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We use three-flavor chiral perturbation theory (χPT) to calculate the pressure, light and s-quark
condensates of QCD in the confined phase at finite temperature to O(p6) in the low-energy ex-
pansion. We also include electromagnetic effects to order e2, where the electromagnetic coupling e
counts as order p. Our results for the pressure and the condensates suggest that χPT converges very
well for temperatures up to approximately 150 MeV. We combine χPT and the Hadron Resonance
Gas (HRG) model by adding heavier baryons and mesons. Our results are compared with lattice
simulations and the agreement is very good for temperatures below 170 MeV, in contrast to the
results from χPT which agree with the lattice only up to T ≈ 120 MeV. Our value for the chiral
crossover temperature is 160.1 MeV, which compares favorably to the lattice result of 157.3 MeV.

I. INTRODUCTION

In massless QCD with three flavors, the QCD La-
grangian has a global SU(3)L × SU(3)R × U(1)B sym-
metry in addition to a local SU(Nc) gauge symme-
try. In the vacuum, this symmetry is broken down
to SU(3)V × U(1)B via the formation of a quark con-
densate, which gives rise to eight massless Goldstone
bosons, the charged and neutral pions, the charged and
neutral kaons, and the eta. In nature, this symme-
try is explicitly broken by finite quark masses down to
SU(2)V ×U(1)Y ×U(1)B giving rise to pseudo-Goldstone
bosons whose masses are small compared to the typi-
cal hadronic scale. The low-energy effective theory that
describes the pseudo-Goldstone bosons is chiral pertur-
bation theory (χPT), which is based only on the global
symmetries of QCD and the low-energy degrees of free-
dom [1–3]. It therefore provides a model-independent
framework for describing the low-energy dynamics of
QCD.
The original formulation of χPT was in the strong sec-

tor. Gasser and Leytwyler developed a consistent power
counting scheme such that the effective Lagrangian can
be written as an infinite series of terms in a low-energy
expansion. The leading-order Lagrangian is simply the
nonlinear sigma model. The next-to-leading order La-
grangian for two flavors was derived in Ref. [2] and for
three flavors in Ref. [3]. At next-to-next-to leading or-
der, the effective Lagrangian was derived in Refs. [4–6].
A review of the phenomenology of chiral perturbation
theory was given in Ref. [7].
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In the strong sector, the charged and neutral pions
have the same tree-level masses. A mass difference be-
tween the u and the d quarks, produces isospin breaking
effects in hadron masses. For pions, this effect is sec-
ond order in mu −md. For charged and neutral kaons
it turns out that their mass difference is linear in the
quark mass difference mu − md. However, there is an-
other important source of the mass differences between
the neutral and charged mesons, namely the effects of
virtual photons. The leading electromagnetic effects of
order e2 were first included in Ref. [8], while the system-
atic inclusion of the effects of virtual photons in χPT at
next-to-leading order, i.e. O(e2p2) and O(e4) was car-
ried out in Refs. [9–12]. The power counting rule in χPT
developed in [9] is such that e counts as order p.

Given the success of chiral perturbation theory at
T = 0, one may hope that it also provides a good de-
scription of the QCD thermodynamics at low tempera-
ture. In the chiral limit, the pions are massless and their
typical momenta are of order T . If T is sufficiently small,
the low-energy expansion ought to converge. Again, in
the massless limit, the pion decay constant f is the only
scale that appears in the leading-order Lagrangian. Up
to corrections given by the low-energy constants that ap-
pear at higher orders in the low-energy expansion, T/f
is the expansion parameter of χPT. In a series of papers,
the low-temperature expansions of the pressure P and
quark condensate 〈q̄q〉 in two-flavor χPT were calculated
and show the expected form [13–15]

P =
π2T 4
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where 〈q̄q〉0 is condensate in the vacuum, Λp = 275± 65
MeV and Λq = 470±110MeV [15]. Λp and Λq depend on
the low-energy constants l̄i, which up to a factor are the
running couplings lri (Λ) evaluated at the scale Λ = m, m
being the (bare) pion mass. The expansions show good
convergence properties for temperatures up to approxi-
mately 140 MeV [15].

However, at high enough temperature, χPT ceases
to be valid since other degrees of freedom are excited
and one must use other methods. Lattice Monte Carlo
techniques is a first-principles method that can be used
to study finite-temperature QCD: At zero (and small)
baryon chemical potential, one can carry out lattice
simulations to calculate thermodynamic quantities such
as the pressure and interaction measure as well as the
approximate order parameters that characterize con-
finement and chiral symmetry breaking, namely the
Polyakov loop and the quark condensates. For physical
quark masses and two quark flavors, the transition is a
smooth crossover at a transition temperature of around
155 MeV [16–19].

The Hadron resonance gas (HRG) model treats finite-
temperature QCD as a gas of non-interacting hadrons
and their resonances. As T gets higher, it is necessary
to include more and more particles, and typically one
has included the approximately 200 hadrons below 2.5
GeV. It can be easily generalized to finite chemical po-
tentials as well “distorted” by using not the physical
masses but masses that take into account lattice dis-
cretization effects. It has also been combined with re-
sults from two-flavor χPT by adding the contributions
from heavier hadrons [18]. Comparing predictions for
e.g. the pressure and the quark condensate of lattice
QCD and the HRG model, one finds, perhaps surpris-
ingly, very good agreement given the fact that the latter
does not include interactions (unless combined with e.g.
χPT) [18, 20–23].

Finite temperature calculations within χPT includ-
ing electromagnetic effects are scarce. In Ref. [24], the
authors calculate the quark condensates at NLO in two-
flavor and three-flavor χPT. In Ref. [25], they calculate
the pole masses and the damping rate for the charged
pion in two-flavor χPT at LO in the classes of covariant
and Coulomb gauges. While the pole mass is gauge-
fixing independent in the two classes of gauges and co-
incide, the damping rate depends on the gauge. In par-
ticular, the damping rate in covariant gauge is negative
indicating an instability. This is reminiscent of the old
problem of the gauge dependence of the gluon damping
rate in hot QCD. The problem was solved by Braaten
and Pisarski who realized that a one-loop calculation
is incomplete and that one must use effective propaga-
tors and vertices to obtain a complete leading-order re-
sult [26, 27]. This is summarized in a non-local effective

Lagrangian that upon expansion generates the correc-
tion terms [28, 29]. This Lagrangian has been general-
ized to all temperatures and densities in Ref. [30] and
can possibly be used to resolve the gauge dependence of
the damping rate in χPT.

In the present paper, we consider three-flavor χPT
at finite temperature including electromagnetic effects
to leading order in e2. We calculate the pressure and
the quark condensates to O(p6). In order to extend the
validity of our calculations to higher temperatures, we
combine the results from χPT and the hadron resonance
gas model. The latter has enjoyed considerable success
in describing the thermodynamics of low-temperature
QCD as obtained from the lattice. The paper is orga-
nized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly discuss the chi-
ral Lagrangian. In. Sec. III, we calculate the pressure
to O(p6) in the low-energy expansion. In Sec. IV, we
discuss the extension of the chiral Lagrangian to include
the effects of electromagnetic interactions. In Sec. V, the
pressure is again calculated to O(p6) in the low-energy
expansion. In Sec. VI, we calculate the quark conden-
sates while in Sec. VII we briefly discuss the hadron
resonance gas model. In Sec. VIII, we present and dis-
cuss our numerical results. We have included four ap-
pendices providing the reader with definitions and use-
ful calculational details. In particular, we calculate the
quark condensate at T = 0 including electromagnetic
effects, which is required in the calculation of the finite-
temperature dependent quark condensates.

II. CHIRAL LAGRANGIAN

In massless three-flavor QCD, the Lagrangian has a
global SU(3)L × SU(3)R symmetry in addition to the
global U(1)B baryon symmetry and the local SU(Nc)
gauge symmetry. In the vacuum, this symmetry is bro-
ken to SU(3)V by the formation of a quark condensates.
For two massless and one massive quark, the symmetry
is SU(2)L × SU(2)R, which is broken to SU(2)V in the
vacuum. For two degenerate light quarks and one mas-
sive quark, this symmetry is explicit broken to SU(2)V .
If the two quarks are nondegenerate, we have three U(1)
symmetries, one for each quark flavor.

