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The optim ized perturbation theory (O PT) at �nite tem -

perature (T)recently developed by the presentauthorsisre-

viewed by using O (N )�
4
theory with spontaneoussym m etry

breaking.Them ethod resum sautom atically higherloops(in-

cluding thehard therm alloops)athigh T and sim ultaneously

curesthe problem oftachyonic polesatrelatively low T.W e

prove that (i) the renorm alization ofthe ultra-violet diver-

gencescan becarried outsystem atically in any given orderof

O PT,and (ii) the Nam bu-G oldstone theorem is satis�ed for

arbitrary N and forany given orderofO PT.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Naive perturbation theory isknown to break down at

�nitetem perature(T).Thetworeasonsaretheexistence

ofhard therm alloops(HTL)athigh T [1]and theem er-

gence oftachyonic poles at relatively low T [2]. Ifone

adopts self-consistent resum m ation m ethods, HTL can

be sum m ed and tachyonic poles can be rem oved. How-

ever,m ostoftheself-consistentm ethodsproposed so far

have di�culties ofrenorm alization [3]and/orthe viola-

tion ofthe Nam bu-G oldstonetheorem [4]at�nite T.

In this talk,we show thata new loop-wise expansion

at�nite T recently developed by the presentauthors[5]

can solvetheseproblem s.

O urstarting pointisthe optim ized perturbation the-

ory (O PT) which is a generalization ofthe m ean-�eld

m ethod [6]and is known to work in various quantum

system s[7].Itsapplication to �eld theory at�niteT has

been �rstconsidered by O kopi�nska [8]and Banerjeeand

M allik [9]. W e further develop the idea and prove the

renorm alizability and the Nam bu-G oldstone (NG ) the-

orem in O (N ) �4 theory at �nite T order by order in

O PT.

The organization ofthis talk is asfollows. In section

II,we introduce a loop-wise expansion on the basis of

O PT.The renorm alization ofUV divergences and the

realization ofthe NG theorem in this m ethod are also

discussed. In section III,O PT is applied for the O (4)

�
Talk presented at\Therm alField Theoriesand TheirAp-

plications",(Regensburg,G erm any,August10-14,1998)

� m odelwhich isa low energy e�ective theory ofQ CD.

Sum m ary and concluding rem arks are given in Section

IV.

II.O P T IM IZED P ER T U R B A T IO N A T T 6= 0

A .H ard therm alloops and tachyonic poles

Let us illustrate,by using �4 theory,the reason why

the naiveperturbation theory at�nite T breaksdown;

L =
1

2
[(@�)2 � �

2
�
2]�

�

4!
�
4
: (1)

W e �rstconsiderthe case�2 > 0.The lowestorderself-

energy diagram Fig.1 (A)isO (�T2)athigh T.However,

Fig.1 (B)is O (�T2 � �T

�
). Furtherm ore,higher powers

ofT=� arise in higherloops;e.g. the n-loop diagram in

Fig.1(C)isO (�nT 2n� 1=�2n� 3).Thus,thevalidityofthe

perturbation theory breaksdown when T > �=� because

the higher order diagram s are larger than lower ones.

Therefore,oneshould atleastresum cactusdiagram sto

get sensible results at high T [2]. Physics behind this

resum m ation isthe well-known Debyescreening m assin

the hotplasm a.

W hen �2 < 0 and thesystem hasspontaneoussym m e-

trybreaking(SSB),thenaiveperturbation showsanother

problem . The tree-levelm assm 0 in this case is de�ned

as

m
2
0 = �

2 +
�

2
�
2(T); (2)

where �(T) is the therm alexpectation value of�. As

T increases, � decreases. Then m2
0 becom es negative

(tachyonic) even before the critical tem perature Tc is

reached. Ifthis happens,the naive perturbation using

the tree-levelpropagator does not m ake sense and cer-

tain resum m ation should be carried out[10].Note that,

for T < Tc,there is no reason to believe that only the

cactusdiagram sshown in Fig.1 are dom inant;there ex-

istsa three-pointvertex ���3 which isnotnegligible for

T � �(T).
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B .P roblem s in self-consistent resum m ation m ethods

Self-consistentresum m ation m ethod isa procedureto

im proveperturbation theory at�niteT and to avoid the

problem s in Sec. IIA. However,the m ethod has other

di�culties[3,4].

In the naive perturbation theory,there arisesno new

UV divergences at T 6= 0 because ofthe naturalcuto�

from theBoltzm ann distribution function.Therefore,all

theUV divergencesat�niteT arecanceledbythecounter

term sprepared atT = 0 [11].

