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O Abstract
(Q\

We investigate the QCD phase diagram by using the stronglioguexpansion of the lattice QCD with one species of staggje
fermion and the Polyakov loofffective action at finite temperatur€)and quark chemical potentigl), We derive an analytic
> expression of gective potentialFer including both the chirally, (1)) and the deconfinemer#y,) dynamics with finite coupling
effects in the mean-field approximation. The Polyakov loopéasing ratedq(,/dT) is found to have two peaks as a function of
™~ T for small quark masses. One of them is the chiral-induce# pssociated with the rapid decrease of the chiral condensate
temperature of the other peak is almost independent of taekquass or chemical potential, and this peak is interprasethe
+= Zj,-induced peak.

Keywords: Lattice QCD, Extreme QCD, Strong-coupling, Deconfinem€hiral Symmetry

ep-lat]

£ The phase diagram for chiral and deconfinement transitionwas extracted in the strong-coupling limit [20] 21], and ted

in Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) at finite temperatiite ( the invention of the Nambu-Jona-Lasino model with Polyakov
«— ‘andor quark chemical potentigl is one of the most fascinat- loops (PNJL model)@Z]. Recently, the finite lattice coupin
= ing subjects in the current high energy and nuclear phy3ws. (8 = 2N./g?) effects are incorporated, and is found to give rise
O) ‘investigate properties of QCD at highis one of the physics to modifications of quark mass and chemical potential. The
=1 goals in the LHC-ALICE experiments. At = 0, first princi-  evolution of the chiral phase transition with increasihéas

ple investigations based on lattice Monte-Carlo (LQCD-MC)been interpreted via these modificatiohs , 24]. As will be

I .simulations predict pseudo-critical temperatufg, ~ 145 - shown later, this development opens a possibility to ingast

(O 195 MeV, for the chiral phase transition [1]. In the finfte the finite coupling evolution aZy, deconfinement dynamics in
O region, the LQCD-MCs diier from the notorious sign problem addition to the chiral dynamics in the whdle- u plane EB].
<1 'of the quark determinant, and have not provided reliableltes

) ) ' : One of the interesting observations in the LQCD-MC is
1 .in the large chemical potential regiqey,T > 1.

that peak positions of chiral and Polyakov loop suscejptibil

2 The strong-coupling (ig?) expansion in the lattice QCD ties (v..¢,) are close tg each other, and the small separation of

>< (SC-LQCD) has been successful since the beginning of thiléM could be explained as a consequence of the broad ana-

= lattice gauge theory, and would provide an alternative lat/Ytic behavior of the crossovers [1]. It would be meaninghul

© tice framework to study the QCD phase diagram including?SK ourselves whether the peakyof is induced by the chiral
finite 1« region. In pure Yang-Mills theory, the string ten- CrOSSOVer. Otherwise, does tAg, dynam|c§ (accidentally or
sion in the strong-coupling limit gives the area law [2], andinNevitably)leads to the peak gf, near the chiral crossover? To
the LQCD-MC [3] smoothly connects the strong-coupling re-Sh€d lighton this problem, itis a good strategy to inveséigae
sult B] to the scaling region. In the pure Yang-Mills theory finite u cases. In models such as PNJL model combined Wlth
at finite T, we can describe th&y, deconfinement transition the statistical modelﬂe_] or Polyakov-Quark Meson modehwi
based on thefiective potential for the Polyakov-loogy) in the functional renormalization groupe_:voluﬂ@[_Z?]z twartsi-
the leading order of the strong-coupling expansion with thdions alm.ost c0|nC|de.. In the PNJL W!th a c<_erta|n fit paramete
Haar measurefiects [45]’ and higher order corrections have set, the first-order chiral phasg tran;mon with a smallpguoh
been investigated recently [6]. For the SC-LQCD including® Small value of%an be realized in the loW and largeu
fermions, many theoretical knowledge have been accuntlatd €9'0" (2829 30, 31].
so far E’,[%,[b o 11, 12, 13, 14| 15], and the chiral phase In this Letter, we investigate the chiral a@g, deconfine-
transition in thelT — u plane have been well investigated in the ment dynamics by using the SC-LQCD with the Polyakov loop
strong-coupling Iimitﬁbﬁ]ﬂﬂ% Itis remarkablethize  effects, abbreviated as P-SC-LQCD. The P-SC-LQCD is di-
coupling of the chiral condensateand the Polyakov-loop, rectly based on the lattice QCD, and it does not contain any
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additional parameters than those in QCD. The lattice cagpli b w+j+0 ath wtjth

