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Chiral perturbation theory for nonzero chiral imbalance
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We construct the most general low-energy effective lagrangian including local parity violating
terms parametrized by an axial chemical potential or chiral imbalance s, up to O(p*) order in the
chiral expansion for two light flavours. For that purpose, we work within the Chiral Perturbation
Theory framework where only pseudo-NGB fields are included, following the external source method.
The O(p?) lagrangian is only modified by constant terms, while the O(p*) one includes new terms
proportional to p?Z and new low-energy constants (LEC), which are renormalized and related to
particular observables. In particular, we analyze the corrections to the pion dispersion relation and
observables related to the vacuum energy density, namely the light quark condensate, the chiral
and topological susceptibilities and the chiral charge density, providing numerical determinations
of the new LEC when possible. In particular, we explore the dependence of the chiral restoration
temperature 7. with ps. An increasing T.(us) is consistent with our fits to lattice data of the
ChPT-based expressions. Although lattice uncertainties are still large and translate into the new
LEC determination, a consistent physical description of those observables emerges from our present
work, providing a theoretically robust model-independent framework for further study of physical
systems where parity-breaking effects may be relevant, such as heavy-ion collisions.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility of the existence of space-time regions where parity is violated locally in QCD has attracted a lot
of attention over recent years, mostly motivated by appealing theoretical proposals such as the Chiral Magnetic
Effect (CME) [IH3]. Thus, local metastable P-breaking configurations can be created out of the QCD vacuum, still
preserving global P conservation, giving rise to observable effects when coupled to the magnetic field created in heavy-
ion collisions. The same effect can lead to interesting applications in condensed matter physics [2]. The presence
of such local P-breaking configurations can influence other observables in heavy-ion collisions, such as the dilepton
spectrum [4], [5].

A convenient way to parametrize such a P-breaking source or chiral imbalance is by means of a constant axial
chemical potential ps to be added to the QCD action over a given finite space-time region. The axial current is not
conserved at the quantum level due to the U(1) 4 axial anomaly equation. However, it is conserved at the lagrangian
level in the massless limit. Thus, from the Atiyah-Singer index theorem, the chiral charge

QS:/ ld?’:E’Jg(x) (1)

satisfies (Q5) = N — Ng with Np p the number of left (right) zero modes of the Dirac operator. The characteristic
time of L — R quark oscillations is of order 1/m, [6] which is much larger than the typical fireball duration at least
for my q. This supports that for the light u,d quarks ()5 may remain approximately conserved during the fireball
evolution in a typical heavy-ion collision, giving rise in the light quark sector to a chemical potential term even for
nonzero light quark masses:
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The previous replacement is equivalent to consider an axial source

ag = /’L55M0 (3)

in the QCD generating functional Zgep [v,a,s,p, 0] in the presence of vector, axial, scalar, pseudoscalar and 6
sources [7, §]. Equivalently, one can perform a U(1) 4 rotation on the quark fields ¢ — ¢’ = exp [i3(x)7s5] ¢ and choose

Blx) = %, which allows to trade the axial and 6 terms in the absence of additional vector or axial sources:

Zoep 0,0, M,0,0(x)] = Zgep |0 0,0(x)1, Mcos [0(z)/Ny] , Msin [§(x)/Ny],0 (4)

1
T2N;
where M is the quark mass matrix. Thus, in the chiral limit M = 0, the chemical potential term in is equivalent
to a non-constant 6 source 0(t) = pst + 6. It is also equivalent to a chemical potential related to the Chern-Simons
topological current [6].

In this context, it is important to provide theoretical support for the behaviour of QCD and hadronic observables
in the presence of chiral imbalanced matter, specially regarding the finite-temperature and finite-volume dependence
around the QCD phase diagram, given its importance for heavy-ion collisions.

Different models have been considered recently to address this problem, including the Polyakov loop Linear Sigma
Model [9], NJL-like models [I0HI7] and a generalized sigma model including all the members of the scalar/pseudoscalar
multiplets of isospin I = 0,1 and the n’ [I§]. In those works, several relevant properties have been discussed, such
as phase diagram features, the topological susceptibilty, the chiral density, the quark condensate and the meson
dispersion relation. However, the results are not fully in agreement between different models, as we discuss below, in
particular regarding the behaviour of chiral symmetry restoration with increasing axial chemical potential.

On the other hand, there have been a few analyses trying to reproduce such parity-breaking effects in the lattice.
Although the pion masses used so far are still large and the continuum extrapolation is not entirely understood, there
are promising results which may help to disentangle between model predictions if more precision is achieved in the
near future. Thus, in [TI9] the chiral charge density and the CME have been investigated, while the dependence of
the chiral restoration temperature with s has been studied through the chiral condensate, scalar susceptibility and
Polyakov loop for N, = 2 [20] and N, = 3 [2I]. The chiral anomaly in the lattice has been also studied in [22] while
in more recent lattice analysis, updated results for Ny = 2 are provided on the chiral charge density, as well as the
topological susceptibility and charge [23].

One of the puzzles which is still not fully understood is that the lattice results clearly show growing condensate
and T, with ps [20, 21] while theoretical analyses yield contradictory results. Thus, within the NJL framework, some
works [9HI1] found the opposite behaviour, i.e. a decreasing T.(us) wile others [14] [15] agree with the lattice results.
This contradiction seems to be related to the choice of the regularization scheme [I3] 24]. In addition, the sigma
model approach in [9] is also in disagreement with the lattice, while an analysis based on Schwinger-Dyson equations
gives rise also to an increasing T.(us) behaviour [25]. The general arguments given in [26] as well as the growing of
the constituent mass with ps found in [12] support also a growing quark condensate.

Our purpose here is to provide a model-independent approach, aiming to construct the most general effective
lagrangian for the lightest degrees of freedom in the presence of the ps source. Preliminary ideas along this line have
been proposed in [27]. Although this requires by definition that the applicability range is restricted to low p5 and low
temperatures, which poses certain limits e.g. on chiral restoration, our analysis will serve as a guideline for models
and lattice analyses, which should satisfy the behaviour found here in such low us5 regime. In particular, we will derive
the main phenomenological consequences in terms of observables such as the energy density, the meson dispersion
relation, the quark condensate and the topological susceptibilities. As a first step in this direction, we will concentrate
here on the SU(2) effective lagrangian, i.e. only for pion degrees of freedom. The theoretical tools developed here can
be extended to include heavier degrees of freedom, although, as explained above, the main ideas behind considering
the us term are better supported for two light flavours. For that purpose, we will use effective lagrangian techniques,
such as the external source method in the presence of axial and vector sources including the singlet components. That
will require the inclusion of new operators and therefore low-energy constants (LEC), which in particular will allow
to renormalize the different observables.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [[Ijwe will discuss the general formalism used to derive the effective chiral
lagrangian in the presence of ps. Sections nd will be devoted, respectively, to the specific O(p?) and O(p*)
effective lagrangians, including the new terms. The analysis of the main phenomenological consequences is carried
out in section [V] where we will analyze the pion dispersion relation, the vacuum energy density, chiral symmetry
restoration observables, the chiral charge density, the topological susceptibility, the pressure and the speed of sound.
We will compare our results with previous works in the literature and we will try to extract as much phenomenological
information as possible from lattice simulations, as well as providing some numerical determinations for the new LEC.



II. CONSTRUCTION OF THE EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

We consider the effective low-energy representation of the generating functional Z[v, a, s, p, ] in the case v = p = 0,
s = M and the axial source given by . We will also consider § = 0 except for the discussion of the topological
susceptibility in section [VE] The construction of the most general, model-independent, effective lagrangian can be
carried out within the framework of the external source method, originally introduced in [7, 8] for the SU(2) and SU(3)
chiral lagrangian respectively. Within this formalism, the building blocks are the meson fields U and the external
sources v, a, s, p, §, which transform under local transformations of the chiral SUr(Ny) x SUr(Ny) group so that the
action is invariant, up to anomalies. The use of the equations of motion (EOM) to a given order, as well as operator
identities, allow to express the lagrangian in terms of the minimum number of operators [7l [8 28]. The effective
lagrangian formalism should be such that the ultraviolet divergences at a given order can be absorbed by the low-
energy constants (LEC) multiplying the different operators, whose finite part can be fixed by the phenomenological
analysis of lattice or experimental data.

This formalism is well defined around the low-energy limit of the theory. Therefore, one has to keep a consistent
power counting for derivatives of the meson field and for the external sources in a generic momentum scale p. Thus,
d,U,v,,a, = O(p), s,p = O(p?). Therefore, from , we should keep p5 formally as an O(p) quantity in the chiral
power counting, so that our present treatment is best suited for low and moderate values of us. Although we shall
be more precise below about the numerical range of applicability for given observables, we emphasize that our main
purpose is to define a model-independent framework as a benchmark for lattice and theoretical model analyses.

Two important additional aspects should be taken into account in the derivation of the effective lagrangian in the
present case:

First, in the original works [7],[8], the external sources v, a, p were considered as traceless SU(Ny) fields and therefore
those results are not directly applicable to our case in (3). The effective lagrangian with those singlet fields included
was derived in [29] for SU(3) and in [30, BI] for SU(2). The main interest of those works was to apply it to the
Electromagnetic (EM) field 1)2 = eA,Q with @ the quark charge matrix, following previous ideas in [32]. To construct
the lagrangian in that case, the so called ”spurion” fields Qp gr(z) are introduced, so that the diagonal part of the
QCD lagrangian coupled to external fields is written as

Lo =Au" [Qu(z)PL + Qr(x)Pr]q (5)

with Pr.r = (1 F 75)/2 and where Qr r(x) and A, also transform under chiral transformations, which implies
that there will be additional terms in the effective lagrangian depending on @r r. The EM case corresponds to
Qr = Qr = Q and A, the gauge field, although most of the formalism developed in [29, [31] is developed for arbitrary
Qr,r and A,. Therefore, in our present case, from we have

U5
QL = _QR = F:L’ A/,J, = F6M0~ (6)
where we have conveniently normalized with F', the pion decay constant in the chiral limit, for an easier comparison
with previous works dealing with the EM case [29] B1]. Note also that we place the us term in the @ part, to be
consistent with the convention of power counting for the @ fields followed in those works.
The second observation has to do with covariant derivatives, which for the case read

d,U = 0,U —iQrAU+iUQLA, (7)
curQr = 0,Qr —i[Gpur, Q1] (8)

with I = L, R and G,,; = QA,,. Using the standard identity tr (U79,U) = 0 for SU(n) fields [28], for the choice (6]

we have

tr (U'd,U) = —tr (Ud,U") = 2i6,,0Nyps (9)

Therefore, the operator tr (U fq,U ) has to be considered as an additional operator for constructing the lagrangian
to a given order, unlike in standard ChPT or in the EM case Q1 = Qr = @ where that operator vanishes.

