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In quenched disordered systems, the existence of ordering is generally believed to be only possible
in the weak disorder regime (disregarding models of spin-glass type). In particular, sufficiently large
random field is expected to prohibit any finite temperature ordering. Here, we show that this is not
necessarily true. We provide physically motivated examples of systems in which disorder induces
an ordering that is infinitely stable in the sense that: (1) there exists ordering at arbitrarily large
disorder strength and (2) the transition temperature remains, asymptotically, nonzero in the limit of
infinite disorder. The ordering is spatially localized on the boundary of a disorder-induced, emergent
percolating fractal structure. The examples we give are most naturally described when the spatial
dimension d > 3, but can also be formulated when d = 2, provided that the underlying graph is

non-planar.

It’s generally recognized that ordering can exist in
the presence of quenched disorder. However, the ex-
istence of randomness is usually an undesirable effect
which disrupts coherence and thus lowers the tran-
sition temperature. The Imry-Ma phenomenon [I]
provides an extreme example; in the presence of ran-
dom fields, the phase transition of spin systems can
be destroyed in low dimensions independent of the
field strength (d = 2,4 for discrete, continuous sym-
metries, respectively). The statement has, in fact,
been rigorously demonstrated for the random field
Ising and XY models [2, 3], along with their quan-
tum versions [1, 5]. More recent work even provides
quantitative bounds on the decay of correlations in
ground states (GS) [6, 7]. In these systems, even in
higher dimensions so that Imry-Ma does not apply,
there generally is a critical threshold h. in disorder
strength above which any finite temperature order-
ing is destroyed [3—10] (see Fig. 1).

The existence of a critical threshold A, is also true
in lesser known examples where the disorder gen-
erates ordering [11-15]. In these models, the ran-
dom field disorder acts along a submanifold of the
spin space and, while Imry-Ma can prohibit ordering
along the submanifold, ordering occurs in the direc-
tion perpendicular to the submanifold. For example,
in the RFO(2) model [13-15], the random field dis-
order acts only in the X direction of the XY spins
and the spins can still order in the Y direction at fi-
nite temperatures, provided that the disorder is suffi-
ciently weak. At larger disorder strength, this order-
ing is destroyed as the energetic cost for not align-
ing with the random field becomes prohibitive [9].
From this discussion, with the notable exception of
spin glass ordering, one might speculate that spon-
taneous symmetry breaking in disordered systems is
only possible within the weak disorder regime.
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Figure 1. Schematic Phase Diagram. The green line
sketches the transition temperature T, (h) of single layer
models with disorder strength h, e.g., the random-field
Ising and XY models [8-10], the RFO(2) model [11-
[5]. If h — 0, then T.(h) ~ 1 is on the scale of the
XY coupling strength x = 1 (in 2D, there is debate
on whether LRO or quasi-LRO occurs below T, for the
RFO(2) model [13]). For these models, there exists a
critical threshold h. ~ 1, beyond which there is no finite
temperature ordering. In comparison, this Letter intro-
duces a bilayer model with T,(h) sketched by the red
line. If h — oo, then T.(h) is asymptotically nonzero
(dashed red line). For completeness, the dashed orange
line denotes an intermediate scenario where there is fi-
nite temperature ordering at large disorder, but Tc(h) is
asymptotically zero.

Contrary to the last hypothesis, in this Letter we
provide a family of models which exhibit infinitely
stability (our terminology) with respect to disorder
strength h, i.e., exhibit long-range ordering (LRO)
below a finite T1,ro which is independent of the dis-
order strength in the limit o — oo (see Fig. 1).
Our consideration of these systems is primarily mo-
tivated by recent experiments on twisted bilayer su-
perconductors (SC) [16-21], though it is worth men-
tioning that, after some reasonable simplifications,



our examples resemble models studied in the con-
text of frustrated antiferromagnets [22-25]. In the
latter cases, random dilution sites in the underlying
lattice can lead to anticollinear ordering, as observed
in Cdy_,Mn,Te [26-28]. In experiments, the geome-
try of the underlying lattice is two dimensional, but
the setup extends straightforwardly to higher dimen-
sions (which may model multi-component SCs with
random inter-component coupling [29-31]).

