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We present a hydrodynamic theory of incompressible polar active fluids with quenched disorder.
This theory shows that such fluids can overcome the disruption caused by the quenched disorder
and move coherently, in the sense of having a non-zero mean velocity in the hydrodynamic limit.
However, the scaling behavior of this class of active systems cannot be described by linearized
hydrodynamics in spatial dimensions between 2 and 5. Nonetheless, we obtain the exact dimension-

dependent scaling exponents in these dimensions.

One of the most important themes of condensed mat-
ter physics is the competition between order and disor-
der. One of the most powerful results on this topic is the
Mermin-Wagner-Hohenberg theorem @, E], which states
that equilibrium systems cannot spontaneously break a
continuous symmetry in spatial dimensions d < 2 at non-
zero temperature.

Much of the current interest in “active matter” as
stimulated by the discoveryﬂg—ﬁ] that non-equilibrium
“movers” can spontaneously break a continuous symme-
try (rotation invariance), even in the presence of noise,
by “flocking”; that is, moving coherently with a non-zero
spatially averaged velocity (v(r,t)) # 0. Such motion
is a form of long-ranged orientational order, and occurs
even in noisy systems with only short-range interactions
in dimension d = 2, and in flocks with birth and death
ﬂa] Such a coherently moving state is an ordered polar
active fluid.

In equilibrium systems, even arbitrarily weak quenched
(i.e., static) random fields destroy long-ranged ferromag-
netic order in all spatial dimensions d < 4 ﬂ—lﬁ] This
raises the question: can an ordered polar active fluid form
when quenched disorder is present?

This question is relevant experimentally. In many bio-
logical contexts, such as the interiors of most cells, motile
agents move through a polymer matrix ﬂﬂ] These ma-
trices are inevitably disordered; that disorder is fixed on
the time scale of the motion, and, hence, quenched. It
has been shown [12,[13] that such systems can, in certain
parameter ranges, form ordered active polar fluids in all
spatial dimensions d > 2.

The effects of disorder have also been investigated in
this and other contexts by ([14-21]).

In this Letter, we consider the incompressible limit
of polar active fluids, and show that, in all spatial di-
mensions d in the range d > 2, an ordered active po-
lar fluid phase can survive in the presence of a finite
amount of quenched disorder. Furthermore, we find that

for 2 < d < 5, there is a breakdown of linearized hydrody-
namics, just as there is in simple fluids ﬂﬂ] for d < 2, and
flocks without quenched disorder for d < 4 M, B] That
is, the spatio-temporal scaling of fluctuations in these
systems is not correctly given by a linear theory, due
to strong non-linear coupling between large fluctuations.
Nonetheless, there is universal scaling of correlations in
this range of spatial dimensions, and we have been able
to determine its scaling exponents ezxactly.

We have earlier shown ﬂﬂ] that incompressible polar
active fluids retain long-range order even in d = 2 in
the presence of quenched disorder. Since the effect of
fluctuations is expected to reduce with increasing dimen-
sionality, this would seem to directly imply long-range
order for all d > 2 as well. However, the incompress-
ible flock in d = 2 is qualitatively distinct from that in
higher dimensions ﬂﬁ, ] since it lacks a true “soft” or
hydrodynamic mode for most directions of wavevector
(only fluctuations of the velocity field that are transverse
to the ordering direction and have a wavevector along
the ordering direction are truly hydrodynamic in d = 2).
That is, incompressibility constrains the dynamics to a
much greater degree in d = 2. Because of this, M] does
not automatically imply long-range order in d > 2. Our
conclusion here that there is long range order in all d > 2
is therefore nontrivial and new.

