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We incorporate the effective restoration@{1)» symmetry in the 2+1 flavor entanglement Polyakov-loop
extended Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (EPNJL) model by introduaitgmperature-dependent strengfli7’) to the
Kobayashi-Maskawa-'t Hooft (KMT) determinant interactid” dependence ok (T") is well determined from
pion andao-meson screening masses obtained by lattice QCD (LQCD)lafions with improved p4 stag-
gered fermions. The strength is strongly suppressed inithity of the pseudocritical temperature of chiral
transition. The EPNJL model with th& (7") well reproduces meson susceptibilities calculated by LQ@h
domain-wall fermions. The model shows that the chiral titeorsis second order at the “light-quark chiral-
limit” point where the light quark mass is zero and the steaggark mass is fixed at the physical value. This
indicates that there exists a tricritical point. Hence theation is estimated.

PACS numbers: 11.30.Rd, 12.40.-y, 21.65.Qr, 25.75.Nq

I. INTRODUCTION is always broken in the current-operator level but effesdyiv
restored at high€er in the vacuum expectation value.

Meson masses are important quantities to understand the Figurell shows the current status of knowledge on 2+1 fla-
properties of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) vacuumYor phase diagram for various values of light-quark mags
For example, the difference between pion and sigma-meso#d strange-quark mass,. QCD shows a first-order phase
masses is mainly originated in the spontaneous breaking dfansition associated with the breaking of chité) symme-
chiral symmetry, so that the restoration can be determiney at the lower left (upper right) corner[8, 9]. Whem and
from temperature ) dependence of the mass difference.”s are f|n|t_e, these fws}—orde_r transitions become second_or—
Similar analysis is possible for the effective restoratmfn ~ der of 3d Ising £(2)) universality class, as shown by the solid
U(1)» symmetry through the difference between pionagpd  lines [8,9]. _ N _ _
meson (Lorentz scalar and isovector meson) masses. ~ However, the order of chiral transition and its universal-

U(1)a symmetry is explicitly broken by the axial anomaly ity class are unknown on the vertical line of; = 0 and
and the current quark mass. In the effective modellthg, ~ ™s > 0, and it is considered to be related to the effec-
anomaly is simulated by the Kobayashi-Maskawa-'t Hoofttive U(1)a restoration. In the two-flavor chiral limit of
(KMT) determinant interactior [1] 2]. The coupling congtan (m:;ms) = (0,00) at the upper left corner, for example,
K ofthe KMT interaction is proportional to the instanton den- the order may be second order@f4) class if the effective
sity screened by the medium with finife[3]. Hencek be- ~ restoration is not completed dt = T, because the chiral
comes small a§ increasesk = K (T)). Pisarski and Yaffe ~Symmetry becomeSUy(2) x SUg(2) isomorphic toO(4) in
discussed the suppressisiil’) = K (T)/K(0) for high T, the situation ar_1d the transition is then expected to be_ iBthe
sayT > 2T, for the pseudocritical temperatufe of chiral ~ O(4) universality class [€,/9]. Whel/(1)a symmetry is re-

transition, by calculating the Debye-type screening [3]: stored completely & = T, it was suggested in Ret.![8] that
the chiral transition becomes the first order. Recently,-how
S(T) = exp [_ 7T2p2TQ(2NC 4 EN )] ever, it was pointeql out in Ref, [1_0] that_the seco_nd order is
3 3 still possible. In this case, the universality class is @t)
= exp[-T?/b%, (1)  butUi(2) x Ur(2). There are many lattice QCD (LQCD)

. simulations made so far to clarify the order and its unilersa
whereN, (Ny) is the number of colors (flavors) and the typ- ity class in the two-flavor chiral limit ofmy, ms) = (0, 00)

ical m_stanton radlus_;) is about 1/3 fm, and hence the sup- gnq the light-quark chiral limit where; vanishes withn,
pression parametéris about0.707.. for N. = Ny = 3 0f  fiyeqd at the physical value, but these are still controvérsia
our interest\[4]; note that 2+1 flavor LQCD simulations show gee Refs. [11=22] and therein.
T, = 154 + 9 MeV [5-7]. This phenomenon is called “effec-  \iery recently, the effective restoration Of(1)s symmetry
tive restoration o/ (1) symmetry”, sincé/(1)a symmetry a5 investigated by pion ang-meson screening masses cal-
culated with LQCD with improved p4 staggered fermians [23]
and also by meson susceptibilities calculated with LQCDwit
— ) domain-wall fermions| [24, 25]. The effective restoratidn o
T'Sohr:'e@r)nﬂgs@kyﬁsr'ﬁ'“'aﬁ"_p . U(1)a symmetry thus becomes an important current issue.
iy D e Y In LQCD, pole and screening masses are evaluated from
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meson screening masg; .., is difficult, where¢ denotes the
type of meson. In fact, only a few trials were made solfar [50,
51]. The first problem is the regularization. The regulditra

st widely used is the three-dimensional momentum cutoff, but i
0(4)? 1 breaks Lorentz invariance 8t = 0 and spatial-translation
invariance at any’. This generates unphysical oscillations in
the spatial correlation functiofs () [51]. This refuses us to
q Z(2) determinel/; .. from the asymptotic form ofic¢ (r) as

o 2 flavor pure gauge

GPhysical point?

