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We study the effect of quenched time-independent random fields coupled linearly to the
order parameter on the dynamical critical behavior of spin systems. We assume that the
dynamics is described by a Langevin equation without conservation of the order parameter.
It is shown that the dominant fluctuations are those induced by the random fields and,
therefore, thermal fluctuations are irrelevant. This allows us to establish a relation between
this model and a quantum spin system in the presence of a quenched random field. More-
over, we find that only static exponents in D dimensions are the same as those of the pure
(D —2)-dimensional theory, but the dynamical exponent z does not satisfy this relation. The
quantum system in D dimensions is studied through its (D 4 1)-dimensional equivalent
model where the quenched random fields are totally correlated in the additional imaginary-
time () direction. The system is anisotropic, and there is a new exponent z, associated with
the scaling behavior in the 7 direction. We find the relation z =2z, to all orders in perturba-
tion theory. For the zero-temperature quantum model we find that the static (zero-
frequency) exponents are the same as those of the (D — 3)-dimensional pure quantum model.
At finite temperature, when the classical system is finite in the 7 direction, we predict a
crossover to D-dimensional classical behavior in nonstatic response and correlation func-
tions, with crossover exponent (z,v(p_3))~", where v(p_) is the exponent v for the (D —2)-
dimensional pure classical system. The static correlation functions do not have this cross-
over behavior and are the same as those of the (D —3)-dimensional pure quantum model.
The dimensional shift in static quantities for both quantum and classical dynamical systems
is a consequence of a supersymmetry in the underlying field theory. The exponent
z4=14140(1/N?) in the large-N limit or z,=14+cn+O(e*) in the € expansion where
c=1—- %[(N +2)/(N +8)*]e and 7 is the same as in the (D —2)-dimensional pure classical

system. We also study the above classical random-field Ising problem using the interface
approach, but are unable to draw any definite conclusion about the dynamics at the lower
critical dimension D =3.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the static critical behavior of spin
systems with quenched random fields coupled
linearly to the order parameter has been the subject
of recent work.!~* It has been recognized that the
leading contribution to the critical behgvior arises
from diagrams which are treelike before averaging
over the random field, and that order by order in
perturbation theory these diagrams in D dimensions
are identically equal to the corresponding diagrams
for the pure case in D —2 dimensions.>~3

This dimensionality shift by 2 has been shown to
be a consequence of a hidden supersymmetry in the
Lagrangian field theory.5 More recently, this result
was extended beyond perturbation theory using the
supersymmetric model.”

The tree diagrams mentioned above are generated
by the classical equations of motion, and the loop

21

expansion arises after averaging over the random-
field probability distribution. This means that the
relevant fluctuations are due to the random fields
and thermal disorder is irrelevant.

In this paper we try to understand whether these
features of the static critical behavior in the presence
of quenched random fields hold also for the case of
the dynamical critical phenomena of spin systems
coupled to time-independent quenched random
fields. We analyze the simplest dynamical model
without conservation of the order parameter,
described by a Langevin equation of motion.®®
Several interesting questions arise in this case. In
the first place we note that the Langevin equation is
first order in the time derivatives and that this will
certainly make it difficult to find a supersymmetry
transformation in the Lagrangian, for which
second-order derivatives are required. In dynamical
critical phenomena, correlation and response func-
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tions are related by the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem, and this may be modified if again thermal
disorder is shown to be irrelevant, and only fluctua-
tions of the (time-independent) random fields are re-
sponsible for the critical behavior.

We will show that this problem of Langevin
dynamics is closely related to a model recently pro-
posed by Aharony, Gefen, and Shapir'® (hereafter
AGS) to study the critical properties of a D-
dimensional zero-temperature quantum spin system
in the presence of random fields.

In AGS the equivalent (D + 1)-dimensional classi-
cal system, with the random field infinitely correlat-
ed in the new 7 (imaginary-time) direction and un-
correlated in D dimensions, is studied. Again it is
argued that the most infrared divergent diagrams
are treelike before averaging over the random-field
configurations. They calculated the lowest-order
contribution to the spin-spin correlation function
and concluded that there is a dimensional shift
D—D —3. Their analysis led them to conclude that
at finite temperature when the classical (D + 1)-
dimensional system is finite in the (imaginary-) time
direction 0 <7< B=1/kT, there is no quantum-to-
classical crossover. In Sec. II we investigate this
further and conclude that zero-frequency (static)
correlation functions like f dr(S(x,7)S(x',0) do
not have crossover behavior, and their critical prop-
erties are the same as the (D — 3)-dimensional quan-
tum system. Therefore the dimensional shift
D—D —3 holds for static correlation functions.
However, nonstatic response or correlation functions
like the equal-time correlation function
(S (x,7)S(0,7)) do have a crossover behavior to that
of a classical D-dimensional system. We find that
the fact the random field is totally correlated in the
7 direction makes the system anisotropic, space and
time scale in a different way, and there is an ex-
ponent z, that characterizes this different scaling
behavior.!! There are different correlation lengths
in space and time, and for the system with finite
thickness B in the 7 direction, we expect two dif-
ferent behaviors if the correlation length in the 7
direction &, is smaller or larger than 8. When
&, << B we expect the system to behave as if it were
infinite in 7, namely at T=0, therefore pure quan-
tum behavior. For &,>>p the classical system will
behave as if it were D dimensional (T— « ), and we
expect classical D-dimensional behavior. This cross-
over will take place when £,~p, and we find the
crossover exponent is (z4v(p _2)) ~'; V(p_2) is the ex-
ponent v for the (D —2)-dimensional classical pure
system.