One experimental system that would be in the incom-
pressible limit that we focus on here is a collection of
motile cells in an extra-cellular matrix that maintains
a constant density as it moves, either due to cell-cell
avoidance by long-distance sensing, or, e.g., electrostatic
charges on the cells, or because of steric interactions in
the high packing limit ] Indeed, such an incompress-
ibility assumption already has been adopted in recent
experimental studies on confluent cell tissues M] and
bacterial swarms ﬂﬁ] Besides its biophysical relevance,
the incompressibility condition is also instrumental in
enabling much analytical progress in the study of hy-
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drodynamic behavior in both passive and active fluids
23, 27, 29

In the following, we will first present a hydrodynamic
theory of incompressible polar active fluids with both
annealed disorder (which represents endogenous fluctua-
tions due to, e.g., errors made by a motile agent while at-
tempting to follow its neighbors E]) and quenched disor-
der (which represents local random heterogeneities in the
d-dimensional frictional matrix) We then apply a dynam-
ical renormalization group (hereafter “DRG”) analysis to
obtain the exponents that fully characterize the scaling
behavior of the system in the moving phase. Specifi-
cally, choosing our coordinates so that the z-axis is along
the mean velocity (v) of the flock (i.e., (v) = wX),
and defining the fluctuation u(r,¢) of the velocity at
the point r at time ¢ away from this mean velocty via
u(r,t) = v(r,t) — vk, we find that the two point cor-
relations (u(r,t) - u(0,0)) of these fluctuations is of the
form

(ulr, 1) 0(0,0)) =G, ()
ri
, —Yot| t
s, (20 L)
Ti L

where G, and G, are universal scaling functions, o is a
model-dependent non-universal speed, and the universal
scaling exponents are given by
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for spatial dimensions between 2 and 5, where the final
equalities hold in the physically relevant case d = 3.

Hydrodynamic description.—We start with a hydro-
dynamic model of a generic incompressible polar active
fluid with both quenched and annealed fluctuations. As
for the Navier-Stokes equations that govern passive flu-
ids in the incompressible limit m], the only hydrody-
namic field is the velocity v. However, in contrast to the
Navier-Stokes equations, the equation of motion (EOM)
of v here are more complicated because our system has
neither momentum conservation nor Galilean invariance,
and breaks time-reversal symmetry @] This is because
the motile agents move through a frictional (and disor-
dered) medium.

By symmetry considerations alone [4, [5, 25, [27, [2d],
the generic hydrodynamic EOM for this system is

v+ M(v-V)v==-VP—(v-VP)v+U(v])v (3)
V2V + pa(v - V)2 + fo + fa

where the “pressure” P acts as a Lagrange multiplier to
enforce the incompressibility constraint: V -v = 0. Fur-
thermore, fy and f4 are respectively the quenched and

annealed noises, which have zero means and correlations
of the form

(fL(r ) f3 () = 2D, 6,50 (x — 1),
(e ) f2 (0 1)) = 2D, 83;6%(x — x5 (t — 1),

where the indices ¢, 7 enumerate the spatial coordinates.
In the EOM (@), we have only included terms that are
relevant to the universal scaling behavior, based on the
DRG analysis below.

Since we are here interested exclusively in the moving
phase, we consider the velocity deviation field, u, from
the mean flow vpx: u = v — vgx. The EOM governing u
can then be obtained from (@) by expanding for small u,
again keeping only relevant terms (some of which, how-
ever, are non-linear in u):

(4a)
(4b)
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Next, we will first focus on the linear regime of the
above EOM, which we expect to capture the hydrody-
namic behavior for sufficiently high spatial dimensions.

Linear theory.— Rewriting the linearized version of
the equations of motion (Bal) and (Bh) in terms of the
spatiotemporally Fourier transformed fields u(q,w) =
(2m)~(@+1/2 [ dtddrellar—«ty(r,t), the linearized EOM
of u (@) are

where v = Ay, a =

{_i(w - (7+b)Qm) +a}um = _iQwP+fg +f:7 (68“)
[~ i~ 7a.) + T@)]ur = —ig, P+ f£ + £, (6b)

[ —i(w = 7g.) + T(@)] ur = £ + €7, (6c)
where we have decomposed u, into components perpen-
dicular and parallel to q,: u, (q,w) = ur(q,w)q, +
ur(q,w), and introduced the g-dependent damping co-
efficient:

(7)

We now calculate the autocorrelation functions in this
linear theory. Since the EOM of ur is completely de-
coupled from the other two modes, its autocorrelation
function can be obtained immediately:

(ur(q,w) - ur(q,w’)) = CT(q,w)d(w +w)é(q+q)
+CT(@)d(w)d(w)d(a +d)(B)

I(Q)=p, ¢ + pads .
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and the subscripts A and @ denote the annealed and
quenched parts, respectively.