mgm ?

ms physical point?
[ ]

. dlnne(r)
Me gop = — lim ———>=>——=,
Z(2) crossover & r—oo  dr

(2)
1 st

This problem can be solved [51] by introducing the Lorentz-
invariant Pauli-Villars (PV) regularization [62].

Even after the unphysical oscillations are removed, heavy

numerical calculations are still required to obtajg () at
Fig. 1: A schematic phase diagram of 2+1 flavor QCD as a funclarger [51]. This is the second problem. In the model calcula-
tion of light-quark massn,; and strange-quark mass. A tricritical tion, the spatial correlation function is obtained firsthie tmo-
point is likely to appear on theu, axis; the location is shown by mentum representatiofg = +|q|) asx(0,¢*). Hence we
(m1,ms) = (0,m"). The solid lines stand for second-order tran- have to make the Fourier transform fropee (0, §2) to 7¢¢ (r):
sitions belonging to the universality class labeled, whaeelabels
Z(2) andO(4) mean the 3d Ising and the 3d(4) class, respec-

tively. 1 oo .
— ~ ~ ~ wqr
nee(r) = o /_ N dq Gxee(0,q°)e"!". 3)

the lattice size is smaller in the temporal direction thathim

spatial direction. This makes LQCD simulations less feasiTheg integration is quite hard particularly at largesince the
ble for pole masses than for screening masses. The probleimegrand consists of a slowly damping functigge (0, §2)
is getting serious a¥ increases. This is the reason why me- gnd a highly oscillating function’@”. If x¢ (0, 3%) has a pole
son screening masses are calculated in most of LQCD Simgelow the cut in the compleg plane, one can easily deter-
ulations. In fact, as mentioned above, state-of-the-al€DQ  mine 1/, ., from the pole location. In the old formulation
calculations were done for meson screening masses with largf Rref. [51], the condition was not satisfied, since logarith
volumes (6% x 4, 24° x 6, 32% x 8) in awide range of' [23].  mic cuts appear in the vicinity of the reglaxis in addition

The effective model is suitable for qualitative understand to physical cuts. Very recently we solved the problem in our
ing of QCD. In fact, the QCD phase diagram, the propertiesprevious paper [49], showing that the logarithmic cuts tiear
of light-meson pole masses and thedependence df (1)a real ¢ axis are unphysical and removable. In the new formu-
anomaly have been studied extensively with the Polyakoviation based on the PV regularization, there is no logaiithm
loop extended Nambu—Jona-Lasinio (PNJL) model [26—-41]cut and a pole appears below physical cuts, as shown later.
The PNJL model can treat the deconfinement and chiral tran- . . . .
sitions simultaneously, but cannot reproduce their cdiecte In this paper, we Incorporate the effective restoration of
seen in 2-flavor LQCD data, when the model parameters arg(l.)A symmetry in the 2+1_f|avor EPNJL model by intro-
properly set to reproducg. calculated with LQCD.[32]. This . ucing gT—dependent coupling st_rengﬂﬁ(T) to t_he KMT
problem is solved by introducing the four-quark vertex de-interaction.T” dependence ok (T') is well determined from
pending on the Polyakov-loop [42,|43]. The model with theState-of-the-art 2+1 flavor LQCD resulls123] on pion and
entanglement vertex is refer to as the entanglement-PN3L (E MESOoN Screening masses. For fche der|vat|(_)n_0f mesoln screen-
NJL) model. The EPNJL model is successful in reproducingd"9 Mass, we extend the previous prescription of Ref. [49]
the phase diagram in 2-flavor QCD at imaginary chemical pol©" 2 flavors to 2+1 flavors. Th&'(T') determined from the
tential [44,[45] and real isospin chemical potential [46]da LQCD data is strongly suppre_ssed n@ Us!ng the param- .
well accounts for the phase diagram in the-m, plane, i.e., eter set, we Sho"Y thqt t_he chlral transition Is second order i
the so-called Columbia plot in 2+1 flavor QCD [47]. So far, Fhe I|gh'F-q.u.ark chl_ral limit. Th'f .result |nd|cat(_es th.ae.t‘e ex-
T dependence o (1), anomaly and low-lying meson pole ists a tricritical point near the I|ght—quark chlra_l—lntmpomt
masses was studied extensively by both the PNJL and EPNJ[ them;—m, plane. We then estimate the location.
models [20] 40, 41, 48], buf dependence of meson screen-  \We recapitulate the EPNJL model and the method of calcu-
ing masses was investigated by the EPNJL model only in oufating meson screening masses in $&c. Il and show the results
previous work([49]. of numerical calculations in Selc_Ill. Sectionl 1V is devoted