As it was pointed out before, the most divergent
contributions arise from tree diagrams before
averaging over the random field. These diagrams

are generated by the classical equation of motion
which is second order in the time derivatives. At
this point, one is tempted to draw a similarity be-
tween this equation of motion and the Langevin
equation. However, there are substantial differ-
ences: The latter involves a Gaussian noise and
first-order derivatives in time and, therefore, the
perturbative expansion involves retarded propaga-
tors and also averages over the random (Gaussian)
noise.

In Sec. III we analyze the Langevin dynamics of a
spin system without conservation of the order
parameter and linearly coupled to a time-
independent quenched random field. We show that
the infrared behavior is dominated by diagrams that
only involve the average over random fields and,
therefore, the noise term can be neglected. Since the
random field is time independent the perturbative
expansion is in terms of nonretarded propagators.
We find a dimensional shift D—D —2 for static ex-
ponents, and the dynamical exponent z is related to
z4 of the AGS model by z =2z,. In Sec. IV we cal-
culate the exponent z, and show that it is related to
the static exponent 7 up to order € in the € expan-
siort, and up to order 1/N in the large-N limit. We
find z, =1+cn+0(€*), where

3 N+2

c=|1-—
4 (N +8)?

and z,=147+0(1/N?), where 7 is the exponent
of the (D —2)-dimensional pure system. The rela-
tion between z, and 7 is a consequence of a symme-
try of the Feynman diagrams to that order.

Section V is devoted to a discussion of the physi-
cally interesting case of the dynamics for Ising-type
systems with random fields for D=3. The statics
are described by the interface model of Kogon and
Wallace,'?> and we propose a Langevin equation to
study the dynamics. However, the theory is highly
nonlocal in time and the interactions are nonpolyno-
mial. It is not clear to us if the model is renormaliz-
able and we are unable to draw any conclusions
about the dynamical exponent.

In the Appendix we discuss technical details of
the supersymmetry involved, and the Fourier
transform in superspace is introduced. The dimen-
sional shift by 2 is proved using the superpropaga-
tor.

II. QUANTUM SYSTEM

The correspondence between a D-dimensional
quantum spin system at zero temperature with un-
correlated random longitudinal field, and a (D +1)-
dimensional classical system with a random field
uncorrelated in D dimensions but infinitely correlat-
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ed in the new (imaginary-) time direction has been
studied by AGS.!® The classical system is described
by a Ginzburg-Landau free-energy functional

F= [dP[3(VpP+V(p)+he].

Before studying the (D + 1)-dimensional problem
with time-independent fields, we will survey the
main features of the “static” D-dimensional classical
system with uncorrelated random fields. Looking at
the perturbative series it has been argued that the di-
agrams that contribute most to the critical proper-
ties are those that are treelike before averaging over
the fields. Upon averaging, the loop expansion is
generated and two “branches” of the tree diagram
are joined together giving rise to a squared propaga-
|

(@(x1) -+ @lx,)) ~ f,@h Doplxy):--

tor. The tree diagrams are generated by the classical
equation of motion,

—Vp+ V(@) +h =0, @.1)

with

(rx)N=0, (R (X)h(x")) <blx—x"), (2.2)

where enclosure by the double angular brackets
stands for the quenched average generated by the
probability distribution,

P[h]~exp [—% [ hz(x)d“x] . (2.3)

13,14

Using standard techniques, > "* we can write

@(x,)8(—Vip+V'(@)+h)

X det[ — V2+V"¢>)]exp[— fhz(y)d ]

The & function can be replaced using a response field , and the determinant can be written using anticommut-
ing scalar (ghost) fields ¢ and . After integrating over the random field, one is led to

(px)+ @xa)) ~ [ Do Do Dpexp [— fd"yf[&w//]]dxx)“'

with

The above derivation assumes the uniqueness of
the solution of (2.1). While this may not be justified
in general, we are concerned only with demonstrat-
ing a perturbative result. Within perturbation
theory, the solution is unique. In fact, the Feynman
diagrams corresponding to (2.5) reproduce, order by
order, the most-infrared-singular diagrams of the
onglnal problem. It has been noted by Parisi and
Sourlas® that this Lagrangian is invariant under the
unexpected supersymmetric transformations,

dp=—ae,x,¥, 8p=2a€,0,¥,
8Y=0, SYp=ale,x,p+2€,0,p),

where @ is an infinitesimal anticommuting number
and €, an arbitrary vector.

