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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 PT -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 solution1.

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 stable2. 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, 8], 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

[10], 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 [11–14]. Besides lattice discretization, the numerical bootstrap ap-

proach [15, 16] also seems a promising direction for studying negative coupling quantum

field theory.

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 improvable quantitative results for positive-coupling

quantum field theory with scalars and fermions [17–24]. In four dimensions these quantum

1 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 [1, 2]. 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 [25–30](see, however,

Refs. [31, 32]), which nevertheless appears to be harmless as far as the thermodynamically

preferred quantum vacuum is concerned [33, 34]. 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. [27], 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 [8, 37, 38].

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 1+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 [10, 13]. 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.
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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:

Z =

∫

D~φe−SE , SE =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫

dx

[

1

2
∂µ~φ∂µ~φ+

m2
B
~φ2

2
+
λ

N

(

~φ2
)2
]

, (1)

where ~φ = (φ1, φ2, . . . , φN) and mB is the bare mass and β = 1
T
is the inverse temperature

of the system. Using the mathematical identity

e−
λ
N (~φ2)

2

=

∫

dze−iz
~φ2−Nz2

4λ , (2)

where z(x) is an auxiliary field to rewrite SE , the fields ~φ enter the action quadratically and

can formally be integrated out. The effective action thus becomes

Seff =
N

2
Tr ln

[

−�+m2
B + iz(x)

]

−N

∫

d2x
(iz(x))2

16λ
. (3)

In the following, I am interested in the theory at negative coupling

λ = −g , g > 0 . (4)

As has been shown in Ref. [29], auxiliary field action for the negative-coupling theory is

given by (3) with the simple replacement (4).

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

z(x) = z0 + ξ(x) , (5)

with constant z0 and where the contributions from the fluctuations ξ(x) are known to be

1/N suppressed in the large N limit [24]. To leading order in large N, one has

lnZ = −Seff [z0 = z̄] +O
(

1

N

)

, (6)

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

1

N

dSeff [z0]

dz0
= 0 =

iz0
8g

+
T

2

∑

n

∫

dk

2π

1

ω2
n +m2

B + k2 + iz0
, (7)
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where ωn = 2πnT are the bosonic Matsubara frequencies and results from field theory at

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

cf. Refs. [24, 39]. The sum in (7) can be done in closed form

T

2

∑

n

∫

dk

2π

1

ω2
n +m2

B + k2 + iz0
=

∫

dk

2π

1 + 2nB

(

√

k2 +m2
B + iz0

)

4
√

k2 +m2
B + iz0

, (8)

where nB(x) =
1

eβx−1
is the Bose-Einstein distribution.

A. Zero temperature limit

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

dimensional regularization for d = 2 − 2ε. Using this result in the saddle-point condition

(7), one has

T = 0 :
iz0
8g

+
1

8π

[

1

ε
+ ln

µ̄2

m2
B + iz0

]

= 0 , (9)

where µ̄ is the MS scheme parameter. Shifting iz0 → iz0 − m2
B one can renormalize the

saddle-point condition by choosing

m2
B

8g
− 1

8πε
=
m2
R(µ̄)

8g
, (10)

with the running mass parameter

m2
R(µ̄)

8g
=

1

π
ln

µ̄2

Λ2
MS

, (11)

with ΛMS the MS scale parameter. The renormalized saddle-point condition at zero temper-

ature is

T = 0 :
iz0
g

+
1

π
ln

Λ2
MS

iz0
= 0 , (12)

which has two solutions

T = 0 : iz̄+ = −g
π
W0

(

−
Λ2

MS
π

g

)

, iz̄− = −g
π
W−1

(

−
Λ2

MS
π

g

)

, (13)

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

changes depending on the value of the coupling constant. Defining

gcrit ≡ Λ2
MS
πe1, (14)
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the zero-temperature saddles (13) are real and positive and obey iz̄− > iz̄+ for g ≥ gcrit, but

are complex conjugate pairs iz̄− = (iz̄+)
∗ for g < gcrit. In the limiting case

g = gcrit : iz̄− = iz̄+ = eΛ2
MS
, (15)

the solutions become degenerate.