Summarizing, the most general lagrangian at a given order is constructed out of the following fields, where we
indicate their chiral power counting:



G X Q' = 0%,  dU,Qr=0(p), U=0(1). (10)
where x = 2By(s +ip) and G}, = 8,Gy1 — 8,G 1 — i[G 1, Gy 1], which transform under chiral rotations as [29]:

U — grUg}
Qr — 9rQrg; (I=L,R)
Gur — 91Gu1g} +igi0,g)
X = 9rX9L
dU — grd,Ugl
curQr — gIC,uIQIg} (I=L,R)
Gl, — g91Gl,g} (11)

where g1, g € SU(Ny) with Ny = 2, 3 light flavors. The lagrangian is constructed demanding the same invariance prop-
erties as the QCD one with external sources, namely under chiral rotations, Lorentz covariance and P, C' symmetries
[29]:

U, x RN UT,XT7 U,XéUT,XT

a,U s a'Ut,  dU < (d,0)7

QL = Qr, QL5 Qf

ab Lol qh G e

CuL RN CuR; C#L(L)CER (12)

Although in our particular case @, we have explicitly broken P and Lorentz covariance in the QCD lagrangian,
keeping Q1 r arbitrary within the external source method, transforming according to and under those
transformations, ensures that one is taking into account all possible terms. After using EOM and operator identities,
we will replace in the end the Qg fields by @

In turn, with this procedure, we will be constructing the most general lagrangian for arbitrary Qr g, which may
be useful for other purposes. Such lagrangian will be a generalization of that considered for the EM case in [29H31],
which we will reobtain as a consistency check in the case Q, = Qr. In fact, some of the needed new LEC multiplying
the lagrangian terms in our case will be related to the EM LEC in those works. Note that the same procedure can be
followed to incorporate other chemical potentials of interest for lattice and heavy-ion phenomenology, such as quark
baryon number for Qr = Qr = (up/F)1, A, = 01, charge for Qr = Qr = (ng/F) @, A, = 6,01 or isospin for
a combination of the two, or including strangeness ug for three flavors. Those analyses are beyond the scope of this
work and will be analyzed elsewhere, being complementary to previous ones in the literature where the low-energy
ChPT effective lagrangian framework has been used for analyzing the effect of those chemical potentials [33H37]. Tt
is clear that a realistic description of properties relevant to heavy-ion collisions, such as those commented in section
[ would require eventually to consider those effects, as well as further observables with respect to the ones studied
here. In this respect, although in the present work the only external field we are considering is the axial abelian field
in @ accounting for us, other potentially interesting extension is the inclusion of an external magnetic field through
vy, which would allow to study the CME in the effective lagrangian context. The modifications on that case would
start from the pion propagator itself which is nontrivially modified [3§].

III. THE LEADING ORDER O(p?’) LAGRANGIAN

It is not difficult to see that the lowest nontrivial order lagrangian that one can construct for our present case
through the previous procedure is the same as in the standard case, i.e., O(p?). Thus, at O(p"), the only ingredient
that we can use is the field U, and then all possible terms are constants, independent of pus and then irrelevant for
our purposes, while at O(p), the only nontrivial operator with the allowed symmetries and arbitrary Qr, g is

Ly = tr(QL + Qr) (13)



which vanishes exactly for the particular choice @
To O(p?), we have, on the one hand, the standard lagrangian in terms of the covariant derivative in , including the
additional term coupling the @ and U fields needed to explain the electromagnetic mass difference of pions [7, 29, B31]:

F2
Ly = e [dUTd"U + XU+ xUT] + Ctr [QrUQLUT] (14)

with F the pion decay constant in the chiral limit and M? = 2Bym the tree-level neutral pion mass. We recall that
the above equation is valid for arbitrary Q; and Qr. Taking the EM limit Q7 = Qr = @, one can relate the constant
C with the EM pion mass difference as M2, — M2 = 2Ce?/F? at tree level.

On the other hand, according to our discussion in section [[T} the following operators are also allowed to this order:

tr(UTd, U)te(UTd*U) — —ANFu3
tr[Q2 + Q%] — 2N;u2/F?
tr[QL]2—|—tr[QR]2 — 2Nf2,u,52)/F2
tr[QL]tr[Qr] — —Njui/F? (15)

where in the r.h.s. of the above equations we have replaced for those operators our present choice of Q)1 r given by
@, using (@ Replacing in addition the covariant derivative in yields finally for Ny = 2:

2
Lo = %tr [0,U10"U +2BM (U + U] + 242F2 (1 — Z + ko) (16)

where the kg constant accounts for the operators in and we have denoted Z = C/F* following the notation in
[31]. Note that numerically Z ~ 0.8 [31] and therefore we will keep that contribution in what follows.

Therefore, at this order, the only modification to the chiral lagrangian is a constant term, which will contribute to
the vacuum energy density and to the chiral charge density, as we discuss below.

Regarding renormalization, it is important to point out that kg should be finite, since there are no loop divergences
to cancel out at this order. We will get back to the renormalization of the new LEC in the following sections.

Finally, we remark that the equations of motion to O(p?) are us-independent. In our present case they become:

1 4C
(d,d"UNU - U'd,d"U = x"U - UTx + Vftr [UTx —x'U] - = (UTQrUQL — QLUTQRU) (17)

and one can easily check that the all the y5 contributions cancel in ([L7).

IV. NEXT TO LEADING ORDER: THE O(p*) LAGRANGIAN

Before discussing the O(p*) we should check first if there are nonvanishing O(p?®) terms. The list of all possible terms
of that order allowed by the symmetries is listed in Appendix [A] One can readily check that all of those operators
vanish for the choice (@

Another important comment regards the Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) anomalous part of the lagrangian, which is
also O(p*). However, there are no us-dependent contributions in SU(2), since the WZW lagrangian in that case is
independent of the singlet axial field [39]. In the presence of nonzero vector fields, such as the magnetic field needed
to study the CME, the WZW would play an essential role [3].

Let us then follow the same procedure as before, now to O(p*). The lagrangian to this order will consist of the usual
SU(2) terms in [7, 8, BI] with the covariant derivative d,, in @, plus new terms constructed out of the Q) operators
and the operator tr(UTd,U), as commented above. The LEC associated to those new terms will be labelled k. and
the resulting lagrangian is given in eq. below. Let us explain the origin of the different terms in that equation.
For that purpose, it is convenient to classify the different operators contributing according to the number of @ fields.

It is not difficult to see that there are no surviving terms with one or three @ fields. These include Gdd terms like
tr [d,UTd, U] [tr (GL,) +tr (G])], tr[UTd, Ultr[UTd”U] [tr (GE,) +tr (G]f,)] and so on, which in principle could
contribute after partial integration moving the derivative acting on the @ fields to the other fields and using the



equations of motion . However, those terms vanish for our choice of G,r after such partial integration. Terms of
the form tr [Gﬁud“UTdyU], tr (Gﬁ,;LG“”R’L) and tr (GfVUGL“”UT) do not contribute either for our present case.

Terms without @ fields include the usual chiral lagrangian at this order [7, [8 [31] plus new terms which will contain
tr(U Td#U ). In Appendix we list all the possible terms of this type. Using the equations of motion, all possible
terms with two or more derivatives acting on the same field can be rewritten in terms of those with single derivatives.
The latter holds also for terms with derivatives acting on the x fields, which after partial integration and the use of
the equations of motion can be reduced to those in . In addition, as discussed in Appendix [B] SU(2) operator
identities allow to reduce the number of independent terms.

After these considerations, the lagrangian without explicit @ fields is the usual one in [31], where the p5 corrections
are those containing the covariant derivative d,, in , namely,

£y = b [(0" = 2ips56"°) UT (0, + 2ipt50,0) U]
+ e [(0" = 2ip56°) U (0" + 2ip56"°) U] tr [(0, — 2ip56,0) UT (9 + 2ips6,0) U]

+ li’tTQ (XUT + UXT) + %tr [XTUXTU + UTXUTX]

16
+ %tr [(o" — 2i,u5<5”0) U (9, + 26156 ,10) Ul tr [(XTU + XUT]
+ L — l7tr2 (XUT — UXT) + 7]11 +hs = l4tr (XTx) + i — hs Re (det x) (18)

16 4

plus the new contributions given by the k{_5 terms in . In the l4 term as is customary [28],[40] we have transformed
the Iy contribution from [31] by using partial integration, the equations of motion and the identity (B5|), which
give rise to the terms containing /4 in plus terms to be absorbed in the &}, kL and k4 operators in We do
not include in the I5, lg, he terms in [3I], which contain G’IL“;R and do not contribute here as explained before.

As for terms with two @ fields, the possible contributions are of the form dd@Q@Q and xQQ. Once again, trace
identities can be used to eliminate some of the operators. In particular, we have used eqns. — and @
The different operators of this kind contributing to the lagrangian are those multiplied by the LEC kf_o5 in . We
have followed [31] as a guide and for notation, although, as explained, new terms appear with respect to that work
which vanish for Qr = Qg.

Apart from the above, one could in principle have the (¢Q)Qd and (cQ)(cQ) operators appearing in Appendix
and [B 4] and listed in equations and respectively. By partial integration, all those terms can be brought in
our present case either to a vanishing contribution or to some of the ddQ@ and xQQ contributions already considered.

Finally, we have to consider terms with four explicit ) fields. The relevant trace identities to be used are now

(B12)-(B18) and the operators contributing are those multiplying the new LEC kbs_4, in .




