
A Scaling Relation, Zm-type Deconfinement Phases

and Imaginary Chemical Potentials
in Finite Temperature Large-N Gauge Theories

Takehiro Azumaa∗ and Takeshi Moritab,c†

a. Institute for Fundamental Sciences, Setsunan University, 17-8 Ikeda Nakamachi, Neyagawa,

Osaka, 572-8508, Japan

b. Department of Physics, Shizuoka University

836 Ohya, Suruga-ku, Shizuoka 422-8529, Japan

c. Graduate School of Science and Technology, Shizuoka University

836 Ohya, Suruga-ku, Shizuoka 422-8529, Japan

Abstract

We show that the effective potentials for the Polyakov loops in finite temperature SU(N)
gauge theories obey a certain scaling relation with respect to temperature in the large-N limit.
This scaling relation strongly constrains the possible terms in the Polyakov loop effective po-
tentials. Moreover, by using the effective potentials in the presence of imaginary chemical
potentials or imaginary angular velocities in several models, we find that phase transitions to
Zm-type deconfinement phases (Zm phase) occur, where the eigenvalues of the Polyakov loop are
distributed Zm symmetrically. Physical quantities in the Zm phase obey the scaling properties
of the effective potential. The models include Yang-Mills (YM) theories, the bosonic BFSS ma-
trix model and N = 4 supersymmetric YM theory on S3. Thus, the phase diagrams of large-N
gauge theories with imaginary chemical potentials are very rich and the stable Zm phase would
be ubiquitous. Monte-Carlo calculations also support this. As a related topic, we discuss the
phase diagrams of large-N YM theories with real angular velocities in finite volume spaces.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Large-N gauge theories [1] play significant roles in theoretical physics. These theories are important
not only in QCD [1–5], which describes our real world, but also in quantum gravity, such as string
theories [6–8] and the gauge/gravity correspondence [9–11]. For reviews, see Ref. [12, 13].

In this paper, we study SU(N) gauge theories1 with adjoint matter fields at finite temperatures
in the large-N limit. One of the features of these theories is that they undergo the confine-
ment/deconfinement transitions. (Some systems do not show such a phase transition, but these
systems can be considered as cases with infinite or zero transition temperature2.) The order pa-
rameters of this phase transition are the expectation values of the Polyakov loops [15]

un :=
1

N
Tr
(
Pei

∫ nβ
0 Aτdτ

)
, n ∈ Z, (1.1)

and ⟨u1⟩ = 0 indicates the confinement phase and ⟨u1⟩ ̸= 0 indicates the deconfinement phase,
which breaks the ZN center symmetry of SU(N), un → e2πni/Nun. Here β is inverse temperature,
τ is Euclid time and Aτ is the temporal component of the gauge field. In this paper, we take an
unit c = ℏ = kB = 1.

By applying the Landau-Ginzburg argument, the phase structure of large-N gauge theories
would be described by the effective potential for the Polyakov loops [16–19]. In this paper, we report
the following two new results on the Polyakov loop effective potentials and the phase structure of
large-N gauge theories:

• It is well known that Schwinger-Dyson equations strongly constrain dynamics of large-N
gauge theories [2, 3, 20, 21]. We develop these studies and show that the Polyakov loop
effective potentials in general large-N gauge theories obey a scaling relation with respect
to temperature by using Schwinger-Dyson equations. It is expressed as Eq. (2.9) or (A.7),
depending on whether fermions are uncoupled or coupled. This scaling relation strongly
constrains the possible terms in the effective potentials.

• Recently, a non-trivial result was reported in Refs. [22, 23] that the confining phases in the
four-dimensional SU(2) and SU(3) YM theories would be stabilized even at high temperatures
by turning on the imaginary angular velocity, which is the imaginary chemical potential for
the angular momentum. We extend this to various large-N gauge theories, and find that
there exists a Zm-type deconfinement phase in which the eigenvalues of the Polyakov loop
are distributed Zm symmetrically. This phase is called the “Zm phase”. The Zm phase
appears stably when the system has rotational symmetries or global U(1) symmetries such
as R-symmetries and their imaginary chemical potentials or imaginary angular velocities are
introduced. Physical quantities in the Zm phase obey the scaling properties of the Polyakov
loop effective action.

1The difference between SU(N) and U(N) is irrelevant in the large-N limit, and our main results in this paper
hold in both cases.

2In some special theories such as the three-dimensional Chern-Simons theories [14], different phases appear. In this
paper, we do not consider such special cases, but only systems in which the typical confinement and deconfinement
phases appear.
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As concrete examples, we show these properties in several models: the gauged free matrix
quantum mechanics [24], the bosonic BFSS matrix model [6], the four-dimensional Yang-Mills
(YM) theory on S3 (small volume limit) [24,25], the four-dimensional N = 4 supersymmetric YM
(SYM) theory on S3 (small volume limit) [24,26] and the four-dimensional YM theory on R3 (high
temperature limit) [16]. In particular, we apply a Monte-Carlo calculation to the bosonic BFSS
matrix model and observe transitions to Zm phases and the scaling properties. This confirms that
the above two predictions are valid at the non-perturbative level. We also discuss the connection
between the high temperature confinement phases in the SU(2) and SU(3) YM theories [22,23] and
our Zm phases in the large-N case.

We briefly explain the importance of our results. First, the scaling relation strongly constrains
the Polyakov loop effective potentials. Since the Polyakov loop effective potentials have been widely
used in the studies of finite-temperature gauge theories (see Ref. [27] for a recent review), the scaling
relation would bring progress in these studies. Moreover, the discovery of stable Zm phases means
that gauge theories have richer phase structures than previously thought. For example, even in
the four-dimensional large-N pure YM theory, we show that Zm phases (m =2, 3 and 4) can
exist stably at high temperatures in addition to the usual deconfinement phase by introducing the
imaginary angular velocity. This recalls the Roberge-Weiss transition [28], where the imaginary
baryon chemical potential brings the interesting phase structure to QCD. Besides, by applying the
gauge/gravity correspondence, we predict the existence of the gravity solutions corresponding to
Zm phases, which have not been known so far.

You may think that imaginary chemical potentials such as imaginary angular velocities are
unphysical, but this is not true. In fact, the imaginary chemical potentials can be regarded as the
temporal Aharonov–Bohm phases of the background gauge fields, which are introduced by gauging
the corresponding symmetries. In particular, in quantum gravity, global symmetries are expected to
be gauged, and then their imaginary chemical potentials would be related to some background gauge
fields. The imaginary angular velocities are also realized as a non-trivial background metric [29,30].

As a byproduct of the investigation of imaginary angular velocities, we also discuss the de-
pendence of the deconfinement transition temperatures on the real angular velocity in the four-
dimensional large-N YM theories on finite volume spaces (S3 and T 3). Recently, the phase struc-
tures of YM theories in rotating systems [29–33] have attracted much attention motivated by the
study of neutron stars and collider experiments [34]. However, there is no clear conclusion on how
the deconfinement transition is affected by the angular velocity. There are two reasons why such
an analysis is difficult. First, in order to realize a stable thermal equilibrium state by introducing
an angular velocity, it is necessary to introduce an appropriate IR cut-off [22], and the results may
depend on it. Second, real angular velocities cause a sign problem generally, and Monte-Carlo
computation is difficult.

We can avoid the first problem by considering the systems on finite volume spaces such as S3

and T 3, where the definite IR cut-off is given. To avoid the second problem, we take the small
volume limit of these systems to simplify the analysis. The phase diagram of the YM theory on
a small T 3 has already been studied in Refs. [35, 36], and the transition temperature decreases as
angular velocities increase. In this paper, we show that the same happens in the YM theory on a
small S3. These results suggest that the transition temperatures decrease with increasing angular
velocities in finite volume systems.

Before proceeding to the main sections, we briefly review Zm phases in the previous studies
on finite temperature large-N gauge theories. The Zm phases have already been found in gauge
theories coupled to the adjoint fermions that are periodic along the temporal circle [37–41]. (One
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motivation of these works is to investigate the center symmetry stabilization for the large-N volume
independence proposed by the authors of Ref. [42].) These studies seem to be closely related to
ours, since the periodic adjoint fermions in a thermal system can be realized by tuning an imaginary
chemical potential qβµI = π. (Recall that the imaginary chemical potential µI is also represented
by the change of the charged field: Φ(τ) → Φ̃(τ) = eiqµIτΦ(τ), where q is the charge, and it changes
the periodicity.) Besides, Zm phases generally exist as unstable solutions in large-N gauge theories
even without introducing imaginary chemical potentials [43]. Furthermore, their contributions to
the spectral form factor have been discussed in Ref. [44]. In this way, although Zm phases are
less well known than deconfinement phase, they are quite common in large-N gauge theories. Our
results on Zm phase strengthen this further.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we review some general properties of large-N gauge
theories at finite temperatures. We then argue that the Polyakov loop effective potentials obey a
scaling relation. In Sec. 3, we study the gauged free matrix quantum mechanics and derive the
Polyakov loop effective action explicitly. We will see that the effective action does indeed satisfy the
scaling relation. Besides, we show that when imaginary angular velocities are introduced, phase
transitions to Zm phases occur. In Sec. 4 and Sec. 5, we investigate the bosonic BFSS matrix
model and four-dimensional Yang-Mills theory, respectively. Similarly to the free matrix model
case, we will observe the scaling relation and Zm phases in these models too. Furthermore, we
perform a Monte-Carlo calculation in the bosonic BFSS matrix model and confirm these properties
numerically. Sec. 6 is devoted to discussions. In Appendix A, the derivation of the scaling relation
is shown. In Appendix B, some consequences of the scaling relation on observables are discussed.
In particular, we will see that the values of the observables in Zm phases are related to those of
conventional deconfinement phase. In Appendix C, we supplement the details of the numerical
simulation presented in Sec. 4.2. We provide the details of the Fourier expansion regularization
[45,46] and depict the way the Zm phases emerge in the simulation. In Appendix D, we investigate
the four-dimensional N = 4 SYM theory on S3 and observe Zm phases. In Appendix E, we study
the four-dimensional SU(N) YM theories at finite N with imaginary angular velocities. We argue
the connection between our results at large N and the SU(2) and SU(3) cases studied in Ref. [22].

2 Large-N gauge theories at finite temperatures and a scaling re-
lation

In this section, we review general properties of finite temperature large-N gauge theories and
introduce the effective potentials of the Polyakov loops. We then show that the effective potentials
obey a scaling relation with respect to temperature. This scaling relation is useful not only for
constraining the possible terms in the effective potentials but also for predicting the phase transition
temperatures and physical quantities of Zm phases, which will be discussed in the next sections.

2.1 Polyakov loop effective potential

Phases of SU(N) gauge theories at temperature T = 1/β are characterized by the expectation
values of the Polyakov loops un winding around the Euclidean time circle n times,

un =
1

N
Tr
(
Pei

∫ nβ
0 Aτdτ

)
. (2.1)

Here τ is the Euclidean time coordinate and Aτ is the temporal component of the SU(N) gauge
field.
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In general, un depends on the spatial position. However, in some situations, a saddle point
solution that is independent of the position may dominate the path-integral, and analyses that
ignore the position dependence are often used [27]. Moreover, in matrix quantum mechanics [6, 8]
and reduced models in 0+1 dimensions [24,47], un is a constant mode from the beginning. Hereafter,
we assume that un has no position dependence with these situations in mind.

As a quantity related to un, the eigenvalue density of Aτ is also useful to characterize the phase.
We take the static diagonal gauge

βAτ = diag(α1, α2, · · · , αN ),

(
−π < αk ≤ π, ∂ταk = 0,

N∑
k=1

αk = 0 mod 2π

)
. (2.2)

Then, we define the eigenvalue density ρ(α) as

ρ(α) :=
1

N

N∑
k=1

δ(α− αk), (−π < α ≤ π). (2.3)

By using ρ(α), the Polyakov loop un can be written as

un =
1

N

N∑
k=1

einαk =

∫ π

−π
dαρ(α)einα. (2.4)

This equation tells us that {un} are the Fourier coefficients of ρ(α)

ρ(α) =
1

2π

∑
n∈Z

une
−inα. (2.5)

In the large-N limit, {un} behave as independent dynamical variables under the condition that
ρ(α) is non-negative [24].

We now introduce the effective potential describing the thermodynamics of {un}. In general, in
finite temperature gauge theories, after taking the gauge (2.2), we can obtain the effective action
for the Polyakov loops un by integrating out the degrees of freedom other than Aτ ,

Z =

∫
DAτD · · · e−S =

∫ ( ∞∏
n=1

dundu−n

)
e−Seff(β,{un}). (2.6)

We call the effective action Seff(β, {un}) the Polyakov loop effective action [27].
We consider the possible terms of this effective action. For simplicity, we study the gauge

theories only coupled to adjoint matter fields. Then the system has the ZN symmetry: un →
e2πni/Nun, and Seff(β, {un}) has to be invariant under this transformation. Thus, the expansion of
the action with respect to un is restricted to the following form [47],

Seff(β, {un}) =βN2V (β, {un}), (2.7)

V (β, {un}) :=ϵ+
∞∑
n=1

anunu−n +
∑
k,l

bk,l(ukulu−k−l + c.c.)