For g ≥ gcrit, the action for both solutions (13) is real, and the free energy density is

given by

Ω ≡ Seff [z̄]

βL
, (16)

with L the spatial volume. Ω depends on the value of the saddle-point z̄ and therefore the

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 Seff [z̄], one finds

T = 0 :
Ω[z0]

N
=

(iz0)
2

16g
+
iz0
8π

ln
e1Λ2

MS

iz0
, (17)

and the lower free energy solution is given by the saddle z̄−:

T = 0 :
Ω[z̄−]

N
= −(iz̄−)

2

16g
+
iz̄−
8π

. (18)

Note that in the critical coupling case

g = gcrit : Ω[z̄−] =
NeΛ2

MS

16π
. (19)

B. Complex saddles at finite temperature

At finite temperature, one evaluates (8) by using

∫ ∞

0

dk

2π

nB(
√
k2 + iz0)√
k2 + iz0

=
∞
∑

n=1

∫ ∞

0

dk

2π

enβ
√
k2+iz0

√
k2 + iz0

=
∞
∑

n=1

K0

(

nβ
√
iz0
)

2π
, (20)

where K0(x) denotes a modified Bessel function of the second kind. The saddle-point con-

dition (7) at finite temperature therefore becomes

0 =
iz0
8g

+
1

8π
ln

Λ2
MS

iz0
+

∞
∑

n=1

K0

(

nβ
√
iz0
)

2π
, (21)

and solutions can be found numerically.
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For g > gcrit and small values of the temperature T ≪ ΛMS, one finds two solutions z̄±

which are analytically connected to the zero-temperature solutions (13). However, above

some temperature T > Tc1, the finite temperature solutions iz̄± become complex-conjugate

pairs, in complete analogy to what was found for the case of the O(N) model in four dimen-

sions [27, 29, 34]. The complex saddle-points for T > Tc1 also mean that the free-energy

Ω[iz̄] 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 [8, 37, 38, 40]. Second, the saddle-point solutions iz̄ appear as the

mass parameter in the propagator of the fields ~φ, cf. Eq. (3). 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. [41–44] 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 β → 0. The high-temperature limit

therefore exhibits dimensional reduction, which is a well-developed and much used approach

in conventional thermal field theory [39, Chap. 6.2].

For high temperature, it is possible to extract the analytic behavior of the thermal sum

(8) by using the high-temperature expansion from [39, (2.90)]. This is done by isolating the

Fourier zero mode n = 0 in (8) and expanding the remaining integrand for n 6= 0 in powers

of ω2
n ≫ k2. One thus finds the alternative representation for the saddle-point condition
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(21)

0 =
iz0
8g

+
T

4
√
iz0

+
1

8π
ln

Λ2
MS
e2γE

(4πT )2
+ T

∞
∑

l=1

(−1)l(iz0)
2l

√
4π

Γ
(

l + 1
2

)

Γ (l + 1)

ζ(2l + 1)

(2πT )2l+1
, (22)

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

that the logarithm of iz0 in (21) 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 → ∞ : iz̄± = (−2Tg)
2
3 = e±

2iπ
3 (2Tg)

2
3 . (23)

In analogy to the numerically obtained solutions to (21), (23) are complex-valued and cor-

respond to a pair of complex-conjugate solutions.

From (3), the renormalized free-energy density at finite temperature is given by

Ω

N
=
T

2

∑

n

∫

dk

2π
ln
(

ω2
n + k2 + iz0

)

+
(iz0)

2 + 2iz0m
2
B +m4

B

16g
, (24)

which after renormalization (10) and subtracting a divergent term
m4
B

16g
becomes

Ω

N
=
iz0
8π

ln
Λ2

MS
e1

iz0
−

∞
∑

n=1

T
√
iz0K1

(

nβ
√
iz0
)

πn
+

(iz0)
2

16g
. (25)

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

β → 0, one finds

T → ∞ :
Ω

N
= −PSB(T ) = −πT

2

6
+ . . . , (26)

where PSB(T ) =
πT 2

6
is the Stefan-Boltzmann pressure in two dimensions. An alternative

expression for the renormalized free-energy density is to integrate (22) with respect to iz0,

with the integration constant determined such that the free energy matches the Stefan-

Boltzmann value in the high temperature limit. This procedure gives

Ω

N
= −πT

2

6
+
T
√
iz0
2

+
(iz0)

2

16g
+
iz0
8π

ln
Λ2

MS

(4πT )2
+ T

∞
∑

l=1

(−1)l(iz0)
2l+2

√
4π

Γ
(

l + 1
2

)

Γ (l + 2)

ζ(2l + 1)

(2πT )2l+1
.

