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Abstract: In confining large N theories with a θ angle such as four-dimensional SU(N)
pure Yang-Mills theory, there are multiple metastable vacua and it makes sense to con-
sider the parameter region of “large θ of order N ” despite the fact that θ is a 2π-periodic
parameter. We investigate this parameter region in the two-dimensional CPN−1 model by
computing the partition function on T 2. When θ/N is of order O(0.1) or less, we get
perfectly sensible results for the vacuum energies and decay rates of metastable vacua.
However, when θ/N is of order O(1), we encounter a problem about saddle points that
would give larger contributions to the partition function than the true vacuum. We discuss
why it might not be straightforward to resolve this problem.
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1 Introduction and Summary

The theta angle θ in quantum field theories (QFTs) is an interesting parameter. In particle
physics and cosmology, the dependence of a theory on the theta angle is important for the
potential energy of an axion or axion-like particles. It is also interesting purely theoretically
in QFTs because it appears only in nonperturbative phenomena (either instanton effects or
strong coupling effects), and is related to topological properties of a theory.

Let us consider the case of four-dimensional (4d) SU(N) gauge theories. At weak
coupling, we can calculate the θ dependence of the vacuum energy by the dilute instanton

– 1 –



gas approximation. As a result, the vacuum energy V (θ) as a function of θ at the leading
order of weak coupling expansion is given by V (θ) ∝ (1 − cos θ), where we have set the
vacuum energy at θ = 0 to be zero. However, the situation is different at strong coupling.
To be concrete, let us focus on pure Yang-Mills theory. By large N argument, it was found
that the vacuum energy should be of the form V (θ) = N2V̄ (θ/N), where V̄ is of order one
in the large N limit [1, 2]. Moreover, even for finite N , an ’t Hooft anomaly was found
that excludes the simple form V (θ) ∝ (1− cos θ) with the assumption of a unique gapped
vacuum at each θ [3, 4] (see also [5, 6]).

A scenario that is consistent with both the large N argument and the ’t Hooft anomaly
is to have multiple metastable vacua.1 The n-th metastable vacuum has the vacuum energy
Vn(θ) = N2V̄ ((θ + 2πn)/N). Including these metastable vacua, the vacuum energy has
multi-branch structure in the sense that for a given θ, there are multiple metastable vacua
with energy Vn(θ). The 2π-periodicity of θ is realized by a nontrivial monodromy Vn(θ +
2π) = Vn+1(θ). Although the theory as a whole has the 2π-periodicity, each branch (i.e.
fixed n) is not 2π-periodic. This structure has applications to cosmology. For instance,
natural inflation [7] uses an axion-like inflaton whose potential is often assumed to be
V (θ) ∝ (1 − cos θ). However, in strongly coupled theories, it is possible to realize more
general potentials of the form V0(θ) = N2V̄ (θ/N) (see e.g. [8–10]).

Recent numerical simulations for the case N = 2 support the above prediction of
the vacuum structure [11–15]. In numerical simulations, however, it may not be easy
(even if not impossible [12]) to study the regime of metastable vacua that is far from
the true vacuum. The true vacuum is given by n such that −π ≤ θ + 2πn ≤ π. For
cosmological applications, we may want to know the shape of the potential for large values
of θ for a given n (say n = 0). For θ of order one, a general argument (see [2]) shows that
V0(θ) = N2V̄ (θ/N) = 1

2cθ
2 + O(N−2) where c = V̄ ′′(0) is positive [16]. For θ of order

N (i.e. θ/N is of order one), we need more detailed information about the function V̄ for
which there is no general prediction. This is the regime we are interested in this paper.

For example, one qualitative question about the function V̄ is whether V0(θ) = N2V̄ (θ/N)

has a 2πN (rather than 2π) periodicity. The ’t Hooft anomaly mentioned above is an
anomaly of the 2π-periodicity of θ. The anomaly vanishes for the 2πN shift of θ. There-
fore, it is consistent, but is not a general prediction, that V0(θ) has a 2πN -periodicity. See
e.g. [17–19] for studies of some cases in which weak coupling computations are possible.

The two-dimensional (2d) CPN−1 model is a good toy model which has several common
properties with 4d pure Yang-Mills theory, such as asymptotic freedom, generation of mass
gap, the existence of the θ parameter, and so on. It also has a similar ’t Hooft anomaly
about the 2π shift of θ as in the case of 4d Yang-Mills theory (see e.g. [20]). Explicit
computations are possible in the large N limit [21–23]. We may get some insight into 4d
Yang-Mills theory from the study of the CPN−1 model.

The original motivation of the present paper is to study the vacuum energy Vn(θ) of
metastable vacua in the CPN−1 model when θ is of order N . (However, we will encounter a
puzzle which will be our main focus in this paper). There are previous studies of the vacuum

1In some theories such as N = 1 supersymmetric pure Yang-Mills theory, these vacua are exactly stable.
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energy in the large N CPN−1 model. The topological susceptibility (i.e. the constant c in
V0(θ) ≃ 1

2cθ
2) has been determined in [22, 24, 25]. Higher orders of the expansion by θ are

also determined in [26–30] by the method that we will also use in this paper. We calculate
the partition function of the CPN−1 model on T 2 which contains the information of the
vacuum energy including metastable vacua.

