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The effective potential of O(N) model at large N limit is reinvestigated for varying pion mass
and temperature. For large pion masses and high temperatures, we find the phenomenologically
favored vacuum, located on the upper branch of the double-branched effective potential for physical
Mz, moves to the lower branch and becomes no longer a local minimum but a saddle point. The
existence and running of the tachyon pole are also discussed. With the effective coupling constant
defined from the effective potential, the possible correspondence relation between the two branches
of the effective potential and the two phases of the theory (distinguished by positive or negative
coupling) is verified even with nonzero explicit symmetry breaking and at finite temperature. Also,
we generalize the N/D modified O(N) model to study the thermal trajectory of the o pole with
the cross-channel contributions considered and find the thermal o pole trajectory resembles its
counterpart with varying pion mass at zero temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The well-known linear sigma model [1] is one of the most studied models in quantum field theory. With the help of
large N expansion, the O(N) o model becomes exactly solvable at the leading 1/N order and demonstrates a variety
of non-perturbative properties [2-4]. When considered as a toy model for low energy pion-pion scattering, this model
adopts a linear realization of the chiral symmetry SU(2);, x SU(2)r ~ O(4), with the three pseudo-Goldstone bosons,
i.e., m’s, combined with another scalar-isoscalar particle o. Although this is quite different from the famous chiral
perturbation theory [5, 6], where the whole theory lives in the broken phase of QCD and is formulated within the
nonlinear realization of chiral symmetry [7, 8], O(N) model can be readily applied to studying the restoration of this
symmetry at high temperature [9-16].

With the leading 1/N order nm thermal amplitude obtained in O(N) model, our previous work in Ref. [17] showed
the detailed o pole trajectory and the asymptotic degeneration of o and n’s at high temperature, regardless of the
different zero-temperature m, values. And it was also found that at qualitative level, O(N) ¢ model can describe the
behaviors of the lowest fy pole (dubbed as fy(500) by PDG [18]) in the IJ = 00 channel even for unphysical pion
masses. In fact, those behaviors and pole structure have been greatly revealed by analyses on the nm phase shifts
extracted from the lattice QCD data (see, e.g., Refs. [19-24]).

For a long time, without any explicit symmetry breaking term in the Lagrangian, several interesting features and
problems of O(N) model have been pointed out and studied in different ways [4, 25-31]: (a) the two-branch structure
of the effective potential and vacuum instability, (b) the existence of a tachyon for the first branch, and (c) the Landau
pole and triviality. At large N limit, the effective potential of O(N) model, V(¢), is double-valued hence having two
branches [26, 27], which results directly from the non-perturbative effects incorporated by the large N expansion. For
the first branch, the N-component scalar field can acquire a nonzero vacuum expectation value (VEV), whereas for
the second, the scalar field’s VEV is always zero [27]. Either branch of V(¢) has an imaginary part in the large |¢|
region [27], and this phenomenon was claimed to be a sign for the intrinsic vacuum instability of O(N') model [28-30].
Actually a possible way out is that, if adopting a UV cutoff regularization and viewing the O(N) model as an effective
theory, it has been shown that the effective potential can be real and convex [31]. Moreover, if choosing the vacuum
to be on the first branch, it has been found that there is a tachyonic pole in the scattering amplitude at leading
order large N expansion, which results from the fact that the local minimum on second branch has lower energy than
the one on the first branch [26, 27]. In general, the existence of tachyon could be a severe problem. In fact, the
effective potential becomes everywhere complex at next-to-leading 1/N order due to the tachyonic pole in the loop

integral [25]. But if taking the O(NN) model as only an effective field theory, the analytically continued S matrix can
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still be considered reasonable in the region far away from the tachyon pole. In this way, the tachyon pole actually
labels the “cutoft” scale of O(N) model as an effective field theory and thus can be dealt with carefully for higher 1/N
order calculations [16, 32]. Another problem is related to the divergence of the renormalized coupling constant, i.e.,
the Landau pole. Unlike the Landau pole found by perturbative calculations of the renormalization group equation
(e.g., in QED), which can be ignored in some way since the perturbation series are not suitable anymore when the
coupling constant gets large. Unfortunately, the 1/N expansion has no similar escape, hence the existence of Landau
pole might be thought as leading to the triviality of O(IN) model [29]. Though the triviality of four-dimensional ¢*
scalar field theory is widely acknowledged (see for example, Refs. [33-40]). Recently, a different point of view proposed
in Ref. [41] argues that O(N) model is nontrivial at large N limit. If the “negative coupling phase” of the theory is
acceptable, then O(IN) model can be nontrivial in the IR region even when the UV cutoff is sent to infinity.

This paper is devoted to revisiting the above problems when O(N) symmetry is explicitly broken, especially for
unphysical pion masses and at finite temperature. Since those problems already arise at the leading order of large N
expansion, it is reasonable to explore first the cases with nonzero m, and temperature at the same 1/N order. We
hope this may shed more light on the understanding of the non-perturbative region of a quantum field theory like
O(N) o model. Additionally, the o pole trajectory with varying temperature is obtained in the N/D modified O(N)
model for completeness of the calculation in Ref. [17], where the pole trajectory is determined only by the leading
1/N order O(N) thermal amplitude.