(27)

Naively inserting the complex saddle-point solutions (23) into (27 leads to

T → ∞ :
Ω

N
= −πT

2

6
+

3T
4
3 (2g)

1
3

8
e±

iπ
3 + . . . , , (28)

which is complex-valued.
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The propagator for the fields ~φ is given by

〈φi(x)φj(0)〉 ≡ δijG(x) = T
∑

n

∫

dk

2π

δije
iωnτ+ikx

ω2
n + k2 + iz0

. (29)

In the high temperature limit, one has in momentum space

G(n = 0, k) =
1

k2 + (−2gT )
2
3

, (30)

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 ~φ → T ~φ in this limit becomes

S1d =

∫

dx

[

1

2
∂x~φ∂x~φ+

m2
1d
~φ2

2
− gT

N

(

~φ2
)2
]

, (31)

which is a quantum-mechanical theory. Here m2
1d is an effective parameter that can be fixed

by calculating correlation functions in both the dimensionally-reduced and original theory.

Using (2) from above gives

S1d =

∫

dx

[

~φ

2

[

−∂2x +m2
1d + iz1d

]

~φ+
N(iz1d)

2

16g

]

, (32)

where z1d is a solution to the 1d saddle-point condition

iz1d = − 2gT
√

iz1d +m2
1d

. (33)

Calculating the ~φ propagator in the 1d effective theory then gives

〈φi(x)φj(0)〉 = δijG1d(x) =

∫

dk

2π

eikx

k2 +m2
1d + iz1d

, (34)

which must match (30). 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

m2
1d = 0 . (35)

The partition function for the effective theory is then given by

lnZ1d = −LE0 , (36)
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where E0 is the ground-state energy of the quantum mechanical action S1d and L is the

spatial volume. The free-energy density in the original field theory can be related to the

dimensionally reduced theory as

Ω2d = − lnZ1d

βL
= TE0 . (37)

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

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

T → ∞ : Ω = −NT
2π

6
+ TE0 + . . . . (38)

Naively, one could try to obtain the ground state energy E0 by noting that (32) is just

quantum mechanics for an anharmonic quartic oscillator with a funny coupling constant.

(Falsely) assuming that 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

E0 =
3N

8
(−2gT )

1
3 +O(N0) , Ω = −T

2π

6
+

3NT
4
3

8
(−2g)

1
3 +O(N0) , (39)

matching (28). Using the principal branches of the root function, the ground-state energy

E0 for the negative coupling theory defined by (32) would appear to be complex-valued.

The error made in this procedure is that the ground-state energy for the action (32) is

not given by flipping the sign of the coupling in the result obtained for the positive-coupling

theory calculation [8, 37]. The correct ground state energy for the quantum mechanical

system defined by the action (32) has been obtained in Ref. [1] for the case N=1, showing

that E0 is real, unlike the naive result (39).

Therefore, to correctly calculate E0 for (32) 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:

Z1d =

∫

∏

x

dφ1(x)dφ2(x) . . . dφN(x)

(2πε)N/2
exp



−
N
∑

i=1

(φi(x+ ε)− φi(x))
2

2ε
+
εg

N

(

N
∑

i=1

φ2
i (x)

)2


 .

(40)
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Using the parametrization

φi(x) = −2i
√

1 + iψi(x) (41)

from Ref. [45], one can use the technique outlined in Ref. [46] to rewrite

(φi(x+ ε)− φi(x))
2

2
=

(ψi(x+ ε)− ψi(x))
2

2f 2
i (x)

, fi(x) ≡
√

1 + iψi(x+ ε) +
√

1 + iψi(x)

2
,

(42)

so that

Z1d =

∫

∏

x

dψ1(x)dψ2(x) . . . dψN (x)

(2πε)N/2
J(x)e

−
∑N
i=1

(ψi(x+ε)−ψi(x))
2

2εf2
i
(x)

+ 16εg
N (N+

∑N
i=1 iψi(x))

2

, (43)

where for every site x the Jacobian J can be rewritten as [46]