O n the otherhand,in self-consistentm ethodsatT 6=

0, the situation is not that sim ple: In fact, the tree-

levelpropagatorshaveT-dependentm ass(such asm (T)

in the above) which contains higher loop contributions

through the self-consistentgap-equation [3]. This leads

to a necessity ofT-dependent counter term s which are

som etim esintroduced in ad hocways.

Another problem is the violation of the Nam bu-

G oldstone(NG )theorem :In m any ofthe self-consistent

m ethods,resum m ation with keeping sym m etry isa non-

trivialissue,and the NG theorem isoften violated.

C .N ew resum m ation m ethod

Fortheorieswith SSB,loop-expansion ratherthan the

weak-coupling expansion is relevant,since one needs to

treat the therm ale�ective potential. Therefore,we de-

veloped an im proved loop-expansion at �nite T for the

purposeofresum m ation[5].Them ethod keepstherenor-

m alizability and guaranteesthe Nam be-G oldstone theo-

rem orderby orderat�nite T.

In thefollowing,wedivideourresum m ation procedure

into three stepsand apply itto �4 theory. The case for

O (N )�4 theory willbe discussed in Sec.IIE.

W estartwith thetherm ale�ectiveaction with an ex-

pansion param eter\�":

�[’ 2]= ln

Z

[d�]exp

"

1

�

Z 1=T

0

d
n
x
�
L(� + ’;�2)+ J�

�
#

; (3)

whereJ � � @�[’]=@’ and
R1=T
0

dnx �
R1=T
0

d�
R
dn� 1x.

If we explicitly write �h in eq.(3), it appears as
1

�h

R�h=T
0

d4xL.Therefore,theloop-expansionby� at�nite

T doesnotcoincidewith the�h expansion.Theexpansion

by � should beregarded asa steepestdescentevaluation

ofthe functionalintegral.

Step 1

Start with a renorm alized Lagrangian with counter

term s

L(�;�2)=
1

2
[(@�)2 � �

2
�
2]�

�

4!
�
4

+
1

2
A(@�)2 �

1

2
B �

2
�
2
�

�

4!
C �

4 + D �
4
: (4)

Herewehaveexplicitly written theargum ent�2 in L for

lateruse.TheM S schem ewith thedim ensionalregular-

ization isassum ed in (4). Justfornotationalsim plicity,

the factor �(4� n) to be m ultiplied to � is om itted (� is

the renorm alization point).

The c-num bercounterterm D �4,which wasnotcon-

sidered in [9],isnecessary to m ake the therm ale�ective

potential�nite.Also,itplaysa crucialroleforrenorm al-

ization in O PT aswillbe shown in Sec.IID.

Therenorm alization constantsarecom pletely �xed at

T = 0 and �2 > 0,in which A;B ,C and D areexpanded

as
0

B
B
@

A

B

C

D

1

C
C
A =

1X

l= 1

0

B
B
@

al

bl

cl

dl

1

C
C
A �

l
: (5)

Notethat(i)thecoe�cients(a l;bl;cl;dl)areindependent

of�2,sinceweusethem assindependentrenorm alization

schem e,(ii)theUV divergencesin thesym m etry broken

phase (�2 < 0) can be rem oved by the sam e counter

term s determ ined for �2 > 0 [12,13],and (iii) A;B ;C

and D areindependentofT by de�nition.

The relations of A;B ;C and D with the standard

renorm alization constantsare A = Z � 1,B = Z�Z � 1

and C = Z�Z
2 � 1,whereZ’sarede�ned by �0 =

p
Z�,

�0 = Z�� and �20 = Z��
2 with su�x 0 indicating un-

renorm alized quantities.

Step 2

RewritetheLagrangian (4)by introducinga new m ass

param eterm 2 following the idea ofO PT [7]:

�
2 = m

2
� (m2 � �

2)� m
2
� �: (6)

This identity should be used not only in the standard

m ass term but also in the counter term s [14],which is

crucialto show the order by order renorm alization in

O PT:

L(�;�2)= Lr+ Lc (7)

Lr =
1

2
[(@�)2 � m

2
�
2]�

�

4!
�
4 +

1

2
��

2 (8)

Lc =
1

2
A(@�)2 �

1

2
B (m 2

� �)�2 �
�

4!
C �

4

+ D (m 2
� �)2: (9)

A,B ,C and D in Lc werealready determ ined in Step 1.