These authors then introduce a superspace charac-
terized by D commuting coordinates x,, and two an-
ticommuting coordinates 6,0 with the property

0*=6*=60+60=0 (2.7)
and the superfield
®(x,0,0)=p(x)+Op(x) + P(x)0+ 66§(x) .
(2.8)

(2.6)

+P =V +V(@I+9 -V + V(@)Y .

olx,) , (2.4)

(2.5

I

The change in the superfield under the transforma-

tions (2.6) can be written as'>
89(x,6,0)=ae,0,P(x,6,8) ,

5 __ 8

ax, "9

(2.9)
Qp = |6

Clearly Q,, is the generator of superrotations in the
{x,6, 6} superspace. In terms of the superfield, the
action in (2.4) can be written as f d0do L[],

where

L[ @)= — T PAD+ V(D)

3606

Ags=V2+

The invariance of (2.10) under the transformations
(2.9) allow Parisi and Sourlas® to prove the dimen-
sional shift D—D —2 to all orders. In the Appen-
dix we introduce the Fourier transform in super-
space and prove the dimensional reduction in
momentum space.

Let us define anticommutin, g variables @,a conju-
gate to 6,0 with the property,!
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[ da=0= [da, [daa= [daa=1,

5 -2 (2.11)

a‘=a‘=aa+aa=0.

The superpropagator in momentum superspace is
(see Appendix)

1__ =G(k)+aa 9G (k)

G (k,a,c_l)z
58 +aa ok?

’

k2
(2.12)

where G (k)=1/k? is the propagator for the classi-
cal pure system. The rules for perturbation theory
in momentum space are (a) conserve k,a,&@ at each
vertex and (b) to each loop associate f dPk dada
with the rules (2.11). In the Appendix we show that
to every order in perturbation theory, the contribu-
tion of each graph is the same as that of the same
graph in the pure (D —2)-dimensional system. Let
us study the AGS model in this context. The
(D +1)-dimensional classical theory is again
described by a classical equation of motion with a
random field,

2

9
———@—Vp+V'(p)+h =0, (2.13)
3 7P P+ Vip)+

with
(h(x)N=0, (h(x)h(x")) «<8(x—x').

In this case the field 4 is time independent and
|

G(x—x',t —t',0—0")= fexp[ik(x —x')+io(t —t')] (

Performing the transform defined in the Appendix,
we find, in momentum superspace,

G (0, 0)=———
o°+k*+aadlw)
Gad(w) 1
- VR
(@*+k%? " (0?*+k?)

Since the propagator is anisotropic we expect corre-
lation functions to scale differently in the time
direction. We then introduce an anisotropy parame-
ter 7o (Ref. 17) which will be nontrivially renormal-
ized:

1

G(w,k,a)= .
Yo’ +k*+a@ad(w)

(2.18)

The rules for the perturbative expansion are analo-

therefore infinitely correlated in the 7 direction. We
can repeat the steps leading to Eqgs. (2.4) and (2.5)
and end up with the Lagrangian density

L=—75 [ar|ppin

2
+@ —%—%—qu)+V'(¢)
- 9?2
+9 —--;—V2+V"(cp) vl .

(2.14)

We then see that the first term is nonlocal in time
as a consequence of the time independence of the
random field. This anisotropy in the theory does
not allow us to write a symmetry transformation of
the type given by Eq. (2.6). However, we can still
formally write the action in terms of the superfield
(2.8), and we find

[ d%drdods £[®],
where
1 a?
LI®]=—7 [ drd(n) 550 ()
— D2+ VO + V(D) . (2.15)

It is easy to see that the free propagator for this
theory is given by

1
(0*+k?)

S8(w)

m+ (6—6')6-8")

dkdo .

(2.16)

gous to aforementioned (a) and (b), except that

d° dwd@da now corresponds to each loop. It
can be seen that every internal f ddda brings a
factor 8(w) that cancels the internal f dw, so that
all internal frequencies vanish and only the external
frequencies flow through the diagram. It is then im-
mediately realized that when the external frequen-
cies vanish (static limit) the correlation functions
can be constructed in perturbation theory using the
effective propagator

Gegrlk,a)= ) (2.19)

k*+aa

which is the same propagator as (2.12), and the ar-
guments given in the Appendix for dimensional
reduction as a consequence of supersymmetry hold



in this case.

We conclude then that static correlation functions
in D + 1 dimensions are the same as the correlation
functions of the (D —2)-dimensional pure classical
system and this means a dimensional shift
D—D —3 for the quantum system. However, this
result does not hold for time-dependent correlations.

In the models described by (2.5) and (2.14), the
response functions are

G =(@(x,)p(x",7)) ,

whose inverse is the one-particle-irreducible (1PI)
[, Itis easy to show by power counting'®! that
near D=6 [for ¥ (p)~@*] there is one more quanti-
ty to be renormalized besides the wave function and
coupling constant. This is the anisotropy parameter
¥o which is related to aT',_/dw?, whose divergences
will not be canceled by wave-function renormaliza-
tion because the full correlation function is anisotro-
pic. For the scaling behavior of response functions
we will need the quantity

(2.20)
fp

where fp stands for the infrared-state fixed point

and « is some momentum scale. Yy is defined (in

minimal subtraction)'® by

ol g5
PP _ . —
3> =Yr+ 4 FR«?"P_thFGrP ?
(2.21)
E.].:_‘.Iiiqizl_i_ “ ..
9k? ’

where the ellipses stand for unspecified finite terms.
The response function obeys the renormalization-
group equation (RGE) at the critical point

d d d
KaK +ﬁg ogr +Ea ayr e

X rR@qz(m’k’gR »VR ,k)=0,
(2.22)
ag R alnzq,
Be=K g 1=K ¢ >
where gr is the renormalized coupling constant.
The solution of (2.22) in the scaling regime is

9]
k™
where W is a universal dimensionless scaling func-

tion and z4 =1—§j /2. We can solve (2.22) away
from the critical point and find!’

