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In this work, I consider N-component scalar quantum field theory in two dimen-
sions interacting with an upside-down quartic potential. Working in the large N
limit, the model can be solved non-perturbatively using the saddle-point method
for sufficiently strong negative coupling. At high temperature, the O(N) model
dimensionally reduces to P7T-symmetric quantum mechanics, for which powerful
non-perturbative solution methods exist. It is found that the solution from quan-
tum mechanics can be matched by the saddle-point method in quantum field theory
when allowing for saddles beyond the principal Riemann sheet. I show that saddle
points on non-principal Riemann sheets lead to a fully consistent solution of the 2d

negative-coupling O(N) model for all temperatures.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Most textbooks on continuum quantum field theory pretend that nature can be approx-
imated as classical physics plus small perturbations in the coupling. While this approach
may work well for many applications, it ignores the possibility that there are natural phe-
nomena that are inherently quantum, meaning that they do not possess a viable expansion
around a classical solutioj.

Negative coupling quantum field theory (meaning quantum field theory with an upside-
down potential) is a particular example for a theory that does not exist classically, but
nevertheless may be quantum mechanically stabldd. Historically dismissed as “nonsense”
because of the absence of a classical ground state [5], in four dimensions negative coupling
scalar quantum field theory has several attractive features such as asymptotic freedom [6],
unlike its positive coupling counterpart which is known to be quantum-trivial [7].

Studies of negative coupling quantum field theory are more difficult than ordinary quan-
tum field theory because most of the tools for quantum field theory were built for theories
which possess a classically stable ground state. For negative-coupling quantum mechan-
ics numerical methods such as Hamiltonian diagonalization are available |1, Q], but these
approaches have not been generalized to quantum field theory (see, however, Ref. [9]). Nu-
merical approaches based on lattice discretization of the Euclidean path integral are possible

|, but the absence of a classical ground state renders importance sampling techniques in-
effective, thereby relegating available simulations to small lattice volumes. Nevertheless,
alternative approaches for negative coupling quantum field theory on the lattice could prove
successful in the future j
proach [15, [16] also seems a promising direction for studying negative coupling quantum

field theory.

4]. Besides lattice discretization, the numerical bootstrap ap-

For the present work, I will focus on yet another non-perturbative approach to studying
negative coupling quantum field theory, namely semi-analytic expansion in a large number
of scalar field components. This so-called “large N” expansion is a well-established technique
that is known to provide systematically improvab@i)ﬁntitative results for positive-coupling

quantum field theory with scalars and fermions |. In four dimensions these quantum

L A well-known example is the hydrogen atom, which does not have a classically stable ground state.

2 Negative coupling quantum mechanics is a special case of PT-symmetric quantum mechanics, which is
known to exhibit positive definite Hamiltonian spectra and unitary time evolution H, u] Many predictions

from PT-symmetric quantum mechanics have been experimentally verified, cf. Refs. |3, [4].
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field theories generically predict a negative coupling in the ultraviolet H@](see, however,
Refs. [31, 132]), which nevertheless appears to be harmless as far as the thermodynamically
preferred quantum vacuum is concerned [33, 134]. The resulting asymptotically free scalar
quantum field theory in four dimensions holds the promise of generating electroweak masses

while not suffering from many of the known problems of the Higgs mechanism [35].

However, as already pointed out in Ref. ], while the large N vacuum of four-dimensional
large N models appears to be non-perturbatively stable, at sufficiently high temperature the
large N saddle point solutions become complex, creating considerable difficulties for physics
interpretation. While a conjecture put forward in Ref. [36] suggested that the real part of

the free energy should be taken in such cases, this conjecture subsequently was shown to

not be true in general ﬂg, @, ]

The present work is motivated by the question of what happens to negative-coupling
quantum field theory in the high temperature limit. For simplicity, in this work I choose to
study large N scalar quantum field theory in 14+-1d Euclidean dimensions. This has several
advantages: first, as will be shown below, the two dimensional negative coupling field theories
exhibit the same structure that was found in four dimensions: stable vacuum solutions at
low temperature and complex saddles at high temperature; second, the low dimensionality
of these quantum field theories probably allow independent numerical studies, e.g. based
on lattice discretization M, |. And third, in the high temperature limit the length of the
thermal circle shrinks to zero, so that the theory can be mapped onto ordinary quantum

mechanics for which powerful solution techniques exist.