O n the basis ofeq.(7),we de�ne a \m odi�ed" loop-

expansion in which the tree-levelpropagatorhasa m ass

m 2 + �’2=2 instead of�2 + �’2=2.M ajordi�erencebe-

tween this expansion and the naive one isthe following

assignm ent,

m
2 = O (�0); � = O (�): (10)

The physicalreason behind this assignm ent is the fact

that� reectsthee�ectofinteractions.Ifonem akesan
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assignm ent,m 2 = O (�0);� = O (�0),the m odi�ed loop-

expansion im m ediately reducesto the naiveone.

Since eq.(7) is sim ply a reorganization of the La-

grangian,any G reen’sfunctions(oritsgenerating func-

tional)calculated in the m odi�ed loop-expansion should

notdepend on thearbitrarym assm iftheyarecalculated

in allorders. However,one needsto truncate perturba-

tion series at certain order in practice. This inevitably

introduces explicit m dependence in G reen’s functions.

Proceduresto determ ine m aregiven in Step 3 below.1

To�nd theground stateofthesystem ,oneshould look

forthestationary pointofthetherm ale�ectivepotential

de�ned by V (’2)= � �[’2 = const:]=
R1=T
0

d4x.Asm en-

tioned above,V calculated up to L-th loops VL (’
2;m )

has explicit m -dependence. Thus the stationary condi-

tion reads

@VL(’
2;m )

@’
= 0; (11)

where derivative with respect to ’ does not act on m

by de�nition. Eq.(11)givesa stationary pointofVL for

given m .

Step 3

The �nalstep isto �nd an optim alvalue ofm by im -

posingphysicalconditions�alaStevenson [15]such asthe

following.

(a) The principle of m inim al sensitivity (PM S): this

conditionrequiresthatachosenquantitycalculated

up to L-th loops(O L )should be stationary by the

variation ofm :

@O L

@m
= 0: (12)

(b) The criterion ofthe fastest apparent convergence

(FAC):this condition requires that the perturba-

tivecorrectionsin O L should beassm allaspossible

fora suitablevalue ofm .

O L � OL � l= 0; (13)

wherelischosen in the range,1 � l� L.

The above conditions reduce to self-consistent gap

equationswhose solution determ ine the optim alparam -

eterm forgiven L.Thusm becom esa non-trivialfunc-

tion of ’, � and T. This together with the solution

1
O ne m ay generalize Step 2 by adding and subtracting

�0(@0�)
2
,�1(@i�)

2
and �

4
with �0,�1 and  being �nite

param etersto be determ ined by the PM S orFAC conditions

(see Step 3). The renorm alizability can be also shown to be

m aintained in thiscase.However,we willconcentrate on the

sim plestversion (�0;1 =  = 0)in the following discussions.

of (11) com pletely determ ine the therm al expectation

value�(T)� h�iaswellastheoptim alparam eterm (T).

Through this self-consistentprocess,higherorderterm s

in the naiveloop expansion areresum ed.

The choice ofO L in Step 3 depends on the quantity

one needs to im prove m ost. To study the static nature

ofthe phase transition,the therm ale�ective potential

VL (’
2;m )ism ostrelevant.Applying thePM S condition

forVL reads

@VL (’
2;m )

@m
= 0; (14)

which gives a solution m = m (’). This can be

used to im prove the e�ective potential at �nite T as

VL (’
2;m ) ! VL (’

2;m (’)). Also,�(T) and m (T) are

obtained by solving (11)togetherwith (14).In thiscase,

the following relation holds: dV (’2;m (’))=d’j’= � =

@V (’2;m (’))=@’j’= �.

To im prove particle properties at �nite T,it is m ore

e�cientto apply PM S orFAC conditionsdirectly to the

two-point functions. W e willuse FAC for the one-loop

pion self-energy in Section IIIto show itsusefulness.

D .R enorm alization in O P T

W e now prove the order by order renorm alization in

O PT.Letus�rstrewriteeq.(7)as

L(�;�2)= L(�;m 2)

+
1

2
��

2 +

�
1

2
B ��

2 + D �
2
� 2D m2�

�

: (15)

The UV divergences arising in the perturbation theory

are classi�ed into two classes: The divergences in the

G reen’s function generated by L(�;m 2),and the diver-

gencesobtained by them ultipleinsertion of(1=2)��2 to

the G reen’sfunction generated by L(�;m 2).

Since we use the sym m etric and m ass independent

renorm alization schem e (such as the M S schem e),any

divergences in the �rst class are renorm alized solely

by the coe�cients A, B , C and D in L(�;� 2). Al-

though T-dependent divergences appear because ofthe

T-dependent \resum ed" m ass m 2(T), they are prop-

erly renorm alized away since the counter term s (such

asB m 2�2,D m 2 and D m 4)also acquiresT-dependence

through m 2(T). In otherwords,the divergencesarising

from theresum ed propagatorisrem oved by theresum ed

counterterm s.(See also,footnote1.)