According to our previous discussion the SU(2) lagrangian containing the new operators is finally:
Ly = KU, U)te(UTdU)tr(d"UTd,U) + kytr(UTd, U)tr(UTd, U)tr(d*UTd U)
Eitr(UTd, U)te(UTd"U ) tr(UTd, U)tr(UTd U) + khtr(UTd, Ut (UTd U )te (U + U'y)
kitr(UTd, U)tr [Ud,U (XU + UY)]
kgF?r (dUTd,U) [tr (QF) +tr (QF)]
kyF2tr (U, U) tr (QrUQLUT) + kL F? [tr (A"UTQRU) tr (d UTQRU) + tr (dUQLUT) tr (d,UQLUT)]
kgF?tr (d*UTQRU) tr (4, UQLUT) + kg F?tr (d*UTd,U) [t1® (QL) + t1° (Qr)]
WP (d'UTd,U) tr(Qr) tr (Qr) + Ko F2tr (XU + UTy) [tr (QF) + tr (QF)]
ks F2tr (XTU + UTY) tr (QrUQLUT) + ki F2r [(\UT + Ux') Qr + (XTU + UtX) Qr] tr (Q1 + Qr)
Fe (XU +UTY) Qr — (WU + UxT) Qr] tr (Qr — Qr)
ko F2tr [(x'U = UTx) QLUTQRU + (xUT — Ux") QrUQLUT]
Fe (U + UTY) [0 (Qr) + 0 (Qr)] + ks F2tr (XTU + UT) tr(Qr) tr (Qr)
Ko F2tr(UTd, U)tr(Ud"UTQ% — UTd, UQ?)
kb F2r(UTd, U)tr(UTd U )tr(QF + Q%) + kb F2tr(UTd, U)tr(UTd"U)tr(QrUQLUT)
khy F2r(UTd, U)tr(UTd U) [tr*(Qr) + tr*(Qr)| + kb F2r(UTd, U)tr(UTd"U)tr(Qr)tr(Qr)
khy F2tr(UTd,U) [tr(QrUAMU Nt (Qr) — tr(QrUTd, U)tr(Qr)]
khs F2er(UTd,U) [tr(QrUAMUT)tr(Qr) — tr(QLUTd, U)tr(Qr)]
kl26F4 [tr2 (QL) + tr’ (QR)] + k27F4tr (QL) tr (QR) + k28F4tr (Q2L + Q??,) tr (Qr) tr (Qr)
ko Ftr (QF + Q%) (tr°Qr + tr°Qr) + ko F'tr (QF — Q7)) (11°QL — tr°QR)
ks FY[60° (Qr) + r° (Qr)| 1 (QL + Qr) + 5o F* [r° (Qr) — tr® (Qr)] tr (QL — Qr)
ki F* [t (Qr) tr (Qr) + t? (Qr) tr (Q)] tr (Qr + Qr)
ki P (QrUQLUT) [tr2 (Qr) + 1% (QR)] + ks Fr (QrUQLUT) tr (Qr) tr (Qr)
+ kyF*r (QrUQLUT) tr (Q% + Q%) + kb, F*tr? (QrUQLUT) (19)

so that the full O(p*) lagrangian relevant for our analysis at this order reads £4 = £3 + £} with £ in (T8).

The k] constants above are dimensionless and can be compared with the EM LEC k; by taking from the general

expressions above Qr, = Qr = Q with Q = e diag(2/3, —1/3), with e the electric charge, as considered in [31], which
implies in particular (tr Q)% = (1/5)tr(Q?), tr(Q)tr(Q3) = (9/25)tr?(Q?), tr(Q*) = (17/25)tr?(Q?). Thus, we get:

T S i sl e e S S S S S

1 1

2ks + ¢ (2kio + k1) = Ky 2k1p + ¢ (21 + Kig) = ks

kL = ko ki3 = ke

/ / k7

ks = k3 k14 = ?

kg = ky 16 = ks

2 4 4 4 2 1

2k 4 Koy + 5%8 + 5%9 + %kél + %kés = k12 gk/34 + 5%5 + 2k36 = ki3

k7 = k1a (20)

Note that since the trace condition used in [31] is different from our choice (6]), the combinations of k constants
that will appear in the different observables in our case will be different in general than those in . Therefore, we
will not be able to determine all the LEC appearing in the ps-dependent terms in terms of previously known ones.
As we will explain below, one can use recent lattice analysis to estimate some of those constants, which one would
expect that remain within the same order of magnitude than the k; ones, from the previous expression .

Next, let us replace the choice @ in the above lagrangian, namely in and , in order to get the form of the
explicit ps-corrections. We obtain

Li(ps) = LY (5 = 0) + kypdtr (0"UT0,U) + kapdtr (9UT0U) + kapitr (x'U + UTX) + kaps (21)



with £3(us) in and

k1 = 4l — 16K, + 4kl — 2k, + 8Kk, — 4K}, (22)
Ky = Aly — 16k, (23)
ks = g — 16k, — 8L + Ak, — 24 + 8K, + 8k|, — 4k/g (24)
Ky = —128K| — 128k} + 256k} + 32k}, — 16k, — 32k} — 16k} + 64k}, — 32K}, + 32K,y — 64k},

+ 32khy + 32k}, — 128khs + 64kh, — 64K} + 8kbg + Ak — 16khs + 32khy + 64K5, — 16k%,

+ 8kl — 8kh + Ak, (25)

The method we have followed here to derive the lagrangian — is equivalent to that followed in [27], where
only the leading LEC in the large- N, limit are considered, once the proper operator identities for us # 0 are taken
into account, i.e, those we have used here and collected in Appendix

A word about renormalization is also in order here: the k] or the x; LEC have to be renormalized in order to absorb
the divergences coming from loops, in the same way as the I; and the k; [7) [3T], namely:

Fi = o (1) + Pi (26)

in dimensional regularization (DR), where the superscript “r” denotes the finite part and

MD—4

A= 30 |D 1

— (logdm +T'(1) + 1) (27)

with p the renormalization scale.

The values of the f; coefficients will be determined through the analysis of the various observables in the sections
below and will imply then conditions on the renormalization of the k] showing up in the combinations —. In
the case of kg in , since it shows up at O(p?), there is no counterterm associated to that constant, so that By = 0
as emphasized in section [[TI}

V. PHYSICAL CONSEQUENCES
A. Pion dispersion relation

Let us start by analyzing the corrections to the kinetic part of the lagrangian coming from the O(p*) ps-dependent
corrections in . The O(7?) part of Ly in and is given by:

2 B 2l4M2 + 4(,‘{1 + Hg)/f%l
B F2 2

204 M? + 4k 2 1
2 2

ls + l4)M2 + 4&3“%
F2

2 1
Ly Do — 0;m*o;m® — ( §M27T“7ra (28)
with M? = 2Bym. The different coefficient for the tr(9oUdUT) and tr(9;U0;U") terms translate into different values
for the spatial and time components of the pion decay constant, as would be generally expected in a Lorentz covariance

breaking scenario [41]. In our present case we have, up to NLO in ChPT,

(FL) (us) = F2(0) +4(k1 + ro)pi2 (29)
(F)? (15) = F2(0) + 4rpi2, (30)

F! and F? being respectively the generalization of F, for the timelike and spacelike components of the axial current
through the PCAC theorem [4I]. At tree level, they arise directly from the coefficients of the tr(9oUdUT) and
tr(9;U0;UT) terms in the lagrangian. In the above equation we are including in F2(0) the one-loop and /; standard
ChPT corrections [7]. Here, it is important to remark that F{ /F* # 1 implies a reduction of the velocity of propagation
of pions [41] as we are about to see.

When taking into account the above corrections to the derivative terms together with the x3 correction to the mass
term in , one ends up with the following dispersion relation to this order:



P — (140, —0) P> — (1 + 0y —6;) M?> =0 (31)
where
M? I
0 = iy + AN+ A(k1 + h2) 55 (32)
M? It
M? T

Here, A, B are the coefficients of the loop contributions renormalizing the p? and M? terms of the dispersion
relation at us = 0, where A = G(0)/F? is the tadpole contribution with G(z) the leading-order pion propagator. The
divergent part of A is absorbed in DR in the standard renormalization of the I; [7].

The two main physical consequences of the above dispersion relation are, on the one hand, a modification of the
relativistic pion velocity for massless pions, which at this order is purely a us effect, namely,

1 2
’Uﬂ—(/JE,): |ppzl :1—5(55—515):1"‘2%2& (35)
M=0

On the other hand, the loss of Lorentz covariance implies also a different result for the pion mass, depending on
whether we take |[p] = 0 (static/pole mass) or pg = 0 (screening mass):

[M2)77" (u5) = MP(1+6ar = 8) = MZ(0) = 41 + g — ) 75 M (36)
(M2 (u5) = M2(1+ 631 — 6,) = M2(0) — 41 — ,@3)%%1\4 ’ (37)

where M?2 is the s = 0 mass at this order including one-loop and I; terms.

Regarding renormalization, the finiteness of the observables , , , , require

B1=pB2=pP3=0 (38)

The above renormalization conditions highlight the importance of including properly the new terms in the lagrangian
. For instance, the presence of the k} term is crucial to guarantee 82 = 0 once the relation with I3 in is taken
into account, since that condition would not be fulfilled by I3 only, whose renormalization is given in [g].

As for the numerical values of the LEC k1, k2, k3 involved, there is no information available from the lattice regarding
the pion dispersion relation at ps # 0. Measuring screening masses for light mesons is, in principle, feasible in the
lattice, so it would be useful to have such measurements for us # 0 available in the near future. However, we can
have some insight from physical requirements. Hence, requiring that the pion velocity in remains smaller than
the speed of light for any us yields

Ko < 0. (39)

The additional requirement that the two squared pion masses in and remain positive would lead to
k1 — k3 < 0. However, that may be a too restrictive condition, since a decreasing pion mass for low and moderate
values of us does not necessarily imply a tachyonic mode, given that higher order corrections may change this
behaviour. In any case, a tachyonic mode is not necessarily related to an unphysical spectrum [I§] and it could
indicate for instance phases of pion condensation [34, [35]. We will actually come back to the issue of the sign of that
particular LEC combination below, in connection with chiral restoration (section and the chiral charge density
(section [V D).