The partition function Z(θ) on T 2 turns out to have a decomposition

Z(θ) =
∑
n∈Z

Z(θ̄n), θ̄n =
θ + 2πn

N
. (1.1)

The integer n in this sum corresponds to the label of metastable vacua which appeared
above. As far as |θ̄n| is small (numerically of order 0.1), we will get a sensible result
Z(θ̄n) ∼ exp[−Vn(θ)Vol (T 2)] where Vn(θ) = N2V̄ (θ̄n) and Vol (T 2) is the volume of T 2.
More precisely, there is also an imaginary part so that Vn(θ) is replaced by Vn(θ)− i

2Γn(θ),
where Γn(θ) represents the vacuum decay rate of the n-th metastable vacuum. The result of
V̄ (θ̄n) for small |θ̄n| agrees with previous results in the literature, and the vacuum decay rate
will also have a clear interpretation as the Schwinger effect. For small |θ̄n|, the absolute value
|Z(θ̄n)| is a monotonically decreasing function of |θ̄n| and in particular |Z(θ̄n)| < |Z(0)| for
0 < |θ̄n| < O(0.1).

However, when |θ̄n| is somewhat large (numerically of order 1), we encounter a puzzle:
if we follow the standard large N arguments such as the saddle point method, the result
of computations is that the absolute value |Z(θ̄n)| seems to exceed |Z(0)| for somewhat
large |θ̄n| ∼ O(1). Recall that the true vacuum corresponds to θ̄n ∼ 0 (or more precisely
−π/N ≤ θ̄n ≤ π/N). We expect that the true vacuum gives the most dominant contribution
to the partition function in the large volume limit, and hence other contributions should
not exceed the true vacuum contribution. Therefore, the above problem should be resolved
in some way. We leave it a future work to find a resolution of the puzzle. In the present
paper, we just present the puzzle and discuss why it might require something that is beyond
the standard large N analysis.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will explain the basic
setup. Section 3 gives a detailed review of the effective action in the large N CPN−1 model
which is obtained after integrating out “matter fields”. The CPN−1 model is formulated
by using an auxiliary U(1) gauge field as well as an auxiliary scalar field D, and the field
strength E of the U(1) gauge field is also a Lorentz scalar in 2d. The effective action is a
function of D and E. Although the effective action (including E) is known in the literature,
we will try to be careful about the assumptions that are used to obtain the effective action.
In Section 4, we will show our main results. We evaluate the path integral by using the
saddle points of the effective action. This is a standard procedure in large N analysis.
First, for small θ̄n we will reproduce the known vacuum energy, and we will also compute
the vacuum decay rate which is exponentially small for small θ̄n. We emphasize that the
results for small θ̄n have perfectly sensible physical interpretations. Next we will show
numerical results for the saddle point actions for all θ̄n. By using those results, in Section 5
we describe the puzzle mentioned above, and explain why it might not be straightforward
to resolve it.
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2 Preliminaries

In this paper, we will perform the Euclidean path integral of the two-dimensional (2d)
CPN−1 sigma model in a large but finite volume torus T 2. (The size of the volume will be
discussed later.) In this section, we recall some basic facts about the CPN−1 model and
make some preparations for later sections.

2.1 The basic setup

The Euclidean action of the 2d CPN−1 model with a θ-term is given by

Sθ[ϕ,A,D] =
N

ḡ20

∫
d2x

[
(Dµϕ)

†(Dµϕ) +D(ϕ†ϕ− 1)
]
− i

θ

2π

∫
d2x

1

2
ϵµνFµν , (2.1)

where ϕ = (ϕ1, · · · , ϕN ) is an N -component complex scalar field, ḡ0 is a bare ’t Hooft
coupling constant, Dµ = ∂µ − iAµ is a covariant derivative with an auxiliary U(1) gauge
field Aµ, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the gauge field strength, and D is an auxiliary scalar field.
We will also use differential form notations such as A = Aµdx

µ and F = dA. The Euclidean
path integral is

Z(θ) :=

∫
DDDADϕ†Dϕ e−Sθ[ϕ,A,D]. (2.2)

Unless otherwise stated, the path integral is performed on a flat T 2.
The 2d CPN−1 model has instanton sectors whose topological charge is given by

m :=
1

2π

∫
d2x

1

2
ϵµνFµν ∈ Z. (2.3)

We can divide the path integral into different topological sectors as

Z(θ) =
∑
m∈Z

eimθZm, Zm :=

∫
m
DDDADϕ†Dϕ e−Sθ=0[ϕ,A,D], (2.4)

where the subscript m in the path integral for Zm means that it is restricted to the fixed
topological sector specified by m.

In a large volume, it will be convenient to rewrite the sum over instanton numbers as
follows [31]. Suppose that Zm, as a function of m ∈ Z, can be extended to a function Zx

of a real variable x ∈ R. (This point will be discussed more explicitly later.) Then, the
Poisson summation formula

∑
m∈Z δ(x−m) =

∑
n∈Z e

2πinx gives

Z(θ) =
∑
n∈Z

∫ ∞

−∞
dx ei(θ+2πn)xZx. (2.5)

The integer n is a kind of the electromagnetic dual of the 1-form gauge field Aµ in 2d.2

2The electromagnetic dual of a p-form gauge field in d-dimensions is a (d − p − 2)-form. When d = 2

and p = 1, the dual is a “(−1)-form” which is just described by a constant integer n ∈ Z.
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The n will be interpreted as labeling metastable vacua, at least when the vacuum decay
rate is small. We define the vacuum energy Vn(θ) and the vacuum decay rate Γn(θ) for the
vacuum labeled by n ∈ Z as

Vn(θ)− i
Γn(θ)

2
:= − lim

Vol (T 2)→∞

1

Vol (T 2)
log

(∫ ∞

−∞
dx ei(θ+2πn)xZx

)
. (2.6)

where Vol (T 2) is the volume of T 2. We can recover the information of nonzero n from that
of n = 0 because θ and n appear in the combination θ + 2πn and hence

Vn(θ) = V (θ + 2πn), Γn(θ) = Γ(θ + 2πn), (2.7)

where V (θ) = V0(θ) and Γ(θ) = Γ0(θ).

2.2 Large N

For large N analyses, it is convenient to define

θ̄ =
θ

N
. (2.8)

More generally, we will put a bar over a quantity that is normalized to be of order one in
the large N limit.