T rppl@ k) ~k> "M, , (2.23)
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where ¢t [=(T —T,)/T,] is the reduced temperature
and § is the correlation length £=¢7", §,=§z‘, and
v and v are the usual exponents for the classical
(D —2)-dimensional pure system since these are
static (@ =0) exponents.

If we consider the original quantum system at fin-
ite temperature T, the equivalent classical system is
finite in the imaginary time direction with thickness
B=1/kT (k=Boltzmann’s constant). If the correla-
tion length in the time direction &,=£ is such that
£, <<, the system behaves as if it were infinite in
this direction, indeed like a T=0 quantum system.
In the other limit when £.>>f the system behaves
as a D-dimensional classical system (T— oo ), so that
we expect a crossover behavior for the finite-size
system when £, ~f. In terms of the coupling U of
the original quantum system [¢~(U —U,)/U,],

RGe

|U—U, | ~T"""®-> ' (2.25)

Following Ref. 17 we define the crossover exponent
as (Z,v(p_3)) "', where v(p _,) is the exponent v for
the (D —2)-dimensional pure system.

We can solve the RGE for other correlation func-
tions and we observe that the scaling function will
be of the form given in (2.24). We then find that the
static response or correlation functions do not have
crossover behavior, indeed for the response function
[r500,p)~t"®(pE) , (2.26)
and this then implies the dimensional shift
D—>D —3 for the quantum system and therefore no
crossover, according to the arguments of AGS.
However, equal-time response or correlation func-
tions will have this crossover:

[ do Ty (0, ~17E ' 0(pE) . 2.27)

when £.>>8, Eq. (2.27) will no longer be valid, and
in this case we expect D-dimensional behavior.

III. DYNAMICS OF SYSTEMS
WITH QUENCHED RANDOM FIELDS

In this section we study a simple model to
describe the dynamics of spin systems in the pres-
ence of a time-independent (quenched) random field.
The simplest description of the kinetics is in terms
of the Langevin equation without conservation of
the order parameter®® !4

7022 = O | ext 3.0)

‘}’o at 8¢ +§ ’ ) ’ ( .
where %, is the inverse of the diffusion constant (for
the model without conservation), # is the free-
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energy functional, and £(x,?) is a random Gaussian
noise with correlations:

(&(x,0))=0,

(E(x',t")E(x,1) ) =27,8(x —x")8(t —¢') ,
= [ d%[(Vp)*+V(p)+ho],
(h(x)h(x"))) ~8(x —x"),

so that (3.1) becomes

(3.2)

(3.3)

%%?: —[—Vo+V'(@)+hl+£&x,t).  (3.4)

This stochastic equation can be written as a field
theory with a Martin-Siggia-Rose Lagrangian.!*20:2!
However, we prefer to study it in a simpler way by
means of the iterative perturbative expansion.’ To
carry out this expansion we need the free response
and correlation functions, the free terms in (3.4) cor-
responding to V'(¢)=0,

(—iToo+kgolk,0)=—h (k) +£(k,0) .
(3.4)

We identify G(k,w)=(—i¥uw+k?)~! with the (re-
tarded) free response function.
The free correlation function is given by

( Upolk,0)pol —k, —@))) )
__Hekdle)
| —io¥o+k?|?
We note that the first term in (3.5) is a consequence
of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, but the
second is not and is completely due to the fluctua-
tions induced by the random field. For definiteness
we study the case of V(p)=(A/4!)p* but the fol-
lowing arguments are general and do not depend on
the form of V' (¢). Equation (3.4) can be written as

(p(k,a))=cp0(k,a))—%G0(k,w) fdkldk2dw1dw2<p(k],w,)cp(kz,a)z)qJ(k —ki—kypo—01—a,) . (3.6)

Equation (3.6) is represented in Fig. 1. The itera-
tion of this formula generates tree graphs where the
branches are @y’s. Averaging over noise and random
field means that the branches must be contracted
pairwise in all possible ways and each contraction is
given by (3.5). The diagrams must be ordered in
time because of the retarded nature of the response
functions. However, we recognize from (3.5) that
the most infrared divergent contributions arise only
from the average over the random field. Indeed,
when the contour integrals on the w’s of the internal
loops are performed the noise term in (3.5) contri-
butes with its residue at the (causal) poles ~1/k2,
whereas the term proportional to 8(w) yields a fac-
tor ~1/(k?)%. So the most infrared contributions
come from the average over the random fields, and
therefore we can neglect the noise term altogether.
This also implies that the internal-loop frequencies
vanish and the external frequencies flow freely
through the graph. The intermediate states are
nonretarded. This is clear since retardation was a

FIG. 1. Graphical representation of Eq. (3.6) in the
text. Thin lines correspond to @y, thick lines to ¢, and a

line with an arrow to Gy. The vertex is —A /3!