The outline is as follows. In Sec. II, the O(N) model effective potential at zero temperature is quickly reviewed.
We carefully investigate the vacuum structure with varying m, and obtain a criterion for the existence of tachyon. In
Sec. III, the finte-temperature effective potential is studied with different m, values and the running of tachyon pole
is discussed. In Sec. IV, the effective coupling constant is calculated from the effective potential at zero and finite
temperature. We verify that the possible correspondence relation between the double-branch structure of the effective
potential and the two phases (positive and negative coupling) of O(N) model still holds, even with nonzero pion mass
and finite temperature. In Sec. V, the N/D modified O(N) model is generalized for application at finite temperature
and the o pole thermal trajectory is obtained with consideration of the cross-channel contributions. Finally in Sec. VI,
we briefly summarize the main results and shortly discuss the further issues that could be explored in the future.

II. THE VACUUM STRUCTURE OF O(N) c MODEL WITH VARYING m,. AT ZERO TEMPERATURE

The O(N) linear o model is described by the following Lagrangian,

1 1 A
L= ia/t‘baa#‘ba - iﬂg(ba(ba - 87](\)[(¢a¢a)2 +agn, (1)

where ady is an explicit symmetry breaking term and with « # 0, pions get massive. In the broken phase, (¢pn) =
v # 0 with the O(N) symmetry broken into O(N — 1), there are N — 1 pseudo-Goldstone bosons which can be assigned
to the description of pions for N = 4. The redefinition of the scalar fields reads, 7, = ¢, (@ = 1,--- N — 1) and
o = ¢y —v. It is well known that O(N) model is solvable at large N limit and this can be standardly calculated
through an auxiliary field trick [4], i.e. by introducing another field x to the Lagrangian (with an irrelevant constant
omitted),
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The effective potential of O(N) model at the leading order 1/N expansion can be standardly calculated as
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where ¢, and y are now reduced to constant values, ¢? = ¢,¢,, and (x) = m?2 since the pion mass corrections
are at higher 1/N orders. For brevity, we adopt the same notation for the classical fields and the original fields in

the Lagrangian, which can be understood in the context. As in our previous paper Ref. [17], the renormalization
conditions are chosen to be [4, 42]
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FIC. 1. The typical behavior of $(x) defined as Eq. (7). The curve is drawn with m, = 139 MeV.

The effective potential can then be expressed in terms of the renormalized quantities as

1 12 N m? N M? 1
Vv = — yd? — L= 2 oo —~ — " 2 (1log —/— 4+ = 6
(¢, x) = —adn + 5x¢ (2 + 53 M log M2)X R G (6)

where the parameters are chosen as 1/A\(M) = 0 with M the intrinsic scale of O(N) model and p?(M)/A(M) =
—f2/(2N) — m2log(m2/M?)/(327%). The vacuum is defined at the minimum of the effective potential, thus the
conditions 9V/dx = 0 and 9V/9¢, = 0 result in the gap equations:

N mfr X
¢2 = fi + 1672 <m72r lOg W - X]Og W) ’ (7)
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At zero temperature, o = frm2, according to the partially conserved axial current (PCAC) relation, 0, 4% = am,,

where A¥ is the axial current, and the definition of the pion decay constant f,, (0| A (z)|mp) = ip" fre =P *5,,. Then
with Eq. (8), v = ¢n = fr. Actually, the value of pu?(M)/A(M) is determined by the fact that the zero-temperature
gap equations should have a solution at v = f; and y = m?2.

Noting that V' (¢, x) is in general not identical to the effective potential of the original O(N) model defined in Eq. (1).
In fact, the O(N) model effective potential is recovered after eliminating the auxiliary field x by taking 0V/dx = 0
as a constraint condition [4, 27]. Thus Eq. (7) will define x(¢?) as function of ¢, and the effective potential of O(N)
model V(¢) = V (¢, x(¢?)) is obtained. However, Eq. (7) has two solutions of x(¢?) which can be easily seen in Fig. 1,
where the typical behavior of ¢2(x) is shown. The two solutions of x(¢?) are branched at x = M?/e = x; with
XH(#?) < xp» < x'1(4?) and thus the effective potential also has two branches VI (¢) and V!!(¢), which is similar
to the feature found in O(N) model without explicit breaking [26-30]. From Eq. (7), ¢*(x) has a maximum ¢7 at
X = Xb- It then follows that V(¢) has a nonzero imaginary part in the region ¢ > (;5127, since in that region there will
be no real x solutions and x has to be complex [4].