J(x) =
N
∏

i=1

1
√

1 + iψi(x)
=

N
∏

i=1

1

fi(x)

(

1 +
i(ψi(x+ ε)− ψi(x))

4fi(x)
√

1 + iψi(x)

)

,

≃
N
∏

i=1

1

fi(x)

(

1 +
i(ψi(x+ ε)− ψi(x))

4f 2
i (x)

+O(ε2)

)

,

≃
N
∏

i=1

∫

dpi(x)
√

2π/ε

(

1 +
εpi(x)

4

)

e
− εf2i (x)

2

(

pi(x)−
i(ψi(x+ε)−ψi(x))

εf2
i
(x)

)2

. (44)

Hence the partition function becomes

Z1d =

∫

∏

x

(

N
∏

i=1

dψidpi
2π

)

e
−

∑N
i=1

[

εf2i (x)p
2
i (x)

2
−ipi(x)(ψi(x+ε)−ψi(x))−

εpi(x)

4

]

+ 16εg
N (N+

∑N
i=1 iψi(x))

2

.

(45)

Replacing fi(x) =
√

1 + iψi(x) +O(ε) and shifting all N fields ψi(x) → ψi(x)− 1 leads to

Z1d =

∫

∏

x

(

N
∏

i=1

dψidpi
2π

)

e
−

∑N
i=1

[

εiψi(x)p
2
i (x)

2
−ipi(x)(ψi(x+ε)−ψi(x))−

εpi(x)

4

]

− 16εg
N (

∑N
i=1 ψi(x))

2

. (46)

Using the product over sites x to reshuffling the exponential gives

Z1d =

∫

∏

x

(

N
∏

i=1

dψidpi
2π

)

e
−
∑N
i=1

[

iψi(x)

(

εp2i (x)

2
+pi(x)−pi(x−ε)

)

− εpi(x)

4

]

− 16εg
N (

∑N
i=1 ψi(x))

2

. (47)

Rewriting

ψ1(x) = ψ1(x)−
N
∑

i=2

ψi(x) (48)

one can integrate over ψ1(x) which leads to

Z1d =

∫

∏

x

dp1

8
√

πgε/N

(

N
∏

i=2

dψidpi
2π

)

×e−
εp1(x)

4
−
Nε

(

p41(x)
4 +ṗ21(x)

)

64g
−ε

∑N
i=2

[

iψi(x)

(

p2i (x)−p
2
1(x)

2
+ṗi(x)−ṗ1(x)

)

− pi(x)

4

]

, (49)
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where

ṗi(x) ≡
pi(x)− pi(x− ε)

ε
. (50)

Noting that all remaining integrations over ψi, i = 2, . . . , N lead to Dirac delta-functions,

one has

Z1d =

∫

∏

x

dp1

8
√

πgε/N

(

N
∏

i=2

dpiδ

(

ε
p2i (x)− p21(x)

2
+ εṗi(x)− εṗ1(x)

)

)

×e−
Nε

(

p41(x)
4 +ṗ21(x)

)

64g
+
∑N
i=1

εpi(x)

4 . (51)

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

all momenta pi(x), i = 2, . . . , N as

pi(x) = p1(x) , (52)

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

Z1d =

∫

(

∏

x

dp1

8
√

πgε/N

)

e

−Nε
∑

x









(

p41(x)
4 +ṗ21(x)

)

64g
− p1(x)

4









−(N−1) ln[ε
∑

x p1(x)]

. (53)

Rescaling

p1(x) = p(x)

√

32g

N
(54)

leads to the result for the partition function in continuum notation

Z1d =

∫

Dpe−
∫ β
0 dx

[

ṗ2(x)
2

+ 4g
N
p4(x)−

√
2gNp(x)

]

−(N−1) ln[
∫ β
0 dxp(x)]

. (55)

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

classical minimum of the potential

V (p) =
4g

N
p4 −

√

2gNp , (56)

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

potential is found as

p = p̄ =

√
N

2
7
6g

1
6

, (57)

so that

Z = e−βV (p̄) = e−βE0 , E0 = −3N(2g)
1
3

8
. (58)
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N 1 2 3 4 10 102 103

E0

Ng
1
3
0.9305 0.2231 0. -0.11236 -0.3227 -0.4507 -0.4709

TABLE I. Values for the ground state energy E0/N in units of g
1
3 for the upside-down quartic

oscillator with action (32) for various values of N, obtained using numerical diagonalization. The

value for N = 1 matches that reported in Ref. [1] using the normalization adopted in this work.