Chiral perturbation theory is a low-energy effective
theory of QCD which is based on the global symmetries
and relevant degrees of freedom [1–3]. For three-flavor
QCD, the degrees of freedom are the eight mesons: three
pions, four kaons, and the η. In the chiral Lagrangian
each factor of a quark mass counts two powers of mo-
mentum and each factor of a derivative counts one power
of momentum. The leading-order Lagrangian is given
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by [3]

L2 =
1

4
f2〈∂µΣ∂µΣ†〉+ 1

4
f2〈χ†Σ + Σ†χ〉 , (3)

where 〈A〉 denotes the trace of a matrixA in flavor space,
f is the bare pion decay constant, and χ is given in terms
of the quark mass matrix

χ = 2B0 diag(mu,md,ms) . (4)

Finally,

Σ = exp

[

i
λaφa

f

]

, (5)

with φa being the meson fields parameterizing the Gold-
stone manifold and where λa are the Gell-Mann matrices
that satisfy 〈λaλb〉 = 2δab.
Expanding the Lagrangian L2 to second order in the

fields φa, we find

Lquadratic
2 = ∂µπ

+∂µπ− −m2
π,0π

+π−

+
1

2
∂µπ

0∂µπ0 − 1

2
m2

π,0(π
0)2

+∂µK
+∂µK− −m2

K±,0K
+K−

+∂µK
0∂µK̄0 −m2

K0,0K
0K̄0

+
1

2
∂µη∂

µη − 1

2
m2

η,0η
2 , (6)

where the meson fields are expressed in terms of φa as

π± =
1√
2
(φ1 ∓ iφ2) , (7)

π0 = φ3 , (8)

K± =
1√
2
(φ4 ∓ iφ5) , (9)

K0/K̄0 =
1√
2
(φ6 ∓ iφ7) , (10)

η = φ8 . (11)

The tree-level masses are

m2
π,0 = B0(mu +md) , (12)

m2
K±,0 = B0(mu +ms) , (13)

m2
K0,0 = B0(md +ms) , (14)

m2
η,0 =

B0(mu +md + 4ms)

3
. (15)

Since we are working in the isospin limit, there is no
mixing between π0 and η. As long as e = 0, the charged
and neutral kaons have the same bare mass which is
denoted by mK,0.
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The quartic terms of the Lagrangian L2 contains a large number of terms. They can conveniently be written as

Lquartic
2 =

m2
π,0

24f2
(π0)4 +

m2
π,0

12f2
(π0)2η2 +

m2
π,0

6f2
π+π−η2 +

1

216f2
(16m2

K,0 − 7m2
π,0)η

4

− 1

6f2

[

2(π0)2∂µπ
+∂µπ− + 2π+π−∂µπ

0∂µπ0 −m2
π,0π

+π−(π0)2
]

− 1

6f2
π+π−

[

2∂µπ
+∂µπ− −m2

π,0π
+π−

]

− 1

6f2
K+K−

[

2∂µK
+∂µK− −m2

K,0K
+K−

]

− 1

6f2
π+π−

[

∂µK
+∂µK− −m2

K,0K
+K−

]

− 1

6f2
K+K−

[

∂µπ
+∂µπ− −m2

π,0π
+π−

]

− 1

6f2

[

2K0K̄0∂µK
0∂µK̄0 −m2

K,0(K
0K̄0)2

]

− 1

12f2

[

K0K̄0∂µπ0∂
µπ0 + (π0)

2
∂µK0∂

µK̄0 − (m2
π,0 +m2

K,0)(π
0)

2
K0K̄

0
]

− 1

12f2

[

K+K−∂µπ0∂
µπ0 + (π0)

2
∂µK

+∂µK− − (m2
π,0 +m2

K,0)(π
0)

2
K+K−

]

− 1

6f2

[

K0K̄0∂µπ
+∂µπ− + π+π−∂µK

0∂µK̄0 − (m2
π,0 +m2

K,0)π
+π−K0K̄0

]

− 1

6f2

[

K+K−∂µK
0∂µK̄0 +K0K̄0∂µK

+∂µK− − 2m2
K,0K

+K−K0K̄0
]

− 1

12f2

[

3K+K−∂µη∂
µη + 3η2∂µK

+∂µK− + (m2
π,0 − 3m2

K,0)K
+K−η2

]

− 1

12f2

[

3K0K̄0∂µη∂
µη + 3η2∂µK

0∂µK̄0 + (m2
π,0 − 3m2

K,0)K
0K̄0η2

]

, (16)

where we have omitted terms that do not contribute to
the pressure or quark condensates at two loops in the
isospin limit.
At next-to-leading order in the low-energy expansion,

there are 12 terms in the chiral Lagrangian [3]. The
terms that are relevant for the present calculations are

L4 = L4〈∂µΣ†∂µΣ〉〈χ†Σ + χΣ†〉
+L5〈

(

∂µΣ
†∂µΣ

) (

χ†Σ + χΣ†
)

〉
+L6〈χ†Σ+ χΣ†〉2 + L7〈χΣ† − χ†Σ〉2
+L8〈χ†Σχ†Σ+ χΣ†χΣ†〉+H2〈χχ†〉 , (17)

where Li are the so-called low-energy constants (i =
0, 1, 2...10), Hi are the coefficients of the contact terms
in chiral Lagrangian, and referred to as high-energy con-
stants (i = 1, 2). The relations between the bare cou-
plings Li and Hi and their renormalized counterparts Lr

i

and Hr
i are

Li = Lr
i −

ΓiΛ
−2ǫ

2(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+ 1

]

, (18)

Hi = Hr
i − ∆iΛ

−2ǫ

2(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+ 1

]

. (19)

The constants Γi and ∆i assume the following values [3]

Γ4 =
1

8
, Γ5 =

3

8
, Γ6 =

11

144
, (20)

Γ7 = 0 , Γ8 =
5

48
, ∆2 =

5

24
. (21)

Since the bare parameters are independent of the scale
Λ, differentiation of Eqs. (18)–(19) immediately gives
rise to equations governing the running of the renor-
malized couplings. The renormalization group equations
read

Λ
dLr

i

dΛ
= − Γi

(4π)2
, Λ

dHr
i

dΛ
= − ∆i

(4π)2
. (22)

We note that Γ7 = 0, which implies that Lr
7 does not

run and we write L7 = Lr
7.
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The quadratic part of the Lagrangian Eq. (17) is given by

Lquadratic
4 =

4L4

f2
(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0)

[

2∂µπ
+∂µπ− + ∂µπ

0∂µπ0 + 2∂µK
+∂µK− + 2∂µK

0∂µK̄0 + ∂µη∂
µη
]

+
4L5

f2

[

m2
π,0(2∂µπ

+∂µπ− + ∂µπ
0∂µπ0) + 2m2

K,0(∂µK
+∂µK− + ∂µK

0∂µK̄0) +m2
η,0∂µη∂

µη
]

−8L6

f2
(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0)

[

m2
π,0(2π

+π− + (π0)2) + 2m2
K,0(K

+K− +K0K̄0) +m2
η,0η

2
]

−64L7

3f2
(m2

π,0 −m2
K,0)

2η2 − 16L8

f2

[

m4
π,0π

+π− +
1

2
m4

π,0(π
0)2 +m4

K,0(K
+K− +K0K̄0)

+
1

3

(

4m4
K,0 − 4m2

π,0m
2
K,0 +

3

2
m4

π,0

)

η2
]

. (23)

Finally, there are static terms from L6 that contribute
at O(p6) to the pressure, but they are temperature in-
dependent and only serve to renormalize the vacuum
energy.

III. PRESSURE

The free energy density is given by

F = − T

Vsys
logZ , (24)

where Vsys is the volume of the system and Z is the par-
tition function which can be expressed as a path integral
in the imaginary-time formalism

Z =

∫

Dφe−
∫

β

0
dτ

∫
d3xLE , (25)

where LE is the Euclidean Lagrangian, β ≡ 1/T , and φ
is short-hand notation for all the fields integrated over.
The pressure is then given by P = −F . The loop di-
agrams that contribute to the pressure are ultraviolet
divergent and must be regularized. We use dimensional
regularization where power divergences are set to zero
and logarithmic divergences show up as poles in ǫ, where
d = 3−2ǫ. There are both temperature-independent and
temperature-dependent divergences. The counterterms
diagrams that are used to cancel the T = 0 divergences
are also sufficient to cancel the temperature-dependent
ones. In the present paper, we are interested in finite-
temperature effects and so we simply throw away the
T = 0 divergences.
The O(p2) contribution is given by the static part of

the Lagrangian L2. Since this term is temperature in-
dependent, we ignore it henceforth. In the following, we
denote the finite-temperature contribution at O(p2n) by

Pn−1 with n = 1, 2, 3... The result through O(p2n) is
denoted by P0+1+...n−1.