Thedivergencesin thesecond classcan beshown tobe

rem oved by the lastthree counterterm s in (15). (Note

that B and D are already �xed in Step 1,and we do

nothaveany freedom to changethem .) Thisisobviously

related to the renorm alization of com posite operators.

In fact,the standard m ethod [16]tellsusthatnecessary

counterterm sarewritten as

3



1

2
(ZZ

� 1

�2 � 1)��2 + � 2�
2 + � 1�: (16)

HereZ�2 istherenorm alization constantforthecom pos-

iteoperator�2,and rem ovesthedivergencein Fig.2(A).

� 2 and � 1 are necessary to rem ove the overalldiver-

gencesin Fig.2(B)and in Fig.2(C),respectively.

Now,one can prove that (16) coincides with the last

threeterm sin (15):

ZZ
� 1

�2 � 1= B ; �2 = D ; and � 1 = � 2D m2: (17)

The �rst equation is obtained by the de�nition B =

Z�Z � 1 and an identity

Z�2 = Z
� 1
� : (18)

The overalldivergence ofthe vacuum diagram with no

external-legs is rem oved by the c-num ber counter term

D m 4 in L(�;m 2). Therefore,the last two equations in

(17)areobtained as

� 1 = � (
@

@m 2
)
�
D m

4
�
= � 2D m2; (19)

2� 2 = (
@

@m 2
)2
�
D m

4
�
= 2D : (20)

Eq.(17)showsclearlythatallthenecessarycounterterm s

in O PT are supplied solely by the originalLagrangian

L(�;�2). Thus, we can carry out renorm alization or-

derby ordereven within theself-consistentm ethod.For

m ore detailed proofofthe relations (17),see Appendix

A ofref.[5].

Threecom m entsarein orderhere:

(i) Becausethe renorm alization isalready carried out

in Step 2,oneobtains�nitegap-equationsfrom the

beginning in Step 3.O urprocedure\resum m ation

after renorm alization" has m any advantages over

the conventional procedure \resum m ation before

renorm alization" where UV divergencesare hoped

to be canceled after im posing the gap-equation.

The di�erence between the two is prom inent es-

pecially in higherordercalculations.

(ii) Thedecom position (6)should be doneboth in the

m ass term and the counter term s. This guaran-

teesorderby orderrenorm alization in ourm odi�ed

loop-expansion in any higher orders. (In ref.[9],

the renorm alizability was checked up to the two-

loop levelin the �4 theory at high T.) O n the

otherhand,ifone keepsthe originalcounterterm

(1=2)B �2�2 + D �4 withoutthedecom position (6),

L-loop diagram swith L > M m ust be taken into

account to rem ove the UV divergences in the M -

loop order. This is an unnecessary com plication

due to the inappropriate treatm entofthe counter

term s. (See e.g. ref.[17]which encounters this

problem ).

(iii) Asfaraswestay in thelow energy region farbelow

the Landau pole,we need notaddressthe issue of

the triviality ofthe �4 theory [18]: Perturbative

renorm alization in O PT works in the sam e sense

asthatin the naiveperturbation.

E.N am bu-G oldstone theorem in O P T

The procedure and the renorm alization in O PT dis-

cussed abovedo notreceivem odi�cationseven iftheLa-

grangian hasglobalsym m etry.ForO (N )�4 theory,one

needsto replace� and �2 by ~� = (�0;�1;� � � ;�N � 1)and
~�2 respectively in allthe previousform ulas.

In the sym m etry broken phase of such theory, the

Nam bu-G oldstone (NG ) theorem and m assless NG

bosonsareguaranteed in each orderofthem odi�ed loop-

expansion in O PT for arbitrary N . To show this,it is

m ost convenient to start with the therm ale�ective po-

tentialV (~’2).By thede�nition ofthee�ectivepotential,

V (~’2)hasm anifestO (N )invarianceifitiscalculated in

allorders.

In O PT, V calculated up to L-th loops VL (~’
2;m )

hasalso m anifestO (N ) invariance,because ourdecom -

position (6) used in (7) does not break O (N ) invari-

ance. O nce VL hasinvariance under the O (N )rotation

(’i ! ’i+ i�aT a
ij’j),the im m ediate consequenceisthe

standard identity:

@VL(~’
2;m )

@’j
T
a
ji = �

@2VL (~’
2;m )

@’i@’j
T
a
jk’k; (21)

with T a being the generator of the O (N ) sym m etry.

