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O Abstract

AN

In this article we study chiral symmetry breaking for quarattar in a magnetic backgrounH, at finite temperature and quark
O ‘chemical potentialy, making use of the Ginzburg-Landafifertive action formalism. As a microscopic model to comphe t

effective action we use the renormalized quark-meson modet. n@in goal is to study the evolution of the critical endppint

C®P, as a function of the magnetic field strength, and investigatthe realization of inverse magnetic catalysis at firtiengical
<7 potential. We find that the phase transition at zero chenpiogential is always of the second order; for small and inttiate

values ofB, C# moves towards small, while for largerB it moves towards moderately larger valuesuofOur results are in
——agreement with the inverse magnetic catalysis scenariaitg ihemical potential and not too large values of the magfield,
while at largeB direct magnetic catalysis sets in.
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1. Introduction exist three physical contexts in which QCD in a strong magnet
;l background is worth to be studied.
< Simulations of ultrarelativistic heavy ion collisions sug |4 this letter, we address the problem of the chiral phase tra

gested the possibility that huge magnetic fields are crehied

: o ; sition for quark matter at finite quark chemical potentialand
ing noncentral collisions [1, 2] 3]. The current estimatetfe

nonzero magnetic fieldd, focusing on the critical endpoint,

O flargest magnetic field produced is in the rae@ny; ~ 5+ 15, cp of the phase diagram where a second order and a first or-
; wherem, corresponding to the pion mass in the vacuum (19yer transition lines meet each other, and on the chiral phase

- ~ 4 i .. .. L ..
) eB = i correspond® ~ 10 T). These results triggered the yansition at finiteu. In order to make quantitative predictions
et study of the mod|f|c_at|ons a strong back_ground field produceg,e puild up a Ginzburg-Landau (GLJfective potential for the
on spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking of Quantum Chrogpra| condensate as in [36] with the inclusion of a finitée-

S modynamics (QCD) and on deconfinement, both at zero andige T andB already considered if [36], . Even if we restrict
.= finite baryon density; for recent studies, as well as for SOme, se|ves to the case of a homogeneous condensate, the com-
oI(?er(resuIts, sef”[‘flin, 6,49, 9, ‘lO’,) 11,’ 12,1514, 1.‘5’ L6, 1 tation of the GL ective action has revealed a powerful tool
= 1?' 1) 2'3‘- 21, 22, ‘_3,_ 24,125,126, 28, 29 30_’ 3L, 27’_34' 3 study the transitions to inhomogeneous phases when these

32,35/ 35, 37]. The existence of strong fields in heavy ion col 56 of the second order [42], beside more general treatments

lisions, combined to the excitation of QCD sphalerons ahhig e\ying on heat kernel expansion techniques [43].[1n [42] th
temperature, suggested the possibility of the Chiral Mégne .qegicients of the GL potential are connected to those enter-
Effect [1,38], se€ [4] for reviews. Besides heavy ion collision jng iy the gradient expansion terms as well, which evenguall
even stronger magnetic fields might have been produced in thggger inhomogeneous condensation. Hence our calcokatio

early universe at the epoch of the electroweak phase tr@msit o6 the way for anficient computation of second order tran-

tew [3€,140]: a widely accepted value for the magnetic field atg;iiqns 1o inhomogeneous condensates at fBigady. For the
the transition isB(tew) ~ 10'° T, even if this value has rapidly

X mapping of the phase diagram from the space of the GHieoe
decreased scaling as?, wherea(t) denotes the scale factor of cients to theT — 4« — B space we need a microscopic model to
the expanding universe, losing several order of magnittitheea compute the explicit dependence of the GL fiaéents on these
QCD phase transition. Finally, relatively strong magnéélds

o variables. In this letter we make use of the renormalizedigua
are relevant for magnetarB, ~ 10'° T [41]. Therefore, there meson model [46, 47, 4B,149]. The advantage of this model is

its renormalizability, which allows to make quantitativedic-
tions which are notfdected by any ultraviolet scale.