A. O(p4)

The one-loop pressure is given by

P1 =
3

2
I ′0(m

2
π,0) + 2I ′0(m

2
K,0) +

1

2
I ′0(m

2
η,0) , (26)

where I ′0(m) is given by Eq. (A6). Since we are only
interested in the temperature dependence, we keep the
terms J0(βm) to obtain

P0+1 =
T 4

(4π)2

[

3

2
J0(βmπ,0) + 2J0(βmK,0)

+
1

2
J0(βmη,0)

]

, (27)

where the thermal integrals Jn(βm) are defined in
Eq. (A8) and where J0(βm) is to be evaluated at ǫ = 0.

B. O(p6)

At O(p6), there are three contributions to the pres-
sure: the tree-level graphs, the one-loop graphs with a
mass or derivative insertion, and the two-loop graphs.
The tree graphs are temperature independent and dis-
carded. The one-loop diagrams can be split into
a temperature-independent term and a temperature-
dependent term, where both of them are divergent. The
two-loop graphs can be split in a similar manner. The
temperature-dependent divergent parts from the one-
loop graphs cancel against the temperature-dependent
divergent parts from the two-loop graphs, showing that
renormalization at T = 0 is sufficient to obtain a finite
expression for the pressure.
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FIG. 1. Two-loop Feynman graphs contributing to the pressure at O(p6). Dashed line represents a neutral meson and solid
line represents a charged meson.

FIG. 2. One-loop Feynman graphs with a mass or derivate counterterm insertion (indicated by a black blob) contributing
to the pressure at O(p6).

The two-loop graphs are shown in the Fig. 1. Their expression is

Pa
2 = −

m2
π,0

f2

[

3

8
I21 (m

2
π,0)−

1

4
I1(m

2
π,0)I1(m

2
η,0) +

7

72
I21 (m

2
η,0)

]

−
m2

K,0

f2

[

2

3
I1(m

2
K,0)I1(m

2
η,0)−

2

9
I21 (m

2
η,0)

]

,(28)

where the integral I1(m
2) is defined in Eq. (A7). The one-loop counterterm graphs are shown in Fig. 2. Their

expression is

Pb
2 =

4L4 − 8L6

f2
(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0)

[

3m2
π,0I1(m

2
π,0) + 4m2

K,0I1(m
2
K,0) +m2

η,0I1(m
2
η,0)
]

+
4L5

f2

[

3m4
π,0I1(m

2
π,0) + 4m4

K,0I1(m
2
K,0) +m4

η,0I1(m
2
η,0)
]

− 64L7

3f2
(m2

π,0 −m2
K,0)

2I1(m
2
η,0)

−8L8

f2

[

3m4
π,0I1(m

2
π,0) + 4m4

K,0I1(m
2
K,0) +

8m4
K,0 − 8m2

K,0m
2
π,0 + 3m4

π,0

3
I1(m

2
η,0)

]

. (29)

Adding Eqs. (28) and (29), and renormalizing the couplings using Eq. (18), we obtain

P2 = −
m2

π,0T
4

(4π)4f2

[

3

8
J2
1 (βmπ,0)−

1

4
J1(βmπ,0)J1(βmη,0) +

7

72
J2
1 (βmη,0)

]

−
m2

K,0T
4

(4π)4f2

[

2

3
J1(βmK,0)J1(βmη,0)

−2

9
J2
1 (βmη,0)

]

+
(4Lr

4 − 8Lr
6)T

2

(4π)2f2
(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0)

[

3m2
π,0J1(βmπ,0) + 4m2

K,0J1(βmK,0) +m2
η,0J1(βmη,0)

]

+
4Lr

5T
2

(4π)2f2

[

3m4
π,0J1(βmπ,0) + 4m4

K,0J1(βmK,0) +m4
η,0J1(βmη,0)

]

− 64Lr
7T

2

3(4π)2f2
(m2

π,0 −m2
K,0)

2J1(βmη,0)

− 8Lr
8T

2

(4π)2f2

[

3m4
π,0J1(βmπ,0) + 4m4

K,0J1(βmK,0) +
1

3

(

8m4
K,0 − 8m2

π,0m
2
K,0 + 3m4

π,0

)

J1(βmη,0)

]

+
T 2J1(βmπ,0)

(4π)4f2

(

3

4
m4

π,0 log
Λ2

m2
π,0

− 1

4
m2

π,0m
2
η,0 log

Λ2

m2
η,0

)

+
T 2J1(βmK,0)

(4π)4f2

(

2

3
m2

K,0m
2
η,0 log

Λ2

m2
η,0

)

+
T 2J1(βmη,0)

(4π)4f2

(

−1

4
m4

π,0 log
Λ2

m2
π,0

+
2

3
m4

K,0 log
Λ2

m2
K,0

− 1

3
m4

η,0 log
Λ2

m2
η,0

+
1

12
m2

π,0m
2
η,0 log

Λ2

m2
η,0

)

, (30)

where J1(βm) is to be evaluated at ǫ = 0.
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The terms proportional to the renormalized couplings Lr
i and the logarithms can be absorbed in the one-loop

result by replacing the bare meson masses with the physical meson masses at one loop, listed in Appendix D. This
can be seen by writing the meson masses schematically as m2 + δm2 and expanding the one-loop contribution as

I ′0(m
2 + δm2) = I ′0(m

2)− δm2I1(m
2) , (31)

where we have used Eq. (A5). Similarly, using Eq. (A9) for ǫ = 0, we find

J0(β
√

m2 + δm2) = J0(βm)− δm2β2J1(βm) . (32)

The sum of Eq. (27) and (30) gives in the limit ǫ → 0, the finite-temperature pressure through O(p6)

P0+1+2 =
T 4

(4π)2

[

3

2
J0(βMπ) + 2J0(βMK) +

1

2
J0(βMη)

]

−
m2

π,0T
4

(4π)4f2

[

3

8
J2
1 (βmπ,0)−

1

4
J1(βmπ,0)J1(βmη,0)

+
7

72
J2
1 (βmη,0)

]

−
m2

K,0T
4

(4π)4f2

[

2

3
J1(βmK,0)J1(βmη,0)−

2

9
J2
1 (βmη,0)

]

. (33)

We note that the result simplifies significantly in the
chiral limit since the terms proportional to m2

π,0 van-
ish. In the two-flavor case, the correction to the Stefan-
Boltzmann result is of O(p8), cf. Eq. (1).

IV. INCLUDING ELECTROMAGNETIC

INTERACTIONS

Electromagnetic interactions in the framework of chi-
ral perturbation therory were first included by Urech in
Ref. [9] in the three-flavor case. The SU(2)V symme-
try of the chiral Lagrangian is then becoming a local
U(1) gauge symmetry. Moreover, he showed that one
can find a consistent power counting scheme also in this
case, if the electromagnetic coupling e counts as O(p)
and the electromagnetic field Aµ counts as O(1). The
leading-order Lagrangian is now given by [8]

L2 = −1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

4
f2〈∇µΣ∇µΣ†〉

+
1

4
f2〈χ†Σ+ Σ†χ〉+ C〈QΣQΣ†〉

+Lgf + Lghost , (34)

where the first term is the kinetic term for the photons.
The covariant derivatives are

∇µΣ = ∂µΣ + i[AµQ,Σ] , (35)

∇µΣ
† = ∂µΣ

† + i[AµQ,Σ†] . (36)

where the charge matrix of the quarks is

Q =
1

2
e

(

λ3 +
1√
3
λ8

)

. (37)

Since our calculations involve the dynamical gauge field
Aµ, we need to fix the gauge. In the class of covariant

gauges, the gauge-fixing term is

Lgf =
1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ)2 , (38)

where ξ is the gauge-fixing parameter. The correspond-
ing ghost term is

Lghost =
1

2
∂µc̄∂

µc . (39)

The ghost completely decouples from the rest of the La-
grangian. In a general covariant gauge, the Euclidean
space photon and ghost propagators are

∆µν(P ) =
1

P 2

(

δµν − (1 − ξ)
PµPν

P 2

)

, (40)

∆ghost(P ) =
1

P 2
. (41)