Eq.(21)isvalid forarbitrary L,m and N .

At the stationary point where the l.h.s. of(21) van-

ishes,there arises m assless NG bosons for T a
jk’k 6= 0,

since the r.h.s. of(21)isequalto � D
� 1
ij (0)T

a
jk
�k where

D ij(0) is the M atsubara propagator at zero frequency

and m om entum calculated up to L-th loops. Thus the

existenceoftheNG bosonsisproved independentofthe

structureofthe gap-equation in Step 3.

Now,letusshow an exam pleoftheunjusti�ed approx-

im ations leading to the breakdown ofthe NG theorem .

Supposethatwe m akea generaldecom position such as

�
2
�ij = m

2
ij � (m2ij � �

2
�ij); (22)

with m 2
ij 6= m 2�ij.Thisleadsto an O (N )non-invariant

e�ectivepotential,and therelation(21)isnotguaranteed

in any �nite ordersofthe loop-expansion.Forexam ple,

when theO (N )sym m etry isspontaneously broken down

to O (N � 1),one m ay be tem pted to m ake a decom po-

sition m 2
ij = m 2

0 (i= j= 0),m 2
ij = m 2

1 (i= j6= 0),and

m 2
ij = 0 (i6= j)to im pose self-consistentconditionsfor

the radialm ode and the NG m ode. However,the e�ec-

tivepotentialdoesnothaveO (N )sym m etry in thiscase

and eq.(21)doesnothold.
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III.A P P LIC A T IO N T O O (4) � M O D EL

Let us apply O PT to the O (4) � m odel. The m odel

sharescom m on sym m etry and dynam icswith Q CD and

hasbeen used to study thereal-tim edynam icsand criti-

calphenom enaassociated with theQ CD chiraltransition

[19,20].

A .Param eters at T = 0

The O (4)� m odelreads

L =
1

2
[(@~�)2 � �

2~�
2]�

�

4!
(~�2)2 + h�

+
1

2
A(@~�)2 �

1

2
B �

2~�
2
�

�

4!
C (~�2)2 + D �

4
; (23)

with ~� = (�;~�). h� is an explicit sym m etry breaking

term .

A,B ,C and D in the one-loop orderare

A = 0; B =
�

16�2

1

�"
; C =

�

8�2

1

�"
; D = �

1

16�2

1

�"
; (24)

where 1

�"
� 2

4� n
�  + log(4�),with  being the Euler

constant.

W hen SSB takesplace(�2 < 0),the replacem ent� !

� + � in eq.(23)leadsto thetree-levelm assesof� and �;

m
2
0� = �

2 +
�

2
�
2
; m

2
0� = �

2 +
�

6
�
2
: (25)

The expectation value � atT = 0 isdeterm ined by the

stationary condition forthe standard e�ective potential

@V (~’)=@’j = 0.

LaterwewilltakeaspecialFAC condition in which m 2

deviatesfrom �2 only atT 6= 0,so thatthe naive loop-

expansion atT = 0 isvalid.The renorm alized couplings

�2;� and h can thusbe determ ined by the renorm aliza-

tion conditionsin thenaiveloop-expansionatzeroT such

as (i) m � = 140 M eV,(ii) f� = 93 M eV,and (iii) �-�

scattering phaseshift[19].

Instead of(iii),one m ay adoptm peak
� (the peak posi-

tion ofthe spectralfunction in the � channel).W e take

thissim pli�ed condition with threepossiblecases:m peak
�

= 550 M eV,750 M eV and 1000 M eV.m peak
� = 550 M eV

and 750 M eV are consistent with recent re-analyses of

the �-� scattering phase shift[21].

m peak
� (M eV) �2 (M eV

2
) � h (M eV

3
) � (M eV)

550 � 2842 73:0 1233 255

750 � 3752 122 1243 325

1000 � 4692 194 1253 401

TABLE I. Vacuum param eters corresponding to m peak
� =

550,750,1000 M eV

W e still have a freedom to choose the renorm aliza-

tion point �. Instead oftrying to determ ine optim al�

by the renorm alization group equation for the e�ective

potential[22],we take a sim ple and physicalcondition

m 0�= m �= 140M eV.Thischoicehastwoadvantages:(a)

O ne-loop pion self-energy ��(k
2) vanishes at the tree-

m ass;��(k
2 = m 2

0�)= ��(k
2 = m 2

�)= 0,and (b) the

spectralfunction in the � channelstartsfrom a correct

continuum threshold in theone-loop level.Resultantpa-

ram etersaresum m arized in TABLE I.