*Corresponding author. ] o ) )
Email addressmarco.ruggieri@lns. infn.it (M. Ruggieri) In [36€] it was found that the critical poinQ?) atu = 0 is
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not in the phase diagram; hence it is of a certain interesi-to | puted within the Leung-Ritus-Wang method|[50]:
cateC® at finiteu and follow its evolution as the strength Bf

is increased. Moreover we wish to study the possible appear- Qs = _NCZ |QreB Zﬂ”

ance of the phenomenon of inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) a — 2 pry

finite u [25,119], that is te inhibition of spontaneous chiral sym- .

metry breaking by the magnetic field. Our conclusions are tha Xf dap E+T Z Iog(l + efﬁEy) . (3
increasing the strength & from zero to small values results oo 2 y=z1

into the evolution ofC® towards smaller values g@f, but this )
tendency is reversed at stroBg Hence within this modeC? Whe_ren Iabgls.the Landau leveE corresponds to the single
does not hit the: = 0 axis in theT — u — B space. Moreoverwe Particle excitation spectrum,

confirm the predicted IMC scenario for small value8otit the
same time ffering a simple interpretation of this phenomenon. E= \/D§ +2|QreBn+mg, (4)
On the other hand, for larger valuesef8 we find direct mag-

netic catalysis at finitg, that is, spontaneous chiral symmetry @andmy = g{o) is the constituent quark mass. The fagipr=

breaking is favoured by the magnetic field. 2 — 6no counts the degeneracy of thé-Landau level. Finally
E, =yu+E.
The divergence if2g is contained in the vacuum contribu-
2. The model tion. Since the model is renormalizable, we can treat thiareli

gence by means of renormalization. In order to pregayéor
Tenormalization we add and subtract the contributioB at O,

In this work we use the renormalized quark-meson modenamely

as the microscopic model to compute tltkeetive action at the
chiral critical line. The model and its renormalization bdeen

3
already presented in detail in a previous article [36], efene Qo = —2N:N¢ fﬂ w+T Z Iog(1+ e—ﬁwy) ., (5)

here we remind only of the relevant definitions and steps of (27)? y=tl
renormalization which will be used here.
The lagrangian density of the model is given by wherew = /p? + ¢ andw, = py + w. This procedure is
L ) convenient since it allows to collect all the contributiahse to
L =q ['DW —g(o +iyst- ”)] q the magnetic field into an addendum which is ultraviolet éinit
1 2 1 2 Following the notation of [36] we spli®, into the vacuum and
*5 (6,10-) *t35 (aﬂ”) ~U(om). @ the valence quark contributior® = QJ + Qf with
In the above equationy corresponds to a quark field in the 0 _ o d®p
fundamental representation of color groBpJ(N.) and flavor Qp = 2NN f (zﬂ)g‘”* (6)
groupS U(2); the covariant derivativeD,, = 9, — QreA,, de- &*p
scribes the coupling to the background magnetic field, where Q) = _ZNCNfTIW Z Iog(1+ e‘ﬁww) . 7
Q: denotes the charge of the flavbrBesidesg, & correspond y=xl

to the scalar singlet and the pseudo-scalar iso-tripletdjeke-

. . : . _ Hence we write
spectively. The potentidl describes tree-level interactions

among the meson fields, Qg = Qo + (Qg — Qo) = Qo + 60 (8)
U(o ) = 4 (0-2 2 —v2)2 ’ @) In [10,136] it has been proved explicitly thaf2 is finite,
4 modulo condensate independent terms, and it is ffected

by renormalization. The condensate independent terms have
, L _been discussed in_[16], where it is pointed out that thiégca

We restrict ourselves to the one-loop approximation as i renormalization procedure of electric charge and migne
[3€]. It has been shown in [20,135,19] that even including thege|§ 1eaying howeveeBinvariant; sinceBis the only quantity
quantum fluctuations by means of the functional renormallzawhich couples to fermions in our model, we can safely neglect
tion group does not change the phase structure of the meuel. this further renormalization. Removing the UV divergenees

the mtegratl(_)n process, the meson fields are fixed t_o treessil quires the addition of two counterterms to the thermodyeami
cal expectation valuegr) = 0 and{o) # 0. The physical value

which is invariant under chiral transformations.