We first perform the path integral over ϕ and ϕ†. Then we obtain the effective action
for Aµ and D as

Seff[A,D] = NS̄eff[A,D], (2.9)

where

S̄eff[A,D] = logDet(−DµD
µ +D) +

∫
d2x

(
− 1

ḡ20
D − i

θ̄

2π

1

2
ϵµνFµν

)
(2.10)

This form of the effective action and the standard large N argument suggest that the
partition function is a function of θ̄ as

Z(θ) ∼ exp
(
−NS̄eff(θ̄)

)
, (2.11)

where S̄eff(θ̄) is a function of θ̄ which is of order one in the sense of large N counting. The
contribution (2.11) is expected to be dominated by the vacuum. However, we know that
the theory has the 2π-periodicity θ ∼ θ + 2π. This periodicity would be inconsistent if
(2.11) were the complete answer, since the function S̄eff(θ̄) is of order one and the 2π shift
of θ corresponds to the 2π/N shift of θ̄ = θ/N .

The resolution is as follows. Suppose that there are many (metastable) vacua labeled
by an integer n ∈ Z such that the partition function is actually given by

Z(θ) ∼
∑
n∈Z

exp
(
−NS̄eff(θ̄n)

)
, (2.12)
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where

θ̄n :=
θ + 2πn

N
. (2.13)

Then it has the 2π-periodicity. This is a rather general structure of the θ-dependence in
large N field theories. (For a nice summary in the case of Yang-Mills, see Section 1 of [2].)
For the CPN−1 model, we have explicitly found this structure in (2.5) which is obtained
after the Poisson summation.

3 Effective action

In this section, we study the effective action in the 2d CPN−1 model. See [27, 31–33] for
early work. We will try to make clear what assumptions we are using.

3.1 Gauge field configurations

In a fixed topological sector labeled by m ∈ Z, we decompose the gauge field Aµ as

Aµ = A(m)
µ +Aflat

µ +A′
µ. (3.1)

The meaning of each term on the right hand side is as follows. The A(m)
µ is a topologically

nontrivial gauge field configuration such that the field strength is constant,

1

2
ϵµνF (m)

µν =
1

2
ϵµν
(
∂µA

(m)
ν − ∂νA

(m)
µ

)
=

2πm

Vol (T 2)
. (3.2)

More explicitly, let us represent a torus T 2 (which we take to be rectangular for simplicity)
by using a coordinate system (x, y) ∈ R2 with equivalence relations

x ∼ x+ L1, y ∼ y + L2 (3.3)

where L1 and L2 are the length of the two sides of T 2. We have Vol (T 2) = L1L2. Then
A(m) may be taken as

A(m) = A(m)
µ dxµ =

2πm

L1L2
xdy, (3.4)

whose field strength 2-form is F (m) = (2πm/L1L2)dx∧ dy. We remark that there must be
a nontrivial transition function h(y) when we identify x+ L1 and x because

−i
(
A(m)(x+ L1, y)−A(m)(x, y)

)
= h(y)−1dh(y), h(y) = exp

(
−2πmiy

L2

)
. (3.5)

The Aflat
µ and A′

µ are topologically trivial gauge fields describing fluctuations around the
A

(m)
µ . The Aflat

µ is a flat connection of the form

Aflat = 2π

(
αdx

L1
+
βdy

L2

)
, (3.6)
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where α and β are constants. Because of large gauge transformations −iA→ −iA+ g−1dg

by U(1)-valued functions g, the parameters α and β have gauge equivalence relations

α ∼ α+ 1, β ∼ β + 1. (3.7)

The A′
µ contains other non-constant modes in the Fourier mode expansion of the (topo-

logically trivial part of the) gauge field, or in other words the modes in A′
µ have nonzero

momentum on T 2.
We remark that when m ̸= 0, gauge field configurations with different values of α and

β are actually equivalent modulo translations on T 2 (up to some changes of A′ due to the
translations). For instance, let us consider a translation x → x + L1a by an arbitrary
parameter a. Then

A(m)(x+ L1a, y) = A(m)(x, y) +
2πma

L2
dy. (3.8)

Thus, by choosing a = −β/m, we can cancel the part 2πβdy/L2 in Aflat. For a translation
in the y-direction, we first perform gauge transformations by g = exp(2πmixy/L1L2),

Ã(m) = A(m) + ig−1dg = − 2πm

L1L2
ydx. (3.9)

Then we can repeat the same argument as in the case of translations in the x-direction.3

3.2 Large N effective action

Let us study the effective action (2.10). The first term in (2.10) can be rewritten as

logDet(−DµD
µ +D) = −

∫ ∞

ϵ

dt

t
Tr e−t(−DµDµ+D) (3.10)

where we introduced a cutoff ε.
The gauge field A is decomposed as (3.1). Let us also decompose the auxiliary field D

as

D = D0 +D′, (3.11)

where D0 is a constant on T 2 and D′ includes other non-constant modes in the Fourier
mode expansion of D on T 2 (i.e. they have nonzero momentum on T 2). Then we define
the effective action of D0 and m by

NS̄eff[m,D0] = − log

(∫
DAflatDA′DD′e−NS̄eff[A,D]

)
. (3.12)

3One might think that if we perform a translation of A(m) = 2πm
L1L2

xdy directly in the y-direction as
y → y+L2b, then we would get nothing because d(y+L2b) = dy. However, it is not straightforward to do
translations in the y-direction in this gauge, because we have the transition function h(y) in (3.5) which is
not invariant under translations in the y-direction.
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For the time being, we focus on the case that m ̸= 0. We assume that the integral over
non-constant modes A′ and D′ is dominated by saddle points on which

A′, D′ ∼ O(e−ML1) +O(e−ML2), (3.13)

where M =
√
D0 is the mass of the field ϕ, and L1 and L2 are the lengths of the sides of

T 2. Let us discuss the reasons for this assumption.
If we take the large volume limit of T 2, the spacetime is approximately the flat space

R2. Then, it may be reasonable to assume that the path integral is dominated by saddle
points that are Lorentz and translation invariant, such as (metastable) vacua. If so, the
values of A′ and D′ in those saddle points should vanish in the large volume limit because
A′ and D′ consist of modes with nonzero momentum.

