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1. Introduction

Calculating the phase diagram of QCD at non-zero temperaiod chemical potential is one
of the most enduring unsolved problems that faces the p@pitysics community. The challenges
lie on the theoretical side as well as the experimental. @nettperimental side it is possible
to use heavy ion collisions to locate critical surfaces e @CD phase diagram. In a system at
equilibrium the correlation length is expected to diverga &ansition point, a signiture of which
should be visible from fluctuations of thermodynamic obables such as the baryon number,
electric charge, and strangeness. Significant progressdemsmade at small chemical potentials
[L], but it is difficult to interpret results at larger cheraigotentials where there are no reliable
theoretical models availablg;[2]. On the theoretical shierhost natural way to calculate at finite
chemical potential would seem to involve the use of lattiteutations, since these have been
effective in obtaining the phase diagram at zero chemidariial. However, at non-zero chemical
potential there is the notorious “sign problem”, which festbecause the fermion determinant
becomes complex,

detD + yopt +m) = |det(D + yop +m)| €7, (1.1)

making the use of conventional Monte Carlo methods basethportance sampling ineffective.

Over the years there have been several proposals for singuatstems with a sign problem
which involve adapting techniques to manage a complex farrditerminant, or converting the
system to one in which the fermion determinant becomes rEal. a review, see for example
(3,4, 5]. The procedure which we will discuss here, the dgri states method 6, 7, 8, 9,:10],
specifically when used in combination with a cumulant exjmamef the complex phase;|[; 11,12,
13], is in some sense, a combination of these ideas. Fiestehsity of states method is a form of
re-weighting, in which the complex phase factor of the fenmédleterminant becomes part of the
observable, rather than part of the action,

(0e™18)
(€N8) pg
wherepqg indicates that the expectation value is with respect to flas@-quenched theory in which

det(D+ ypu +m) is replaced by its absolute valiget D + you +m)|. The density of states method
relies on the introduction of a density of some fixed quariity

(O)ocp = (1.2)

Pra(X) = (8(X — X)) = Zi DU 5(X —X'(U)) [detD+ you+m)[V ™%, (1.3)

such that observables can be obtained using reweighting fro

b —xX"No iNsB
/dX[< . pX )<xf f >pq}p”"(x)
(O)ocp = 5 1"1/ o , (1.4)
o [BE=X0eM0),,7
/ qu(X) qu( )
where the distribution is normalized as
/pr,,q(X) —1. (1.5)
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This implies that the density, or distribution, has a difgctbability interpretation.
The difficulty in calculating expectation values using reighting is that in the large volume
limit [14]

<ei9>pq =, (1.6)

This implies that exponential accuracy is needed in (1.8)dier to avoid a signal-to-noise problem.
The issue can potentially be resolved through the use ofithriant expansion [15]

(%) x = exp —%<92>c+$<94>6 — .., (1.7)
with
(6%) = (6%)x,
(8%, = (8% —3(6%)%, (1.8)
wheré
<ﬁ>X = M . (1.9)

Ppq(X)

The quantities in the expectation values on the r.h.s. @) @re real and positive so it may appear
that the noise problem of (1.6) has been resolved. Furtherrtie technique of WHOT-QCD is to
approximate the expansion by the first cumuld@®).. [9]. This corresponds to a Gaussian distribu-
tion of the complex phase of the fermion determinant and isvaied by the central limit theorem.
But has the sign problem been resolved, or has it relocatedhe higher order cumulants? How
large are(6%),, (8°),, ... and what would be the consequences if they were comipaiah?).?

Perhaps the most effective way to determine if the cumubgudi@sion converges is to measure
the cumulants directly, as members of WHOT-QCD have beesfudaio do in their simulations
@, 11,:12,13], but it is difficult to know if/iwhen enough cutants have been computed, and to
determine how large higher order cumulants are, since Hiestits needed to accurately obtain
them is higher. Here we explore two ways to calculate thedriginder cumulants analytically.
First, we consider the hadron resonance gas medel [16]dimgucontributions from ground state
mesons of spin 0 and 1, and baryons of shiand3. Second, we calculate them from a combined
lattice strong coupling and hopping expansion 17, 18]. @etils of these calculations can be
found in {19], and some consequences of the results aressisdin [2D].