Additionally, Eq. (7) shows that for V!(¢) there is another region ¢? < ¢2. = ¢?(x = 0) where it becomes
complex. This unphysical region appearing in V() is very similar to the case that one will encounter in the one-loop
perturbative calculation of the effective potential in the broken phase (see textbooks, e.g. Refs. [43, 44]). Fortunately,
it should be considered harmless to the theory because the effective potential can still be defined as real and convex
when ¢? < ¢2. by choosing the state that satisfies (¢,) = ¢, to be a proper linear combination of the states
corresponding to other field expectation values where V() is real [44]. However, the above argue does not apply to
the former region, i.e. ¢ > ¢§7 thus the nonzero imaginary part of V(¢) along that region and the double-branch

feature are actually rooted in the non-perturbative effects captured by the large N expansion.

The double-valued effective potentials corresponding to v = f, with different m,’s are plotted in Fig. 2. For
numerical calculations, we always set N =4 and f, = 92.4 MeV. The intrinsic scale of O(N) model in leading 1/N
order calculations is chosen as M = 550 MeV.



0.0015

— VI(0,¢n) 139MeV == V(0,0y) 2 eV 0.020
\ === V(0,4 9MeV —— V(0,0 MeV . N\ —— V(0,0x).my = 680MeV  eeeee VI(0,6x), my = 800 MeV
0.0010 — VI(0,¢65),my = 240MeV  +=eeer VII(0,6y / N —= VI(0,0x),my = 680 MeV —— V!(0.¢y), m; = 1000 MeV

0.015 \\ — VI(0.6x).ms = 800MeV === VII(0,6x),ms = 1000 MeV
0.0005 0.010 \\“
<~ \‘
T - 5
5 0.0000 : 0.005
—
= 2 0.000
= —0.0005 yod E
s = —0.005
4
# no extremum’
~0.0010 \/ —0.010
~0.0015 / ~0.015 .
saddle point e ~
—0.020
—0.10 —0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 —0.2 —0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2
dn/GeV o /GeV

FIG. 2. Effective potential with varying m, at zero temperature. For clearness of the presentation, the plots are limited to a
“slice” of the effective potential along the ¢n direction with ¢ (a < N) set to their vacuum expectation values ¢, = 0(a < N).
The plots only show the region where the effective potential is real. The cases correspond to different pion mass values m, = 139,
240, 391, 450, 680 and 800 MeV respectively.

A. The local stability of the effective potential

In quantum field theory, the true vacuum state is defined to be at the absolute minimum of the effective potential.
The other local minima of V' (¢) correspond to metastable vacuum states (false vacua). Moreover, the local maxima
or saddle points are unstable configurations which cannot be viewed as stationary states. Generally, for a convex
effective potential, all the vacuum states are among the solutions of gap equations, i. e. Egs. (7, 8) for O(N) model.
In Fig. 2, as m, increases, the local minimum solution with v = f; and y = m2 gradually moves from the first
(upper) branch VI(¢) to the second (lower) branch VI!(¢) and turns into a saddle point, since 82V(¢)/8¢?V|U <0
and 82V(¢)/5‘7r2|m:0
effective potential.

In the following we will show the details about how the vacuum solution becomes a saddle point when it moves to
the second branch. Firstly, according to Eq. (7) and Fig. 1, it is straightforward to demonstrate that when seeking
for a vacuum at v = f; with m, < M/+/e, the solution lies on V(¢); while with m, > M/\/e, the solution is on
VII(g). Besides this solution, there is always another vacuum located on VI{(¢). Expand the effective potential
Eq. (6) around the solutions of the gap equations,

= x > 0. Then for large pion masses there is no extremum solution on the first branch of the

V() = V(6% ¢n) =V (0,0) + %Xd;z + % <68¢>jv

where o = ¢n — v is the shifted field, ¢ = SN ' 62 and 9x/d¢n|, = 327%v/[N(log(M?2/x) — 1)], which can be
obtained from Eq. (7), is the partial derivative of x(¢?) with respect to ¢ at the vacuum solutions (¢?, dn) = (0,v).
In the above expansion, we have used the relation 9V (¢)/0¢? = OV (¢, x) /09> + (OV (¢, x)/0x)(0x/0$?) and Eq. (7),
i.e. OV (¢, x)/0x = 0. Considering that x = m2 > 0 is always satisfied, the criterion for the solution of vacuum to be
a local minimum is

v+x> 10 (1] —v)) . (9)

v

32202 /N
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The sign of the criterion for the two solutions (solution I/II; solution I denotes the vacuum at v = f with x = m2
and solution II is the other vacuum solution to the gap equations at v = fIf with x = (m£!)?) are shown in Fig. 3.
When m, < M/+/e, both solutions are indeed local minimums as expected. While M/ /e < m, < 327%v?/(Ny)
(with ye¥ = 33\’;]2;;’2 ), the criterion Eq. (10) is unsatisfied, resulting in the solution to be only a saddle point of V(¢).
For larger pion masses, m, > 327%v?/(Ny), the two solutions I and II will hit and move across each other (which can
be seen in Fig. 2 and more clearly in Fig. 4), with solution I turns into a local minimum and solution II becomes a
saddle point. By definition, the saddle point of the effective potential can not be chosen as the vacuum (or even a false

32nef2 )
NM?2

+x>0. (10)

vacuum). In fact, this situation does occur for solution I when M/\/e < m, < 3272 f2/(Nyg) (with yoe¥0 =
and for solution II when m, > 3272 f2/(Nyp) as shown in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 3. Criterion for the solution of gap equations being a local minimum of effective potential. Solution I denotes the vacuum
at v = fr with x = m2, which is firstly on V’(4) and moves to V'?(¢) when m, > M/+/e. Solution II is the other vacuum
always lying on V7 (¢).
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FIG. 4. v"/!T and mfr/” with varying ml at zero temperature.