B = 2N¢/g? in the plaquette action is a unique parameter ofr*+9
the lattice QCD in the chiral limit. To investigate the chi- e—»— 0O
ral andZy, deconfinement dynamics simultaneously, we con- ° ‘ ,:5
sider the &ective action with leadingd(1/g%)] and next-to- @ O RIE ol
leading order [NLO,0(1/g%)] effects of the strong couplin ‘
g [ (/)] g Ping AT MM, VoVl MoMo M, Mg

expansion in the fermionic sector, and the leading order con
tributions to the Polyakov-loo](1/g?-)] in the pure gluonic
ieQCéO[;- ;E;g;efsc)erntaferacn;]ﬁ\glo(;l;r?;‘nr:]? d%eil_%j)lﬁ ?ISZi ]tions. Open circles, Filled circles, and arrows shaw, andU,, respectively.
to include theZy, deconfinement dynamics, and leads to an ex-

tended version of the IK-GO modeél [20,121] to include finite in the pure gluonic sectol [B5],

beta éfects for the quark sector. This framework allows us to

Figure 1: Hfective action terms in the strong-coupling limit antb4 correc-

investigate the beta evolution of the interplay betweemathi  Z qcp ~ f@u,)z Uo] exp(_srglffLo _ ngffﬂ) , (4)
andZy, dynamics consistently. This is the advantage of using
-SC- i 1. -
the P-SC-LQCD overféective models. SNo _ Z[E [V5 () — Vi ()] + MoMy
We briefly overview the derivation of thetective potential x

in P-SC-LQCD. Details are shown in our previous padg_ds [23, N Z[_ MxM, . B-
@]. We start from the lattice QCD patrtition function withen 4N, 4d
species of staggered fermigy) With a current quark massng)

[Va GV 69 + Vi Vs 6|

>0

in the lattice unita = 1, _ Bs MM M. M. - - (i i) .
d(d — 1) o;j XV | Pk Y k) +0 94, \/a > ( )
_ 1 \Ne=1/T _
o — Pol _ 2 i
Ziqen = fD[X’X’ U] EXp[_SF ~Se - mOZXxXX] . (1) Seit [Lp: Lp] = _Nc(ﬁ) Z[Lp,pr,xﬂ + h.c.] . (6)
X IR

1 — . . .
Sk = > Z[Uv,xXva,me - n;}((h,c,)] , (2) where t?e coupllngr,sansd compo§|tes are defined s, (8s) =
VX (Bd/2Ng, pd(d - 1)_/16N%), Myx = xxxx, and ¥ (w), V() =
1 + (& xxUoxxyd € xxoUgXx). We consider only the leading
Sec =8 Z[l h Z_NC[UP + UP]] : () ordertermsin the /d expansion|__[]9], which corresponds to the
P minimum quark number diagrams for a given plaquette config-
uration as shown in Fig] JSQ‘HEO contains the four-Fermi inter-
tion, the temporal components of the vector interacton
whereU, € SU(Ne) andUp—x = tr[U,xU,xqUT US,]  2ction. e fe . o a0,
represent the link-variable and plaquette, and the gtéggn'egn §|ght-F§rm| :‘nt:ra;u;)n,kan?eﬁ sh(\)/\\;vs the n(e;aresgﬁnelghbor
factor n,x = explud,o)(—1)**+*-1 contains the the lattice mtqactmr:)g the Polyakov loops. We can reduce theative
X actionS;~ into the bi-linear form in staggered fermions by in-

chemical potential. The transformationy, — €%y, with ) I i :
(~1y%*% turns out to be dJ(L), chiral transforma- ;[:10'?;[;2& several auxiliary fields( w,, ande.s) summarized