In the following sections, I will describe the setup of the problem, the high-temperature
limit of the quantum field theory and the dimensional reduction to quantum mechanics. This
will be followed by the solution of the quantum mechanical theory, from which a resolution
of the complex saddle point problem will be identified. In the last section I will apply
this resolution directly to the two-dimensional quantum field theory at any temperature,
and show that thermodynamic stability at leading order in the large N limit also implies
dynamic stability at next-to-leading order in the large N limit before concluding in the final

section.



II. SETUP OF THE PROBLEM

Let me consider the path integral for the Euclidean partition function for the O(N) model

in 1+1 dimensions:

- /D(E@‘SE, Sp = /Oﬁ dT/d:c Eﬁuég@uﬁg-i- %&2 +% (&2)2] ; (1)

where gz; = (¢1, ¢2,...,0n) and mp is the bare mass and § = % is the inverse temperature

of the system. Using the mathematical identity

N (@) / dre— -2 2)

where z(z) is an auxiliary field to rewrite Sg, the fields (E enter the action quadratically and

can formally be integrated out. The effective action thus becomes

N
Seﬂr:?Trln[ O+m% +iz(x N/d2 (3)

16)\

In the following, I am interested in the theory at negative coupling
A=-g, g>0. (4)

As has been shown in Ref. @], auxiliary field action for the negative-coupling theory is
given by (B)) with the simple replacement ().

In the large N limit, the partition function Z can be evaluated from the saddle points
of the action. Using the well-known (and for positive coupling, well-tested) machinery of

saddle-point expansions, one writes

2(x) = 20+ £(x) ()

with constant zy and where the contributions from the fluctuations &(x) are known to be

1/N suppressed in the large N limit M] To leading order in large N, one has

InZ = —Se[zo = 2]+ O (%) : (6)

where the saddle point(s) z are the solutions of the saddle-point condition

1 dSeq(z0] ZZ() /
N dzy Z 27rw2+m3+k:2+zzo (7)




where w,, = 2mnT are the bosonic Matsubara frequencies and results from field theory at

finite temrature T have been used to rewrite the trace over the logarithm of an operator,

cf. Refs. l The sum in ([7]) can be done in closed form

dk‘l+2nB (\//{?2+m23—|-’l'20)
_Z/2WW2+mB+k‘2+Zzo: 2 4/ k? +mZ + iz

where ng(x) is the Bose-Einstein distribution.

_—ﬁx 1

A. Zero temperature limit

In the zero-temperature limit, ng(x) — 0 and integral in (8) can be evaluated using

dimensional regularization for d = 2 — 2. Using this result in the saddle-point condition
(@), one has

iZ() 1 1 ﬂ2
T=0: 20y 1 iim—t |=o 9
89+87r {5+nm23+izo ’ )

where fi is the MS scheme parameter. Shifting izg — 929 — m% one can renormalize the

saddle-point condition by choosing

mp _ L _ mp(A) (10)
8g  8me 8g
with the running mass parameter
2 (7 2
mp(p) 1 H
= —In—0 11
8¢ T Az (11)

with Agrg the MS scale parameter. The renormalized saddle-point condition at zero temper-
ature is

T=0: 204 1M _g (12)

A2—7T A2—7T
T=0: iz =-IW, (—M—S> cir=—dw, (— - ) : (13)

where Wy.(x) denotes the Lambert W function of branch k. The nature of the solution

changes depending on the value of the coupling constant. Defining

Jerit = Ai/l—swel, (14)



the zero-temperature saddles (I3]) are real and positive and obey iz_ > iz, for g > geg, but

are complex conjugate pairs iz_ = (izy)" for g < gai. In the limiting case
9= i 17 =iz, = e, (15)

the solutions become degenerate.
For g > guit, the action for both solutions (I3]) is real, and the free energy density is

given by

Sett|Z]
BL

with L the spatial volume. €2 depends on the value of the saddle-point Z and therefore the

0=

(16)

different saddle points can be interpreted as characterizing different phases of the theory,
with the preferred phase given by the saddle that has the lower free energy. Evaluating the

renormalized action Seg[Z], one finds

Q[Zo] (i20)2 iZO 61A2—
T=0: = —In—28 17
N 169 " 8r " iz (17)
and the lower free energy solution is given by the saddle z_:
Qz_] (iz_)? iz
T=0: =— —. 18
N 16g * 8T (18)
Note that in the critical coupling case
NeA2 _
= (erit - Qz_] = —MS 19
9 = Gerit z-] = —5, (19)
B. Complex saddles at finite temperature
At finite temperature, one evaluates (§) by using
/ dk np(VE® + iz) Z / dk enPV I Hizo i Ko (nf+/izo) 20)
o 21 V2 +iz 2 VEZ T iz — ’

where Ky(x) denotes a modified Bessel function of the second kind. The saddle-point con-

dition () at finite temperature therefore becomes

o=ty Lo, MS+Z K i) 21)

and solutions can be found numerically.



