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Thermodynamic transport coefficients can be calculated directly from quantum
field theory without requiring analytic continuation to real time. We determine all
second-order thermodynamic transport coefficients for the uncharged N-component
massless (critical) scalar field theory with quartic interaction in the large N limit,
for any value of the coupling. We find that in the large N limit, all thermody-
namic transport coefficients for the interacting theory can be expressed analytically
in terms of the in-medium mass and sums over modified Bessel functions. We ex-
pect our technique to allow a similar determination of all thermodynamic transport
coefficients for all theories that are solvable in the large N limit, including certain

gauge theories.



I. INTRODUCTION

Transport coefficients govern the relaxation of a system back to equilibrium. Well-known
examples of transport coefficients are conductivities, viscosities and diffusion constants [IJ.

In the context of relativistic quantum field theories, calculating the shear viscosity of
QCD has been a long-standing goal, because relativistic nuclear collision experiments point
to an unusually low value for this transport coefficient [2H5]. However, calculating trans-
port coefficients for any quantum field theory is hard. The QCD shear viscosity has been
calculated for weak coupling using perturbation theory [0, 7], but extrapolating these calcu-
lations to coupling values required to make contact with experiment is wrought with large
uncertainties. Monte Carlo simulations offer constraints on the shear viscosity value [§], but
are plagued by systematic errors arising from the analytic continuation from Euclidean to
Minkowski spacetime [9].

For quantum field theories with many components, large N expansions sometimes allow
the calculation of exact transport properties directly from the field theory. For instance, for
N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory, exact results are known in the infinite coupling limit using
the AdS/CFT conjecture [I0]. For N-component scalar quantum field theory the shear
viscosity has been calculated for any interaction strength in both two and three spatial
dimensions [T, 12].

There is, however, one class of transport coefficients that is considerably easier to calculate
than others. These so-called “thermodynamic” transport coefficients possess the unique
feature that analytic continuation from Euclidean to Minkowski space-time is not required
for their determination. The moniker “thermodynamic” is a reminder of this property,
which implies that thermodynamic transport coefficients can be obtained by calculating
certain thermodynamic susceptibilities in equilibrium. While this feature would seem to
suggest that thermodynamic transport coefficients are irrelevant for capturing the real-time
evolution of a system, this is not the case. Instead, thermodynamic transport coefficients
appear to take on a dual mleﬂ as controlling the real-time evolution to second (or higher)
order in derivatives]), whereas the more well-known viscosities would control the first-order
behavior. For this reason, this special class of transport coefficients is sometimes called

second-order thermodynamic transport coefficients.

! This dual role is similar to the Einstein relation between diffusion constant and conductivity.

2 For novel insights into the relation between hydrodynamics and the gradient expansion, see e.g. [I3H17].



Kubo-like formulas for several thermodynamic transport coefficients have been found in
the past two decades [I8-20], but in a landmark paper Kovtun and Shukla [21] showed
how to obtain all second-order thermodynamic transport coefficients from two-point cor-
relation functions of the energy-momentum tensor. For relativistic uncharged fluids, this
implies that all second-order transport coefficients can be obtained from knowledge of just
three thermodynamic susceptibilities, which are called fi, fa, f3 in Ref. [2I]. The conditions
relating f; — f3 and the thermodynamic transport coefficients generalizes previous results
by independent methods [22-24], which themselves have given rise to interesting physical

interpretations [25], 26].

Armed with the proper Kubo relations, all second-order thermodynamic transport coef-
ficients are known for free uncharged relativistic scalar, vector and fermionic quantum field
theories [19, 21], generalizing earlier results for individual thermodynamic transport coeffi-
cients, most notably k = —2f; [27]. (For free Dirac fermions, results have also been reported

at finite density in Ref. [2§].)

For interacting quantum field theories, determination of thermodynamic transport co-
efficients is still very hard, even though constraints for x have been reported for SU(3)

Yang-Mills theory using Monte-Carlo simulations [29].

Adding the large N approximation to the box of tools allows for a much easier determina-
tion of thermodynamic transport coefficients for several classes of interacting quantum field
theories. In particular, results have been calculated for large N, N' = 4 super Yang-Mills
theory at infinite coupling for both zero and finite density [I8, B0H33] using the AdS/CFT
conjecture. At intermediate coupling (not close to a free or infinitely strong coupled field
theory), analytic results in the large N limit have been found for x for the O(N) model in

[34] and for cold non-relativistic fermions at finite density in [35].