In Fig.3,the spectralfunctions �� and �� at T = 0,

nam ely the T = 0 lim it of eq.(26) de�ned below, are

shown asafunction of
p
s�

p
!2 � k2.In the� channel,

thereareoneparticlepoleand acontinuum startingfrom

thethreshold
p
sth = m 0�+ m 0�.

p
sth isthepointwhere

the channel� + � opens. In the � channel,the spectral

function startsfrom thethreshold 2m 0� = 280 M eV and

showsa broad peak centered around
p
s = m peak

� . The

large width of� isdue to a strong �-2� coupling in the

linear� m odel. The corresponding �-pole islocated far

from the realaxison the com plex s plane.

Hereweshow thede�nition ofthespectralfunction at

�nite T:

��(!;k;T)= �
1

�
Im D R

� (!;k;T); (26)

whereD R
� istheretarded correlation function

D
R
� (!;k;T)= � i

Z

d
4
xe

ikx
�(t)h[�(t;x);�(0;0)]i; (27)

with h� ibeing the therm alexpectation value.

B .A pplication ofO P T

Now let us proceed to Step 2 in O PT and rewrite

eq.(23)as

L =
1

2
[(@~�)2 � m

2~�
2]�

�

4!
(~�2)2 +

1

2
�~�

2 + h�

�
1

2
B m

2~�
2
�

�

4!
C (~�2)2 + D m

4
: (28)

Since � ( = m 2 � �2) is already a one-loop order,we

have neglected the term s proportionalto B �,D �2 and

D � which aretwo-loop orhigherorders.

W hen SSB takes place (~� ! ~� + ~’), the tree-level

m assesto be used in the m odi�ed loop-expansion read

m
2
0� = m

2 +
�

2
~’; m

2
0� = m

2 +
�

6
~’: (29)

Since m 2 willeventually be a function ofT,the tree-

m assesrunning in the loopsare notnecessary tachyonic

at�nite T contrary to the naiveloop-expansion (seethe

discussion in Sec.IIA).
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The therm ale�ective potentialV (~’;m ) is calculated

in the standard m annerexceptforthe extra term spro-

portionalto �. The e�ective potentialin the one-loop

levelreads

V (~’;m )=
1

2
�
2
~’
2 +

�

4!
~’
4
� h~’

+
1

64�2

�

m
4
0� ln

�
�
�
�
m 2

0�

�2e3=2

�
�
�
�+ 3m 4

0� ln

�
�
�
�
m 2

0�

�2e3=2

�
�
�
�

�

(30)

+ T

Z
d3k

(2�)3

h

ln(1� e
� E � =T )+ 3 ln(1� e

� E � =T )

i

;

where E � �

q

k2 + m 2
0�
. Although thishasthe sim ilar

structurewith thestandard freeenergyin thenaiveloop-

expansion,thecoe�cientofthe�rstterm in ther.h.s.of

(30)is�2 instead ofm 2. Thisisbecause we have extra

m ass-term proportionalto � in the one-loop level. The

stationary point� isobtained by

@V (~’;m )

@’i

�
�
�
�
~’= (�;0)

= 0: (31)

Since the derivative with respect to � does not act on

m ,thisgivesa solution � asa function ofT and m . By

im posinganothercondition on m (Step 3),oneeventually

determ inesboth � and m forgiven T.

C .FA C condition for m
2

To resum the hard therm al loops, the PM S condi-

tion forthee�ectivepotentialrequires2-loop calculation,

whiletheFAC condition fortheself-energy requiresonly

1-loop calculation.Therefore,weadoptthelattercondi-

tion hereto determ ine m 2.

Theretarded self-energy �R
�
(de�ned by [D R

�
]� 1 = s�

m 2
0�
� �R

�
)isrelated to the 11-com ponentofthe 2 � 2

self-energy in the real-tim eform alism [24];

Re�R
� (!;k;T)= Ref�11

� (!;k)+ �11
� (!;k;T)g (32)

Im �R
� (!;k;T)= tanh(

!

2T
)Im f�11

� (!;k)+ �11
� (!;k;T)g:

Here�11
�
(!;k;T)isa parthaving explicitT-dependence

throughtheBose-Einsteindistribution,while�11
�
(!;k)is

a parthaving only im plicitT-dependencethrough m (T)

and �(T). In the one-loop level,�11
�

can be calculated

only by the 11-com ponentofthe freepropagator,

iD
11
0�(k

2;T)=
i

k2 � m2
0�
+ i�

+ 2�nB �(k
2
� m

2
0�); (33)

with nB = [e!=T � 1]� 1.