In NJL-type models, it is well known that the calculation of a summary.
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Il. MODEL SETTING with L = exp[id4/T] = explidiag(ALt, A3%, A33)/T) for
real variablesA?’ satisfyingAj' + A3* + A3 = 0. For zero
A. EPNJL model quark chemical potential whe® = &, one can setl}®> = 0
and determine the others a8? = —Al! = cos™![(3® —
We start with the 2+1 flavor EPNJL model [42/43]. The 1)/2]. ) i
Lagrangian density is We _use the logarithm-type Polyakov-loop potential of
Ref. [35] asl{. The parameter set i has already been de-
B 8 B termined from LQCD data at finit& in the pure gauge limit.
L =(ir, D” — o) + Gs(P) Z[(W\M/})Q + (YivsAa¥)?]  The potential has a paramet&y and yields a first-order de-
a=0 confinement phase transition’Bt= T,. The parameter used
_ " , (1 y to be set tdl; = 270 MeV, since LQCD data show the phase
K(T) [3‘1(? Vel + )y + 5‘15"? Vil =7)¥s } transition atT’ = 270 MeV in the pure gauge limit. In full
—U(P[A], D[A],T) (4)  QCD with dynamical quarks, however, the PNJL model with

this value ofT} is found not to explain LQCD results. Nowa-
with quark fieldsy = (¢, %4, ¥s)T and D¥ = 0¥ + iA” days, Ty is then rescaled to reproduce the LQCD results. In
with A¥ = 65 g(A%)ata/2 = —88ig(As)ata/2 for the gauge the present case, we talg = 180 MeV so that the EP-
couplingg, where the\, (t,) are the Gell-Mann matrices in NJL model can reproduce LQCD results for the pseudocriti-
flavor (color) space andly = +/2/3 I for the unit matrixI in cal temperaturg@deco! of deconfinement transition; actually,
flavor space. The determinant [d (4) is taken in flavor spacels<*"" = 165 MeV in the EPNJL model and70 + 7 MeV
For the 2+1 flavor system, the current quark masags=  in LQCD [53].
diag(m.,, ma, ms) satisfy a relationn, > m; = m, = mq. Making the mean field approximation (MFA) {d (4) leads to
In the EPNJL model, the coupling strength, (&) of the  the linearized Lagrangian density
scalar-type four-quark interaction depends on the Polyako - -
loop @ and its Hermitian conjugaté as LR = 7N — Uy — U(D[A], B[A], T) (8)

Go(D) = G4(0) [1 — 01 8P — (P + 4—53)} _ (5) with the quark propagator
- v 0 T —1
This entanglement coupling is charge-conjugation &fd S = (0" — A" = M), (9)
symmetric. Whenv; = o = 0, the EPNJL model is reduced N .
to the PNJL model. We set, = 0 for simplicity, since thex, ~ WNereM = diag(M,, Ma, M) with
term yields the same effect as the term in the present anal- M, = my — 4Gy(®)
)

. . . . u 2K T S
ysis. As shown later in Sec I, the value @f is determined Tu t (T)ouo

from LQCD data on pion and,-meson screening masses; the My = mq —4Gs(®)oq + 2K (T)os0u,
resulting value isy; = 1.0. My = ms —4Gs(P)os + 2K (T)oy04,
ForT dependence ok (T'), we assume the following form ) _
phenomenologically: ando; means the chiral condensdter ;) for flavor f. The
mesonic potential/y; is
K(0 T<T
K(T)= { KEO;e_(T_T1)2/b2 ET > Ti; . (6) Unt = 2G(P) (02 + 02 + 02) — 4K (T)0,0405.

Making the path integral over quark fields, one can get the

For highT satisfyingT" >> T3, the form [8) is reduced t@}(1). thermodynamic potential (per unit volume) as

As shown later in Sec[_]ll, the values @f andb are well
determined from LQCD data on pion angtmeson screening Pp
masses; the resulting values dke= 0.797, = 121 MeV and R=Un+U-2 Z / (27)3 [3Ep7f
b =0.23T, = 36 MeV. f=u,d,s

After the Pisarski-Yaffe discussion ¢f{T"), T' dependence 1
of the instanton density was estimated theoretically bytliee + B In
instanton-liquid model_[4], but the estimation is applieab B
only for T > 27,. For this reason, in Ref_[48], a Woods- + Bln (14 3(P + Pe PErs)ePErs 4 efgﬁEp’f]} (10)
Saxon form(1 +¢(T=71)/?")~1 with two parameter? andb’
was used phenomenologica_lIy_fﬁf(T)/K(O). The present \yith E,; = \/m and$ = 1/T. We determine the
form (@) hasT" dependence similar to the Woods-Saxon form. ] ) - ]