The reason behind this stable form of “order-by-
disorder” is the existence of a pair of emergent, com-
plementary site percolation processes at parameter
p = 1/2. Crucially, the transition temperature in
the limit h — oo is nonzero only if both random
environments percolate, i.e., pSt°(G) < 1/2 where
G denotes the underlying graph of the model. If
G =74 d> 3, pi**(@) < 1/2 by a monotonicity ar-
gument! and thus there is an infinitely stable phase
transition in our examples. For 2D systems, the sit-
uation is more complicated. Since? pit¢(Z?) > 1/2,
the previous rule-of-thumb fails. Nevertheless, the
introduction of next-nearest neighbor (NNN) cou-
plings as well as nearest neighbor (NN) couplings
drives piite(Z2) < 1/2, seen again by monotonicity.
In this case, we show that the system on 72 is at
least infinitely quasi-stable, i.e., exhibits quasi-LRO
below a finite transition temperature Tqrro inde-
pendent of h. Whether 2D systems can be infinitely
stable is an open question. A detailed discussion
appears in Sec. (2D behavior).

The model — In this section, we introduce the
models precisely and give an intuitive explanation
for the stability phenomenon described above. Fur-
ther details are provided elsewhere [34].

Given a general graph G = (V, E) counsisting of
sites V and edges F, consider the following classical
Hamiltonian H,

Ha(6%) = 3 1Y (0= Y cos(é(r) —a(r)). (1)
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Here each site r in V' has two layers of XY spin
degrees of freedom 6% (r). The first term denotes the
Hamiltonian for a pair of identical and independent
ferromagnetic XY models of the spin configurations
6% with intra-layer interactions characterized by the
edges e of graph G. The second term couples the
two XY layers by shifting the phase differences field
¢(r) =607 (r) — 0~ (r) by a random phase a(r) = 0,7
with coupling strength h. For conceptual clarity,

1 This follows for Z3 by comparing with site percolation on
the triangular lattice obtained by projecting in the (1,1,1)
direction [32].

2 In fact, this holds on any planar graph [33]

we shall assume that «(r) for different lattice sites
r are uncorrelated and equally probable to be 0 or
7 (choosing the distribution of «(r) uniform over
[0,27) leads to an interesting variation [34]).

Physically, when the graph G is 2D (e.g., Z? or
72), H, is motivated by twisted bilayer SCs with in-
terlayer random-in-sign Josephson coupling [16-21].
In this setting, each SC layer is characterized by an
independent XY model with in-plane SC stiffness
k = 1, while the inter-layer Josephson coupling is
given by J(r)cos ¢(r) where J(r) = +£h (depending
on whether a(r) = 0,7) are inhomogeneities in the
system with a disorder-average J = 0 and standard
deviation h. Such a system occurs when the two
layers are twisted relative to each other at a critical
angle so that the lowest order Josephson coupling
vanishes on average, i.e. J =0 (e.g., in experiments
this occurs at twist = /4 in BSCCO [16]). Twist
angle disorder or other inhomogeneities can then in-
duce a random-in-sign coupling.

Note that the model in Eq. (1) assumes uncor-
related disorder, and thus only depends on the in-
plane coupling x (= 1) and disorder strength h. To
justify our emphasis on the strong disorder regime,
observe that in a realistic setting there exists an ad-
ditional disorder correlation length £ so that the sys-
tem is described by parameters (k, h,£). One way of
heuristically mapping the more realistic setup to the
uncorrelated model in Eq. (1) is by a simple block
coarse graining of the microscopic lattice. The ef-
fective unit cell has linear size £ so that neighboring
cells are essentially uncorrelated in disorder. Since
the inter-layer interaction acts on-site, the effective
disorder strength is mapped to h&é? while the in-
plane coupling strength scales as k€91 since it is
a boundary effect. In particular, if £ > k/h, then
the system would be in the strong disorder regime.
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Figure 2. Order by Disorder [25]. (a) denotes an XY
model on 72, with ferromagnetic (dashed lines) NN
coupling and antiferromagnetic (solid lines) NNN cou-
pling. The lattice is partitioned into even and odd
sites (blue and orange). (b) After gauge transform on
sites circled in black, the NNN couplings becomes fer-
romagnetic, while horizontal/vertical nn couplings are
ferro/antiferromagnetic. (c). Omitting the NNN ferro-
magnetic couplings, a single site is removed from the
lattice, causing an imbalance of ferro/antiferromagnetic
couplings at neighboring sites.