€ =

tion [€,[10], which leaves the staggered act®ninvariant in

the chiral limit (rp — 0). TheU, (1) chiral symmetry would be NLO _ — -l ~

enhanced t&U(Ns = 4) in the continuum limit[[10, 33, 34]. Serr~ =2y %:XXGXV(mq’N)Xy

The plaquette actiofbg is invariant under the global trans-

formationU, x — QU,x, whereQ is the element of the cen- +NTNS[(i +,33905)0'2 " [E‘pé + [ﬁ(‘pf _ wf)] , (D)
ter of the SU(N;) gauge groupZy.. The chiral condensate 4N, 2 2

(o ~ {(xx») and the Polyakov-loop, = tre(TT, Uoxr)/Nc) are
the order parameters of the chiral afig symmetries, respec-
tively, and they take finite values via the spontaneous lingak
of these symmetries. Both chiral a@g, symmetries are ex-
plicitly broken for a finite quark massy, and the transitions
could be replaced with the crossovers. We concentrate on t
color SUN; = 3) in the 3+ 1 dimensiond = 3) in the later
discussion.

R E
Gy (. ) =My + (V0o = €7Ug,00y) . (B)

where N, (Ns) represents the temporal (spatial) lattice size,
and all auxiliary fields are assumed to be constant and static
hThe spontaneous breaking of the chiral symmetry with NLO
Sffects results in the dynamical shifts of quark mass =
[mo + (d/2Nc + 2Bsps) o] /Z,, chemical potentiau™ = u —
logZ,, and the quark wave function renormalization faciy,

The dfective action of hadronic composites is obtained bywherez, = VZ.Z_ andZ, = 1+ (¢ + ;). Such a prop-
the Taylor expansion i and integrating out spatial link vari- erty allows us to utilize the technique developed in thergjro
ables in the finitel' treatment of P-SC-LQCD. We include the coupling limit, and from a technical point of view, it is essial
leading and NLO terms in the fermionic sectSEHLO [IE], and to derive the &ective potential including both the chiral and
we adopt the leading order Polyakov-lodfeetive actionSZ?' deconfinement dynamics.



limit [20, 1], and utilized in the PNJL modeél [22]. In the eur

Table 1: The auxiliary fields and their stationary valuesteiigg = No—Z, g+ i .
y y e = Ne-2, My rent formulation, the Boltzmann factor includes the NLO ef-

ﬁ‘rwg-
fects in (T, &), and the coupling manner betwekpando is
Aux. Fields| Mean Fields Stationary Values modified by the finite couplingféects.
o (-M) —0Vq4/0(Z, ) Finally, we evaluate the temporal link integral and obtaia t
¥s (MM) o2 effective potential. In the Polyakov gauge, the Haar measure
©r —((V* =V7)/2) | 200/(1 + /1 + 4B.¢0) becomes a Van der Monde determinant over the color space,
W —((V* +V7)/2) —-0Vq/0fi = pq and can be rewritten by using the (reduced) Polyakov-loop
(Lpx — X0k, €%09/NC),
[ dttos =27 [ et Lo Mol L) (13)
MuaadLp, Lp) = 1= 6LpxLpx = 3(LpxLpx)® + ALY + L) .
(14)

While it is possible to perform this integral exactly, we &er

adopt a simpler prescription; we replace Polyakov-loopghén

integrand with its constant mean-field valué,,§, Lpy) —

(¢p, tp), and search for the stationary values 6f, {p). This

treatment gives thefkective potential in a similar expression to

that used in the PNJL model, and useful for the comparison.

Thus, we obtain theffective potential as a function of the aux-

iliary fields @ = (o, ¢rs, wr, {p, £p), temperaturd’, and quark
Now we perform the Gaussian integral over the staggereg@hemical potentigk in the mean-field approximation,

quark fields ¢, ). Here we work in the static and diagonalized

Figure 2: Schematic figure of the Polyakov-loop construrciio the strong-
coupling expansion.