In the EPNJL model, the time componentf is treated mean-field variablesX = 0,05, ®, ) from the stationary
as a homogeneous and static background field, which is go#onditions:

(14 3(P + Pe PEri)e=BErs 4 ¢=30Fp.s)

erned by the Polyakov-loop potential. In the Polyakov on
gauge® and® are obtained by ax =0 (11)
b — ltrC(L), H— ltrC(L*) @) yvhere isospin symmetry is assumed for the light-quark sgcto
3 3 Le.,op = o, = 04.
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On the right-hand side df{10), the first term (vacuum term)with p’ = (po + iA4, p), Where the tracélr is taken in
in the momentum integral diverges. We then use the PV regflavor, Dirac and color spaces. Here the quark propagator
ularization [51/ 52]. In the scheme, the integféM;,q) is  S(p) in momentum space is diagonal in flavor spagép) =
regularized as diag(Su, Sq4, Ss). Foré = m andag, furthermoreGe. and
Hgg/ are diagonal((}w = Gf&gf/, Hgg/ = Hgégg/), because
we impose isospin symmetry for the light-quark sector and

r8(My,q) = Y Col(Mia,q), (12)  employ the random-phase approximation. One can then eas-
a=0 ily solve the Schwinger-Dyson equation = 7 andag:
whereMy., = M, and theM ., (o > 1) mean masses of II,
auxiliary particles. The parametebé;., andC,, should sat- Xee = 7 2G I; (17)

isfy the condition}>>_,Cy = 32_, Ca M3, = 0. We

then assuméCo, Cr. Cy) = (1,1, -2) and (Mj 17M2 ) = with the effective couplingé&, andG,,, defined by

(M3 + 242, M? + A?). We keep the parametérfinite even Gay = Gs(®) + EK(T)US, (18)
after the subtractlorE(lZ) since the present model is non- ’ 2
renormalizable. The parameters are taken from Ref. [54] and Gr = Gs(d) — EK(T)U . (19)

they arem; = 6.2 MeV, m, = 175.0 MeV, G4(0)A? = 2.35

and K (0)A®> = 27.8 for A = 795 MeV. This parameter set  As for T = 0, II, and II,, have the following explicit
reproduces mesonic observables at vacuum, i.e., the ptbn afgrms:

kaon decay constantg{ = 92 MeV and fx = 105 MeV)

and their massesM, = 141 MeV and Mg = 512 MeV)  1lay = P> (As)prr(Ns) g

and thern’-meson massM{,, = 920 MeV). In the present £
work, we analyze LQCD results of Ref. [23] for pipn ame _ y d'p {7 + Q" + Mg} (vp™ + Myr)
meson screening masses. In the LQCD simulation, the pion (27)4 Te,d {0/ +q)2 — M2}(p — M3)
massM . (0) at vacuum{ = 0) is 175 MeV and a bit heav- ) 9 ) / !
ier than the experimental value 138 MeV. We then change = 4illh + 1 — (¢" — 4M7)13], (20)
my t0 9.9 MeV in the EPNJL model in order to reproduce 7 — iz()‘3)f'f(/\3)ff’
M- (0) = 175 MeV. This parameter set yieldd,,(0) = 711 IxZ '
MeV, M, (0) = 481 MeV and M, (0) = 537 MeV asag, 7 - "
ando meson pole masses at vacuum. X / Qtrc d [(mg,) D’ +9)" + ]\gf}
(2m)* ™ {0 +q)? — M7}
- (wp™ + My)
B. Meson pole mass X(Z%)W}
— A 2
We derive the equations for pion and,-meson pole = Ailh + b= Is], (1)
masses, following Ref [86, 55]. The current correspondingand
to a meson of typ€ is d*p -1
] ] ho= | Gotrel ) (22)
Je(@) = (@) e (z) — (P(2) ey (x), (13) mp
d 1
wherel’, = iy;A3 for 7 meson and,, = A for ag-meson. I, = / Tt | 3 2:|’ (23)
, 0 . , @m)r L +q)? - M
We denote the Fourier transform of the mesonic correlation A ] 1
functionnee (z) = (0T (Je(2)JL(0)) [0) b 2) as I :/ L
nee(w) = (O[T (Je(2)7{(0) ) 10) by xee (%) s s T I E i)
(24)

2 2 ~2 - 4 . Gq-x
xeeld?) = xeelah, ) = 1 [ dlactne(@),  (14) | |
¢ s * wheretr. q (tr.) means the trace in color and Dirac spaces