Notably, when using the O(N) linear o model in the calculation of low-energy pion scattering [17], the phenomeno-
logically favored vacuum is exactly the one on the first branch, V!(¢), though there is another ”hidden” vacuum state
with lower energy on the second branch. ! The phenomena of the local stability of the O(N) model effective potential
discussed above may imply that for large unphysical m , the acceptable vacuum could only be chosen at the second
branch and also there should be a sharp transition for the choice of the vacuum state, after the local minimum moves
from VI (¢) to VII(¢) and becomes a saddle point.

B. The existence of tachyon

It has been complained for a long history that there is a tachyon found in the pion-pion scattering amplitude in
O(N) model at leading order 1/N expansion [4, 27, 32, 42]. Generally, one would argue that the existence of tachyon
means the instability of the vacuum. However, things get more complicated in O(NN) model at large N limit, since
the effective potential is double-valued and may have two very distinct solutions with respect to the choice of the
vacuum. Therefore it should be carefully examined that whether there is still a tachyon pole in each of the gap
equation solutions when there is an explicit symmetry breaking term.

1 This may be acceptable since the decay rate of the false vacuum is approximately o e~ OW) (see, e.g. Refs. [29, 45]).
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FIG. 5. Criterion for the existence of tachyon with regard to the two choices of the vacuum at zero temperature with varying
my. Solution T denotes the vacuum at v = fr with y = m2, which is firstly on V(¢) and moves to V'!(¢) when m, > M/ /e.
Solution II is the other vacuum always lying on V'7().

In O(N) model at leading 1/N order, the 77 scattering amplitude [4] is
7;ra7rb~>7rc7rd = iDTT (S)éabécd + iDTT (t)éac(sbd + iDTT (u)§ad5bc ) (11)

where D.,(p?) is the propagator of the shifted y field 7, such that (r) = 0 (for solution I the vacuum expectation
value y = m2 and for solution II, x = (mll)?) [17, 42],

i(p* = x)
D (p*) = : 12
( ) (p27X)NB(p27XaM)7U2 ( )
p(s) — 1 X

B M) = 1 log ——— —log —= 13
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where p(s) = /1 — 4x/s. The tachyon pole is located at the negative real axis of the s-plane with the pole position
s = —m3, which is identified as the zero point of the inverse of Eq. (12) in the s < 0 region. Thus the existence of

tachyon can be analytically determined by a thorough analysis on the zero point distribution of the function iD-!(s)
along s < 0 axis. Actually, there is an easy way out: inspired by the analyses of Ref. [27], in the following we will

prove that iD-1(s) is real and monotonically increasing when s < 0. To simplify the discussion, for s = —r (r > 0),
let © = /1 +4x/r € (1,+00) and define f (z,x, M) = B (—r,x, M), then
1 z—1 X
M)=——=|1 1 —log = 14
F o M) 3%2( +alog 21 ogMg), (14)
af 1 z—1 2z
= = 1 . 15
Oz 32772<ng—|—1+$2—1> (15)

It is obvious that f — —oc as 7 — oo. Furthermore, let z = (z — 1)/(z + 1) € (0,1) and define g(z) = 32720 f 0z,

(=) = log = + % (i - z) , (16)

. 1/1 2
=5 (1) . (17)
Since ¢'(z) < 0, then g(z) > ¢(1) = 0 with z € (0,1) and thus df/0x > 0. Considering the definition of the argument
x, this means that the function B(s, x, M) is monotonically increasing along the s < 0 axis. It is trivial that the rest
part of iD-1(s), v?/(x — s), is also monotonically increasing in that region. Thus the previous argument has been
proved. Additionally, when s < 0, noting that D }(s) — —oo as s — —o0, there can only be no more than one zero
point, i.e. tachyon pole. The criterion for the existence of tachyon is given by requiring the sign of iD}(s) at s =0

to be positive:
1 M? 2/N
<1og—1)—|—v/>07 (18)
X X
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FIG. 6. The subthreshold behaviors of the denominator (Deno.) of the leading 1/N order IJ = 00 channel amplitude 7 (s)
on both the physical and second Riemann sheet (RS). The zero points of the amplitude denominator correspond to bound
state (or tachyon) poles on first RS and to virtual state poles on second RS. From left to right, the cases are distinguished by
different pion masses for solution I of the gap equations, with mL = 139, 500, 700, 900, 1200 MeV respectively. The inset in
the last graph with ml = 1200 MeV is a contour plot of |7 (s)|~" on the second RS, showing the resonance pole in the complex
s-plane.

which is very similar to the local minimum criterion Eq. (10) and can be verified that they have an identical sign-