Now let us consider their behavior in the case of large but finite L1 and L2. If A(m) were
absent, translation invariance (i.e. momentum conservation) on T 2 would imply that the
action S̄eff[A,D] cannot have linear terms in A′ or D′ and hence is expanded as a function
of A′ and D′ as

S̄eff[A,D] = O(1) +O(A′2) +O(D′2) +O(A′D′) + · · · (3.14)

where the ellipses denote quartic and higher order terms in A′ and D′. This would have
A′ = 0, D′ = 0 as a saddle point.

In reality, the translation invariance is violated by A(m). However, the violation of
translation invariance by A(m) only has the effect of changing Aflat as discussed at the end
of Section 3.1. The flat connection Aflat has only global effects on T 2 because its field
strength is zero, dAflat = 0. For it to be detected, a particle corresponding to the field
ϕ must travel around one of the topologically nontrivial cycles of T 2. Then the quantum
mechanical action of a ϕ-particle going around the cycle of T 2 in the x-direction has the
exponentiated action (see Appendix A)

exp

(
−M

∫
ds

)
∼ exp(−ML1), (3.15)

where ds is the line element of the worldline of the ϕ-particle and M is the mass. Sim-
ilarly, the exponentiated action of a ϕ-particle going around the y-direction is given by
exp(−ML2). This is the reason for the exponential suppression in (3.13). See Appendix A.2
for more details.

At any rate, we assume the behavior (3.13) for the saddle point values of A′ and D′,
and we neglect them by taking L1 and L2 to be sufficiently large. Then let us consider the
path integral on the right-hand side of (3.12) around the saddle point A′ ∼ 0, D′ ∼ 0. By
the standard large N argument, the 1/N can be regarded as a coupling constant in the
perturbative expansion with respect to A′ and D′, and hence we expect

S̄eff[m,D0] = S̄eff[A = A(m)
µ , D = D0] +O(1/N) +O(e−ML1) +O(e−ML2), (3.16)

where we have used the fact that when A′ = 0 and D′ = 0, the effect of Aflat can be
eliminated by translation on T 2 as discussed at the end of Section 3.1 and hence Aflat does
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not affect the leading term of the effective action. (We must still perform the path integral
over Aflat, but it gives a constant overall factor of the partition function and is absorbed
in the term O(1/N) in (3.16).) We assume that the terms of order O(1/N) as well as
O(e−cL1) +O(e−cL2) are negligible for the purposes of the following analysis.

Now we need to calculate S̄eff[A = A
(m)
µ , D = D0]. For this purpose, we use the

standard result about Landau levels. We denote

E0 = −1

2
ϵµνF (m)

µν = − 2πm

Vol (T 2)
. (3.17)

(The minus sign here is introduced just for later convenience.) We also denote

a± =
i(Dx ± iDy)√

2|E0|
, (3.18)

where E0 ̸= 0 since we are considering the case m ̸= 0. The a± are hermitian conjugates of
each other and satisfy the commutation relation

[a−, a+] = − i

|E0|
[Dx, Dy] =

E0

|E0|
. (3.19)

Depending on the sign of E0, we can regard one of a± as an annihilation operator and the
other as a creation operator. The numbers N± of modes annihilated by a± are determined
by the Atiyah-Singer index theorem4 as

N+ −N− =
1

2π

∫
dx2

1

2
ϵµνFµν = m = − 1

2π
Vol (T 2)E0. (3.21)

One of N± is zero because one of a± is a creation operator which does not annihilate
anything. Then the other one of N± is given by |m|.

Because −DµD
µ = |E0|(a+a−+a−a+), its spectrum is the same as that of a harmonic

oscillator in quantum mechanics. Actually, there are |m| copies of harmonic oscillators
because the lowest energy states have |m|-fold degeneracy. Thus we get

Tr e−t(−DµDµ+D0) = |m|
∞∑
k=0

e−t(2k+1)|E0|−tD0 =
1

4π
Vol (T 2)

|E0|e−D0t

sinh |E0|t
. (3.22)

Then, the first term in (2.10) becomes

logDet(−DµDµ +D0) = − 1

4π
Vol (T 2)

∫ ∞

ε

dt

t

E0e
−D0t

sinhE0t
, (3.23)

where we have used the fact that E0/ sinh(E0t) is an even function of E0.
4The Dirac operator iγµDµ and the chirality operator γ̄ in 2d are given by

iγµDµ =

(
0 i(Dx − iDy)

i(Dx + iDy) 0

)
, γ̄ =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
. (3.20)
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Let us denote the effective action S̄eff[m,D0] defined in (3.12) also as S̄eff[E0, D0, θ̄],
where E0 and m are related by (3.17), and we have also made explicit the dependence on
θ̄. From the above results, we get the effective action for m ̸= 0 given by

S̄eff[E0, D0, θ̄] ≃
1

4π
Vol (T 2)L̄eff(E0, D0, θ̄) ,

L̄eff(E0, D0, θ̄) := −
∫ ∞

ε

dt

t

E0e
−D0t

sinhE0t
+ 2iθ̄E0 −

4π

ḡ20
D0 . (3.24)

More explicit forms will be calculated in Section 3.4.
Let us recapitulate the assumptions used to arrive at the approximate expression (3.24)

for S̄eff[E0, D0, θ̄].

