one obtained by Khmel’nitsky.'°
We conclude that it is a rather trivial matter to
solve completely for the random fixed points,
once the fixed points for the corresponding homo-
geneous problem are known. However, following
this procedure, A* may turn out to be negative
and the fixed point is unphysical. For example,
the random Gaussian fixed point corresponding to
x}=0 for all p has y=-§ and should be rejected.
The interesting question now arises as to what
determines the stability of the new fixed points.
Before considering the general case with arbi-
trary anisotropic fixed points, let us prove that
when # < 3, the isotropic random fixed point is
always stable. Brezin et al.® showed that when
n< 3, the isotropic fixed point is always stable
for the pure system. Let u, (or x,) be the coeffi-
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cient of the isotropic four-spin term of the Ham-
iltonian. The recursion relations are now

w =uy + ’:eu1 - <4(n+8)uf+ Z Ayttt

p'=1

+ O dY ettty — 6u1A> Kq] Inb,

pIp#L

A=A+ ’:eA - <8(n +2)u, A - 447

+ 3 2c,,u,A> K4]1nb, (20)

p=1
and

Up =ty + [eup "'<d§1upu1

+ a5ty tyn — 61 A)K}lnb,
,,Z:,u p7prUprUp A 4

J

1-8(n+8)xF* +6y* —d},le*
0 1—db xR* +Byx
-8(n+2)y* -2c,y*

However, since we know that the isotropic fixed
point is stable for n < 3 for the pure system,

1-d? x¥<0.

Using Egs. (21) and (22) we find that this equation
implies that the diagonal elements, 1 —d?, x** +6y*
<0. The stability is thus determined by the eigen-

values of the 2X 2 submatrix

1-8(n+8)xR* +6y* x™*

—8(n +2)x¥ 1+8y*—8(n+2)xf*

(24)

and the problem is reduced to the case considered
by Lubensky® and by Grinstein and Luther.” One
finds that for n<4 the eigenvalues are all negative.
Therefore, the isotropic random fixed point is
always stable when n<4. For real systems in
three dimensions, it turns out the exponent o
seems to be negative, and one should expect the
pure fixed point to be stable. In any case, for »n

< 3 one should always expect sharp transitions
with concentration independent exponents, which
do not differ significantly from those of the pure
system, and no observable effects of randomness
should be expected.

III. » >4 HAMILTONIANS WITH NO STABLE FIXED POINTS

In Sec. II, the general structure of the recursion
relations for random systems was outlined, and it

when p#1. The recursion relations for w,, p#1,
do not contain terms proportional to 2 or wu,,
where p#p’. The isotropic fixed point is

x¥=1/4(n+8), xF,., =0, y*=0, (21)

where y*=AK,/e, and the corresponding random
fixed point is

1 4-n
R* = — R* = * = ——
X1 16(1’!—1)’ xP,P#l 0} y S(n—l) (22)
To determine the stability of this fixed point, we
linearize the recursion relations around the fixed
point. Stability requires the following matrix to
have negative eigenvalues only:

(23)

1+8y*=8(n+2)xF*

was shown that the fixed points were closely re-
lated to those of the corresponding pure system.
We saw, that when n <3 one should, in general,
not expect any change in critical behavior. In
this section, the formalism is applied to random
systems where the corresponding »n > 4 Hamilto-
nians describing the homogeneous system do not
possess stable fixed points. In particular, we
shall consider the cases studied by Mukamel,
Krinsky, and Bak.’*'* For a list of physical sys-
tems corresponding to these Hamiltonians, see
Ref. 5. The lack of stable fixed points explains
the first-order phase transitions in several mag-
netic substances, such as Cr, Eu, MnO, and UOQ,.
However, as discussed in Sec. I, there is clear
experimental evidence that the phase transitions
in the corresponding quenched random systems
may be continuous.'*-16:!8

Most of these Hamiltonians were unstable to
first order in €. Characteristic for the recursion
relations'® is that the fixed points are all unstable
with respect to perturbations of a simple linear
combination of the four-spin potentials, and that
the fixed point value of this linear combination
is zero. As an example, let us consider the n=6
Hamiltonian representing type-I antiferromagnets
with m LK, such as UO, or NdSn,. The space
group has five fourth-order invariants, which can
be formed by the six components of the order para-
meter. Mukamel and Krinsky*® constructed the
corresponding GLW Hamiltonian:
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1 = )2 4 74 22 2 2 =2 2
3(34:—5 t["(¢2x+¢2i)+(v¢i)2+(v¢i) ]‘“1 i (i + %) —u, g P95 —us Z b7 5 + 7 P;