Curiously, it seems that E0 ≃ 0 to within numerical precision for N = 3.

Note that E0 < 0 and that it corresponds to the non-principal root in the solution (39).

To close this discussion on quantum mechanics, note that the ground state energy E0

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

Hamiltonian with potential (56). For reference, I list the results for E0 for selected values

of N in table I.

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

Using the result (58) for the ground state energy E0, one finds for the high-temperature

limit and large N limit (38) of the 2d O(N) model the result

T → ∞ : Ω = −NT
2π

6
− 3N(2g)

1
3T

4
3

8
+ . . . . (59)

This result generalizes to finite N:

T → ∞ : Ω = −NT
2π

6
+ TE0 +O

(

T
2
3

)

, (60)

with E0 given numerically for finite N in Table I. In particular, I point out the curious result

for N = 3:

T → ∞ : Ω = −NT
2π

6
+O

(

T
2
3

)

, (61)

whereas for N = 1 the result is

T → ∞ : Ω ≃ −T
2π

6
+ 0.9305g

1
3T

4
3 +O

(

T
2
3

)

. (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

(21) 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

ζ(s) =
∑∞

n=1 n
−s, and performing the sum over l to find

0 =
iz0
8g

+
T

4
√
iz0

+
1

8π
ln

Λ2
MS
e2γE

(4πT )2
+

1

4π

∞
∑

n=1





1
√

n2 + iz0
(2πT )2

− 1

n



 . (63)

By truncating the infinite sums in (21), (63), one can check numerically that both are

identical expressions for z0 on the principal Riemann sheet. To extend (63) beyond the

principal Riemann sheet, I analytically continue

√
iz0 → m, m ∈ C , (64)

so that (63) takes the form

0 =
m2

8g
+

T

4m
+

1

8π
ln

Λ2
MS
e2γE

(4πT )2
+

1

4π

∞
∑

n=1





1
√

n2 + m2

(2πT )2

− 1

n



 . (65)

In the high temperature limit, only the first two terms of this expression are relevant, and

one identifies the solution

T → ∞ : m = −(2Tg)
1
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

can likewise be obtained from (27) as

Ω

N
= −πT

2

6
+
Tm

2
+
m4

16g
+
m2

8π
ln

Λ2
MS

(4πT )2
+
m2

2π

∞
∑

n=1

[

(2πT )2

m2

(
√

n2 +
m2

(2πT )2
− n

)

− 1

2n

]

.

(67)
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In the high-temperature limit, only the first three terms contribute, and using the saddle-

point (66) one gets

T → ∞ :
Ω

N
= −πT

2

6
− 3T

4
3 (2g)

1
3

8
+ . . . , (68)

matching (59) from the dimensionally reduced theory.

However, (65) 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 (13) on the principal Riemann sheet:

m−1 =
√

iz̄−, m0 =
√

iz̄+ , (69)

and in addition the solutions

m1 = −
√

iz̄−, m2 = −
√

iz̄+ , (70)

as well as

m3 = − 2πT

ln
Λ2
MS
e2γE

(4πT )2

. (71)

Since m3 vanishes in the zero temperature limit, one has

T = 0 :
Ω[m3]

N
= 0 . (72)

Solving (65) numerically, one finds that it is the solution m2 that is analytically connected

to the high-temperature saddle (66). Unlike the solution connected to iz̄−1 from (13), m2

is always real for all temperature values. Defining Ωn ≡ Ω[m = mn] as the free-energy

density evaluated on the various saddles, Fig. 1 shows the behavior of the free energies as a

function of temperature for two cases of the coupling, g = gcrit and g = 2gcrit. As can be seen

from this figure, the saddle point m = m2 typically provides the lowest free energy solution,

except for the case of g = gcrit for temperatures below T <∼ 0.03ΛMS, where m = m3 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 (3) to second order in fluctuations ξ(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 = gcrit and g = 2gcrit, see text for details.