• The values of A′ and D′ in the dominant saddle points are exponentially suppressed
as (3.13) and their effects are negligible.

• Higher order terms in the 1/N expansion in (3.16) are negligible.

3.3 The partition function

Now the partition function is computed as follows. Recall the sum over instanton numbers
in (2.4). For m ̸= 0, the eimθZm is given by Ẑ[E0, θ̄] define by

Ẑ[E0, θ̄] =

∫
dD0 exp

(
−NS̄eff[E0, D0, θ̄]

)
. (3.25)

We have computed the effective action only for m ̸= 0. Thus, we rewrite (2.4) as

Z(θ) = (Z0 − Ẑ[0]) +
∑
m∈Z

Ẑ[E0, θ̄]. (3.26)

Now, one can see that the effective action (3.24) (neglecting subleading terms) has a straight-
forward continuation from integer m to real values, m→ x ∈ R. The x and E0 are related
by E0 = −2πx/Vol (T 2). By using that continuation, we use the Poisson summation formula
(2.5) to write the partition function as

Z(θ) = (Z0 − Ẑ[0]) +
∑
n∈Z

∫
dx e2πinxẐ[E0, θ̄]

= (Z0 − Ẑ[0]) +
Vol (T 2)

2π

∑
n∈Z

∫
dE0dD0 exp

(
−NS̄eff[E0, D0, θ̄n]

)
, (3.27)

where θ̄n = θ̄ + 2πn/N was defined in (2.13). Thus, we have reduced the path integral to
the integral over just two variables E0 and D0.

Let us briefly comment on Z0 and Ẑ[0]. The Z0 is (approximately) obtained by the
following procedure. To get some intuition, we consider the case that L1 = β = 1/T is
interpreted as an inverse temperature and L2 = L is a spatial volume which we take to be
much larger than β and the mass scale M−1 = D

−1/2
0 of ϕ. In this limit, only the holonomy

µ =
∫ β
0 Axdx in the Euclidean time direction x is important. The path integral of ϕ gives

N logDet(−DµD
µ +D) = βLF (µ), (3.28)
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where F (µ) is the thermal free energy of ϕ in the presence of the (imaginary) chemical
potential µ. At the leading order, the Z0 is given by

Z0 ∼
∫

dµ e−βLF (µ) ∼ e−βLF (0). (3.29)

The ϕ has mass M and hence the thermal effects are exponentially suppressed by the
Boltzmann factor exp(−βM) (which is the same as the exponentiated action (3.15) of the
ϕ-particle).

On the other hand, the Ẑ[0] is computed by S̄eff[E0, D0, θ̄] in the limit E0 → 0, which
one can see to be the zero temperature effective action of the CPN−1 model for D0. Thus,
Z0 and Ẑ[0] are different when the temperature is of order M or higher, but the difference
goes to zero in the limit of large L1 = β and L2 = L.

Our concern in this paper is the θ̄ dependence, and for that purpose the term (Z0−Ẑ[0])
is not important. We have also taken L1 and L2 to be large to justify the approximation
used in (3.24). Therefore, at any rate, we neglect (Z0 − Ẑ[0]) and then our formula for the
partition function is

Z(θ) ≃ Vol (T 2)

2π

∑
n∈Z

∫
dE0dD0 exp

(
−NVol (T 2)

4π
L̄eff(E0, D0, θ̄n)

)
. (3.30)

The integration contours of E0 and D0 are as follows. It is clear that the E0 is integrated
over R. On the other hand, the D was originally introduced as a Lagrange multiplier to
impose the condition |ϕ|2 = 1. To produce the delta functional δ(|ϕ|2 − 1) by integrating
over D using the action (2.1), its integration contour should be pure imaginary, and hence
D0 is integrated over the imaginary axis

√
−1R. We may slightly shift it to ϵ+

√
−1R for

ϵ > 0 to avoid the singular point D0 = 0.

3.4 Calculations of the effective Lagrangian

The effective Lagrangian (3.24) can be calculated more explicitly. To perform renormaliza-
tion, we first rewrite∫ ∞

ε

dt

t

E0e
−tD0

sinhE0t
=

∫ ∞

ε

dt

t

(
E0

sinhE0t
− 1

t

)
e−tD0 +

∫ ∞

ε
dt
e−tD0

t2
(3.31)

The first term on the right-hand side is finite in the limit ε → 0. On the other hand, the
second term can be treated just as in the usual case of the CPN−1 model without E0 on a
flat space.5 Because

d2

dD2
0

∫ ∞

ε
dt
e−tD0

t2
=

∫ ∞

ε
dte−tD0 =

e−εD0

D0
=

1

D0
+O(ε), (3.33)

5Notice that

1

4π

∫ ∞

ε

dt
e−tD0

t2
=

∫
d2p

(2π)2

∫ ∞

ε

dt

t
e−t(p2+D0) = −

∫
d2p

(2π)2
log(p2 +D0). (3.32)

This is just the flat space one-loop determinant.
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we have ∫ ∞

ε
dt
e−tD0

t2
= c0 + c1D0 +D0 logD0 +O(ε), (3.34)

where c0(= 1/ε) and c1(= log ε+· · · ) are constants which diverge in the limit ε→ 0. The c0
is renormalized by the cosmological constant term and hence we neglect it. We renormalize
c1 as

c1 +
4π

ḡ20
:= −1− log Λ2, (3.35)

and take Λ to be fixed in the limit ε → 0. This Λ is the dynamical scale of the CPN−1

model. By using this renormalization in (3.24), the renormalized effective Lagrangian is
given by

L̄eff(E0, D0, θ̄) = −D0 log(D0/Λ
2) +D0 + 2iθ̄E0 −

∫ ∞

0

dt

t

(
E0

sinhE0t
− 1

t

)
e−tD0 . (3.36)