At O(p4), the partial derivatives are also replaced by
covariant derivatives in Eq. (17). The O(p4) chiral La-
grangian has an additional 17 terms whose coefficients
were computed in the Feynman gauge, ξ = 1 [9–12].
Generally, the coefficients of the operators depend on the
gauge, an explicit example is given in Ref. [31]. Some of
the operators have two powers of e and two derivatives,
or two powers of e with one power of the quark mass, or
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four powers of e. The 14 operators required are

LQ
4 = K1f

2〈∇µΣ
†∇µΣ〉〈Q2〉

+K2f
2〈∇µΣ

†∇µΣ〉〈QΣQΣ†〉+
+K3f

2
(

〈∇µΣ
†QΣ〉〈∇µΣ†QΣ〉+ 〈∇µΣQΣ†〉〈∇µΣQΣ†〉

)

+K4f
2〈∇µΣ

†QΣ〉〈∇µΣQΣ†〉
+K5f

2〈(∇µΣ
†∇µΣ+∇µΣ∇µΣ†)Q2〉

+K6f
2〈∇µΣ

†∇µΣQΣ†QΣ+∇µΣ∇µΣ†QΣQΣ†〉
+K7f

2〈χ†Σ + Σ†χ〉〈Q2〉
+K8f

2〈χ†Σ + Σ†χ〉〈QΣQΣ†〉
+K9f

2〈(χ†Σ+ Σ†χ+ χΣ† +Σχ†)Q2〉
+K10f

2〈(χ†Σ+ Σ†χ)QΣ†QΣ+ (χΣ† +Σχ†)QΣQΣ†〉
+K11f

2〈(χ†Σ− Σ†χ)QΣ†QΣ+ (χΣ† − Σχ†)QΣQΣ†〉
+K15f

4〈QΣQΣ†〉2 +K16f
4〈QΣQΣ†〉〈Q2〉

+K17f
4〈Q2〉2 , (42)

where K1–K17 are constants. The last operator is a
contact term. The relation between the bare and renor-
malized couplings is

Ki = Kr
i − Λ−2ǫΣi

2(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+ 1

]

, (43)

where the constants Σi are

Σ1 =
3

4
,Σ2 = Z , (44)

Σ3 = −3

4
,Σ4 = 2Z , (45)

Σ5 = −9

4
,Σ6 =

3

2
Z , (46)

Σ7 = 0 ,Σ8 = Z , (47)

Σ9 = −1

4
,Σ10 =

1

4
+

3

2
Z , (48)

Σ11 =
1

8
,Σ15 =

3

2
+ 3Z + 14Z2 , (49)

Σ16 = −3− 3

2
Z − Z2 ,Σ17 =

3

2
− 3

2
Z + 5Z2 , (50)

and Z = C
f4 . The running of Kr

i is given by the solution

to the renormalization group equation

Λ
dKr

i

dΛ
= − Σi

(4π)2
. (51)

Note that Σ7 = 0 which implies that K7 does not run
and we write K7 = Kr

7 .

The charged mesons receive a contribution to the tree-
level mass from the term C〈QΣQΣ†〉 in the Lagrangian
Eq. (34). Expanding this term to second order in the
fields, we find

δLquadratic
2 = −Ce2

f2

[

φ2
1 + φ2

2 + φ2
4 + φ5

2

]

= −2
Ce2

f2

[

π+π− +K+K−
]

, (52)

and therefore

m2
π±,0 = B0(mu +md) + 2

Ce2

f2
, (53)

m2
K±,0 = B0(mu +ms) + 2

Ce2

f2
. (54)

The new term which is of purely electromagnetic origin
gives rise to the mass splitting of the neutral and charged
mesons that is nonzero in the chiral limit.

We also need the Lagrangian to fourth order in the fields. The new terms are coming from the covariant derivative
and from the term C〈QΣQΣ†〉. We find

LQ,quartic
2 =

Ce2

6f4

[

8(π+π−)2 + 4π+π−(π0)2 + 16π+π−K+K− + 2π+π−K0K̄0 + (π0)2K+K− + 8(K+K−)2

+2K+K−K0K̄0 + 3K+K−η2
]

+ ie(π+∂µπ
− − π−∂µπ

+)Aµ + ie(K+∂µK
− −K−∂µK

+)Aµ

+e2(π+π− +K+K−)AµA
µ . (55)

8



The one-loop counterterms are found by expanding LQ
4 in Eq. (42) to second order in the fields. One finds

LQ,quadratic
4 =

4

3
e2(K1 +K2)

[

∂µπ
0∂µπ0 + 2∂µπ

+∂µπ− + 2∂µK
+∂µK− + 2∂µK

0∂µK̄0 + ∂µη∂
µη
]

−1

3
e2(2K3 −K4)[3∂µπ

0∂µπ0 + ∂µη∂
µη]

+
2

9
e2(K5 +K6)[5∂µπ

0∂µπ0 + 10∂µπ
+∂µπ− + 10∂µK

+∂µK− + 4∂µK
0∂µK̄0 + 3∂µη∂

µη]

−4

3
e2(K7 +K8)

[

m2
π,0(π

0)2 + 2m2
π,0π

+π− + 2m2
K,0(K

+K− +K0K̄0) +m2
η,0η

2
]

−4e2K8(m
2
π,0 + 2m2

K,0)(π
+π− +K+K−)

−2e2K9

27

[

m2
π,0(30π

+π− + 15(π0)2 + 18K+K− + η2) +m2
K,0(12K

+K− + 12K0K̄0 + 8η2)
]

−2e2K10

27

[

m2
π,0(138π

+π− + 15(π0)2 + 18K+K− + η2) +m2
K,0(120K

+K− + 12K0K̄0 + 8η2)
]

−8e2K11(m
2
π,0π

+π− +m2
K,0K

+K−)− 8

3
f2e4K15(π

+π− +K+K−)

−4

3
f2e4K16(π

+π− +K+K−) . (56)

Again there will be static terms from LQ
6 contributing

to the renormalization of the vacuum energy and we will
not need them.

V. PRESSURE REVISITED

In this section, we calculate the pressure through
O(p6) including electromagnetic interactions. Since the
neutral and charged mesons are no longer degenerate
in masses, we must express the pressure in terms of all
the five different meson masses. As mentioned before,
the chiral Lagrangian including virtual photons is known
only to O(p4). It therefore not possible to renormalize
the vacuum energy through O(p6), but it is possible to
renormalize the finite-temperature part since the coun-
terterms at the relevant order are given by the O(p4)
Lagrangian.

A. O(p4)

Again the temperature-independent O(p2)-term is
omitted. The mesonic one-loop contribution to the pres-
sure is the same as before, except that the charged
masses have changed according to Eqs. (53)–(54). In
addition, there is a contribution from the massless pho-
tons, giving

P1 =
1

2
I ′0(m

2
π,0) + I ′0(m

2
π±,0) + I ′0(m

2
K±,0) + I ′0(m

2
K,0)

+
1

2
I ′0(m

2
η,0) +

1

2
(d− 1)I ′0(0) , (57)

where d = 3 − 2ǫ. Omitting the temperature-
independent divergent terms yields in the limit ǫ → 0

P1 =
T 4

(4π)2

[

1

2
J0(βmπ,0) + J0(βmπ±,0) + J0(βmK,0)

+J0(βmK±,0) +
1

2
J0(βmη,0) + J0(0)

]

, (58)

where J0(0) =
16π4

45 .

B. O(p6)

The two-loop diagrams are those given in the previ-
ous section as well as a number of new ones coming from
the the interaction terms in Eq. (55). The second group
of diagrams are shown in Fig. 3. These are the only
diagrams involving the photon propagator. We note in
passing that the individual diagrams are gauge-fixing
dependent, but the sum is independent of ξ in covari-
ant gauge. The same result is obtained in the Coulomb
gauge with gauge parameter ξ.

The expression for the diagrams in Fig. 1 is
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FIG. 3. Feynman graphs contributing to the pressure at
next-to-next-to leading order. Solid lines represent a charged
meson and wavy lines represent a photon. The setting-sun
diagram is shown to the right.