For g > geiy and small values of the temperature 7' < Ajpg, one finds two solutions zy
which are analytically connected to the zero-temperature solutions ([I3]). However, above
some temperature 1" > T.;, the finite temperature solutions iz, become complex-conjugate
pairs, in complete analogy to what was found for the case of the O(N) model in four dimen-
sions _ l @ The complex saddle-points for T > T,; also mean that the free-energy
Q[iz] for those saddles is complex, which challenges a physical interpretation of these saddle-
points as physical vacua. For the four-dimensional O(N) model, Ref. [27] made an appeal
to the ABS conjecture [36], which posits that the physical free energy is the real part of
the complex-valued action. However, there are at least two problems with this interpre-
tation: first, there is mounting evidence in quantum mechanics that the ABS conjecture
does not hold in general ﬂg Q @ l Second, the saddle-point solutions 7z appear as the
mass parameter in the propagator of the fields qb, cf. Eq. @). Complex masses imply that
field propagators have poles in the unphysical frequency half-plane, which usually indicates
the presence of an instability in the system (see Refs. i for an explicit example of
such an instability for non-Abelian plasmas). Therefore, even if the ABS conjecture were to
hold, the seemingly unavoidable presence of these instabilities further challenges the physical

interpretation of these complex saddles.

III. HIGH TEMPERATURE LIMIT

In order to study the phase structure of the theory when complex saddle points are
present, it is advisable to focus on the parameter region that is simplest to control. For this
reason, I will now investigate what happens in the high temperature limit of the theory, for
which the length of the thermal circle shrinks to zero f — 0. The high-temperature limit
therefore exhibits dimensional reduction, which is a well-developed and much used approach

in conventional thermal field theory @ Chap. 6.2].

For high temperature, it is possible to extract the analytic behavior of the thermal sum
([®) by using the high-temperature expansion from [39, (2.90)]. This is done by isolating the
Fourier zero mode n = 0 in () and expanding the remaining integrand for n # 0 in powers

or w; > . ne us nndas € alternative representation I1or € Sa e-point condaition
f w? > k% One thus finds the alternati tation for the saddle-point conditi



0=

izo T 1, Ao Zzo 2lF(l+ ) C(21+1)
TZ

— l
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where ((s) denotes the Riemann zeta function. Comparing (21]), (22]), it should be remarked

(22)

that the logarithm of iz in (2II) has canceled against the sum over Bessel functions to become
a logarithm of temperature in (22). At high temperature, the saddle-point condition is well
approximated by the first two terms in (22]), and one readily identifies the solutions

T—oo: iz =(-2Tg)5 =5 (20g)5 . (23)

In analogy to the numerically obtained solutions to (2II), (23) are complex-valued and cor-
respond to a pair of complex-conjugate solutions.

From (BI), the renormalized free-energy density at finite temperature is given by

V2 L Do 4
Z/—lnw + k* + iz )+(ZZO) i ZzOmB+mB, (24)
16g
which after renormalization (I0) and subtracting a divergent term T2 becomes
Q el S TVinK Vi i20)?
S e (nfVizo) | (i) (25)
N  8r 120 — ™ 16g

Using the asymptotic form of the modified Bessel function in the high temperature limit

£ — 0, one finds

Q nT?
T—o00: —=—-Psp(T)=—"7+... 26
coi o= —Pep(T)=-" 4., (26)
where Psp(T) = “%2 is the Stefan-Boltzmann pressure in two dimensions. An alternative

expression for the renormalized free-energy density is to integrate (22)) with respect to iz,
with the integration constant determined such that the free energy matches the Stefan-

Boltzmann value in the high temperature limit. This procedure gives

Q  7T? T\/ (i20)> zzo In MS - TZ zzo 2D (14 3) ¢(20+1)
N 6 2 169 & (1 +2) (2rT)2+1
(27)
Naively inserting the complex saddle-point solutions (23)) into (27 leads to
Q T2  375(29)5 Lix
T soo: —=-"T 4 S(g)geiT—l—...,, (28)

N 6 8

which is complex-valued.