The term −D0 log(D0/Λ
2) +D0 is the usual one in the CPN−1 model, and the rest of the

terms gives the E0-dependence.
Next we calculate the last term of (3.36) more explicitly. We define a function F (z) by

F (z) := −1

z

∫ ∞

0

(
1

sinh t
− 1

t

)
e−zt

t
dt

= −2

z
log Γ

(
z + 1

2

)
+ log

(z
2

)
− 1 +

1

z
log 2π, (3.37)

where in the second equality we have used a formula (B.1) given in Appendix B. By setting

z =
D0

E0
, (3.38)

the final result for the effective Lagrangian when E0 > 0 is given by

L̄eff(E0, D0, θ̄) = −D0 log

(
D0

Λ2

)
+D0

(
1 +

2iθ̄

z
+ F (z)

)
(E0 > 0). (3.39)

More explicit form is

L̄eff(E0, D0, θ̄) = −2E0 log Γ

(
D0

2E0
+

1

2

)
−D0 log

(
2E0

Λ2

)
+ E0 log 2π + 2iθ̄E0. (3.40)

The formula for negative real E0 is given by replacing E0 by |E0|.
The above formulas in terms of the gamma function somewhat make obscure the be-

havior in the region of small E0. It is possible to expand the effective Lagrangian around
E0 = 0 by using the Bernoulli numbers Bn which are defined by

x

ex − 1
=

∞∑
n=0

Bn

n!
xn. (3.41)
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We have

x

sinhx
= 2x

(
1

ex − 1
− 1

e2x − 1

)
=

∞∑
n=0

(2− 22n)B2n

(2n)!
x2n, (3.42)

where we have used the fact that the left-hand side is an even function of x. Then (3.36)
gives

L̄eff(E0, D0, θ̄) = −D0

(
log

D0

Λ2
− 1

)
+ 2iθ̄E0 −

∞∑
n=1

(2− 22n)

2n(2n− 1)
B2n

E2n
0

D2n−1
0

. (3.43)

The expansion with respect to E0 is only an asymptotic expansion. In fact, the original
integral (3.36) can be seen as a Borel resummation of this asymptotic series by rewriting it
as ∫ ∞

0

dt

t

(
E0

sinhE0t
− 1

t

)
e−tD0 = E0

∫ ∞

0

dt

t

(
1

sinh t
− 1

t

)
e
−t

D0
E0 (3.44)

where we have assumed E0 > 0. The function 1/ sinh t has poles at πik for k = ±1,±2, · · · .
Thus the radius of convergence of the expansion of 1/ sinh t is π, which implies that the
expansion before the Borel resummation has zero radius of convergence.

4 The theta angle and the partition function

Just for notational simplicity, from now on we denote E0 and D0 just as E and D,

E := E0, D := D0. (4.1)

Our purpose now is to compute the partition function (3.30). For this purpose, we need to
evaluate the integral

Z(θ̄) =

∫
dEdD exp

(
−NVol (T 2)

4π
L̄eff(E,D, θ̄)

)
, (4.2)

where we remind the reader that θ̄ = θ/N . Then we replace θ̄ by θ̄n = θ̄+2πn/N and sum
over n ∈ Z to get (3.30).

4.1 The assumption about the saddle point method

For the purpose of computing Z(θ̄) defined by (4.2), we make a further assumption that it
can be computed by the saddle point method. The saddle point method is a very common
method in large N field theories, but actually there is a subtlety.

A precise framework for the saddle point method is Morse or Picard-Lefschetz theory
(see Section 3 of [34] for a detailed review of this theory). An important ingredient in
this method is the ability to deform the integration contour freely so that the integral is
represented by a sum of integrals over some integration contours (called Lefschetz thimbles)
which pass through saddle points.
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In more detail, let us extend the variables E and D to complex values, E,D ∈ C.
The L̄eff(E,D, θ̄) is now regarded as a function of these complex variables. Suppose that
L̄eff(E,D, θ̄) has (complex) saddle points pa labeled by a, pa = (Ea, Da). Let Ja be the
appropriate integration contour (Lefschetz thimble) which has the following properties;
(i) Ja passes through pa, (ii) the real part Re L̄eff(E,D, θ̄) increases as we go away from
pa along Ja, and (iii) the imaginary part Im L̄eff(E,D, θ̄) is constant along Ja. Let C be
the original integration contour. Suppose that C can be deformed to (or is in the same
“homology class” as) a sum

C →
∑
a

naJa, (4.3)

where na are integers. Then we may want to replace the integral (4.2) over C as∫
C
dEdD exp

(
−NVol (T 2)

4π
L̄eff(E,D, θ̄)

)
?−−−→

∑
a

na

∫
Ja

dEdD exp

(
−NVol (T 2)

4π
L̄eff(E,D, θ̄)

)
. (4.4)

The integral over each Ja is dominated by the saddle point value of the integrand. This is
the saddle point method.

This procedure is valid as far as the integrand is a holomorphic function of the integra-
tion variables (E,D), because in that case we can use the Cauchy theorem to deform the
integration contour without changing the value of the integral. However, as we have noticed
in the paragraph containing (3.43), the L̄eff(E,D, θ̄) is not analytic at E = 0 because the
radius of convergence of the expansion around this point is zero. The integration contour
C (discussed at the end of Section 3.3) passes through E = 0. Therefore, it is not clear
whether the decomposition such as (4.4) is possible.

In this paper, we neglect the above issue and simply assume the following:

• The result for Z(θ̄) is given by a sum that appears on the right-hand side of (4.4),
for some choice of integers na. (Any specific choice of na is not assumed.)