However, to date no complete determination of all second-order thermodynamic transport
coefficients exist for an interacting quantum field theory at intermediate coupling®l This
work is meant to fill this gap in the literature by calculating these transport coefficients for

the O(N) model.

3 Note, however, the remarkable, yet unpublished, results by S. Mahabir on this topic [36]



II. CALCULATION

The theory we consider is defined by the curved-space action
2\ /)2
5= [ d'ev=g { “0,00,6 + ERG + 5= (8°) } , 1)

where g,,, is the metric field in the mostly plus sign convention, g = detg,,, 5 = (¢1,09,...,0N)
is an N-component scalar field, A is the coupling parameter and £ is a number that takes
the value ¢ = % for the conformally coupled scalar. Energy-momentum tensor correlators
in Minkowski space are calculated by twice differentiating S with respect to g,, and sub-
sequently setting the metric to the Minkowski metric. Without loss of generality, one may
take metric perturbations to depend only on g,, (¢, 2), so that x, y parametrize the transverse
plane. With this choice, the calculation has been performed in Ref. [21], finding the three

thermodynamic susceptibilities given by
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and (-)g denotes a Euclidean correlation function. Here K* = (0,0,0, k,) is the Minkowski

4-momentum evaluated at vanishing frequency and longitudinal momentum and
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with n* = diag(—,+,+,+) the Minkowski metric tensor and parentheses denote sym-

metrization.



Specifically,the required correlators then become

§
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Therefore, in order to calculate the susceptibilities f; — f3, we need to calculate Euclidean

correlators for the interacting field theory defined in in the large N limit.

A. Calculating Euclidean Correlators

The Euclidean version of the O(N) model is defined via the partition function Z =
[ Dpe=F with the Euclidean action

g s (1. - = XA /=02
SE:/ dT/dl‘ —8ugb6ugb+—<¢> , (6)
0 2 N
where = % is the inverse temperature of the system. We may perform a Hubbard-
Stratonovic transformation by inserting 1 = [ Dod(o — ¢?) into the partition function and

integrating out o. This leads to

7 = / D¢Dle % | (7)

with ¢ an auxiliary field and

Seft = /06 dr/d% B(E(—D +iC) 6+ %CQ . (8)
To capture the leading large N behavior for 0-point functions (e.g. the pressure), it is
sufficient to use the RO level resummation defined in Ref. [37], which consists of splitting ¢
into a zero mode and fluctuations and dropping the fluctuation contributions. Here we are
interested in higher-point functions, so it is necessary to go to at least the R2 resummation

level. At large N, this scheme is defined by adding and subtracting a self-energy for the

fluctuations of ¢, such that the action becomes Seg = S2 ¢ + S2,; Wwith
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where X = (7,x), ( is the fluctuation field without the zero mode fulfilling the constraint

/X ¢(X) =0, (10)

and I1(X) is the self-energy that in the large N limit with the R2 level resummation is given
by [37]

H(X) = 5G*(X). (1)
with G(X) = (¢(X)#(0))o the propagator for a single scalar field component (where (-)g
indicates we are using the Sy action). It is useful to also define the propagator for the

auxiliary field, which is most easily done in Fourier space:

_ (K
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where BV is the space-time volume of the system and the delta-function ensures that the

(12)

zero mode constraint is correctly taken into account.
Armed with this setup, it is straightforward to calculate Euclidean correlation functions.

The easiest is

(") = N |G(0) — (¢*(X)Sa.n)o + <¢2( )Sio+ .| (13)

where as a reminder all Euclidean correlators are calculated using Ss . Since Ss o is quadratic
in the fields ¢ and ¢, Wick’s theorem applies, and the first non-vanishing correction to G(0)
is 5(¢*(X)S3)o. However, one can verify that this contribution vanishes because of the
zero-mode constraint implied in . Similarly, all higher-order contributions in powers of

So,r that contribute to leading order in large N also vanish. As a consequence
(6")p = NG(0) + O(N?), (14)

where

A’k
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and w,, = 2mnT are the bosonic Matsubara frequen01es. With hindsight, writing the constant
zero mode as

iCo =m?, (16)
all the sum-integrals in G(0) can be calculated analytically, finding in dimensional regular-

ization for d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions [34]
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where K, (z) denotes the modified Bessel function and ji denotes the MS renormalization
scale.