We begin with a statement of our results from the hadron @som gas model and the com-
bined lattice strong coupling and hopping expansions anmhsarize the immediate consequences.
A summary of the calculation of the hadron resonance gas himgeesented in Section 3, and a
summary of the strong coupling expansion in Section 5. Fetiits of these calculations can be
found in {19].

1In what follows we will takeX = 6, whereas in simulations one takéss the average plaquette, or Polyakov line,
or sometimes multiple observables are kept fixed. In ouryaisalve make some comparisons with simulation results
but they will be qualitative. Also, we do not calculdi€)x, but rather &) o, = [ dX ppy(X){(O)x.
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2. Moments of the complex phase

The distribution of the complex phase of the fermion detaant can be calculated analyti-
cally by means of the Fourier transform

p(e) :< 2/ dp 721[)9 21p9/> (2.1)

We just need to calculate the moments [21, 22]

<€2ip9l> _ Zym det”(D + Yol + m)
Z \det’(D— you +m)

Since these moments take the form of a partition functioms fatural that our results can be
expressed as an exponential of a quantity proportionale@ttolumeV,

det” (D + you + m)> . (2.2)
Ym

(€?r%) = exp|—f(p)V], (2.3)

where f(p) is the 3-volume-independent free energy density over teatpe. For the hadron
resonance gas we find that the phase-quenched momentse&kentt?

<32ip6,>pq = eXp[_szl] ) (2.4)

which leads to a Gaussian distribution Vja{2.1),

o ® dp —2ip8 —pPx1 __ 1 —0?/x1
Ppqe(0) = 2/_Oo or’ e = _mle . (2.5)
For the combined strong coupling and hopping expansiongkimgat ¢’ () and in the confined
phase, the moments take the form

(62’7’9/>pq = eXp[—p2x1 — p4x2 — p6xe, — .., (2.6)
which results in a distribution with corrections to a Gaasdiorm
p(®)=2[ 37 Lt 27

where all of thex,, are ©(V). The corrections resulting in the strong coupling and hogpex-
pansion are a consequence of working to sufficiently higteond 8 and - —=, such that at least

6 Polyakov lines are available to form color singlets. Sfieally, we find the corrections to be

a consequence of working at finité.. The corrections ini (2.6) can only appear when an even
number of Polyakov lines can be combined in such a way tha¢ tisea nonzero contribution for
N, = 3, which vanishes foN, = «. For the strong coupling and hopping expansion, expectatio
values formed with 6 Polaykov lines occuréth*) when working at(8™), and ato'(h®) when

2In practice we calculate the expectation vala aér? ) in the full theory, rather than the phase-quenched theory,
since the expectation value in the full theory has the mcrmgmforward definition |n£2 2). Itis possible to convert
between the two using2r?') = (248" pg With p = q— —. To convert between the distributions one can p&@) =

%1.6N10p,,(8) [23].
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working at&'(B°). In the hadron resonance gas model one combines quarkiteesalor singlets
in place of Polyakov lines. Since we only consider 2-quanklsimations (mesons), and 3-quark
combinations (baryons), in the non-interacting limit,reg order contributions to the distribution
do not appear.
At this point it is helpful to notice that the, are related to the cumulants in a simple way. A
cumulant expansion of the moments takes the form
|09<€2ip9>pq = i (@p)’

|
=

(6")c (2.8)

Plugging in the most general expression for the moments &) (veals that each cumulant corre-
sponds to one of the,,
(2i)%

Xy = —ﬁw% (2.9)

such that
—|Og<62i9>pq =x1+x2+.... (2.10)

It is clearly necessary to havg >> x»,x3,x4,... for the Gaussian approximation to succeed, but
they are allo’'(V) so this is not guaranteed. In addition, there is an issuelwiliit come up when
calculating them in simulations from tH®"),,. Notice that(6"),, can be obtained, using {2.6),
from

(6%)pg = [<1>  pndtnmn] (2.11)
2i ) dg» 4=0

where it is clear that since the are & (V), then the(6%") ,, are & (V"). In simulations the cu-

mulants(62"), are obtained from calculations of t{€2"),,, using (1.8). Therefore, in order to

obtain an& (V) result for the higher order cumulat®?").. with » > 1, it must happen that there

are cancellations of theé' (V") contributions.

An important point to make before we move on is that our cakboihs are valid in the confined
phase for chemical potentials < =*. For larger chemical potentials the distribution is expdct
to take a Lorentzian form [21], where the authors obtainediiktribution from chiral perturbation
theory and one-dimensional QCD. In order to extend our tatioms into the region ofi > =*
it would be necessary to consider a background with a comadernd bound states containing one
quark with chemical potentigt, and one with chemical potentialu.