At weak disorder the physics in our examples re-
semble the frustrated antiferromagnets alluded to
above, [22-25]. In particular, Ref. [25] considers an
XY model on Z2, with ferromagnetic nearest neigh-
bor (NN) coupling |x1| and antiferromagnetic NNN
coupling |kz| as illustrated in Fig. 2a. By parti-
tioning the lattice into even and odd sublattices, the
system describes a bilayer model. Under the gauge
transformation (6; — 6; + 7 for sites ¢ in black in
Fig. 2b), the system is equivalent to a bilayer XY
model with an inter-layer coupling +|x;| whose sign
is orientationally dependent. In this pure system
and for weak inter-sublattice coupling, |k1| < ||,
the gauge-transformed GSs are presumably ferro-
magnetically ordered within each sublattice, but the
relative orientation between sublattices is yet to be
determined. Note that in this case the NN interac-
tions (delicately) cancels each others effects at each
site. However, if the sites were randomly diluted
(see Fig. 2c), then the NNs of removed sites have
an imbalance between the number of ferro- and an-
tiferromagnetic inter-layer couplings. This, in turn,
leads to an effective random-in-sign inter-layer cou-
pling with weak disorder |k1|. Ref. [25] then argues
that the spins between sublattices prefer to align
perpendicularly in the weak disorder regime, con-
sistent with Ref. [13-15, 20, 21].
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Figure 3. GS Schematic ¢ ~° +7/2. In the strong dis-
order regime, (a) shows a typical disorder realization of
a = 0,7 clusters where the green and red dashed lines
denote the cluster boundary. By Eq. (5), the slanting
dpas = ¢ — a vanishes within the interiors of the clus-
ters (e.g., the colored dots deep within each cluster), but
satisfies d¢pgs 2 0 at the boundary. (b) shows the corre-
sponding GS ¢ in spin space S'. In the interior of clusters
(solid lines), ¢ = «, but at the boundary (dashed lines),
there is uniform slanting in the 4+ /2 direction.

Ground States — In the limit of weak disor-

der, Ref. [21] shows that there are Zy degenerate
(disorder-averaged) GSs® characterized by a phase

3 In the physical bilayer setup, ¢ — —¢ corresponds to

difference ¢ ~V +7/2 (perturbatively in 2D). More
concretely, with probability one with respect to dis-
order realizations «, the GSs ¢(r) is arbitrarily close
to £7/2 on a highly dense subset of lattice sites, so
that the disorder-averaged ordering (e'?), is arbi-
trarily close to +i for sufficiently low temperatures
[13-15].

In the strong disorder limit h — oo, the GSs
can still be labeled by ¢ ~° +m/2, but the ori-
gin is distinct from that in the weak disorder. To
see this, it’s instructive to assume the GS ansatz
¢(r) = a(r) + d¢p(r). Since the disorder strength is
large compared to the in-plane interactions, h > 1,
a GS must, first and foremost, attempt to mini-
mize the inter-layer interaction in Eq. (1), leav-
ing, presumably, small deviations d¢(r) < 1. In-
serting this ansatz into Eq. (1), the effective inter-
layer interaction is thus quadratic to lowest orders,
i.e., —hcos(p(r) — a(r)) ~ hip(r)?/2. Writing
6 = 0+ ¢/2 where 0 = (0F + 67)/2, the intra-
layer interaction becomes

Z HXY(0%) = —2Zcos V6 cos (V;b) (2)

where the summation is over all edges e = r'r and
VO = 0(r') — 6(r) is the lattice gradient.

Since |d¢| < 1 < h, the in-plane interaction may
be expanded up to linear order* in ¢. Finally, if
T < 1, we may reasonably assume that the aver-
age phases 6 are LRO (justification follows in the
next section), which leads to the further simplifica-
tion cos VO ~ 1. This leads to the effective Hamil-
tonian, valid if ' < 1 < h,

1 (59) = Zsm( )v5¢+ Z5¢> (3)
[ (F)] 0

where equality follows from integration by parts and
completing the square. Here V.- denotes the lattice
divergence operator at site r, and allows us to write
the GS in the compact form

dp(r) = %Vr : Sin% = % Z sin <Vr2/ra) , (5)

where summation is over neighboring sites r’ ~ r in
the graph G.

time-reversal symmetry (TRS) and thus the Zs degener-
ate ground states indicates TRS breaking.
4 The neglected terms shift GSs by higher orders in 1/h.



