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The renormalized contribution of fermions to the curvature masses of vector and axial-vector
mesons is derived with two different methods at leading order in the loop expansion applied to the
(2 + 1)-flavor constituent quark-meson model. The corresponding contribution to the curvature
masses of the scalar and pseudoscalar mesons, already known in the literature, is rederived in a
transparent way. The temperature dependence of the curvature mass of various (axial-)vector modes
obtained by decomposing the curvature mass tensor is investigated along with the (axial-)vector—
(pseudo)scalar mixing. All fermionic corrections are expressed as simple integrals that involve at
finite temperature only the Fermi-Dirac distribution function modified by the Polyakov-loop degrees
of freedom. The renormalization of the (axial-)vector curvature mass allows us to lift a redundancy
in the original Lagrangian of the globally symmetric extended linear sigma model, in which terms
already generated by the covariant derivative were reincluded with different coupling constants.

I. INTRODUCTION

The extension of the linear sigma model with vector
and axial-vector degrees of freedom has a long history
(see e.g. [1-3]). In recent years, much effort was in-
vested in the study of the phenomenological applicability
of various formulations of the model. It turned out, for
example, that the gauged version of the model cannot re-
produce the correct decay width of the p and a; mesons
[4], and therefore the interest shifted toward versions of
the model which are based on the global chiral symmetry:
originally constructed for two flavors in [5] the extended
linear sigma model (ELoM) was formulated for three fla-
vors in [6].

The parametrization of the three-flavor ELocM in re-
lation with hadron vacuum spectroscopy was thoroughly
investigated in [6]. Constituent quarks were incorporated
in the ELoM in [7] and their effect on the parametriza-
tion, through the correction induced in the curvature
masses of the scalar and pseudoscalar mesons, was in-
vestigated along with the chiral phase transition at fi-
nite temperature and density. It is interesting to know
how the model parameters and the results obtained in [7]
are influenced by coupling the constituent quarks to the
(axial-)vector mesons. The effect of the (axial-)vector
mesons on the chiral transition was studied in [8] in the
gauged version of the purely mesonic linear sigma model
with chiral U(2) x U(2)g symmetry, by using a rather
crude approximation for the Lorentz tensor structure of
the (axial-)vector curvature mass matrix, which was as-
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sumed to have the vacuum form even at finite tempera-
ture. Further investigations in the above-mentioned di-
rections require the calculation of the mesonic and/or
fermionic contribution to the (axial-)vector curvature
mass matrix and its proper mode decomposition, as was
done in many models dealing with the description of hot
and/or dense nuclear matter [9-11]. Such a calculation
within the linear sigma model would allow for a com-
parison with in-medium properties of the (axial-)vector
mesons obtained with functional renormalization group
(FRG) techniques in [12-15].

The curvature masses of the scalar and pseudoscalar
mesons were derived in the U(3)r x U(3)gr symmetric
constituent quark model in [16]. The method used there
involved taking the second derivative with respect to the
fluctuating bosonic field of the ideal gas formula for the
partition function in which the quark masses depend
on these bosonic fields. The result was subsequently
used in a plethora of publications, even when it does
not apply, as was the case of Ref. [17], which seem-
ingly uses incorrectly the result of [16] to study the effect
of the temperature and chemical potential on the vec-
tor and axial-vector masses. The result derived in [16]
for (pseudo)scalar mesons cannot be directly applied for
(axial-)vector mesons, simply because it is not enough to
consider only the boson fluctuation-dependent fermion
masses: due to their Lorentz index the momentum and
(axial-)vector fields couple to form a Lorentz scalar in
the fermion determinant resulting from the fermionic
functional integral. Due to such terms, derivatives of
the fermionic functional determinant with respect to the
(axial-)vector fields give additional contributions, com-
pared to the bosonic case.

Although the calculation of the leading order fermionic
contribution to the (axial-)vector curvature mass matrix
can be done by taking the second field derivative of the



functional determinant, it is much easier to take an equiv-
alent approach and compute the self-energy at vanishing
momentum with standard Feynman rules. The techni-
cal issues that need to be addressed are the mode de-
composition and renormalization of the self-energy and
the mixing between the (axial-)vector and (pseudo)scalar
mesons.

We also mention that while our focus here is on the
curvature mass, the pole mass and screening mass can
also be obtained from the analytic expression of the self-
energy calculated at nonzero momentum using the usual
definitions given in Eq. (6) of [18], where the relation
between the pole and curvature masses of the mesons
was investigated with FRG techniques within the two-
flavor quark-meson model. This difference depends on
the approximation used to solve the O(N) and quark-
meson models and it is typically larger for the sigma than
the pion [18-21].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. IT
an approximation scheme is presented for a consistent
computation of the effective potential (pressure) in the
ELoM which is based on curvature masses that include
the fermionic correction at one-loop level. In Sec. IIT
we compute in the one-flavor case, Ny = 1, the cur-
vature mass matrix of the mesons, with both methods
mentioned above. This allows for the introduction of
the relevant integrals used also in Sec. IV, where the
self-energy of all the mesons is calculated at vanishing
momentum for Ny = 2 + 1 flavors. In this case a di-
rect calculation of the curvature masses from the func-
tional determinant, although completely straightforward,
is made cumbersome by the large number of fields and
the dimension of the matrix involved. This calculation is
relegated to Appendix D. Based on the mode decompo-
sition of the (axial-)vector self-energy, presented in de-
tail in Appendix E, the curvature masses of the phys-
ical modes are given in terms of simple integrals. We
also show in Sec. IV how to connect the expressions of
the (pseudo)scalar curvature masses derived here with
existing ones obtained with the alternative method of
Ref. [16]. In Sec. V we discuss the renormalization of
the (axial-)vector curvature masses in the isospin sym-
metric case. Dimensional regularization was used in or-
der to comply with the property of the vacuum vec-
tor self-energy observed for some flavor indices, which
is related to current conservation, as discussed in Ap-
pendix B. The renormalization process revealed that
the Lagrangian of the ELoM can be written more ju-
diciously compared to the form used in the literature,
such that each term allowed by the chiral symmetry
is included only once, in accordance with the gener-
ally accepted procedure. By looking from a new per-
spective at the wave-function renormalization factor re-
lated to the (axial-)vector—(pseudo)scalar mixing, we dis-
cuss in Sec. VI how the self-energy corrections modify
its tree-level expression. Section VII contains numeri-
cal results concerning the temperature evolution of the
meson masses obtained in a new vacuum parametriza-

tion of the model which takes into account the one-
loop fermionic correction in the curvature mass of all
the mesons. Section VIII is devoted to conclusions and
an outlook. The appendixes not mentioned here contain
some further technical aspects used in the calculations.

II. LOCALIZED GAUSSIAN APPROXIMATION
IN THE YUKAWA MODEL

In order to motivate our interest in the curvature mass,
we present an improved calculational scheme for the ef-
fective potential of the ELoM compared to that used in
[7]. This scheme, which we call the localized Gaussian
approximation, uses the curvature mass of the various
mesons. To keep the notation simple, we consider the
simplest chirally symmetric Yukawa model, defined by
the Lagrangian

EY = %augoa‘%p — Ucl(tp) + /(Z(Za - gSSD)/(/)7 (1)

where 1 and ¢ are fermionic and bosonic fields and
Ua(p) = m3p?/2 + A\p? /24 is the classical potential. We
use Minkowski metric g = diag(1,—1,—1,—1) and the
conventions of Ref. [22].

Integrating over the fermions in the partition function®
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leads to the action ([ = d'z)

A = [ [lausoaw - Ud(ga)} ~iTrlog (157 (7 ¢).
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where Tr = trp f d*z denotes the functional trace, with
the subscript “D” referring to the Dirac space, and

is the inverse fermion propagator.

Shifting the field with an z-independent background
¢, p(x) = ¢+ p(z), the effective potential can be con-
structed along the lines of Ref. [23]. Several approxi-
mations of the effective potential are considered in the
literature.

a. Mean-field approzimation The bosonic fluctuat-
ing field is neglected altogether, leading to

Unie(6) = Ua(6) + it /K log (iS7(K)),  (5)

where iSf_l (K) = K—my is the tree-level fermion inverse
propagator with mass my = gs¢. Here we introduced the

notation [, = [ (d;TI)i for the momentum integral with

4-momentum K* = (ko, k). The field equation used in

[7] was derived in this approximation.

! In the LoM this step is motivated by the fact that ¢ represents
the constituent quark, that is an effective degree of freedom not
necessarily corrected by the interaction with mesons.



b. Ideal gas approximation The bosonic fluctuating
field is neglected in the fermion determinant (Trlog) ap-
pearing in Eq. (3) and kept only to quadratic order in
the terms coming from the expansion of U (¢ + ). The
Gaussian functional integral over ¢ leads to

U(0) = Ve ()~ 5 [ lox (iD7!(30). (©
where iD71(K; ¢) = K? — m?(¢) is the tree-level boson
propagator with m?(¢) = d*Uq(¢)/d¢? being the classi-
cal curvature mass. This approximation was used in a
nonsystematic way in [7] to include mesonic corrections
in the pressure.

c. Ring resummation or Gaussian approrimation
The fermion determinant is expanded in powers of ¢ and
keeping in Eq. (3) the term quadratic in the fluctuat-
ing mesonic field, the Gaussian functional integral over
© results in

USA®) = V() — 5 [ log (iD1(0:0) ~ (K3 ).
K
@

where the boson self-energy

(K ¢) = igh tr /P SHP)S;(K~P),  (8)

represents the one-loop contribution of the fermions. Ex-
panding in Eq. (7) the logarithm one recognizes the in-
tegrals of the ring resummation.

The ring resummation is widely used in the Nambu—
Jona-Lasinio model, where it goes by the name of
random-phase approximation [24]. In that context the
integral in Eq. (7) requires no renormalization and was
evaluated using cutoff regularization in [25, 26]. To
spare the trouble of renormalizing this integral in a lin-
ear sigma model, one can approximate the self-energy
with its zero momentum limit. In this localized approx-
imation the dressed bosonic inverse propagator appear-
ing in Eq. (7) is of tree-level type, just that the tree-
level mass is replaced by the one-loop curvature mass
M?%(¢) = m?(¢) + (K = 0;¢). Since with a homo-
geneous scalar background the curvature mass does not
depend on the momentum, the renormalization of the in-
tegral becomes an easy task, as discussed in [27] (see also
Eq. (58) in Sec. V).

Note that one can define a curvature mass in each of
the above approximations, by taking the second deriva-
tive of the potential in Eq. (5), (6), or (7) with respect
to the field ¢. The curvature mass we investigate in this
paper contains the fermionic contribution from the sec-
ond field derivative of the Trlog in Eq. (3). This repre-
sents the purely fermionic one-loop contribution to the
curvature mass which can be derived in principle in the
localized Gaussian approximation using the background
field method.

In order to compute the pressure, we need to evaluate
the effective potential at the minimum. In the localized

approximation the extremum, is determined as the solu-
tion of the field equation

% [A¢>+2gg trp /P S?(P)}

X/K](Q—]\W_QSHD/KS}((K):O. (9)

We mention that the second term in the square brackets
is nothing but the fermionic correction to the three-point
vertex function evaluated at vanishing momentum. This
vertex function is obtained by expanding the fermionic
determinant in powers of the bosonic field

Tr log ZS i

n=1

« trp {ﬁl / Ay () S5 (i, xm)] . (0)

Tn41=T1

A
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The expansion gives a series of one-loop diagrams in
which the nth term has n external fields (see e.g. [28]
or Ch. 9.5 of [22]). Using the background field method,
the expansion of such a fermionic functional determinant
was considered recently in [29, 30] in order to derive effec-
tive couplings between constituent quarks, (axial-)vector
mesons, and the photon.