~
consequence of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem
in the intermediate states, and this was overridden
when we dropped the noise terms. This is analo-
gous, then, to the model described by (2.14), and
indeed the reader can be convinced that 1PI dia-
grams for response and correlation functions can be
generated with the following rules: (a) Draw the
corresponding 1PI diagrams for the pure system; (b)
to each internal line associate a propagator

G (k,0,a)=[io¥y+k*+aadlw)]~",

where the properties of @,a are given by (2.11); (c) at
each vertex conserve k,w and @,ca; (d) to each loop
associate f d% dodada. It is clear to see that
with these rules, integration over @,a in internal
loops will generate all possible pairs of contracted
branches? with a factor ~1/(k?)? and a factor 8(w)
that cancels | do, the response functions being cal-
culated for external @=a=0. Again in the static
limit (when the external frequencies vanish) we ef-
fectively generate the perturbative contributions us-
ing the propagator (2.12). We recover the supersym-
metry in the form given in the Appendix and, there-
fore, the dimensionality shift D—D —2. However,
nonstatic response or correlation functions do not
bear this property. The theory is anisotropic in the
time direction, and by the same power-counting ar-
guments as before we expect one more quantity to be
renormalized, namely the diffusion coefficient 7, as-
sociated with OI',/0(—iw), where T is the 1PI



response function kernel, with

1-\f&:ZqJFres s
ark (k,w)
_—, 3.7
e (3.7)
ark (k,w) _
N—io) TRT T

where the ellipses stand for unspecified finite terms.
If we define in (2.21) and (3.7)

YR=YoZys YR=YoZ3: (3.8)

we then recognize Z,=Z.
Solving the RGE obeyed by the response kernel in
the scaling regime, we find

IR (k,w)~k2=TX [kﬂ l .

(3.9)

Kaln'?R
s

=iy
fp

z=2—

where z, is given by (2.22). The equality z =2z, is a
consequence of Z,=Z in (3.8). We see then that
the dynamical exponents of Langevin Kinetics and
the AGS model are indeed simply related, and that
the static exponents in D dimensions are the same as
those in D —2 dimensions for the pure system.

IV. CALCULATION OF z,

In the previous sections we have shown the rela-
tion between the dynamical exponents of two dif-
ferent models. The calculation of these exponents
would involve the setup of the perturbative expan-
sion and renormalization-group apparatus. How-
ever, in this section we show that we can calculate
the dynamical exponents easily up to order €’ in the
€ expansion or order 1/N in the large-N limit, with
the knowledge of the static exponent 7 up to this or-

|
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der. This is a consequence of an unexpected symme-
try in a certain set of Feynman diagrams.

Even though we do not know of any physical real-
ization of an N-component spin system coupled to
quenched random fields,? the large-N expansion is
interesting in its own right. It provides an interpola-
tion between the upper and lower critical dimen-
sionality of the system and complements the € ex-
pansion. In our case it will provide us with results
which can be translated to the € expansion up to or-
der €. We will begin by looking at the diagrams in
the large-N limit. The order parameter now is an
N-component vector @. Equations (2.1) and (2.2)
now read

—V;—V;, (@) +h; =0, 2.1
«h,(x>»=0 N
Chi(x)hj(x") ) « 8;;8(x —x') , (2.2)

where the potential V(@) is O(N)-invariant,
Vi (p)=8V(¢)/8¢;, and h is an N-component vec-
tor. Hereafter we denote by a crossed propagator
the quantity 3G (k)/dk? [G (k)=1/k?]. If we apply
the rules (a) and (b) given in Secs. II and III, we see
that every diagram has a distribution of crossed
propagators such that when they are split open, the
diagram is treelike (Fig. 2). In the large-N limit, the
first nontrivial contribution to I',, is of order 1/N
and is given by a series of “string-bubble” diagrams
(Fig. 3), where for m bubbles we have m +1 crossed
propagators. We can either have one cross in each
bubble and one cross in the lower line, or one bubble
with two crosses and none in the lower line. Let us
analyze for a diagram with m bubbles the contribu-
tion when one particular bubble has one and two
crosses [Figs. 4(a)—4(c)] and the distribution of
crosses in the rest of the diagram is fixed.

For each particular diagram, we redefine the loop
momenta in such a way that the external momen-
tum p flows along noncrossed lines, denoting a cir-
cled propagator by 3G (k;,p)/dp? and using

3 (p—ki—ky )2 +pi—(k +k,)?

—_ZG(P "'kl —k2)=G'(p —k] —kz)
ap

To calculate the exponent 77 we need the wave-
function renormalization constant Z, which (in
minimal subtraction) is obtained imposing
3z (p)/dp?=1 plus finite terms, as e—0, where T’
is the response function. Now take the partial
derivative with respect to p? of the diagrams in Fig.
4, to be evaluated at @ =0 and look at the contribu-
tion where circled propagators are distributed as in

2p

: @.1)

Fig. 5. After some change of variables we find that
the sum of diagrams in Fig. 5 amounts to (at exter-
nal ®=0)

G'(k4)G'(k1 +k2-—k4)G'(p -—kl —k2 )F(kl +k2) N

where G'(k)=09G(k)/3k? and F is a function that
describes the distribution of crosses in the rest of the
diagram. In order to compute z, for the AGS
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FIG. 2. Third-order contribution to F?w' Lines with
crosses stand for 3G (k) /dk>.

model, we need T /dw>. Looking at the structure
of the propagator we see that

aG(k,w) oG
3w? 9k?
so that taking d/dw? means inserting another cross.
Note that the external frequencies @ flow along the
noncrossed lines. Again looking at diagrams in Fig.
4, when we take [aT" /dw?],_o, circles are replaced
by crosses in Fig. 5, and the sum of these three
terms gives

(k@) ,

3G'(k4)G’(k1 +k2—k4)G'(p _kl —k2 )F(kl +k2)‘}/0 .