Just to obtain a rough estimate of the above results, we plot in Fig. [1] the dependence of v, and M2 with us
expected within the numerical range of LEC around their so-called natural values 1/(1672) which is their expected
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size from loop corrections [29 [31]. For the numerical values of the standard low-energy parameters, we will take the
recent results quoted in [42] and references therein. Thus, we take F,(0) = 92.2 MeV, its physical value, F = 85.93
MeV, M.(0) = 140 MeV, M = 130.96 MeV. For the results showed in this figure, we have replaced for simplicity
F? — F2(0) in the right hand side of (29)and (30), and M? — M2(0) in and (37), which is perturbatively
equivalent to this order. Thus, as long as we remain within natural values for the corresponding LEC involved, the
estimated band for [Mﬂpoze’scr (ps)/M2(0) and [Ff]t’s (us)/F2(0) look the same.

1.00 1.6 )

" M2 (us) Fr” (Us)
0.95 - 2 2

Mz~ (0) Fz"(0)
0.90 1.2
Vrr(IJS)
0.85 1.0
0.80 0.8
0.75 0.6
0.70% 50 100 150 200 250 300 0475 50 100 150 200 250 300
Hs(MeV) ps(MeV)

FIG. 1: us dependence of pion velocity, pion mass and pion decay constant, to leading order in ChPT. The grey bands
correspond to the uncertainties of the LEC within natural values, namely 0 < k2 < 1o in (35), and |k1 + k2| < 15z,

k1| < 1oz, |k + K2 — k3| < 1oz, K1 — k3| < o=z, in (29), (B0), and respectively.

It is worth mentioning also the comparison of our results with previous model analysis. The results in [I8] within
a generalized sigma model, show a decreasing behaviour of the pion mass with us after diagonalizing a m — ag pus5-
dependent interaction. Actually, tachyonic modes appear in that work for high enough us and pion momentum. The
results of that paper are compatible with ours for the us range showed in Fig In addition, the increase in F2? found
in [I8] would correspond to positive k1 according to our present analysis and is also numerically compatible with our
results in Fig[l] Our analysis for other observables below will show that the lattice results support k1 > 0, K1+ K2 > 0,
k1 — k3 > 0, hence compatible with the results in [I8] , although the sign of k1 + k3 — k3 is not determined.

B. The vacuum energy density

Let us analyze the vacuum energy density defined as

e(T, ps) = —(BV) ™" log Z(T, pis) (40)

where Z(T, us) = Z(0,a0 = ps1,M,0,0) is the Euclidean QCD partition function after the replacement i [ daz® —

foﬁ dr with 7 = iz" and 8 = 1/T the inverse temperature. Relevant global observables can be derived from ¢, such
as the light quark condensate and the scalar susceptibilty signaling chiral symmetry restoration, as well as the chiral
charge density corresponding to the chiral charge . The us corrections come from the lagrangian up to O(p*)
given in sections and within ChPT. As customary, let us write € = €5 + ¢4 + - -- where ¢ denotes the O(p¥)
contribution.

At O(p?), it only contributes the constant (field-independent) part of the Lo lagrangian in . This is symbol-
ized by the first contribution in Fig[2| labelled “2” (we follow a similar notation as [43]) which yields the following
contribution independent of temperature and volume:

€a(ps) = —F?*M? — 2p2F? (1 — Z + ko) (41)

The O(p*) includes, on the one hand, the contribution from the kinetic O(7?) part in , which is nothing but the
energy density of a free pion gas. This is the closed loop diagram labelled “4a” in Fig{2] which is pus-independent. On
the other hand, the diagram “4b” refers to the field-independent terms from L, in and . Up to an irrelevant
constant, we have in the isospin limit m, = my
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4b 6a 6b 6¢c
FIG. 2: Diagrams contributing to the energy density up to O(p°)

3T T W 3
e10(T) = 27 ZZlog (w2 +wi] = BV Zlog {1 —e ’“/T} + M*es4i0 oo —590(M, T) + M*esqin, (42)
n  k; ki

ew(ps) = —(I3 + h)M* — drgpui M? — kapz, (43)

where we have displayed explicitly the volume and temperature dependence of €4, as well as its temperature depen-
dence in the infinite volume limit, with w, = 27nT (n € Z), w? = k* + M2, k* = (2n/L)S°_ k2 (k; € Z). The

contribution €44;, in contains a divergent part proportional to A in . In particular, using (C2) in Appendix

<

— 5 A+ ! 1 M !
Cadiv 7 2 8 u2  64m2

44
2 327 (44)

which is T-independent and whose divergent part is also V' independent. The divergent A\ contribution in €44;,
cancels with that of the LEC combination in with the renormalization of those LEC provided in [§], namely,
I = I5(p) — 5\, ha = hi(p) + 22X,

The functions g, (M, T') above are characteristic of the meson gas. They are defined in [43] and satisfy the recurrence
relation gy = —dgi_1/dM?. Specifically,

4 poo 22— 213/2

w01.7) = o [ art== B0 (49
2 oo 22— 211/2

n1.1) = o [ artm =B (a6
s 22— 21—1/2

1) = = [ g QT (47)

m M/T et —1

The above three functions are positive, vanish for 7' = 0 and increase with 7" for any mass M. In the chiral
limit go(0,7) = w2T*/45, g1(0,T) = T?/12 and go(M — 0T, T) — T/(87M) + O(log M?), g3(M — 0T, T) —
T/(16wM) + O(log M?).

Up to O(p?), the only temperature (and volume) dependence of the energy density is contained in the us = 0 part,
namely in the free pion gas contribution . For some of our subsequent analysis it will be interesting to analyze
the nontrivial 7' and V dependence arising at the O(p®), although the price will be to introduce more unknown LEC.

The diagrams contributing to e are also depicted in Figl2] The “6a” contribution stands for the two-loop closed
diagram with four-pion vertices coming from Lo, which is therefore s independent and has been calculated in [43]:

e6o(T) = g (G = 0)) (48)

with G the euclidean free pion propagator, i.e,
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ZZWQHJQ =2 Gle=0T=0)+g(MT) (49)

V —o0

where the divergent part is contained in the 7" = 0 contribution, which for V' — oo it is given in (C1).

The contribution from diagram “6b” stands for the O(n?) part of the £4 lagrangian given in (28] and is the one
containing the combined ps and 7' dependence. Following similar steps as above, the sum of diagrams 4a and 6b is
written in terms of

§% Z Z log [aw? + bk® + cM?] (50)
with

2l4M2+4(/$1+/$2),u§ b_1+2l4M2+4/{1,u§' _1_’_2(13“"14)]\42—1—453#%

=1+ 2 ; F2 ? ¢ F2

(51)

Up to order O(p®) in the energy density, we can expand the expression in up to first orderina—1,b—1, c—1,
or, equivalently up to first order in 1/F?2. Thus, performing the Matsubara sums ), , we get

(T ps) = ZZ Dwz 4+ (b—1)k* + (¢ —1)M

w2 + w?

_ 0 2) 31 1 1

= €gpaiv T Copainlis + 5; [(b—a)k® + (c — a)M?]

;kewk/T -1

9 3
2 € + ik + ] (b,@gO(M T) + 5(c — )M (M. T)

3 [13M2 + 2(53 — K1 — HQ)/J,%}
2

0 2
= 6f(ib)dw + EébZiw:u’f) 953 F2 gO(M? T) +

M?g,(M,T) (52)

where eéb)dl , and eébziw are u5 and T independent divergent contributions in DR. In the V' — oo limit they can be

obtained from the integral (C3)) in Appendlxl We get

M6 1 M?
ot 7 6 ls {A o8 ] (53)
4 2
2) M 1 M Ko
Ede’w V:))O 3ﬁﬂ§ |:(4(K/1 — /433) + Hg) <>\ + W log F — @ (54)

Finally, the “6¢” contribution collects the field-independent contributions coming from Lg, which involves three
new LEC for the us-dependent part, namely

6

F2

/~L5

4 2 2 4
weM ui M
R ; (55)

+7 2 + 72 2

€6e(pts) = + 7% 55

Note that the divergent part coming from the crossed G(z = 0,7 = 0)g; term in €g, in eq. cancels with the I3
contribution in , while the G(z = 0,7 = 0)? term in and the eé?lzm term in cancel with the ¢ contribution
in with the renormalization ¢ = ¢"(u) — 615 ()X + (3/2)A%.

As for the us-dependent contributions, the eéizm u# contribution in is absorbed in the renormalization of 5 in

(55) with

Yo = 3 (p) + 3[4(k1 — K3) + Ka] A. (56)
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The energy density up to the order calculated here is therefore finite and scale-independent with the renormalization
of the LEC that we have just explained, which is a welcomed consistency check. One immediate conclusion is that
the LEC ~g, 71 in are not renormalized. Also, since the energy density has to remain finite for any M, the k4
contribution in does not get renormalized either, so that

Ba=0 (57)
In addition, we have checked that the ps = 0 part of the energy density as given here agrees with [43] up to O(p").
In the following sections we will consider different observables that can be obtained from the energy density, and

comment on their determination in lattice analysis, which will allow us to gain some information about the x; LEC
involved.

C. Chiral symmetry restoration: the quark condensate and the scalar susceptibility

The main features of chiral symmetry restoration can be read from the quark condensate and the scalar susceptibility,
derived from the vacuum energy density as

8€(T7 /’('5)

(@a), (T, ps) = (uu+dd) = % =2Bo— 12 (58)
xs(T,ps) = —W = _230% (50)

with m = m, = myg in the isospin limit.

The chiral crossover transition would be characterized by the quark condensate developing a sharp inflection point
at the transition temperature T, and the scalar susceptibility developing a peak at T, as confirmed by lattice analyses
[44,[45]. In the chiral limit, a second-order transition takes place with vanishing condensate and divergent susceptibility
[46, [47]. The ChPT expansion is adequate to provide the low and intermediate temperature behaviour for those
quantities, i.e, in the T region where the hadron gas is dominated by the lightest states. More accurate predictions
need the inclusion of higher mass states [48]. However, the pion gas may still provide a valid qualitative picture of
chiral restoration close to the chiral (or infrared) limit M — 0" which can be formally understood as T > M, and
where the pions are meant to be the main component responsible for the melting of the quark condensate [43] 47].
In addition, near the chiral limit, the transition temperature determined in ChPT as the vanishing of the quark
condensate coincides with other determinations such as the degeneration temperature of the scalar and pseudoscalar
susceptibilities [49].