The second field derivative of the functional determi-
nant, taken at vanishing mesonic field, is nothing but
the one-loop self-energy associated with the bosonic field
with respect to which the derivative is taken, as the con-
tribution of diagrams not having exactly two external
fields of this type vanishes. Based on this observation
one can obtain the lowest order fermionic correction to
the bosonic curvature mass by computing the one-loop
self-energy with standard Feynman rules.

IIT. CURVATURE MASS IN THE N; =1 CASE

We generalize now Eq. (1) and consider the chirally
symmetric Lagrangian? in which a fermionic field 1 inter-
acts through a Yukawa term to scalar (S), pseudoscalar
(P), vector (V,,), and axial-vector (A,,) fields

Ly =9 [(v"0y — gs(S — ivsP) — gvy" (Vi + 75Au)](w-)
11
The mesonic part of the Lagrangian is of the form
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Y=V,A

2 The one-loop curvature mass formulas derived here can be easily
modified when, in the absence of chiral symmetry, P and A can
have different Yukawa couplings than S and V, respectively.



with FIX, = 0,Y, — 0,Y,. We shall return to the unspec-
ified interacting part in the Ny = 2 + 1 case in relation
to the renormalization of the one-loop curvature masses.

By integrating over the fermions in the partition func-
tion, done after the usual shifts S(z) — ¢ + S(z) (¢
is independent of z) introduced in order to deal with
the spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB), one obtains
a correction to the classical mesonic action in the form
of a functional determinant. The expansion of the func-
tional determinant in powers of mesonic field derivatives,
the so-called derivative expansion [31, 32], leads to an
effective bosonic action of the form

/ﬁ%fﬁw<w:/d%mmwgrvﬂ¢@+ouwﬁm

(13)
with the leading order term of the expansion being the
one-loop fermionic effective potential

Ur(¢,&(x)) = i Trlog (iS; (#;€))
_ /K log detry (iS7 (K £(x))),  (14)

which depends on all the fluctuating mesonic fields col-
lectively denoted by £(z). We introduced

iS;HK;€) = K—my—gs(S—ivsP)—gv (V+47s), (15)

for the inverse fermion propagator, in which my = gs¢
is the tree-level (classical) fermion mass. Hereafter the z
dependence of the mesonic fields will not be indicated.

The second derivative of Us(¢, &) with respect to the
mesonic fields gives an additive correction to the classical
mesonic curvature mass obtained from L£,,. Since later
we will investigate the Ny = 2 4+ 1 case, where the fields
have flavor indices a = 0, ...8, we give the more general
formulas of these corrections

d*Uy(9,€)
A = ST X=5,P
Map ande g:07 S7 ’ ( 6)
1
2
w200 _ Ui €)
Amab,uu - dYaMd}/by Y = V7 A

In this section the flavor indices should be disregarded.

The sign difference between the above definitions is
due to the different signs of the corresponding clas-
sical mass terms in Eq. (12). Accordingly, for the
(pseudo)scalar field one has an additive correction to

the classical mass squared m2 (X =

ande £=0’
while for the (axial-)vector ﬁeld the second derivative

is a Lorentz tensor, and therefore the correction to
2 — gt d’Ly

depends on the tensor structure

ab T T AYFdYY le=0
of A ib(i;), and whether one works at zero or nonzero
temperature. For example, at T" = 0, Where Am ib(i;), x
Juv, the fermionic correction to 7 2( is obtained by
taking the trace in Eq. (16):
L 2,(Y L 2,(Y)p
AmZY) —A 20 (17)

This is needed in a parametrization of the model that is
based on the one-loop curvature masses. For the curva-
ture mass at 7' # 0 one needs the mode decomposition

of the tensor Amfw( ). This will be discussed in Sec. IV
and Appendix E in relation to the Ny =241 case.

A. Brute force calculation

The determinant D = detp (iS;l(K
Eq. (14) evaluates to

; f)) appearing in

D= [g2((S+9¢)* + P?) - K*)°

K? —m?+ g} V? —2gvK - V)’
A%)? 4263 [(m? + K?)A? - 2(K - A)QH
[(S+0)*+ P — 9?97 (A% = V?) +29v K - V]
— (K2 —m?)”. (18)

+ o+ o+
N/
—
<
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Writing the determinant in this form facilitates the
derivation of the curvature masses, as the contribution
to the scalar and the pseudoscalar comes only from the
first term, while only the second and the third terms
contribute in the case of the vector and the axial-vector,
respectively. Also, note that D(§ = 0) = (K2 — m?p)z.

The second derivative of the determinant with respect
to a particular field denoted by ¢ is calculated using

2log D 1 d*D
dog‘ :[ d (19)
£=0

1 1 dDdD
dedy D dpdp

D2 dy dp
For ¢ € {S,P,V,} this is applied writing D = D? + R,
where D? is either the first or the second term on the

right-hand side (rhs) of Eq. (18), while the remnant R
does not contribute in Eq. (19). Introducing the notation

Gi(K)=1/(K? - mf) one obtains
‘Z?dg;)’g_o = —4g3 [Gy +2m3G7],  (20a)
ﬁgf’ — gy, (200)
for the scalar and the pseudoscalar fields, and
% o =497 [9,0 Gy — 2K, K,G7],  (2la)

for the vector field.
For the axial-vector one applies Eq. (19) with D =

D+ R, where D is the third term on the rhs of Eq. (18),
to obtain

d*log D 5 9 ) )
deAVL . 493 [(m} + K?) g, — 2K, K, |G}.(21b)

For scalar and vector fields there are contributions from
both the first and the second derivative of D, while in



the case of the pseudoscalar and axial-vector fields only
the second derivative of D contributes.

Using Eqs. (14), (16), (18), and (20) the fermion cor-
rections to the curvature masses of the scalar and pseu-
doscalar fields are obtained as

A5 = —442 {1 + 2m?d2] T(my), (22a)
dmy

AP = —4g2T(my), (22b)

where the (vacuum) tadpole integral is

Tin) = [ org = [0 @

In the case of the vector and the axial-vector fields, one
evaluates the trace in Eq. (17), using Egs. (16) and (21)
together with g/ =4 and K, K, g"" = K? = m? +G7L,
to obtain

AE0) — g2 [1 _ mftdg}fr(mf), (24a)
dmf

d
Am>MA) = 942 11 2 - . (24b
m gv |1+ 3m5 an?? T(my). (24b)

1. Integrals at finite temperature

The expressions in Egs. (22) and (24a), which were
formally derived at vanishing temperature (T = 0), can
be easily generalized to T' # 0, where the tadpole integral
consists of vacuum and matter parts:

T(myg) =T (ms) + T (my). (25)

The superscripts indicate the absence or the presence of
statistical factors in the respective integrands. In a co-
variant calculation the vacuum part T (my) is the in-
tegral in Eq. (23), while in a noncovariant calculation it
is

a3k 1
TO (my) = / (29 27 4 m2) 7 (26)

as obtained with the usual conventions of the imaginary
time formalism [33], namely (u is the chemical potential)

. . d3k
k() — Wy + 1% and /;{ — ZTZn:/ W’ (27)

after doing the summation over the fermionic Matsubara
frequencies v, = (2n + 1)7T. The matter part is

1 [ k2

(1) -
T (mf) 47T2 dk Ef(k)

Lff (k) + fr (K)], (28)

where f;[(k) = 1/(exp((E;(k) Fp)/T) + 1) are the
Fermi-Dirac distribution functions for particles and an-
tiparticles and E]% (k) = k? + mfc with k = |k|.

For the mass derivative of the matter part of the tad-
pole integral (Euclidean bubble integral at vanishing mo-
mentum) one uses d(f]it/Ef)/dm? = d(ffi/Ef)/dk2 and
an integration by parts to obtain

_dTW(my) 1

i f*(k)—i—ff(k)
—_BW(m SN I
1 (my) dm?p

Ey (k)

- 8772 0
(29)
The fact that even at finite temperature the trace of
the second derivative appearing in Eq. (21a) is the only
relevant quantity determining the curvature mass of the
vector boson is due to current conservation. For the
axial-vector this is not the case and one needs the mode
decomposition of the tensor in Eq. (21b). This is dis-
cussed in Appendix E.

B. Curvature mass from the self-energy

As mentioned at the end of Sec. II, the one-loop cur-
vature mass can also be obtained by computing the cor-
responding zero momentum self-energy. For example, for
the self-energy of the vector field, the Feynman rules ap-
plied with the conventions of [22] give

M (Q = 0) = —(— igy)* trp /K S () S5 (K).

(30)
Using Sy = i(K + ms)Gy, the Dirac trace

trp (v (K +mp)v (K +my)| = 8K, K, —49,,G; (K),
(31)

results in

I0)(Q =0) = —4g} {gWT(mf) — 2 /K KMK,,G}(K)].

(32)
Comparing Eq. (32) with the expression obtained by us-
ing Eq. (21a) in Eq. (16) shows explicitly that Amii") =
H,(X)(Q = 0). At zero temperature H,(X)(O) = 0 due to
the current conservation related to the U(1)y global sym-
metry, and therefore the one-loop curvature mass of the
vector boson is the classical one, (V).

In order to obtain the curvature mass of the physi-
cal modes at finite temperature, we need the standard
decomposition of the momentum-dependent self-energy
tensor reviewed in Appendix E. The self-energy is decom-
posed into vacuum and matter parts. The former is eval-
uated using a covariant calculation performed at 7' = 0 in
a regularization scheme compatible with the consequence
of current conservation, namely that the self-energy is 4-
transverse, Q“HL‘Q(Q) = 0, and Hﬁ‘i,)vac(Q =0) =0.
Therefore, only the matter part contributes to the self-
energy components determining the curvature masses of
the 3-longitudinal and 3-transverse vector modes

2
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The components are obtained as (see Ch. 1.8 of [34])

2
V) _ i Tim Zo 00000y — 1p(V)00
H] - ;l_f)f(l) qlou—r>10 q2 II (Q) Hmat (0’ 0)7

") = % lim lim (TI()4(Q) — T(Q)) (34)

g—0qo—0

3
= Sy (0,0).
For the axial-vector, which does not couple to a conserved
current, the tensor structure of the self-energy is more
complicated and it is discussed in Appendix E.

The interested reader can find in Appendix A a discus-
sion on the matter part of the self-energy components.
For the vacuum part see the discussion in Sec. V and the
calculation presented in Appendix C.

IV. CURVATURE MASS FOR Ny =2+1

The fermionic part of the chiral-invariant Lagrangian
of the extended linear sigma model, whose mesonic part
can be found in [7], has the form given in Eq. (11),
only that the fermionic field is the triplet of constituent
quarks, ¢ = (u,d,s)T, while the mesonic fields are
nonets. For the scalars S = S, T, = SyA\a/2,a=0,...,8
and similarly for the other mesons (A, are the Gell-

Mann matrices and A\g = \/gl)

The integration over the fermionic field in the partition
function results in a functional determinant involving a
N x N matrix, where N = 3 x 4 x N, with N, being the
number of colors. This matrix structure makes tedious a
brute force calculation of the curvature mass similar to
the one shown in Sec. IIT A, even in the case of a trivial
color dependence (see Eq. (D1)). Therefore, we proceed
as in Sec. ITII B by calculating the self-energy at vanishing
momentum and relegate to Appendix D the sketch of a
direct calculation.

A. Curvature mass from the self-energy

For simplicity, we consider the case when only the
scalar fields, namely Sy, S3 and Sg, have expectation val-
ues, denoted by &g, ¢3, and ¢g. It proves convenient to
work in the N — S (nonstrange—strange) basis, which for
a generic quantity @ is related to the (0,8) basis by

@\ Qo 1 (V2o

(&) -#(&) m-m =5 (Y a) @
Applying the above relation to the matrices Ap and Ag,
one obtains Ay = diag(1,1,0) and \g = v/2diag(0,0,1),
which give the antisymmetric structure constants fisn =
f67N = 1/2 and f45s = fG?S = —1/\/§ With the shift
S; = ¢; + S;,7 = N, 3,S, one obtains, using also A3 =
diag(1,—1,0), the tree-level inverse fermion propagator
matrix in flavor space as iS; ' = diag(iS; ', iS; 1, iS; 1),

TABLE I. Dirac matrices and couplings to be used in the
self-energy formula (37).