This analysis can be carried out for every bubble in
the diagram, and for any string-bubble diagram. We
then conclude

o |
37 |po 70 3p?

where I'; stands for the loop corrections to the
response kernel [clearly (4.2) does not hold for
zeroth order]. In the minimal subtraction scheme
we can write (g equals the coupling constant)

ary
) 4.2)

0=0

'§£2'=7’0 1+2(1,,(€)g" +'.. )

(2 n

- 4.3)
7= [+ 3aleg" |+,

/4 n

where the ellipses represent unspecified finite terms.
From (4.2), a,(€)=3z,(€). If we define
YR=YoZ, 1+ S a,(€)g"
n

’

4.4)

b

z;'= ’1+Ez,,(e)g"

FIG. 3. String-bubble diagram with m bubbles.

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 4. (a) and (b) are contributions with one cross per
bubble; (c) is one bubble with two crosses.

we get
YR=Yo(3—2Z,) . 4.5)
From the definition (2.20) we then find,
o —, - 4.6)
AT TRz g (
w P

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 5. Derivative 3/dp?| .- of the diagrams of Fig.
4 circled propagators stand for 3G (k;,p) /dp>.
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where Z 1* is the value of z, ! at the infrared-
stable fixed point. But in the large-N limit,
Z "™ ~1+0(1/N), and since n~O(1/N),

E4=—21+0(1/N?), z,=14+79+0(1/N?).
4.7)

We should not keep O(1/N?) terms because relation
(4.2) only holds for string-bubble diagrams.

In the € expansion the first two corrections are of
the form of string-bubble diagrams (Fig. 6) and rela-
tion (4.2) holds for these graphs, so we can use (4.6)
to order €. However, one might worry about the
universality of Z_ 1* Indeed, this function depends
upon the renormalization scheme, but to O (¢), this
function is universal as it is the first nontrivial order
in the renormalization-group B function. To order
€ we then find

£ =—2cn+0(*), z,=1+cn+0("),

3 N+2
) A LA
4 (N+8)2€|

(4.8)

C =

Again since (4.2) holds only for diagrams contribut-
ing up to O(€%), and since 7 starts at O (€?), we only
need Z,, up to O(e). Since 7 is a static exponent, it
is the same as in the pure (D —2)-dimensional classi-
cal model. We predict, for the (N =1) Ising model,
that z,=1+(0.0185)e*+(0.0182)’+0(e*). A
Padé extrapolation for e=3 yields z, ~0.92 for the
D =3 Ising model.

V. CRITICAL DYNAMICS FOR ISING
MODEL WITH RANDOM FIELDS
IN THREE DIMENSIONS

The static critical properties of Ising-type systems
have been studied by Wallace and Zia?* in the con-
text of the interface model. These authors argued
that deviations from a planar sharp interface (capil-
lary waves) are analogous to the spin waves for a
continuous-spin system; a field-theoretical analysis
of these Goldstone modes indicated that the lower
critical dimensionality for Ising-type systems is 1.
The Hamiltonian that describes the interface model
is invariant under Euclidean rotations which
amount to a rigid rotation of the surface (and also
under translations of the interface). This invariance
is responsible for the renormalizability of the model.

O 0O

FIG. 6. String-bubble diagrams that contribute up to
third order to I'; .

Indeed Ward identities ensure that the field does not
acquire an anomalous dimension, and therefore only
renormalization of the temperature variable is need-
ed. The model has been studied away from the criti-
cal dimension in the € expansion?*?’ (e=D —1).

More recently, Bausch er al. have studied the
dynamics of the interface model.?® They recognized
that the Langevin equation must be modified to take
into account the Euclidean invariance properties
mentioned above. Their model is therefore re-
normalizable and they computed the dynamical ex-
ponent z in the € expansion.

The question of the lower critical dimensionality
of the Ising model in the presence of a quenched
random field has raised much controversy. On the
basis of the supersymmetry argument of Parisi and
Sourlas this dimension is expected to be D, =3, but
Imry and Ma? argued that D,=2. They found that
below D =2 there is an instability in domain forma-
tion, even at T =0. With the use of the replica
method Pytte et al.?’ showed that D,=3. Subse-
quently, Kogon and Wallace'? studied the supersym-
metric generalization of the interface, and they con-
cluded that D, =3, and that the critical behavior in
D =3+¢€ is the same as that of the D =1+¢ pure
interface as a consequence of this supersymmetry.
More recently, an argument for D.=3 has been
given by Cardy,” where in the context of the super-
symmetric model he found topological configura-
tions akin to the domain wall for D =1, whose ef-
fect is to disorder the system at any finite random-
ness.