For the autocorrelations of u, and uy, we first need to
eliminate P via the incompressibility condition qu, +
qirur, = 0. Doing so, we find that their autocorrelation
functions, (U, (q,w)u,(q’,w’)) where m = z, L, are of
the form

CT(q,w)d(w+w)d(a+d) +Cr(a)d(w)d(w)(a+d) ,
(10)

where
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In the hydrodynamic limit (w — 0, ¢ — 0), we see
that Ci’)g are finite for most q’s (i.e., when ¢, < ¢q,),
while C} , diverges as either 1/w? or 1/¢°. Therefore,
u-u correlation is dominated by the fluctuations in up,
and so

<u(q7w) ’ u(qlvw/» ~ <uT(q7w) 'uT(qlvwl» : (12)

This result can also be rationalized by the fact that wu,
corresponds to the usual “massive” mode, while uy, be-
comes “almost massive” because u, is enslaved to it by
the incompressibility condition g u, + ¢, ur, = 0, ren-
dering it impossible, for most directions of q, to create
a non-zero uy, without also creating a massive u, field
along with it.

Using B@]), and ([I2), the fluctuations of u in real space
and time can be obtained by integrating over all wavevec-
tors q and frequencies w. Performing the frequency inte-
gral gives:

(ute. ) = G2 [ atq [ P
72q; + [I(a)]

(13)
In the infrared limit (q — 0), the second term in the in-
tegrand (due to the quenched disorder Dg) is more diver-
gent and thus dominates the fluctuations in the system.
Focusing on this term, we see that the integral is loga-
rithmically divergent in d = 3, which implies quasi-long-
range orientational order at this lower critical dimension.

Quenched
= = =Annealed

FIG. 1. The scaling exponents plotted versus spatial dimen-
sion d in incompressible polar active fluids with quenched dis-
order (D, > 0, D, > 0, blue) and with annealed disorder
only (D, =0, D, >0, red). The scaling exponents are the
anisotropy exponent (, the roughness exponent y, and the
exponent 0 for the power law decay of the equal-position cor-
relation in the quenched case ([B2), while § = 2x/z in the an-
nealed case. In both quenched and annealed cases, the d > 2
results do not converge to the d = 2 results (blues crosses and
red pluses for the quenched ﬂ;1_1|] and annealed ﬂﬂ7 @] cases,
respectively). The upper critical dimensions are5 and 4 for
the quenched and annealed cases, respectively.

Further, based on the scaling of the fluctuations in ()
and (I3), we can deduce two of the scaling exponents in
this linear theory:

3—d
Xlin = — -

Qlin = 2, 5

(14)
However, we will now demonstrate that all the above
conclusions are modified by the nonlinearity in the EOM
when d < 5 and, in particular, the flock moves coherently,
i.e., has long-range order, for all d > 2.

Nonlinear theory.—As indicated by the linear theory,
fluctuations in u are dominated by those of u, (more
precisely the transverse components of u , i.e., ur). We
will therefore focus on the full EOM of u, (Eh) which,

after eliminating all irrelevant terms, becomes

8tuj_ = _VJ_P - 7azu¢ - Al(uj_ 'VJ_ )uJ_ + ,LLJ_ViuJ.
HpeOiu, + £ + £ (15)



We will now derive the exact scaling exponents from (IH)
using the DRG HE] In this DRG analysis, we first de-
compose the field u, into the rapidly varying and slowly
varying parts, which are supported in the small- and
large-momentum space respectively. We then average
the EOM over the rapidly varying fields to get an ef-
fective EOM for the slowly varying fields. In this process
the various coeflicients in the EOM get renormalized and
this renormalization can be represented by Feynman di-
agrams. We will therefore refer to all corrections that
arise due to this part of the DRG process as “graphical
corrections”. Next we rescale the time, lengths, and the
field as follows:

¢ TL—>TL6€, uL—>uLe"€7 (16)

t—te**, x— xeb
to restore the supporting momentum space (i.e., the Bril-
louin zone) back to its original size. This procedure is re-
peated infinitely, leading to the following flow equations
for the various coefficients:

dp,

where 77, represents the graphical correction to p, —
the only graphical correction to the DRG flow equations
above. We will now explain why there are no other graph-
ical corrections.