O ne-loop diagram sin O PT for�11
�

are shown in Fig.

4.Theirexplicitform saregiven in [5].TheNG theorem

discussed in Sec. IIE can be explicitly checked by com -

paring eq.(31) and the inverse pion-propagator at zero

m om entum [D R
� (0;0;T)]

� 1.

Let us im pose the FAC condition on �R
� . Since we

chosearenorm alization condition m 0� = m � = 140M eV

at zero T,one m ay be tem pted to adopt the following

condition at�nite T:

�R
� (! = m 0�;0;T)= 0: (34)

However,eq.(34) does not guarantees that m 2 is real,

sincethel.h.s.ofeq.(34)receivesan im aginary partdue

to the Landau dam ping.To avoid thisproblem ,wetake

a hybrid condition:

�11
� (! = m 0�;0)+ �11

� (! = 0;0;T)= 0: (35)

Note thatthe externalenergy issetto be zero in the T-

dependent part.2 Because the second term in the l.h.s.

vanishesatT = 0,the solution ofeq.(35)atT = 0 be-

com es

m
2(T = 0)= �

2
: (36)

Therefore, the FAC condition (35) does not spoil the

naive-loop expansion atT = 0.

Athigh T (�(T)’ 0),the following analytic solution

isobtained asfarasT 2 � m 2;

m
2(T)= �

2 +
�

12
T
2
; (37)

which im plies thatthe Debye screening m assathigh T

isproperly taken into account. Forrealistic valuesof�

in TABLE I,thecondition T 2 � m 2 isnotwellsatis�ed

and eq.(35)should be solved num erically.

For interm ediate values ofT, eq.(35) can e�ectively

sum not only the contributions from the diagram s in

Fig.4(a;b;h;i), but also from those in Fig.4(c;d;j).

Thus, O PT can go beyond the cactus approxim ation

which sum sonly the diagram sin Fig.4(a;b;h;i).

Two rem arksarein orderhere.

(i) By eq.(35), only the k-independent part of the

self-energy is resum ed. Ifone needs to resum k-

dependentparttoo,one m ustintroduce m 2 which

dependsboth on T and k and im posek-dependent

FAC orPM S conditions[23].

2
Eq.(35)can beform ulated in a covariantway by introduc-

ing thefour-vectorn� characterizing theheatbath.The�rst

term ofthe equation isonly a function ofk
2

� because itis T

independent.The second term isa function ofk
2

� and k�n
�
.

Therefore, the condition reads � 11

� (k2� = m
2

0�)+ � 11

� (k2� =

0;k�n
�
= 0;T)= 0:
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(ii) In ref.[17], it has been studied the convergence

propertiesofthefreeenergy athigh T with a vari-

ationalcondition equivalentto the PM S condition

here. Although the approach has a problem of

renorm alization aswehavealready m entioned,the

resultissuggestivein the sensethattheoptim ized

loop expansion hasm uch betterconvergenceprop-

erties than the loop expansion based on the hard

therm alloops [25]. Better understanding of the

convergencepropertiesboth in PM S and FAC con-

ditionsisan im portantfuture problem .

D .B ehavior ofm (T),m 0�(T) and �(T)

In Fig.5(A)thetree-levelm assesin eq.(29)and m 2(T)

are shown form peak
� (T = 0)= 550 M eV.m 2

0�(T)isnot

tachyonic and approaches to m 2(T) in the sym m etric

phase. This con�rm s that our resum m ation procedure

curesthe problem oftachyonsin Sec.IIA.

The solid linein Fig.5(B)showsthe chiralcondensate

�(T)obtained by m inim izing thee�ectivepotentialwith

m peak
� (T = 0)= 550M eV.�(T)decreasesuniform ly asT

increases,which isa typicalbehaviorofthe chiralorder

param eterat�nite T away from the chirallim it.

Asweapproach thechirallim it(h ! 0 orequivalently

m � ! 0),�(T)developsm ultiple solutions forgiven T,

which could bean indication ofthe�rstordertransition.

The criticalvalue ofthe quark m assm crit:
q below which

the m ultiple solutionsariseis

m
crit:
q =m

phys:
q = (m crit:

� =m
phys:
� )2 = 0:08; (38)

where we have used G ell-M ann-O akes-Renner relation

[26] to related the pion m ass with the quark m ass.

m phys:
q is the physical light-quark m ass corresponding

to m phys:
� = 140 M eV. The critical tem perature for

m crit:
q =m phys:

q = 0:08 is Tc ’ 170 M eV.The behavior

of�(T)form�(T = 0)= 30 M eV (justbelow thecritical

valuem crit:
� )isalso shown by thedashed linein Fig.5(B)

forcom parison.