2 2
changing point at /x = 322 f2 /(Nyo) (with yoe¥o = 321\7;155 =), corresponding to the situation when solution I and II

meet at the same point. Then there will be a tachyon pole if the criterion Eq. (18) is satisfied and no tachyon pole
when the sign of criterion is negative. The result of the examination for the existence of tachyon is shown in Fig. 5.
For the local minimum on V' (¢) and the saddle point on VI!(¢) , there is always a tachyon, which results from
the fact that there exists another vacuum state on V!!(¢) with lower energy. However, the existence of tachyon for
solution I is not a disaster [42], if we just regard the O(NN) o model as an effective theory of low energy pion dynamics
and the validity range of O(IN) model can be approximately taken to be s > —m? and s — sy, < m? for real s values,
where sy, = 4m72T is the 77 threshold.

C. The particle spectrum for the second branch

At zero temperature, the I.J = 00 channel particle spectrum for the vacuum solution on the second branch of V' (¢)
can be extracted from the partial wave amplitude [4, 17, 42],
iND;.(s) 1 s — (mll)?

7o) = g = e (5= B, 3 — (TN

(19)

where the m, and f, values are set for solution II of the gap equations Eqgs. (7, 8), and B(s,mZf, M) is defined
in Eq. (13). The results distinguished by different pion mass values of solution I (ml) are shown in Fig. 6. When
ml increases from its physical value 139 MeV, the I.J = 00 particle spectrum for the second branch of the effective
potential demonstrates four different types of contents sequently: (i) two bound states and one virtual state; (ii) one
bound state, one virtual state and one tachyon; (iii) two virtual states and one tachyon; (iv) one resonance and one
tachyon. Moreover, for m. not too far from the physical value (e.g., mL < M), the value of mZ! is always much
larger than that of solution I and hence results in a much smaller fI/ value, which can be found out in Fig. 4 and
Eq. (7) and Eq. (8). The physics described by solution II is very different compared to the particle spectrum and pole
trajectories shown in Ref. [17], where the vacuum is actually always chosen as solution I, originally located on the
first branch of the effective potential. Thus in O(N) model, for pion masses not too larger than the physical value,

the phenomenologically preferred vacuum is on the first branch, not the second branch, as mentioned before.

III. THE VACUUM STRUCTURE OF O(N) ¢ MODEL WITH VARYING m, AT FINITE
TEMPERATURE

The finite temperature effective potential of O(NN) model with explicit symmetry breaking at leading order 1/N
expansion is [12]:

VT(¢a X) = V((b’ X) + NIT#O(X) ; (20)
00 =~y [ k) (21)
672 0 ch(X) ’

where 8 = 1/T, wi(x) = VA2 + x and np(wi) = (e%“* —1)~! is the Bose-Einstein distribution. The finite temperature
contribution /7#° can be standardly obtained using the imaginary time formalism [46]. The gap equations are then
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FIG. 7. Effective potential at finite temperature. For clearness of the presentation, the plots are limited to a “slice” of the
effective potential along the ¢n direction with ¢4(a < N) set to their vacuum expectation values ¢, = 0(a < N). The plots
only show the region where the effective potential is real. The cases correspond to different temperature values T' = 0, 150,
200, 250, 280 and 310 MeV respectively. The zero-temperature values are set as 1}](0) = fr and mL(0) = 139 MeV.

obtained again by the requirements 9V/dx = 0 and 9V /d¢p, = 0,

m2
* = [+ 1672 <m3r lo - x log ;4(2) — NA™(y), (22)
X¢a =0(a <N), xén=c, (23)

where ¢? = v?(T) and x = m2(T). The function A770 is defined as the finite temperature contribution to the tadpole
integral encountered in the derivation of Eq. (7) [17],

AT#O(X) _ /ODO 2(17k2k n::lf((*);)(X)) ) (24)

The function ¢?(x) defined by Eq. (22) has the same typical behavior as the one at T = 0 in Fig. 1 (with s, ¢7 and ¢2,;,
varying with temperature, i.e. x 7, ¢§7T and ¢frlin7T). The effective potential at finite temperature (shown in Fig. 7) is
obtained by substituting y with x7*/(¢?) and x7*/1(¢?) solved from Eq. (22) respectively (xT1(¢?) < xp.r < xTH (¢?)
). Though VT (¢) is still double-valued when ¢? < ¢§,T, it has different behaviors compared to the case with varying
my in Fig. 2. As temperature increases, ¢7,;,  and ¢;  decrease. When the former reaches the point ¢2;, =0,
VTI() will be totally real in the region ¢? < d)iT; while as the latter moves towards zero, V"I (¢) and VT11(¢)
get closer to each other. In the high temperature regime with 7' >> T, where T, = 1/12/N ~ 160 MeV is the critical
temperature for chiral restoration in O(N) model without explicit symmetry breaking [11, 12], there exists an upper
bound for the temperature, namely Ty. Before (bﬁT reaches zero and when temperature gets very high such that
T > T}, there are no solutions for the gap equations.