1=1 i=1

—u (P} B3+ P23+ Papy) —us(PIPE + 292+ PIPY) .

di, di, 1 =1,2,3 are the six components of the or-
der parameter. For several fixed points, u} =uX
=0. The remaining fixed points are related to
these fixed points through symmetry relations.
The recursion relations for u, —« can be written

ud~uy=(l+relnd)(ug-u,), (26)
where
A=1+4xF - 24xF — 8xF — 8x* 27)

and x>0 for all fixed points (with x¥ - x*=0). Re-
lations similar to (26) and (27) also hold for the

n =12 Hamiltonians describing Eu and Cr,'® and
for the n =8 Hamiltonian describing phase transi-
tions in type-II antiferromagnets of the MnO-type
with m LK.

Now, suppose that the homogeneous Hamiltonian
has a fixed point u¥,u¥, ... ,u¥ where },A,u*=0,
and the recursion relation for this linear combina-
tion is

ZAPM;,=(1+)\€ Inb) D Au,, (28)
»
with
)\:I—Zal,x;‘>0. (29)

The corresponding recursion relation for the ran-
dom system is, according to Eq. (11),

;A,,u;:(l +A'eInb) Y Ayu,, (30)
b
with
N=1= a,xB* 16y, (31)
[

where xf* and y* are related to x} through Egs.
(17) and (18). Inserting xF*=x}(1 +6y*), we find

)\'.—_1_2 a,x¥(1+6y*)+6y

= (1 - pZa,x;f)(l +6y*) = A(1 +6y%) . (32)

Since A (and y) are positive definite, and A itself
is positive, A’ can never be negative. Therefore,
theve can be no stable fixed point for the random
system. Mukamel and Krinsky also studied an n
=4 model which is marginally stable to first or-
der in €, but unstable to second order in €. In
the Appendix it is shown that if randomness is in-

i<j

(25)

cluded, the Hamiltonian remains unstable. We
may, therefore, conclude that for all the n=>4
models with no stable fixed points, the correspond-
ing random “Hamiltonian” also diverges. Since
the lack of stable fixed point in pure systems in-
dicates a first order transition, one might be
tempted to draw the conclusion that the transition
should remain first order. However, one must
remember, that although A is treated in a way
perfectly similar to the fourth order potentials
the physical significance of these quantities is
different. For the homogeneous system, the run-
away reflects a “blow-up” of the fourth-order
terms of the free energy as a function of the or-
der parameters. For the random system not only
the corresponding “averaged” potentials but also
A goes off to infinity. From the structure of the
recursion relations [Eq. (11)] it follows that a
divergence of the potentials u, necessarily drives
a divergence of A. Recalling that A essentially is
proportional to the fluctuations of the local mean-
field transition temperature, it seem very likely
that the “runaway” should be interpreted as a
“smearing” of the transition. Lubensky® and
Aharony?! have presented arguments supporting
this interpretation. However, it must be stressed
that the runaway carries the Hamiltonian out of
the range where our approximations are valid,
and independent calculations are needed to identify
the nature of the transition.

The ultimate test of the validity of the predic-
tions, of course, is experiment. Existing experi-
ments clearly indicate that the transition does in-
deedbecome continuous, whichin itself is remark-
able for first-order systems. Since the random
Hamiltonian does not have a stable fixed point, as
it should whenever the transition is second order,*
we predict that this transition is not a sharp sec-
ond-order transition. The present calculation sug-
gests that the transition should be rounded or
smeared. It would be very interesting to analyze
existing experiments on this basis, and also one
should perform similar experiments on the other
systems mentioned in Ref. 5. In particular, one
should test whether the transition becomes
“smeared” as predicted in this work, or rather
should be interpreted as second order with con-
centration-independent exponents, as seen to be
the case for n <3 systems."

Finally, we note that for some of the »>4 mod-
els studied by Mukamel, Krinsky, and Bak,'? the
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Hamiltonian does indeed possess one stable fixed
point. It turns out that the specific-heat exponent
a corresponding to this fixed point is always rega-
tive. Hence, one should expect skarp second-or-
der transitions for the corresponding randomized
models, just as when n<3. Of course, this tran-
sition might be smeared by a macroscopic gradi-
ent of impurities.!*

IV. FIXED POINTS OF ORDER ¢!/2

It has been shown by Khmel’nitsky' that for the
random Ising model (n=1) there exists a fixed
point of order €2. In this section, it will be dem-
onstrated that this is not an isolated phenomenon,
but a very common feature for anisotropic ran-
dom systems.