of (o) will be then determined by minimization of the thermo- potential, 51 mqu 5V mﬁ
dynamic potential. This implies the replacemgot — g{o") Qet = ——=t5= 9)
in the quark action. The field carries the quantum numbers 49 249
of the quark chiral condensat&q); hence, in the phase with and the following renormalization conditions [8/ 10]
(o) # 0, chiral symmetry is spontaneously broken. 0 et 0 ot
The one-loop thermodynamic potential associated to the in- 9(Q + Q) _ 9 + Q) -0, (10)

teraction of fermions with a magnetic background can be com- omy my=gt, - ong my=gf,
2



which amount to the requirement that the one-loop contidbut

. . — eB/m =0 i
in the vacuum, namel§?, does not fiect the expectation value . eB/mn2=10
of the scalar field and the mass of the scalar meson. The total 200?:::::‘\-\\ _ eB/ng:ZOi
thermodynamic potential thus reads T =Tl P
< 150 ~ .‘\\,\\\.\ ° eB/m, =30
Q=0p+U+Q°%. (11) : ! e
~ 100} 2 .
\' |
3. Ginzburg-Landau expansion 50; |
In this Section we present the novelty of our study. Our goal
is to expand in the Ginzbqrg—Landau .(.GL) f_orm, in order to O "o 200 300 200
build up the &ective potential at the critical line for the order H [MeV]
parameter:
_ @ a4 4 As ¢
Q= ? + qu + ﬁmq : (12) Figure 1: Critical lines in th& — i plane for several values eB. Dashed lines

correspond to second order transitions, solid lines todid¢r transitions. The

This will be useful to compute the chiral critical line at fii critical endpoints for the dlierent values oéBare denoted by dots.

u andB. Given the thermodynamic potential in E¢.(11), the
GL codfticients we need are obtained trivially@s= B”Q/6n‘g
with derivative computed aty = 0. TheB-dependence of the QCD T, decreases with the increasee®. This disagreement
GL codficients comes only froriQ. In the casg: = 0 we have is most probably due to the lack of an appropriate descriptio
found the analytical expressions for the GL fiaments [36];  of the gluon sector in the present model. It is however ptessib
on the other hand, fqr # O this has not been possible becauseto improve the model itself in order to describe the gluonkbac
the presence of the quark chemical potential complicates threaction to the magnetic field, thus reproducing at leasli-qua
relevant momentum integrals. Therefore in this work we relytatively the behaviour of the critical temperature, see [325.

on a numerical evaluation of the GL d@eients. The kind of We will not consider here these complications, leaving them
investigation we perform here is however still interestimg ~ future studies.

fact in [36] it was found that gt = O the magnetic field does

not induce a first order phase transition; on the other hand it ) . )

is known that atB = 0 andu # O a critical endpointCP, 4. Phase diagram and critical endpoint

appears for large enough valuegfvhere the phase transition
becomes of the first order. Itis then of a certain interestutdys
how C# evolves at finitgx and B to understand its fate in the
phase diagram as bothandy are in the game. Moreover, the

computation ofr4 will be crucial to explain the evolution N ; . .
b y P ap studies in which the vacuum contribution to the free enesgy i

at finiteu, as we will discuss in the next Section. . .
. . taken into account, the critical temperature at zero andlgma
Before presenting the numerical results for the genera cas

B # 0 andu # 0itis useful to remind of a few particular results. Is found 1o Increase for Increasing magnetic field stren_gm.
- .. already said, this is not in agreement with recent lattice da
The critical temperature of a second order phase trandgion

: ! N B which instead predict thal. becomes smaller for increasing
obtained as a solution of the equatiep = 0; atuy = 0 and " S .
B = 0 this condition implies [36] value ofeB; it is clear th_at th_ls discrepancy is not due to _the
- lack of quantum fluctuations in the present model calcutatio
6Av>  3g?f? see[20, 35, 19]. Among the several possibilities suggesied
13)  the interpretation of this problem [44,/45, 32] the one ctdee
our work which does not require the introduction of a Polyako
For a numerical estimate we take the parametets 0f [18], yame|oop packground s given in [45] where an axial chemical pete
4 =20,v = f,andg = 3.3; with this parameter set we find tja|, /15, is added and its magnitude is assumed to be an increas-
Te ~ 173 MeV. In the above equation no UV citappears, ing function ofeB, this dependence being inspired by previous
as it would appear instead in NJL or NJL-like models, see fokyorks which show that a large value @Bincreases the fluctu-
example|[51]. In our calculation the UV cdtalependence has  ations of chiral chargé [23] and the sphaleron fatk [52]att &
been removed by the renormalization and the only mass scajhite .5 is found to decrease the temperature of chiral symme-
determiningT is f,. Numerical estimate Of in our case how- {1y restoration[177, 53, 54]. In the model at hand it is posib
ever is in agreement with the NJL calculations. In the case 0fqq the axial chemical potential, following the line of picass
a very strong magnetic field the critical temperature cantbe 0 orks within NJL as well as quark-meson model [17,53, 54].
tained by looking at, in [3€]; we obtain We will not consider this further complication here, leayihe
2 _ 5AQuiA 114l inclusion ofus to a future project.
Te = 2QuIQd™1e8. (14) For completeness in Figl 1 we have also drawn the first or-
which shows thal. « VeB This result is in contraddiction der phase transition lines. First order lines might be caegu
with recent lattice computations| [5], where it is found that by the potential in Eq[{12); however the GL expansion is not