A. The local stability of the effective potential

At finite temperature, whether the vacuum solutions of the gap equations are indeed local minima of the effective
potential remains to be verified. Due to the finite temperature corrections coming from the loop integrals, the criterion
Eq. (10) for the vacuum solution to be a local minimum should be modified as

32m20%(T) /N
log(M?/x) — 1 — 1672d AT#0(x)/dx

+x>0. (25)

With temperature increasing, both mZ(T) (solution I) and mZi!(T) (solution II) are getting closer gradually to each
other and finally meet around ,/Xp 1 on the second branch of the effective potential at T' = T (see Fig. 8). For
T > Ty, as mentioned before, there are no solutions of the gap equations. With the criterion Eq. (25), it is found
(results shown in Fig. 9) that solution I remains a local minimum when it is on V(¢) and becomes a saddle point
after moving to the second branch as T ~ T'; whereas solution II is always a local minimum of V().
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B. The existence of tachyon

At finite temperature, the existence of tachyon can be similarly determined by analyzing the zero point distribution
of the inverse of the 7 scattering thermal amplitude in O(N) model (e.g., for I.J = 00 channel, Toh = (N/(32r))iDI
which has been used in Ref. [17] to trace the o pole trajectory with varying temperature). For the consideration of

tachyon pole, it would be enough to study the zero point of i(DZL )~1,

i(DX)"(s) = NBT(s,x, M) — Z(Q (26)

which is the finite temperature version of iD} and the function BT (s, x, M) is a one-loop two-point integral encoun-

tered in O(N) model large N calculation [17] and standardly it can be decomposed into the zero-temperature part
and the finite-temperature part, respectively [46]:
BT (s,x, M) = B (s,x, M) + B"*" (s,x, T) , (27)

< dk k? 1 1
/0 8mlw? ns (wr(x)) (E +2we(x) E- 2wk(X)> 7

with B (s,x, M) defined in Eq. (13) and BT7? evaluated in the center-of-momentum (CM) frame and s = E2. It is
obvious that BT7? is real and monotonically increasing in the s < 0 region. Then with a similar argument as the
zero-temperature situation, the function zDT_TlT(s) is monotonically increasing when s < 0 and zDT_TlT(s) — —00 as

BT (s,x,T)

(28)

s = —oo. Thus the number of zero points of iDT_TlT(s) along s < 0 axis, i.e. tachyons, is no more than one which
is the same as the zero temperature case. Similarly, the existence of tachyon at finite temperature is decided by the
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sign of iD;lT(s) at s = 0. The criterion for tachyon to be present at finite temperature is given below as,

BT(O, . T) + M

>0. (29)
The results of the examination for the existence of tachyon with varying temperature are shown in Fig. 10. Notably,
for large unphysical pion masses and high temperatures the tachyon pole position s; = —m? will move towards the
positive real s-axis which is shown in Fig. 11. Since the validity range of O(N) model can be approximately taken

to be s > —m? and s — sy,(= 4m2) < m? for real s. It means that the applicability of O(IN) model is limited and
suppressed as pion mass becoming large and temperature going high.

IV. THE DOUBLE-BRANCH EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL AND THE TWO PHASES OF O(N) MODEL

The double-valued feature of the O(N) model effective potential at large N limit has been known for a long time [26-
31]. However, besides the mathematical results, not so much physics has been understood about the nature of the
two branches of V(¢). For zero temperature and without explicit symmetry breaking, an interesting discovery in
Ref. [28] states that the effective coupling constant obtained from the effective potential has opposite signs on the
two branches, i.e., the effective coupling constant is positive on the first branch and negative on the second. In the
following, we reinvestigate this correspondence for nonzero explicit symmetry breaking and finite temperature.
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As usual, the effective coupling constant Aeg(7T) can be defined as

84 VT

T?T;l )\cﬁ‘(T) . (30)

3
N

Ta=0
At zero temperature, the effective coupling can be exactly calculated,

_ 3272
~ log(M?/x(v7)) -1

where x(v?) is solved from Eq. (7) which has two solutions of x corresponding to the two branches respectively and

A(p = y/ex(v?)) is the renormalized coupling constant A\(u1) evaluated at the scale p = /ex(v?). A(u) can be obtained
from the S-function of O(N) model at leading 1/N order,

A N (w)

Aet(T = 0) =2 (1= Vex(?) , (31)

A) = = ——. 32
AN dlogp 1672 (32)
The result is simply expressed as
3272
Ap)= ———— 33
)= g7y )

with M the intrinsic scale of O(N) model where the coupling constant diverges, i.e. the Landau pole. The sketch of
the renormalized coupling constant is shown in Fig. 12.