Our aim here is to study the kinetics of the Ising
model with a random time-independent field at the
lower critical dimensionality D, =3 using the inter-
face approach. Following Wallace and Zia we start
from a Ginzburg-Landau free-energy functional,

F=[dP[(Ve)P+uig*—1)]. (5.1)

In the low-temperature limit u?— o, the saddle-
point contribution corresponds to the solution to the
classical equation of motion. In order to take into
account the fluctuations of the interface, the field
configuration is

z—f(x)

< , 52
[14+(Vf)?}]' 2 -2

d>f=¢c

where the field f(x) represents the deviation from
planar interface and x stands for (D —1)-
dimensional components perpendicular to the inter-
face. A random field in (5.1) corresponds, after sub-
stituting (5.2) to a term,
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z—f(x)

Hy= [ dP~xdzh(x,2)¢, =
! f ¢ [1+(Vf)2]l/2

(5.3)

in the Hamiltonian. Therefore the effective Hamil-
tonian describing the long-wavelength phenomena is

H=%f dP~'x [1+(Vf ]2+ H, G4
with
(h(x,2)) =0, (5.5)

h(x,2)h(x",2") ) <8(x —x")8(z —2') .

The kinetics of this system with a nonconserved or-
der parameter is described by the Langevin equation
proposed by Bausch et al.?:

Af _ vz 0
FYSe Mg Y; +&x,0),

gx,0=1+[Vf(x,0]*, (5.6)
(E(x,0E(x",t") ) =2AVg 8(x —x")8(t —1') .

If we want to study the system at the lower critical
dimension D, =3, one might argue that we should
expect Gaussian exponents and therefore z=2.
However, we should bear in mind that in order to be
able to say so one has to prove the renormalizability
of the theory.

In what follows we will show that the theory de-
fined by (5.3)—(5.6) is by no means easy to analyze,
since highly nonlocal and nonpolynomial interac-
tions arise due to the fact that the random field is
totally correlated in time. Following Martin-
Siggia-Rose theory we write (5.6) in terms of a
dynamic generating functional. Introducing a
response field f, and averaging over the noise leads
to

(f(x,t)f(x',z'))=f@f_@f~.@h expl—fdb_lx dt | —AVg f2+f %§+m/§88—1; ”
— [dP~'xdz h¥x,2) ]f(x,t)f(x',t’). 5.7

Performing the integration over 4 in (5.7) we get the following term in the exponential:

Flx,0= [dt'vVglx, 0V (e, ) f(x,0f (x,1")

3} z—f(x,t) S, z—f(x,t')
5.8
x [dz sf 0% | Vamn |ofnt) | Vamt) 68

We can go a step further and argue that, at T ~0, the interface is nearly sharp and we can approximate @, (z)
by 8(z) plus terms with higher powers of T then (5.8) reduces to

Fix,n~ [dt'Vgx,nfix,nf(x,6

Either (5.8) or (5.9) are highly nonlocal in time,
and the time-dependent interaction is nonpolynomi-
al. A perturbative analysis does not seem possible,
and we do not see a way of proving the renormaliza-
bility, or even to understand whether the zero-
frequency (static) limit of the theory corresponds to
the well-known results. These complications do not
allow us then to affirm that we should expect z =2
at D, =3. We believe this point deserves to be inves-
tigated in greater detail and further work should be
aimed in this direction.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the effect of
quenched random fields on quantum spin systems

fx,t)—f(x,t')
vg(x,t')

4o (5.9)

—

and on critical dynamics of classical spin systems.
The former has been considered through the
equivalent classical spin model in one more dimen-
sion, imaginary time, with the random field totally
correlated in the time direction. We proved by using
supersymmetry arguments that time-independent
correlation functions in D dimensions are the same
as those of the (D —3)-dimensional pure quantum
problem to all orders in perturbation theory. How-
ever, time-dependent correlation functions behave
differently, and do not bear this property. More-
over, the anisotropy of the system forces us to intro-
duce an anisotropy parameter that is nontrivially re-
normalized, giving rise to a new exponent z,, which
describes the scaling properties of nonstatic response
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and correlation functions.

Our conclusions with respect to the static
behavior agree with those first obtained by AGS.!°
However, in that paper no reference was made to the
possibility of anisotropic scaling or to the failure of
dimensionality reduction for nonstatic quantities.

The correlation length in the time direction is
E,=t A"P-2 where vp _2) is the exponent v for
the (D —2)-dimensional classical pure theory. At
finite temperature, when the classical system is fin-
ite in the time direction with thickness B=1/kT, we
expect a finite-size crossover when £,~B from
quantum behavior for £,<<B to a D-dimensional
classical behavior for £, <<B. The crossover ex-
ponent is (z,v(p_,))~'. We predict that this cross-
over can be observed in nonstatic correlation func-
tions like equal-time spin-spin correlation, but static
(zero-frequency) quantities do not have crossover
behavior.