Figure 4. Largest cluster. For a given disorder realiza-
tion « (with periodic boundary conditions), (a) plots the
largest @ = 0 cluster (green) and a = 7 cluster (red) on
72, while (b) plots those on Z2. All other lattice sites
are colored white. The difference between subplots (a),
(b) is due to pS*°(Z?) < 1/2 < pdite(z?)

Emergence of a Fractal Structure — For a given
sample of random phase shift «, we partition the lat-
tice sites into clusters® of & = 0, 7 (see Fig. 3). From
Eq. (5), if r is within the interior of a cluster, then
d¢cs(r) = 0 vanishes. However, if r is at a clus-
ter boundary, then dpgs(r) = 0 with magnitude®
dédgs ~ 1/h, h > 1. In this sense, the ordering of
the GS ¢ only occurs on a-cluster boundaries, where
¢ uniformly slants in the 4+ /2 direction. (the alter-
native Zo degenerate GS ¢ ~° —x/2 is such that ¢
slants in the —7/2 direction on the boundaries).

The key point is that, even though slanting is only
present at boundaries between clusters, it is a bulk
effect between a pair of infinite components. Indeed,
if pSite < 1/2, both the a = 0, 7 sites percolate, each
with a unique infinite cluster [35] and thus ergodicity
dictates that the interface between the two infinite
clusters is volume extensive (see Fig. 4).

Comparison — It is worth reflecting on what dis-
tinguishes our bilayer model from conventional sin-
gle layer models. The single layer RFO(2) model,

with Hamiltonian
h Z cos(¢(r)

also has nontrivial GS ¢ ~¥ £7/2 provided that h is
small [11-15]. Comparing with Eq. (2), (assuming
cos VO = 1), the only difference is a factor of 1/2
in the in-plane interactions. Repeating the previous

analysis in the regime h > 1 for HEFO(2)7 the factor

Ha @ (9) = HY (9) — —a(r)), (6)

5 Neighboring sites with the same random phase « are con-
nected.

6 Note that the GS solution is self-consistent with the ansatz
assumption §¢ < 1

4

of 1/2 would be absent from Eq. (5), which implies
a vanishing GS solution d¢ = 0 since Va = 0, +7.

Finite T' Effective Hamiltonian — Previously, we
assumed that the average phase 6 orders near zero
temperature 7' < 1. Let us justify this assumption
by showing that § undergoes a phase transition with
finite transition temperature ~ 1. Repeating the
previous expansion in Eq. (3), we find that the finite
T effective Hamiltonian is given by

G Qth - Ta(0))?

HE(0,60) =

+= Z{&b —fv - Ta( )r, (7)

where (Jo)rr(8) = cos(Vyr)sin(Vera/2) and
HXY(0) originates from Eq. (2) with ¢ set to a.
The form of this Hamiltonian shows that d¢, con-
ditional on 0, is Gaussian distributed with mean
h='V, - Ja(f) and white noise covariance, and thus
can be integrated out. The resulting effective Hamil-
tonian, denoted HS(6), reduces to the first two
terms in Eq. (7). In particular, the correlation
functions in ¢ can be computed using the effective
Hamiltonian HEE(0) alone, e.g.,

(sinp(r))a ~ 7 (Vo [1{Va £ 0} cos VAT, (8)
where  (-+)q, (-} are  with respect to
Heo(0F), HE (O ) respectively.

To zeroth order in 1/h, HEE(9) = HXY(0) de-
scribes a pair of independent XY models along dis-
tinct @ = 0,7 clusters and thus 6 can be naturally
partitioned into 9* by restricting to the distinct
clusters. If pi*® < 1/2, then both a = 0, 7 subgraphs
have unique infinite clusters [35]. If d > 3, the re-
strictions of ¥* to their respective infinite clusters
each undergo a phase transition at finite tempera-
ture (independent of h). Notably, this statement
was recently demonstrated rigorously in Ref. [36].