(color space) and/ = M, = My. For finiteT, the corre-

whereg = *|q| for ¢ = (g0, q) andT stands for the time- sponding equations are obtained by the replacement

ordered product. Using the random-phase (ring) approxima-

tion, one can obtain the Schwinger-Dyson equation po = tw, =1(2n+ )7
Xee = IMeg +2)  MeerGerenxere (15) / Z / (25)
f/f//

for yee, whereGy ¢ is an effective four-quark interactionand ~ The meson pole massl¢ 1 is a pole ofxee(qd, ¢%) in
[T is the one-loop polarization function defined by the complexg, plane. Taking the rest frame= (o, 0) for
convenience, one can get the equationy .1 as
. d4p . . 2
e () = (1) / WTY (IeiS(p' + q)IeriS(p')) (16) [1 - 2Gell(q5,0)] |q0:]ME’polc—i€ =0, (26)



wherel is the decay width tgg continuum. The method of

D. Meson susceptibility

calculating meson pole masses is well established in th& PNJ

model [36/ 55].

C. Meson screening mass

We derive the equations for pion ang-meson screen-

ing masses, following Ref. [49]. This is an extension of the

method of Ref.|[49] for 2 flavors to 2+1 flavors.

As mentioned in Sed] |, it is not easy to make the Fourie
transform fromye¢ (0, ¢%) to nee(r) particularly at larger.
When the direct integration on the reghxis is difficult, one
can consider a contour integral in the compjgxane by us-
ing the Cauchy’s integral theorem. Howevgg, (0, ¢%) has
logarithmic cuts in the vicinity of the real axis [51], and

We consider meson susceptibilitigg"* for ¢ = m,ao,n
ando. In LQCD simulations of Refs. [24, 25], the;™* are

defined in Euclidean spacetimg = (7,x) as

sus

Xe

_ 1 / dizs (Je(7, %)L (0,0)). (30)

2
In the simulations, J, and J, are assumed to
Ihave no s-quark component for simplicity: namely,
Js _Zf:u,d Yy — <_Zf:u,d Vppy) and Jp =

D pmud VFiVsYr — (O p—u.a Vrivsty). For consistency, we
take the same assumption also in the present analysis, and
denote the mesons with no s-quark (ns) componend Ry
andn,s. The factorl/2 is introduced to define thgz.us as

it is reported in Ref. [[51] that heavy numerical calculagon single-flgyso_r quantities. , _
are necessary for evaluating the cut effects. In our praviou Thexg" is related to the the Matsubara Green’s function
work [49], we showed that these logarithmic cuts are unphysxgg(qf, q?) in the momentum representation as

ical and removable. Actually, we have no logarithmic cut,

when analytic continuation is made for the q) afterp inte-
gration. Namely, the Matsubara summation aveshould be
taken after the integration in[(2b). We then express* as
an infinite series of analytic functions:

N. %) 2
L0,4°) =Ty Y Y Ca

j=1n=—oc0 a=0

" / d*p { 1 1 }
(27T)3 p2 + ]\/‘[j%n,a (p + q)2 + M]'Q,n,a

iT ! oo k2
=——N"¢, [ d dk

2m? 7% /0 x/o (k2 + (z — 22)@% + M7, ,)?
= 3 Casin™! (——2—) 27)

™ Jmo qI + M_]z,n,a
with
M;p.o(T) = \/Mg +{@n+1)xT + AY}2,  (28)

where M, = M. = M. We have numerically con-
firmed that the convergence afsummation is quite fast in
(Z7). Each term ofl;*(0,4?%) has two physical cuts on

the imaginary axis, one is an upward vertical line starting

from ¢ 2iM; .o and the other is a downward verti-
cal line fromg = —2iM,, . The lowest branch point is

4 = 2iMj—1 n—0,a=0. The value is the meson screening mass

sus

Xe

1

5 Xee(ai, o) (31)

and ng is obtainable from[(17) forr anday mesons. For
s Meson, we have to consider a mixing betwegn and

1s = Ysivs1s. AS aresult, one can obtajp,, ... as [55]

(1 — 2G I )H"]nsnns

q4=0,9=0’

— MNsMs =" MsMs 32
AXtasitne det[I —2GH] (32)

wherel is the unit matrix and

G G 1I 0
G — NsNs MNsTns ) , II = < NsNs ) 33
< Gnnsns MnsMns 0 11 MnsMns ( )
for the elements
Gns Ns Gs (43) ) (34)
Gnns"]ns = GS (é) + §K(T)051 (35)
V2

G”]s"]ns = Gntls"]s = TK(T)O'I (36)

In the isospin symmetric case we consider, the polarization
functions!I,_,_ andIl, . have the same function form as

1Ty,
)

TIns Tns

(37)

= HW(MS)a
= (38)

= IIz(M),

in which there is no interaction between a quark and an antiwhere note thafl . (M,) is a function of not\/ but M,. Sim-

quark, i.e..G¢ = 0. Hence we may calM;— ,—0,o=0 “the
threshold mass”.
We can obtain the meson screening ma&s,.. as a pole

of xe¢(0,3%),

[1—2G1I:(0,3%)]| =0.

q:ng ,scr (29)

If the pole at§ = iM; ., is well isolated from the cut, i.e.,
Me ser < 2Mj—1 n=0,0=0, ONe can determine the screening
mass from the pole location without making thategral. In
the highT" limit, the condition tends td/¢ s, < 27T

ilarly, x,..0,. is obtainable from{32) witti (T') replaced by
—K(T)andII, by I1,,,.