We will see that this assumption (with a certain choice of na) gives perfectly sensible results
when θ̄ is small (numerically of order 0.1). However, when θ̄ becomes larger (numerically
of order 1), then we will encounter a puzzling behavior. The puzzle will be that the values
of Re L̄eff(Ea, Da, θ̄) become negative and hence give unphysically huge contributions. This
is not about a single saddle point but about many saddle points, and the problem might
not be solved no matter how we choose na (this point is subtle because there are infinitely
many saddle points. We discuss more details later).

We leave the study of the resolution of the puzzle to future work. In the present work,
we just give the results under the above assumptions.

4.2 Small θ̄

Let us start from the case of small θ̄ because this case has a very clear physical interpretation
in terms of metastable vacua. For small θ̄, we expect that small E gives the dominant saddle
point, because when θ̄ = 0, the (true) vacuum is given by E = 0.
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For small E, the effective Lagrangian is expanded as

Leff(E,D, θ̄) ≃ 2iθ̄E −D

(
log

D

Λ2
− 1

)
+

1

6

E2

D
. (4.5)

Assuming that θ̄ is small, the saddle point is given by

D ≃ Λ2 + 6Λ2θ̄2, E ≃ −6iΛ2θ̄, Leff|saddle ≃ Λ2 + 6Λ2θ̄2. (4.6)

Let us discuss the interpretation of each of them.
First, the leading term Λ2 in D is the standard result for the CPN−1 model at θ̄ = 0.

This gives the mass term of ϕ. The result D = Λ2 for θ̄ = 0 is slightly modified by 6Λ2θ̄2

for a small but finite θ̄.
Next, let us consider E ≃ −6iΛθ̄. This is (almost) pure imaginary, and it has the

following natural interpretation. The E was defined by the gauge field strength −1
2ϵ

µνFµν

in Euclidean signature spacetime. We have to Wick-rotate it to obtain the corresponding
Lorentz signature result. The Wick rotation is performed in the following way. The action
contains the θ term

iθ

2π

∫
Ed2x. (4.7)

We require that this form is preserved under Wick rotation.6 Let xE and EE = E be the
Euclidean signature coordinates and the field strength, and let xL and EL be the Lorentz
signature coordinates and the field strength, respectively. Then the requirement is that
EE d2xE = EL d

2xL. We have the standard relation d2xL = −id2xE, and hence

EL = iE ≃ 6Λ2θ̄. (4.8)

This is a real electric field. It is expected that such a constant electric field is generated in
a 2d U(1) gauge theory with a θ-term [36].

Finally, the result Leff|saddle−Λ2 ≃ 6Λ2θ̄2 is interpreted in terms of the vacuum energy.
From (2.6), the vacuum energy and the vacuum decay rate is given at the leading order of
large N by

V (θ) =
N

4π
V̄ (θ̄), Γ(θ) =

N

4π
Γ̄(θ̄) (4.9)

where

V̄ (θ̄)− i

2
Γ̄(θ̄) = Leff|saddle. (4.10)

Therefore, we get

V̄ (θ̄)− V̄ (0) ≃ 6NΛ2θ̄2, (4.11)

6We can write
∫
Ed2x in terms of differential form notation as −

∫
F . This does not depend on the

metric. It is possible to regard Wick rotation as a change of the metric gµν (see [35] for a systematic study
of this point of view), so Wick rotation should not affect terms that are independent of the metric.
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where we have subtracted the term V̄ (0) which is independent of θ̄. This is a natural result
that the electric field EL creates energy.

In the above approximation, we could not see the imaginary part of Leff|saddle. We can
determine the leading term of the small imaginary part as follows. We perform the above
Wick rotation as E = exp[−i(π/2 − ϵ)]EL = (−i + ϵ)EL, where ϵ > 0 is an infinitesimal
number which is introduced so that the Wick rotation angle is slightly less than π/2 to
avoid singularities in the following calculation.7 Then, the part of the effective action that
depends on E is

Leff ⊃ −
∫ ∞

0

dt

t

(
E

sinhEt
− 1

t

)
e−tD

= −
∫ ∞

0

dt

t

(
EL

sin(1 + iϵ)ELt
− 1

t

)
e−tD. (4.12)

When EL is real (and ϵ is infinitesimal), there are many poles on the integration contour of
t, located at

t =
π

|EL|
k (k = 1, 2, · · · ). (4.13)

Near these poles, we have

EL

sin(1 + iϵ)ELt
≃ (−1)k

(1 + iϵ)t− πk/|EL|

= P

(
(−1)k

t− πk/|EL|

)
− (−1)kπiδ(t− πk/|EL|), (4.14)

where P means the principal value and we have used (x+iϵ)−1 = P(x−1)−πiδ(x). Therefore,
for real EL, we get

ImLeff =

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k
|EL|
k

exp

(
−kπD
|EL|

)
. (4.15)

Therefore, when |EL| ≪ D, the vacuum decay rate is given by

Γ̄(θ̄) ≃ 2|EL| exp
(
− πD

|EL|

)
≃ 12Λ2|θ̄| exp

(
− π

6|θ̄|

)
. (4.16)

This is positive, as expected from the physical interpretation as the vacuum decay rate.
In fact, if the Wick rotation were done in the wrong direction, then Γ̄(θ̄) would have been
negative. The correct sign is a consistency check of our procedure for the Wick rotation
discussed around (4.7).

The vacuum decay rate is exponentially small for small θ̄, and hence we can interpret
the saddle point (4.6) as a sufficiently long-lived metastable vacuum. The result (4.16) is
interpreted as a consequence of the Schwinger effect; pairs of charged particles ϕ, ϕ† are
created in the presence of the electric field EL. The vacuum decay proceeds via such a
Schwinger pair creation. In fact, in Appendix A.3 we give a different computation of the
exponent −πD/|EL| in (4.16) by using a particle picture of ϕ. The computation there
makes the interpretation as pair creations more explicit.