+
∑
k,l,m

ck,l,m(ukulumu−k−l−m + c.c.) + · · · . (2.8)

5



Here V (β, {un}) is the effective potential, and ϵ, an, bk,l, ck,l,m, · · · are the expansion coefficients,
which depend on the parameters of the system such as temperature, chemical potentials and the
’t Hooft coupling. Assuming that the usual ’t Hooft expansion holds, these coefficients are O(1)
quantities with respect to N . In the next subsection, we will see that these coefficients are further
constrained by a scaling property of the Polyakov loop effective potential.

2.2 A scaling relation of the Polyakov loop effective potential

We propose that the Polyakov loop effective potential (2.8) in the large-N limit obeys a scaling
relation. This relation depends on whether fermions are coupled to the system or not. Here we
consider systems without fermions, and the systems coupled to fermions are discussed in Appendix
A.2. Then, our proposal is that the effective potential (2.8) satisfies the following scaling relation
with respect to temperature,

V (β, {un})|un=0 (n/∈mZ), umn→un
= V (mβ, {un}), (2.9)

where m is an arbitrary positive integer3. Here, the left-hand side is the effective potential (2.8)
with un(β) set to zero if n is not a multiple of m and umn(β) set to un(mβ). (To emphasize the
Polyakov loop at inverse temperature β, we write un = un(β).) The right-hand side is the effective
potential at the inverse temperature mβ. Roughly speaking, this scaling relation states that, if all
un(β) = 0 (n /∈ mZ), the thermodynamics of umn(β) at the inverse temperature β is equivalent to
the thermodynamics of un(mβ) at the inverse temperature mβ. This scaling relation can be derived
by using the Schwinger-Dyson equations (loop equations), and the proof is given in Appendix A.1.

By applying the scaling relation (2.9) to the expansion of the effective potential (2.8), we obtain
the following relations4:

ϵ(β) = ϵ(mβ) → ∂βϵ(β) = 0, (2.11)

amn(β) = an(mβ) → am(β) = a1(mβ), (2.12)

bmk,ml(β) = bk,l(mβ) → bm,m(β) = b1,1(mβ), bm,2m(β) = b1,2(mβ), · · · . (2.13)

The second and third equations are obtained by taking n = 1 in the left equations. It is easy to
obtain similar relations for the higher order expansion coefficients of the Polyakov loop effective
potential (2.8).

In this way, the scaling relation (2.9) strongly constrains the possible terms in the effective
potential. In particular, the expansion (2.8) now becomes

V (β, {un}) =ϵ+
∞∑
n=1

a1(nβ)|un|2 +O(u3n), (2.14)

where ϵ does not depend on β. Thus, when |un| are small, the thermodynamics of the system is
controlled just by a single function a1(β). For example, if the system is in a confinement phase
where un ≃ 0, this effective potential would be particularly useful, as we will demonstrate soon.
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Figure 1: Three typical eigenvalue distributions ρ(α) of Aτ (2.3). In usual gauge theories, the
uniform distribution (the left panel) is favored at low temperatures, while the gapped distribution
(the right panel) is favored at high temperatures. Depending on the models, the non-uniform
distribution (the center panel) appear at middle temperatures near the Hagedorn temperature TH .

2.3 Confinement/Deconfinement transition

Using the effective potential (2.14), we discuss some general properties of the phase structure of
gauge theories. For simplicity, we consider the cases where fermion does not exist. Suppose that
the coefficient a1(β) of |u1|2 is positive at T = 0. Then, through Eq. (2.12), the coefficients
an(β) = a1(nβ) of all |un|2 are also positive at T = 0. Thus, un = 0 (∀n) is a stable solution, and
the eigenvalue density of Aτ is obtained from Eq. (2.5) as

ρ(α) =
1

2π
. (2.15)

Therefore the eigenvalues distribute uniformly as plotted in Fig. 1 (the left panel), and the ZN

center symmetry is preserved.
Since u1 = 0, this is a confinement phase. In this case, the free energy F becomes5

F/N2 :=
1

βN2
logZ = V (β, {un = 0}) = ϵ, (2.16)

which is a constant independent of temperature. This property is called large-N volume indepen-
dence in confinement phase [3,20]. Since the free energy is independent of temperature, the entropy
is also zero (more precisely it is O(1)).

Suppose that, as temperature increases from zero, a1(β) reaches zero at T = TH ,

a1(1/TH) = 0. (2.17)

Then the configuration u1 = 0 becomes unstable beyond T = TH . TH is called the Hagedorn
temperature. Since a1 > 0 for 0 ≤ T < TH , an (n ≥ 2) have to be positive at T = TH from

3A more precise expression of the scaling relation (2.9) is as follows:

V (β, {gi}, {un})|un=0 (n/∈mZ), umn→un
= V (mβ, {gi}, {un}), (2.10)

where {gi} are parameters other than temperature such as chemical potentials and coupling constants. These con-
stants remain the same on the left and right-hand sides.

4A relation between the string tensions analogous to the scaling property of an is obtained in Ref. [21].
5In large-N theories, the saddle-point approximation would work, and the effective potential (2.8) of a saddle-point

solution can be regarded as the pseudo free energy.
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Eq. (2.12). Thus, it might naively seem that, at T ≃ TH (but T > TH), the configuration u1 = 1
and un = 0 (n ≥ 2) may appear to reduce the effective potential (2.14). (Note that |un| ≤ 1
from Eq.(2.4).) However, this configuration clearly does not satisfy the condition ρ(α) ≥ 0 from
Eq. (2.5). Therefore, T > TH generally requires a detailed analysis as done in Refs. [24,47–49], and
we skip it here. In ordinary gauge theories, when T is sufficiently higher than TH , the eigenvalues
typically collapse as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1. In this phase, u1 ̸= 0 and the ZN center
symmetry is broken. Thus, it can be considered as a deconfinement phase. There, the entropy is
O(N2), since the free energy F would have a nontrivial temperature dependence. Hence, through
the phase transition, the entropy suddenly increases from O(1) to O(N2).

Also, an intermediate phase between these two phases (the center of Fig. 1) may appear near
T = TH . It is easy to show that u1 ̸= 0 in this phase, and it is also a kind of the deconfinement
phase, but unlike the high temperature phase (the right panel of Fig. 1), there is no gap in the
eigenvalue distribution. To distinguish these two deconfinement phases, the intermediate phase
is called the non-uniform phase and the high temperature one is called the gapped phase. The
transition between these two phases is known as the Gross-Witten-Wadia transition [50,51].

So far we have discussed the usual confinement/deconfinement transitions in large-N gauge
theories. As we will discuss later, once imaginary chemical potentials are introduced, a1(β) behaves
unusually, and the above discussions are not applicable. Then, Zm-type deconfinement phases
(Zm phases) can appear, which are different from the typical phases in large-N gauge theories.
Furthermore, the scaling relation of the effective potential plays an important role in determining
the phase transition temperatures and physical quantities of the Zm phases. In the following
sections, we will demonstrate this by studying several models.

3 Zm phases in the gauged free matrix quantum mechanics

First, we consider the following D-dimensional SU(N) gauged free matrix quantum mechanics [24],

S =

∫ β

0
dτTr

{
D∑
I=1

1

2

(
DτX

I
)2

+
1

2
M2XI2

}
. (3.1)

Here, XI (I = 1, · · · , D) is a traceless N × N hermitian matrix and M is the mass, and Dτ :=
∂τ − i[Aτ , ] is the covariant derivative of SU(N). This is a toy model for N (toy) D0-branes in
D-dimensional space, where each of the diagonal components of XI represents the position of
the D0-brane. Although this model is very simple, it is known to undergo the large-N confine-
ment/deconfinement transition [24] and is useful to benchmark our proposals about the scaling
properties and Zm phases.

To see Zm phases, we will introduce the imaginary angular velocities (the chemical potentials

for the angular momenta). For this purpose, it is convenient to define ZI :=
(
XI + iXD̃+I

)
/
√
2,

(I = 1, · · · , D̃, 2D̃ ≤ D). Then, the action (3.1) is invariant under the rotation on the (I, D̃ + I)
plane: ZI → eiθZI , (θ= const.), and the angular momenta are conserved. Thus, we can introduce
the (real) chemical potentials (angular velocities) Ω to the Euclidean action (3.1), and it becomes
[35,36]

S =

∫ β

0
dtTr


D̃∑
I=1

(Dt − Ω)ZI† (Dt +Ω)ZI +M2ZI†ZI +
D∑

I=2D̃+1

1

2

(
DtX

I
)2

+
1

2
M2XI2

 . (3.2)
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For simplicity, we have introduced a common angular velocity Ω for the D̃ planes6.
In this model we can easily perform the path integrals for XI and ZI exactly, and obtain the

Polyakov loop effective potential (2.8) at large N [35, 36],

V (β, {un}) =ϵ+

∞∑
n=1

an|un|2, (3.3)

where

ϵ =
DM

2
, (3.4)

an =
1

nβ

[
1− D̃e−nβM (enβΩ + e−nβΩ)− (D − 2D̃)e−nβM

]
. (3.5)

This result is for |Re(Ω)| < M , and the path integral diverges when |Re(Ω)| ≥ M . This divergence
indicates that the system is unstable at |Re(Ω)| ≥ M .

Let us confirm that the obtained effective potential (3.3) is consistent with the scaling relation
(2.14). In Eq. (3.4), ϵ, which is just the zero-point energies of XI and ZI , is independent of
temperature. Also, Eq. (3.5) shows that, in an, n and β appear only in the pair βn, and the
relation (2.12) is realized. Therefore, the scaling relation (2.14) is satisfied in this model.

3.1 Phase structure of the free matrix quantum mechanics at Ω = 0

We discuss the phase structure of the effective potential (3.3). For simplicity, we first study the
Ω = 0 case. As discussed in section 2.3, the phase structure is determined by a1, and, at Ω = 0, it
becomes

a1(T ) =
1

β

(
1−De−βM

)
. (3.6)

Since a1 is positive at T = 0, the system is confined at low temperatures.
As temperature increases, a1 reaches zero and the system is deconfined. The transition tem-

perature can be calculated by solving a1(T ) = 0, and we obtain

TH :=
M

logD
. (3.7)

This is the Hagedorn temperature of the model (3.1). Beyond T = TH , a1(T ) monotonically
decreases, and the deconfinement phase is always stable.

To understand the properties of the phases, we evaluate the free energy F and the Polyakov
loops un. In the region T < TH , an > 0 and, as discussed in Sec. 2.3, we obtain

F/N2 = ϵ, un = 0. (3.8)

These results are plotted in Fig. 2.
On the other hand, the analysis at T > TH is generally difficult [24]. However, we can use an

approximation near T = TH [36]. By substituting T = TH +∆T to an = a1(T/n), we obtain

an =
1

nβ

(
1−

(
1

D

)n−1

D
n∆T
TH

)
. (3.9)

6As can be seen from the form of the action (3.2), the action is not real for a real Ω. Therefore, systems with
finite angular velocities generally have a sign problem in Monte-Carlo calculations. We can avoid this by taking Ω
pure imaginary.
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Thus, if we regard D as a large number, it approximately becomes

an ≃ 1

nβ
, (n ≥ 2), (3.10)

for a small ∆T . This approximation is valid up to ∆T ∼ TH/2, where the correction to a2 becomes
O(1). With this approximation, we can perform the path integral of the effective potential (3.3)
and we obtain the solution at T > TH (a1 < 0) [36,47–49,52].

u1 = u−1 =
1 + w

2
, un = u−n =

w2

n− 1
P

(1,2)
n−2 (2w − 1), (n ≥ 2),

w :=

√
−a1
1− a1

, (3.11)

where P
(1,2)
n−2 (z) denotes the Jacobi polynomial. Since u1 ̸= 0, this solution is a deconfinement

phase. The eigenvalue density (2.4) is given by

ρ(α) =
g0
π

cos
(α
2

)
Re

√
1

g0
− sin2

α

2
, g0 :=

1

1− w
, (3.12)

and it is gapped as plotted in the right panel of Fig. 1. Here, the gauge in which the peak of the
eigenvalue distribution is at α = 0 has been taken in Eq. (3.11). The temperature dependence of
u1 is plotted in the left panel of Fig. 2. Note that the non-uniform phase does not appear in this
model.

The free energy of this solution is also calculated through the saddle point approximation
[36,47–49]

F/N2 = ϵ− 1

2β

[
w

1− w
+ log(1− w)

]
. (3.13)

This result is plotted in Fig. 2 (the right panel). Since the derivative of the free energy at T = TH

is discontinuous, it is a first order transition [24].

3.2 Phase structure of the free matrix quantum mechanics with real angular
velocities

Before studying the phase structure with imaginary angular velocities, we briefly show the results
for real angular velocities Ω. For simplicity, we take D = 2 and D̃ = 1. Then, the phase structure
is determined by a1, which now becomes

a1(T,Ω) =
1

β

[
1− 2e−Mβ cosh(βΩ)

]
. (3.14)

Again, a1 > 0 at T = 0, and the transition occurs on the curve a1(T,Ω) = 0. This curve is plotted
in Fig. 3 (the left panel), and the transition temperature decreases with angular velocity. The
system is destabilized when |Ω| ≥ M .