3. Hadron resonance gas

The hadron resonance gas mode] [16] provides a form of thigipafunction for free hadrons:
including baryons and mesons in their ground states andriésanances. It provides an effective
description of net baryon number, electric charge, andhgaaess fluctuations, for example, ob-
tained from particle abundances in heavy-ion collisiqrs 24,,2b], for sufficiently small temper-
atures and chemical potentials.
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To obtain the result for the expectation vake&??') ., in (2.3) for the hadron resonance gas,
it is useful to notice that the general form @?”1’9/> in (2.2) corresponds to a partition function of
a theory withp 4 Ny quarks from the determinants in the numerator, aridhost quarks" from
the determinant in the denominator. Therefore, to obtainetkpectation value it is necessary to
compute the spectrum of the quarks and ghost quarks, whimteeds in an analogous way to
calculating the hadron spectrum of the standard model. IFof the details see [19].

Our calculation of the momentg?”?") includes all possible spectral combinations of mesons
with spins = 0, 1, and baryons with spié, % for 2p + Ny flavors. The precise contributions
are obtained by performing the decompositions, frl&bi(2(2p + Ny)) to SU(2p + N¢) fiaver X
SU (2)spin- For baryons the relevant decomposition is obtained from

n®n®n:<w>®m, (3.1)
(Rt | (BEDEED) (SEER) g

where the arrow indicates the decomposithén(n) — SU(5) x SU(2), andRy is the decomposed
product withR € SU(3) andg € SU(2). We note that for ground state baryons it is necessary
that the total wavefunction is completely antisymmetridrsthis case one only needs to consider
the decomposition of the symmetric representatiositin2(2p + Ny)) (flavor and spin combined)
since the wavefunction is antisymmetric in color. For mesitie decomposition is

n

n®ﬁ—>[(g>2—1} @[(5)2—1] D11, (3.3)
3 1

To obtain(eZiP9'> for a free hadron gas one simply needs to add up the free esdrgim all
possible hadronic states. For free mesons the free energy is
mjzvsz hd

7 nzl n—lsz(an/T) COSH2n13uI/T] ’ (3.4)

FY () = —¢
whereg = 25+ 1 is the spin degeneracls = %[(Nu — N;i) — (Ng—Nj)] is the third isospin com-
ponent, andu; = %(uu — Ug) is the isospin chemical potential. For free baryons the émergy
is

m3T? 2 (—1)"

F(up —2I3) = g = > 2 Ka(nmp/T) cost(pp — 2I31)np] (3.5)
n=1

wherepus = U, + Hg + ... is the baryon chemical potential. We are working in the apipnation
that theN, flavors are degenerate, each with a quark chemical potentialp.

Noting that each ghost quark contributes a factor-df to the free energy, andu to the
chemical potential, the result is

(28, = P (3.6)
with

x1 = F¥(2) — ¥ (0) + F*(3u) — F*(0), (37)
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where

FY () = kg [FY (1) + F5' ()],

3.8
FP (1) = kg[2Fy (1) + F7 (1)) (59

Sincex, = 0 for n > 1 the higher order cumulant$?*),. for n > 1 are zero and the distribution
takes a Gaussian form.

4. Taylor expansion

Before moving on to the strong coupling calculation it isgibke to show that it is in principle
natural to have nonzero higher order cumulants. This capdxelsy performing a Taylor expansion

of log(e?7%") aroundu /T = 0. DefiningM (1) = det{(D + you +m) andD™ (u) = -2 ()"

= (/T M(—p)r
log | Z2M M (p)P s :£<E>2
Z \M(—py /) " 20\T

1\ (D O)yy  ,(DP(0)3y

+E(T) <M(0)Nf>YM_U<M(O)Nf>)2/M (4.1)
1\ [ (DOO)yu (D2 (0)yu(DD(0)yy | (DP(0)3,

5 () | o, o

Evaluating the derivatives and collecting terms with lilkevers ofp results in a series of special
relationships which must hold to makg, x3,... = 0. For example, to make, =0 at& (%)4 it is
required that

(M(0)™ )yar (M(O)Nr~*M'(0)*) v = 3(M(0)™ 2M'(0)%)51 - (4.2)

There are similar relationships which must hold at highelecs in# and additional relationships
that must hold at (%)4 which can be determined by collecting terms with higher poved p.