IIl. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A. Meson screening masses

The EPNJL model has three adjustable parametarsn
the entanglement couplinGs(®) andb andT; in the KMT
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Fig. 2. T dependence of pion andy,-meson screening masses, Fig. 3: Effects ofT-dependent KMT interaction on pion ang-

My ser and Mg, sex- The solid (dot-dash) line denote¥/, scr meson screening masses. The solid (dot-dash) line defdtes,

(Mg, scr) calculated by the EPNJL model, whereas the dotted lineg(M,, scr) calculated by the PNJL model wit-dependent coupling

corresponds to the threshold mass. LQCD data are taken fronk (7). See Fig[R for LQCD data.

Ref. [23]; closed squares (open circles) correspond to #ieffa-

vor data for My scr (Mag,ser). In Ref. [23], T. was considered

196 MeV, but it was refined ta54 + 9 MeV [8,€]. The latest Tdeconf — 170 4 7 MeV of Ref. [53].

value is taken in this figure. Figure[4 showsl" dependence of the renormalized chiral
condensate\,; ; defined by

interaction K (T). These parameters can be clearly deter- A — ol(T) — ;tos(T) (39)
mined from LQCD data [23] for pion ang)-meson screening be = 01(0) — 2Loy(0)
massesM ser andM,, scr, @S Shown below. °

Figure2 showd dependence af/,; oo, and My, .. Best and the Polyakov loo@. The present E_PNJL mo_del well
fitting is obtained, whea; = 1.0, T; = 0.797,. = 121 MeV re_produces LQCD datal[5] for the magnitudef ; in _ad-
andb = 0.237. = 36 MeV. Actually, the EPNJL results dition to the value off... The present mode! oyerestlmates
(solid and dot-dash lines) with this parameter set well act-QCD data for the magnitude a#, although it yields a re-
count for LQCD datal [23] for bott, v; and M, wer. The sult consistent with LQCD fodeconf, The overestimation in
parameters thus obtained indicate the strong suppression B1€ magnitude of> is a famous problem in the PNJL model.
K (T) in the vicinity of T,.. The mass differenca M., (T) = Acf[ua.llly, many PNJL calculations have this overestlm.appn
Moy sex(T) — My 5o (T) is sensitive tai (T') because of{18) This is considered to come from the fact that the definition
and [19), and hence the value$@ndT; are well determined ©f the Polyakov loop is different between LQCD and the
from AMe, (T). PNJL model|[56, 57]. In LQCD the definition Br.qcp =

Whena; = 0, the EPNJL model is reduced to the PNJL (tr. P expl[i fol/T drA4(7,x)])/3, while in the PNJL model
model. The results of the PNJL model are shown in[Hig. 3 fobased on the Polyakov gauge and the mean field approxima-
comparison. The PNJL results cannot reproduce LQCD datton the definition isPpn 1, = tr. expli{A4)/T]/3, although
particularly in the regiofl” > 180 MeV. The slope of the solid both are order parameters gf symmetry [56| 57]; see for
and dot-dash lines in the region is thus sensitive to theevaluexample Ref[[31, 58] as a trial to solve this problem.
of ;. Namely, the value ofy; is well determined from the Now we investigate effects df-dependent KMT interac-
slope. tion K (7') on M, s and M, sr. In Fig. [, T-dependence

In Fig.[2, the solid and dot-dash lines are lower than theof K (T') is switched off; namely, results of the EPNJL model
threshold mas8M—1 ,,—o,o=0 (dotted line). This guarantees with K(7') = K(0) are shown. One can see that
that theM; s andM,, <. determined from the pole location dependence of{(T") reduces the mass difference between
in the complexg plane agree with those from the exponential M ¢, and M, .. Significantly in a rangel50 < 7' <
decay ofne¢(r) at larger. 180 MeV, comparing Fig. [ with Fig.[12. AT = 176