3.3 Phase structure of the free matrix quantum mechanics with imaginary an-
gular velocities

We set Ω = iΩI (ΩI ∈ R) in the effective potential (3.3) and study the effect of the imaginary
angular velocity. As in the previous subsection, we take D = 2 and D̃ = 1 for simplicity. In this

10
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Figure 2: un(T ) and F (T ) in the free matrix quantum mechanics (3.2) with an imaginary chemical
potential ΩI . The three curves show the results at three different imaginary chemical potentials:
βΩI = 0, 2π/3 and π. There, transitions from the confinement phase to the Z1 phase (βΩI = 0), the
Z2 phase (βΩI = π) and the Z3 phase (βΩI = 2π/3) occur at T = TH , 2TH and 3TH , respectively.
un satisfy the relation u1(T )|Z1 = u2(T/2)|Z2 = u3(T/3)|Z3 . Also, the free energies in the three
phases are related by the relation F (T )|Z1 = F (T/2)|Z2 = F (T/3)|Z3 . These are the consequence
of the scaling relaiton (2.9). Note that these plots are obtained from Eqs. (3.11) and (3.13), and
they are not accurate away from the phase transition points because of the approximation (3.10).
(To improve the approximation (3.10), D = 50 is used in these plots. We have taken M = logD
so that TH = 1 in Eq. (3.7)).

case, an becomes

an(T,ΩI) =
1

nβ

[
1− 2e−nβM cos(nβΩI)

]
. (3.15)

This equation shows that the system has a periodicity ΩI = ΩI + 2π/β and symmetry ΩI → −ΩI .
This periodicity is due to the fact that the angular velocity is introduced in the partition function
in the form Z = Tr [exp(−β(H − iΩIJ))] and the angular momentum J is an integer. Because of
this periodicity, it is convenient to vary βΩI when investigating the phase diagrams.

Now we examine the phase structure of this system. At T = 0, since an > 0, the confinement
phase un = 0 is stable. Then, the phase transition to the deconfinement phase is expected to occur
at a1(T,ΩI) = 0. However, as is clear from Eq. (3.15), a1(T,ΩI) is always positive in the region
π/2 < βΩI < 3π/2 where cos(βΩI) < 0. Therefore, u1 = 0 is stable in this region.

However, this is not the end of the story7. In the region 3π/4 < βΩI < 5π/4, while a1 is
positive, a2 can be negative. Thus, u1 = 0 and u2 ̸= 0 are stable there.

We investigate the situation u1 = 0 and u2 ̸= 0 in detail. For the sake of concreteness, we take
βΩI = π. In this case, an becomes

an(T,ΩI = π/β) =
1

nβ

[
1− (−1)n2e−nMβ

]
. (3.16)

Thus, a2n+1 > 0 at any temperature for ∀n, and u2n+1 = 0 is always stable. This means that the
condition u2n+1 = 0 imposed by hand on the left-hand side of the scaling relation (2.9) at m = 2
is thermodynamically realized. Then, by substituting u2n+1 = 0 and m = 2 into to Eq. (2.9), the

7In Ref. [36], the phase diagrams of the bosonic BFSS matrix model with imaginary chemical potentials were
studied. There, only the curve a1 = 0 was investigated, and Zm phases (m ≥ 2) were not observed.
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Figure 3: Phase diagrams of the free matrix quantum mechanics (3.2) (M = 1, D = 2 and
D̃ = 1) with a real angular velocity Ω (the left panel) and with an imaginary angular velocity
ΩI (the right panel). For the real angular velocity, only the conventional confinement phase and
the deconfinement phase (Z1 phase) appear, and the transition occurs on the curve a1 = 0 (3.14).
Also, the system is destabilized when |Ω| ≥ M = 1. On the other hand, for the imaginary angular
velocity, the Zm phases (m = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7) appear and the transitions to these phases from
the confinement phase occur on the curves am = 0 (3.15). Also, we speculate that the transitions
between the Zm phase and the Zn phase occur on the curves am = an.

effective potential satisfies the following relation,

V (β, {un},ΩI = π/β)|u2n+1=0, u2n→un
= V (2β, {un},ΩI = π/β), (3.17)

where the ΩI dependence has been explicitly written. The effective potential on the right-hand
side is at the inverse temperature 2β, and it has a periodicity ΩI = ΩI + 2π/(2β). By using this
periodicity, ΩI on the right-hand side can be eliminated,

V (β, {un},ΩI = π/β)|u2n+1=0, u2n→un
= V (2β, {un},ΩI = 0). (3.18)

Since the effective potential governs the thermodynamic properties of the system, this relation
states that the thermodynamics for (T, βΩI) = (T, π) is equivalent to that for (T, βΩI) = (T/2, 0).
Here the Polyakov loops are related by

u2n(T, βΩI = π) = un(T/2, βΩI = 0), u2n+1(T, βΩI = π) = 0. (3.19)

The thermodynamics of the system for βΩI = 0 has already been investigated in Sec. 3.1, and
the results there can be applied to the βΩI = π case. For example, the free energy F at βΩI = π
is simply given by Eq. (3.13) by replacing temperature T → T/2. This result is plotted in Fig. 2,
and the phase transition for βΩI = π occurs at T = 2TH . Furthermore, the eigenvalue density ρ(α)
of Aτ (T > 2TH) can also be obtained as shown in Fig. 4 (the left panel). (See Eq. (B.6) for the
derivation.) It is two copies of the distribution (3.12) at T/2 with an appropriate rescaling. Since
this configuration is Z2 symmetric, we call this phase the Z2 phase. This phase can be considered
as a kind of deconfinement phase because the eigenvalue distribution is not uniform, and the center
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Figure 4: The eigenvalue density functions ρ(α) of the Z2 phase (the left panel) and the Z3 phase
(the center panel) in the free matrix quantum mechanics (3.2). The right panel is the scatter plot
of {eiαk} (k = 1, · · · , N) for the Z3 phase, and three cuts exist symmetrically.

symmetry is broken. Hereafter, we call the usual deconfinement phase (3.11) for βωI = 0 “the Z1

phase” to distinguish it from the Z2 symmetric deconfinement phase.

As we have seen, the thermodynamic properties at temperature T for βΩI = π are equivalent to
those at temperature T/2 for βΩI = 0 owing to the scaling relation (2.9). To reach this conclusion,
we have used only the stability of u2n+1 = 0 and the periodicity βΩI = βΩI + 2π. Therefore, this
conclusion always holds for systems where these properties are satisfied, regardless of the details of
the models. This is a strong consequence of the scaling relation (2.9).

We have studied the βΩI = π case, and now we move to general ΩI . Again, the transition
from the confinement phase to the Z2 phase would occur on the curve a2 = 0. These are plotted
in Fig. 3 (the right panel).

Similarly, the transition from the confinement phase to the phase with the Zm symmetric
eigenvalue distribution (let us call it the Zm phase) would occur on the curve am = 0 (m = 3, 4, 5, 6
and 7). All these curves are related through the scaling relation (2.12) as plotted in Fig. 3. Also,
the eigenvalue density of the Z3 phase is shown in Fig. 4 (the middle and right panels).

Beyond the transition curves am = 0, evaluating the phase diagram is more difficult because
we cannot use the approximation (3.10) in general, and it is not easy to find a stable solution. We
speculate that the Zm phase with the smallest am is favored. This is because, in the Zm symmet-
ric eigenvalue distribution, |um| takes the largest value among {|un|} and this configuration would
minimize the effective potential when am is the smallest. If so, the transition between the Zm phase
and the Zn phase occurs on the curve am = an(< 0). With this speculation, the phase diagram
beyond the curves am = 0 is plotted in Fig. 3.

We have seen that when βΩI = π, the quantities in the Z2 phase can be derived from those in
the Z1 phase for βΩI = 0 by using the relation (3.17). The same is possible for other Zm phases.
From the scaling relation (2.9) and the periodicity of ΩI , the following relation is satisfied:

V (β, {un}, βΩI = 2πk/m)|un=0 (n/∈mZ), umn→un
= V (mβ, {un}, βΩI = 0), k ∈ Z. (3.20)

Thus, if un = 0 (n /∈ mZ) is stable at βΩI = 2πk/m, this relation is thermodynamically favored,
and the quantities at (T, βΩI) = (T, 2kπ/m) is equivalent to those at (T/m, 0). Then, the phase
transition between the confinement phase and the Zm phase occurs at (T, βΩI) = (mTH , 2kπ/m).
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Figure 5: Phase diagrams of the free matrix quantum mechanics (3.2) with imaginary chemical
potentials ΩI in (D, D̃) = (3, 1) and (9, 1). We have taken M = 1. The transitions from the
confinement phase to the Zm phases occur on the curves am = 0 (3.5). Similarly to the (D, D̃) =
(2, 1) case in Fig. 3, the phase diagrams beyond the transition curves am = 0 are speculative. As
the ratio D̃/D decreases, the number of the Zm phases tends to decrease.

Again, we have only used the stability of un = 0 (n /∈ mZ) and the periodicity of ΩI , and this
relation will be satisfied independently of the details of the models. In Appendix B, we provide a
generalization of this relation for various quantities at general ΩI .

So far we have considered the (D, D̃) = (2, 1) case, and it is easily extended to general
(D, D̃). The phase diagrams of (D, D̃) = (3, 1) and (D, D̃) = (9, 1) are shown in Fig. 5. In
the (D, D̃) = (3, 1) case, the Zm phases (m = 1, 2, 3 and 4) appear. In the (D, D̃) = (9, 1) case,
only phase transitions from the confinement phase to the Z1 phase occur. Generally, if D̃ is small
compared to D such that a1 < am (m > 2), only Z1 phase would appear.

In this section, we have shown that the Zm phases appear by introducing imaginary angular
velocities in the free matrix quantum mechanics (3.2). Also, the physical quantities in the Zm phase
obey the scaling relation (2.9). As discussed below, Zm phases also appear in various large-N gauge
theories.

4 Zm phases in the bosonic BFSS matrix model

It is worth asking whether the Zm phases and the scaling properties confirmed in the free matrix
quantum mechanics appear in systems with interactions. For this purpose, we consider the D + 1
dimensional SU(N) pure Yang-Mills theory on a D-dimensional torus TD,

S =
1

g′2

∫ β

0
dt

∫
TD

dDxTr
(
F 2
µν

)
. (4.1)
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By taking a small volume limit on TD, the theory would be reduced to the matrix quantum
mechanics,

S =

∫ β

0
dtTr

{
D∑
I=1

1

2

(
DtX

I
)2 − D∑

I,J=1

g2

4
[XI , XJ ]2

}
, (4.2)

where XI is the Kaluza-Klein zero mode of the spatial component of the gauge field AI in the
original theory (4.1). This model is called the bosonic BFSS matrix model [6], which is a kind of
the large-N reduced model [3]. This model has rotational symmetries similar to the free matrix
quantum mechanics (3.1)8, and we can introduce the angular velocities as

S =

∫ β

0
dtTr

{
D̃∑
I=1

(Dt − Ω)ZI† (Dt +Ω)ZI +
D∑

I=2D̃+1

1

2

(
DtX

I
)2 − D∑

I,J=1

g2

4
[XI , XJ ]2

}
. (4.3)

Here we have taken the common angular velocity Ω on the D̃ planes as we did in the free matrix
quantum mechanics (3.2).

Unlike the free matrix quantum mechanics, the Polyakov loop effective potential cannot be
derived exactly due to the quartic interactions of XI . However, it is known that this model can
be analyzed approximately by using the large-D expansion [35,53,54] and the minimum sensitivity
method [36, 55, 56]. In this study, we use the minimum sensitivity method [57]. We will also solve
the model by using Monte-Carlo calculations.

4.1 Results from the minimum sensitivity method

By using the minimum sensitivity method, the Polyakov loop effective potential at the two-loop
order in the bosonic BFSS matrix model with angular velocities (4.3) has been computed in Ref. [36]
(see Eqs. (A.19)-(A.20) in Ref. [36]). When |un| ≃ 0, the effective potential is given by

V ({un},mX ,mZ) =ϵ(mX ,mZ) +

∞∑
n=1

an(β, µ,mX ,mZ)|un|2 +O(unumu−n−m). (4.4)

Here

ϵ(mX ,mZ) :=
(D − 2D̃)mX

4
+

D̃mZ

2

+
λ

8

[
2D̃(2D̃ − 1)

m2
Z

+
4D̃(D − 2D̃)

mXmZ
+

(D − 2D̃)(D − 2D̃ − 1)

m2
X

]
, (4.5)

nβan(β,Ω,mX ,mZ) :=

1− D̃

(
1 +

nβmZ

2

)
zn(qn + q−n)− (D − 2D̃)

(
1 +

nβmX

2

)
xn

+
nβλ

4m2
Z

[
2D̃(D̃ + 1)z2n + D̃(D̃ − 2)z2n(q−2n + q2n) + 2D̃(2D̃ − 1)zn(q−n + qn)

]
+

nβλ

2mXmZ
D̃(D − 2D̃)

[
2xn + (1 + xn)zn(q−n + qn)

]
+

nβλ

4m2
X

(D − 2D̃)(D − 2D̃ − 1)(x2n + 2xn), (4.6)

8In the original D+1 dimensional theory (4.1), the rotational symmetries are broken by the torus compactification.
However, once the Kaluza-Klein reduction is done, the model (4.2) recovers the rotational symmetries.
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where x := e−βmX , z := e−βmZ , q := e−βΩ and λ := g2N . Here mX and mZ are trial masses for
XI and ZI , respectively, and they are determined by the conditions:

∂V

∂mX
=

∂V

∂mZ
= 0. (4.7)

Note that this effective potential is consistent with the scaling properties (2.14), since ϵ(mX ,mZ)
does not depend on temperature and, in an, β and n are only included in the form nβ9.