Let us consider the case that the critical ex-
ponent v for one of the fixed points of the homo-
geneous system is 3+ € (@=+€). InSec. Il we
found that in this particular case there is no ran-
dom fixed point of order € corresponding to the
“nonrandom” fixed point. Assume that the fixed
point of the pure system is x¥, ..., x} and }, ¢, x¥
=3 so that the condition a =+e€ is fulfilled. Now
let us insert x,=x¥ and y=+A into the second-or-
der terms of the fixed-point equations (13) and
(14):

Zd,.mx,. Xm = Byx, =A° (Z o X = Y*> =0,

(33a)

o 1 1
E,, 2c,x,y —4y*=A® ( E,, gc,x;‘—§>:0.
(33b)

Equation (33a) follows from the fact that x} is the
fixed point of the homogeneous system. Since all
the second-order terms vanish, there are clearly
no solutions of order €, but, in general, there
are solutions of order €2 with u}=(A/K,)x}fe"/?
and A*=(A/6K,)e"?. The coefficient A is deter-
mined by inserting u,=(A/K,)x}€"/? +Be +-++ and
A*=(A/6K,)€"? +Ce ++ -+ into the third-order
terms of the recursion relations.

Several of the Hamiltonians that we have con-
sidered have “Ising-like” fixed points, where
2»Cpx¥=4%. For the n=6 Hamiltonian describing
type-I antiferromagnets with m 1k (UQ,), there
are three such fixed points, (x}=42, x¥=13),
(x¥=2%), and (xf=+,x¥=75), and the n=12 Ham-
iltonian'® representing phase transitions in Cr and
Eu has a simple Ising fixed point. On the other
hand, the n =8 Hamiltonian describing phase tran-
sitions in type-II antiferromagnets with m Lk
(MnO) does not possess fixed points with a =4e€,
so fixed points of order €2 are not possible for

the corresponding random system.

An interesting case is the n =4 Hamiltonian
which corresponds to the phase transitions in type-
II m ||k antiferromagnets (TbP, TbAs, NdSe,
etc.).!® The recursion relations have three fixed
points with o =+€, namely, the Ising fixed point,
v* =€/36K4, and two more complicated fixed points,
u*=€/48K,, v=—€/72K,, w * =+ €/6K,. Since we
have already constructed the recursion relations
to third order in the quartic potentials (see the
Appendix), we can explicitly determine all the
€'/? fixed points. For the random Ising fixed point
we get

1 /e \V2 6e €
*m e [ — * = = —_
UUTE, (330) and 4 <55> > 1=~ 110°

and for the two new random fixed points we get

/ /
wre L s)” ov= L [€\”
48K,\6/) T2K,\6 )

1 [e\Y?
cr—[E£) T oiax,
w* is;g,(s) *

The exponent n corresponding to this fixed point
is —€/(216x12),

It now remains to study the stability of these
new fixed points. We can prove that they are all
unstable using an argument similar to the one
used in II to show that the random fixed points of
order € are unstable.

Suppose again that one of the recursion relations
of the pure system is

D Apup=(1+Ae Ind) Z Ay, (34)
»
with
ufK
A=1-— * > = p77a
Z a,x}>0, x} pant
and

> Au=0.
P

Then the corresponding equation for the random
system, with fixed point «5* = (A/€¥?)u¥, is

Z:A,u;:(l+)\’1{4 1nb)ZA,u,, (35)
with

A= EP: apuf™ + 6%

Ael/z
— (- Ty 1) =42

Therefore, condition (34), which we used to show
that there is no stable fixed point of order € of
the pure system and no stable fixed point of order

/2

A>0.
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€ for the random system, also implies that there
is no stable fixed point of order €2 for the ran-
dom system. Clearly, the argument can be ex-
tended to show that there are no fixed points of
order €/" since the stability condition in this
case is essentially the same.