X7 CX’FXHSa 7igs71‘Pa —3gs,7s Va 7igV7’Y,U« A7 *19%7#75

with components iS;l(K) = K — my, where the tree-
level fermion masses are

My,a = gs(On £ ¢3)/2, ms = gsds/V2. (36)

The one-loop self-energy of a generic field X,, with a
being a flavor index, can be written as

, Aa 5 Ab 5
Hz(zf)(Q) = ZNCSXC%(/KU‘ |:FX7SO(K)FIX§SO(L) 5
(37)
where N, is the number of colors, L = K — Q, sx =1
for X = V,A and sx = —1 for X = S, P. The prop-

agator matrix Sy = diag(S,, Sq, Ss) has as elements the
tree-level propagators of the constituent quarks. Further-
more, ['x contains Dirac matrices that carries a Lorentz
index when X € {V, A}, in which case the prime on I'y
indicates that its Lorentz index is different from that of
I'x. The matrices are explicitly given in Table I, along
with the constant cx proportional to the Yukawa cou-
pling. The trace is to be taken in Dirac and flavor spaces.
We assumed a trivial color dependence and we postpone
to Sec. IV B the discussion of a more complicated one.

The flavor space trace in Eq. (37) can be easily per-
formed. Since in the N — S basis the A\, matrices have,
with the exceptions of a = S, two nonzero matrix ele-
ments, one generally obtains two terms which can cancel
each other for some flavor combinations. The nonzero
contributions are listed in Table II. In the case of the
first three entries, the factor of 2 is the consequence of
the identity

=rxry trp [[xSp (~R)TySp(—K)],  (38)

which is applied inside the integral in Eq. (37) with Y =
X, followed by the shift K — —K. This identity can be
proven using the cyclicity of the trace and that, given the
charge conjugation operator C' = i72+°, the matrices I'x
of Table I satisfy CTxC~! = rxl"}, where rx = 1 for
Xe{S,PAlandrx =—-1for X =V.

We see from Table II that after the trace in flavor space
is performed, depending on the indices ab, the self-energy
(37) can be expressed either in terms of integrals involv-
ing two different propagators

—1
¥ (Qimpmy) = [ o [PxS; (K0S, (K~ Q)]
(39)
or using integrals of the types already encountered in the
one-flavor case (see Eq. (30)), obtained from Eq. (39) as

IX(Q;mf): lim IX(Q;mf,mf/). (40)

mf/—>mf



TABLE II. Nonvanishing contributions to the self-energy (37)
from the flavor space trace, tr [)\aé_'o)\bgo], for ¢35 # 0 and
their reduction in the isospin symmetric case, where [ denotes
the light quarks with equal masses m; = m, = mgq.

ab ¢3 ;é 0 ¢3 =0
11,22 25,84 25,8,
44,55 2811,89 28189
66,77 2854Ss 288
SS PATCR PATRR
33,NN | S8y + SaSa 258
3N, N3| SuSu — SaSq 0

Being interested in the curvature mass, we evaluate
the zero momentum self-energy, Hg) = Hfjb()(Q = 0),

expressing it in terms of the integrals

I (my,ma) = IM(Q = 0;my,my2),

I*(m) = I’ (Q = 0;m). 4D
These are calculated in Appendix C, where, using partial
fractioning and simple algebraic manipulations, they are
reduced to a combination of simple integrals.

In the case of (pseudo)scalars the result is summarized
in Table III, where we indicate the quark masses, labeled
by f and f’, to be used in the formula of the one-loop
self-energy for a given choice of the flavor indices a and b.
The correction to the tree-level curvature mass mf;b(s/ P)
is of the form

NIZSIP) Z g 2(5/P) | A 2(5/P) | 5,251 P)

a
AR SN, o <0G,

ab,vac’

b

(42)

where the vacuum part needs renormalization and the
matter part is finite and determined by 7}(1) (and its
mass derivative, for some flavor indices). In some flavor
cases Eq. (42) does not represent the physical curvature
mass of the (pseudo)scalars, due to their mixing with
(axial-)vectors. This issue is addressed in Sec. VI, where
we will see that the mixing affects all the pseudoscalars,
but only the scalars with flavor indices 4 — 7.

In the case of the (axial-)vectors, the evaluation of the
self-energy requires some care. The self-energy is split
into vacuum and matter parts, as indicated in Table III.
For some flavor indices, namely a = 3, N, S for ¢35 # 0 and
additionally a = 1,2 for ¢3 = 0, the vacuum part of the
vector self-energy requires as in the Ny = 1 case, a co-
variant calculation in a regularization scheme that com-
plies with the requirement H‘(,ZC) M(Q = 0) = 0, which
is familiar from QED. This requirement is investigated
in Appendix B, where we relate it to a symmetry of the
classical Lagrangian, which is manifest for a specific field
background.

For simplicity, we use dimensional regularization to
calculate the (axial-)vector self-energy, irrespective of
the flavor index. The wvacuum integral determining

the self-energy can be reduced to tadpole integrals (see
Eq. (C12)). Its finite and divergent pieces are given in
Egs. (C9) and (C10). For the matter part we only need
to consider purely temporal (00) and spatial (ij) com-
ponents, as mixed (0i) components vanish due to sym-
metric integration. The matter part of the relevant in-
tegrals, given in Eqgs. (C16) and (C17), contains also an
integral whose mass derivative is proportional to the tad-

o
it S —%7}(1) (see Eq. (A5)). In the equal mass

' dm?>
limit thisfrelation considerably simplifies the result.

A further complication with the (axial-)vectors is re-
lated to the fact that one needs to consider the mode
decomposition of the dressed propagator. This is done
in Appendix E, using the usual set of tensors that in-
cludes three- and four-dimensional projectors. As shown
there, each mode has its own one-loop curvature mass,
determined by the Lorentz components of the self-energy
tensor in the Q — 0 limit.

Using the form of the self-energy given in Table III
in the expression (E11) that gives the contribution to a
given mode p € {t,1, L}, one sees that the curvature mass
has the structure

pole

A2/

2OIA) _ g 214 4 A2 VIA) | 2014 (g3)

where i refers either to flavor indices (e.g. ab = 44) or
to the particle (e.g. Ki). Am? is the contribution of

the vacuum part o I\Z/CA, which in view of Eq. (E11)
is the same for all modes. d,7? is the mode-dependent
contribution of the matter part, and it is determined by

Ir‘;éf’oo for the ‘I’ mode and IXQ?’H for the ‘¢’ and
‘I modes, as discussed around Egs. (E17) and (E19).

The ‘¢’ and ‘I’ modes are, respectively, 3-transverse and
3-longitudinal, while the ‘L’ mode is 4-longitudinal. We
will see in Sec. VI that the ‘L’ mode (43) influences the
physical curvature mass of the (pseudo)scalars.

For the flavor indices appearing in the last three rows
of Table IIT (and also for ab = 11,22 for ¢3 = 0, when
m, = mg) one has only a matter fermionic contribution
to the vector curvature mass and only in the case of the
I’ mode. This is because the single mass integral is such
that IV, .(my) = ngtl(mf) = 0, as shown in Appendix C.
In the isospin symmetric case the matter contributions to
the curvature mass of the modes are (note that due to

the absence of mixing wy = w(782) and wg = ¢(1020))

~ 2 ~ 9 .
6tmi = 6Lmi = 0) 1= pP,WN, Ws,

02 = Cv IVl (ma), ol = Cv Iy (my),
5‘5,Lm%(* = _HELZ,Z;llalt = _Clegtl (ml’mS)v
duide. = TG = Oy e (mi, ms) (44)

for the vectors and

.2 _ (A),11 A1l
6t;Lma1/f1N - _Hll,mat - _CVImat (ml)’

~ 2 (A),00 A,00
5Ima1/f1N = Hll,mat = CVImat (ml)7

~2 (A4),11 _ A,11
6t,LmK1 - _H44,mat = _CVImat (mlams)a



TABLE III. Fermionic contribution to the zero momentum one-loop self-energy of the scalar (S), pseudoscalar (P), vector (V)
and axial-vector (A) fields in the ¢35 # 0 case. We indicate by f and f’ the quark type whose mass has to be taken into account

in the formula of the self-energy having flavor indices ab. The matter part of the tadpole integral T (m

) is given in Eq. (28) and

the finite piece of the vacuum part in Eq. (56). The vacuum integral I\EQ/CA is given in Appendix C, together with the 00 and

IV/A,/,LI/

mat

11 components of the matter integral

The constants are C's/v = 2Ncg§/v, ts =1,tp =0, and s,/q = £1.

ab | fF —n%'") o I,/ oy
11,22 | du
meT(mg) FmeT (mgr
44,55 | su T 9T g ) + T g )
66,77 | ds e
d 5 ,
SS | s- (1+2t3/pm?W)T(mf) 9" I (mg) + T (my)
f
1 2 d 1 vV/A V/A,pv
33NN | ud o _Z (1+2t3/pmid—m?) Tm) 5 ( L (ma) + Ll (mi))
; =11 p . i=f.f'
3N, N3 | ud 5 84 (1 + Qts/szzw>T(mi) ) Si ( MVI\Ya{:A( i)+ Ir‘;gfﬁw(mi))
i=f,f i i=f,f!

(A),00 4,00

5lmK1 H44,mat = C mat (ml? ms)’ (45)

for the axial-vectors, where Cy = 2Ncg‘2/ and for the fig
meson the contributions are as for fin with m; replaced
by ms. The integrals are explicitly given in Appendix C.

The vacuum contributions need renormalization and
their finite part is given for ¢35 = 0 in Eqs. (67) and (68).

B. Connection to previous calculations

The fermionic correction to the (pseudo)scalar curva-
ture masses was calculated first in Ref. [16] in the isospin
symmetric case (¢3 = 0). The Polyakov-loop degrees
of freedom were incorporated in Ref. [35]. Bringing the
expression in Eq. (B12) of [16] and in Eq. (25) of [35]
in a form containing the tadpole and the bubble inte-
gral at vanishing momentum is not mandatory, but it
reveals the structure behind the obtained result for the
curvature mass. Also, integration by parts shows that
the result can be given in terms of a single function: the
Fermi-Dirac distribution or the modified Fermi-Dirac dis-
tribution (48), when Polyakov-loop degrees of freedom ®
and ® are included. This simple observation makes su-
perfluous the introduction of BfjE and C;E, used also in
[7] following [35], and allows for a slight simplification of
the formulas used so far in the literature.

Using the method of Ref. [16] we show below how to
obtain the expressions of the (pseudo)scalar curvature
masses given in Table III. The method assumes that
in the ideal gas contribution of the three quarks to the
grand potential we can use quark masses that depend
on the fluctuating mesonic fields, as in Eq. (14) of the
N =1 case. The method works because for gy = 0 and

= 0 the eigenvalues of the mass matrix in Eq. (D1)
correspond to the w,d, and s quark sectors. In case of
the (axial-)vectors, it is not enough to concentrate on the

mass matrix, as explained in Sec. I. Taking (axial-)vector
field derivatives of the eigenvalues of the mass matrix, as
in Ref. [17], results in a curvature mass tensor which
breaks Lorentz covariance, as it is not proportional to
v at T = 0.