Since the phase diagram with real angular velocities has been studied in Ref. [36], we now
introduce the imaginary angular velocity as Ω = iΩI and analyze only this case. First, we examine
the behavior of the system at low temperatures. Since a1 > 0 at T = 0, |un| = 0 is stable
at sufficiently low temperatures and the system is in a confinement phase. When |un| = 0, the
conditions (4.7) become ∂ϵ/∂mX = ∂ϵ/∂mZ = 0, and the solution is given by

mX = mZ = m0 := (D − 1)1/3λ1/3. (4.8)

These are the values of the trial masses mX and mZ in the confinement phase.
By using these obtained masses, an in the confinement phase is determined as an = an(β,ΩI ,m0,m0)

in Eq. (4.6). Then, similarly to the free matrix quantum mechanics case, the phase transitions from
the confinement phase to Zm phases occur when10

am(β,ΩI ,m0,m0) = 0. (4.9)

These equations determine the phase diagram at low temperatures, and the results for (D, D̃) =
(3, 1) and (D, D̃) = (9, 1) are plotted in Fig. 6. These are qualitatively similar to the phase diagrams
of the free matrix quantum mechanics, and whether transitions to Zm phases occur depends on D
and D̃.

Exploring the phase diagrams beyond the transition lines am = 0 is more difficult. In the case of
the free matrix model, we speculated that the Zm phase with the smallest am is favored. However,
we cannot use it in the bosonic BFSS matrix model, since am depends on the trial masses mX and
mZ and they are not constants in the Zm phases. We also have to take care of higher order terms
for un in the effective potential (4.4), which we can ignore in the confinement phase. In Fig. 6,
we determine the phase boundaries between the Zm phase and the Zn phase by ignoring these
difficulties and just solving am = an, where we set mX and mZ to the values of the confinement
phase (4.8). This prescription is not accurate but it may not be qualitatively so bad.

4.2 Results of the numerical simulation

In this section, we present the numerical simulation of the bosonic BFSS matrix model (4.3). We
focus on the (D, D̃) = (3, 1) case and take the matrix size N to be 30. Also, we focus on the
pure-imaginary Ω case, where we recall Ω = iΩI (ΩI is real). By using the scaling relaiton (2.9),
we can predict several relations between the expectation values of observables in Zm phases as
discussed in Appendix B, and they will be tested in the numerical calculation. The details of our
numerical analysis via the Fourier expansion regularization are presented in Appendix C.

9From the analysis in Appendix A of Ref. [36], we can confirm that the coefficients of the third order of un satisfy
the scaling relation (2.9) as well.

10The details of the confinement/deconfinement phase transition of this model at ΩI = 0 have been investigated in
Refs. [36,56,58,59]. It is a first order transition for smaller D and would become second order for large D, (D ≥ 26 at
least [59]). When it is a second order transition, the non-uniform phase sketched in Fig. 1 (the middle panel) appears
as an intermediate stable phase [24,47]. Then the scaling relation (2.9) predicts that the Zm type non-uniform phases
also appear near the transition curve am = 0.
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Figure 6: Phase diagrams of the bosonic BFSS matrix model (4.3) with imaginary chemical
potentials ΩI for (D, D̃) = (3, 1) and (D, D̃) = (9, 1). λ = 1 has been taken. The transitions from
the confinement phase to the Zm phases would occur on the curves am = 0 given by Eq. (4.9). The
phases beyond the transition curves am = 0 are highly speculative.

4.2.1 Zm phases and scaling relation

In order to investigate the phase structures, we set βΩI = 0, 2π/3, π and 4π/3, and evaluate the
observables by changing temperature. Here, we adopt the Fourier expansion regularization (C.4),
with the parameters (C.13).

The scaling property (3.20) and the stability of un in the minimum sensitivity analysis predict
that, if the transition to a Z1 phase from a confinement phase occurs at (T, βΩI) = (TH , 0), then
the transition to the Z2 phase occurs at (T, βΩI) = (2TH , π), and the transition to the Z3 phase
occurs at (T, βΩI) = (3TH , 2π/3) and (3TH , 4π/3).

In Fig. 7, the observables at βΩI = 0, βΩI = π and βΩI = 2π
3 , 4π3 are plotted for the temperature

T = T ′, T = 2T ′ and T = 3T ′, respectively. If our prediction is correct, the transition temperatures
T ′ at each βΩI are coincident. Indeed Fig. 7 shows that all the transitions occur near T ′ = 1.1.
In addition, the values of the Polyakov loops un (the top two panels in Fig. 7) indicate that the
eigenvalue distributions are Zm symmetric, and the Zm phases are realized in our Monte-Carlo
simulation11. Also the obtained transition temperature TH ≃ 1.1 is consistent with the existent
numerical results at βΩI = 0 [58, 60, 61]. Furthermore, the T ′ dependence of all the observables
with the different βΩI are almost coincident, and it is consistent with the scaling properties of the
observables shown in Eqs. (B.4), (B.5) and (B.10) in Appendix B.1. These results verify the scaling
relation and the existence of the stable Zm phases in the bosonic BFSS matrix model.

The numerical results are also compared with those of the minimum sensitivity method (two-
loop) at βΩI = 0 calculated in the previous subsection and Sec. 6.2 of Ref. [36]. Although they
match qualitatively, the quantitative disparity is large particularly in the deconfinement phase
T ≥ TH . This is because, in the minimum sensitivity method, we ignored the O(u3n) terms in
the effective action (4.4) and used the approximation (3.10) for T ≥ TH , which is not reliable at

11In our numerical simulations, we evaluate |un| instead of taking a gauge such that all un are real. We do not
observe any issue when we compare these two quantities, as we explain in Footnote 6 of Ref. [36].
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D = 3 [36]. Besides, the discrepancy of the transition temperature TH is about 15% (see Table III in
Ref. [56], which shows that the minimum sensitivity works better for larger D). Since the minimum
sensitivity method is a kind of mean field approximation [57], this discrepancy may indicate that
the bosonic BFSS matrix model at D = 3 is strongly coupled. Thus, our numerical results provide
evidence that our scaling relation works properly even in strongly coupled systems.
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Figure 7: Monte-Carlo results of the bosonic BFSS matrix model (4.3) with an imaginary angular
velocity ΩI for (D, D̃) = (3, 1) and N = 30. ⟨|uk|⟩ (top), ⟨R2⟩ (bottom, left) and ⟨ E

N2 ⟩ (bottom,
right) at βΩI = 0, βΩI = π and βΩI = 2π

3 , 4π
3 are plotted for the temperature T = T ′, T = 2T ′

and T = 3T ′, respectively. The scaling relation (2.9) predicts that the T ′ dependence of these
observables is coincident at large N , if transitions to the Zm phases occur. Our numerical results
show that they are indeed coincident, which confirm our conjecture. The discrepancies of un for
T < TH ≃ 1.1 can also be explained as we discuss in Sec. 4.2.2. The lines denote the result of the
minimum sensitivity method at βΩI = 0 for the temperature T = T ′. The dashed lines represent
those of the confinement phase at N = 30 or N = ∞. The dotted and solid lines represent those
of the non-uniform and gapped phase at N = ∞, respectively.

4.2.2 Polyakov loops ⟨|un|⟩ in the confinement phase

We next study the behaviors of un in the confinement phase (T < TH ≃ 1.1). Although ⟨|un|⟩ = 0
in the confinement phase at large N , they receive the 1/N corrections and the scaling relation (2.9)
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predicts that they obey the relation

1√
n
⟨|un(T/n,ΩI)|⟩ = ⟨|u1(T,ΩI)|⟩ ∼ O(1/N), (confinement phase). (4.10)

See Eq. (B.8) in Appendix B.1.4 for the derivation of this equation. Indeed, |un| in our numerical
results (the top two panels in Fig. 7) show ⟨|un|⟩ ≠ 0. We evaluate un in detail numerically, at
βΩI = 0 for simplicity, and test the scaling relation (4.10).

However, in the confinement phase (T ≲ 1.1), the discrepancy of |u1| between the minimum
sensitivity and the numerical simulation is larger than the other observables (the top left panel in
Fig. 7). We guess that this is attributed to the fluctuations in the Fourier expansion regularization
(C.4) at low temperature. To illustrate this, we compare ⟨|u1|⟩ between the Fourier expansion
regularization at Λ = 3, 7 and the lattice regularization with 15 and 60 lattice sites, whose details are
presented in Sec. 5.1 of Ref. [36]. In Fig. 8 (Left) the result at D = 3, N = 30, ΩI = 0 is presented.
Although the results of the Fourier expansion regularization and the lattice regularization agree in
the deconfinement phase (T ≳ 1.4), they do not agree in the confinement phase12 (T ≲ 1.0), while
those of the lattice regularization agree with the minimum sensitivity nicely. Thus, the fluctuation
for |u1| in the Fourier expansion regularization is larger in this region, and it would cause the
discrepancy.

Thus, in order to test the relation (4.10), we apply the lattice regularization, instead of the
Fourier expansion regularization. Here, we focus on the D = 3, N = 30 and ΩI = 0 case with 60
lattice sites. In Fig. 8 (Right), we plot ⟨|un|⟩√

n
for the temperature T = n

6 (n = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) and

T = n
3 (n = 1, 2, 3), which are all T < 1.1. This nicely confirms the property (4.10), verifying the

scaling relation (2.9) in the bosonic BFSS matrix model (4.2).
Also, they are nicely compared with the value of u1:

|u1| =
{

0.029564 (T = 1
6)

0.0305833 (T = 1
3)

, (4.11)

which is obtained by Eq. (B.7) and a1(β, 0,m0,m0) of the minimum sensitivity (4.6). It may indicate
that the minimum sensitivity analysis is better at lower temperatures in the confinement phase.
Recall that the confinement phase is controlled by just a single function a1(T ) in the Polyakov loop
effective action (2.14), while higher order terms of un contribute in the deconfinement phase. This
may explain that the minimum sensitivity works better at low temperatures.

5 Zm phases in four-dimensional pure Yang-Mills theories

In the previous two sections, we studied the models of matrix quantum mechanics. In this section,
we will further study two models related to the four-dimensional pure Yang-Mills theories, which
is also related to the bosonic BFSS matrix model (4.2) at D = 3. One is the YM theory on a small
S3 and the other is the YM theory on R3 at high temperatures. In both cases, we can use free
field approximations and investigate the models analytically. We will see that Zm phases appear
in these models as well.

12Although Fig. 8 (Left) shows that increasing Λ improves the result of ⟨|u1|⟩ at low temperature, this still obscures
the behavior below the critical point TH ≃ 1.1. Also, with the Fourier expansion regularization at D = 3, N = 30,
ΩI = 0, Λ = 7, ⟨|u1|⟩ is 0.042(5) and 0.046(6) at T = 1

6
and T = 1

3
, respectively, which is less close to the result of

the minimum sensitivity method (4.11) than that of the lattice regularization presented in Fig. 8 (Right). On the
other hand, our Fourier expansion analysis except |u1| for T ≲ 1.4 would be reliable, since |u1| agrees with the lattice
regularization for T ≳ 1.4 and other quantities (u2, R

2, E) agree with those of the minimum sensitivity T ≲ 1.0 as
shown in Fig. 7, which imply the fluctuation of |u1| is less relevant in these quantities.
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Figure 8: (Left) We compare ⟨|u1|⟩ obtained by the lattice regularization with 15 and 60 lattice sites
with that of the Fourier expansion regularization with Λ = 3 and 7. In both cases, we take D = 3,
N = 30, ΩI = 0. The solid line “HTE” denotes u1 obtained by the high temperature expansion [62]
at D = 3, N = ∞, ΩI = 0. The other lines are the predictions from the minimum sensitivity. The
lattice regularization agrees with the minimum sensitivity in the confinement phase (T ≲ 1.0).

(Right) ⟨|un|⟩√
n

is plotted for the temperature T = n
6 (n = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) and T = n

3 (n = 1, 2, 3) for

D = 3, N = 30, Ω = 0. They take almost the same value, which verify the scaling relation (4.10).
The dashed and solid lines represent u1 obtained by the minimum sensitivity method at T = 1

6 and
T = 1

3 as given by Eq. (4.11).

5.1 Pure Yang-Mills theory on S3

We analyze the finite temperature SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on S3,

S =
1

g2

∫ β

0
dt

∫
S3

d3xTr
(
F 2
µν

)
. (5.1)

On S3, the gauge field except Aτ possess masses proportional to the inverse of the radius of the
sphere. Thus, the perturbative expansion works for a small sphere, and we study the leading order
(free limit) of this perturbative calculation [24,25].