Pa
2 = −

m2
π,0

f2

[

−1

8
I21 (m

2
π,0) +

1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
π,0)−

1

3
I21 (m

2
π±,0)−

1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K,0)

−1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K±,0)−

1

12
I1(m

2
π,0)I1(m

2
η,0)−

1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
η,0) +

7

72
I21 (m

2
η,0)

]

−
m2

π±,0

f2

[

1

3
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
π,0) +

1

3
I21 (m

2
π±,0) +

1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K,0) +

1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K±,0)

]

−
m2

K,0

f2

[

−1

3
I21 (m

2
K±,0)−

1

12
I1(m

2
π,0)I1(m

2
K±,0)−

1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K±,0)−

1

6
I1(m

2
K,0)I1(m

2
K±,0)

+
1

3
I1(m

2
K0,0)I1(m

2
η,0) +

1

12
I1(m

2
K±,0)I1(m

2
η,0)−

2

9
I21 (m

2
η,0)

]

−
m2

K±,0

f2

[

1

3
I21 (m

2
K±,0) +

1

12
I1(m

2
π,0)I1(m

2
K±,0) +

1

6
I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K±,0)

+
1

6
I1(m

2
K,0)I1(m

2
K±,0) +

1

4
I1(m

2
K±,0)I1(m

2
η,0)

]

, (59)

where the charged masses are given by Eqs. (53)–(54). Setting e = 0, i.e. for degenerate meson masses, Eq. (59)
reduces to Eq. (28), as it should.
The first set of one-loop graphs with insertions is shown in Fig. 2. Their expression is

Pb
2 =

4L4

f2
(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0)

[

2m2
π±,0I1(m

2
π±,0) +m2

π,0I1(m
2
π,0) + 2m2

K±,0I1(m
2
K±,0) + 2m2

K,0I1(m
2
K,0) +m2

η,0I1(m
2
η,0)
]

+
4L5

f2

[

m2
π,0

(

2m2
π±,0I1(m

2
π±,0) +m2

π,0I1(m
2
π,0)
)

+ 2m2
K,0

(

m2
K±,0I1(m

2
K±,0) +m2

K,0I1(m
2
K,0)

)

+m4
η,0I1(m

2
η,0)
]

−8L6

f2
(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0)

[

m2
π,0

(

2I1(m
2
π±,0) + I1(m

2
π,0)
)

+ 2m2
K,0

(

I1(m
2
K±,0) + I1(m

2
K,0)

)

+m2
η,0I1(m

2
η,0)
]

−64L7

3f2
(m2

π,0 −m2
K,0)

2I1(m
2
η,0)−

16L8

f2

[

m4
π,0

(

I1(m
2
π±,0) +

1

2
I1(m

2
π,0)

)

+m4
K,0

(

I1(m
2
K±,0) + I1(m

2
K,0)

)

+
1

3
(4m4

K,0 − 4m2
π,0m

2
K,0 +

3

2
m4

π,0)I1(m
2
η,0)

]

. (60)

The expression for diagrams arising from the interactions in Eq. (55) and shown in Fig. 3 is

Pc
2 = −(d− 1)e2I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(0)−

1

2
e2I21 (m

2
π±,0)− 2e2m2

π±,0Isun(m
2
π±,0)− (d− 1)e2I1(m

2
K±,0)I1(0)

−1

2
e2I21 (m

2
K±,0)− 2e2m2

K±,0Isun(m
2
K±,0) +

Ce2

6f4

[

4I1(m
2
π,0)I1(m

2
π±,0) + 16I21 (m

2
π±,0)

+16I1(m
2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K±,0) + I1(m

2
π,0)I1(m

2
K±,0) + 2I1(m

2
π±,0)I1(m

2
K,0) + 16I21 (m

2
K±,0)

+2I1(m
2
K±,0)I1(m

2
K,0) + 3I1(m

2
K±,0)I1(m

2
η,0)
]

,

(61)
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where d = 3− 2ǫ and Isun(m
2) is defined in Eq. (B1). Isun(m

2) is evaluated in Appendix B. Finally, the expression
for the diagrams arising from Eq. (56) are given by

Pd
2 =

4

3
e2(K1 +K2)

[

m2
π,0I1(m

2
π,0) + 2m2

π±,0I1(m
2
π±,0) + 2m2

K,0I1(m
2
K,0) + 2m2

K±,0I1(m
2
K±,0) +m2

η,0I1(m
2
η,0)
]

+
1

3
e2(−2K3 +K4)

[

3m2
π,0I

2
1 (mπ,0) +m2

η,0I
2
1 (mη,0)

]

+
2

9
e2(K5 +K6)

[

5m2
π,0I1(m

2
π,0) + 10m2

π±,0I1(m
2
π±,0)

+10m2
K±,0I1(m

2
K±,0) + 4m2

K,0I1(m
2
K,0) + 3m2

η,0I1(m
2
η,0)
]

− 4

3
e2(K7 +K8)

[

m2
π,0

(

I1(m
2
π,0) + 2I1(m

2
π±,0)

)

+2m2
K,0

(

I1(m
2
K±,0) + I1(m

2
K,0)

)

+m2
η,0I1(m

2
η,0)
]

− 4e2K8(m
2
π,0 + 2m2

K,0)
[

I1(m
2
π±,0) + I1(m

2
K±,0)

]

−2e2K9

27

[

m2
π,0

(

30I1(m
2
π±,0) + 15I1(m

2
π,0) + 18I1(m

2
K±,0) + I1(m

2
η,0)
)

+m2
K,0

(

12I1(m
2
K±,0) + 12I1(m

2
K,0)

+8I1(m
2
η,0)
)]

− 2e2K10

27

[

m2
π,0

(

138I1(m
2
π±,0) + 15I1(m

2
π,0) + 18I1(m

2
K±,0) + I1(m

2
η,0)
)

+m2
K,0

(

120I1(m
2
K±,0) + 12I1(m

2
K,0) + 8I1(m

2
η,0)
)]

− 8e2K11

[

m2
π,0I1(m

2
π±,0) +m2

K,0I1(m
2
K±,0)

]

. (62)

The complete result for the pressure is then given by the sum of Eqs. (58), (59), (60), (61), and (62). Again we
can absorb the terms that involve the low-energy constants by replacing the bare meson masses with their one-loop
expression. The final result is

P0+1+2 =
T 4

(4π)2

[

1

2
J0(βmπ0) + J0(βmπ±) + J0(βmK0) + J0(βmK±) +

1

2
J0(βmη) + J0(0)

]

−
m2

π,0T
4

(4π)4f2

[

1

2
J1(βmπ±,0)J1(βmπ,0)−

1

8
J2
1 (βmπ,0)−

1

12
J1(βmπ,0)J1(βmη,0)−

1

6
J1(βmπ±,0)J1(βmη,0)

+
7

72
J2
1 (βmη,0)

]

−
m2

K,0T
4

(4π)4f2

[

1

3
J1(βmK,0)J1(βmη,0) +

1

3
J1(βmK±,0)J1(βmη,0)−

2

9
J2
1 (βmη,0)

]

− e2T 4

(4π)4

[

2J1(βmπ±,0)J1(0) +
1

2
J2
1 (βmπ±,0) + 2J1(βmK±,0)J1(0) +

1

2
J2
1 (βmK±,0)

]

−2m2
π±,0e

2I(2)sun(m
2
π±,0)− 2m2

K±,0e
2I(2)sun(m

2
K±,0) +

Ce2T 4

(4π)4f4

[

2J2
1 (βmπ±,0)

+2J1(βmπ±,0)J1(βmK±,0) + 2J2
1 (βmK±,0)

]

. (63)

where I
(2)
sun(m2) is defined in Eq. (B16) and we note that

J1(0) =
4π2

3 .

VI. QUARK CONDENSATES

In the vacuum, the light and s-quark condensates are
defined as

〈ūu〉0 =
∂V

∂mu

, (64)

〈d̄d〉0 =
∂V

∂md

, (65)

〈s̄s〉0 =
∂V

∂ms

, (66)

where V is the vacuum energy density. By introducing
the sum m = 1

2 (mu+md) and difference ∆m = 1
2 (mu −

md) of the light quark masses, we calculate the sum and
difference of the light quark condensates as

〈ūu〉0 + 〈d̄d〉0 = 〈q̄q〉0 =
∂V

∂m
, (67)

〈ūu〉0 − 〈d̄d〉0 =
∂V

∂∆m
. (68)

At finite temperature, we replace V by V − P [15] and
we therefore have

〈q̄q〉 = 〈q̄q〉0
[

1 +
∑

a

ca
f2

∂P
∂m2

a

]

, (69)

〈s̄s〉 = 〈s̄s〉0
[

1 +
∑

a

csa
f2

∂P
∂m2

a

]

, (70)
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where the sum is over the eight mesons and the coeffi-
cients are

ca = −f2∂m
2
a

∂m
〈q̄q〉−1

0 , (71)

csa = −f2∂m
2
a

∂ms

〈s̄s〉−1
0 . (72)

The expressions for the coefficients are obtained by using
the results for the condensates at T = 0 given by (C5)–
(C6) and the meson masses listed in Eqs (D1)–(D8).