The propagator for the fields qg is given by

dk 52’]‘ eiwnr—i-ik:c

; (0) =0;;,G(x)=T _—— 29
0@ 0) = 0,00 =T [ St (29)
In the high temperature limit, one has in momentum space
1
G(n=0,k) , (30)

Tk (—29T)3

where (23) again has been used.

A. Effective dimensionally reduced theory

In the high temperature limit, the length of the thermal circle tends to zero, and the
one-dimensional effective action after rescaling gg — T gg in this limit becomes

2 79
Sld = /dl’ [%amq;&x(g_'_ % - % <$2)2] 9 (31>

which is a quantum-mechanical theory. Here m?, is an effective parameter that can be fixed
by calculating correlation functions in both the dimensionally-reduced and original theory.

Using (@) from above gives

Su= [ do [g [—8§+mfd+izld}¢+%] , (32)

where z14 is a solution to the 1d saddle-point condition

29T

121 = —————. 33
H \/izld—i-m%d ( )
Calculating the gz; propagator in the 1d effective theory then gives
dk ez’kx
i j = 0jj = Py : ) 4
(6.0)6,0) = dsGuala) = [ e (34

which must match ([B0). As a consequence, one finds that matching the propagator as well as
using the gap equation (33)) fixes the effective mass parameter in the dimensionally reduced

theory as

mi; =0. (35)

The partition function for the effective theory is then given by

InZyq = —LE,, (36)
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where Ej is the ground-state energy of the quantum mechanical action Siq and L is the
spatial volume. The free-energy density in the original field theory can be related to the

dimensionally reduced theory as
InZ 1d
BL

It is easy to see that this procedure only captures the deviations from the 2d free theory

Qog = — = TE,. (37)

Stefan-Boltzmann limit, so that the exact relation between the free-energy density in the
original theory and the dimensionally reduced theory is given by
NT?7
6

T—o0: Q=-— +TEy+.... (38)

Naively, one could try to obtain the ground state energy E, by noting that (32)) is just
quantum mechanics for an anharmonic quartic oscillator with a funny coupling constant.
(Falsely) assuminEjhat one can take the positive coupling large N result for quantum me-

chanics (see e.g. |24, Eq. (25)]), and flip the sign of the coupling one would get

N T2 NT3
Ey = 38( 2gT) + O(NY), Q:—Tﬂ+3 3 ’

(—29)3 + O(N"), (39)

matching (28). Using the principal branches of the root function, the ground-state energy
Ey for the negative coupling theory defined by (B2) would appear to be complex-valued.

The error made in this procedure is that the ground-state energy for the action (B2 is
not given by flipping the sign of the coupling in the result obtained for the positive-coupling
theory calculation E, |. The correct ground state energy for the quantum mechanical
system defined by the action ([B2) has been obtained in Ref. [1] for the case N=1, showing
that Ej is real, unlike the naive result (39).

Therefore, to correctly calculate Fy for ([B2) one needs to properly solve the quantum

mechanics problem.

B. Hermitian Equivalent of Large N Upside Down Quartic Oscillator

One starts with the discretized path-integral for the N-component upside-down quartic

oscillator:

2
A (2)dn(z) .. don(z) Y (il +€) — di()
Zld_/H : 227r5 N3 — ; “ 525 (Z¢2 )

(40)
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Using the parametrization
di(x) = =2i\/1 + i (2) (41)
from Ref. ], one can use the technique outlined in Ref. ] to rewrite
(¢ +2) = di(@)* _ (Wile +2) — ¢u(x))* _ VIt i +e) + V1 +idi(a)

(42)
so that
dipy () dps () . . . dipy (@ N, (wl(x;;) i@(m)) 42829 (NN Gy () 2
= [ T[22 )y, SRS b
where for every site = the Jacobian J can be rewritten as @]
H ﬂ L (), ia+e) — (@)
1+ upl -1 filx) Afi(@)/T+igi(x) )
1 z<wi<x+a> — Yi(@)) 2)
~ 1+ + O(e ,
H ol IRE &)
N . . LB () ) i)
~ H/ dp;(x) <1+€pz(l’)) e 2 (pl() =2 () ) ) (44)
1) \/2m/e 4