There are two commuting angular momenta on S3, and we introduce two angular velocities Ω1

and Ω2 correspondingly [63]. The Polyakov loop effective potential with these angular velocities
can be read from the result of N = 4 SYM theory in Ref. [64], and it becomes

V (β, {un}) =
11

120
+

∞∑
n=1

an|un|2, an :=
1

nβ
(1− zV (x

n)) , (5.2)

where x := e−β and we have taken the radius of the sphere to be 1. Although x was used as a
symbol for a similar quantity in the previous section, we do not think this is confusing. The first
term is the the Casimir energy of the gauge fields on S3 [24,65]. zV (x) is called the single-particle
partition function for the spatial gauge fields, which is defined as [64]

zV (x) =
x2(1 + x2 − x1+Ω1 − x1−Ω1 − x1+Ω2 − x1−Ω2 + xΩ1+Ω2 + x−Ω1−Ω2)

(1− x1+Ω1)(1− x1+Ω2)(1− x1−Ω1)(1− x1−Ω2)
+ (Ω2 → −Ω2) . (5.3)

Note that this result is valid only when |Ω1| < 1 and |Ω2| < 1. Otherwise the partition function
diverges, which indicates the instability of the system.
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The effective potential (5.2) is consistent with the scaling relation (2.14), since n and β appear
only in the combination nβ in an. Besides, the effective action has a periodicity Ωi → Ωi + 2πi/β.

Using this effective potential (5.2), we analyze the phase structure. Similarly to the free matrix
quantum mechanics case, this effective potential has only the quadratic terms for un, which is a
feature of free theories. Thus, we can apply the analysis in the free matrix quantum mechanics.

First, for simplicity, we take Ω1 = Ω2 = 0. Then a1 becomes

βa1 = 1− 2x2(3− x)

(1− x)3
. (5.4)

This is positive at T = 0 and reaches zero at T = TH ≃ 0.76, where the confinement/deconfinement
transition occurs. For T > TH , a1 is always negative and only the standard deconfinement phase
appears.

5.1.1 Phase diagram of the Yang-Mills theory on S3 with a real angular velocity

Taking Ω1 = Ω > 0 and Ω2 = 0 in the effective potential (5.2), we study the phase diagram of the
system with a real angular velocity. (Since the results do not change qualitatively even if both Ω1

and Ω2 are set to non-zero, we omit showing the results for Ω2 ̸= 0 here.) Then a1 becomes

βa1 = 1− 2x2(1− x+ 2 coshβΩ)

(1− x)(1 + x2 − 2x coshβΩ)
. (5.5)

Similarly to the free matrix quantum mechanics case, only the confinement phase and the Z1 phase
appears and the transition occurs along the curve a1 = 0. This line is plotted in Fig. 9 (the left
panel). This plot shows that the transition temperature decreases as Ω increases.

5.1.2 Phase diagram of the Yang-Mills theory on S3 with an imaginary angular ve-
locity

Taking Ω1 = iΩI > 0 and Ω2 = 0 in the effective potential (5.2), we study the phase diagram of
the system with an imaginary angular velocity. (Again the results do not change qualitatively so
much even if both Ω1 and Ω2 are set to non-zero.) Then, we obtain

am =
1

mβ

(
1− 2x2m(1− xm + 2 cosmβΩI)

(1− xm)(1 + x2m − 2xm cosmβΩI)

)
. (5.6)

Now, Zm phases (m = 1, 2, 3 and 4) appear. The transitions from the confinement phase to the Zm

phases occur on the curves am = 0. Beyond these curves, the transitions between the Zm phase
and the Zn phase would occur on the curves am = an(< 0) as we discussed in Sec. 3.3. The results
are shown in Fig. 9 (the right panel). We see that this phase diagram is qualitatively similar to
that of the free matrix quantum mechanics and the bosonic BFSS matrix model at (D, D̃) = (3, 1).

5.2 Four-dimensional pure Yang-Mills theory at high temperature

We study phases in the four-dimensional SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on S1
β×R3 at high temperatures,

where the perturbative calculation works [16]. At the leading order of the perturbative analysis, the
effective potential density with an imaginary angular velocity ΩI has been computed in Ref. [22],

V(β, {un}) =
∞∑
n=1

an|un|2, an = − 2

π2(nβ)4
cos (nβΩI) . (5.7)
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Figure 9: Phase diagrams of the four-dimensional Yang-Mills theory on S3 (5.2) with a real angular
velocity Ω (the left panel) and with an imaginary angular velocity ΩI (the right panel). For the
real angular velocity, the phase diagram is very similar to the free matrix quantum mechanics case.
For the imaginary angular velocity, the Zm phases (m = 1, 2, 3 and 4) appear and the transitions
to these phases from the confinement phase occur on the curves am = 0 (5.6). Also, the transitions
between the Zm phase and the Zn phase would occur on the curves am = an.

This result is for the rotation center. An analysis away from the center was also studied in Ref. [23]
but we do not consider it here for simplicity. Since the effective potential has the symmetries
βΩI → βΩI + 2π and βΩI → −βΩI , it is sufficient to evaluate the region 0 ≤ βΩI ≤ π.

We again assume that a Zm phase is stable when the corresponding am is the minimum. Then,
the phase transition occurs at am = an, and the phase diagram is obtained as shown in Fig. 10.
Zm phases (m = 1, 2, 3 and 4) appear similarly to the S3 case.

In Appendix E, we explore the phase diagrams at finite N . Interestingly, the authors of Ref. [22]
found stable high temperature confinement phases in the SU(2) and SU(3) cases near βΩI = π.
On the other hand, we did not observe a high temperature confinement phase at large N . We will
study larger N (N = 4, 5, 6 and 12) and argue the connection between the results at the N = 2
and 3 cases and our large-N results. We will see that the phase diagrams highly depend on N , and
the large-N approximation does not work for N ≤ 5 at least.

6 Discussions

In this paper, we have shown that the Polyakov loop effective potentials in finite temperature
large-N gauge theories obey the scaling relation (2.9). In particular, we have seen that it holds
even in the Monte-Carlo simulation of the bosonic BFSS matrix model, and it suggests that the
scaling relation is valid in the non-perturbative regime. We have also studied the phase diagrams of
the large-N gauge theories in the presence of imaginary chemical potentials and imaginary angular
velocities, and have observed that the Zm-type deconfinement phases appear stably. The possible
applications of our results are discussed in the following subsections.

22



0
π

4

π

2
3 π

4
π

Figure 10: Phase diagram of the four-dimensional SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on S1
β × R3 at high

temperatures (5.7) with an imaginary angular velocity ΩI in the large-N limit. This diagram is
similar to the S3 case shown in Fig. 9 at high temperatures.

6.1 The gauge/gravity correspondence

We have found the stable Zm phases in the large-N gauge theories. Through the gauge/gravity
correspondence [10, 11], these predict the existence of the corresponding stable solutions in gravi-
tational theories.

For example, the gravity duals of the deconfinement phases (the Z1 phases) in the bosonic
BFSS matrix model [66] and the pure Yang-Mills theories [67] are the single caged black hole
solutions, where the Euclidean temporal S1

β in the gauge theories is mapped to a spatial S1 in
the gravitational theories. (Here the confinement/deconfinement transitions in the gauge theories
correspond to the Gregory-Laflamme transitions in the gravitational theories [68].) Thus, the Zm

phases would correspond to the multiple caged black hole solutions where m identical black holes
are symmetrically arranged on the spatial circle [43,69].

Usually, black holes are attracted to each other and such a multiple black hole configuration is
unstable. Correspondingly, Zm solution in large-N gauge theories is usually unstable [43]. However,
we have shown that the imaginary chemical potentials or the imaginary angular velocities make the
Zm solutions stable. In the gauge/gravity correspondence, these potentials in the gauge theories
are mapped to background supergravity fields in the gravitational theories. Therefore, our results
predict that the multiple caged black holes are stabilized by these background fields. It would be
interesting to understand the mechanism of the stabilization in gravity. (Recently, a related study
in an AdS soliton has been done in Ref. [70].)

Also, the deconfinement phases in the large-N supersymmetric gauge theories are duals of the
black hole solutions in the supergravity theories, where the Euclidean temporal S1

β in the gauge

theories is identified with the temporal S1
β in the gravitational theories [10, 11]. In Appendix D,

we find stable Zm phases in four-dimensional N = 4 SYM theory on S3 in the small volume limit,
where the free field approximation is available [24,26]. Thus, we naively expect the existence of the
dual solutions in supergravity. However, the corresponding gravitational solutions have not been
known so far, and it is valuable to explore such solutions. One possibility is that the dual solutions
are possible only in the higher spin theory corresponding to the N = 4 SYM theory in the free
limit [71].

In addition to these questions about the Zm solutions, it would be interesting to understand the
implications of the scaling properties of the Polyakov loop effective potential in the gravitational
theories.
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6.2 Scaling relation

We have shown the scaling relation (2.9) for the Polyakov loop effective potentials in the large-N
gauge theories. However, we have considered the gauge theories coupled to only adjoint matter
fields, and it would be important to study the contributions of other matter fields. It is also
interesting to study the effects of the θ-term [72] and the Chern-Simons couplings, which we have
not considered.

If there are several compact circles in the theory, we can introduce the loop operators winding
each circle. Then, the effective theory of these loop operators would obey a similar scaling relation
with respect to these cycles [73–76]. This should be investigated further.

Besides, if fermions are included, our scaling relation predicts the connection between the
Polyakov loop effective potential and the Witten index [77] (see Eq. (A.9)). Since we can compute
the indexes in supersymmetric gauge theories even at strong coupling [78], this connection may be
useful to investigate the thermodynamics of supersymmetric gauge theories.

6.3 Zm phases and phase diagrams

In this study, we show that the phase diagrams of large-N gauge theories with imaginary chemical
potentials and imaginary angular velocities are very rich, and that stable Zm phases exist. We
have studied several models: the gauged free matrix quantum mechanics, the bosonic BFSS matrix
model, the four-dimensional YM theories and the N=4 SYM theory on S3. It would be valuable
to further analyze other models.

From the viewpoint of the gauge/gravity correspondence, the analysis of the phase diagrams
of supersymmetric gauge theories [11, 79] and Chern-Simons theories [14, 80] is also an interesting
problem. In particular, we can tune the imaginary chemical potentials such that the fermions
become periodic along the temporal circle while keeping the periodicity of the bosons (e.g. βµI =
2π). Then, supersymmetry would hold and calculations in this region may be simplified. This
could be a clue to revealing the whole phase structures of the supersymmetric gauge theories.

6.4 Real world from matrix?

Many attempts have been made to describe our real world using matrix models such as the IKKT
matrix model [81–83] (see Ref. [84] for recent developments). In these studies, it is an important
issue to clarify the mechanism by which the symmetries of the Standard Model in particle physics
arise [85, 86]. In this paper, it has been demonstrated that even in simple (S)YM theories, the
non-trivial Zm symmetries appear. It would be worthwhile to apply this result to gain a better
understanding of the emergence of symmetries in large-N gauge theories. A related topic is the
Hosotani mechanism in particle phenomenology [87], in which the gauge symmetries are broken
by the Aharonov-Bohm effect on the compact circles, which are similar to imaginary chemical
potentials on the Euclidean temporal circle discussed in this paper.

6.5 Real angular velocities

Although the present study focused on the analysis of imaginary angular velocities, progress was
also made for real angular velocities.

As discussed in Sec. 5.1.1, we found that, in the Yang-Mills theory on S3, the deconfinement
transition temperature decreases as the angular velocity increases. (Similar behaviors have been
found in the N=4 SYM theory on S3 too [64].) In Refs. [35, 36], a similar analysis was performed
for the Yang-Mills theory on TD in a small volume limit, where the theory reduces to the bosonic
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BFSS matrix model (4.2), and the same behavior was observed. These results suggest that angular
velocities lower the transition temperatures in pure Yang-Mills theories on finite volume spaces,
and it may be so even in the four-dimensional Yang-Mills theory on R3 with an appropriate IR-cut
off.

An important question is what happens in the SU(3) YM theory on R3, which is related to
QCD in our real world. However, the phase transitions discussed so far are the large-N phase
transitions, and any transitions do not occur in gauge theories on finite volume spaces with finite
gauge groups. Therefore, we need to clarify whether the present results can be extended to infinite
volume systems with finite gauge groups.

Another way to resolve this question is to use an analytic continuation from imaginary angular
velocity to real one. We found that the phase diagram of the YM theory on R3 with the imaginary
angular velocity at high temperature (Fig. 10) is very similar to that of S3 (Fig. 9, right panel).
It may indicate that the phase diagram of the YM on R3 at low temperature is also similar to
that of S3. If so, the imaginary angular velocity increases the transition temperature in the YM
on R3. The same behavior in the SU(3) YM on R3 has also been proposed by the authors of
Ref. [22]13. Then, a naive analytic continuation predicts that the real angular velocity lowers the
transition temperature, which is consistent with our results of the finite volume systems. However,
it is quite subtle whether such an analytic continuation always works even for small ΩI [22,88,89].
Thus, although our results are suggestive, they are still not conclusive for understanding the phase
diagram of SU(3) YM on R3 with real angular velocity.
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Y. Tanizaki and A. Tsuchiya for valuable discussions and comments. We would also like to thank
the members of YITP and Saga University for useful discussions at seminars, where parts of this
work were presented. The work of T. M. is supported in part by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
C (No. 20K03946) from JSPS. Numerical calculations were carried out using the computational
resources, such as KEKCC and NTUA het clusters.