In the EPNJL model with the present parameter, the chiMeV where first-order chiral and deconfinement transitions
ral susceptibilityy;; for light quarks has a peak dt = 163 take place M s.; has a jump while\/,, s, has a cusp. Me-
MeV, as shown later in Fig_11(a). This indicatBs= 163  son screening mass is thus a good indicator for a first-order
MeV. The model result is consistent with LQCD dafta = transition.
15449 MeV of Refs. [5] 6]. For the deconfinementtransition, In Fig. [, both thel" dependence oi’(T') and the entan-
meanwhile, the paramet#, is adjusted to reproduce LQCD glement ofG4(®) are switched off. Namely, the results of
data onTdec°f| as already mentioned in Sdcl II. In fact, the the standard PNJL model with a const#atare shown. The
Polyakov-loop susceptibility ;5 has a peak & = 165 MeV ~ model cannot reproduce LQCD data, as expected.
in the EPNJL model, as shown in Fig. ]11(b). The model Figure[T shows three types of EPNJL calculations for the
result Tdeconf — 165 MeV is consistent with LQCD data mass differencel M, (T"). The mass difference plays a role




0.9

8 A4 (LQCD) -0 3

- ®(LQCD) - o -
| A s (EPNIL)
& (EPNJL) ==

0.

=

0.
A|,9 D ost

04 |

o

03 |

0.1

50 100

T [MeV]

Fig. 4: T dependence of\; ; and®. The solid (dot-dash) line corre-
sponds to results of the EPNJL model {45 ; ($). LQCD data for

2+1 flavors are taken from Refl/ [5].

150

L ay (LQCD)
(LQCD)

0.

=

- T(EPNIJL, K(0))

-—
-

scr
[GeV]

0.4

0.2

o]
[

ay (EPNJL, K(0)) ----

4

0/~ .

100 120 140 160

Fig. 5: Effects ofT-dependent KMT interaction on pion ang-
meson screening masses. The solid (dot-dash) line denétes,
(Ma, ,scr) calculated by the EPNJL model witki(T) = K(0). See

Fig.[d for LQCD data.

of the order parameter of the effective restoratioret ) A .
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Fig. 7: Mass differenceAM,..(T") between pion andix-meson
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sults of the EPNJL model, the EPNJL model wih(T") = K (0)
and the standard PNJL model with(T") = K (0), respectively. See
Fig.[2 for LQCD data.

produces LQCD data, while the standard PNJL model (dottedt vacuum being the physical vali85 MeV and a slightly

line) with constantX” largely overestimates the data.

The present model hag dependence implicitly irGs(P)
through® and explicitly in K (T'). As a model opposite to the
present one, one may consider the case B@f) = K (0)
andGy hasT dependence explicitly, i. eGs = Gs(T). We
can determin&(T") so as to reproduce LQCD data fdy ,,
however, this model overestimates LQCD data fok/,.,.

Thus the present model is well designed.

B. Meson susceptibilities

The validity of K(T') is investigated by comparing LQCD
data with the model results for meson susceptibilit{g$*
LQCD data based on domain-wall
fermions [25] are available for two cases of pion mass(0)

(& = 7,00, s, Ons)-

heavier value200 MeV. In order to reproduce these values
with the EPNJL model, we take,; = 5.68 MeV for the first
case and 2.8 MeV for the second one.

We consider the differencd ,, = x5 — x5>° as an or-
der parameter of the effectivig(1),-symmetry restoration.
Figure[8 showd" dependence of\,. ., /7 for two cases of
M (0) = 135 and200 MeV. Since thex;"* have ultravio-

let divergence, they are renormalized with & scheme in
LQCD. For this reason, one cannot compare the LQCD data
with the results of the EPNJL model directly. We then multi-
ply the model results by a constant so as to reproduce LQCD
data afl" = 139 MeV for the case ofi/,(0) = 135 MeV. The
model results thus renormalized well reproduce LQCD data
for anyT in both cases oM. (0) = 135 and200 MeV.

A similar analysis is made fdf’ dependence of\; , =
o = Xow and A, 4, = x; — x5.° that are related to



500 T

LQCD (MS, M, =135 MeV) @
LQCD (MS, M,=200 Mevg .

EPNJL(M;=135 MeV
EPNJL(M;=200 MeV) ------ 1

450

400

350
300
A /T 250
T8y
200 .,
150 |
100 | N
50 |

bt~ I L L
160 180 200 220 240
T [MeV]

0
100 120 140

Fig. 8: T dependence of the differencé, ., betweenr andao
meson susceptibilities for two casesMf, (0) = 135 and200 MeV.

500
450

T > T T T

ATLO/T (LQCD) -

By oJ T (LQCD) - 1

2 -
Brigl T EPNIL K(T) —

By o T EPNIL K(T)

400
350
300

250
200

o M=135 MeV ]
100

50

50 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
140 160 180 200 220 240

T [MeV]

Fig. 9: T dependence of\. , and A, 4, for M. (0) = 135 MeV.

SUL(2) x SUR(2) symmetry. Figur€]l9(10) shows depen-
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Fig. 10: T dependence of\. , and A, 4, for M, (0) = 200 MeV.

value little varies between the two points. At gint, x;; di-
verges atl' = T, = 153 MeV. The chiral transition is thus
second order at &point at least in the mean-field level. This
result suggests that the effectiVél) o restoration is not com-
pleted atT" = T,.. This suggestion is supported by LQCD
data at S-point in Fig17 wherd M, (T.) is about a half of
AMe,(0).