Concentrating on the matter part of the grand poten-
tial, we start from its expression given in the ideal gas
approximation in Eq. (27) of [7]

0)T
Qz(iq) (T /‘q =

F(p)+Ing; (p)],

f=u,d,s
(46)
where
g7 (p) =143 (<I>i + qﬁe*ﬁE?(I’)) ¢ PET () | o= 36E} ()
(47)

with & = &, &~ = P, Ejjf(p) = E¢(p) F py and
E]%(p) =p? + MJ% Here My are the eigenvalues of the
matrix in Eq. (D1), which depend not only on the scalar
background, but also on the fluctuating (pseudo)scalar
fields, generically denoted by ¢,, with a being the flavor
index. After taking the second derivative with respect
to 4, the fluctuating field is set to zero, in which case
My (a = 0) =my
The modified Fermi-Dirac distribution functions

dreBET () 4 9pF—20EF (1) | —3BEF ()

Fi(p) =
! g5 (0)
(48)
are introduced by an integration by parts
&p 1 [~ L Fip
T/ ——Ingr(p) = 7/ dpp* - (49)
(2m)3 7 212 J, E¢(p)

Then one uses that the dependence on ¢, is through



MJ% which only appears in the combination p? + MJ%

o Fi(p) _1@(3;@))31\4;
Ova Ef(p)  2p0p\ Ef(p) ) 0pa

The above relation and integration by parts results in

(50)

329((1?1)T(T7Mq) —62 { 02 M; (1)
Ipalpy |, 3s0a8s0b
8M2 oM?

B(l)} . (51
a(pa 89017 =0 ( )

where the integral 7}(1) = TW(my) and its mass deriva-
tive, defined in Egs. (28) and (29), now contain the mod-
ified Fermi-Dirac distribution functions (48).

Using Table III of [16] for the derivatives of the masses
(Table II of [7] to also get the wave-function renormaliza-
tion factors due to the shift of the (axial-)vector fields)
one recovers the result obtained in [7] in the isospin sym-
metric case, where one has m, 4 = m; = gs¢n/2. For
example, in the ab = 11 scalar sector, which is not af-
fected by the mixing, one has (M, does not contribute)

795’7 Z

M7

Z 851 851

8M2 6M2
651 851

2 9
=2ggmy,

(52)
so that the matter contribution of the fermions to the
curvature mass obtained from Eq. (51) has the form

sm2, = —6g2 [T, —2m?BV], (53)

in accordance with Table III in view of (29).

The above simple calculation shows that in the pres-
ence of Polyakov degrees of freedom the fermionic contri-
bution to the curvature mass can be given in terms of the
modified Fermi-Dirac distribution functions (48). Based
on this, one can safely replace in our previous matter
integrals ffjE (p) with Ffi (p).

V. RENORMALIZATION OF THE CURVATURE
MASS

For simplicity, we discuss the renormalization of the
fermionic correction to the curvature masses only in the
isospin symmetric case (¢35 = 0) where m; = m,, = mgq.
Then, according to Table II, the contribution in the last
row of Table III vanishes, while for 1 —3, N flavor indices
one has to use the equal mass formula of the a = S case
with the replacement mys — my.

Since the renormalization of the (pseudo)scalar cur-
vature masses poses no problem and was already done
in the literature, using dimensional regularization [36—
38] or cutoff regularization [7], we will only sketch an
alternative method, which can be used in a localized ap-
proximation, that is when the self-energy is evaluated at
vanishing momentum.

The divergence(s) of a vacuum integral can be sepa-
rated by expanding a localized propagator around the
auxiliary function Go(K) = 1/(K? — M), where M,
plays the role of a renormalization scale. For the tadpole
integral, iterating once the identity Gy = Go + (mfc —
Mg)GoGy, one obtains upon integration

TO (my)

where the first and second terms are the overall diver-
gence and the subdivergence given in terms of

= Dy +m3Do + To" (my), (54)

a7 (M)

Dy = T(O)(Mo) _ I
0

MZDy, Do= (55)

and the last term in Eq. (54) is finite,

T (my) = i(m? — M2)? /K G3(K)G(K)

1 9 m?
16 T2 M() mf-i-mflnm (56)

With the above renormalization procedure the finite
part of the tadpole is independent of whether covariant
or noncovariant calculation, cutoff or dimensional regu-
larization is used (provided the cutoff is sent to infinity
in Eq. (56)). In a noncovariant calculation, Eq. (56) is
obtained from Eq. (26) by writing E¢(k) = (k% + M +
Am?)lﬂ, with Am7 = m} — Mg, and subtracting from
the vacuum piece of the tadpole the first two terms ob-
tained by expanding 1/E¢(k) in powers of Am?. Sub-
tracting also the O ((Am?)z) term when renormalizing
the integral

3
£0my) = [ b 657)

which determines the one-loop fermionic contribution to
the effective potential in Eq. (5) (and, with the replace-
ment m?p - M 2, also the contribution of the ring inte-
grals with localized self-energy in Eq. (7)), results in the
following finite vacuum part

2

My

(58)
which satisfies dE%O) (mf)/dm? = 'TF(O)(mf), that is, the
relation also holding between the unrenormalized inte-
grals (57) and (26).

Now we turn our attention to the renormalization of
the (axial-)vector curvature masses (43). The relevant
terms of the ELocM Lagrangian introduced in Eq. (2) of
Ref. [6] are those proportional to the coupling h;,i =
1,2,3 and the term containing the covariant derivative.
In dimensional regularization, used here with d = 4 — 2e,
no overall divergence is encountered, and thus the mass
term of the (axial-)vectors o< m? is not needed. The tree-
level mass squared of the vector and axial-vector fields de-
pend on the strange and nonstrange scalar condensates

£y (myg) = ~ 612



¢n and ¢g, as a result of the coupling of these fields to
the scalars, which acquire an expectation value. We have
to ensure that the subdivergence of the vacuum contri-
bution to the curvature mass in Eq. (43) is removed by
the environment-dependent terms (that is, proportional
with ¢ and ¢g) present in the tree-level mass formulas.

Using Egs. (C9) and (C10) in the expressions of Ta-
ble III with m, 4 = m;, we see that the vacuum piece
of the vector curvature mass is divergent only for flavor
indices 4 — 7, corresponding to the K* meson,

(mg — ml)2
1672¢

while for the axial-vectors divergence is present in all the
flavor sectors

ATh%(’ﬂ,div = g%/NC (59)

2
o - ~2,(4) 2 4ml
Amal div — Ari NN div — gVNC 1671'26’
2
L2,(A) o dmg
AmSS div — gVN6167T26’
2 (ms + ml)Z

AmKl div — 9viVe (60)

16m2¢
where the a1 (K7) meson correspond to the 1 —3 (4 —7)
flavor indices.

The above subdivergence structure means that in the
tree-level mass formulas given in [6] in Eqs. (27)-(34),
we have to look for terms which are only present for
K™ and the axial-vectors. There is indeed such a term,
the one proportional with ¢?, and by using the mass

formulas (36) of the quarks and also (m; £ m,)? =

2 2
g% <diTN + d’l\“/‘gs + %S), we see that the environment-

dependent part in the tree-level mass formulas matches
the form of the subdivergence, which therefore can be re-
moved. The only problem is that, since g is squared,
absorbing the subdivergence in the counterterm of g¢;
would result in an awkward renormalization, as the term
quadratic in the counterterm should be dropped.

A close inspection of the structure of the terms in
Egs. (27)-(34) of [6] shows that one can achieve renormal-
ization by assigning counterterms to the couplings h;,7 =
1,2, 3 instead of g;. Namely, splitting the bare coupling
into renormalized one and counterterms, h; = h;g + 0h;,
one sees that the subdivergences can be eliminated with
the counterterms:

—Ghg = — Ncg?gg%/ )
16m2e

The fact that renormalization can be achieved without
referring to the counterterm of g; raises the question of
why g7 is present at all in the tree-level mass formulas.
A closer look into the origin of the terms proportional
to hg, h3, and g7 in the mass formulas reveals that some
terms included in the Lagrangian through the terms pro-
portional to he and hg are also generated by the covariant
derivative term which contains g7. Namely, using the co-
variant derivative of [6],

DFM = 9" M — igi (L' M — MR*) — ie A" [Ty,

5/11 =0 and (5h2 =

M], (61)
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where M = S +iP as in [7], the coefficient of the O(g?)
term in Tr [(D, M)t (D,M)] is

Tr(L-LMM' + R- RMTM) — Tr[2L,MR'MT]. (62)

The above two traces were added to the Lagrangian with
coefficients ho and hg, respectively. Therefore, using

L}, = L, and the shorthand |L, M2 = (L, M) (L1M),

the Lagrangian used in [6] is in fact

0Ly, , = ha Tr(|L,M[* + |R,M|?)+2hs Tr[L, MR"MT],
(63)
where the relations between the parameters are

hy = hy — g% and  hs = hs + gf, (64)

from which ho + hs = hs + hs. Applying these relations,
g3 can be eliminated from the tree-level mass formulas of
the (axial-)vectors in which hy 3 is replaced by hg 3.

To avoid duplication of terms in the Lagrangian, it is
a better practice to use a covariant derivative containing
only the electromagnetic field,

DFM = 0" M — ie A¥ [Ty, M], (65)

and write the Lagrangian that contains the mass terms
of the (axial-)vectors and their interaction with the
(pseudo)scalars in the form

6L =Tr [(D,M)" (D, M)]
} mf—&—hltr(MTM)] tr(LL+RR) +6‘CE2

[
2
+ g1 Tr [{(M'L, — R,M")(D"M) + h.c.], (66)

although this form is less compact than the one in [6].

After all these considerations, we give for complete-
ness the vacuum curvature masses containing the renor-
malized one-loop level contribution of the fermions. The
vector curvature masses are

+

2 or2 a2 ~2
Mp vac MwN,vaC - mp = MyN>
r2 a2
MwS,vac = Mys; (67)
r2
MK*7vaC mK* +2NCngvac F(mlvms)a

while the axial-vectors ones are

a1/fin,vac al/f1N + 2]chVIvac F(ml)7
M.?157vac = mf 15 + 2NPgVI vac, F(ms) (68)
MI2(1,VaC mKl + 2NchIvac F(ml7 ms)

where the classmal curvature masses

th
p/a1 _m1+ ¢N+ qj)S’
N h
m%%=ﬁ+—% j%m+;%,w%
. h1R
mis/fls :m% ¢N+Hﬂ:¢8

are written, omitting the symmetry breaking terms con-
sidered in [6], using the constants Hy = hir + hor £hr3,
Hy = 2hir + hor, H2 = hir + hor, and Hy = $hsr +
hor + hir /2.



VI. S—-V AND P - A MIXING

These types of mixings come from the last line of
Eq. (66) after performing the trace and shifting the scalar
fields with their background values. Doing also a sym-
metrization using integration by parts in the classical ac-
tion, one obtains, in Fourier space and at quadratic order
in the fluctuating fields, the last four mixing (crossed)
terms in Eq. (9) of [6] (up to an unnecessary factor of 4
in the V' — S mixing terms and the wrong sign of the last
two terms):

OLg = *%iKu [dijk(fifpj - P4;)

+ Fin (VS + 801 én, ivjik = 0,...,8,(70)

where X = X(K) and X = X(—K).

Due to the values of f;;r, the S — V mixing occurs
only in the 4 — 5 and 6 — 7 flavor sectors and is of the
form S, /, — Vi /q With ab = 45 and ab = 67, respectively.
The P — A mixing occurs in all flavor sectors and has the
form P, — A, for a # 3,N,S. The P — A mixing in the
3—N-—S flavor sectors simplifies in the isospin symmetric
case (¢3 = 0), but, nevertheless, it involves an additional
N — S mixing in the pseudoscalar sector.

At the classical level, the usual way to eliminate
the mixing term is by shifting (in direct space) the
(axial-)vector field by the derivative of the (pseudo)scalar
field with an appropriately chosen wave-function renor-
malization constant as prefactor [1, 2, 6].