VII. HADRON RESONANCE GAS MODEL

In the hadron resonance gas (HRG) model, one ap-
proximates the partition function of the system by the
partition function of a gas of non-interacting hadrons
and resonances. The pressure P is therefore given by
the sum of independent contributions Ph coming from
the different species,

P =
∑

h

Ph

= ∓ 8T

(4π)2

∑

h

dh(2s+ 1)

∫ ∞

0

dp p2 log
[

1∓ e−β
√

p2+m2

h

]

,

(73)

where dh is the multiplicity, s is the spin, mh is the
hadron mass, and the upper (lower) sign is for mesons
(baryons). The lightest hadrons we include in the sum
are shown in Table I. In the numerical work, the used
HRG model includes more than 200 known mesons and
baryons below 2.5 GeV in Particle Data Group [33]. As
known from Ref. [18], it is reasonable to add those known
resonances. Of course, it includes those broad light fla-
vor mesons e.g. f0(500), f0(1370), and K∗

0 (700) where
we take the central values of the estimated masses.
We also need the expressions for the condensates in

the HRG model. They are given by

〈q̄q〉 = 〈q̄q〉0 −
∂P
∂m

= 〈q̄q〉0 +
∑

h

nh(T )
∂mh

∂m
, (74)

〈s̄s〉 = 〈s̄s〉0 −
∂P
∂ms

(75)

= 〈s̄s〉0 +
∑

h

nh(T )
∂mh

∂ms

, (76)

where the temperature dependent density of hadrons is

nh(T ) =
8dh(2s+ 1)

(4π)2

∫ ∞

0

dp
mhp

2

√

p2 +m2
h

1

eβ
√

p2+m2

h ∓ 1
.

(77)

hadron m(MeV) s dh hadron m(MeV) s dh

π± 139.57 0 2 p 938.27 1/2 2

π0 134.98 0 1 n 939.57 1/2 2

K± 493.68 0 2 η′ 957.78 0 1

K0/K̄0 497.61 0 2 f0 990±20 0 1

η 547.86 0 1 a0 980±20 1 1

ρ± 775.26 1 2 φ 1019.46 1 1

ρ 775.26 1 1 Λ 1115.68 1/2 1

ω 782.66 1 1 h1 1166±6 1 1

K±
∗ 891.67 1 2 Σ± 1189.37 1/2 2

K0

∗ 895.55 1 2 Σ0 1192.64 1/2 1

TABLE I. Lightest hadrons included in the Hadron Reso-
nance Gas model.

The derivatives of the hadrons masses with respect to
the light quark mass m and the strange quark mass ms

can be written as [18]

∂mh

∂m
= 2B0

σπ,h

m2
π0

, (78)

∂mh

∂ms

=
σs,h

ms

=
σs,h

m2
K,0

B0(m+ms)

ms

. (79)

The sigma terms for the fundamental states are taken
from [32]. It is difficult to calculate the sigma terms for
each particle, but we follow Ref. [18] and assume that all
hadrons have the same sigma term as their fundamental
state.

VIII. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND

DISCUSSION

In this section, we present and discuss our numeri-
cal results. As input we will use the physical meson
masses and the pion decay constant taken from the Par-
ticle Data Group [33]

mπ0 = 134.98MeV , (80)

mπ± = 139.57MeV , (81)

mK± = 493.68MeV , (82)

mK0 = 497.61MeV , (83)

mη = 547.86MeV , (84)

fπ = 92.07MeV . (85)

The numerical values of the low-energy constants that
we need are [7, 34], where Ref. [7] includes Lr

4 − Lr
8 and
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Hr
2 is taken from Ref. [34],

Lr
4 = (0.0± 0.3)× 10−3 , (86)

Lr
5 = (1.2± 0.1)× 10−3 , (87)

Lr
6 = (0.0± 0.4)× 10−3 , (88)

Lr
7 = (−0.3± 0.2)× 10−3 , (89)

Lr
8 = (0.5± 0.2)× 10−3 , (90)

Hr
2 = (−3.4± 1.5)× 10−3 . (91)

These couplings are at the scale of the ρ mass, Λ =
775.26 MeV.
Including electromagnetic interactions, we need a

number of additional couplings. The electromagnetic
coupling is [33]

e2 = 0.092 . (92)

The numerical value of the constant C has been esti-
mated by Urech [9]. Its value is

C = 61.1× 10−6(GeV)4 . (93)

At tree level, this gives rise to a mass splitting between
the neutral and charged pion of approximately 4.8 MeV,
which is very close the experimental value of 4.6 MeV.
Finally, we need [7, 35, 36]

Kr
1 = −2.7× 10−3 , (94)

Kr
2 = 0.7× 10−3 , (95)

Kr
3 = 2.7× 10−3 , (96)

Kr
4 = 1.4× 10−3 , (97)

Kr
5 = 11.6× 10−3 , (98)

Kr
6 = 2.8× 10−3 , (99)

Kr
7 = 0× 10−3 , (100)

Kr
8 = 0× 10−3 , (101)

Kr
9 = −1.3× 10−3 , (102)

Kr
10 = 4× 10−3 , (103)

Kr
11 = 1.3× 10−3 , (104)

where all theKr
i are assigned a conservative 100% uncer-

tainty [35]. The low-energy constants Kr
1 −Kr

8 and Kr
11

can be found in Ref. [7], Kr
9 and Kr

10 are from Ref. [36].
If we ignore electromagnetic interactions, the charged

pion is degenerate with the neutral pion, and the charged
kaon is degenerate with the neutral kaon. In this case,
we use the experimental values for the masses of the
neutral mesons as well as fπ. Using these values to-
gether with the low-energy constants, Eqs. (D1), (D2),
and (D9) (here with e = 0) give us the tree-level val-
ues for mπ,0, mK,0, and f . The tree-level value of
the eta mass is then given by the relation m2

η,0 =

1
3 (4m

2
K,0 −m2

π,0). The bare values we find are

mπ,0 = 135.52MeV , (105)

mK,0 = 536.72MeV , (106)

mη,0 = 614.79MeV , (107)

f = 76.93MeV . (108)

Adding electromagnetic effects, we obtain

mπ,0 = 135.97MeV , (109)

mπ±,0 = 137.11MeV , (110)

mK±,0 = 531.85MeV , (111)

mK,0 = 537.14MeV , (112)

mη,0 = 615.25MeV , (113)

f = 76.69MeV . (114)

In both cases, we see that renormalization effects are
modest, except for the pion-decay constant.
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FIG. 4. Individual contributions to the pressure in the HRG
model as a function of the temperature in MeV. See main
text for details.

In Fig. 4, we show some of the the individual contri-
butions to the pressure in the HRG model in units of
10−4 GeV4 as a function of temperature in MeV. This is
essentially the same as Fig. 2 of Ref. [37]. As expected,
at any given temperature, the lightest states contribute
more to the total pressure than the heavier states. Up to
approximately 100 MeV, only the pions contribute sig-
nificantly. From 120-130 MeV onwards, heavier states
that are not included in three-flavor χPT start to con-
tribute significantly.
In Fig. 5, we show the pressure P normalized to T 4 in

various approximations. The dotted line is the O(p2) re-
sult in χPT, while the blue line is O(p4) result. The red
dashed line is the O(p4) result including electromagnetic
effects. The green line shows the resulting normalized
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FIG. 5. Pressure normalized by T 4 as a function of the tem-
perature in MeV. See main text for details.

pressure combining χPT and the Hadron Resonance Gas
model. Doing this, the eight mesons in three-flavor χPT
are excluded from the sum in Eq. (73) so we do not
count degrees of freedom twice. The black triangles are
the lattice results taken from Ref. [18]. For low temper-
atures, the contribution to the pressure from the mas-
sive states is Boltzmann suppressed. This implies that
the normalized pressure vanishes, except for the case
where the contribution from the photons is included.
The normalized pressure in the limit T → 0 is therefore

2 × π2

90 = 0.22. The difference between the red and the
blue line is fairly constant over the temperature range
shown, indicating that electromagnetic interactions con-
tribute relatively little to the total pressure. The green
and blue lines are essentially on top of each other un-
til a temperature of approximately 90 MeV, where they
start to deviate. The steep increase of the green curves
shows the effects of including heavier states. The agree-
ment between the resulting normalized pressure and the
lattice result up to the largest temperatures is good.