It is worth pointing out that at this point, the limit ¢ — 0 implies <$2> g is divergent on
its own. Unless this divergence is exactly canceled by a similar divergence in the energy-
momentum tensor correlators of opposite sign, the susceptibilities would be ill-defined.

Furthermore, note that m in (17) is not a free parameter, but is determined from the

integration over the zero mode (; in the path integral. Specifically, in the large N limit

Z = / doe™NPVEm) (18)
where P(m) = {’é—i — J(m) with I(m) = 2de¢($) so that [34]
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where here again m = /1(y. Before doing the remaining integral over (y, the divergent
contribution for ¢ — 0in P(m) needs to be dealt with. This can be done via non-perturbative

renormalization, introducing the renormalized coupling constant Ar as
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In the large N limit, the remaining integral over (; in can be done exactly using the

saddle point method, leading to
Z = NPVrm. (22)

with m now determined by the condition 0 = P’(m). Integrating up the renormalization

condition leads to the running coupling

L1 Ay
R

(23)

where i1 = App is the location of the Landau pole of the theory. The saddle point condition

thus can be written as

1672 m?2
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At zero temperature, this gap equation has two solutions, m = 0 and m = Appy/e. Since
the second solution involves energy scales above the Landau pole, it can safely be discarded
as unphysical, so that only m = 0 remains at zero temperature.

For general temperature T" < A p, this gap equation possesses three solutions. One is
the trivial solution m = 0, and another one is a solution close to m ~ Appy/e, which we
again discard as unphysical. Finally, there is a non-trivial solution m # 0 that vanishes at
zero temperature but is non-vanishing at finite temperature (see Fig. [1)). The temperature
dependence of this solution m encodes interactions of the theory in the leading large N
limit. All correlation functions (such as Eq. (17)) are evaluated at this particular mass
scale. Finally, note that the saddle-point equation obeyed by this non-trivial solution can
be written as

m? =4\ (m), (25)

in accordance with earlier findings [34].

The pressure evaluated at the solution of the gap equation may be written as
Nm? 2. Ks(Bnm)
P =—— (141 e a— 2
(m) 12872 ( 16 ; Bnm ’ (26)

from which the energy density follows as

Nm?
3272

e(m) = 3P(m) (27)
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As discussed in detail in Ref. [34], one has ¢ >

After a little algebra, we find the speed of sound squared ¢ to be given by

% for all temperatures.

B. Calculating Euclidean Off-Diagonal Energy-Momentum Tensor Correlators

Besides ($2> g, the other ingredient necessary to calculate fi, fo, f3 are the energy-
momentum tensor correlators. The energy momentum tensor in Minkowski space for the

action (/1)) is given by

I D W
TH — au¢av¢ _ nuu |:%a'u¢au¢+ N <¢2>1 ) (29)



In-medium boson mass for O(N) model in 3+1d
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FIG. 1. Non-trivial solution to the gap equation for the in-medium mass m as a function of
the renormalized coupling with the choice i = 277T. Note that the x-axis is compactified so as to

show the entire interval A\ € [0, 00).

Clearly, the off-diagonal components p # v of the energy-momentum tensor are simpler,
and we start calculating two-point correlation functions for those first.

Specifically, upon analytically continuing from real to imaginary time ¢t — —i7, we have

(T™(X)T*(0)) 5 = (0:0:(X)0y0:(X)026;(0)9y;(0)) &
(T (X)T™(0)) g = —(0-0i(X)00¢i(X)0:6;(0)0:6;(0)) k- (30)
Expanding the exponential of the effective action in powers of Sy 7, one finds that for

the connected off-diagonal correlators, only the one-loop bubble in the large N limit is non-

vanishing. In Fourier space, then

(T™T™) (K = 2NTZ/ & p3p p.G(P)G(P+ K) + O(N),

(TT™)p(K) = 2G(P)G(P + K) + O(NY), (31)

where again K* = (0,0,0, k,) for our purposes and

1

)= s pErme

(32)
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is the propagator in momentum space with the interaction-dependent m given by the solution
of . Since we are interested in the O(k?) piece of the correlator, we can expand the

propagators in the loop as
G(P)G(P+ K) = O(K)) + O(k}) + k2 [-G*(P) 4+ 4p:G*(P)] + O(k2) . (33)