5. Lattice strong coupling and hopping expansion

The Taylor expansion of the complex phase moments aboveaitadi that higher order cumu-
lants will appear in the absence of special relationshizeat chemical potential. It is possible to
show analytically that these higher order cumulants aredddealized by means of a combined
lattice strong coupling and hopping expansion.

The combined use of the lattice strong coupling and hoppipguesions allows for analytical
calculations by way of an effective Polyakov line action.cBaly this technique has been used
successfully to obtain information about the phase diagogdr@CD with a chemical potential
[26, 27,128, 18]. In what follows we will use the effective Pakov line action to calculate the
from the phase angle momer{tg”%) in (2.2).
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5.1 Lattice strong coupling expansion

One of the simplifications of working at strong coupling isithhe effective action can be
formulated as a function of Polyakov lines. After integngtiout the spatial link variables the
lattice Yang-Mills partition function can be further sinfigd by means of the character expansion

[29.:30.:31]

Zyy = / oW,
= Jspy ] sz_yl

where xz(Wx) = Trg(Wx) are the characters of the Polyakov lin&s = |‘|1TV:01 Uo(x,T), Ty
over nearest neighbor sites, and fxeare expansion parameters in powersgé;f.

Working at leading order corresponds to truncating the suen ® at the fundamental repre-
sentation, such that

1+ A [Xr(Wa) Xr (W) + Xr (W) Xr(Wy)] | (5.1)
7

xy) IS

e SrmM 1+ z [tl’(Wx)tr(Wy) +tr(WxT)tr(Wy)] ’ (5.2)
(xy)

Ny
with A, = (ﬁz) . This is the limit we consider from here on.

5.2 Hopping expansion
The fermion determinant can be expanded in the static, hgaagk limit using the hopping
expansion[18] (see also [32])
logdet(D + yopt +m) = azh [e“/Tter + e’“/Tterq + azh? [ez“/Ttr(sz) +e M T W) + ...
(5.3)

For Wilson fermions

_ (-1)" . Ny - 1
=27, h=(2ke)" = dmatd+ D)

(5.4)

By calculating the moment(%Z"f’e'>, we obtain the leading order contributions to the cumulants
which are at least’(h?"). At 0(A?) we calculate the leading order contributionxg...,xg. At
O (A1) we calculate the leading order contributionxoxz,x3. In both cases the calculations are
carried out in the confined phase.

To obtain(e?r?") from (2.2) in the heavy quark limit we expand in the hoppingapaeterh,

det’ (D + you + m) > 2
= det” (D =1+qih+qh® + ... 5.5
<def’(ﬂ>—you+m) (D + YoH +m) . +q1h+q2h” + (5.5)
Using (5.8), the contributions up #6(h?) take the form

q1=2a1Nycosh{u/T) (trWy) , (5.6)

g2 = 2aip(p+Ny) [coSh2p/T) = 1] S [{rWstrWy) — (trWitrwy) ]
X,y
+2apN; OS2 /T) Y (tr(W)) +aiNF Y [coS2pu/T) {triwtriy) + (trWitrwy)] .
X,y

X

(5.7)
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where we used the fact that the YM vacuum is charge conjugatiommetric, such that
([tr(WE e (W ™)) yar = ([tr(WxT”)]"...[tr(Wy’")]f>YM. The overall result for,(5,5) exponentiates
as in {2.8) (we checked this 6(h%)) so it is sufficient to consider thé'(V) terms to find the
contribution tox; defined in {2.6). The result is

x1 = 2aih? [cost2p/T) — 1] 5 [(trWatrWyf) — (trWatrWy) | + O'(h°). (5.8)
Xy

While it is clear that there are no contributions to #f)efor n > 1 at this order, since there are no
terms with&'(p¥) with v > 2, they do begin to appear &t(h*). From here on we work in the
confined phase. The above result simplifies sifioé) = (trWytriy) = 0, and (trW,trWy ) = N,
whereN; is the number of spatial lattice sites.