Our main purpose in this section will be to study the evolution of chiral restoration for nonzero us, and hence of
the quark condensate and the scalar susceptibility and for such purpose the ChPT treatment will be enough to reach
the main conclusions, in particular regarding the role of the x; LEC and the comparison with lattice analyses.

From the results in the previous section, we see that the first us correction to the quark condensate is temperature
independent and changes the T' = 0 value of (gg), with the term coming from the x5 contribution in , so that the
leading and next-to-leading orders for the ChPT quark condensate are given by !,

(G0);° = —2ByF? (60)

2V VEO ( _ g | L 3 | M2 ) 12 3
(@q); ~ (T,ps) = —4By 3(p) + 1(u)—@ og?—f— K33tz ~ TI

91(M,T) (61)

That is, up to this order, the sign of x3 determines whether the quark condensate |(gq),| increases (k3 > 0)
or decreases (ks < 0) with us and so on for the transition temperature 7T, estimated from the vanishing of the
condensate at this order. As commented in the introduction, lattice analyses at finite temperature favor an increasing
behaviour. As for the scalar susceptibility, since the us corrections to the condensate in are mass independent,

1 Throughout this and the following sections we will consider for simplicity the V' — oo limit. The finite volume corrections can be
introduced along similar lines, replacing the g functions by their finite-V counterparts [50]
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Xs is independent of s at this order. The latter is consistent with the smooth us dependence observed in the lattice
[20].

The modification to the T" = 0 condensate value at nonzero us provided by allows us to make a rough estimate
of a typical ps validity range for the present analysis. Actually, such modification is of the same order as those
considered for the pion masses in section so we expect typically that corrections remain below 20% for up to
s ~ 300 — 400 MeV.

Nevertheless, in order to improve the precision in the T and u5 range, we consider the next to next to leading order
(NNLO) in the energy density, by including the eg contributions derived in section The full result for the quark
condensate up to that order is given by:

_ \NNLO _ \NNLO By M? , 3M? M?
(q9), (T, us) = (qa), (T, us = 0) ﬁﬂ? o) [3(k3 — K1) + 1675 ()] — 82 [4(k1 — K3) + k2] log el
— 6[2(k1 — K3) — k2] g1 (M, T) + 12M? (k1 — K3 + K2) go(M, T) + 27142 } (62)
with
_ \NNLO 3By M* ) ) ) M2 , M2
(qq), (T, s = 0) = TooiAps | 1287 [167%c" (1) + 15 (p)] + (3847215 (1) + 2) 1ogF + 3log o
By (3 3
+ {20 = 332 01, 101, 7)
302 I M? SMAT. M?
+ 39,2 1+ 12805 () —|—2log? g1 (M, T) — 39,2 6415 () —l—log? g2(M,T)

(63)

We have checked that the previous expression for ps = 0 coincides with that given in [51], 52], where the renormal-
ization convention for the LEC is slightly different.

We see that the leading T and ps dependent corrections to the condensate show up in the g; and go terms in the
r.h.s. of , multiplied by different combinations of the k; 2 3 constants, whose sign will determine the condensate
evolution with p5. Recall that the ps = 0 condensate is negative, g; 2 are positive increasing functions of 7" and
k2 < 0 according to our discussion in section [V'A]

Although, as we have stated above, the ChPT series for the quark condensate cannot provide quantitative reliable
predictions around chiral restoration, we expect it to show its main features, especially near the chiral limit, which
would correspond to the high temperature T" > M of the previous expressions. Thus, in order to provide more
quantitative conclusions, let us focus on T,.(us) determined as the value for which the light quark condensate vanishes.
For that purpose, it is very conveniente to consider the chiral series for the ratio

qq), (T, 3 1 _

+ 2 [(ga) ™ (T) — (a0 (0.9)] }+ 0 (5 )

3 3 1 2 2
_ 1_21?291(M7T)_W{2[91(M,T)] — M2gy(M, T)gs(M,T)

M? M2
- [1%2 [—1 + 6472 (hy () — 15(n)) — 5log /ﬂ] + 403 (261 — @)} g1 (M,T)
M? 277 M? 2 2 1
[1%2 [6477 l5(u) + log lﬂ} = 8pg (k1 + k2 — 53)] M?ga(M, T)} +0 (FG) (64)

since the dependence on the O(p®) condensate at T = 0 cancels, in particular the constants ¢” and 4 drop out. Note
also that for the above ratio, the x; dependence reduces to the combinations

Kg = 2K1 — K2, Kp = K1 + K2 — K3, (65)

where k; latter is precisely the combination renormalizing the pion pole mass in . Noter also that the us
dependence is just quadratic, which in particular implies a quadratic dependence also for T,.(us) = T¢(0) [1 +ku2/F 2]
for small ps5, in accordance with what is found in lattice analysis [20} 21].
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In the chiral limit, the previous condensate ratio becomes particularly simple, depending only on k., namely,

{a9), (T, ps) :1_T72 1_2,40“7g . o) 1 (66)
(@9); (0, 5) | yr—g 8F? “F?|  384F*% F6
which yields the following T.(u5) dependence:
2 2 2 #% ? /‘%
[To(s))? = 24F2 4[24 {1 = 2w b5 | = 142,23 (M = 0) (67)

which for small s reduces to

Te(ps) = Te(0) (M =0) (68)

3 i
Lt \[5 Fa s
with T.(0) = 24/2(v/15 — 3)F in the chiral limit.

In Fig. [3| we plot on the one hand, the expected uncertainty band for T, (us)/T.(0) within the range of natural
values for i, . We take I5(u = 770) = 0.21 x 102 [42] while for the contact LEC A}, which cannot be determined
from direct fits, we use the resonance saturation approximation [32] Hj = 2L} for those SU(3) LEC, together with
the conversion between SU(2) and SU(3) LEC in [§] and the Lf, L and kaon and eta tree-level masses extracted
from [42]. That gives hf(u = 770) = 6.8 x 1073, The same approximation has been used in [51, 52]. We show also in
that figure the lattice points corresponding to the N. = 2 analysis in [20] (with M, = 330 MeV) and the N, = 3 one
in [21] (with M, = 550 MeV) which follow similar trends.

Once we normalize T, to the corresponding T.(0) for each case, we see that ChPT curve for the physical pion
mass lies very close to the chiral limit one and that the lattice points clearly fall into the uncertainty given by the
natural values range of k. This confirms that the main features are captured by the ChPT approach for the ratio
T.(ps5)/T(0). Actually, we have performed some fits of the lattice results in order to try to pin down the value of
the involved k4, constants. The results of those fits are given in Fig@ and in Table m The uncertainty bands and
parameter errors correspond to the 95% confidence level of the fits. We have chosen the set of points obtained in [20]
since they provide more points in the low u5 regime, where our approach is meant to be more applicable. We see that
the chiral limit approach in 7 as commented already, yields a very good description of those lattice data for the
ratio T.(ps5)/Te(0). A fit with only two us # 0 points in the chiral limit is shown (fit 1) while for three points (fit 2)
we get a smaller error and still a very good fit. When compared to the massive case (fit 3) fixing the x, parameter to
that of fit 2, we get little sensitivity to s (which is compatible with zero) showing again that the chiral limit approach
with just one parameter x, is a robust approximation, at least for this particular observable. Actually, setting the
two parameters K, kp free does not improve over the results we present here. Finally, we also show a fit wit only the
parabolic chiral limit u? expression in (fit 4) which provides a very decent approximation for this ps range. The
values quoted for the k, parameter in Table [l are all compatible within errors and constitute a rather solid prediction
of our present analysis, while for x; the error quoted in fit 3 is narrower than the natural values range but shows a
larger uncertainty than sg.

FIT Ka % 107 [y x 10%[x?/dof| R? |# points ps # 0
Fit 1 (M = 0) 1.7+£06] — 0.01 [1.00 2
Fit 2 (M = 0) 23+04| — 1.41 {0.99 3
Fit 3 2.3 (fixed)| 04+ 1 | 1.36 [0.99 3
Fit4 (M =0 O(u?))| 25+04| — 1.85 |0.99 3

TABLE I: Numerical values of the parameters corresponding to the fits in Fig[dl The last column indicates the number of lower
s points considered

We end this section by providing the result for the scalar susceptibilty as defined in . The leading nonvanishing

order O(1) for xs comes from the mass derivative of (q’q)fVLO in which, as stated, above, is p5 independent. The

next to leading order in yg is O(1/F?) and corresponds to the derivative of (ch)lNNLO in . We get



16

1.4¢

e Braguta et al N.=2 -

b R Braguta et al Ne=3 ~__—"

1.0r¢ e
o8 T /N T T

T 0 — Physical pion mass
Q) Chiral limit
0.6+
0 100 200 300 400 500

Hs(MeV)

FIG. 3: ps dependence of the chiral transition temperature extracted from the vanishing of the quark condensate. We show
the uncertainty bands corresponding to |k.| < ﬁ and |kp| < ﬁ with K4, defined in and where only x,contributes
in the chiral limit. We include the lattice points from [20] (N. = 2) and [21] (N. = 3), as explained in the main text. The
corresponding T.(0) values are 227.1 MeV, and 301.0 MeV for the chiral limit and physical mass curves, and 7.(0) = 195.8
MeV for [20].

2
3
xs(T,pus) = xs(T,0) + Bj W’;}g {4 [6(k1 — K3) + ko] — 87795 (1) + 24m° M [y — k3 + ko] gs(M, T)
1 , M2 1
+ 1 [4(k1 — K3) + ko] |—487°g2(M,T') + 3log ? +0 i (69)

with xs(7,0) given in [51], [62]. As explained above, it is not obvious how to extract useful information about the
transition from yg calculated in ChPT | since the ChPT approach solely does not reproduce the expected maximum
around T,.. However, retaining only the leading terms in the chiral or infrared limit M — 0%, the divergent contribution
for ys is meant to carry the essential information regarding chiral restoration [47]. In that limit, we obtain

1

xs(T, ) 6 o) 2| | + Olog %) + 0 (7 ) (70)

4 M F2 |16

B 3B T { 1 1 {TQ

Interestingly, the coefficient that regulates the dependence of xg with s near the chiral limit is precisely x1 — k3,
appearing in the pole and screening pion mass corrections in and . The lattice data indicate that xs decreases
with ps below the transition [20], consistently with the peak of xg signaling the transition moving towards higher
values of T. This favors the sign k; — k3 > 0, in agreement with the results in [I8] on the pion mass. Once more, it
becomes clear that lattice measurements on the pion masses would be important to determine at least the sign of the
s corrections, connected as we have just seen with the chiral restoring behaviour. The temperatures considered in
[20] are too high to trust a fit based on our previous ChPT chiral susceptibility for a pion gas, as commented above.