Hence the partition function becomes

cf2(z p2 x . ep, (z g )
Zu) = / H ( dwzdpz> s |LEEED iy o) s o))~ | 15 (N () |
(45)
Replacing f;(x) = /1 + 1;(x) + O(e) and shifting all N fields ¥;(z) — ¥;(x) — 1 leads to

d zd 7 - i\f_ 5iwi(z)pfg(z)_ii9€ i\T i\T EPZ(Z) 1629 i\f_ i(T ?
Zld—/H< @bp) ,1[ 2 pi(@) (1 (a-+2) =i () — } N(z,lw())'(%)
=1

xT

Using the product over sites x to reshuffling the exponential gives
‘.N 7 (T pz( ) (T i (T— _—spi(x) _M N avs 2
4 /H ( d?/izdpz> -5 [0 (25 )it ) - 2] 20 (5 )" (47)
i=1

Rewriting

N
di(w) = di(z) = Y il) (48)
i=2
one can integrate over v, (z) which leads to

/H 8¢W (H d@bzdpz)

Pl( )

2
_epi(@) e ( N )> —-XN, [iwi(x) (plzmip%(i) +1'7i(:c)—151(:c)) - pim]
xe 4 64g 1= 2 4 7 (49)
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where
pi(z) = pi(z) —fz(f ) ' (50)
Noting that all remaining integrations over ¢;, ¢ = 2,..., N lead to Dirac delta-functions,
one has
adzt/II——ﬂi——(fhma(éﬁ@liﬁﬁﬁ+ap@»—@m@)>
L 8y/mge/N \ i3 2 !
pi ()
Xe_Ns<1640 R )> ey 51

Carefully implementing periodic boundary conditions, one finds that the delta functions fix

all momenta p;(z), i =2,..., N as

pi(z) = pi(z), (52)

and there is only one overall non-trivial factor. One finds

N <p1(1)+p1(x)> @
inn —Ney, 517 . :|—(N—1)1n[5 ¥, pi(@)]
Zhg = / (1;[ W) € (53)
Rescaling
pi(a) = pla)y | 22 (54)
leads to the result for the partition function in continuum notation
Zva = /Dpe G )_mp(x)}_(N_l)ln[ o donfe)] (55)

In the large N limit and zero temperature limit, the partition function localizes around the

classical minimum of the potential

Vip) = 25t~ \/2gNp. (56)

where the logarithmic term does not contribute at zero temperature. The minimum of the

potential is found as

: (57)

so that
Z=ePV0 = BB g S0 (58)
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N 1 2 |3 4 10 102 10°

%l— 0.9305]0.2231|0.]-0.11236|-0.3227|-0.4507|-0.4709
g3

TABLE 1. Values for the ground state energy Ey/N in units of g% for the upside-down quartic
oscillator with action ([B2)) for various values of N, obtained using numerical diagonalization. The
value for N = 1 matches that reported in Ref. B] using the normalization adopted in this work.

Curiously, it seems that Fg ~ 0 to within numerical precision for N = 3.

Note that Ey < 0 and that it corresponds to the non-principal root in the solution (B9).
To close this discussion on quantum mechanics, note that the ground state energy Ej

may be obtained numerically for any value of N by diagonalizing the quantum mechanical

Hamiltonian with potential (B6]). For reference, I list the results for Ej for selected values

of N in table[ll

C. The proper high-temperature limit of the 2d O(N) model

Using the result (G8]) for the ground state energy Ey, one finds for the high-temperature
limit and large N limit (B8) of the 2d O(N) model the result

NT? N(2¢)5T5
T—o00: Q=-— 67T—3 (?3 Sy (59)

This result generalizes to finite N:

NT?*m

T so0: Q= +TE0+O(T%>, (60)

with Ey given numerically for finite N in Table[ll In particular, I point out the curious result

for N = 3:

NT?
T 5o0: Q=-— 6”+O<T%), (61)

whereas for N = 1 the result is
T2
T 5o00: Qo —Tﬂ+0.9305g%T%+(’)<T§> . (62)
It will be interesting to test these semi-analytic results by direct numerical simulations of
the negative-coupling 2d O(N) model through lattice simulations, potentially along the lines
of Refs. [10, [13].
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IV. RESOLUTION OF THE PROBLEM OF COMPLEX MASSES

Summarizing the last section, it is found that in the high-temperature limit, the large N
physics of the two-dimensional O(N) model is correctly captured by allowing for saddle-point
solutions away from the principal Riemann sheet.