Calculating the higher order contributions to (5.5) ameuotcalculating expectation values
of Polyakov lines. We defing, = tr(Wy), P = tr(WXT”). At each order, all contributions which
result in color singlets must be obtained. For example,

<P1P1> = singlets iL3®3 =1,
ym = singlets inL3®3®3®3 =2,

ym =Singlets i d®3®3=1

(PP )y

3
(Pr)ym (5.9)

1)vM

)

(PEP} )y = singlets im®3232323 =3,
(PoPr)ym = (P} — 2P})Pr)yy = —1,

Note that the third and fourth vevs only contribute $&f(3), and that the last is-2 whenN, = .
In general the nonzero expectation values take the form

/ ( dw (trwtrw ! (trw )N (ew YN £ 0, (5.10)
SU(N,)

wherel,m,n=0,12, ....

Our results for the leading order contributions to the cuantd from the hopping expansion,
working at @(A?), are worked out in detail ini[19] and summarized in Talile 1.r @sults at
O'(A1) are summarized in Tabfé 2. F8F/(3), contributions resulting from, # 0 for n > 1 imply
that there are non-zero higher order cumulants (2.9). Memedhe trend appears to be that they
become more significant with increasipg'7 or 3, or decreasingn. It is interesting to observe
that in the limitV,. — oo the corrections vanish.

5.3 Cumulants

Even though our results indicate that the higher order camis) orx, with n > 1, are non-
zero at strong couplingd; — 0, they are small compared % in the regime of validity of the
hopping expansionke!/” < 1. In Figureill (left) we ploty, for n = 1,...,4 as a function of
u/T. In Figureil (right) we plot the ratios,/x1,x3/x1,x4/x1 as a function ofu/7. The plots
include all contributions of; andx,, up to &'(h®) at ©(A?), and the leading order contributions
to x3,...,xg. The results are calculated for valueshodnd i which are towards the border of the
region of validity so they should be interpreted with cantibut they do indicate that in the region
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N.=3 Ne= o
x1 | 4a3h?sint?(u/T) + O0(h®) 4a3h? sink? (u/T) + O'(h®)
xp | 4ndsintf(u/T)cosHp/T) [8adaz — alNy| Ny+ O (h®) | O+ O (h®)
x3 | —SN,aShOsint(u/T) + o'(h") 0+ 0(h")
xq | —42N,a8hBsintf (u/T) + o(h°) 0+ 0(h°)
X5 ;%NyaiZhizs_lnhlz(u/T) + 0(hY) 0+ 0(hth)
X6 | maNsat?ht2sinht?(u/T) + O (h'3) 0+ 0(ht3)

Table 1: Leading order contributions to the cumulantgzf )

N.=3 N, =

x1 | 04+ O (h®) 0+ 0(h%)
x2 | —24MNsath*sintt(u/T) + 0'(h®) | O+ O(h°)
x3 | —80ALN,aShOsinkP(u/T) + (") | 04 O(h")

Table 2: Leading order contributions to the cumulantgdi\1)

T
Ty
4+ 0 4/ 1
21 |y -0.005 - 8
T4
0 001 F 8
x
oF [h=01 . s h=0.1
Ny=1 2 0015F |Ny=1 1
b | N =2048 N, = 2048
1 1 1 1 | 70 02 1 1 1 1 1
0 02 04 06 08 1 12 Y0 02 04 06 08 1 12
1 1

Figure 1: At ﬁ()\f) in the lattice strong coupling and hopping expansion: Xleftfor n = 1,...,4 as a
function of /T, (right) x2/x1, ...,x4/x1 as a function oft/T.

of strong coupling, large quark masses, and small chematahgials, the higher order cumulants
represented by the, for n > 1 are small compared comparedxo This is consistent with the
recent simulation results il [13]. Whether or not the highieter cumulants are ever significant
compared to is a question that will need to be addressed non-pertugigtiv

6. Distribution of the complex phase

It is worthwhile at this point to make a few comments regegdine how to best check the
validity of the Gaussian approximation. The cumulants dredV ), so it is possible that they
could be comparable in some regions of the phase diagramevéoneven if they are comparable,
it is not necessarily the case that the distribution of thenglex phase would look noticeably
different from a Gaussian.