D. The chiral charge density and us = 0 stability

Another quantity whose ps dependence has been studied in the lattice is the chiral charge density [19] 23], defined
as

ps(T,ps) = (J5) = (77°¥59) = — (71)
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FIG. 4: Fits of T.(us5)/Tc(0) from the ChPT framework. The lattice points used for the fit are those for N. = 2 in [20] while
those for N. = 3 in [21] are showed for reference. The T.(0) values are the same as in Fig[3]

From our expressions in section we get, up to O(p®) in the free energy,

ps(Typi5) = pS (Mg + p§ 12 + 2 il + O(1/FY), (72)
with
M? 1 M?
N1 = 4F? (1 — Z + Ko+ 2,43F2> + oy {6 [4(k1 — K3) + ko] M*log Tt 576m2k0g0(M,T)
+ 38472 (k1 — K3 + ko) M2y (M, T) — M* [3k2 + 647°75 (1)] } . (73)
M2
pé?’) =4 (/@4 — FQ%> s (74)
5 Y0
PO 620 (75)

The above expressions provide the ChPT prediction for the chiral charge density, which as in the previous observables
discussed, should be applicable at low and moderate values of T" and us. Note that the thermal functions above are
multiplied by precisely the same r; combinations showing up in the pion dispersion relation analysis in section [VA]
and that, according to our analysis in that section and in section [V C] k2 < 0, and therefore the thermal contribution
increases the coefficient of the linear term above in the chiral limit. The sign of kK, = k1 + Ko — K3 is not clear, as we
have discussed in section Note that the chiral charge density satisfies ps(us = 0) = 0, which is consistent with
the Vafa-Witten theorem stating that parity cannot be spontaneously broken in the absence of axial sources [53]. A
way out of this theorem is to consider for instance nonzero baryon density [12] [54].

From the recent lattice analysis in [23] performed for Ny = 2, one concludes that for low and moderate values of
w5, ps(us) is very insensitive to the quark masses and its behaviour is pretty much dominated by the linear term
ps o< ps. This is consistent with our results above since the dominant O(F?) term shows up only in the linear term
(73)) and is mass independent. Actually, in [23], that term is estimated simply as 4f2, which is adequate regarding its
order of magnitude, but as we have seen in detail here, at that order the contributions from the Z and kg terms have
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to be considered in addition to that of the pion decay constant. Another relevant comment in this context is that
the temperature and volume corrections might have to be considered in future lattice analyses. Actually, in [23] the
total four-volume of the lattice is fixed at around (1.7 fm)* which would amount to an effective temperature 7' ~ 116

MeV. According to our expressions above, that would affect mostly the linear term pgl), although we expect that
the corrections are small at those temperatures since they appear at the NNLO O(1/F?) (see below). The lattice
analysis in [I9] is performed at very high temperatures T > 400 MeV and then our present ChPT-based analysis is
less appropriate to describe those results. Nevertheless, the almost linear growth of ps(us) also holds in [19].

Let us then perform a fit of ps5(u5) to the lowest values of us provided in [23], similarly to what we did in section [V C|
for the critical temperature ratio. For that purpose, and in view of our previous discussion, it makes sense to consider
only the chiral limit of our previous expressions for ps, since we do not expect to extract any useful information about
the constants multiplying the mass terms, to which ps is much less sensitive. We get

w27

ps (T, i5)| pr—o = 4F s (1 —Z+ Ko+ K2 10FE

) +drapd = 629 8 + O(1/FY). (76)

With the previous expression, we have performed the fits showed in Fig5] and Table [T} for which the uncertainty
bands and parameter errors correspond to the 95% confidence level and we have used the estimate Z ~ 0.8 in [31].
Lattice errors are not provided in [23] for p5. In both fits, we have not included the temperature dependent term
proportional to ks in . Actually, we get Hg% ~ 6 x 1073(1 — Z + ko) with the xg values quoted in Table
and setting the natural value ko = 1/(167%) and T = 116 MeV (as corresponds to [23]). Thus, for these fits it is
completely justified to ignore the volume or temperature dependence, as expected. That contribution is relatively
much smaller than the typical error quoted in Table [ and therefore no useful conclusion about that value of 2 can
be inferred from this analysis.

8x107 8x107
) L
Ps(Us) Ps(Ks)
6x107 6x107
n
N < !
Q ]
= 4x107 = 4x107
Q FIT1 Q FIT 2
2x107 2x107
0 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Hs(MeV) Hs(MeV)

FIG. 5: Fits of ps(us) using the chiral limit expression for k2 = 0. The lattice points used for the fit are those in [23].

FIT Ko ka4 X 10% [ y0 x 10° | R? |# points s # 0
Fit 1{3.2 &+ 0.1] 0 (fixed) | 0 (fixed) |0.99 3
Fit 2{3.1 £ 0.1|7.1 & 3.6 (4.6 & 2.4]0.99 4

TABLE II: Numerical values of the parameters corresponding to the fits in Fig[5] The last column indicates the number of
lower ps points considered

The results show that the simple linear dependence setting k4 = o = 0 (fit 1) already fits very well the lowest ps
lattice points. The prediction for kg is consistent with the fit allowing the three parameters kg, k4,70 to be free (fit
2) which allow to include an additional point, expected to be more sensitive to the nonlinear dependence. Recall that
the numerical value for kg is not expected to lie within natural values 1/(1672) since it is a low-energy constant of
the Lo lagrangian. As a consequence of the dominance of the linear term, for the numerical values of ko and 7 in fit
2 are affected by larger errors. Our ChPT-based approach essentially captures then the main features of the lattice
results.

A relevant issue related to the previous ps analysis has to do with the stability of the ps = 0 solution. One may
wonder whether the free energy admits minima with s # 0, which would define a characteristic ”expected” value for
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the axial chemical potential, at least within the present low-energy approach. The temperature and volume dependence
of such solution is relevant since it could be achieved within a heavy-ion collision and/or lattice environment.

Thus, writing the free energy as e(us) = €(0) — %pgl)ug - ipé?’)ué + .- with the pg) coefficients defined in our
previous analysis of the chiral charge density, the behaviour of e(us) around ps = 0 is controlled by the coefficient of
the pZ term, which according to our previous discussion satisfies pél) > 0 to ensure the growing behaviour of ps(us)
observed in the lattice, which appears to be pretty independent of the temperature and volume.

Therefore, €(u5) would have a maximum at ps = 0, which opens up the interesting possibility that the energy

density develops a minimum at a nonzero (and not very large) value of ps, which would require pé?’) < 0 and would

be given by [/Lg]mm = —pél) / pég). At the order we are calculating here, pég) is dominated by k4 in since the
1 contribution is expected to be suppressed, as well as the 79 O(ug) term in the free energy given by . On the
other hand, our previous fits to lattice data suggest x4 > 0. In any case, even setting a negative value for x4 of the
expected size 1073, would give [145) in = 30F ~ 2600 MeV, much higher than the typical applicability range of our
present approach. Therefore, our present analysis does not favor a us # 0 minimum for the free energy for low and
moderate values of us. This conclusion is independent of temperature and volume, at least at the order considered

here.

E. The topological susceptibility

The topological susceptibility for us # 0 has also been recently analyzed in the lattice [23] and it might provide
additional information about the x; LEC. it is defined as

_0%e(9)
Xtop - 829 o

where €(6) is the vacuum energy defined through when the #-term is included in the QCD lagrangian. From our
us-dependent effective lagrangian, we can calculate the topological susceptibility by noting that a constant 6 term
amounts to a complex quark mass matrix according to . This is actually the way that X, has been calculated
within the effective theory ChPT framework for SU(2) and SU(3) [53, 66] . A systematic study within U(3) ChPT
including the " has been recently carried out in [57]. It is important to remark that the quark mass dependence of
Xtop favors the dominance of light quarks, being proportional to M2 in the SU(2) limit m, 4 < ms. Actually, this
would explain why the ChPT predictions remain close to the lattice analysis.

Following then the procedure in [55, 6], one considers a nontrivial unitary vacuum configuration different from
U = 1 where U is the Goldstone boson matrix field, namely Uy = diag (e, e™*#) where ¢ minimizes () with
m, # mg. Now, the only ps-dependent term up to L4 proportional to the quark mass is the k3 contribution in
, which has precisely the same form as the mass term in £, in . Therefore, at this order this amounts to a
redefinition F2 — F? 4+ 4p¢ks in e2(0) = —F2M? [1 + £(2 — 1)62 + O(6*)] with € = (my, — ma)/(mu + mq) [56] so
that we get

(77)

Xtop(H5) = Xtop(0) + kapz M*(1 — &%) + O(p®/ F?) (78)

with X10p(0) given in [55] 56].

Note that the above results imply in particular that for § = 0 the solution ¢ = 0 is still the vacuum energy minimum
at pus # 0, which is compatible with the absence of a pion condensate at the order we are calculating here.

Therefore, the dependence of x4, with low and moderate p5 is controlled by the x3 constant. We could try to fix
it with lattice data as in previous sections. However, the only available results in [23] lack of a solid continuum limit
and are therefore quite noisy. The effect of heavy pion masses in the lattice is also expected to be more distorting for
Xtop than for other observables, due to its mass dependence commented above, and actually there is a high sensitivity
to m, in the results in [23]. At most, one can infer from those results a growing tendency xiop(t45) for large s, which
is not so clear for lower values.