To see that there is no graphical correction to A1, we
first note that, since the quenched noise, which dominates
the fluctuations, is static, we can look for steady-state
solutions to the equation of motion ([3)). This means we
can set the time derivative in that equation to zero.

=(z—2+ , 17a
de ( )i (17) We can also neglect the term p,0?u, (ry,r) in equa-
dpy — (2= 20) o, (17b) tion ([I3)), because thz.mt term proves t.o be irrelevant.for
ds the quenched fluctuations, which dominate the graphical
d_’Y = (-0, (17¢) corrections.
de
dA
d—;:(z—l—x—l)/\l, (17d)
dD
57— 2F (= d=1]D,,  (17e)
dD,
=z=-2x—-C—-(d-1)]D,. 17f
ds [z =2 = ¢~ D, (171) This leaves the equation of motion in the form
J
YOpuy (ry,z) + (g (ry,z) - Vi)uy(ry, o) —pu Viug(ry,z) =fo(ry, ). (18)

This equation is invariant under the transformation
u) (r,t) 2 uy(ry — (M/y)we,z) +w, (19)

where w is an arbitrary constant velocity in the L space.
This symmetry, which emerges only in the hydrodynamic
limit (since we had to drop irrelevant terms like 9;u; and
O?u, in order to achieve it), must be preserved under
the DRG transformation. Since this symmetry explicitly
involves the ratio A1 /7, this implies that ratio can get no
graphical correction.

Second, we note that the relevant part of the nonlinear
term (u, -V, )u, is a total “L” derivative:

Vou, =95 (uiuy) —(V, (20)

where in the second equality we have used the incom-
pressibility constraint V| -u, +0yu, = 0, and in “x” we

(uJ_ i ’ U‘J_) u,

have neglected (O,u,)u
to 0 (uiu, ).

Since this sole relevant non-linearity is a total L-
derivative, there are no graphical corrections to s, 7,
and D, ., because Feynman diagrams constructed from
Bf (ullu L) can only generate corrections to terms that
are themselves L derivatives of some quantity. Since
none of the terms d%u,, d,u,, and the noise terms in-
volve 1 -derivatives, they must therefore be unrenormal-
ized graphically. This implies that v and p, are unrenor-
malized graphically.

|, since it is irrelevant compared

Since we have already established that the ratio A1 /7y
gets no graphical correction, the statement that ~ it-
self gets no renormalization then implies that \; gets
no graphical renormalization either.

Having established the form of the DRG flow equations
(@@, - that is, the fact that only p, gets any graphical



corrections (those denoted by 7, in ([7al) - we will now:
show that the quenched disorder is always relevant at the
“annealed” fixed point that controls the ordered phase
in the absence of quenched disorder, even when graphi-
cal corrections (i.e., the 7, term in (ITal) are taken into
account), and determine the universal scaling exponents
@) in the presence of quenched disorder exactly.

We begin by showing that the quenched disorder is al-
ways relevant at the annealed fixed point. Note that the
form of the recursion relations is exactly the same in the
absence of quenched disorder as in its presence; that is,
the recursion relations (7)) continue to hold, albeit with
different values for 1, when quenched disorder is present
than when it is absent. This is because the symmetry ar-
guments presented above for the quenched problem apply
equally well to the annealed problem. (The argument for
the non-renormalization of \; is different in the annealed
case, but the result stands.) Therefore, the same conclu-
sionholds: only p gets graphically corrected. The only
differences that the absence of quenched disorder makes
are: 1) the graphical correction 7, will now be generated
entirely by the annealed noise, rather than the quenched
noise, and 2) the values of the exponents z, ¢, and x will
change to the values found in the study of the annealed
problem by ﬂﬂ]) They did so by choosing z, ¢, and x to
fix ptp, o, , and D, since those parameters control the
dominant fluctuations in the absence of quenched disor-
der. To see that only these parameters matter in the
annealed problem, one need simply inspect the annealed
contribution (i.e., the D, term) in (I3)).