Using our results for the, from the strong coupling and hopping expansions it is passib
to calculate the distributiop,,(8) which takes the form ini {2.7), and compare with a Gaussian

10
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al ‘ T 0.0003 ‘
0.025 h=0.1 000025 h=0.1
0ozl 0= Ny = ] e | WO AT Ny =
) 9(0) N, = 2048 0.0002 F 9(0) N, = 2048 ]
. w/T=1 w/T=1
0.015 1 0.00015 F 8
0.01F i 0.0001 F :
0.00005 - .
0.005 | . .
0 1 | | | 1 _000005 | \\/ | \\_/ |
-40 -20 0 20 40 -40 -20 0 20 40

0 0

Figure 2: At u/T = 1.0: (left) Distribution of the complex phags,,(8) (blue), compared with a Gaussian
distributiong(0) (green), as a function &, (right) fractional difference in the distributio q(s()g)g(e)'

form g(8) = \/%16—92/&_ The results are plotted in Figure 2 (left), which are okeifors = 0.1,
Ny =1, Ny =2048,u/T = 1, where the hopping expansion is approaching its edge dafityal
het/T < 1 (ashet/T is decreaseds, xs, ... become less significant comparedtd. Since the
difference between the actual distribution and the Gandsian are indistinguishable by eye it is

helpful to consider the fractional difference

Puy(6) — 5(6)
8(0)
This is plotted in Figure;2 (right), which shows that the eations areZ (). Itis possible to see

this analytically by Taylor expanding the exponentials:dnys, ... in the momentge?7?') in (2.6)
in order to calculate the integral ovgiin the distribution i(2:7)

(6.1)

12 (—x)F & (—x3) *® 20 —p?x
ppq(e)'\‘]__[z ( k|2) z( ll3) X/ dp p4k+61+...e 2[)98 P 1’ (62)
k=0 A =} : -
where
1 e C9ieB — 1 a+1 a+1 1 62
E[wdqqae 90 p=4" X1 — nx(a+l)/2r< 5 >1F1 <—2 ,E,—z s (6.3)
1

with a > 0 and even, angy > 0. This integral goes to the Gaussian fornoas> 0. Expanding in
powers ofxy, x3, ..., One obtains

(6.4)

1 3, 307 — L
pp(](e): eiez/xl [1__2_1_&_1_ .

v/ Thx1 4x§ x?

Sincexy, x3, ... ared(V), this result is an expansion around the Gaussian form in pqu'}

It is worthwhile to clarify that our results are consistenthithe central limit theorem, which
is an argument in support of the Gaussian approximation frarbability theory. The central limit
theorem states that the the distribution of a collectionnoiependent data points approaches a
Gaussian form in the limit of a large enough sample size. f®@case at hand the limit where each
measurement of the complex phase phase angle becomesriddapeorresponds to the infinite

11
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6e-07
hypothetical -
0.008 |- oy S 7 (6(0 —0")),, — g(0) hypothetical
<6(9 0 >>l)q I = 3896 4e-07 F >/1 = 3896 |7
90 T = 1202 7y = —1271
0.006 =103 pe07 =103 |
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Figure 3: At u/T = 1.0: (left) Distribution of the complex phags,,(8) (blue), compared with a Gaussian
distributiong(6) (green), as a function d, (right) Difference in distributionp,,(8) — g(0).

volume limit, such that the volume is much larger than theetation length. The corrections we
have found to a Gaussian form of the distribution begiw4t}). Nevertheless, the corrections
contribute at leading order @), that is, the central limit theorem is not a sufficient reatmon
use only the first cumulant.

At this point one might argue that the distribution appeartake an almost Gaussian form
because we are working in a region of phase diagram whegsg, ... are much smaller thag,.
However, it is possible to demonstrate that the distrilbutd the complex phase can also be in-
distinguishable from a Gaussian, and consistent with tméralelimit theorem, even when the
cumulants are comparable in magnitude (see also [19]). ke hés point we choose hypothetical
values ofx1, x2,x3 which are more comparable, and re-plot the distributiongleith the Gaussian
form. This is shown in Figuré 3 (left). Note that we keptxs, xs as before whergs > 0 ensures
convergence.

In Figure:3 (right) we plot the ordinary difference in thetdlsutions p,,(8) — g(68), which
shows that the corrections to a Gaussian form,if{8) appear in the central region of the distribu-
tion, and that the corrections are sufficiently small tharesignificant contributions fromp, x3,

... could be impossible to see by considering the shape afigtbution alone.