Nevertheless, the previous uncertainties reduce considerably by considering the ratio xiop(it5)/Xtop(0) for which
the M? dependence is expected to cancel out, as can be seen in Fig@ where the lattice data for different masses are
compatible within errors. Also, the band of natural values for k3 covers widely the lattice points, so it is meaningful
to fit the lowest data points with the ChPT curve, which at this order is given by

2
’;t:p((‘g’)) = 1+4252 + O(1/FY) (79)
op
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FIG. 6: wus dependence of the topological susceptibility chiral transition temperature extracted from the vanishing of the
quark condensate. We show the uncertainty bands corresponding to |k3| < ﬁ. We include the lattice points from [23] for
a = 0.0856.

for m,, = mg, where we have used that x;,,(0) = M2F?/4 + O(F) in SU(2) [55-57].

14 14
Xep (U5) ]
1.2 Xtop (0) ————————— 1.2 Xtop (O) __________

) %-.-'-.-===:::::::Z:::::::_- . ;’ ---------------------
i 0.8

o Astrakhansev et al m, =410 MeV - o Astrakhansev et al m, =410 MeV
06l ~ Astrakhansev et al m,=580 MeV 06l ~ Astrakhansev et al m,=580 MeV
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Hs(MeV) Hs(MeV)

FIG. 7: Fits of xtop(tt5)/Xtop(0) using the ChPT expression (79). The lattice points used for the fit are those in [23].

FIT |3 x 10° | R? [x*/dof # points s # 0
Fit 1]0.1 & 1.4]0.99] 1.20 |2 (m. = 410 MeV)+2 (m. = 530 MeV)
Fit 2(0.5 &+ 0.9/0.99| 1.13 |3 (m, = 410 MeV)+3 (m, = 580 MeV)

TABLE III: Numerical values of the parameters corresponding to the fits in Fig[7] The last column indicates the number of
lower ps points considered

The results of the best fits are showed in Fig[7] and Table [[TI} where we have selected two sets for the lowest masses
in [23]. The results for k3 are compatible with zero but the error bands corresponding to the 95% confidence level of
the fits are much narrower than the natural values showed in Fig. [0}
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F. Pressure and speed of sound

It is interesting to explore the consequences of the us corrections and the new LEC involved, as far as other
thermodynamical quantities are concerned. The thermodynamic pressure P, the entropy density s, the specific heat
¢y, and the speed of sound squared ¢? can be obtained from the energy density as customary. In the infinite
volume limit,

P(T7 ,u5) = Vlgnoo [6(05 ,U5) - E(T, ,U5)] )
IOP(T, 0s oP s
sops) = Iy =10 ey = O 2 (30)

From our expressions from the energy density in section (V BJ), we obtain for the pressure

2 3M2

3 M5 2
P i) = o007 (1400255 ) = S5 {ln01.7)
1 M? 1

2 r 2

+ 8g1(M,T) [M <l3(u) + ) log MQ) - 2/15/%} } +0 (F4> (81)
which in the chiral limit reduces to
T 13

P)(j"7 /J5)‘M:0 = 175 <1 + 6[‘?}2 F‘2> (82)

Thus, the ps corrections to the pressure are parametrized by ko and the combination ; in , only the first one
surviving in the chiral limit, which corresponds to the ultrarelativistic free pion gas corrected by the ko term. In Figure
we represent the pressure for two reference values of us = 150 MeV and us = 300 MeV for which our approach can
be considered valid, with the bands corresponding to natural values for ks, Ky, keeping ko > 0 as explained in section
[VA] The main source of uncertainty in the pressure comes actually from the ko term, the result remaining almost
unchanged if using for instance the uncertainty for s, given in Table[]]
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FIG. 8: Pressure for pus = 150 MeV and ps = 300 MeV compared to the us = 0 case. The uncertainty bands correspond to

0< ke < R E—

1
1672 1672 °

It is particularly interesting to study the speed of sound and whether the ps corrections may affect the physical
limitations for this quantity. The analytic result for M # 0 is given by

1 M? 2
2T, ps) = = R Gy (M, T) + == (g} (M, T))? gb (M, T
AT ) = s { WL+ oy [GOLT) g50.7)
1 M?
b (o n. )+ 0007 (1500 + g o ) ) (0. T O.7) — 4 . Dy .7}

Lo (;) (83)
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where g/ (M, T) and g/ (M, T) denote derivatives with respect to T'. Note that the o contribution cancels in ¢2 which
then depends only on 5 upon the x;, combination. In addition, at this order in the chiral limit one just gets ¢2 — 1/3,
i.e, the ultrarelativistic limit of a free boson gas, which is meant to be reached asymptotically as the temperature
increases, i.e., for T' > M. This is clearly seen in Figure@where 2 remains below 1/3 with the 5 corrections included.
The uncertainty band for k; actually narrows as T increases, consistent with the chiral limit being ps-independent
for this quantity at this order. Therefore, having no lattice results available to compare with, the analysis of pressure
and the speed of sound poses no extra requirements on the x; LEC.

0.35 0.35
0.30
c2=1/3
0.25]
0.20
0.15]
— ps=150 MeV 0.10 — P5=300 MeV
————— H5=0 0.05} 7 - H5=0
0.00
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
T(MeV) T(MeV)

FIG. 9: Speed of sound squared for ps = 150 MeV and ps = 300 MeV compared to the us = 0 case. The uncertainty bands

correspond to || < 1oz

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have analyzed the effective chiral lagrangian for nonzero chiral imbalance for two light flavours,
through its dependence with the axial chemical potential pus. Our analysis provides a consistent framework for the
behaviour at low and moderate values of us, which would be useful for physical systems where local parity breaking
is at work, as in relativistic heavy ion collisions. Thus, we have constructed the most general lagrangian up to fourth
order, following the technique of external sources extended to include their singlet components. We have also explored
the main phenomenological consequences, paying special attention to the comparison with existing lattice results.

In the lagrangian construction, two different types of operators arise: those coming from the covariant derivative
with a singlet axial field ag incorporated, which are proportional to standard low-energy constants, and new terms
allowed by the symmetry in the presence of ag, carrying new LEC. The second-order lagrangian £, only receives a
constant (field independent) ps-dependent contribution, which affects the free energy. It contains a new low-energy
constant kg. At fourth order, there are two derivative-like terms in L4, one of them breaking Lorentz covariance
(broken by the choice of az), a mass term and a constant term. All of them are multiplied by combinations of
standard and new LEC, giving rise to four undetermined constants 1, .4, whose renormalization ensures that the
pus-dependent corrections to observables are finite.

Regarding the phenomenological consequences, we have analyzed several observables and the dependence of their
w5 corrections with the x; constants. The main results are the following:

e The pion dispersion relation is modified through a reduction in the pion velocity due to the Lorentz breaking
effect. The same effect implies that the screening and pole pion masses become different, both receiving us
corrections. The LEC involved are ko for the pion velocity, which should be negative to ensure that pions do
not become tachyonic, and both ko and k; — k3 for the masses. At present, there are no available lattice data
to confront here, the screening mass being the most feasible one, which we leave here as a suggestion for future
lattice analysis.

e We have calculated the us corrections to the vacuum energy density up to sixth order, which includes three new
LEC coming from the sixth-order lagrangian. We have shown that the energy density is finite and scale inde-
pendent once the LEC renormalization is properly accounted for. From the energy density, several observables
can be extracted, such as the quark condensate, the scalar susceptibility and the chiral charge density.
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e Chiral restoration properties at finite temperature have been explored through the light quark condensate and
the scalar susceptibility. The transition temperature approximated from the vanishing of the quark condensate
turns out to behave quite according to lattice analysis when the ratio T.(us)/Tc(0) is considered in the chiral
limit. Actually, this allows to provide a rather trustable numerical value for the combination k, = 2k1 — k2 by
fitting lattice data. That ratio is pretty insensitive to mass corrections. Actually, including those corrections in
the fit gives a worse determined numerical value for the combination k; = k1 4+ K2 — K3, appearing for M # 0.
The analysis of the scalar susceptibilty xgs shows that for low us it is controlled by the same combination
K1 — K3 appearing in the screening mass. A positive sign for that combination would be consistent with the
lattice observation of yg decreasing with us below the transition.

e The chiral charge density ps follows essentially a linear behaviour with ps, consistently with lattice data. The
constant kg appearing in the linear term can actually be well fixed by fitting the lattice points with the chiral
limit ChPT expression, since lattice data for Ny = 2 are almost insensitive to the pion mass. Thermal corrections
are small here and reduce the size of the linear term in the chiral limit. The fourth-order constant x4 and the
sixth-order one 7y enter in the cubic and fifth-order terms respectively, and can also be reasonably determined.
This observed behaviour of ps in the lattice is at odds with the possibility of a ps # 0 minimum for the free
energy for low and moderate values of 5.

e The topological susceptibility x:o, dependence with us has also been determined recently in the lattice, although
it is subject to more uncertainties than the previously considered observables. Our ChPT analysis predicts that
the lowest order corrections to Xtop are of order u2 controlled by the 3 constant. The pion mass dependence
uncertainty of lattice points is reduced by taking the ratio xtop(its)/Xtop(0), which allows to obtain a decent
determination of k3, albeit with larger errors than other combinations.

e The pressure and the speed of sound are also affected by us corrections, which at the order considered depend
on ko and ky for the pressure, while for the speed of sound the ko dependence disapears. The ultrarelativistic
limit T" > M is reached for both quantities as temperature increases and corresponds to the chiral limit. In
the case of the speed of sound, that limit is the 1/3 value independent of ps which is not violated by the us
corrections at nonzero M.

From the previous analysis, a consistent picture with lattice data emerges, allowing to determine some LEC com-
binations with acceptable precision. Taking the average values of the r, and k3 fits performed here in sections [V.C|
and one gets k1 ~ 0.8 x 1073, ko ~ —0.5 x 1073, k3 ~ 0.3 x 103 although with uncertainties of order 1073, i.e.,
larger than for particular combinations such as k,, inherited from the uncertainty in ;. Nevertheless, it is remarkable
to observe that those mean values obey the expected sign conditions discussed above, namely x2 < 0 and k1 — k3 > 0.
Apart from describing the observed lattice trends for the observables mentioned above, our analysis points to decreas-
ing pion mass and increasing pion decay constant consistently with recent model analyses. Further lattice observables,
such as the screening masses, or improving the precision over existing determinations, would certainly help to narrow
this picture.