As shown in panel (b)n; dependence dfdecont is even
smaller; namelydeconf = 165 MeV for S-point and ¢
point and 163 MeV for P-point. At Gpoint, xs5 has a sharp
peak atl’ = 153 MeV. It is just a result of the propagation
of divergence fromy;; to x4 [59], and never means that a
second-order deconfinement takes place there.

Next, bothm,; andm, are varied near P-point. Figure]12
shows the value ofog[x;;(T.)] near P-point in then;—m
plane. The value is denoted by a change in hue. Three second-
order chiral transitions (solid lines) meet(ab{*ic, m'ric) ~
(0,0.726mP"*) = (0[MeV], 127[MeV]). This is a tricritical
point (TCP) of chiral phase transition.

MeV. In both the figures, the EPNJL model well reproduces

T dependence of LQCD results. The present model with the

K(T) of (@) is thus reasonable.

C. Theorder of chiral transition near the physical point

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we incorporated the effective restoration of
U(1)a symmetry in the 2+1 flavor EPNJL model by introduc-
ing aT-dependent coupling strengii(7") to the KMT inter-
action. Thel' dependence was well determined from state-of-

Finally we consider the order of chiral transition near thethe-art 2+1 flavor LQCD data on pion ang-meson screening

physical point(mP™*, mphs) = (6.2[MeV], 175[MeV]) in
the m;—m; plane, First we varyn; from 9.9 to 0 MeV with
m, fixed at 175 MeV.

masses. To derive the meson screening masses in the EPNJL
model, we extended our previous prescription of Ref. [48] fo
2 flavors to 2+1 flavors. The streng#i(7") thus obtained

Figure[11 present§’ dependence of the chiral suscep- is suppressed in the vicinity of the pseudocritical tempeea
tibility x;; for light quarks and the Polyakov-loop suscep- of chiral transition. As a future work, it is quite interesgito

tibility xsg in three points, “simulation point (S-point)”
of (m;,ms) = (9.9[MeV],175[MeV]), “physical point
(P-point)” of (m;,ms) = (6.2[MeV],175[MeV]) and
“light-quark chiral-limit point (G point)” of (m;,m;) =
(0[MeV], 175[MeV]). In generalT,. andTdeconf determined
from peak positions of;; and x ;5 depend onm; andms.
However, as shown in panel (a), tfié thus determined is
163 MeV at S-point andl 60 MeV at P-point, and hence the

clarify how the present suppression is explained by instat

In order to check the validity ofK(T), we analyze
™, ag, Nus, Ons-MESON susceptibilities obtained by state-of-the-
art LQCD simulations with domain-wall fermions [25]. The
EPNJL model with theX (T') of () well reproduced’ de-
pendence of LQCD data. The present model building is thus
reasonable.

Using the EPNJL model with the present parameter set,
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Chiral limit (x10"") —

25

the present parameter set is useful for estimating the afder
chiral transition at the light-quark chiral-limit pointdithe lo-
cation of the tricritical point, since it is hard to reach teral
regime directly with LQCD.

The present model consists éfdependent four-quark in-
teractions andl'-dependent six-quark interactions. Mean-
while, the importance of eight-quark interactions was fexn
out in Ref. ], since it makes the thermodynamic potential
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Fig. 11: T dependence of (a) chiral susceptibiligy; and (b)  Fig. 12: Order of chiral transition near physical point ire th,—
Polyakov-loop susceptibilityts¢ at S-point, P-point and &point. 1, plane. The value ofog[xu:(7.)] is shown by a change in hue.
Herexu andxq¢ are dimensionless and their definition is the samesimulation point, physical point, light-quark chiral-linpoint and

as in the LQCD formulation. Calculations are done by the EP-tricritical point are denoted by S, P; @d TCP. The solid lines stand
NJL model with the present parameter set. The dotted, d&i-da for second-order chiral transitions.

and solid lines stand for the results at S-point, P-point épd
point, respectively. At &point, x;; is divided by 10 and diverges

T’ =T. = 153 MeV bounded from below. Furthermore, it is reported in Refl [61]

that current-quark-mass dependence of quark-quark oitera
we showed that, at least in the mean field level, the ordefions is effective to reproduce meson pole masses with good
of chiral transition is second order at the light-quark ahir ccuracy. Therefore, further inclusion of these intecattiis
limit point of m; = 0 andm, = 175 MeV (the physi- interesting as a future work.
cal value). This result indicates that there exists a tricri
cal point near the light-quark chiral-limit point in the;—m
plane. We then estimated the location of the tricriticalnpoi
as(my, ms) ~ (0[MeV], 127[MeV)). Acknowledgments
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