Making this choice, and noting that the DRG eigen-
values of D, and D, (i.e., the terms in square brackets
in equations (7€) and (ITf)) differ by precisely z, it fol-
lows that, since we are choosing z, ¢, and x to make the
DRG eigenvalue of D, vanish, that the eigenvalue for
D,, is given by z. Since z is always positive (z = @
for d < 4 and z = 2 for d > 4), it follows that the
quenched noise is always strongly relevant. This means
it will change the long-distance and time scaling of fluc-
tuations.

We can calculate the new scaling that ensues in the
presence of quenched noise by much the same reasoning
that we just outlined for the annealed problem. The
only change is that it is now v, p,, and D, that we
must keep constant at this fixed point, since they control
the dominant (i.e., quenched) fluctuations in (I3). The
coefficient of the relevant non-linear term \; must also
be fixed at this stable fixed point. This reasoning leads
to four linear equations:

z—2+4+n, =0, z—(=0, (21a)
22— 2¢—C—(d—1)=0, z+x—1=0. (21b)
Solving these equations we find
d+1 2—d 5—d
= = — = — = —. 22
2=(=—5, X=—3 un 5 (22)

We see that these scaling exponents differ from those ob-
tained from the linear theory (I4)), and only become equal
to those linear values in d = 5. This indicates that the
upper critical dimension is 5. Furthermore, x < 0 as long
as d > 2, thus showing that true long-range order exists
for d > 2. At exactly two dimensions, our present anal-
ysis no longer holds since the only “soft” dimension is
coupled directly to the “hard” dimension through the in-
compressibility condition, and a completely different for-
mulation of the problem is required. We have addressed
the d = 2 problem elsewhere ﬂﬂ] We note that d = 2
is also a singular limit of incompressible flocks without
quenched disorder (see Fig. [) [27, 29].

Scaling behavior.—Given the scaling exponents just
obtained, we will now show that the u-u correlation func-
tion is indeed given by (M), and discuss the scaling be-
havior of the correlation function in different limits.

In Fourier transformed space, the u-u correlation func-
tion is given by @II), with p., v, and D4 g given by
their “bare” values, since there are no graphical correc-
tions to them (I7b-f), while x, is now g-dependent due
to the graphical renormalization. Specifically,

= () (2.

where f, is a scaling function such that

constant, s 1,
Fui(s) o sTNL/C s> 1.

Also, A is some non-universal ultra-violet cutoff, and
AN = %A? The exponents n,, ¢ are given by (22).
The subscript “0” in . denotes that it is the bare value
of the parameter.

To obtain the u-u correlation function in temporal
and spatial space, we inverse Fourier transform (u(q, w)-
u(q’,w’)) to obtain

(24)

(u(r,t) -u(0,0)) = C,(r,1) + Cy(r), (25)
where
C,(r,t) = / %ei@'wﬂ
y l 2(d—2)D,, ]
(@ = 04:)" + [mr0g? + 1, (@] ]
(26a)

[ dg 20=2Dy | o
Calt) _/ (2m) [702(1%4‘ [, (q)qif} - o

are the correlations coming from the annealed and
quenched noises, respectively.
For C,(r,t), by changing the variables of integration

to: Q, =q,r, and Q, = ¢, x, (261) can be written as

C,(r) = rXG, (%) . (27)

1




where G, is a scaling function that we’ll give elsewhere.