gauge (called the Polyakov gauge) for temporal link vagabl  Fe(®; T, 1) = —(T log Zioco) /NS = 724, + 722, (15)
with respect for the periodicitﬂil], d B2 B
v i~ (o e paert+ B L By non,.
Uoy = l_l Uoxr = diag{elé)l(x)’ . eIONC(X)} . (9) eff 4N 2 2
. ~ NeEq — T(IogRq(T. ) + l0gRe(T. 1) . (16)
Owing to the static property of the auxiliary fields and thm+te FPol o _2TdN2 1 l/TZg — T log Myaal€ Z) (17)
: . A o T \ #N plp aallp tp)
poral link variable in the Polyakov gauge, the quark determi 9°Ne

nant is factorized in terms of the frequency modes, and evaluwe equilibrium is determined by imposing stationary cendi
ated by the Matsubara method (see for example the appendtlons on the #&ective potentiald¥e;/0® = 0, which lead to the

in Ref. . Th kabl intis that th ltantre: 8 . . . .
n e tﬁ]) € remarkable point|s that the resuttantresp relations summarized in the third column of Talﬂe;‘gf is re-

sion can be expressed in terms of the Polyakov-loop vasgable . . . -
= P y P sponsible for the chiral-dynamics, afi¢® originates from the

(Lo Lp), plaquette action and governs thg. dynamics. These ingredi-
_ ents communicate with each other through the quark determi-
fD[X’ﬂ eXF’[—ZX ZXXG%}(mq»ﬂ)Xy] nant dfectsi.e. Rqy(T, ) andRg(T, 1) in Eq. (18).
; W The ¢y, term in Eq. [I¥) gives large finit€ effects toZy,
=z H[eNCEq/TRq(T,p)Rq(T,y)] ., (10) dynamics at finitgs, and vanishes in the strong-coupling limit.
X In the previous work in the strong coupling limit, this quatilc
Ry(T, ) = 1+ @ Ne(Eq—2)/T term is fixed to a constant to be consistent with the empirical

o ) value of the string tension [21]. The finite coupling progest
—(Eq—i)/T —2(Eq—i)/T . . . .

+ NC(LP»Xe T+ Lpxe al ) ’ (11) the current formulation allows us to investigate thevolution
Re(T, 1) = 1+ e NeEr)/T of the £,¢p, term,i.e. finite T effects ofZy, dynamics, without

_ . . introducing additional parameters.
+ Nc(Lp,xe_(Eq+”)/T + prxe—2(5q+ﬂ)/T) ) (12) 9 P

We shall show the first P-SC-LQCD results including the
whereE(fy(0)) = sinh’l[r”nq(o-)] corresponds to the quark ex- “chiral and deconfinement” dynamics, “finife effects”, and
citation energy. In that expressian, couples to a Boltzmann “finite coupling dfects” simultaneously. As shown in our re-
factore &=A/T and determines how quarks thermally excites.cent work [32], the critical temperature at zero chemicaépe
In the confined phasd_f, ~ 0), color-singlet states dominate, tial becomes closer to the LQCD-MC results in the coupling
while quarks can excite in the deconfined phase#£ 0). Equa-  regiong < 4. Therefore, we focus our attention to the results
tions [I1) and[{1l2) give a natural coupling manner betwigen atg = 4. In the last part, we discuss the stability of our main
ando. This point has been pointed out in the strong-couplingconclusion for variations ¢f.
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Figure 3: The phase boundary for the chiral transition withgecond peak of E 0/,\'153 _—
dlp/dT atB = 4 in the chiral limit. The “P” and “Q” correspond to those in 5 o8 ¢
Fig.[d and in the upper panel of F[d. 6. S | p=05for (B, my)=(4.0, 0.0) /
o
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In Fig.[3, the phase diagram &, () = (4,0) is shown 8
in the lattice unit. We find the first- (solid blue) and second- ; 02
order (dashed blue) chiral transition lines separated bytti z
)critical point (CP) at gcp, Tcp) = (0.58,0.19). The result is 0
qualitatively consistent with the previous SC-LQCD with GIL 02 03 04 05 06 07 08

effects @]. In Fig[#, we show th€& dependence of the chi- T

ral condensate and the P0|yakov |00ﬁp. The upper (Iower) Figure 4: TheT dependence of the Polyakov loop and the chiral condensate

panel display§ the results for = 0_(0-5), 'e on theT axis  for, - 0 (upper) and  (lower) at 8, mo) = (4, 0). In the lower panel, the “P”
(dash-dotted line) of the phase diagram in Eij. 3. We notend “Q” correspond to those in F[g. 3 and the upper panel offrig

u = 0.5 < ucp, and the following results would not be con-
taminated by the fluctuation around the CP.