7. Binder cumulant

Another method of measuring the validity of the Gaussiatridigion is offered by calculating
Binder cumulants. For example, the first relevant Binder wamt is

B = <<99:>>2 . (7.1)
Since the fourth cumulant of the expansion@t'/?) is defined by
(6%) = (6%) —3(6%)%, (7.2)
this indicates that
B -3 as (6%, —0. (7.3)
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Simulation results of Ejiri ini[9] Withﬁ—g ~ 0.7, using the improved staggered quark action and

working on 16 x 4 lattices, indicate tha?f{ is close to 3. However, it is important to notice that
B¢ is expected go to 3 in the large volume limit. This is beca{@®. = (B —3)(6%)2 = 0(V),
and(62)? = 0(v?). Therefore

32—3=ﬁ<1>. (7.4)

|4
Since this result is only based on the fact that the cumukaatsll &' (V) the message here is that
it could well be thaIBg — 3, even while the;,, for n > 1, are significant. It would be interesting to
see how the;,, compare using the simulation parameters §n [9].

8. Discussion

It is constructive to discuss the simulation results whikistealready that have made use of
the Gaussian approximation. These results are obtainetieoyMHOT-QCD collaboration. In
[12,:113] WHOT-QCD presents simulation results in the heawgrl limit using the unimproved
Wilson quark action, and 24« 4 lattices. Their results for the distribution indicate ttiiatakes
a Gaussian form for a wide range of values of the average kmhyjine. A comparison of the
leading and higher order cumulants indicates that the secomulant(8?), is always dominant.
In terms of the hopping parameter and chemical potentig @éen fork*sinh(u/7) = 0.00002
in [13] (see Figure 9) indicate that the higher order cumtslappear to be consistent with zero, but
for k*sinh(u/T) = 0.00005,(6%). has grown compared 1®?)., in particular when the Polyakov
line approaches zero. This is consistent with our resultisahthere is increased importance of the
higher order cumulants as the chemical potential is ineidasr as the quark mass is decreased.

What is perhaps more surprising is that simulation resualtdifht quarks [11] With%T ~
0.8, using the improved Wilson quark action and working on $endéttices 8 x 4, also indicate
that the distribution takes a Gaussian form, even at largeeseaof the chemical potential /T =
0.4,2.4 (see Figure 3in [11]). Ali/T = 0.4 the higher order cumulang = 7;(6*). appears to be
consistent with zero (see Figure 4 ini[11]), bupall = 1.2 it is difficult to judge due to error bars
which are sufficiently large that, could be comparable to, so it will be interesting to see what
new results will show.

It is also important to understand why our results for thérithstion p,,(68) from the strong
coupling and hopping expansion differs from that of the badresonance gas model. In[33]
the authors calculate the pressure from the strong cougaliddiopping expansion and find that the
result matches on precisely to that from the hadron res@ngas model. There is no inconsistency.
The calculation ini[33] is performed including terms upct@:®) in the hopping expansion. In our
calculation the differences in the distributions only stalappear at’(h*). To obtain a contribution
at this order from the hadron resonance gas model, whichdieal to a nonzere,, one would
need to consider bound states of at least 4 quarks, sincevthdd be the only way to obtain a
contributions ai7(p*) in log(¢%P?"). However, since 4 quarks can not combine to give nonzero
contributions forV, = 3 which vanish alV,. = «, we expect that one would actually need to consider
bound states of at least 6 quarks.
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9. Conclusions

We have calculated the leading order contributions to thditht six cumulants in a cumulant
expansion of the complex pha&é’\’f9>,,q, using the hadron resonance gas model, and a combined
lattice strong coupling and hopping parameter expansiamsidering free ground state mesons
of spin 0 and 1, and baryons of sp%nand 3, we find that the distribution of the complex phase
takes a perfectly Gaussian form. However, when the stronglitw and hopping expansion are
considered there are corrections which begin to appe@t/dt) for ¢(A1) and ato' (h°) for 0/(A9).
These appear to grow as the quark mass and coupling stresayiege, or as the chemical potential
increases.

The main implication of our work is that in order to justifyutrcating the cumulant expansion
to the second order cumulant, it is is necessary to show tgaehorder cumulants are negligible.
For this purpose, neither the apparent Gaussianity of tlaseplangle distribution, nor the near
agreement of the Binder cumulaBf with 3 is sufficient. In either case, corrections on the oafer
% or smaller can be associated with significant higher-orderuwants. Thus measurements of the
phase angle momen@*).. to an accuracy of at Ieaﬁ(%) is required. For higher order cumulants,
the phase angle moments would have to be computed to acesicE@ven higher powers éf
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