Here we adopt a different strategy and show that
the wave-function renormalization constant is recovered
when one identifies the contribution of the physical
modes to the partition function evaluated in the ideal
gas approximation, discussed in Sec. II. In this ap-
proximation the bosonic fluctuations are neglected in
the fermionic determinant obtained by integrating out
the fermions in the partition function and, keeping only
quadratic terms in the mesonic Lagrangian, the Gaus-
sian functional integral is done over the (axial-)vector
and (pseudo)scalar fields. Then, we apply the same
method at finite 7" in the Gaussian approximation, that
is when the quadratic part of the mesonic Lagrangians is
corrected by the field expansion of the fermionic deter-
minant. Considering self-energies at vanishing momen-
tum, we find that the form of the wave-function renor-
malization constant, resulting from the mixing of the
(pseudo)scalar with the nonpropagating 4-longitudinal
(axial-)vector mode, is unchanged at T # 0, only that
it involves one-loop curvature masses instead of the tree-
level ones that appear in the ideal gas approximation.

11
A. Classical level mixing
1. S =V mizing

We start with the mixing in the 4 — 5 flavor sectors.
Using Eq. (70) and Eq. (9) of Ref. [6] one obtains

1 & & S 5 o s
5Ly = 3 [(547‘/5“)15/[:3 (é) + (S5, VMY, (V;’) ]7

where the 5 x 5 matrix is

i _ (IDyNK) —icssK,
M = ( icasK, Dy, 5(K))” (72)

with cs5 = g1 fa560% = 91(d3 + dn — V2¢s) /2. The tree-
level inverse propagators are (.. = mY))

iDyY(K) = D (K) = K2 — )™, (73)
iD,,y4(K) =D, 5(K) = .+ P}, + (.. — K*)P),,
where we used the usual 4-longitudinal and 4-transverse
projectors PE{,T (see Eq. (E2)) and that mi;fs/‘” =
mgé(S/V)‘

Doing in the partition function the Gaussian integral
over the fields appearing in Eq. (71) one obtains

1 1
nZ3Fy 45 = -3 /K Indet M, — - /K Indet M22". (74)

The calculation is simplified by the identity

det (A B

o D) = det(A)det (D — CA™'B), (75)

which gives in the present case
det M5 = det M>* = iD; ' (K)
x det (iD,,) ,(K) + icisDa(K)K* PJ;,). (76)

Using Eq. (73) we have the projector decomposition of
the remaining 4 x 4 matrix, hence computing its deter-
minant is an easy task. Given that P4, = 3Py, = 3, one
obtains

det M5, = O3 (K2 s ) (K2 = iie.s)”, (77)
where C%; = ﬁl%(*i — c25. The physical mass squared

~2
mK*i
2
Cis

A2 _ 72 ~2/(8) . 2 _
mKai = ZKSim44 Wlth ZKSi =

a(78)

of the scalar mode arises as a result of its mixing with
the nonpropagating 4-longitudinal vector mode. Z Ki* is
the wave-function renormalization constant.

The momentum-independent prefactor C3%; in
Eq. (77) reflects the existence of the nonpropagating
4-longitudinal vector mode. When dimensional regu-
larization is used to perform the momentum integral



in Eq. (74), the logarithm of the partition function
receives contributions only from the propagating modes,
represented by the two brackets in Eq. (77), i.e. there
is no contribution from InC%;, which depends on the
scalar backgrounds.

A similar calculation in the 6 — 7 flavor sector gives

det M, = C2; (K2 =ik ) (K2 = i)’ (79)
L 2,(V)

where CZ; = ., — c&;, with m2%.., = gy ' and cgr =

g1 ferrdr = g1(—d3 + dn — V2¢5)/2. The physical scalar
mass squared is

Az(S)

mK*O = ZK*O 5 ZK*O = mK*O/C§7. (80)

We mention that in the isospin symmetric case, ¢3 = 0,

one has C%; = Ci; and m3%., = m%,., hence Z, e =
0

Zgzo = Zky, as given in [6] in the last line of Eq. (14).

2. P — A mizing
We start with the P, — A,,a = 1,2 mixing, given by
- A P
et = 5| Eanmy () + g ()],
where the 5 X 5 matrices are

y—1
11 _ o2 _ (D (K)
Ny =Ny, = (zcllKﬂ 1D

with c¢11 = g1(V2¢0 + </58)/\/§ = ¢g1¢n and inverse
propagators of the form given in Eq. (73), with masses

,ul/l

52,(P) _ 5 2,(P) 22— 2 2(A) _ 2 2,(A)
miy = My, and M = My 0 = gy, respecs
tively.

The functional integral over A,, P,,a = 1,2 and steps

paralleling those leading to Eq. (77) give (C3 = mii -
9 1
c1y):

L2 \3
det Iy, = CFy (K —ize) (K2 —inl.)”,  (82)
with the physical mass of the pseudoscalar mode and the
associated wave-function renormalization constant:

ﬂ'i - Z2 m?l( )

and Z2. =m’./Ch. (83
1

A similar calculation involving fields with flavor indices

a=4,5and a = 6,7 gives a determinant as in Eq. (82),

with some obvious replacements:

02_/\2 2 ~ 2 _ZQ ~ 2,(P) Z2 _ Kli
44 = Myt = Cpgy My = LMy 5 Lgge = 5,
1 C
44
£ 2
mo
2 2 52 2 2/(P) 2 _ Ky
066 mKO Coe, Mo = LgoMegg 5 Lo o2
66
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where cq4/66 = 91(Ed3+dN+V2¢s)/2. Again, for ¢3 = 0,
one has a single wave-function renormalization constant,
Zr, given in Eq. (13) of [6].

Now we turn our attention to the mixing in the 3—N—S
sectors, given by ([P, A*q, = P, Al — AVP,)

)
SLE = §K/,1, c11[P, AM)ss + g163 ([P, A*]sn + [P, A¥]ns)
+enn ([P, A¥INN + ess[ P, A“]ss}, (85)

where exn = ¢11 = g1¢n and csg = g1V 2¢s.

For ¢3 # 0 the complete quadratic Lagrangian involves
a 15 x 15 matrix. In this case, the appearance of the
wave-function renormalization constant is nontrivial and
will be presented elsewhere [39]. Here we consider the
isospin symmetric case (¢3 = 0), in which the (Ps, A%)
fields decouple. Their treatment is completely analogous
to that of the (P, AY') sector, giving
A2 ) (KQ—m20)37 (86)

det N2 = C3; (K* —

5 £ 2,(A
where 2, = m33( ) and
a1
2,

m
2 ~2,(P) 2 _
Z m33 s Zﬂ.o— 02 N
33

2 _ A2 2
Csy = Mgo — 11, Mo = (87)

with a7/ = w2/ when ¢3 = 0, and thus Zpo =
Zox.

The remaining P — A mixing in the N — S sectors is
described by the 10 x 10 matrix

INNN M 2,(P) 0
NS = ( ™ns

IM INSS
where ]NEIN and ]NSS are 5 X 5 matrices of the form given
in Eq. (81), but Wlth appropriate masses in the diagonal
elements and constants cynysg in the off-diagonal ones.
The functional integral over the strange and non-
strange fields present in (85) results in

det ]N,JAVVS = CRnC3s(K? — m21N) (K* - m%s)g

< [(K*)? = (i (17ns)?] (89)

22 52,(A) 2 52 2 —
where m% , = maa”’ and C3, = M}, — Cgq.0 =

N, S. The classical pseudoscalar curvature masses used in
Eq. (89) contain the wave-function renormalization con-
stants:

~ 2 2
N T mr]S)K + mnNmnS -

~2,(P N
anZz | )7 ZI%T:mle/CI%INv
~2,(P N
ns = Z§ sss )v Zg = mflS/Cgs’ (90)
. 2,(P)

mnNS = ZNZsMmyg

In the second line of Eq. (89), one recognizes the elements
of the mass squared matrix of the mixing Py — Ps sec-
tor. In terms of the physical eigenvalues of this matrix,
namely

1
2
My g = 2[ nN+mnSi\/




one obtains the final result,

II ci.(x

a=N,S

NS _ N .

detIN,, —mfla)?’(Kz—mQ)(Kz—mQ,).

(92)

This contains the contribution of the propagating 4-
transverse vector and physical pseudoscalar modes.

B. Mixing in the Gaussian approximation

We consider only the isospin symmetric case, ¢3 = 0,
in the localized approximation, in which the self-energies
have vanishing momentum. In this case there is no cor-
rection to the off-diagonal elements of the 5 x 5 matrices
(also having Lorentz indices) considered in the previous
subsection, while the diagonal elements are replaced by
iD7HK) — iGpo (K ) K?— M?, with M? = 12 411(0)
and iD}) (K) = iG ,, 100(K) = iDp (K) + 11, (0).

For the flavor indices involved in the mixing, vector
and axial-vector self-energies have the same decompo-
sition, given in Eq. (E10). Basically what happens at
T # 0 is that in the inverse propagator the 4-transverse
part encountered previously splits into 3—transverse and

3-longitudinal parts, with projectors PL and Puw
that
zgp.l/ loc( ) MEP;LLV(K) + Z (MS - KQ)PZV(K)>
p=Lt
(93)
where Ml/t/L m? + Iy /¢/1,(0). The components

IIy¢/1,(0) are given in terms of the Lorentz components
of the self-energy II,,,(0) in Appendix E, where details
on the tensor decomposition can also be found.
Comparing Eq. (93) to Eq. (73) and using that
det(LPy, +IP) +tPy) = —LIt?> one immediately sees
how to modify our previous results, obtained in the
ideal gas approximation: instead of three 4-transverse
(axial-)vector modes one has the contribution of two 3-
transverse modes and one 3-longitudinal mode with one-
loop curvature masses M1 ., while the mixing between the
4-longitudinal (axial—)vector mode and the scalar mode
involves the respective one-loop curvature masses ]\fo

and M?2, all with appropriate flavor indices.

Taking as an example the V5 —S5,4 mixing, one starts
from Eq. (77), writes the classical curvature masses with
flavor indices, instead of physical meson indices, and cor-
rects them with the appropriate self-energy. In terms of
physical modes, one has

2,(S ~r2,(V)\dp
det M5, = O (K2 = ) T (K2 = 0557)™, (99)
p=Lt
where dy = 2d) = 2, C3; = 525(12/) — ¢35 and
~2.(V)

~2(S ~2(S . 55,L
93244( )= Z§,44M44( ) with 25,44 = oz (95)
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2,(8) _ 2,(V)

with M2 g™ + 17 (0) and M2 = miY) +

g 55(0)7 p=L,t,L.
All our previous formulas can be modified similarly:

gt 5 MZSIP) while oYY — N304 i the
Cgb/aa and Z? constants, and mia(‘//f” Mja(}//tA) in

the former contribution of the propagating (axial-)vector
modes. At T' =0 one has M=/ = N2/,

aat/1/L — aa,vac

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we put to work the formulas derived so
far and present in the isospin symmetric case (¢35 = 0)
the temperature dependence of the one-loop curvature
masses obtained for nonvanishing (axial-)vector Yukawa
coupling. In order to achieve this, we minimally extend
the parametrization used in Ref. [7] and solve the model
using the field equations derived there in the mean-field
approximation (see Eq. (40) there). In that article the
model parameters were determined based on one-loop
curvature masses for (pseudo)scalar mesons and tree-
level ones for (axial-)vector mesons. A parametrization
and solution of the model in the proposed localized Gaus-
sian approximation will be presented elsewhere.