We find two peaks iml¢,/dT. One peak appears at the chiral
phase transition. For botla = 0 and 05 cases, the Polyakov induced crossoveiZy, is the symmetry in the pure gluonic sec-
loop ¢, shows a rapid increase at the chiral transition temperator, and it becomes exact in the heavy quark mass limit. e als
ture @ — 0). The strong correlation of the Polyakov loop and expect wealu dependence of th#,, deconfinement transition,

o is found at any point on the chiral transition boundary. Thissince&feﬁ’f‘" does not directly depend on quark chemical potential
correlation can be seen more clearly in the derivalifggdT as  u. Inthe middle and lower panels of Fig. 6, we shay/dT for
shown in Fig[b. We find a sharp peak in the vicinity of the chi-mp = 0.03 andmg = 1, respectively. Fomg = 0.03, we find two

ral phase transitiorTc ,-o(3 = 4) ~ 0.486. The almost simulta- peaks. The temperature of the first peak “P” is slightly slift
neous observation of the chiral transition and the rapicthgha upward and becomes closer to “QTd) with increasingm,

of £, would be consistent with the LQCD-MC results [1]. Via while T stays almost constant. For larger masses; 0.05,
theo-¢,, coupling in the Boltzmann factor terms in EG.{11) and the two peaks merges to a single peak, as shown in the lower
(@2), the chiral transition would induce the rapid changéof panel of Fig[® formg = 1. This single peak grows with increas-
Thus we regard this peak as the chiral-induced peak. ing mp, and its temperature is nearty independent] ~ 0.52,

We also find the second peak above the chiral transition temihich is close talq at smaller quark masses. THg -induced
perature ind¢,/dT. At u = 0, a small enhancement is seen nature of “Q” and the merged single peak are confirmed by the
at aroundT =~ 0.52. At finite 4, the enhancement aft,/dT ~ weak dependence dk, onu andny as found in Figd13 arld 6,
at the second peak becomes significant. A similar doubl&-pedespectively. Itis interesting to find that tdg, nature survives
structure has been reported in the model studies based dn PN the chiral limit or small mass region, and can be obserged a
model [29]. In Fig[®, we showd,/dT along the line with @ peak indé,/dT.

u = 0.5 (dash-dotted line in Figl 3). In the chiral liming — 0, There are several comments in order. (a) In cold dense matter
upper panel), we find two peaks “P” and “Q”. Here, “P” and in Fig.[3, the chiral symmetry is restored and Polyakov lep i
“Q” in Fig. Bl correspond to those in Figsl 3 ad 4. The peaksuppressed. These features may be similar to those of guarky
“P” locates at the chiral phase transition, and is cleartgrin  onic matter([30]. (b) We find thak, is larger than the chiral
preted as the chiral-induced peak. As indicated by the retl li phase transition temperature for small quark masses. kchihe

in Fig.[3, the similar peak to “Q” is observed in the whole rang ral limit, the Polyakov loop/, decouples from the chiral dy-

of u. The strength of this peak becomes weaker for smaller namics afl = Tq sinceo-¢, couplings in Eq.[(I5) vanish due
which is expressed by the dotted line in Hiy. 3. to the exact chiral restoratian = 0. (c) We note that the chiral