Thus, for T <« 1 (but independent of h), the
« = 0, 7 infinite clusters should be viewed as possess-
ing internal LRO and each parameterized by a single
O(2) spin. It is then a question of how these effec-
tive degree of freedom orient with respect to one an-
other. The latter is determined by the O(1/h) term
in He(0). Note that it is supported at the interface
between distinct clusters and also depends only on
the phase differences, i.e., ¢ ~ 9+ —9~. Finally, the
interaction is globally Z? invariant ¢ +— —. Hence,
from symmetry considerations, H¥(#) with strong
disorder h possesses the same features as a bilayer
Hamiltonian with a weak 1/h non-disordered cos?

interaction, i.e.,
Hclean ,ﬁ:l: Z HXY ?95 ZCOS (P )



This correspondence is made rigorous in our detailed
paper [341], and implies that in the limit h — oo,
the disordered system in Eq. (1) possesses a finite
transition temperature if the clean system in Eq.
(9) possesses a finite transition temperature for ar-
bitrarily weak interactions 1/h — 0. The latter is
then guaranteed by Ginibre’s inequality [37] on Z%
for d > 3.

2D behavior — In d = 2 with NN couplings, the
previous argument fails because pfit®(Z2?) > 1/2.
This entails that the individual clusters are finite and
exponentially decaying in their size distribution [38].
Adding NNN connections, so that pi*°(Z?) < 1/2,
the above considerations only lead to quasi-LRO
below a transition temperature Tqrro ~ 1. In-
deed, these conclusions are based on the fact that
each infinite cluster on Z2 exhibits a Kosterlitz-
Thouless (KT) phase, rather than a true LRO phase.
Whether ¢ has a LRO phase at i independent tem-
peratures remains an open question.

Magnetization
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Figure 5. Upper bound. The z axis denotes the tem-
perature, while the y axis denotes an order parameter
such as magnetization. The red line denotes the upper
bound proved in Eq. (10). If Turo ~ 1, then univer-
sality implies that the magnetization follows the form of
the black line with critical exponent (3.

Indeed, field theory [39] suggests that the cos? ¢
interaction in Eq. (9) is always relevant, in the
renormalization group sense, and thus gives rise to
LRO Tiro ~ 1 in the limit 1/h — 0. Numerics
[30, 40, 41] corroborate this conjecture and show
only a single phase transition for ¢ — a disordered
phase at high 7" and LRO below Ttro ~ 1. Nev-
ertheless, the mathematical evidence regarding the

phase diagram is not clear cut. For related Z5 invari-
ant systems in 2D, Ref. [12] shows that an analog
to ¢ exhibits LRO for temperatures below ~ 1/h so
that Tpro = 1/h is bounded below”. Our detailed
paper [34] proves that ¢ can only order along 0, 7 (no
ordering of sin ¢) and more interestingly, for 7' < 1

eos ol Sew (- ) (0

Notably, if disorder h is sufficiently large so that
1/|logh| < 1 ~ TqLro, then Eq. (10) implies that
if LRO occurs at Ty ro ~ 1, the magnetization must
be exponentially small with respect to |logh|. In
comparison (see Fig. 5), universality conventionally
implies that the magnetization m becomes substan-
tial at temperatures of the same scale as the transi-
tion temperature, i.e., m ~ 1 for T' ~ Ty ro.

Based on the previous discrepancy, it appears that
LRO occurs at Tiro ~ 1/|log k|, implying the pos-
sibility of an intermediate massless phase (for both
the clean model in Eq. (9) and the disordered model
in Eq. (1)) in the limit 1/h — 0. One may then spec-
ulate that such an intermediate phase has not been
observed in numerics due to the extremely slow log-
arithmic decay.

Discussion and QOutlook. — In this Letter, we re-
stricted our attention to the scenario where the ran-
dom phase « is equally likely to be 0,7 (which cor-
responds to a vanishing disorder-average inter-layer
interaction J = 0) and shown that the underlying
reason for infinite (quasi-) stability is due to the
random phase constituting a site percolation prob-
lem which satisfies pfi*® < 1/2. The inequality sug-
gests stability in parameter space, in the sense that
if the random phase « is skewly-distributed so that
a = 0 with probability p (corresponding to a nonzero
disorder-average J # 0), then infinite (quasi-) sta-
bility still holds provided that p$i*® < min(p,1 — p).
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7 The proof utilizes reflection positivity and thus can be
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