1 - 96xF — 24xF — 5 x¥ - 24xx -3}
— 48y 1 - 48xF - T2xF sx¥
- 48xF 0 1 -48x¥
—48y* —24y* 0

where we have defined x¥ = u*K,/€"/?A, x}

=v*K, /€A, x}F=w*K,/€?A, and y*=A*K,/e"?A.
By inserting the fixed point values of the homo-
geneous fixed point we find that there is always

at least one positive eigenvalue (the sum of the
diagonal elements is positive). Therefore the
three fixed points of order €!/2 for this system
are all unstable.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The influence of random perturbations on gen-
eral anisotropic n-vector models has been studied
by means of renormalization group theory in 4 — ¢
dimensions. The randomness can be associated
with an extra term, with coefficient A, in the
GLW Hamiltonian which may or may not be rele-
vant in the Wilson sense,* depending upon the sym-
metry of the system and the dimensionality of the
order parameter. Whereas for n< 3 (except, may-
be, for the random Ising model, and for models
with long-range correlation in the random poten-
tial) one should always expect sharp second-order
phase transitions with concentration-independent
exponents, it turns out that when n = 4 qualitative-
ly different critical behavior may occur.

Recently, Mukamel, Krinsky, and Bak"? studied
several physical realizable n > 4 vector models
using the € -expansion technique. For some of
these models there was a stable fixed point. The
critical exponent o for this fixed point is negative
and it is predicted that the critical properties
should not be affected by randomness, and the
transition should remain sharp, just as when n
< 3. Experiments should be performed to deter-
mine the critical behavior. A good example is
Ho, where the n =4 exponents for the pure system
have been confirmed experimentally.**

For most of the pure r»= 4 models, however, it
turned out that the corresponding recursion rela-
tions do not possess a stable fixed point.° It has
been demonstrated, that for all these systems,
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A special case is the Hamiltonian studied in the
Appendix, corresponding to type-II antiferromag-
nets with m || K, where a condition like (34) has
not been found.'® The stability of the €¢'/2 fixed
points is determined by the eigenvalues of the
4 X4 matrix

6x¥

6xF
* bl
X

6x3
2

3

(36)

r

the recursion relations for the corresponding di-
lute random quenched systems are also unstable.
The renormalized fluctuations of the local mean-
field transition temperature diverge, and this be-
havior is interpreted as anindication of a “smeared”
transition. We thevrefore predict cvossover from
fivst-order transitions to “smeaved’ ov rounded
transitions fov the veal physical systems assoc-
tated with these models. Existing experiments do
indeed indicate that the transition becomes con-
tinuous when small quantities of impurities are
added, for example in Cr. It should be empha-
sizedthat this is a very unusual behavior for a
first-order transition. It is suggested that ex-
periments be performed to test this prediction.
For a list of systems, where this crossover
should be expected, see Ref. 5. In particular,
one should investigate whether the continuous
transitions actually observed in Cr and Eu,!4-16:18
are sharp second order with concentration-inde-
pendent exponents, or rather smeared as pre-
dicted in this paper.

For most of the models considered in this paper,
there exist fixed points of order €/2. The fixed
point found by Khmel’nitsky'® for the random Ising
model is thus not an isolated case but occurs wide-
ly for anisotropic random n-vector models. I
have explicitly found three such fixed points for
the Hamiltonian describing type-II antiferromag-
nets. These fixed points are in general not stable.
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APPENDIX

Mukamel and Krinsky'® have studied an n=4
model describing phase transitions in type-II anti-
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ferromagnets with m ||k (TbP, TbSb, TbAs, CeS,
TbSe, NdSe, and NdTe). They found a fixed point
which is marginally stable to first order in €, but
unstable to second order in €. Clearly, the argu-
ment concerning the stability of random fixed
points presented in III is not valid in this case,
and we have to analyze this Hamiltonian separate-
ly.

The Hamiltonian is

4
K, =3 3l i+ (99:)]

i=1

4 2 4
-u<z ¢21> —UZ¢3—W¢1¢2¢3¢4' (A1)

The recursion relations for the random system
should be constructed to second order in € in or-
der to determine the random fixed points, and the
stability of such fixed points. The recursion rela-
tions are

r =r+(24u+120 =A)A(r) = (19242 + 9622 +192uv — 48u A — 240A + A%)B(r),

w=u+[eu—(48u*+24uv+5w° —6uA)K,+ (13444 + 115202y + 288u1° + 15uw?

+3uw? —4324°%A - 360uvA — 3 w?A + 21u A*)K? - 2nu] Inb ,

v/ =v+[ev - (3602 +48uv — w? — 60A)K, + (86407 +2304u v + 17284y — 12uw?
- 3vw®-2880°A — 288uvA + 3 w?A + 210A%)K? — 2nv] 1nb , (A2)

w'=w +[ew— (48uw — 6w A)K, + (1728uw +5T6uvw+3w® + 21w A*)K2 — 2mw | 1nb
A'=A+[eA - (48uA +24vA —4A%)K, + (11A% — 288uA® — 1440A% + 5T6u>A

+2880°A +5T6vu A)K2 - 2nA]1nd

n=5K2(192u% +960° + 192uv — 48u A — 24vA + A?)