Including the Yukawa coupling gy among the fitting
parameters, we determined the ELoM parameters us-
ing the x? minimization described in Ref. [7]. We used
the same physical quantities as in that article, but re-
placed the tree-level (axial-)vector curvature mass formu-
las with the vacuum one-loop level ones. The renormal-
ization scale was fixed to the value used in Ref. [7], while
for the Polyakov-loop potential we used the parameters
given in Table IV and Fig. 1 of that article. The param-
eters corresponding to the lowest x? value were found
from a fit started in 10° random initial points of the 15-
dimensional parameter space, representing the parame-
ters of the ELoM Lagrangian. Their values are given in
Table IV and can be compared to those appearing in Ta-

TABLE IV. Parameter values in the ELoM for our best
fit characterized by XQ/Nd_O,f, = 12.96/15 ~ 0.87, where
Na.ot. = 15 is the number of degrees of freedom. The cor-
responding pseudocritical temperature determined from the
inflection point of ¢n is T ~ 175 MeV. hi, ha, and hs are the
parameters of the Lagrangian given in Eq. (2) of Ref. [6]. & is
the renormalization scale in the MS scheme which appears in
Egs. (C9) and (C10), while My is the scale used in Ref. [7].

Parameter Value Parameter Value
én [GeV]  0.1427 a1 5.9252
#s [GeV]  0.1405 g2 2.0483
m3 [GeV?] —1.08745-» ha 35.5174
m3 [GeV?] 1.5428m s ha —12.0902
A1 —2.0423 hs 4.2493
A2 24.22 gs 4.5726
¢ [GeV]  1.1607 gv 5.2818
ds [GeV?]  0.2399 &= M, [GeV] 0.3511
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of the (pseudo)scalar one-
loop curvature masses obtained in the isospin symmetric case
with a parametrization of the model that includes fermionic
corrections also in the (axial-)vector masses (solid lines), com-
pared to the case when the parametrization uses tree-level
(axial-)vector masses (dashed curves, taken from Ref. [7]).
The underlying field equations are in both cases the mean-
field ones given in Eq. (40) of Ref. [7]. fgI/L denotes the eigen-
states of the scalar mixing sector with higher/lower mass,
respectively. The inset shows the T dependence of the wave-
function renormalziation constants.

ble IV of Ref. [7]. Both parameter sets are compatible
with the constraints among m3, \;, and Ay required by
the spontaneous symmetry breaking, which were derived
in Ch. 44.13 of Ref. [40] from the classical potential.

In Fig. 1 we compare the T dependence of the
(pseudo)scalar masses obtained with a parametrization
that takes into account the one-loop contribution of the
quarks in the vacuum masses of all the mesons (gy # 0)
to the previous result of Ref. [7] (9 = 0). In the in-
set we plot the wave-function renormalization constants
that correspond to the two cases and are computed with
the formulas of Secs. VIB and VI A, respectively. Given
that the field equations are the same in both cases and
that the parameter values are not much different, we see
similar behaviors as the temperature increases. The tem-
perature evolution of the scalar condensates and of the
Polyakov-loop expectation values is almost identical to
that shown in Fig. 1 of Ref. [7], as can be explicitly seen
here in Fig. 2.

The mass of the pseudoscalars is more affected by
the change in the parametrization than the mass of the
scalars, especially around the pseudocritical tempera-
ture T, and above it. This is expected because all the
pseudoscalar mesons mixes with an axial-vector meson
with matching quantum numbers, while from the vec-
tor mesons only the mass of K* is directly affected by
the mixing with the scalar meson Kg. Interestingly,
the decrease of the n and 1’ masses around T, is more
prominent for the parametrization with gy # 0. For both
parametrizations the ag meson becomes degenerate with
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0.15 02 025 03 035 04 045
T [GeV]
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FIG. 2. Temperature dependence of the scalar condensates
and their derivatives and of the Polyakov-loop expectation
values compared to the case shown also in Fig. 1 of [7], where
the vector Yukawa coupling is zero, gy = 0. The values of the
normalization constants used for the sake of presentations are
exn = —0.028 and cs = —0.18, while the position of the global
maximum of ¢n = don/dT gives T, = 175.238 MeV and T, =
174.566 MeV for the solid and dashed curves, respectively.

the n meson at large 7. Such a pattern was observed
also within the FRG formalism, but only when one goes
beyond the local potential approximation [41]. We also
mention that if the model is solved at nonzero tempera-
tures with unchanged parameter values but with all the
Z factors set to 1, then ag degenerates with 7.

The drop of the n’ mass around T seen in Fig. 1, which
is observed experimentally in [42], is accompanied in our
case by a drop of the n mass. This behavior is related
only to the decrease of the ¢ g condensates, as in [41],
and not to the restoration of the U(1) 4 symmetry, which
in our case would require a temperature-dependent ’t
Hooft coupling c¢;. The effect of such a coefficient that de-
creases exponentially with 72 was studied in [43] within
the (2 + 1)-flavor Polyakov-loop quark—meson model. In
[44] mesonic fluctuations were incorporated into the ax-
ial anomaly in the Ny = 2 + 1 flavor linear sigma model
using the FRG method in the local potential approxi-
mation. The chiral-condensate-dependent anomaly co-
efficient is subject to its own flow equation, and it was
shown that under certain circumstances the thermal evo-
lution of the condensate could induce a reduction of the
axial anomaly. However, a careful parametrization of
the model done later in [45] showed that the anomaly
actually increases around T.. While in that paper m,,
increases monotonically with the temperature, m,, has
a nonmonotonic thermal evolution, showing a slight de-
crease above T, before becoming equal with m,, at high
T. A direct link between the restoration of U(1)4 sym-
metry and the drop in the m,,(T), without a drop in
my,(T), was reported in [46]. A recent model-independent
analysis done in [47] suggests that the axial symmetry is
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of the (axial-)vector one-
loop curvature mass of the 4-longitudinal, 3-transverse/3-
longitudinal modes (solid and dashed lines) compared to the
tree-level ones (dotted lines). The masses of the 3-transverse
and the 4-longitudinal modes are the same, and for the p and
wn,s vector mesons they also coincide with the tree-level mass
(not shown in these cases).

restored when the chiral partners become degenerate.

In Fig. 3 we show the temperature dependence of the
one-loop curvature mass of various (axial-)vector modes.
In the case of p and w vector mesons only the mass of
the 3-longitudinal mode acquires fermionic correction,
and the mass of the other modes remains the tree-level
one. In the case of all (axial-)vector mesons this is the
mode whose mass increases with increasing temperature
deep in the symmetric phase, similarly to the mass of the
(pseudo)scalar mesons. Compared to the Ny = 2 version
of the model studied with FRG techniques in [12, 14, 15],
where all the chiral partners degenerate basically at the
same temperature, the light vector and axial-vector chi-
ral partners p and a; degenerate at slightly higher tem-
peratures than the (pseudo)scalar ones, f§* and 7. The
chiral partners K* and K; having both light and strange
quark content degenerates at a higher temperature than
those containing only light quarks, as the strange con-
densate is still large around the temperature where the
nonstrange condensate ¢y melts (see Fig. 2). The purely
strange chiral partners wg and f;g degenerate at even
higher temperatures, where ¢g also melts. The degener-
acy of the chiral partners is displayed also by the masses
of 4-longitudinal and 3-transverse modes. The mass gap
between the 3-longitudinal and 3-transverse modes in-
creases with T" as a result of the violation of the Lorentz
symimetry.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We investigated the one-loop fermionic contribution to
the curvature masses of (pseudo)scalar and (axial-)vector
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mesons in the framework of a U(3)r, x U(3)g linear
sigma model with a Yukawa type interaction between
mesons and constituent quarks. These corrections were
calculated by evaluating the self-energy of the mesons at
zero external momentum. It was showed explicitly that
this is equivalent to the direct calculation of the second
field derivative of the fermionic functional determinant.
The one-loop curvature masses of the (pseudo)scalars
agree with those derived in Ref. [16] with an alternative
method that uses fluctuation-dependent quark masses.
We pointed out that this alternative method cannot be
used for the (axial-)vector mesons due to the presence
of the momentum-dependent Lorentz scalars V*@),, and
A*Q,, in the fermion determinant.

The renormalization of the curvature masses was dis-
cussed in detail. The divergencelessness of the vector
current, which occurs on a specific scalar background for
certain flavor indices (e.g. for a # 4 — 7 in the isospin
symmetric case), has the consequence that the corre-
sponding vector self-energy is 4-transverse and vanishes
at zero momentum. To comply with this property a suit-
able regularization scheme is needed. To keep the discus-
sion uniform, dimensional regularization was used in the
renormalization of both the vector and the (axial-)vector
self-energies for all flavor indices. Additionally, the renor-
malization revealed that a chiral-invariant term appeared
twice in the ELcM Lagrangian [5, 6]. This can be cured
with the appropriate redefinition of some couplings.

The occurrence of the S—V and P — A mixing already
showed the importance of the mode decomposition of the
(axial-)vector self-energy, which was investigated in de-
tail at both T'= 0 and T # 0, as the 4-longitudinal mode
of the (axial-)vectors mixes with the (pseudo)scalars. As
a result, in the case of the Gaussian approximation, the
one-loop curvature mass of the (pseudo)scalar mesons is
modified by a wave-function renormalization constant de-
termined in terms of the one-loop curvature mass of the
4-longitudinal (axial-)vector mode. In a simpler approxi-
mation we recovered the already known versions of these
constants appearing in [6].

The vacuum parametrization of the model was re-
done based on curvature masses that include one-loop
fermionic contributions for all the mesons. The temper-
ature dependence of all these masses was investigated.
The (axial-)vector tensor splits up into 3-transverse
modes (which turns out to have the same contribution as
the 4-longitudinal one) and a 3-longitudinal mode. In the
isospin symmetric case the mass of 3-transverse modes
of the vector mesons p, w (or wy) and ¢ (or wg) coin-
cides with the corresponding tree-level mass, while for
the other particles the mass of the 3-transverse modes
is slightly different from the tree-level mass. For all
(axial-)vector particles the mass of the 3-longitudinal
mode significantly deviates from the tree-level one. It
increases with increasing temperature, similarly to the
(pseudo)scalar curvature mass, while the mass of the 3-
transverse components decreases with increasing temper-
ature. The particle masses of the two modes become de-



generate separately as the chiral symmetry restores with
increasing temperature and the mass gap increases be-
tween them as a reflection of Lorentz symmetry viola-
tion.

As a side benefit of the new parametrization of the
model, the value of the vector meson Yukawa coupling
gy was determined. This value influences the equation
of state used to describe properties of the compact star,
where it has a prominent role in determining the maximal
value of the compact star mass of the M-R curves (see
e.g. Ref. [48]).

The curvature masses of the various (axial-)vector
modes determined here can be used not only in the lo-
calized Gaussian approximation proposed in Sec. II, but
also in the localized version of the two-particle irreducible
formalism in which in [8] the gauged version of the purely
mesonic model was solved at two-loop level for Ny = 2.
In the latter context the mode decomposition of self-
energy presented here would allow for an improved ap-
proximation, as there the complexity of the numerical
problem was reduced by using even at finite tempera-
ture a curvature mass tensor of a vacuum form, that is,
proportional to g, .
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Appendix A: The components of V)" for Ny=1

mat

It is instructive to examine the matter part of the vec-
tor self-energy at vanishing momentum (32). The 0i ma-
trix element vanishes by symmetric integration, while the
temporal and spatial components are different due to the
breaking of the Lorentz symmetry by the heat bath.

Using k2 = k? + m?c + G;l for the 00 component and

/d?’kzkikjf(kQ) = %/d%k?f(k:?) (A1)

for the ij component, one obtains (7}(1) = T7W(my))

(1)
Ty N Qdu(l)(mf)
2 2
dmf dmf

mat

V),00 1
()00 = 4g2 {7}( ) 4 2m? } (A2)

(A3)

. . 2 duU™
ng‘l/a)tﬂ — 49‘2/6U |:7}(1) + 7(ﬂ/{ (mf>:|

2
3 dmf
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Here we used the matter part of the integral U(my) =
i [ k*G¢(K), which — having only an extra factor of
k? = k? compared to the tadpole defined in Eq. (23) — is
given (see Egs. (27) and (28)) by

oo 4
U (my) = o [ kg )+ 7). (a9

With a partial integration, as in Eq. (29), one obtains

dZ/l(l)(mf) 3

— 2701 A

o 270 (m). (A5)

As a result of Eq. (A5) we see from Eq. (A3) that
Hf}Qg” = 0, and therefore try, HEH‘Qt = H%{’OO -
31'[%){11 = H%)t’oo, and thus from Eq. (A2) one obtains

d
) = = st |1 =m0 |70 (a0
f

This expression agrees (up to a convention related sign)
to that obtained from Eq. (5.51) of Ref. [33] by taking
there k — 0 at ko = 0 (the limits do not commute).