This insight can be used to solve the large N limit of the O(N) model for any temperature,
not only in the high temperature limit. Are there solutions to the saddle-point condition
(1) away from the principal Riemann sheet?

In order to identify solutions, the saddle-point condition must be brought into a form
that allows analytic continuation beyond the principal Riemann sheet. This can be ac-
complished by using the alternative form (22), expressing the Riemann zeta functions as

C(s) = >, n~*, and performing the sum over [ to find

izg T 1 A & 1 1
0= 24—+ —Im-M5___ 4 — — | 63
S0 Iim &t (T2 | dm ; 2. am n (63)

(2nT)?
By truncating the infinite sums in (2I)), (G3]), one can check numerically that both are
identical expressions for zy on the principal Riemann sheet. To extend (G3]) beyond the

principal Riemann sheet, I analytically continue

120 — M, mGC, (64>
so that (G3) takes the form
m> T 1 A & 1 1

n=1 n2 + %
In the high temperature limit, only the first two terms of this expression are relevant, and

one identifies the solution

T—oo: m=—(2Tg)3, (66)

which indeed corresponds to the extension of ([23) away from the principal Riemann sheet.

An extension for the free energy density that is valid beyond the principal Riemann sheet

) m? 1
n—l—(27rT)2—n “ o5l
(

67)

can likewise be obtained from (27) as

Q 7rT2_|_Tm_|_m4_l_m21 m200
N 6 2 ' 16g 8 T

n=1
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In the high-temperature limit, only the first three terms contribute, and using the saddle-
point (G6]) one gets

Q Z
T o2 68
—00: G < +..., (68)

matching (B9) from the dimensionally reduced theory.

However, (63]) holds at any value of the temperature, so that one can search for saddle-
point solutions directly in the two-dimensional quantum field theory. In particular, in the

small-temperature limit, one recovers the solutions (I3]) on the principal Riemann sheet:

m_; = \/iZ_, mo =/ 7:24_, (69)

and in addition the solutions

my = — iZ_, moy = —\/i2+, (70)

as well as
27T
M3 = =g - (71)
MS
In (4nT)?
Since mg vanishes in the zero temperature limit, one has
Qfms]
T=0: —==0. 72
- (72

Solving (65]) numerically, one finds that it is the solution ms that is analytically connected
to the high-temperature saddle (66]). Unlike the solution connected to iz_; from (I3)), mo
is always real for all temperature values. Defining Q, = Q[m = m,| as the free-energy
density evaluated on the various saddles, Fig. Il shows the behavior of the free energies as a
function of temperature for two cases of the coupling, ¢ = gerit and g = 2¢.i;. As can be seen
from this figure, the saddle point m = ms typically provides the lowest free energy solution,
except for the case of g = gey for temperatures below T' S 0.03Ay5s, where m = my is found

to be the lowest free energy phase.

A. NLO corrections at low temperature

It is interesting to study the next-to-leading-order (NLO) corrections in the the large N
expansion for these saddle points. The NLO correction to the free energy may be calcu-

lated by expanding (B]) to second order in fluctuations £(x), cf. Ref. [24] for a pedagogical
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FIG. 1. Free Energy Density for different phases of the negative coupling O(N

) model at large N.

Shown are results for two different coupling values, g = gt and g = 2gqit, see text for details.

Only cases with real-valued €2,, are shown, so that absent or terminating lines imply that for these

parameter values, the free energy is complex. The exception is 5 which is always found to be

real-valued, for all parameter values.

explanation. One finds

Sut = Salaal + 5 [ da@)Dw — pe(w),

with the inverse auxiliary field propagator given by

N G*(z) L
-1 o =
D™ (x) = Y + Nl(z), M(z) 5 G (wn, k) = w2 + k2 +m% + iz

and G(x) the propagator for a single field ¢(z).

In the zero temperature limit, after shifting z, as above, one finds

arctanh (« / %)
2m\/k2 (k2 + 4izg)

and the free energy to NLO in large N becomes
ZCO :| 2N /

with d = 2 — 2¢ in dimensional regularization. For all Euclidean momenta one has

T—0: I(k)=

ddk

k),

Q  (iz0)* — 2izom% + mp L B0 iz [1 o
N 16¢ 87

(k) < II(0) =

so that
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where the saddle-point solution to leading order in large N, Eqns.(69),([0), have been used.