In fact, it can be seen from Eq. (31) that Aeg > 0 for the first branch and Aeg < 0 for the second branch. In other
words, the two branches of the effective potential still correspond to the two branches of the renormalized coupling
constant, with V7+!(¢) corresponding to the positive coupling branch whereas V-1 (¢) corresponding to the negative
coupling branch. At finite temperature, this relation between the double-branched effective potential and the two
phases of O(N) model (positive and negative coupling) is also verified (numerically) and shown in Fig. 13. The above
results are actually consistent with a recent argument in Ref. [41] that O(N) model is not trivial even with infinite
UV cutoff, if the negative coupling phase is acceptable. Remarkably, the negative coupling does not make the vacuum
unstabler, which has been clearly seen in Refs. [26-28, 31] when there is no explicit breaking. Instead, the vacuum
is stabilized by the non-perturbative effects captured in the large N expansion. It has been shown in Sec. IT and III
that with massive pions for the first branch and at finite temperature, the second branch of effective potential always
has a local minimum with lower energy.

V. SIGMA POLE THERMAL TRAJECTORY IN N/D MODIFIED O(N) MODEL

With the N/D method, it has been shown in Ref. [17] that at zero temperature, the crossing symmetry of O(N)
model in the large N limit could be partially recovered while preserving unitarity. In fact, a similar procedure can
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be also applied to O(N) model with finite temperature and can offer a more complete knowledge of the thermal
properties of the sigma particle, after taking account of the thermal contribution from crossed-channels.

With respect to the case of O(N) model at zero temperature [17], we can add the ¢- and u-channel contributions in
a similar way and after isospin decomposition and partial wave projection, the I.J = 00 channel thermal amplitude is
expressed as

Tih(5) = Sgo Al ols) + THs(s). (34)
where

B mfr(T) — s

ALol) = (o )N BT (s, m2 (1), 31) = A(T) (35)
1 0
Itj';,(s) = 167T(5 — 4m2 (T)) /4 2 (1) dt ALO tu( ) ’ (36)
m2 —

AL (t) = <) (37)

(t = mi(T))N B, (t, m2(T), M) = v*(T)

with m,(T') and v(T) solved from the leading 1/N order gap equations Eqgs. (22, 23) on the first branch of the effective
potential, and BT (s, m2(T), M) defined as Eqgs. (27, 28). I (s) is the I.J = 00 channel partial wave projection integral
of the cross-channel thermal amplitude. The definition of B (t,m2(T), M) appearing in the cross-channel thermal
amplitude A7, ,, (t) will be demonstrated as follows. Since at finite temperature, Lorentz invariance is not satisfied

anymore, things become more complicated when dealing with the cross-channel thermal loop integral B . In fact,
the thermal loop integrals rely independently on the temporal and spatial components of the external momentum.
As a result, crossing symmetry is also broken and for 77 scattering the contributions from ¢- and u-channel are the
same [47, 48]:

B, (t,mx(T), M) = B (t,mx(T), M) + B.° (t,m(T)) , (38)
dkk V=T + 2k
WQF/ )IOgm (t<0),

BT;éo (t,m(T)) = 87721/3 [/ dﬁfﬂwkﬂogm (39)

+ inTsign(Imt) log (1 —e PV mgf(T)t/‘L)} , (Imt#0),

It is worth mentioning that the calculations of the thermal amplitudes are all conducted in the CM frame.
From the leading 1/N order finite temperature amplitude for 7J = 00 channel in O(N) model, a generalized
unitarity relation called “thermal unitarity” [47—49] can be verified,

Im 77 (s) (s)|T" | (40)
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FIG. 14. The sigma pole thermal trajectory obtained in N/D modified O(N) model. The zero-temperature pion mass is set as
m~(0) = 139 MeV. When the temperature increases, as the leading order result [17], o turns into two virtual states (VS I&II)
and then becomes a bound state (BS) after VS I moves towards and across the threshold to the first Riemann sheet (RS). The
left-hand cut branch point extends to s, = 4m?2 (T) - m?tu due to the o exchange in crossed-channels. Additionally, the third
virtual state pole (VS III) generated close to s will meet VS II on the real axis, then becoming a pair of subthreshold (Sub.)
poles and going into the complex plane. Finally, the pair of subthreshold poles tends to s4 = m2(T) as T > T..

with pT'(s) = p(s) (1 + 2np(v/5/2)) where p(s) = /1 — 4m2(T)/s. While as an approximation, Eq. (34) incorporates
the ¢- and u-channel contributions which are at O(1/N), hence breaking the above relation. In pursuit of recovering
the thermal unitarity, the N/D method can be adapted accordingly to studying thermal properties of the o particle
within N/D modified O(N) model. The thermal amplitude can be expressed as

_ NT(s)
- DT(s)’

T (s) (41)

with N7 (s) containing only the left-hand cut (L) and D7 (s) containing only the right-hand cut (R), i.e. the thermal
unitary cut. In the light of the thermal unitarity relation Eq. (40), we can obtain the relations between N7 (s) and
DT (s):
Imp DT (s) = —p ()N (s), (12)
Imy N7 (s) = DT (s) Img T7(s). (43)
It is straightforward to write down dispersion relations for N7 (s) and D”(s) by using the Cauchy integral. For the

same reason, we still use twice subtracted dispersion relations as the zero-temperature case [17] for consistency. The
dispersion relations for N7 (s) and DT (s) can then be written as