E.C hirallim it

In Fig.6thechiralcondensatesareshown forthechiral

lim it(m � = 0 M eV)and form � = 10 M eV.The phase

transition looks like a �rst order in these cases. The

existenceofthem ultiplesolutionsofthegap equation for

the O (4) � m odelin the m ean-�eld approach has been

known for a long tim e [27]. O ur analyses con�rm this

featurewithin the fram ework ofO PT.

However,this�rstordernatureislikely to be an arti-

factofthem ean-�eld approach asdiscussed in thesecond

reference in [27]: the higherloopsofm assless� and al-

m ostm assless� arenotnegligiblenearthecriticalpoint,

and they could easily changethe orderofthe transition.

In fact,therenorm alization group analysesaswellasthe

direct num ericalsim ulation on the lattice indicate that

the O (4) � m odelhas a second order phase transition

[28].

W e have also studied the free energy asa function of

T near the chirallim it and found that it has a discon-

tinuity nearthe criticalpoint. Thisisanothersign that

the�rst-ordernatureisan artifactoftheapproxim ation.

(Rem em ber that,the free energy m ust be a continuous

function ofT irrespectiveoftheorderofthephasetran-

sition.)

F.Spectralfunction at �nite T

Asoneofthenon-trivialapplicationsofO PT,weshow,

in Fig.7,the spectralfunctions of� and � at �nite T

de�ned in (26).

The�gureshowsthatthespectralfunction of�,which

does not show a clear resonance at T = 0,develops a

sharp enhancem ent near 2� threshold as T approaches

Tc.Thisisduetoacom bined e�ectofthepartialrestora-

tion ofchiralsym m etry and the strong � � 2� coupling.

Thisisan typicalexam pleofthesoftening(ortheprecur-

sorofthecriticaluctuation)associated with thepartial

restoration ofchiralsym m etry [29]. The experim ental

relevanceofthissoftening hasbeen exam ined in thecon-

textofthe low-m assdiphoton production [5].

In the�-channel,acontinuum developsby thescatter-

ing with therm alpionsin the heat-bath;� + �therm al!

�. Because ofthis process,the pion acquires a width

� 50M eV atT = 145 M eV,whilethepeak position does

not show appreciable m odi�cation. They are in accor-

dancewith the Nam bu-G oldstonenatureofthe pion.

IV .SU M M A R Y

W ehaveshown thattheoptim ized perturbation theory

(O PT)developed in [5]naturally cures the problem sof

the naive loop-expansion at�nite T,nam ely,the break-

down ofthe naive perturbation at T � Tc (due to the

hard therm alloops) as wellas at T < Tc (due to the

tachyonicpoles).

Furtherm ore,O PT has severaladvantagesoverother

resum m ation m ethodsproposed so far:

Firstofall,therenorm alization oftheUV divergences,

which isnota trivialissuein otherm ethods,can becar-

ried out system atically in the loop-expansion in O PT.

Thisisbecause one can separatethe self-consistentpro-

cedure (Step 3 in Sec. IIC) from the renorm alization

procedure(Step 2 in Sec.IIC).

Secondly,the Nam bu-G oldstone (NG )theorem isful-

�lled in any giveorderoftheloop-expansion in O PT for

arbitrary N in O (N ) �4 theory. This is because O PT

7



preservesthe globalsym m etry ofthe e�ective potential

in each orderofthe perturbation.

Therearem any directionswhereO PT at�niteT m ay

be applied. The phase transition in O (4) �4 theory as

wellas the dynam icalcriticalphenom ena near the crit-

icalpoint are one ofthe m ost interesting problem s to

be exam ined further. The PM S condition for the e�ec-

tive action willbe suitable for this purpose. O PT m ay

also haverelevanceto develop an im proved perturbation

theory forgaugetheoriesin which theweak coupling ex-

pansion isknown to break down in high orders[30].
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(A) (B) (C)

FIG .1. Bubble and cactusdiagram s.

(A) (B) (C)
FIG .2. D iagram swhich contain UV divergencesasa resultofthem ultipleinsertion of(1=2)��2.(A)correspondsto a single

insertion with two externallines.(B)and (C)haveno externallineswith a singleinsertion and a doubleinsertion,respectively.
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FIG .3. SpectralfunctionsatT = 0 in the� channel(A)and in the� channel(B)form
peak
� = 550 M eV,750 M eV and 1000

M eV.
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FIG .4. O ne-loop self-energy �
11

for� and � in the m odi�ed loop-expansion at�nite T.
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