A Derivation of the scaling relation

In this appendix, we show the derivation of the scaling relation for the Polyakov loop effective
potential discussed in Sec. 2.2. The scaling relation changes depending on the presence of fermions.
We will consider bosonic systems in Appendix A.1 and systems coupled to fermions in Appendix
A.2.

A.1 Derivation of the scaling relation (2.9) in bosonic systems

We derive the scaling relation (2.9) in bosonic systems by using Schwinger-Dyson equations (loop
equations), which provide non-perturbative relations between loop operators. They are particularly
useful in large-N gauge theories, since the large-N factorization drastically simplifies the equations
[2], and in fact, it has been shown in Refs. [3, 20, 21] that dynamics of large-N gauge theories
are strongly constrained. The scaling relation, which we will derive here, is an extension of these
results.

We consider d-dimensional U(N) gauge theories (d ≥ 1), which may be coupled to bosonic
adjoint matter fields. (Here, we take U(N) rather than SU(N), since Schwinger-Dyson equations are

13A lattice computation of SU(3) YM theory shows an opposite behavior that the imaginary angular velocity
decreases the transition temperature [33], and we should clarify this discrepancy.
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Figure 11: Polyakov loops at inverse temperature β (left panel) and 3β (right panel). They are
open loop operators in the coordinate space −∞ < τ < ∞. If un(β) = 0 (n /∈ 3Z), only the same
Polyakov loops appear in both the inverse temperature β and 3β. Thus, the Polyakov loops u3n(β)
and un(3β) should obey the same Schwinger-Dyson equations.

simpler but their difference is irrelevant at largeN .) When gauge theories are at finite temperatures,
there exist not only the usual closed loop operators (Wilson loops) but also loop operators winding
around the Euclidean temporal circle. For example, the following loop operator exists

W (Cn, β) :=
1

N
TrP exp

(
i

∫
Cn

Aµdx
µ

)
, (A.1)

where Cn is a contour winding around the temporal circle n times. This loop operator is closed
through the periodicity of the field Aµ(τ, x⃗) = Aµ(τ + nβ, x⃗). Thus, in the coordinate space
−∞ < τ < ∞, the contour Cn can be regarded as an “open path” connecting the point (τ, x⃗) to
the point (τ + nβ, x⃗) [20]. We call W (Cn, β) for n ̸= 0 an open loop operator.

The Polyakov loops un defined in Eq. (2.1) are also a kind of open loop operators. See Fig. 11.
Also, when adjoint matter fields are coupled to the system, there are loop operators with several
local matter operators inserted in the path. Hereafter, we symbolically denote by W (Cn, β) the
loop operator, including these cases.

The Schwinger-Dyson equations for the loop operators (A.1) describe the joining and/or split-
ting of the loops [90]. If there are no fermions, the Schwinger-Dyson equation with respect to the
loop operator W (Cn, β) is schematically written as [20]∑

C′
n

g′
〈
W (C ′

n, β)
〉
=
∑
k

∑
C′′

n−k, C′′′
k

〈
W (C ′′

n−k, β)W (C ′′′
k , β)

〉
=
∑
k

∑
C′′

n−k, C′′′
k

〈
W (C ′′

n−k, β)
〉 〈

W (C ′′′
k , β)

〉
+O(1/N2), (A.2)

where the large-N factorization has been used in the second line. The left-hand side represents the
local operator insertions to the loop operatorW (Cn, β) through the Lagrangian density, where {C ′

n}
symbolically denotes the operator insertions to W (Cn, β) and {g′} are some constants depending
on the parameters of the Lagrangian such as the masses of the matters, coupling constants and
chemical potentials but not temperature. The right-hand side represents the splitting of the loop
operator W (Cn, β) into W (C ′′

n−k, β) and W (C ′′′
k , β). The total winding number is n on both the left

and right-hand sides, and it is conserved14. There are other types of Schwinger-Dyson equations
for multiple loop operators and they also have similar structures [21].

14If fundamental matters are coupled, there are genuine open loop operators connecting the fundamental and
anti-fundamental matters, and the winding number is not conserved. Thus, the discussion in this section is not
applicable.
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The key feature of the Schwinger-Dyson equation (A.2) at large N is that the temperature
dependence arises only through the non-zero expectation values of the open loop operatorsW (Ck, β)
(k ̸= 0) [20]. Thus, for example, if we formally set all the expectation values of W (Ck, β) to zero
except k = 0, the set of the Schwinger-Dyson equations is equivalent to that of zero temperature,
where only W (C0, β) exists

15. This is due to the large-N factorization, since ⟨W (Cm, β)⟩ = 0 does
not mean ⟨W (Cm, β)W (Cn, β)⟩ = 0 at finite N .

Now what happens if we set all the expectation values of the open loop operators to zero except
⟨W (Cmk, β)⟩ (k ∈ Z) for a positive integer m in the Schwinger-Dyson equation (A.2)? In this case,
the equation becomes∑

C′
mn

g′
〈
W (C ′

mn, β)
〉
=
∑
k

∑
C′′

m(n−k)
, C′′′

mk

〈
W (C ′′

m(n−k), β)
〉 〈

W (C ′′′
mk, β)

〉
+O(1/N2). (A.3)

This is the Schwinger-Dyson equation at inverse temperature mβ by identifying ⟨W (Cmk, β)⟩ =
⟨W (Ck,mβ)⟩16. See Fig. 11 for the m = 3 case.

Recall that the Schwinger-Dyson equations provide the correlations between the loop operators.
On the other hand, the Polyakov loop effective potential (2.8) also provides the correlations of the
Polyakov loops un after the integration of other fields. Therefore, the above properties of the
Schwinger-Dyson equations should be reproduced by the Polyakov loop effective potential (2.8).
Hence, the Polyakov loop effective potential satisfies the scaling relation

V (β, {un})|un=0 (n/∈mZ), umn→un
= V (mβ, {un}), (A.4)

which ensures that, if we set un(β) = 0 (n /∈ mZ), the correlations of the Polyakov loops umn(β)
are equivalent to those of un(mβ). This is the derivation of the scaling relation (2.9).

A.2 Scaling relation in systems coupled to fermions

If adjoint fermions Ψ are coupled, the scaling relation (2.9)(= (A.4)) are modified as follows.
Suppose that the fermions Ψ are inserted to the loop operator W (Cn, β). Since the fermions
satisfy the anti-periodic boundary condition Ψ(τ + β) = −Ψ(τ), the Schwinger-Dyson equation for
W (Cn, β) derived from the variation of the fermion Ψ + δΨ is schematically written as∑

C′
n

g′
〈
W (C ′

n, β)
〉
=
∑
k

∑
C′′

n−k, C′′′
k

(−1)k
〈
W (C ′′

n−k, β)
〉 〈

W (C ′′′
k , β)

〉
+O(1/N2). (A.5)

Note that additional sign factors coming from the ordering of δΨ may appear in this equation but
they are not important in our arguments, and we have omitted them. Here, the sign factor (−1)k

appears in the right-hand side, since the splitting into the loop C ′′′
k occurs through the relation

Ψ(τ + kβ) = (−1)kΨ(τ). We will see shortly that this sign factor requires a modification of the
scaling relation (A.4), depending on whether m is odd or even.

15 We can show that ⟨W (Cn, β)⟩ = 0 (n ̸= 0) can always be a consistent solution of the Schwinger-Dyson equations
as follows. At zero temperature, the periodicity of the temporal Euclidean circle can be ignored, and the stable
solution of the the Schwinger-Dyson equations is given by ⟨W (C0, β = ∞)⟩ and ⟨W (Cn, β = ∞)⟩ = 0 (n ̸= 0), where
⟨W (C0, β = ∞)⟩ take certain values. Since the Schwinger-Dyson equation (A.2) does not depend on β, this can be a
solution at any temperature. Therefore, ⟨W (C0, β)⟩ = ⟨W (C0, β = ∞)⟩ and ⟨W (Cn, β)⟩ = 0 (n ̸= 0) is a consistent
solution. This solution would be stable when the system is confined, while it becomes unstable above the transition
temperature. Note that the stability of the solution is not important for the derivation of the scaling relation.

16Similarly to the argument in footnote 15, for a positive integer m, ⟨W (Cn, β)⟩ = 0 (n /∈ mZ) and ⟨W (Cmk, β)⟩ =
⟨W (Ck,mβ)⟩ (k ∈ Z) is a consistent solution of the Schwinger-Dyson equations.
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Let us consider the odd m = 2l + 1 case. If we set all the expectation values of the open loop
operators to zero except ⟨W (Cmk, β)⟩ (k ∈ Z, m = 2l + 1, l ∈ N ), the Schwinger-Dyson equation
for ⟨W (Cmk, β)⟩ becomes∑

C′
mn

g′
〈
W (C ′

mn, β)
〉
=
∑
k

∑
C′′

m(n−k)
, C′′′

mk

(−1)k
〈
W (C ′′

m(n−k), β)
〉 〈

W (C ′′′
mk, β)

〉
+O(1/N2). (A.6)

This equation is equivalent to that for ⟨W (Ck, (2l + 1)β)⟩ at the inverse temperature (2l + 1)β,
since the sign factor has become (−1)(2l+1)k = (−1)k. This property requires that the Polyakov
loop effective potential satisfies the following relation

V (β, {un})|un=0 (n/∈(2l+1)Z), u(2l+1)n→un
= V ((2l + 1)β, {un}). (A.7)

This is similar to the scaling relation (A.4) in the bosonic systems.
For even m = 2l, if we set all the expectation values of the open loop operators to zero except

⟨W (Cmk, β)⟩ (k ∈ Z, m = 2l, l ∈ N ), the Schwinger-Dyson equation (A.5) becomes∑
C′

mn

d′
〈
W (C ′

mn, β)
〉
=
∑
k

∑
C′′

m(n−k)
, C′′′

mk

〈
W (C ′′

m(n−k), β)
〉 〈

W (C ′′′
mk, β)

〉
+O(1/N2), (A.8)

where the sign factor disappears, since (−1)(2l)k = 1. This is not the Schwinger-Dyson equation for
⟨W (Ck, 2lβ)⟩ at the inverse temperature 2lβ but that in the same system with periodic fermions
Ψ(τ + 2lβ) = Ψ(τ). Thus, the partition function in this case is not a thermal one but the Witten
index Tr

(
(−1)F e−2lβH

)
[77]. Then, the Polyakov loop effective potential has to satisfy

V (β, {un})|un=0 (n/∈2lZ), u2ln→un
= VP (2lβ, {un}), (A.9)

where VP is the effective potential for the system with the periodic fermions. In this way, the
scaling relation (A.4) has been modified.

In Sec. 2.2, we have argued that the scaling property of the effective action in the bosonic
system constrains the expansion coefficients in Eq. (2.8) as shown in Eq. (2.12). Similarly, in the
system coupled to the fermions, the scaling properties (A.7) and (A.9) require the relations:

∂βϵ = 0, a2n+1(β) = a1((2n+ 1)β), a2n(β) = a2(nβ), · · · . (A.10)

Note that a2(β) = aP1(2β), where aP1 is the coefficient of |u1|2 in the effective potential VP . Thus,
the expansion (2.8) of the effective potential for small un becomes

V (β, {un}) =ϵ+

∞∑
n=0

a1((2n+ 1)β)|u2n+1|2 +
∞∑
n=1

a2(nβ)|u2n|2 +O(u3n). (A.11)

Hence, the thermodynamics of the system for small un is controlled by the two functions a1(β) and
a2(β).

B Observables in Zm solution

In Sec. 3.3, we argued that the free energy of the Zm phase at βΩI = 2πk/m is related to that of
the Z1 phase at βΩI = 0 through the scaling relation (2.9) as shown in Eq. (3.20). We extend this
relation to several observables in general systems including higher dimensional gauge theories.
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We assume that, in a Zm solution, the Polyakov loops satisfy

umk ̸= 0 (k ∈ Z), un = 0 (n /∈ mZ). (B.1)

We will see that the values of the observables in the Zm solutions are related to each other. These
relations hold even if the Zm solutions are unstable. Such relations would also be useful in Monte-
Carlo calculations and gravitational calculations in holography, when we explore Zm solutions.

In the following arguments, we assume that an imaginary chemical potential µI is introduced
in the system. This assumption is not necessary for the derivation of the relations. But it would
be useful, since various imaginary chemical potentials are used in this paper.

The relations change depending on whether fermions are coupled to the system or not, and we
discuss the bosonic case in Appendix B.1 and the case of systems coupled to fermions in Appendix
B.2.

B.1 Bosonic systems

We consider a system that is not coupled to fermions. We assume that the system has a periodicity
with respect to the chemical potential µI = µI + 2π/β.

B.1.1 Pseudo free energy

By using the assumption (B.1) and the scaling relation (2.9)(= (A.4)), the pseudo free energy of
the Zm solution, which is N2V at the solution via the saddle point approximation, is related to
that of the Z1 solution as

F (β, µI)|Zm
= F (mβ, µI)|Z1

= F (mβ, µI + 2πk/mβ)|Z1
, k ∈ Z, (B.2)

where |Zm represents the quantities of the Zm solution.