To first order in € there are several unstable
fixed points and one marginally stable fixed point,
namely the isotropic fixed point u=¢/48K,, v=0,
w=0,A=0. To proceed we write

u=€/48K, +u,€?, v=1v,€%, (A3)

w=w,€e?, A+AE?,

and determine u,, v,, w,, and A, from the fixed-
point equations. By considering terms of order
O(€®) the equation for u gives one additional con-
straint, whereas one has to compare terms of
O(e*) in the equations for v, w, and A to get three
additional constraints. The solutions for which
A* =0 are all unstable.”®* There exist two random
fixed points with A¥#0, namely,

wo_ €, 5
“TT 18K, T 24x48K,’ (Ad)
v*=0, w*=0, A*=-¢2/18K,
and

PRI

T 48k, 24x48K,’

13€?

* = o
w*=0, v A% 12K, (A5)
Ax=€*/8K, .

The first random fixed point is unphysical (A*<0),
but both fixed points are unstable with respect to
perturbations in w, since one of the eigenvalues,
A, = 3€° in both cases.

*Work supported by Energy Research and Development
Administration.

'R. Brout, Phys. Rev. 115, 824 (1959).

M. E. Fisher, Phys. Rev, 176, 257 (1968).

3B. M. McCoy and T. T. Wu, Phys. Rev. 176, 631 (1968).

4See K. G. Wilson and J. Kogut, Phys. Rep. C 12, 75
(1974). -

5p. Bak, D. Mukamel, and S. Krinsky, Phys. Rev. Lett.
36, 52 (1976).

8T. C. Lubensky, Phys. Rev. B 11, 3573 (1975).

'G. Grinstein and A. Luther, Ph;_s. Rev. B 13, 1329
(1976). —

8. J. Emery, Phys. Rev. B 11, 239 (1975).

%E. Brezin, J. C. LeGuillou, and J. Zinn-Justin, Phys.
Rev. B 10, 892 (1974).

0p, E. Khmel nitsky (unpublished).

g, Als-Nielsen, R. J. Birgeneau, H. J. Guggenheim,
and G. Shirane, Phys. Rev. B 12, 4936 (1975); J. Phys.
C 9, L121 (1976). -

2D, Mukamel, Phys. Rev. 34, 481 (1975); see also,

R. Alben, C. R. Acad. Sci. (Paris) B 279, 111 (1974).

3D, Mukamel and S. Krinsky, J. Phys. C 8, L496 (1975);
Phys. Rev. B 13, 5065 (1976); 13, 5078 (1976); P. Bak
and D. Mukamel, ibid. 13, 5086 (1976).

“B. Lebech and K. Mikke, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 33,
1651 (1971).



14 CRITICAL BEHAVIOR OF RANDOM n >4 VECTOR MODELS... 3989

137, Als-Nielsen and O. W. Dietrich, Phys. Rev. 22, 290
(1969).

165, Arrot, S. A. Werner, and H. Kendrich, Phys. Rev.
153, 624 (1967); S. Hoshino, Y. Hishikawa, Y. Yamada,
and T. Yamada, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 20, 1729 (1965).

1Ty, C. Koehler, R. M. Moon, A. L. Trego, and A. R.
Mackintosh, Phys. Rev. 151, 405 (1966).

18N, G. Nereson, C. E. Olsen, and G. P. Arnold, Phys.
Rev. 135, A176 (1964); B. C. Gerstein, F. J. Jelinek,
J. R. Mullaly, W. D. Shickell, and F. H. Spedding, J.
Phys. Chem. Solids 47, 5194 (1967).

SR, L. Cohen, S. Hiifner, and K. H. West, Phys. Rev.

184, 263 (1969).

¥p. Bloch and R. Maury, Phys. Rev. B 7, 4883 (1973).

A, Aharony, Phys. Rev. B 12, 1038 (1975).

21t is possible to construct more- general quadratic
terms as, for example, Ei ri @y, x9)¢; (6 (xy). In
this paper we shall, however, strictly follow the for-
malism of Lubensky and thus assume that the disorder
can be characterized completely by fluctuations in the
local transition temperature.

%A, B. Harris, J. Phys. C 7, 1671 (1974).

%3, Eckert and G. Shirane,_Solid State Commun. 19,
911 (1976). _