One immediately verifies that there are no poles of the Euclidean propagator D(k) as long

2
mmg,

< 1, which is the case for m_;,m; and ¢ > guit, but not for mg, ms. Therefore, the

as
saddles mg, mo, which were found to be thermodynamically disfavored from the analysis of
the free energy (see Fig.[I]), are found to have tachyons, while the thermodynamically stable
saddles do not.

The casiest way to evaluate (T0) is to add and subtract 3 [, D(k)II(k) and rewrite

dk 1 A%k
/WD(k)H(k):§/WG(k‘)Z(k% (z) = D(2)G(x), (79)

see e.g. ﬂﬂ, Eq.(A8)], so that

Q (iz0)2+m% iz [ ™m%L 1 et 1 / dk .
o W) T Yo T g e In D~'(k) — ND(k)II
N 69 87| g =M T av ) o [In D7 (k) (W)IL(k)]

1 d?k

Now using the result , Eq.(74)] that AX(k) = X(k) — X(0) is divergence free, I use the

leading-order large N saddle point condition ([7) to rewrite

1] GG Rt = 5220 + 1 [ G GmAs(. (B
which leads to

Q  (iz0)* +mp N iz {_ﬂ'sz _ 3(0) N 1 I ,EQel]
£

N 16g 8T g g ¢
1 d*k 1 d*k
= In DY (k) — ND(k)II(k - kYA (K 2
+5 [ oz D7) = VDWW + 7 [ GSGRASE) . (52)
where the two integrals in the last line are both free of UV-divergencies and can thus be
evaluated numerically. To evaluate 3(0), I use appendix A in Ref. ] to find
29 (1 m2evE

where m,, is the value of the saddle-point solution to leading order at large N, cf. Eqns. (69)),([Z0).
Therefore, the renormalization condition (I0) to NLO in large N must be

8¢ 8me &g

as expected.
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B. NLO corrections at high temperature

At high temperature, II(z) is dominated by the zero-frequency Matsubara mode. After
shifting zy as before one has

T 1
 2my, (k2 +4m2)’

T—oo: T(wy, k) (85)

where again m,, denotes the value of the saddle-point solution at cf. Eqns. (69),(70). Using
a similar inequality as for zero temperature (77)), one has

DLk < % (—1 + E) | (86)

As a consequence, this relation implies that there are poles of D(k), and hence no tachyons,

for the saddle-point solution ms = —(27°g)3 at high temperature.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, I considered the two-dimensional O(N) model with upside-down quartic
interactions. In the large N limit, [ showed that at zero temperature the model can be non-
perturbatively renormalized and is characterized by its saddle points which can be recognized
as the pole-mass squared of the scalar propagator. For sufficiently strong negative coupling,
the saddle points are real, and the largest pole mass corresponds to a physically sensible
vacuum configuration.

At sufficiently high temperature, these saddle points cease to be real-valued, mirroring the
situation encountered for the O(N) model in four dimensions ] At very high temperature,
the length of the thermal circle shrinks to zero, and the physics is capture by an effective
theory with negative coupling which is only one-dimensional (quantum mechanics). I went
on to demonstrate that the negative-coupling quantum mechanics theory can be recast into
an equivalent Hermitian (positive-coupling) theory, which is easy to solve in the large N
limit, but can also be solved numerically for any value of components N. By comparing
the results from this quantum mechanical calculation with the saddle-point solution of the
two-dimensional field theory in the high temperature limit, I showed that the results match
if saddle-points on the non-principal Riemann sheet are allowed.

Armed with this insight, I recast the effective action of the large N two-dimensional

quantum field theory in a form that is suitable to analytic continuation beyond the principal



19

Riemann sheet, and found saddle points in addition to the ones on the principal Riemann
sheet. Evaluating the free energy for all identified saddle points, I showed that the lowest
free energy solutions are generically given by a saddle point on a non-principal Riemann
sheet. Finally, evaluating corrections of the large N effective action to next-to-leading order
in large N, I showed that the lowest free energy solution also is dynamically stable, whereas

other saddle point solutions possess tachyons.

The possibility of saddle points contributing from non-principal Riemann sheets has been
considered before [49], but the present calculation provides an example where this is actually

necessary in order to capture the dominant physics of the theory.
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