. V)uv
Appendix B: Vacuum property of Hgb)” (Q) for
certain flavor indices

The vector fields V#,a = 0,...,8 couple in the Ny =
2-+1 version of the Lagrangian (11) to the vector current?
JVm — Yy Toah, where T, = \,/2. Using the Euler-
Lagrange equations one finds

0, TV = iap [ M, T, b, (B1)
where
M = [g5(S® —isP?) + gvy* (Vi + 75 45) ] Ta. (B2)

The divergence of the current (B1) has the same form as
in QCD [49], where M is the current quark matrix.

Interestingly, when evaluated on the background of the
mesonic fields, that is, with

o 9s _9s
M=% a=" D b, (B3)
b=0,3,8 b=3,N,S
the divergence of the vector current vanishes for certain

flavor indices, namely

0, for a =3,N,S when ¢3 # 0,
0, fora=1,2,3,N,S when ¢3 =0,
(B4)

auJLSV)H|M = {

3 Note that we call Jév)“ the vector current by abuse of terminol-
ogy and by analogy with QCD, as in the context of the linear
sigma model the true vector current also contains mesonic fields.



as one can check using the values of the antisymmetric
structure constant.

We show below that at quantum level the divergence-
lessness of the current has the consequence that the vac-
uum part of the one-loop self-energy defined in Eq. (37)
satisfies

QuI Ml (@Q) =0 = TM(Q=0)=0, (B5)
in the cases listed in Eq. (B4), where from Table II we
know that the self-energy is nonzero only when b = a (for
the implication above see p. 233 of Ref. [50]).

Considering the meson fields as classical external fields,
we start by relating the expectation value of the current

and its divergence with the fermion propagator matrix
(see p. 66 in [51])

<Jév)“(x)> = — lim tr (v”TaS(:my)) ,

Yy—x

(B6a)

(V)n - _ S
(DI ) = = T tr (M (@), Tul S (2, 9) - (B6D)
The trace in Eq. (B6a) is to be taken in color, flavor, and
Dirac spaces. In the SSB case, when the fields are shifted
with their expectation values, the full propagator obeys

(ifle — M — M(2)) S(w,y) =i6W(z —y),  (BT)

with M(z) given in Eq. (B2) and M in Eq. (B3).

Next, we expand the full propagator about the tree-
level propagator introduced in Sec. IV, which obeys
(id, — M) So(z,y) = i6®(z — y). To do so, we write
the formal solution of Eq. (B7) as S = i/(A — M), where
A =iS; ", and use

1 1 1 1 1 1
A—nr - AT MM T = g M T
1 1 1

This gives at one-loop level

S(e.y) = Sola,y) — i / Solw, )M(2)8o(2,9).  (BY)

Taking the derivative of Eq. (B6a) and using Eq. (B9)
we obtain

. )\a = =
0, (I (@) = 0 [ 3,5 Sala ) M (). ),
Yy

(B10)
where the contribution of Sy(z, y) from Eq. (B9) vanishes
due to translational invariance.

It would be tempting to say that the left-hand side
of Eq. (B10) vanishes as result of Eq. (B4), but the
usual proof using the invariance of the functional inte-
gral with respect to the vector U(3)y transformation
does not go through because we neglected the mesonic
fields in Eq. (B1) and the current vanishes only on a spe-
cific scalar background. What is easy to prove however,
is that Eq. (B6b) vanishes at linear order in M (x), i.e.
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the order at which Eq. (B10) was derived. Indeed, using
the first term in Eq. (B9), one has in the cases listed in
Eq. (B4)

8M<J¢§V)H($)> = <8u<]¢§v)u(x)>
~ —tr ([M(z), To)So(z, z)) = 0(B11)

because Sy = uch., ¢ = 0,3,8, with ug = 0 for
¢3 = 0, and the structure constant is such that
trr (Ao, Aa]Ae)tte = 4ifpgeue = 0 for ¢ = 0,3,8, b =
0,...,8 and a taking the values given in Eq. (B4) (in-
stead of N and S one can use 0 and 8).

Since for the flavor indices* of Eq. (B4) only the vector
term in M (z) contributes in Eq. (B10), we obtain using
Eq. (B11)

. L )\a o )‘ C v
0 =igy0ol /tr [WMTSO(%Z/)%EIJSO(%@}% (3/)
y

(B12)
Going to momentum space and using the definition (37)
of the self-energy, one easily obtains Eq. (B5), which
holds in the cases listed in Eq. (B4).

Appendix C: Integrals determining the self-energy
for Ny =241

Here we calculate the integrals (41) relevant for the
expression of the curvature mass.

In the case of a (pseudo)scalar field one has I's = 1
(T'p = 5) and the Dirac trace gives (G;I(K) = Kz—mfc)

trp [FXSfFXSf/] = —4(mfmf/ iK2>Gfo/, (Cl)
with a plus sign for the scalar. One adds and subtracts in
the numerators produced by partial fraction decomposi-
tion the mass squared of the corresponding denominators
to obtain
msT (my) F mf/’T(m’f)

myg +my

For equal masses the limit in Eq. (40) gives (T; = T (my))

1P (mg,myp) = +

. (C2)

P(mg) = (14208005 ) Tr 17 (mg) = -7, (€3)
!

Using Egs. (37) and (39) and Tables I and II one obtains,
for example, H:(Lf/P)(Q =0) = T2N.G2T1%F (my, my).

For (axial-)vector fields we start with the momentum-
dependent integral in Eq. (39), as this is needed in some
relations derived in Appendix F. Using I'y = 7, and
I'4 = 475, the Dirac trace gives (P = K — Q)

[V/A’IW(Q;mfamf’) = Z/ Gf(K)Gf/(P)
K

x [(£mgmy — K - P)g"” + KFPY + K" PH], (C4)

with the upper sign for the vector. Next we consider sep-
arately the vacuum and the matter parts of this integral.

4 For other flavor indices the scalar term can also contribute.



a. Vacuum part In a covariant calculation at 7' =0,
Feynman parametrization and dimensional regulariza-
tion give (d = 4 — 2¢)

V/A,uv F(2 - g) 4—d ! d_o
Ivac ’ (Q;mfamf’) = Wﬁ ; dr Az

X [(M?(x) F mpmp)g" + 22(1 — 2)Q°PL(Q)].(C5)
Here k is the renormalization scale, P4(Q) is the 4-

transverse projector (E2), and A = M?(z) — x(1 — 2)Q?
with M?(z) = (1 — x)m3 + xm?,. We see that

. 0 for V ()
1 M? N=<" C6
Tnf/lglﬂlf( (x) :F mfmf ) {Qm?, fOI' A (+) ’ ( )

and therefore

QuIVt(Q;my) =0 and I (ms)=0.  (C7)

vac vac

At vanishing momentum, where

I\‘/fl/CA7HV(Q = 07 my, m2) = gMVIV/A(mlv m2)u (CS)

vac
we split the integral into divergent and finite parts:

A A
LA (my ma) = I (ma,ma) + 1L s (ma,mo),

A
I\Z{:,D(mlva) = 39n2e (m1 F mz)2 )
C9)
I\‘;;{:,F(mla ma) :@ mf + m% F dmimo (
_ SElmme) = fe(me,mi)
m2 —m3 ’

where fx(z,y) = (2 F 2y)In(z/%) and the divergence
was given in the MS scheme (%% = 4we~7k?). To obtain
the finite part, the x integral in Eq. (C5) was evaluated
to O(e), as the prefactor contains 1/e.

For equal masses one has, in accordance with Eq. (C7),

I\‘/{;C,F(m) = \‘IQC,D(m) =0.
A m?  m? 4 m2
Ivac,F(m) - 7@ In ?a Ivac,D(m) = % (ClO)

It is easy to see that I\‘,Q/CA(ml,mg) can be given in

terms of tadpole integrals. Indeed, setting @ = 0 in
Eq. (C4) one uses the identity

/ddKKHK,,f(KQ) = %”/ddKKzf(KQ) (C11)

and partial fractioning to obtain

1 m17;(0) (m1) F mzﬁ(o) (m2)
d mi F mo

IV/A(ml,mg) =

vac

_d -1 mlﬁ(o)(ml) + mgﬁ(o)(mg) (C12)

d mlﬂ:mg

and for equal masses
d—2
_ [1

IV A (m) = 7

vac

22v/a 5 d (0)
1
7o 53 T (m), (C13)
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with zyy = —1 and 24 = d — 1. Here we defined
. d _
TO (m) = K4—d/ dK i _T2-35) id—d
€ (2m)d K2 — m? (4m)d/2 (m2)1-g’
(C14)
which can be split into divergent and finite parts as
70 (m) = T3 (m) + 7.5 (m), (C15)
2 2 2
©, y_ m” |1 ©, \_ m m
Tep (m) = 7672 [e - 1] A T

Using Eq. (C14) or (C15) in Egs. (C12) and (C13), one
recovers Egs. (C9) and (C10).

b. Matter part We evaluate the integral in Eq. (C4)
for @ = 0. The 0i component of the integral vanishes,
while for the 00 component we use k3 = K2+ k? to write

K24+ 2K2+memy
IYZ/A’OO(m ,m /)zi/ 7
at s K(Kg—m})(I@—m;/)

mat
(1) (1) (1) ¢!

myFmp m} —m3,

Here we used partial fractioning, as described below
Eq. (C1), and then Eq. (27) to write the result in terms
of the integrals given in Eqs. (28) and (A4).

The ij component of the integral is proportional with
di5, and thus it is enough to give the 11 component. Set-
ting @ = 0 in Eq. (C4), we use Eq. (A1), followed by
partial fractioning, as in Eq. (C16), to obtain

mﬂ.f(l) + mf'7-f(/1) 22/{](01) _ Z/l}})
2 2 2
3 mj —my,

(C17)
Using Eq. (A5), the equal mass limit of Egs. (C16) and
(C17) is

I myg) = —2[TY +m2BM], 10 (my) =0,

Lol (my) = =27V, Lait(my) = —2m3BY, (C18)

mat mat

V/A11
Imat

(mf’mf,): mfimf/

with B = B (my) being the matter part of the
Euclidian bubble integral at zero momentum given in
Eq. (29).

Appendix D: Brute force calculation of the
curvature mass in the Ny =2+ 1 case

After shifting the scalar fields with their expectation
values, the integration over the fermionic fields in the
Euclidean partition function gives (see Ch. 2.5 of [33])
the expression on the right-hand side of Eq. (14) with

Sp (K €) = —diag(kl, k§, k2) @ Luxa + Loxs ©9°7 -k
—i—diag(mu,md,ms) ®7o tgs [S ®’YO —iP® 7075]

+gv [V @ + A® 5] (D1)



where £ = {S,, P,,V} A¥la=1,...,7,N,S} denotes the
set of fields contained in the nonets, ® is the Kronecker
product, my, f = u,d,s, is the constituent quark mass
given in Eq. (36), while k? = vy, + py, with v, the Mat-
subara frequency and py the chemical potential

We calculate the determinant of Sp (K ¢) with
the symbolic program MAPLE keepmg only those
(pseudo)scalar or (axial-)vector fields which are used for
differentiation in Eq. (16) and setting to zero the remain-
ing set of fields, denoted as &' = £\ {X,}. This simplified
determinant is evaluated in Dirac and flavor spaces and
denoted as DXa) := det [Sg;(K;{)]k/:o We found
that it can have two forms: for the mixing sector involv-
ing the fields X3, Xy, and Xg the three quark sectors
completely factorize, while for fields with other flavor in-
dices there is a mixing between two quark sectors.