Now we turn to C,(r,¢). The dominant contribution
to the integral in ([Z6al) comes from the region in which the
two terms inside the square brackets in the denominator
become comparable:

,uzOQ5 ~ ML (q)qi . (28)

Since p, (q) diverges at small q [see (23)], 28] implies
g» > q, and hence g, > qi since ¢ > 1 for d > 2 [see

[22)]. Using this in ([23) we get

0y
3

@)=, (%) (29)

Inserting (29) into (28) and using the same trick of chang-
ing variables of integration we obtain

/ t — Yot
C,(r,t) =rXG, < - M) , (30)
r r

where (', 2/, X’ are given in ([2b).
Focusing on the form of the correlation function ([2), we
will now delineate its scaling behavior in distinct regimes.
Since x > x’ and £ > X the equal-time correlation is
dominated by the contribution from the quenched fluc-
tuations. Specifically,

x
(u(0,r) -u(0,0)) = riXGw (T)
T
{ rX el <

2x (31)
E

On the other hand, () shows that the time-dependence
of the equal-position correlation is solely determined by
the annealed fluctuations, since the quenched fluctu-
ations are constant in time. However, the quenched
fluctuations do affect the equal-position correlation in-
directly by renormalizing the diffusion coefficient p
whose anomalous exponent 77, enters into the expres-
sions of ¢/, 2/, and x' @b). Setting r = 0 in () we get
the equal-position correlation

(u(t,0) - u(0,0)) = constant + A[t|?, (32)
where A is a non-universal constant and
2y’ d*+4d -9 3
0=—=—|—F—"]=—7= 33
2 ( 4(d+1) ) 10’ (33)

with the last equality holding in the physical case d = 3.

In Fig. [l we show how some of the scaling exponents
vary with the spatial dimension. For comparison, we also
show the corresponding exponents in the purely annealed
case [27, [29).

Summary € Outlook.—We have considered the effects
of quenched disorder in incompressible polar active fluids
in the flocking phase, and showed that quenched disorder
make the scaling behavior of the system very different
from that predicted by linearized hydrodynamics, and

from that of an incompressible polar active fluid with
only annealed disorder. While this work focuses on an
one-component active fluid in the incompressible limit,
an interesting future direction would be to consider the
hydrodynamic behavior of active suspensions, which are
two-component (swimmers and solvent) systems that are
only incompressible as a whole.
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Supplemental Materials:
Incompressible polar active fluids in the presence of
quenched disorder in dimensions d > 2

In these supplemental materials, we present our argu-
ment that A\; gets no graphical corrections.

Consider first, by way of illustration, the homogeneous
Navier-Stokes equation (i.e., one with no noise or other
external force), but with a parameter \; # 1 intro-
duced (say, to allow us to do rescaling in the DRG [1]).
“Galilean invariance” means that if we have a solution
v (r,t) of the Navier-Stokes equation, which now reads

v+ v -Vv—vViv=0, (34)

then there’s a family of other solutions parameterized by

a vector w given by
v (e, t) = v (r — \ywt, 1) + w (35)

which also satisfies the same equation, with the same
value of A\q.

But now, if we consider the inhomogeneous Navier-
Stokes equation

v (r, )+ A1 v(r,t)-Vv(r,t) —vV3v(r,t) = f(r,t), (36)
and have a solution v(!)(r, ) to this equation, then
v t) = v (x — \wi, 1)+ w (37)

is not a solution of ([Bd). Indeed, if we plug [B7) into the
left hand side of [B6]), we get

v (r — \ywt, t) + \v D (r = \ywt, t) - Vv (e — \ywit, 1) — o V2v D (0 — \ywit, ) (38)

which, according to equation B8], = f(r—\;wt,t). Thus,

[
plugging our trial solution [B7)) into (34]) leads to
f(r — Mwt, t) =f£(r,t) (39)

which is clearly not true in general.
To say this another way, if v(!) obeys (B4), then
v(W)(r,t) obeys

Ov (r — \ywt, t) + \vD (r = \ywt, t) - Vv (r — \ywi, 1) — o V2vD (0 — \ywit, t) = f(r — A\ wt, t) (40)

which is a different equation, because it has a different
force on the right hand side.