3

In Fig.[d we plot the phase diagram for spontaneous chi-
ral symmetry breaking in th& — u plane. Dashed lines cor-
respond to second order critical lines, that are computed by
solving the equatiom,(T¢, 1, €B) = 0. As in previous model

Té= 50—
¢~ @PNN; | 2%




expected to be quantitatively reliable at a first order lime b breaking of chiral symmetry because it lowers the valu@of
cause the condensate might be still large at the phasetioemsi It is easy to check that in this weak field limit, because of
therefore in order to compute those lines we have used the fuin = gf, + smy(eB) with smy(eB) ~ (eB)?/ {2 [10], the further
renormalized thermodynamic potential. Finally, the datthie  contributions to the condensation energy in the magnetik-ba
figure denote the critical endpoints. ground arising fronty andﬂg are of the ordergB)* hence neg-

The critical lines depicted in Figl 1 are in agreement with th ligible compared to Eq[{18). Comparing Eqs.](17) (18) we
scenario of inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) at fipif25,/19].  realize that the stabilization in creating a condensatedmtag-
More precisely for small and moderate values&and large  netic background is parametrically smaller than the dé&tab
enoughu the critical temperature decreases with increasidg tion induced by the accomodation of valence quarks, thezefo
For large values oéBinstead this IMC tendency seems to dis- the net &ect of the magnetic field will be to increase the free
appear and magnetic catalysis takes place. Restrictindithe energy of the condensed phase favouring the restoratidm-of ¢
cussion toT = 0 the IMC is evident for small fields since the ral symmetry.
critical value for chiral symmetry restoratiom,, decreases for On the other hand in the limé&B > 1 the free energy loss
increasingeB. For larger values of the magnetic field insteaddue to condensation in the magnetic field is given.by [10]
we find thaty. increases againgtB. We can give handwav-
ing arguments about why this phenomenon takes place within 5O, = —&Wﬁlea lo =

c 9— (19)

the model. In this discussion it is useful to remind thatis 8r2 mé

expected to be of the order ot . o
In the model at hand, the restoration of chiral symmetry isthefree energy gaifllyq s still given by Eq.[(I1). In the strong

due to the accomodation of valence quarks into single partic field limit we realize a competition takes place between énee

states, a process causing an increase of free energy theecan® 97 loss Eq[(119) and gan EQ.118), both being of ordamg;
read from Eq.[(B), namely moreoverQ; gets a logarithm enhancement for very large val-

ues ofeB, which results eventually in lowering the free energy
* +oo of the condensate phase enhancing chiral symmetry breakin
AQyq = % Z Qs+l Z,Bn dp, 0(u —E)E-p). (15)  |n this limit we expzct catalysis of ghiral syrxmetry )t/)reagdn °
f n=0 0 with 2 proportional toleB, which explains why we find that
The above contribution is finite and noffected by renormal- #c increases witteB for large enough values @&B. It is use-
ization. Thed—function in Eq. [I5) makes the integral nonva- ful to notice that in the case we do not renormalize the model
nishing only when the condition? > n¢ is satisfied. More- 2and keep a finite value of the cdifpA, then the logarithm in
over it implies that both the conditiopg — ng > 2/eBn and Eq. (19) is replaced by a function af,/A as it can be proved

u* —mg - 2leBn > pZ have to be satisfied. To measure energieseaSIIy from Eq.[(B) in LLL approximation; in this cas€l. is

from a common point we subtract from EQ.{15) the analogoué;t'llloof the or::lher((j)ﬂeang but it 'Sf not eBasy Iio p:ﬁdmt the faf[e of
contribution aimy = 0, since it corresponds to an irrelevant con-# ecause e dependencaigion eBmakes the comparison
of 6Qc andsQq less transparent.