Performing the angular averages and repeatedly using G?(P) = —0,,:G(P) to rewrite the

powers of the propagator, we find

2p
Ty :cy _ _ 2
8 <T T =4NT g / [ 0o — 3158m2} G(P),

dp

8}1 <Ttx Tta: > —

2
W2 {—p—aﬁ@? 24p5 amz} G(P). (34)

Evaluating the standard thermal sums then gives

8 <TﬂcyTacy —2N/ 3 [ 30 72712 - 3158 ]Ei(l+2nB(BEp)),
&2 (T*T™) 5(0) = 2N / dg [—1’_2 52 a ] (L +2n5(3E,)) . (35)

where E, = \/p? + m? and np(z) = ﬁ The terms independent from ng are UV divergent

and are treated using dimensional regularization in MS. We find

2Nm? (1 53 Ky (nBm)
2 (paypey 2 (£ - !
% )6(0) = 3 6472 (e 05 T e 82 nfm (36)
2Nm? (1 = 8K1(npm)
2 thTtx — - - 1 ) K 1
O )5(0) 36472 (e +tn +; 8Ko(nfm) + npBm ’
so that together with , , we have for £ = =
13Nm?
2 TY,TY
a0, G 252072
Nm? [ 2 -
2 mtxtr =
lim OF G = — = (15 + 8; Ko (nﬁm)) . (37)

Note that all divergences, as well as all explicit dependencies on the renormalization scale
i1, have canceled for the conformally coupled scalar. Also, we recall that for & # %, the
divergences do not cancel, which suggests that coupling a scalar to gravity is only consistent

in the conformal case, cf. Refs. [34] [38].
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C. Calculating Euclidean Diagonal Energy-Momentum Tensor Correlators

Besides the off-diagonal components of the energy-momentum tensor, we also need cor-
relators of the diagonal components, such as

Tttzl

L[-0.6-0.6+0.6-0.6+0,6-05+05-0.9)+ 2 (&) 9

While it appears at first glance that the quartic term is subleading in the large N limit, this

turns out to be incorrect since loops involving N components of ¢ can compensate the %

term. Using shorthand notation

(0-01(X)0:0i(X)0:9;(0)0:9;(0)) = (77 77) , (39)
to denote correlators involving derivatives, we get contributions such as

1
(T777)p = (TTTT)0 + 5(7’7’7’7’53’1)0 + O(N"),

A T2\2 _ A ) A 2 [ T2\2 0

FTE) e = (@) + 5 {TTrTSE (7))o + O(N), (40)
A2 TON2 /7 727\2 _)‘2 T2\ 2 A’ TON2 7 T2N\2 @2 0
TV )E = HUFPE) ) + 573 (F) (@) Sho + O(N°).

It can be checked that the polarization tensor counter-term in @D cancels all higher power
insertions of S;; in the large N limit, so that is exact in the large N limit. The
calculation of the correlation function proceeds as in the preceding subsection, and we find
in Fourier space to leading order in large N

dp

(T777) g WiG(P)G(P+ K) —2ND(K)B*(K) ,

%<TT(¢3’2)2>E(K) = Nm2BT(K) — 2Nm’D(K)II(K) B, (K), (41)

SHUF V@K = NmTI(K) — 2Nm* D(K)IP(K),

where we used the non-trivial gap equation to rewrite the coupling-constant dependence
in terms of the in-medium mass shown in Fig. [T Here and in the following, the short-hand

notation introduced is
Z/ P+ K ) G(P)G(P + K) (42)

where g indicates that there is no summation over the index, for instance B,(K) =

Ty wy(w, + ko) G(P)G(P + K). Given these results, we can write the large N limit
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of the diagonal energy-momentum tensor correlators as

d3p wt o opl opr pip.+k.)?
tt tt n x Yy z z z
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+gD(K) (Br + B, +2m°II(K)) (B. + 2B, — B, +2m*II(K)) .

Performing the integrals and using D(K = 0) = 0 from , we find that all the divergences
in the correlation functions cancel up to O(k?) for £ = % so that the susceptibilities
f1, f2, f3 are all finite. Specifically, we find
N 2 8«
Jim 02 Gt _ N (5 -3 Z {nfmK;(nfm) + 4K2(n5m)}>

k-0 3272

2
4Nm 1+2>% nfmK( nﬂm ZK (nBm)
312 (14", Ky(npm)]’ ’ ’

Nm?
tt,xx __
Jim 0F @ _W<__ ZK2 ”57”)
Nm 1+2Z?1nﬁmKl nﬂm ZK2 nfm) (44)
Im? 1 —432° Ko npm))?

n=1

and as a consequence leads to

= 13Nm?2
' 504072
37Nm?
Fo= Gm0nz ~ 48 2 ZnﬁmKl nm)
o0 o0 2
C2Nm?1+230%F  nfmKi(nfm) ZKg(nﬂﬂ’L) L6 ZK2(n5m>
97T2 [1 - 4271:1 K2<n/6m)] n=1 n=1
11Nm?
— _ Ks ( . 4

s = = 573002 487r2 Z 2 (nfm) (45)

These are our main results.
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Thermodynamic Susceptibilities for O(N) model in 3+1d
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FIG. 2. Thermodynamic susceptibilities fi, f2, f3 as a function of in-medium boson mass .