In Fig. 6, we show the light quark condensate normal-
ized to its zero-temperature value in different approx-
imations as a function of the temperature. The blue
(green) line is the O(p2) result without (with) electro-
magnetic interactions. The yellow (red) line is the O(p4)
result without (with) electromagnetic interactions. For
comparison, we show in black the result from the HRG
model. Obviously, χPT is not valid in the entire tem-
perature range shown, but for low temperatures, up
to T ≃ 150 MeV, it seems to be converging very well
and electromagnetic effects are not very large. However,
from Figs. 5 and 8 below, it is also clear that χPT alone
cannot explain the lattice results beyond approximately
120 MeV.
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FIG. 6. Normalized light quark condensate 〈q̄q〉/〈q̄q〉0 as
a function of the temperature in MeV. See main text for
details.

In Fig. 7, we show the strange quark condensate nor-
malized to its zero-temperature value in different ap-
proximations as a function of the temperature. The fea-
tures are essentially the same as in Fig. 6, except that
the electromagnetic effects are somewhat larger in this
case.
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FIG. 7. Normalized strange quark condensate 〈s̄s〉/〈s̄s〉0 as
a function of the temperature in MeV. See main text for
details.

In Fig. 8, we plot the dimensionless quantity ∆l,s,
which is defined as [18]

∆l,s =
〈q̄q〉T − m

ms
〈s̄s〉T

〈q̄q〉0 − m
ms

〈s̄s〉0
. (115)

The ratio of light quark mass m and strange quark mass
ms equals 1/30.21, which is obtained by using the bare
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FIG. 8. ∆l,s as a function of the temperature in MeV. The
dotted horizontal curve indicates the value ∆l,s = 1

2
.

See main text for details.

values of mπ,0 and mK,0. The green (blue) line is the
O(p4) results without (with) electromagnetic contribu-
tions. The red dotted line is for the results combined
with the HRG model, which includes all the resonances
states below 2.5 GeV in [33]. For comparison, we also
plot the lattice results in triangles from Ref. [18]. At
low temperatures, the χPT predictions do converge well
and the electromagnetic contributions are small. The
agreement between the lattice results and the HRG is
excellent all the way up to T ≈ 170 MeV. For QCD with
physical quark masses, there is no critical temperature.
However, one can define a crossover temperature in dif-
ferent ways. For example, the temperature at which the
chiral condensate has decreased to half its vacuum value,
or similarly the temperature at which ∆l,s has decreased
to half its vacuum value. It can also be defined as the
temperature at which the quark susceptibilities has its
peak. Depending on the quantity, the crossover temper-
ature in Ref. [18] is in the 150-170 MeV range. Using the
definition ∆l,s =

1
2 they obtain Tpc = 157.3 MeV. Using

the same definition, we obtain 160.1 MeV, the dotted
line in Fig. 8 indiactes this value. This crossover tem-
perature is also very close to Tpc = 161.2 MeV obtained
by a very recent HRG model analysis [23]. Of course,
one should bear in mind that the HRG model does not
know about the deconfined phase of QCD so the ex-
cellent agreement for Tpc obtained here some extent be
accidental. Likewise, the agreement with lattice data for
temperatures above approximately 150 MeV should be
taken with a grain of salt for the same reason.
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Appendix A: Sum-integrals

In the imaginary-time formalism, the four-momentum
is P = (p0,p) with P 2 = p20 + p

2 and p0 = 2πnT being
the Matsubara frequencies for bosons. Loop integrals
involve sums over Matsubara frequencies and integrals
over spatial momenta. We use momentum-space dimen-
sional regularization to regulate both infrared and ultra-
violet divergences. The sum-integrals are defined as

∑

∫

P

= T
∑

p0=2nπT

∫

p

, (A1)

where the sum is over Matsubara frequencies and inte-
grals over momenta are denoted by

∫

p

=

(

eγEΛ2

4π

)ǫ ∫
ddp

(2π)d
, (A2)

where d = 3− 2ǫ and Λ is an arbitrary momentum scale
that coincides with the renormalization scale in the MS
scheme. The one-loop integrals that appear in the cal-
culations are of the form

I ′0(m
2) = −∑

∫

P

log
[

P 2 +m2
]

, (A3)

In(m
2) =

∑

∫

P

1

(P 2 +m2)n
, (A4)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to
the index n evaluated at n = 0. They satisfy the rela-
tions

∂

∂m2
I ′0 = −I1 ,

∂

∂m2
In = −nIn+1 . (A5)

The sum-integral In can be evaluated by standard
contour-integration techniques. We specifically need

I ′0(m
2) =

1

2(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ [(
1

ǫ
+

3

2
+O(ǫ)

)

m4

+2J0(βm)T 4

]

, (A6)

I1(m
2) = − 1

(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ [(
1

ǫ
+ 1 +

π2 + 12

12
ǫ

)

m2

−J1(βm)T 2

]

, (A7)

where the thermal integrals Jn(βm) are defined as

Jn(βm) =
4eγEǫΓ(12 )

Γ(52 − n− ǫ)

m2ǫ

T 4−2n

∫ ∞

0

n(Ep)
p4−2n−2ǫ

Ep

dp ,

(A8)

n(Ep) = 1/(eβEp − 1) is the Bose-Einstein (BE) distri-
bution function, β is the inverse of temperature, and

Ep =
√

p2 +m2. The thermal integrals Jn(x) satisfy
the recursion relation

xJ ′
n(x) = 2ǫJn(x)− 2x2Jn+1(x) . (A9)

For ǫ = 0 and in the limit m → 0, the thermal integrals
behave as

J0 → 16π4

45
, (A10)

J1 → 4π2

3
− 4πβm− 2

(

log
βm

4π
− 1

2
+ γE

)

(βm)2 ,

(A11)

J2 → 2π

βm
+ 2

(

log
βm

4π
+ γE

)

. (A12)

We notice that 1
2I

′
0(0) reduces to π2

90T
4, which is the

Stefan-Boltzmann limit for the pressure of a massless
bosonic degree of freedom.

Appendix B: Evaluation of Isun(m
2)

In this appendix, we calculate

Isun(m
2) ≡

∑

∫

PQ

1

(P 2 +m2)(Q2 +m2)(P +Q)2
.(B1)

We use the method of Bugrij and Shadura [38]. The
sum-integrals over Euclidean momenta are replaced by
integrals over four momenta p = (p0,p) in Minkowski
space,

∑
∫

P
→ −i

∫

M
, where integrals in Minkowski space

are defined as
∫

M

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dp0
2π

∫

p

. (B2)

The Euclidean propagator is replaced by the Minkowski
propagator in the real-time formalism,

1

P 2 +m2
→ i

(

i

p20 − E2
p + iǫ

+ n(|p0|)2πδ(p20 − E2
p)

)

.

(B3)

The sum-integral Isun(m
2) is then given by the real part

of the resulting expression. Some of the integrals in-
volve one or more factors of the BE distribution. The
remaining integrals may conveniently be Wick-rotated
back to Euclidean space,

∫

M
→ i

∫

P
, where the integral

is defined as
∫

P

=

(

eγEΛ2

4π

)ǫ ∫
dd+1p

(2π)d+1
, (B4)

with d = 3 − 2ǫ. The term with zero thermal factors
reads

I(0)sun(m
2) =

∫

PQ

1

P 2(Q2 +m2)[(P +Q)2 +m2]

=

∫

P

1

P 2
Π(P ) , (B5)
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where the superscript (i) (i = 0, 1, 2, 3) of I
(i)
sun(m2) de-

notes the number of BE factors and where we have de-
fined

Π(P ) =

∫

Q

1

(Q2 +m2)[(P +Q)2 +m2]
. (B6)

The bubble integrals can be calculated e.g. by using Feynman parameters,

Π(P ) =
π csc ǫπ

Γ(1− ǫ)

(eγEΛ2)ǫ

(4π)2

∫ 1

0

dx
[

m2 + P 2x(1− x)
]−ǫ

. (B7)

Integrating first over four-momenta P and then over x yields

I(0)sun(m
2) =

π csc ǫπ

Γ(1− ǫ)

(eγEΛ2)ǫ

(4π)2

∫ 1

0

dx

∫

P

1

P 2

[

m2 + P 2x(1 − x)
]−ǫ

= − m2

(4π)4

(

Λ

m

)4ǫ

e2γEǫ (d− 1)π2 csc2 ǫπ

2(d− 2)Γ2(2− ǫ)
.(B8)