However, Galilean invariance does work in a statistical
sense: if we look at the correlations of the noise in ({0

(i.e., f(r—A1wt, t)), and assume that f(r,¢) satisfies local
white noise (annealed) statistics

(fi(e, ) fj(r,t")) = Dé;jo(r —r')o(t —t') (41)

then

<fl(r — )\1Wt, t)fj (I‘I — /\1Wt/, t/)> = Déijé[r — I‘/ — )\1W(f — tl)]5(t — tl) (42)

However, since the §(¢t — t') in this expression is only
non-zero when ¢t = t’, it follows that we can set t —¢' =0
in the §[r — ' — A\yw(t — /)] without changing anything
(since doing so only changes the value of that delta func-
tion when ¢ # ¢/, in which case d[r — ' — \yw(t — t')] is
multiplied by zero anyway. So, settingt — ¢’ = 0 in the

Or—r' — A\w(t —t")], eq. [@2) becomes

<fl(1‘ — /\1Wif7 t)fj (I‘/ — )\1th, t/)> = D5U(5[r — I‘I]é(t — t/)

(43)

which has the same statistics (@I)) as the noise in the

original equation. So the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes

equation with annealed noise is Galilean invariant in a
statistical sense.

However, this argument does not work if the noise is



quenched. In this case, going through the above manipu-
lations leads to the replacement of the original quenched
noise statistics

(file,t) f;(x',t")) = D3;;o(r — 1) (44)

with

<.fz (r—/\lwt, t)fJ (r/—/\lwt’, t/)> = Déijzs[r—r’—/\lw(t—t’)]
(5)
and now there’s no convenient second delta function §(¢t—
t') to allow us to set t = ¢/ in d[r — v’ — \yw(t — t')].
Therefore, the statistics ([@H) really are different from the
|

”yaqu(rl,x) +/\1(UL(I'L,ZC) . VL)UL(PL,I) —ILLLViuL(I‘l,I) = fQ(I‘L,ZC)

with f, having statistics
(fio(ri, @) fi(ry,a")) = Dijo(ry —x'))d(x — ') (47)

In writing equation (@), we have neglected the term
pz02uy (ry,x) that we retain in the main text, because
that term proves to be irrelevant for the quenched fluc-
tuations, which dominate the graphical corrections. Now

YOpuy(ry )+ M(ur(ry,z) Vi)ur(ry, o) — pr Vi (ro,z) — pe0iuy (v, z) = fo(ry — (A /v)wz, )

The statistics of the noise on the right hand side are the
same as as those of the original noise, by an argument

(fiq(rr — Mi/v)wz, 2) fio (s — (\i/v)wa’,2")) = Dyidlrr — v — (\/y)w(z —2)]d(x — 2')

As in the Navier-Stokes case, here we can replace z — '
with zero in 0[r| —r/, — (A1 /y)w(z —2a')], since §(z —z’)
J

(fiq(rr = (M /M wa, z) fig (v — (M /7)wa',2')) = Déijdlr, — ' ]o(z — a')

which are exactly the same statistics ([@7) as the original
noise. Hence, the static equation of motion has the “very-
pseudo-Galilean invariance” (8] in a statistical sense.
Since this invariance involves A1 /7, it follows that Ay /v
can not get any graphical corrections. Since we already
know that v gets no graphical corrections (simply be-

statistics (@), so we can not argue for even statistical
Galilean invariance.

However, despite this lack of Galilean invariance (and
consequently, pseudo-Galilean invariance E]), A1 does
not get receive any graphical correction even in the pres-
ence of quenched noise.

To see this, let us consider the steady-state equation of
motion, which is sufficient since the static quenched noise
dominates. This looks very much like the Navier-Stokes
equation, with = playing the role of time, and r; playing
the role of space. To be precise, it reads

(46)

assume we have a solution u(f)(rL7 x) of (@g). Then the
“very-pseudo Galilean boosted” vector function obtained
by treating x the way we treated time in the Navier-
Stokes equation, namely

u (e, ) =ulV (L — (N /y)wa ) +w (48)

satisfies

(49)

almost identical to the one used above for the annealed
Navier-Stokes equation. Specifically, we have

(50)

will vanish when x # 2.
Making that replacement, (B0) becomes

(51)

cause the \; term is a total L derivative), it follows that
A1 gets no graphical corrections either.
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