Results are independent from the choice of the renormalization scale [.

Note that for the conformally coupled scalar, the susceptibilities f1, fo, f3 are divergence-
free, and that all explicit dependencies on the renormalization scale ji have canceled. For
weak coupling or small temperatures, the gap equation implies fm < 1. In this
limit, we find f; = fo =0, f3 = —A{ij, matching the results for N free scalars found in

Refs. [19, 21]. Our results are well defined and can be numerically evaluated for all
T < App and couplings (see Fig. [2)).

III. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have performed an exact calculation of the thermodynamics suscepti-
bilities for an interacting quantum field theory in the large N limit for any value of the
interaction. Since the quantum field theory we considered possesses a Landau pole in the
large N limit, our results only make physical sense in the effective field theory sense, e.g.
for energy scales much below the Landau pole. Despite this limitation, one can expect our
results to be physically meaningful for weak and intermediate interactions.

Knowledge of the three susceptibilities f1, fo, f3 (45]) as well as the speed of sound squared

for an interacting theory allows us to extract all second order thermodynamic transport
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coefficients for an uncharged relativistic fluid. In particular, using the translations worked

out in Ref. [2I], we are able to evaluate all 8 transport coefficients defined in Ref. [3] as

k=-2f,

KT =12/,

As = 2(f] —4f3)

N (4 + 20— 26)

6= 22 (f — fa— 3+ i) — 2 (Fo+ 2]

= —cl (4] + 21 — 20}~ ) — 5ct (AF1 +27 ~ o)

&= ¢ (fi —f{)‘ir%fl,

G =20 (fo— i~ f) 42 2F~ 1) (40)

where the primes denote [/ = T%, = TQZQT@, etc. These in turn may be helpful in

studying conjectured relations among transport coefficients such as [39] 40]
flz'%*_/ﬁj;2)\17 (47)

where \; is a non-thermodynamic (e.g. real-time) transport coefficient. As discussed in the
introduction, real-time transport coefficients are generally hard to calculate for quantum field
theories, so relations such as could be shaped into powerful tools to study real-time
transport for interacting quantum field theories.

Another application of is direct access to the combination

Cy O % (655 - §§6> ; (48)

defined in Ref. [41]. It was found in this reference that if ¢ < 0, the universe would
undergo an inflationary phase without the presence of a cosmological constant (e.g. with
just standard model of physics ingredients). We plot the combination ¢, in Fig. |3| and
indeed find that cs < 0 for all coupling values. This could further strengthen the case of a
Ricci-cosmology-type scenario for the early universe [42] or illuminate further the behavior
of Einstein equations in matter in AdS spacetimes, as pointed out in Ref. [43].

In addition to these two specific questions, we hope that the full knowledge of all thermo-

dynamic transport coefficients presented in this work can serve as a treasure-trove for testing
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Ricci cosmology parameter ¢, for O(N) model in 3+1d

(6 £5-2/3 £g)/T?

-0.01 f

-0.02 |

Co

-0.03 |

-0.04

-0.05 . . . .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Bm
FIG. 3. The combination defined in the main text as a function of the in-medium mass Sm.
We find that the sign of ¢y is always negative for the interacting O(N) model, which would imply

an inflationary period in cosmology without cosmological constant.

conjectures and putting constraints on models from a wide range of fields, in particular as

researchers start to study more of the implications of second-order transport (cf. Ref. [44]).

Moreover, the fact that divergences in the susceptibilities cancel only in the case of the
conformally coupled scalar may help also in the context of research in quantum gravity, cf.
Ref. [38].

Going forward, we expect that our results may be generalized to calculate thermodynamic
transport coefficients for all quantum field theories that are ’solvable’ in the large N limit,
in particular also in other dimensions [45], with fermions [46], supersymmetric theories [47]

and for certain tensor theories, cf. [48].

There is plenty of work left to do.
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