The peak “Q” can be understood as a signal of flyg-  condensate decreasing ratelo/dT, has a small peak at the
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Figure 5: TheT dependence allp/dT in the chiral limit with zero chemical 6 di/dT ——
potential ford = 4. The values are shown in the lattice umit 1. The dashed 55 -d0/NAT =nmemee g
blue line represents the critical temperatilig,-o for the second-order chiral 5 Peaks 4 A
transition. 4-?1
35 S (Bmol)=(40,003,05)
3 43
| | 25
ZNC—decon_flnemenF crossover fop =1as shown in the lower 12 AN R
panel of Fig[®. This peak is interpreted aa-induced peak. g
In this case, however, another peak which would stem from the 05 R
chiral symmetry is completely overwhelmed due to the large 00.2 03 04 05 06 07 08
quark mass, and the double-peak structure does not appeatr. T
Finally, we discuss thg dependence of the two peak struc- 65 . .
ture of d¢p/dT at finite u. In Fig.[d, we showd¢p/dT for 6 dig/dT ——
severals at (mo, ) = (0.01,0.5). As indicated from this fig- 22 “AOINT =ozeees i
: P thgi#)
ure, the two peaks are found at least in the range 2 < 6. 45 |=(4.0,1.0,0:5)
. .. 4 ™\
For eachs, we define the pseudo-critical tegnperatures for the - I\
chiral-induced TY)_, (8) andZy,-induced TS_, 5(8)) decon- 3 \
finement crossovers as the first and second peaki @, 2-2 / N
respectively. Both of them are decreasing functiong.ofor 15 // \\
Tc@ﬂ)=o.5(ﬂ)' the current results are close to the pseudo-critical oé S el -
temperatures for the chiral phase transition in our previou 0 Coeemmege”
works [23) 24]. This again indicates the chiral induced ratu 02 03 04 05 06 07 08
of the first peak “P”. T
We find that thed dependence of@__ () is larger than

o) . cu=05 Figure 6: T dependence al/p/dT atu = 0.5 for,B‘: 4 in the lattice unit. The
that of T/, 5(8), and the separation between two peaks tendsurrent quark masses) are 00 (upper), @3 (middle), and 1 (bottom). The
to be narrower with increasing when chemical potential is dashed lines in the middle and lower panels represgi)*do/dT.
fixed, u = 0.5. Whereas the two peaks tend to be more sepa-
rated for larger chemical potential for a fixed valuegofFor
example, two peak separationgat= 0.55 becomes .4 times
larger than that gt = 0.5 for 8 = 6. This is because the chiral-
induced transition temperature decreases in the |angggion
of theT — u plane, while there is no diregtdependence in the

Zy, dynamics.

increasing rated?,/dT as a function ofT for small quark
masses and large. The first peak is induced by the chiral
transition. This is because the Polyakov lagdecomes sen-
sitive to the chiral dynamics through the coupling to theahi
condensater. For the larger quark massy, the first peak is

In summary, we have investigated the chiral and deconfinesverwhelmed by the second peak, whose position is almost in-
ment crossovers at finite temperatilirand quark chemical po- dependent ofny. This indicates that the second peak would
tentialu based on the strong-coupling expansion in the latticeattribute to the remnaily, dynamics, which is lesdl@cted by
QCD with one species of staggered fermion. We have consig+ than the chiral phase transition line due to the lack of actlire
ered the leading and NLOffects in the strong-coupling ex- u dependence in the Haar measure treatmeriijorHence the
pansion for fermionic sector, and the leading order Polyako double peaks,e. the chiral andZy, induced peaks, come out
loop efective action terms for the pure Yang-Mills sector. Thein largeu region.
Zy, deconfinement dynamics has been incorporated to the Haar As future perspectives, we should evaluate the chiral and
measure, where the Polyakov-loop is replaced with its @mist Polyakov-loop susceptibilities, next-to-next-to-lezagliorder
mean-field value. (NNLO) terms of strong coupling expansion for the chiral dy-

We have found double-peak structure in the Polyakov loomamics |L_214], higher order corrections of the Polyakov-lebp
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[15]
[16]

(17]

(18]

diydT

For All [
(Mg, )=

[19]
[20]

[21]
) . [22]
T [23]

Figure 7: TheT dependence ai/,/dT for severalg at (Mg, u) = (0.01,0.5). [24]

[25]

[26]

fective action|I|5], and higher order terms of thalexpansion. oo
7

The exact evaluation in each order of the strong-coupling ex
pansion is also expected by the Monomer-Dimer-Polymer for[28]
mulation E‘L‘Eb] These corrections include couplingsyeetn  [29]
the Polyakov loop and the chiral sector in theeetive action

level. Taking account of the resultant entanglemefeats of E?}
the chiral andzy, dynamics, the appearance of chiral afg
induced peaks must be investigated in future.
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