B.1.2 Internal energy

The internal energy E is obtained from the free energy via

E =
∂

∂β
(βF ). (B.3)

Hence we obtain

E(β, µI)|Zm
= E(mβ, µI)|Z1

= E(mβ, µI + 2πk/mβ)|Z1
, k ∈ Z, (B.4)

from the relation (B.2).

B.1.3 um and ρ(α) in the Zm solution

As discussed in Appendix A, the Polyakov loops un obey the Schwinger-Dyson equation (A.2), and
thus the Zm solution (B.1) should satisfy

unm(β, µI)|Zm
= un(mβ, µI)|Z1

= un(mβ, µI + 2πk/mβ)|Z1
, k ∈ Z. (B.5)

Also, by applying this relation to Eq.(2.5), the eigenvalue density function ρ(α, β, µI) is obtained
as

ρ(α, β, µI)|Zm
=

1

2π

∑
n∈Z

un(mβ, µI)|Z1
e−imnα = ρ(mα,mβ, µI + 2πk/mβ)|Z1

. (B.6)

Note that ρ(mα)|Z1
has a periodicity α = α+ 2π/m, since ρ(α) = ρ(α+ 2π). Thus, if ρ(α)|Z1

has
a single peak, ρ(α)|Zm

= ρ(mα)|Z1
has m peaks as shown in Fig. 4 for m = 2 and 3.

29



B.1.4 um in the confinement phase

In the confinement phase, the Polyakov loops |un| are all zero in large-N gauge theories as we
discussed in Sec. 2.3. However, we can evaluate the leading 1/N correction. In the effective
potential (2.14), the higher order terms with respect to un are negligible in the confinement phase,
and the quadratic term an|un|2 would dominate. Since this is approximately a gaussian integral in
the path integral (2.6) [24], we obtain [58]17

⟨|un|⟩ ≃
1

2N

√
π

βan
. (B.7)

This expression would be reliable if the system is sufficiently below the transition point an = 0,
and all un are small. By applying the scaling relation for an (2.12) to Eq. (B.7), we obtain

⟨|un(β, µI)|⟩ =
√
n⟨|u1(nβ, µI)|⟩ =

√
n⟨|u1(nβ, µI + 2πk/nβ)|⟩, (confinement phase). (B.8)

This is different from the relation (B.5) obtained in the Zm solution by a factor of
√
n on the

right-hand side. This is not a contradiction, since Eq. (B.7) is for the confinement phase while
Eq. (B.5) is for the Zm solution.

B.1.5 R2

So far, we have studied the quantities in large-N gauge theories in general dimensions. We consider
here only matrix quantum mechanics. There, the quantity R2 defined by

R2(β, µI) :=
1

βN

∫ β

0
dt

D∑
I=1

⟨TrXIXI⟩, (B.9)

is often evaluated in Monte-Carlo calculations.
By adding a source term J

∑D
I=1TrX

IXI to the Lagrangian, this quantity can be evaluated by
differentiating the obtained free energy by J . Since such a source term affects only the left-hand
side of the Schwinger-Dyson equation (A.2), the scaling relation (2.9) still holds. Hence we obtain
the relation

R2(β, µI)
∣∣
Zm

= R2(mβ, µI)
∣∣
Z1

= R2(mβ, µI + 2πk/mβ)
∣∣
Z1

, k ∈ Z. (B.10)

B.2 Systems coupled to fermions

We study a system coupled to fermions. Here, we assume that the system has a periodicity
µI = µI + 4π/β. In this case, the effective potential obeys the scaling relations (A.7) and (A.9)
but not Eq. (A.4). Correspondingly, the relationships for the observables in the bosonic systems in
Appendix B.1 should be modified depending on whether m is odd or even.

For pseudo free energy, we obtain the relations

F (β, µI)|Z2l+1
= F ((2l + 1)β, µI)|Z1

= F ((2l + 1)β, µI + 4πk/(2l + 1)β)|Z1
, k ∈ Z, (B.11)

F (β, µI)|Z2l
= F (lβ, µI)|Z2

= F (lβ, µI + 4πk/lβ)|Z2
, (B.12)

17Note that, in d-dimensional quantum field theories (not matrix quantum mechanics), an in the effective potential
(2.8) is proportional to the volume of the space. However, if we define an as a coefficient in the effective Lagrangian
density rather than the effective potential as we did in Eq. (5.7) in the YM theory, we have to replace an to Vd−1an,
where Vd−1 is the volume of the (d− 1)-dimensional space, when we apply the formula (B.7).
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from Eqs. (A.7) and (A.9). We obtain similar relations for the internal energy E (B.4) and R2

(B.9)

E(β, µI)|Z2l+1
= E((2l + 1)β, µI)|Z1

= E((2l + 1)β, µI + 4πk/(2l + 1)β)|Z1
, (B.13)

E(β, µI)|Z2l
= E(lβ, µI)|Z2

= E(lβ, µI + 4πk/lβ)|Z2
, (B.14)

R2(β, µI)
∣∣
Z2l+1

= R2((2l + 1)β, µI)
∣∣
Z1

= R2((2l + 1)β, µI + 4πk/(2l + 1)β)
∣∣
Z1

, (B.15)

R2(β, µI)
∣∣
Z2l

= R2(lβ, µI)
∣∣
Z2

= R2(lβ, µI + 4πk/lβ)
∣∣
Z2

. (B.16)

For the Polyakov loops un of the Zm solution, we obtain

u(2l+1)n(β, µI)
∣∣
Z2l+1

= un((2l + 1)β, µI)|Z1
= un((2l + 1)β, µI + 4πk/(2l + 1)β)|Z1

, (B.17)

u2ln(β, µI)|Z2l
= u2n(lβ, µI)|Z2

= u2n(lβ, µI + 4πk/lβ)|Z2
, (B.18)

where other Polyakov loops un (n /∈ mZm) are zero in the Zm phase (m ≥ 2). Correspondingly, we
obtain the eigenvalue densities

ρ(α, β, µI)|Z2l+1
= ρ((2l + 1)α, (2l + 1)β, µI)|Z1

, ρ(α, β, µI)|Z2l
= ρ(lα, lβ, µI)|Z2

. (B.19)

In the confinement phase, the relationship for |un| (B.8) are modified as

⟨|u2l+1(β, µI)|⟩ =
√
2l + 1⟨|u1((2l + 1)β, µI)|⟩, (confinement phase). (B.20)

⟨|u2l(β, µI)|⟩ =
√
l⟨|u2((lβ, µI)|⟩ =

√
l⟨|u2(lβ, µI + 2πk/lβ)|⟩. (B.21)

C Details of the numerical simulation based on the Fourier ex-
pansion regularization

In this appendix, we present the details of the numerical simulation of the bosonic BFSS matrix
model (4.3) based on the Fourier expansion regularization. Similarly to Ref. [36], where the lattice
regularization has been used, we rewrite the action (4.3) as

S = N

∫ β

0
dtTr

{
1

2

D∑
I=1

(DtX
I(t))2 −

D∑
I,J=1

1

4
[XI(t), XJ(t)]2 − Ω2

2

2D̃∑
K=1

(XK(t))2

+Ωi
D̃∑

K=1

{(DtX
K(t))XK+D̃(t)− (DtX

K+D̃(t))XK(t)}

}
, (C.1)

where Dt = ∂t− i[A(t), ]. β = 1
T is the inverse temperature. We take the U(N) gauge group rather

than SU(N), since U(N) is simpler in numerical calculations and the difference is irrelevant at large
N . At Ω = 0, this action is invariant under the transformations

XI(t) → XI(t) + xIIN , (C.2)

A(t) → A(t) + α(t)IN , (C.3)

where IN is an N × N unit matrix. xI and α(t) are c-numbers, and xI is independent of t. The
Ω ̸= 0 case maintains the invariance under the transformation (C.3), but breaks the invariance
under the transformation (C.2). In the following, we study the pure imaginary Ω case, which does
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not involve a sign problem. While we focus on the bosonic model here, we adopt a Fourier expansion
for regularization [45,46] in light of future extensions to the case including fermion [79].

XI
ij(t) =

Λ∑
n=−Λ

XI,n
ij eiθ0nt, where θ0 =

2π

β
. (C.4)

This satisfies XI,n
ij = (XI,−n

ji )∗ when XI(t) is Hermitian. We adopt a static diagonal gauge (2.2).
αk are independent of time and not subject to the Fourier expansion. This gauge gives rise to the
gauge fixing term

Sg.f. = −2
∑

1≤i<j≤N

log

∣∣∣∣sin αi − αj

2

∣∣∣∣ . (C.5)

The action we put on a computer is rewritten as

Seff =
Nβ

2

D∑
I=1


N∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

∑
−Λ≤n,p,q,n+p+q≤Λ

(
XI,n

ij XI,p
jk XJ,q

kℓ X
J,−(n+p+q)
ℓi −XI,n

ij XJ,p
jk XI,q

kℓ X
J,−(n+p+q)
ℓi

)

+

N∑
i,j=1

Λ∑
n=−Λ

(
θ0n− αi − αj

β

)2

XI,n
ij XI,−n

ji

− NβΩ2

2

2D̃∑
K=1

N∑
i,j=1

Λ∑
n=−Λ

XK,n
ij XK,−n

ji

−NβΩ

D̃∑
K=1

N∑
i,j=1

Λ∑
n=−Λ

(
θ0n− αi − αj

β

)
(XK,n

ij XK+D̃,−n
ji −XK+D̃,n

ij XK,−n
ji ) + Sg.f.. (C.6)

The (real) Langevin equation we solve is

dXI,n
ij

dσ
= − ∂Seff

∂XI,−n
ji

+ ηI,nij ,
dαi

dσ
= −∂Seff

∂αi
+ η

(α)
i . (C.7)

Here, σ is the fictitious Langevin time, which should not be confused with the time t. ηI,nij and

η
(α)
i are the white noises. ηI,nij are complex numbers satisfying ηI,nij = (ηI,−n

ji )∗ so that ηI(t), whose

(i, j) elements are ηIij(t) =
∑Λ

n=−Λ ηI,nij eiθ0nt, are Hermitian matrices. η
(α)
i are real numbers. They

obey the distribution proportional to

exp

−1

4

∫
dσ

D∑
I=1

N∑
i,j=1

Λ∑
n=−Λ

ηI,nij ηI,−n
ji

 , exp

(
−1

4

∫
dσ

N∑
i=1

(η
(α)
i )2

)
. (C.8)

When we solve the Langevin equations (C.7) numerically, they are discretized similarly to Sec. 5.1
of Ref. [36]. Since the action Seff has no sign problem, the Hermiticity of XI(t) is maintained in
the course of solving the equation (C.7). Using the Fourier expansion (C.4), the observables we
study can be rewritten as

R2 =
1

βN

∫ β

0
dt

D∑
I=1

TrXI(t)XI(t) =
1

N

D∑
I=1

N∑
i,j=1

Λ∑
n=−Λ

XI,n
ij XI,−n

ji , (C.9)

E

N2
=

−3

4Nβ

∫ β

0
dt[XI , XJ ]2 (C.10)

=
3

2N

D∑
I,J=1

N∑
i,j,k,ℓ=1

∑
−Λ≤n,p,q,n+p+q≤Λ

(
XI,n

ij XI,p
jk XJ,q

kℓ X
J,−(n+p+q)
ℓi −XI,n

ij XJ,p
jk XI,q

kℓ X
J,−(n+p+q)
ℓi

)
.
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The Polyakov loop is written as (2.4). In a rotating system, we remove the trace part and implement
the constraints [36]

1

Nβ

∫ β

0
TrdtXI(t) = 0, TrA = 0. (C.11)

We solve the Langevin equation (C.7) without imposing the constraints (C.11), and instead
calculate the observables (2.4), (C.9) and (C.10) in the measurement routine in terms of the matrices

X
I,n(m)
ij = XI,n

ij − δn,0
1

N

N∑
k=1

XI,n=0
kk , α

(m)
i = αi −

1

N

N∑
k=1

αk. (C.12)

To supplement the results in Sec. 4.2.1 that verify the scaling relation, we present the stability of
the Zm configurations of αk. In the following, we adopt the Fourier expansion regularization (C.4)
and take the parameters to be

D = 3, D̃ = 1, N = 30, Λ = 3. (C.13)

We take the “uniform configuration” (which is defined by the configuration of uniformly dis-
tributed αk) and the “Z3 configuration” as the initial configuration of the simulation. We present
the history of |uk| (k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) against the Langevin time in Fig. 12. At T = 3, βΩI = 0, we
see that all of uk grow, which suggests the Z1 solution in the deconfinement phase. On the other
hand, at T = 3, βΩI = π and T = 4, βΩI = 2π

3 , only |u2,4| and |u3| grow, respectively (in both
cases, the growth of |u6| is not tangible). This suggests the stability of the Z2 and Z3 configurations
at T = 3, βΩI = π and T = 4, βΩI = 2π

3 , respectively.
In Fig. 13, we plot the evolution of the eigenvalues distribution of αk [43] for the T = 3, βΩI = π

case, which corresponds to Fig. 12 (middle), as examples. We plot eiαk which moves on the unit
circle on the complex plane. This illustrates the way the uniform and Z3 solutions culminate in
the Z2 solution as the system is thermalized. 18

D Zm phases in the N = 4 SYM theory on S3

In this appendix, we study the phase diagrams of the N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM)
theory on S3. This model has two commutating angular momenta [63] and three U(1)R changes
Qi (i = 1, 2, 3) [91, 92]. Correspondingly, we introduce five (real) chemical potentials (two angular
velocities Ωi (i = 1, 2) and three U(1)R chemical potentials µi (i = 1, 2, 3) ). The field contents of
this theory is the gauge field, the six real scalars and the fermions that are the superpartners of
the bosonic fields. Their U(1)R changes are summarized in Table 1 [64,92].