T 5=8a | p S—50 (s~ 50)(5—sa) p (s )NT(s) o

D (s) = 30—3A+9D5A—50 v /R(s’—s)(s’—so)(s’—s,q)d ’ (44)
T, a7 85— 54 r S—80  (s—s0)(s—sa) DT(s")Imy TT(s") o

N7 (s) = by 80—5,4Jr NsA—soJr T /L(s’—s)(s’—so)(s’—sA)d ’ (4)

where the subtraction points s4 = m2(T), so = sy = 4m2(T), and DT (sg) = 1 are chosen for convenience. With
these choices, the subtraction constants are N7 (sg) = b, NT(s4) = gk, D" (sa) = g5. The Im; T7 is extracted
from Eq. (34) as part of the O(N) model input. Then the functions N7 (s) and D (s) can be solved numerically after
setting the subtraction constants. According to the prescription chosen for the N/D modified O(N) model at zero
temperature [17], with finite temperature the subtraction constants are determined consistently to be

N -1

by = Too(0) = 3277T-f4€o(50) + Iy (s0) (46)
r 32m0*(T)bf

90 = _]\/Y(SO—SA)7 (47)
T

IN —Rell(s4). (48)
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When ignoring the O(1/N) contributions, the above choice of subtraction constants can exactly recover the leading
1/N order thermal amplitude of the O(N) model. The main difference between the finite temperature and the
zero-temperature prescriptions is that for high temperatures such that ¢ becomes a bound state, there is no need
to restrict the bound state pole positions in s-channel and crossed channels to be the same, due to the breaking of
crossing symmetry caused by the thermal loop integrals. In addition, the intrinsic scale is now set with a different
value M = 1.5 GeV (in consistency with Ref. [17]) due to the higher order contributions incorporated through the
N/ D unitarization of the O(NN) model scattering amplitude.

The numerical results of the sigma pole thermal trajectory is depicted in Fig. 14. When temperature increases,
similar to the leading 1/N order result [17], the broad ¢ resonance firstly turns into two virtual states (VS I and II)
and then becomes a bound state (BS) after the upper virtual state, VS I, moves towards and through the threshold
to the first Riemann sheet. For T' > T, (= 1/12/N ~ 160 MeV), the ¢ bound state pole s, moves close to m2(T),
i.e., 0 tends to become asymptotically degenerate with pions, as expected by the chiral symmetry restoration. This
behaviour is similar to the leading 1/N order calculation in Ref. [17], however the main differences are as follows. With
cross-channel thermal contributions, the left-hand cut extends to (—oo,sz) with s = 4m2(T) — m2 ,, where mg 4,
is determined by the ¢ bound state pole positions in the ¢- and u-channel thermal amplitudes, which are identical for
7 scattering. Additionally, there is a third virtual state (VS III) generated close to sp. For higher temperatures,
VS II and III move towards and then hit each other, becoming a pair of subthreshold poles, which are similar to
those also found in Refs. [17, 21] for large unphysical pion mass at zero temperature. Finally, the subthreshold
poles move close to s4 = m2(T) as T > T.. This results directly from the fact that, on the second Riemann sheet
DT 1(s) = DT(s) — 2ipT (s)NT(s), thus DT"'1(s4) — 0 as v(T) — 0 for high temperatures with the subtraction
constants set as Eqs. (47,48).

To one’s surprise, the thermal o pole trajectory demonstrates again analogous structure and behavior with the
pole trajectory with varying m, at zero temperature. Actually, this phenomenon is understandable since the third
virtual state, VS III, and the subthreshold poles are generated mainly by the interplay of (thermal) unitarity and the
cross-channel bound state exchange effects [17, 21].

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we revisit the leading 1/N order effective potential of the O(N) linear ¢ model with explicit symmetry
breaking. After careful investigation for the cases of different pion masses and temperatures, a new phenomenon is
found for large m, values and high temperatures. As either m, or temperature increases, the local minimum on the
first branch of the effective potential will move to the second branch and turn into a saddle point. Then the stable
vacuum can only be chosen on the second branch. However, the second branch is not preferred for m, values not so
far from the physical value, since it cannot give the right phenomenological results.

On the other hand, at larger m, and higher temperature, the tachyon pole moves towards the positive real axis,
causing the validity domain of O(N) model to shrink (when the vacuum is set as the first-branch solution of the
gap equations Eqgs. (22, 23)). Additionally, with the help of the effective coupling constant, we propose a possible
correspondence relation between the double-valued effective potential and the two phases (positive and negative
coupling) of O(N) model, even with nonzero explicit symmetry breaking and at finite temperature.

As for a thermal generalization of the N/D modified O(N) model discussed in our previous work in Ref. [17], the o
pole trajectory at finite temperature is also obtained with the cross-channel contributions considered. The ¢ thermal
trajectory resembles its counterpart for varying pion mass at zero temperature.

One of the possible issues for future study could be considering the effects made to the vacuum structure of O(N)
model at nonzero m, and finite temperature by including high dimensional terms and higher 1/N order contributions.
Moreover, the lessons learned in O(N) model may arouse interests about the structure of the QCD vacuum at large
pion masses and high temperatures.
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