Expanding in powers of ǫ through order ǫ0 gives

I(0)sun(m
2) = − m2

(4π)4

(

Λ

m

)4ǫ [
1

ǫ2
+

3

ǫ
+ 7 +

π2

6
+O(ǫ)

]

. (B9)

The terms with one thermal factor are

I(1)sun(m
2) =

∫

M

n(|p0|)2πδ(p20 − p2)

∫

Q

1

(Q2 +m2)[(P +Q)2 +m2]

∣

∣

∣

∣

P 2=0

+ 2

∫

M

n(|p0|)2πδ(p20 − E2
p)

×
∫

Q

1

(Q2 +m2)(P +Q)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

P 2=−m2

. (B10)

The integral over Q in the first term is Π(P ) in Eq. (B7), evaluated at P 2 = 0. The integral over Q in the second
term can be evaluated in the same way. Expanding the resulting expressions in powers of ǫ yields

∫

Q

1

(Q2 +m2)[(P +Q)2 +m2]
=

1

(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ [
1

ǫ
−
∫ 1

0

log
m2 + x(1 − x)P 2

m2
dx+O(ǫ)

]

=
1

(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ [
1

ǫ
+O(ǫ)

]

, (B11)

∫

Q

1

(Q2 +m2)(P +Q)2
=

1

(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ [
1

ǫ
−
∫ 1

0

log
xm2 + x(1 − x)P 2

m2
dx +O(ǫ)

]

=
1

(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ [
1

ǫ
+ 2 +O(ǫ)

]

. (B12)

Substituting Eqs. (B11) and (B12) into Eq. (B10) and integrating over p0 yields

I(1)sun(m
2) =

1

(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ ∫

p

[

n(p)

p

1

ǫ
+

2n(Ep)

Ep

(

1

ǫ
+ 2

)]

. (B13)

The terms with two thermal factors are

I(2)sun(m
2) =

∫

M

n(|p0|)2πδ(p20 − E2
p)

∫

M

n(|q0|)2πδ(q20 − E2
q )

1

(p0 + q0)2 − (p+q)2

+2

∫

M

n(|p0|)2πδ(p20 − p2)

∫

M

n(|q0|)2πδ(q20 − E2
q )

1

(p0 + q0)2 − (p+q)2 −m2
. (B14)

This integral is convergent in three dimensions so we set ǫ = 0. We first integrate over p0 and q0, which yields

I(2)sun(m
2) =

1

2

∫

pq

n(Ep)n(Eq)

EpEq

[

1

(Ep + Eq)2 − (p+ q)2
+

1

(Ep − Eq)2 − (p+q)2

]

+

∫

pq

n(p)n(Eq)

pEq

[

1

(p+ Eq)2 − (p+ q)2 −m2
+

1

(p− Eq)2 − (p+q)2 −m2

]

. (B15)
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Averaging over the angle between p and q gives

I(2)sun(m
2) =

8

(4π)4

∫ ∞

0

pn(Ep)qn(Eq)

EpEq

log

∣

∣

∣

∣

(p− q)2

(p+ q)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

dpdq , (B16)

where we notice that the angular average of the term in the second line of Eq. (B15) vanishes. Finally, the term

with three thermal factors, I
(3)
sun(m2), is purely imaginary and is dropped. Adding Eqs. (B9), (B13), and (B16), we

obtain the result for the setting-sun diagram

Isun(m
2) = − m2

(4π)4

(

Λ

m

)4ǫ [
1

ǫ2
+

3

ǫ
+ 7 +

π2

6

]

+
1

(4π)2

(

Λ

m

)2ǫ ∫

p

[

n(p)

p

1

ǫ
+

2n(Ep)

Ep

(

1

ǫ
+ 2

)]

+
8

(4π)4

∫ ∞

0

pn(Ep)qn(Eq)

EpEq

log

∣

∣

∣

∣

(p− q)2

(p+ q)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

dpdq . (B17)

Appendix C: One-loop vacuum energy

In this appendix, we calculate the vacuum energy V
including electromagnetic effects. From V it is easy to
derive the one-loop corrections to the quark condensates
that are needed in our finite-temperature formulas. The

O(p2) contribution is

V0 = −1

2
f2(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0) . (C1)

The O(p4) contribution from the loops is

V1 =
1

2

∫

P

log[P 2 +m2
π,0] +

∫

P

log[P 2 +m2
π±,0] +

∫

P

log[P 2 +m2
K±,0] +

∫

P

log[P 2 +m2
K,0]

+
1

2

∫

P

log[P 2 +m2
η,0] + (d− 1)

∫

P

log[P 2] , (C2)

where the last term comes from the photons and ghost and vanishes at zero temperature. The O(p4) counterterm
contribution is

V ct
1 = − (4L6 − 2L8 −H2)

(

m2
π,0 + 2m2

K,0

)2 − 4(2L8 +H2)
(

m4
π,0 + 2m4

K,0

)

−
4e2f2m2

π,0

3

[

K7 +K8 +
4

3
K9 +

4

3
K10

]

−
8e2f2m2

K,0

3

[

K7 +K8 +
1

3
K9 +

1

3
K10

]

−4e4f4

9
[K15 +K16 +K17] . (C3)

After renormalization, we find the vacuum energy for three-flavor χPT to O(p4) including electromagnetic effects.

V0+1 = −1

2
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8 −Hr

2 )
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m2
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2
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(
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)

−
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(
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(
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−
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(
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π,0
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[
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8 +
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9 +
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3
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]

−
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K,0
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[

Kr
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8 +
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3
Kr

9 +
1

3
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]

−4e4f4

9
[Kr
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16 +Kr

17] . (C4)
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The light and s-quark condensates to O(p4) in the vacuum are

〈q̄q〉0 = −2f2B0

[

1 +
m2

π,0

f2

(

16Lr
6 + 8Lr

8 + 4Hr
2 +

1

2(4π)2
log
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m2
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+
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K,0
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log
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K,0
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(
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, (C5)

〈s̄s〉0 = −f2B0

[

1 +
4m2

π,0

f2
(4Lr

6 − 2Lr
8 −Hr

2 ) +
m2

K,0

f2

(

32Lr
6 + 16Lr
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2 +

1

(4π)2
log

Λ2

m2
K,0

)

+
m2

K±,0
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− 8e2f2B0

3

(
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9 +
1

3
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10

)

. (C6)

Note that quark condensates depend on the coupling
Hr

2 , which is unphysical in the sense that it arises from
a contact term in the O(p4) Lagrangian.

Appendix D: Meson masses and pion-decay

constant

In this appendix, we list the meson masses to one-
loop order including the leading electromagnetic effects,
i.e. through e2. The meson masses without electro-
magnetic corrections were calculated in Ref. [3], while
electromagnetism was included in Ref. [9]. The meson
masses without electromagnetic corrections are

M2
π = m2

π,0

[

1−
m2

π,0

f2

(

8Lr
4 + 8Lr

5 − 16Lr
6 − 16Lr
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f2
(16Lr

4 − 32Lr
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+
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6(4π)2f2
log

Λ2
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, (D1)

M2
K = m2

K,0
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π,0

f2
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4 − 16Lr
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m2
K,0

f2
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M2
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π,0 −m2
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2

3f2

+Lr
8

16

3f2
(3m4

π,0 − 8m2
π,0m
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K,0 + 8m4
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After including the one-loop χPT contribution to meson masses and electromagnetic effects up to order e2, the
charged and neutral meson masses are

m2
π0 = M2

π + e2m2
π,0
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π,0

(

−8

3
Kr

1 − 8

3
Kr

2 − 20

9
Kr

5 − 20

9
Kr

6 +
8

3
Kr

7 +
20

3
Kr

8 +
20

9
Kr

9 +
92

9
Kr

10 + 8Kr
11

)

+8e2m2
K,0K

r
8 +

e2m2
π,0

(4π)2

(

4 + 3 log
Λ2

m2
π,0

)

− Lr
4

16Ce2

f4
(m2

π,0 + 2m2
K,0)− Lr

5

16Ce2m2
π,0

f4

+4
Ce2m2

π,0

(4π)2f4
log

Λ2

m2
π,0

+ 2
Ce2m2

K,0

(4π)2f4
log

Λ2

m2
K,0

, (D5)
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Finally, including electromagnetic effects, the neutral pion-decay constant fπ0 is

fπ0 = f
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