The contribution of the scalar (X = ) and pseu-
doscalar (X = P) mixing sectors can be written with
X4 = (Xn £ X3)/v/2 in the following factorized form

D(XN,S,S) _ H

i=+,8

2 2
[‘(JQSXZQ + M gem X; — GTHK)|

(D2)
where ¢(9) = V2, ¢P) =0 and G;l = K2 — mf with
m4 = My, m_ = my and mg = ms. Inside the square
brackets there is no summation over i.

For the V{' = (V{{ &£ V{')/V/2 vector fields one has

D(VN,s,3) _ H

i=+,8

2 2
{QQVVZ? + V2 Vi K+ GTHE)|

(D3)
where V2 =V, - V; = V'V, ,, while for the axial-vectors
Al = (AL £ A%)/V/2 the factorized form is

DANss) — H

i==+,8

+ g2 (Af (K2 +m2) — 2(4; - K)Z)] . (D4)

)7+ 6

When there is no complete factorization of quark sec-
tors, the contribution for scalar (X = S, upper sign) and
pseudoscalar (X = P, lower sign) is

2
D&e) = [?EX“ g;X(f(KQj:mfmf/)

2
+Gf1(K)Gf,1(K)] Gy (K),  (D5)

while for vector (X = V, upper sign) and axial-vector
(X = A, lower sign)

DXe) — [gv (x2)* + G KGN K) (D6)
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2 2
g _
+ 20 (X2 (K2 mymyr) = 2(X, - K)Q)} G2(K),
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where (f,f', ") = (u,d,s) for a = 1,2, (f,f',f") =
(u,s,d) fora = 4,5, and (f, f/, f"") = (d, s,u) fora = 6, 7.

Now, one just has to use the expressions (D2)-(D6) of
the determinant in the effective potential (14) to obtain
the fermionic contribution to the curvature mass, accord-
ing to its definition (16). Simple derivation with respect
to the remaining fields leads to the ) = 0 limit of the
integral (39), evaluated in Appendix (C). For example,
the determinant D(¥«) given in Eq. (D6) leads through
Eq. (19) to Am b(x)’“' 2N g% IXH (my,myp), in ac-
cordance with the formula given in Table III for the first
three flavor indices. We multiplied by the number of col-
ors, N, as the determinant was calculated only in Dirac
and flavor spaces.

Appendix E: Decomposition of the self-energy
tensor

In this appendix we consider at zero and finite temper-
ature the decomposition into physical modes of the one-
loop fermionic contribution to the momentum-dependent
self-energy tensor of massive vector and axial-vector
bosons, generically denoted by II,,(Q). Special interest
is devoted to the curvature mass of the modes, obtained
from the self-energy in the limit ¢ — 0, which at T' # 0
represents the limit go — 0, followed by q — 0.

a. T =0 case. The vacuum self-energy IT#" (Q) can
be decomposed as

H{,L;C(Q) = HvaC,L (Q)Plﬁy(@) + HvaC,T(Q)Pq“V (Q), (El)

with the 4-longitudinal and 4-transverse projectors

Hv _ QMQU 124 MV I
Pr(Q) = 02 and P1(Q) = ¢"" —PL"(Q), (E2)
satisfying
Pyr-Pryr =Prjr, Prn-Pro =0, Pp, =3P], =3.
(E3)
Writing the tree level inverse propagator as ZD;} Q) =

m?PL, + (m? — Q*)P,, where m? is the tree-level

curvature mass, one obtains from the Dyson equation

| 1 va

G Q) = iD,,, (Q) + HWC(Q) the propagator

iPL n P '

_Q2 + m2 + Hvac,T(Q) ’ﬁ’L2 + Hvac,L(Q)
(E4)

It is evident that the curvature masses of the propagating

(T) and nonpropagating (L) modes are:

(@) =

Mvac ,L/T — m2 + Hvac,L/T(O)' (E5)

In the Ny = 1 case, due to the fermion number (cur-
rent) conservation, the vector boson self-energy not only
is transverse, that is, Q,II""(Q) = 0, but also satisfies
I*(Q = 0) = 0, and therefore Iy, 1,/7(0) = 0, just
like in the case of the photon polarization tensor in the



QED. In the Ny = 2+1 case the above relations hold due
to Eq. (B12) for the vector boson self-energy with flavor
indices listed in Eq. (B4). These indices correspond to
the last three entries of Table II (also for the first entry
in the ¢3 = 0 case), when the integrals involve fermion
propagators with identical masses. For the first three en-
tries of the table (except for the first one in the ¢3 = 0
case) the vector polarization tensor is alike the axial-
vector one, that is, Q,II"*(Q) # 0 and IT""(Q = 0) # 0,
S0 thata uSing Hﬁ,vac(@) = 3HV&C,T(Q) + Hvac,L(Q) and
I (Q = 0) < g™, one obtains

Hvac,T(O) = HvaC,L(O) = Hggc(o) = _H\lzalmc(o) (EG)
Therefore, one can write unambiguously

1
ZHZ,vaC(O)'
(ET)

b. T # 0 case. In a Lorentz-covariant formulation
one has to take into account besides Q? a second Lorentz-
invariant quantity, w := Q-u, where u,, is the 4-velocity of
the thermal bath, which satisfies u? = 1. The self-energy
depends on two scalars, w and ¢ := ((Q - u)? — Q2)/2,
which are interpreted as the Lorentz-invariant energy and
modulus of the 3-momentum [52]. In the rest frame of
the thermal bath, also used here in what follows, one has
ut = (1,0), and therefore w = go and ¢ = |q|.

A basis for the decomposition of self-energy has to
be constructed from the four rank-2 tensors g,., @Q.Qv,
Uy Uy, and Quu, + Q,u,. The physically motivated ba-
sis [53] consists of PI"”, given in Eq. (E2), and the three
tensors

M2, =m? + T (0), with T (0) =

K, v 2
prv = TiT _@ ubuk
| u2 - 9 YT
T

v v v v i q:495 iv
L= g P g =g (5 - B ) g ()

_ Qg1 Qi

o= C it
V-
where uj, = u,—(Q-u)Q,/Q?. Py are three-dimensional

transverse/longitudinal projectors (they are both four-
dimensional transverse, P; + Py = Pr), while C,,,, is not
a projector. Further relations of interest, in addition to
those in Eq. (E3), are

Pist - Pie = Py, Pyt Py =0,

Py Pry =Py -PLy=P-C=C-Py =0,
P,-C-Py=P,-C-P, =0, C?=-P—P,
C.PL=P,-C, PL-C=C.P,
C.PL+P,-C=P,-C+C-P, =C,

dy ::PfL:L dy :=Pf, =2, Ch=0.

(E9)

In the above basis the general self-energy tensor reads

I (Q) = Y THL(QPL(Q)+c(Q)C™(Q), (E10)

p=t,LLL
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with tensor components given by (d; = 2d,,1, = 2)

1
I, = —— tx(IT- Py), (E11)

1
e = —— tr(Il- Q).
N 2

The expression of the dressed propagator G, can
be obtained with the method described in Ch. 5.2.2 of
Ref. [54]. Using a similar decomposition for G,, as in
Eq. (E10) and the Dyson equation iG,,' (Q) = D, (Q)+
I, (Q) in the identity G,,}G"> = gy, one obtains by ex-
ploiting Egs. (E3) and (E9)

v _ Z’Péw iP{w (mz + HL(Q))

9" = e T m) 5Q)
i(=Q*+m” +1L(Q))PL”  illo(Q)CH

* 5Q) s 0 E2

with §(Q) = (M2 +11L(Q)) (— Q*+m2 +1L(Q)) +11Z,. We
will see below that II¢(0,0) = 0, and hence the squared
curvature masses of the remaining modes simplify to

MIQ/t/L = 1h? + 1.(0,0), (E13)

where m? is the classical curvature mass squared and

TM,(0,0) = My (0) + IE¢(0,0), p=1t,L, (E14)
with the vacuum part Iy, (0) defined in Eq. (E7) and
I being the matter part.

The tensor components Hf‘/‘f/tL ,c(@Q) can be given in
terms of the Lorentz components of the self-energy ten-
sor. Specifically for gy = 0, using the explicit expression
of the projectors, one obtains from Eq. (E10)

5 0.a),

H{nat (0’ q) = I_I(I)Iz)at (0’ q)7 H?at (07 q) =

(0, q) = [T (0,9), (E15)
while taking the trace in Eq. (E10) gives
mat 1 17 mat mat
Q) = 5 [T mae (@) = T"H(Q) = II*(Q)]. (E16)

The vector boson self-energy is 4-transverse
(Q.II"(Q) = 0) in the Ny = 1 case and also in
the Ny = 241 case, for those flavor indices for which the
bubble integral involves propagators of equal masses (for
¢3 # 0, the last three lines of Table II). In these cases
IT,(Q) = ¢(Q) = 0 and the 00 component of Eq. (E10)

gives T (Q) = —gg—zH{“at(Q). From this relation or

the first entry of Eq. (E15) and from Eq. (E16) one has
3

I"*(0,0) = II§5* (0,0),  II*(0,0) = —inﬁ“(o, 0).

(E17)

For the axial-vector bosons and, in the Ny = 2 41

case, for the vector boson self-energy involving bubble
integrals with different fermion masses (for ¢35 # 0, the



first three lines of Table II), the direct calculation pre-
sented in Appendix F shows that

II5;*(0.q) = 0,
lim “% 1t (0, q) = 117740, 0).

qg—0 q

(E18a)
(E18b)

As a result II2?*(0, g) = 0 and, therefore,

H?}i}f(o, 0) = —II?*(0,0), II***(0,0) = II5**(0, 0).

(E19)

Appendix F: Proof of some properties of I (Q)

The one-loop (axial-)vector boson self-energy (37) can
be given (see Table II) in terms of the integral defined
in Eq. (39), containing different fermion masses m; and
mys, or (a linear combination of) its equal mass limit
(40). In order to prove Eq. (E18), it is enough to con-
sider the integral in Eq. (C4), obtained from Eq. (39) by
doing the Dirac trace. The following calculation refers to
the matter part, as indicated by the separation of the kg
integral, which becomes a Matsubara sum in the imagi-
nary time formalism.

a. Proof of (E18a)

. e k i K
IV/A’OZ(an;mf,mf/):Z'/ dko/ 0( 2 q2)Gf( )a
TR

k—a,f’
(F1)

Setting go = 0 in (C4), one has

21

with Ex ; = (k* + m%)"/? and G;' = K2 —m}. The
integral is obviously zero, as the integrand is odd in k.

b. Proof of (E18b) On the one hand, it follows
again from Eq. (C4) by go = 0 substitution that

qij SLIVIAE (0, qmy,my)

:_4/ e R R
’ kS~ Ef_gp)

(F2)

Changing to spherical coordinates in the k integral, and
using k-q = kqcos¥ = kqx the ¢ — 0 limit gives —2k22?
in the numerator. Doing the angular integral leads to

lim qu] IV/A z_](

Jim & 0.qimy,my) =

2 2
4177/ dko/ o e p KRS
i) (K — ER )

On the other hand, using the identity (A1) in Eq. (C4)
gives

(F3)

P+ K2+ k?/3

IV/410,0;myp,m /):i/ Ty .
P x (R — B2 (K3 — EZ ;)

(F4)

Changing to spherical coordinates in the k integral, the
angular integral readily gives 47, as the integrand is in-
dependent of the angles. The resulting formula agrees
with the rhs of Eq. (F3), from which Eq. (E18b) follows.
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