We can analytically investigate this model by taking the small volume limit, similarly to the
YM theory on S3 discussed in Sec. 5.1. The Polyakov loop effective potential with the five chemical
potentials has been computed in Ref. [64], and the result is given by

V (β, {un}) =
∞∑
n=1

an|un|2,

an :=
1

nβ

(
1− zV (x

n)− zS(x
n)− (−1)n+1zF (x

n)
)
. (D.1)

18The movies of eiαk on the complex plane in the course of solving the Langevin equation (C.7) for Fig. 13, as well
as the other cases in Fig. 12, are available on the following website:
http://www2.yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp/~takehiro.azuma/multi_cut/index.html
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Figure 12: The history of |uk| (k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) is plotted against the Langevin time. The initial
configurations are the uniform (left) and Z3 configuations (right), respectively. The results for
T = 3, βΩI = 0 (top), T = 3, βΩI = π (middle) and T = 4, βΩI = 2π

3 (bottom) are presented.
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Figure 13: eiαk , which move on the unit circle on the complex plane, are plotted for the T = 3,
βΩI = π case, which corresponds to Fig. 12 (middle). We plot the cases of uniform (top) and Z3

(bottom) initial configurations at the Langevin time 0.002 (left), 0.1 (middle) and 0.4 (right).

Field U(1)R charges (Q1, Q2, Q3)

6 scalars (±1, 0, 0), (0,±1, 0), (0, 0,±1)

Fermion (2, 4̄) (12 ,
1
2 ,−

1
2), (

1
2 ,−

1
2 ,

1
2), (−

1
2 ,

1
2 ,

1
2), (−

1
2 ,−

1
2 ,−

1
2)

Fermion (2̄,4) (12 ,
1
2 ,

1
2), (

1
2 ,−

1
2 ,−

1
2), (−

1
2 ,

1
2 ,−

1
2), (−

1
2 ,−

1
2 ,

1
2)

Vector (0, 0, 0)

Table 1: U(1)R charges of the fields in the N = 4 SYM theory on S3

Here x := e−β and we have taken the radius of the sphere 1. zV is the single-particle partition
function for the spatial gauge field defined in Eq. (5.3). zS and zF are the single-particle partition
functions for the scalar fields and the fermion fields, respectively, and they are defined as

zS(x) =
x(1− x2)(xµ1 + x−µ1 + xµ2 + x−µ2 + xµ3 + x−µ3)

(1− x1+Ω1)(1− x1+Ω2)(1− x1−Ω1)(1− x1−Ω2)
, (D.2)

zF (x) =
x

3
2

[
x

Ω1+Ω2
2 + x−

Ω1+Ω2
2 − x

(
x

Ω1−Ω2
2 + x−

Ω1−Ω2
2

)]
(1− x1+Ω1)(1− x1+Ω2)(1− x1−Ω1)(1− x1−Ω2)

×
(
x

µ1−µ2−µ3
2 + x

−µ1+µ2−µ3
2 + x

−µ1−µ2+µ3
2 + x

µ1+µ2+µ3
2

)
+ [(µ1, µ2, µ3,Ω2) → −(µ1, µ2, µ3,Ω2)] . (D.3)

We can easily check that the effective potential (D.1) is consistent with the scaling relation (A.10).
The phase diagrams of the effective potential (D.1) with real chemical potentials have been

investigated in Ref. [64], and here we focus on the analysis of the phase diagrams with imaginary
chemical potentials.
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D.1 Phase diagrams of N = 4 SYM theory with imaginary chemical potentials

We set the five chemical potentials pure imaginary

Ω1 = iΩI1, Ω2 = iΩI2, µ1 = iµI1, µ2 = iµI2, µ3 = iµI3, (D.4)

and explore the phase diagrams. Since the fermions take half-integer values for the angular momenta
and the R-charges, while the scalar and the gauge field take integer values as shown in Table 1, the
system has the five periodicities: βΩIi = βΩIi + 4π (i = 1, 2) and βµIi = βµIi + 4π (i = 1, 2, 3).

In this system, we have the five different chemical potentials, which would make the phase
diagrams very complicated. Thus, we analyzed the phase diagrams by setting some chemical
potentials to zero and the remaining chemical potentials to a common value, say ΩI . Due to this
prescription, the periodicity of the system becomes βΩI = βΩI + 4π when the number of non-zero
chemical potentials is odd, while it becomes βΩI = βΩI+2π when the number of non-zero chemical
potentials is even.

Similarly to the free matrix quantum mechanics studied in Sec. 3.3, phase transitions to Zm

phases from a confinement phase occur on the curves am = 0. Also, the transitions between the Zm

phase and the Zn phase would occur on the curves am = an. We plot the obtained phase diagrams
in Fig. 14. There, we find that the phase diagram qualitatively changes significantly depending on
how many chemical potentials are set to non-zero. Here, it is not qualitatively important which
chemical potentials (ΩIi or µIi) are set to non-zero, and we exhibit only typical diagrams in Fig. 14.

If an even number of chemical potentials are non-zero, no Z2n phases appear (the right column
in Fig. 14). Besides, when one or two chemical potentials are set to non-zero, the direct transitions
from the confinement phase to the Zm phase (m ≥ 2) does not occur, and only the transitions to
the Z1 phase occur. The Zm phases appear only inside other Zn phases. See the top two panels
in Fig. 14. When more than three chemical potentials are set to non-zero, the transitions from
the confinement phase to the Zm phases occur. Also, when all the five chemical potentials are
set to non-zero, an become complex numbers19. In this case, the configuration that minimizes the
real part of the effective potential would dominate the partition function. Therefore, the phase
transitions would occur on the curves Re(am) = 0 or Re(am) =Re(an) (See the bottom left panel
in Fig. 14).

So far, the chemical potentials are taken to be pure imaginary. We can consider a mixture of
real and imaginary chemical potentials too. The result for the µ3 = 1/2 case is plotted in the
bottom right panel in Fig. 14. We see that the real chemical potential does not change the phase
diagram qualitatively.

We have found the stable Zm phases in the N = 4 SYM theory. Since this theory has a dual
gravity description in the AdS/CFT correspondence [10,24,26], our result suggests the existence of
the corresponding Zm solutions in gravity. It seems that such solutions are not known in gravity
so far, and exploring them is an interesting problem. Since the free SYM theory is directly related
to the tensionless string theory [71], the Zm solutions should exist at least there.

19Since the expression of an (D.1) is complicated, it is not that obvious that an becomes a complex number when
all the imaginary chemical potentials are non-zero. For example, when we take T → ∞, a1 becomes

a1 → 2iT
sin (βµI1) sin (βµI2) sin (βµI3)

sin (βΩI1) sin (βΩI2)
. (D.5)

Thus, we explicitly see that it becomes a complex number. This is due to the contributions of the fermions.
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Figure 14: Phase diagrams of the free N = 4 SYM theory on S3. There are five imaginary chemical
potentials (ΩI1, ΩI2, µI1, µI2 and µI3) and we set some of them zero and set the remaining chemical
potentials to a common value ΩI . When one or two chemical potentials are non-zero, the phase
transitions from the confinement phase to the Zm phase (m ≥ 2) do not occur (the top panels).
Only when more than three chemical potentials are non-zero, they occur. When the number of
non-zero imaginary chemical potentials is even, the periodicity is βΩI = βΩI + 2π and the Z2m

phases do not appear (the right panels), while when it is odd, the periodicity is βΩI = βΩI + 4π
and the Z2m phases appear (the left panels). In the bottom right panel, we set the real chemical
potential µ3 = 1/2. But the phase diagram is qualitatively similar to the µ3 = 0 case (the middle
right panel).
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E Phases of four-dimensional SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on R3 at
high temperatures at finite N

In Sec. 5.2, we have shown that, when the imaginary angular velocity is introduced, the Zm phases
(m = 1, · · · , 4) appear in the four-dimensional SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on R3 at high temperatures
in the large-N limit. On the other hand, the phases of the SU(2) and SU(3) Yang-Mills theories
have been investigated in Ref. [22], and it has been shown that the systems can be confined when
the imaginary angular velocity is turned on. Thus, it is interesting to ask how the phase diagrams
change as N increases, and understand the connection to the SU(2) and SU(3) cases.

When N is finite, it is convenient to compute the
∑

n in the effective potential density (5.7)
and use the following form [22],

V(β, {un}) =
π2T 4

3

N∑
i,j=1

∑
s=±1

B4

((
αi − αj + sβΩI

2π

)
mod 1

)
. (E.1)

Here B4(x) := x4 − 2x3 − x2 − 1
30 is the 4th Bernoulli polynomial, and {αi} obey the constraint∑N

i=1 αi = 0 mod 2π in SU(N) gauge theories.
We numerically evaluate the effective potential (E.1) and find the configuration {αi} that min-

imizes the potential. If the solution is Zm symmetric, we call it a Zm phase. To see whether the
obtained solution has the Zm symmetry, we evaluate the Polyakov loops un. If the solution is Zm

symmetric, un exhibits

⟨umk⟩ ≠ 0 (k ∈ Z), ⟨un⟩ = 0 (n /∈ mZ). (E.2)

Thus, these quantities are useful to investigate the phase diagrams.
Our numerical results for SU(N) (N = 2, · · · , 6 and 12) are summarized in Fig. 15. These

plots show that the Z1 phase is stable from βΩI = 0 to the vicinity of βΩI = π/2 for all N .
This is consistent with the large-N case shown in Fig. 10. Besides, in the SU(2) and SU(3) cases,
the eigenvalues distribute “uniformly” beyond βΩI = π/2 and u1 becomes 0. Thus, the systems
are confined as the authors of Ref. [22] pointed out. Note that these uniform distributions in the
SU(2) and SU(3) cases can be regarded as the Z2 phase and the Z3 phase, respectively. This is
because the ZN phase in the SU(N) theory preserves the ZN center symmetry, and it indicates
a confinement. In Fig. 15, we observe the Z4 phase in SU(4) and the Z5 phase in SU(5), which
are also confinement phases. These high temperature confinement phases may continue to the low
temperature conventional confinement phases. However, we do not observe such high temperature
confinement phases for N ≥ 6.

In the SU(4), SU(6) and SU(12) cases, the Z2 phases are stable around βΩI = π. In the
SU(5) case, since 5 is odd, the Z2 phase is impossible. However, the eigenvalue distribution around
βΩI = π resembles that of the Z2 phase, and we call it the Z ′

2 phase in Fig. 15. These results are
consistent with the large-N case, where the Z2 phase appears around βΩI = π.

In the SU(2) case, the stable phases are only the Z1 and Z2 phases, and intermediate config-
urations around βΩI = π/2 connect these two phases. Thus, no other stable phases appear. The
SU(3) case is also similar. Only the two stable phases (Z1 and Z3) exist. However, between the
Z1 phase and the Z2 (or the Z ′

2) phase, there are stable intermediate Z4, Z5 and Z3 phases in the
SU(4), SU(5) and SU(6) cases, respectively. In the SU(12) case, intermediate stable Z4 and Z3

phases appear, and the whole phase diagram is very similar to the large-N case.
In this way, the phase diagrams in the SU(N) cases approach the large-N result as N increases.

One interesting observation is that the finite N results up to N = 5 are very different form the
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Figure 15: The Polyakov loops |un| vs. the imaginary angular velocity βΩI , and the eigenvalue
distribution {eiαi} (i = 1, · · · , N) in four-dimensional SU(N) Yang-Mills theory at high temper-
atures. The results for SU(N) (N = 2, · · · , 6 and 12) are shown. In the plots of the eigenvalue
distributions, if there are several eigenvalues at one point, the number indicating the number of the
eigenvalues is written. The values of the Polyakov loops indicate the phases such that, if umk = 1
(k ∈ Z) and un = 0 (n /∈ mZ), it is the Zm phase as shown in Eq. (E.2). The ZN phase in SU(N)
is a confinement phase, since the ZN center symmetry is preserved, and this phase may continue
to the low temperature conventional confinement phase. These plots show how the phase diagrams
in the SU(N) theories approach that of the large-N limit in Fig. 10. Although the SU(12) case is
similar to the large-N case, the diagrams up to N = 5 are very different.
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large-N limit. It is a folklore that the qualitative properties of SU(N) Yang-Mills theories are
similar to those of large-N in many aspects, even at N = 3 [5]. This seems correct if imaginary
angular velocity is not introduced. However, once it is introduced, we have found that it is not
true. This is a good lesson that we should not blindly trust the large-N approximation.
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