;t::;zivgécg odigs S{;}Zﬁ;g?g{\/g‘i;ﬁ:?: of the condensate and th In Fig.[ the dots denote the cr.itical gndpo'(m?, iq theT —H
plane for several values eB. CP is defined as the intersection
6Quq = AQyq — AQyg(mg = 0) . (16) ofasecond orderand afirst order transition lines: for eatinev
o ) _ of eBthe CP coordinates are located by solving the equations
Restricting to values ofi = my cp_rrespondlng to the regime (T, eB) = aa(T, 1, €B) = 0. The evolution oCP depicted
where we expect a phase transition, the free energy gain o Fig [1 is quite peculiar since it shows that increasing/tilae
_responding to the accomodation of quarks into the phase@spagt oB then 2 does not hit the axig = 0; rather it evolves
1S N towards large temperature and chemical potential. Thenabse
0Qyq = 4—7:2|eB|m§ , (17)  of cP atu = 0 even for large magnetic fields can be understood

. . - - at the light of the results of [36]: at = 0 and very largeBit
which can be derived from Eq.{115) noticing that the restrits has been found

imposed by thé—function imply, foru ~ mg, that only the low- 2
est Landau level (LLL) gives a contrier;iqon to the suneBis as o< [eB/T7, (20)
not too small. Equatiori_{17) shows that the free energy gain f showing that the quartic céi&cient of the GL expansion is al-
accomodating valence quarks in the phase spaee|mmé_ ways positive, hence making the transitioruat 0 a second
On the other hand, i€Bis small enough then the renormal- order one for any value &B. The result in Eq[{20) is obtained
ized condensation free energy loss due to condensatiorein thvithin the renormalized model; the use of an explicit ¢iito
magnetic field is/ [10] makesas negative at large enough, thus turning the transi-
N tion to a first order and a critical point appears alsp &at0. If

- °2 Ty , (18)  we use a fixed cutbwe expect thus thal® evolves towards

24 A theu = 0 axis for large enoughB. However we do not insist
wherea plays the role of an infrared scale which does not af-on this aspect because we are interested to the phase structu
fect the condensate. The above equation corresponds tc a negf the renormalized model in which no explicit ultravioleite
ative contribution to the free energy meaning that it fawbes  off is present. As a final comment we notice that the evolution
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ag term, which can be done at a second order phase transition),
which forT < T. implies

6 da’z
S=——- —= T-Te); 22
a4(Te) dT T:Tc( °) (22)
using the large field limit results of [10], namely, o
leB log(eB/T?) anday o |eB/T?, we get

5. B
_0_57 . . . . | . . . . | . . . . | TC ’

WT which shows that the s$fhess increases ag|eB since in the

strong field limitT. «< +v|eB. In the weak field limit one has

to take into account also thB—independent contributions for

ap, a4 but the correction to the $fhess due to the magnetic

field is still given by Eq.[(ZB) in which, at the lowest ord&g,=

of CP in Fig.[I is in agreement with an independent calculationT,(B = 0), showing that in the weak field lim$ is enhanced

making use of a model which takes into account the Polyakows|eB. Summarizing, we find tha® increases witeBboth in

loop thermodynamics [33]. the weak and in the strong field limit; however the dependence
The evolution oC# in theT — u plane as a function @Bin  oneBis stronger in the weak field limit and weaker in the case

the model can be easily understood. For concreteness we refsf strong fields.