The dynamics of the spin system in D dimensions
with a quenched (time-independent) random field
without conservation of the order parameter is
described by a Langevin equation. We pointed out
that the most infrared divergent contributions arise
from fluctuations in the random field and that the
noise term is irrelevant. This allowed us to prove
that the static exponents are the same as those of the
(D —2)-dimensional pure system to all orders in per-
turbation theory, again as a consequence of the su-
persymmetry recovered in the static (zero-frequency)
limit. It was also recognized that the perturbation
expansion for the time-dependent response functions
was related to all orders to those of the quantum
system mentioned above, and this allowed us to find
the dynamical exponent z =2z,.

We also calculated the exponent z,, which up to
order € in the € expansion (e=6—D), or up to order
1/N in the large-N limit, is related to the exponent
n. We find, for N=1, that z,=1
+(0.0185)e*+(0.0182)e>+ O(€*). A Padé extrapo-
lation yields z, ~0.92 for e=3.

Finally, we looked at the dynamics of an Ising-
type system coupled to a time-independent quenched
random field, using the interface model at the lower
critical dimensionality D,=3. One would naively
expect a Gaussian dynamical exponent z =2, con-
sistent with the estimate given above. However, we
show that the underlying field theory is far from be-
ing trivial and the infinite correlation of the random
field in the time direction brings highly nonlocal
and nonpolynomial interactions along this direction.
A perturbative analysis was not feasible and we were
not able to draw any conclusions about the renor-
malizability of the theory, and therefore the value of
the dynamical exponent z.
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APPENDIX: FOURIER TRANSFORM
IN SUPERSPACE AND DIMENSIONAL
SHIFT

In this Appendix we develop the perturbative
rules in momentum superspace. If we introduce the
variables a, @ conjugate to 6,6 with the Grassmann
algebra

a*=a
[da= [da=0, (A1)

fdaa=fd&&=l ,

l—aa+ada=0,

and define the Fourier transform in anticommuting
variables as

®r(a,a)= [ d6d6exp[i(@0+0a)]9(6,0)
(A2)
the following property follows:
[ d8d6expli (@6+8a)] =aa=56(a)8(@) .
The superspace Fourier transform is
®(x,6,8)= [ exp(—ikx)exp[ —i(@6+6a)1®r(k,a) .
(A3)
The quadratic part of the Parisi and Sourlas® su-

peraction is

Ap= [ dx d6d6 ®(x,6)

A

— o(x,0) .
9606

(A4)
Using (A1)—(A3) we find

Ap= [ dk dada ®p(k,a)(k*+3a)Op(—k,—a) .

(A5)
The superpropagator can be read off
1
Glk,a)= . (A6)
* k*+aa

This propagator can also be found performing the
transforms (A2) and (A3) in the Green function
(P(x,0)P(x',0')) that can be computed from the
field components
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(D(x,0)0(x",0)) = [ dk exp[ —ik (x —x")]

Gylk,a)= [d(x —x"d(6-5")d(0—0')

) +(0—6') (06— 0)— (A7)

Xexplik (x —x')exp{i[@(0—6')+(6—0")al}{ D(x,0)D(x’,0)) (A8)

we find (A6).

We can compute the transform (A3) for the superfield given in the text, and we find
(DPplk,a)Pp(k’,a')) =G (k,a)8(k +k")8(a+a')d(@+a’) . (A9)

To all orders in perturbation theory we can read off
the field components Green functions by looking at
the coefficients of a,a’. Indeed the supersymmetry

k#ﬁk“—%e,‘(&a +aa),
a—>a+e,,k,,a , (A10)
a—a+ek,a,

with a,&@ anticommuting variables, ensures that the
full Green function is of the form

G(k*+@a)d(k +k")8(a+a')d(@+a’),
where k,a,a’ are external variables, so that
(pp) ~aa+a'a’,
(YP) ~aa'+@'a, (A11)
(pp) ~aad'a’ .

Here the relational operator “~” stands for “coeffi-
cient of ’; so we see that the momentum dependence
of (@) and (Y) are the same and the response
function (@) is found setting the external a vari-
ables to zero.

To prove the dimensional shift by 2 we follow the
steps of Ref. 22, and we write the momentum

-(k,q) where K is a (D —2)-dimensional vector
and g is a two-dimensional vector. To every order
we find an expression of the form

L nd
18)= [ [1dkid@;de;F(8,K;,q1,01,8) ,

i=1

(A12)

where P are a set of external momenta and chosen
to be defined in a (D —2)-dimensional space, and F
is a product of superpropagators (A6), and L is the
number of loops in the diagram considered. The su-
pertransformation (A 10) can be cast in terms of the
g;’s choosing €, to be an arbitrary two-dimensional
vector.
Consider

- L
J(ﬁ; ki,¢11,a1,51)= f Hdzqidaidai
i=2

XF(E’ki’qi’ai’ai) . (A13)

This quantity is a supersymmetnc invariant there-
fore it is of the form J(p,k,,ql +a,a;) and

1=/ [[di,- [ d%,da,daJ(B,K;,q} +aa;)
i=1

k q%)

—f]'[dk [a q,

i=1

= [dk,J(3,k,,0) . (A14)

We can integrate over all g;’s in the same way and
we find

I(3) f[[dk F(B,k;) . (A15)

This is the expression we get for the pure system in
D —2 dimensions; indeed, F(3,k;) is a product of
propagators G (k).
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