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

parameter values, the free energy is complex. The exception is Ω2 which is always found to be

real-valued, for all parameter values.

explanation. One finds

Seff = Seff [z0] +
1

2

∫

d2xξ(x)D−1(x− y)ξ(y) , (73)

with the inverse auxiliary field propagator given by

D−1(x) = −N

8g
+NΠ(x) , Π(x) ≡ G2(x)

2
, G(ωn, k) =

1

ω2
n + k2 +m2

B + iz0
(74)

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

In the zero temperature limit, after shifting z0 as above, one finds

T → 0 : Π(k) =
arctanh

(√

k2

k2+4iz0

)

2π
√

k2 (k2 + 4iz0)
, (75)

and the free energy to NLO in large N becomes

Ω

N
=

(iz0)
2 − 2iz0m

2
B +m2

B

16g
+
iz0
8π

[

1

ε
+ ln

µ̄2e1

iζ0

]

+
1

2N

∫

ddk

(2π)d
lnD−1(k) , (76)

with d = 2− 2ε in dimensional regularization. For all Euclidean momenta one has

Π(k) < Π(0) =
1

8πiz0
, (77)

so that

D−1(k) <
1

8g

(

−1 +
g

πm2
n

)

, (78)
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where the saddle-point solution to leading order in large N, Eqns.(69),(70), have been used.

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

as πm2
n

g
< 1, which is the case for m−1, m1 and g > gcrit, but not for m0, m2. Therefore, the

saddles m0, m2, which were found to be thermodynamically disfavored from the analysis of

the free energy (see Fig. 1), are found to have tachyons, while the thermodynamically stable

saddles do not.

The easiest way to evaluate (76) is to add and subtract 1
2

∫

k
D(k)Π(k) and rewrite

∫

ddk

(2π)d
D(k)Π(k) =

1

2

∫

ddk

(2π)d
G(k)Σ(k) , Σ(x) = D(x)G(x) , (79)

see e.g. [47, Eq.(A8)], so that

Ω

N
=

(iz0)
2 +m4

B

16g
+
iz0
8π

[

−πm
2
B

g
+

1

ε
+ ln

µ̄2e1

iζ0

]

+
1

2N

∫

ddk

(2π)d
[

lnD−1(k)−ND(k)Π(k)
]

+
1

4

∫

ddk

(2π)d
G(k)Σ(k) . (80)

Now using the result [48, Eq.(74)] that ∆Σ(k) = Σ(k) − Σ(0) is divergence free, I use the

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

1

4

∫

ddk

(2π)d
G(k)Σ(k) = −iz0

8g
Σ(0) +

1

4

∫

ddk

(2π)d
G(k)∆Σ(k) , (81)

which leads to

Ω

N
=

(iz0)
2 +m4

B

16g
+
iz0
8π

[

−πm
2
B

g
− πΣ(0)

g
+

1

ε
+ ln

µ̄2e1

iζ0

]

+
1

2

∫

d2k

(2π)2
[

lnD−1(k)−ND(k)Π(k)
]

+
1

4

∫

d2k

(2π)2
G(k)∆Σ(k) , (82)

where the two integrals in the last line are both free of UV-divergencies and can thus be

evaluated numerically. To evaluate Σ(0), I use appendix A in Ref. [48] to find

T = 0, g = 2gcrit : Σ(0) = − 2g

Nπ

(

1

ε
− ln

m2
ne
γE

µ̄2
+ 0.019

)

, (83)

wheremn is the value of the saddle-point solution to leading order at large N, cf. Eqns. (69),(70).

Therefore, the renormalization condition (10) to NLO in large N must be

m2
B

8g
− 1 + 2

N

8πε
=
m2
R(µ̄)

8g
, (84)

as expected.
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B. NLO corrections at high temperature

At high temperature, Π(x) is dominated by the zero-frequency Matsubara mode. After

shifting z0 as before one has

T → ∞ : Π(ωn, k) =
T

2

1

mn (k2 + 4m2
n)
, (85)

where again mn denotes the value of the saddle-point solution at cf. Eqns. (69),(70). Using

a similar inequality as for zero temperature (77), one has

D−1(k) <
1

8g

(

−1 +
Tg

m3
n

)

. (86)

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

for the saddle-point solution m2 = −(2Tg)
1
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, I 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 [27]. 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
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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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