to eB/m2 = 10 and toeB/m? = 30, because in between these

two values ofeBthe turning ofC® evolution takes place. For

the discussion the magnetic field dependent contributien to

which we calldas, have to be considered, and = of + das In this article we have studied the phase structure of hatqua
with of = a4(B = 0). We have checked that for the afore- matter in a magnetic backgroun#, at finite temperatureT,
mentioned values of magnetic field the higher Landau levels d quark chemical potential, making use of the Ginzburg-
not give a significant contribution t, in the critical region, | andau (GL) ective action formalism to compute the regions
therefore we do not include them in the following discussion jn theT — 11— eBspace where chiral symmetry is spontaneously
In this case only the LLL contribution tée4 is necessary; a proken. As a microscopic model to compute the GL fioe
computation similar to that presented|in/[36] leads to tiselte  cjents we have used the renormalized quark-meson model. The
3N.a, [eB abse_nce of an explicit ultraviolet cdf@ermits a consistent cal-
day = — 1z f(u/T), (21)  culation even for larg@ as well as for largéeB. Apart from
the work [36] which anticipates the formalism and some of the
andas ~ 0.11. The functionf is shown in Fig[2; intheg — 0  results we obtain here, the renormalized quark-meson model
limit Eq. (21) gives the result of [36]. FoeB/m? = 10 the  has not been used for the study of the phase diagram of quark
values ofu/T aroundC® are large enough to makenegative, matter at finitex andB. Therefore our study aims to fill this
while o9 is positive. This means that LLL lowers the value of gap.
a4 favouring a first order phase transition. This explains why The results obtained here for the critical temperature rare i
CP moves towards smaller values @f On the other hand for agreement with previous studies based dfedént approaches.
eB/m2 = 30 we find thata§ is suppressed comparedda,  In particular we confirm the scenario of inverse magnetialeat
henceas ~ daa; moreover the values qf/T in the critical  ysis (IMC) at finite up to moderate values @B, in our
region are smaller becau$gis enhanced by the magnetic field, calculations up teeB ~ 10mZ; instead at largeB magnetic
eventually bringing to be positive. As a result, in this case the catalysis appears. The IMC at smaBis understood within
LLL favours a second order phase transition, thus pustifig  this model because the decrease of free energy due to conden-
towards larger values @f. sation in magnetic field is parametrically smaller than the i
The evolution in Figlll is quite interesting because it showsrease of free energy necessary to accomodate valencesquark
that increasing the strength of the magnetic fielt moves in the phase space: in fact at smaB for the former we have
towards smaller values qf for moderate values ofB, then  §Q. ~ —(eB)? while for the lattersQyq ~ m§|eB| with my ~ u
changing this tendency for larger values & this turning  at the phase transition. On the other hand at la&Bethe
might suggest that the phase transitiop at 0 becomes dfier  renormalized decrease of free energy due to condensation is
for moderate values aéBthen becomes softer, thef8¢ining Q. ~ —ﬂﬁleﬂ |Og(|eEi/m§) and competes withQ,q, eventu-
and softening following the evolution @fP. However this is  ally triggering magnetic catalysis thanks to the logaritem
not the case and the phase transitioat 0 becomes dfier  hancement.
aseBbecomes larger. In fact one way to measurgress of We have also computed the evolution of the critical endpoint
the phase transition is to compue= |[dmj/dT| atT = Tc:  CcPintheT — u — eBspace. We have found that for small and
from the potential[(12) we getﬁ = —6az/a4 (Neglecting the intermediate values &B, C# moves towards smaller values of

5

(23)

Figure 2: Functiorf entering in Eq.[(211).

5. Conclusions



u; on the other hand for large valueseafBthe critical endpoint  [18]
moves towards larger values of We have explained this evo-

lution in terms of the lowest Landau level contribution te th Eg%
codficient a4 of the GL dfective potential at finitg: and T, [21]

whose sign determines the order of the phase transitiors Thj22]
result agrees with the computationat 0 of [36] where it was
found that they, is always positive in the renormalized model (23]
atu = 0, thus favouring the scenario thatiat= 0 the phase
transition is of the second order also at laedg

There are several directions which are worth to be consid?4]
ered for continuing the present work. Including an axialmhe

ical potential following [53/ 54] is interesting in view ohé  [25]
possible role this quantity has to induce inverse magnatii-c

ysis aty = 0 [45], and study the interplay betwegrand us [26]
which was investigated for the first time in_[53]. Moreovéiet [27]

extension of the GL féective action formalism to study inho-
mogeneous phases [42, 55] (se€ [56] for a review) is with nd28]
doubt fascinating. Even more, the inclusion of the Polyakov
loop thermodynamical contribution to théective potential is g
of a certain interest because it miglfifexrt the GL &ective ac-  [30]
tion in a nontrivial way. We plan to study these topics in our
future projects. [31]
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