Summarizing, our present study provides a solid setup for the analysis of chirally imbalanced matter for two light
flavours, at low and moderate values of us, typically us< 500 MeV. A rigorous construction of the efective lagrangian
has been developed and the main physical effects have been analyzed and compared to existing lattice data, which
allows for a first determination of the new low-energy constants involved. Thus, within its applicability range, the
present analysis is meant to provide a useful benchmark for model and lattice analysis.
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Appendix A: O(p*) operators

Here, we list all the possible O(p?®) terms for arbitrary Q7 and Qg, compatible with the symmetries. Those terms
can be of the following types:
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o xQ-like terms:

tr [QL(Utx + xTU) + Qr(Ux" + xUT)]
tr [XTU + XUT] tr[Qr + Qr] (A1)
e QQQ terms:

tr[QRUQLUT + QLUTQRU]
tr[Q% + Q1

tr[QL + Qrltr [QRUQLUT]
tr[Qr + Qrltr(QF + Q7]
tr(Qr — Qr)tr(Q7 — Q)
tr*[QL)tr(Qr) + tr’[Qr]tr(QL)
tr°[Qr] + t1°[Qr)

e Qdd terms

tr[Qr, + Qrltr[d,UTd"U]
tr(Qrd, UTd"U + Qrd, Ud"U"]
tr[Qr + Qrltr(UTd, U)tr(UTd"U) (A3)

e cQd terms: Terms of the form tr[(c,;Qr)UTd"U], tr[(c,r)QrUd*UT] are not possible since there is no com-
bination of them which can be made P and C invariant (using Ud, U = —d,UUT ) and so on for terms
tr[CHL,RQLR]tI‘[UTd#U}.

Appendix B: O(p*) operators

1. SU(2) operator identities

For arbitrary two-dimensional matrices Ay, As, A3, Cayley-Hamilton theorem implies [28]:

tr(Ag{Al, AQ}) = tI‘(Al)tI'(AQAg) -+ tI'(AQ)tI‘(AlAg) + tr(Ag)tI‘(AlAQ) — tI‘(Al)tr(Ag)tI‘(Ag;) (Bl)

Using (B1)) we can eliminate single traces of operators in terms of double or triple traces. In particular, the following
identities hold:

tr(d, Ud"Ud,UTd"U) = ftr(UTd#U)tr(UTd“Ud”UTdyU)+% [tr(UTd, U)te(UTd U )tr(dUTd,U)
+ tr?(d, Utd"U)] (B2)

tr(d, U'd, Ud"UTd"U) = —tr(UTd,U)tr(UTd"Ud"UTd,U) + tr(UTd,U)tr(UTd,U)tr(d"UTd"U)

1
-3 [tr(UTd, U)tr(UTd"U)tr(d"U'd,U) + tr?(d, UTd"U)| + tr(d, U d, U)tr(d"UTd"U)

2tr(UTd* U UTd,U) = 2 (U, U)tr(d, UTd"U) + tr(UTd,U)tr(d, UTd"U)
+ tr(UTd,U)tr(UTd, U)tr(UTd U) (B4)



tr [d,UTd"U (x'U + U'x)] = %tr(duUTd”U)tr(XTU +U'y) — tr(U'd,U)tr [UTd,U (x'U + UTy)]

1
+ 5tr(UTd#U)tr(UTd’LU)tr(XTU+ Uty)

tr (U, UQ7 + d"Ud, UTQ%) = %tr (a"UTd,U) tr (Q% + Q3F)

—tr (d*UTU) tr (U4, UQ% — UTd, UQT) — %tr (a"U'U) tr (UTd,U) tr (QF + Q1)

1
tr (A"U'd,UQ. + d"Ud,U'Qr) = St (a"Utd,U) tr (Qr + QL)

—tr (d*U'U) tr (U, U'Qr —UTd,UQL) — %tr (a"U'U) tr (UTd,U) tr(Qr+ QL)

tr (d*UTd, UQLUTQrU + dUd"UTQrUQLUT) =
tr (A"U'd,U) tr (QLUTQRU) + tr (¢"U'U) tr (d,UQLU'Qr — d,UTQrUQ1L)
—tr ("UTU) tr (UTd"U) tr (QrUQLUT)

2tr(d, UQLUTQr — d, UTQrUQL) = tr(UTd, U)tr(QLUTQRU) + tr(d, UUTQr)tr(Qr)
+tr(UTd, UQr)tr(Qr) — tr(UTd, U)tr(Qr)tr(Qr)

tr [(xUT +Ux") @ + (X'U+UY) Q1] = %tr (U +UTx) tr [(QR) + (QF)]

L 62 (Qu) + 0% (Qn)] tr (U + U)

+ tr [(XUT + UXT) QR] tr (Qr) + tr [(XTU + Utx) QL] tr (Qr) — 3

tr [(x'U +UX) QuUTQrU + (xUT + Ux") QrUQLUT] = tr (xU' + Ux') tr (QrUQLUT)
+tr (XU +UxT) Qr] tr (Qr) + tr [(X'U + UTx) Qr] tr (Qr) — tr (Qr) tr (Qr) tr (xUT + Ux)

tr {(QRUQLUT)Q} =tr? (QrRUQLUT) + % [tr (Qr) tr (QRUQIUT) + tr (Q) tr (QRUQLUT)]
— 0 (Qn) tr (@) tr (QrUQLUT) — 5 tr (@) tr (@) + 1 v (QR) 0 (Qu) + 7 tr (@F) v (@)

tr (QrUQIUT) = % tr (Q%) tr (Q7) + % [tr (Qr) tr (QRUQTUT) +tr (Qr) tr (QRUQLUT)]

(@) 07 (@n) — i (Q]) 02 (@Qn)

tr (Qr) tr (QRUQLUT) +tr (Qr) tr (QRUQLUT) =2 tr (Qr) tr (QL) tr (QRUQLUT)
_ tr2 (QL) tr2 (QR) + % tr (Q?%) tr2 (QL) + % tr (Q%) tI‘2 (QR)

(@) = tr(Qr)ir(Q}) — 50 (@n)

25

(B10)

(B11)

(B12)

(B13)

(B14)

(B15)
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(@) = Str(Qu)ir(Q}) — 5tr*(@u) (316)
Q) = S67(@n)r(@) — 1 (Qn) + 36 (QR) (B17)
Q) = SP(Qu)(@3) - ' (Qu) + 3u%(@3) (B13)

Two useful additional relations are

tr [du (d“UTUQLUTQRU)] =tr (dud#UTUQLUTQRU) + 2 tr (d#UTdMUQLUTQRU) (Blg)
—tr ("UQLd,U'Qr) — tr (U8,QLU'Qr) — tr ('UQLU'9,Qr)

tr [d, (UTd"UQLUTQrU)] = (B20)
tr (UTd"d, UQLUQRU) + tr (A"UQLd, U'QR) + tr (d"U0,QLUQR) +tr (d"UQLU'9,Qr)

Using that and the equation of motion we obtain

tr (d,UTQrd"UQy) :%tr (2, U'd"UQLUQRU + d, Ud"UTQrUQLUY)
1
+tr (X'U = UTx) QuUTQrU + (xUT — Ux") QrUQLUT]
226 (QRUQRUT) +2Ztx [(QrUQLUT)’|

) (B21)
-t (A U0"QLUTQr + d UQLUTO"QR

+d, UT0"QrUQL + d, UTQrU" Q]
1
+ G dutr [d"UQLUTQr + d"UTQRUQ]

2. Terms with no @ fields

We begin by considering four-derivative operators. The possible terms are:

[tr (d,UTd"U)]

tr (d,U'd,U) tr (d"UTdvU)

tr (4, UTd"Ud, Ud"U)

tr (d,U'd, Ud"UTd"U)

tr(U'd, U)tr(UTd"Ud* U d, U

tr(UTd, U)tr(UTd"U)tr(d*Utd, U
tr(U'd, U)tr(UTd, U)tr(d"UTd"U
tr(UTd, U)tr(UTd U )t (UTd, Ut (UTdY U

—_ — — ~—

(B22)

As customary, one can use SU(2) identities to eliminate some of these operators in favor of the rest. In particular,

using the identities (B2]), (B3| and (B4]) one can eliminate the third, four and fifth terms in (B22)).
g ) b

As for operators including the y field, the following terms are allowed for constant x:



tr [duUTd“U ()(UJf + UXT)]

tr (d, Utd"U) tr (xUT + UxT)

tr (UTd,U) tr [UTd"U (xUT + UxT)]
tr (UTd,U) tr (UTd"U) tr (xUT + UxT)
]
)
)

tr? (XUT +Ux'
tr? (xUT — Ux!

Using (B5)), the first operator on (B23) can be eliminated.

3. (cQ)Qd terms

tr (4 UT [(rQr),QrlU + 4, U [(¢1Q1), Qr] UT)

tr [d,UTQRrU (£ QL) + dUQLUT (¢h@Qr)] + tr [UTQrd, U (f QL) + UQLd, UT (4Qr)]
tr(UTd,U)(tr [QL (h Q)] — tr [Qr (CrQRr)])

tr(UTd,U)(tr [(¢fQr) UTQRU] — tr [(chQr) UQLU'])

tr(UTd,U) (tr(Qr)tr (f QL) — tr(Qr)tr (¢hQr))

tr(UTd,U) (tr(Q)tr (¢pQr) — tr(Qr)tr (¢} QL))

4. (cQ) (cQ) terms

tr [(¢hQr) U (cuQr) U']
tr[(cgQr) (curQr) + (L QL) (cuLQL)]
tr (cpQr) tr (curQr) + tr (f QL) tr (c,LQr)

Appendix C: Useful integrals in dimensional regularization

We quote here the integrals needed for the renormalization of the vacuum energy density:

-k 1 M?
et -1 _ — = 0) = 202 log ——
/(27T)D71(I<; + M?) G(z=0,T=0) M {)\—i— 39,2 108 e ]

APk 1 M2 1
/(7(k2+M2)1/2 = M* [A—i- 5 log — }

om)D—1 327 @2 64m?
Pk, o1 1 M? A
4R ~1/2 (A2 2y = 4 |(34— M
/(2W)D71(k + M?)~V/2 (AR? + BM?) M [(3,4 4B) </\+ 52,7 19652 ) + 6474

with A defined in .
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