7This is analogous to the “Feynman iϵ” in Feynman diagram computations. Our electric field E is
analogous to the time component of momenta in Feynman diagrams.
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4.3 Analytic structure of the effective Lagrangian

For general values of θ̄, we perform the computation by using the result (3.39) or (3.40).
If we regard D and z = D/E as independent variables, it is easy to solve the saddle point
equation for D by using (3.39). The result for the value of D and the effective Lagrangian
L̄eff(z, θ̄) as a function of z is

D = D(z, θ̄) := Λ2 exp

(
2iθ̄

z
+ F (z)

)
,

L̄eff(z, θ̄) = D(z, θ̄), (4.17)

where F (z) is given by (3.37),

F (z) = −2

z
log Γ

(
z + 1

2

)
+ log

(z
2

)
− 1 +

1

z
log 2π. (4.18)

Our remaining task is to find saddle points of L̄eff(z, θ̄). However, we must notice that
this effective Lagrangian is not single valued for complex z. Moreover, the formula (3.39)
is derived under the condition that E > 0. Therefore, it is necessary to be more careful
about the analytic structure.

Let us reexamine the case of small θ̄. The effective action was obtained for real E, but
the actual saddle point for small θ̄ was approximately pure imaginary. In particular, to get
the correct vacuum decay rate, we have implicitly used the following analytic continuation.
We start from some real value of E or z = D/E, say z = A ∈ R, and then perform Wick
rotation as

z = Aeiα, (4.19)

where α is increased from 0 to π/2. The sign of A is taken to be the same as the sign of
the saddle point value of zL := D/EL. For concreteness, we focus our attention to the case
θ̄ > 0 which gives EL ≃ 6Λ2θ̄ > 0. Then we take the A in (4.19) to be positive. This means
that we start the analytic continuation from positive E. Therefore we can use the formula
(3.39). For z > 0, the logarithm in (4.18) is evaluated by the principal value. Then we
analytically continue F (z) along the path (4.19) for A > 0.

Now we want to increase θ̄ from small to large values. Let us distinguish several different
types of saddle points as follows:

1. The saddle point that is a continuation of the saddle point found in Section 4.2 from
small to large values of θ̄.

2. Saddle points that are not the above one, but can be still found by analytic continu-
ation (4.19) in the range 0 < α < π and A > 0.

3. Saddle points that can be still found by analytic continuation (4.19) in the range
−π < α < 0 and A > 0.

4. Saddle points obtained by more complicated analytic continuation.
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5. Saddle points that are obtained by analytic continuation from negative real z.

Let us comment on each of them.
The first type is the most natural one because, for small θ̄, it has perfectly sensible

behavior as a metastable vacuum. For large θ̄, however, we will see that the interpretation
as a metastable vacuum is no longer valid. We will also see that the α in (4.19) must be
continued to the range π/2 < α < π. For small θ̄ it was α ≃ π/2.

As we will see, there are also other saddle points. For the second type of saddle points,
the analytic continuation is done in the same direction as the Wick rotation, α > 0. For
the third type of saddle points, the analytic continuation is done in the opposite direction
to the case of Wick rotation, α < 0. The saddle points of the third type (and the values
of L̄eff(z, θ̄) on them) are obtained from the saddle points of the first or second types by
complex conjugation z → z∗.

About the fourth type, a practical reason for distinguishing it from the first, second
and third ones is as follows. The “LogGamma function” log Γ(x) has a unique analytic
continuation if we eliminate the negative real axis on the complex plane. The gamma
function is basically a product of (x+ k)−1 for k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , or more precisely,

Γ(x)−1 = eγxx
∏
k≥1

(
1 +

x

k

)
e−x/k, (4.20)

where γ is the Euler’s constant. For the function (4.18), if we go around some of the points
of the form

z = −2k − 1 (k = 0, 1, 2 · · · ), (4.21)

then the logarithm changes by −2πℓi for some ℓ ∈ Z and hence F (z) changes as

F (z) → F (z)− 2

z
· 2πℓi. (4.22)

By looking at (4.17), this shift of F (z) has the effect of replacing θ̄ by θ̄ − 2πℓ,

L̄eff(z, θ̄) → L̄eff(z, θ̄ − 2πℓ). (4.23)

Therefore, saddle points of the fourth type with the parameter θ̄ can be found from saddle
points of the first, second or third type for the parameter θ̄ − 2πℓ.8

The saddle points of the fifth type are obtained from others just by changing the signs
of both z and θ̄. Therefore we will not explicitly show them in the following sections.

4.4 Numerical calculations

Now we determine the saddle points by numerical calculations. The saddle point equation
for z is given by

2iθ̄ = z2
d

dz
F (z)

= 2 log Γ

(
z + 1

2

)
− zψ

(
z + 1

2

)
+ z − log 2π. (4.24)

8It is not yet clear whether the “2π-periodicity of θ̄” or in other words the “2πN -periodicity of θ” as in
(4.23) has a physical interpretation. At least it is consistent with the ’t Hooft anomaly of the 2π-periodicity
of θ [3, 4] (see also [5, 6] for early work), since 2πN shift does not have any ’t Hooft anomaly.
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Figure 1: The plot of saddle points on the complex z−1 = E/D plane. The θ̄ is not
fixed but is determined at each point by θ̄ = 1

2 Im z2 d
dzF (z). A single point corresponds

to not a single value of θ̄ but multiple values which differ from each other by 2πℓ for
ℓ ∈ Z (see the discussions around (4.23)). There are infinitely many “rings” as we
approach z−1 → 0 though it is not so clear in the figure due to numerical accuracy.

where ψ(x) = d
dz log Γ(x) is the digamma function. This equation may be solved by impos-

ing the condition Re z2 d
dzF (z) = 0. This gives curves on the complex plane. The value of

θ̄ at each point on the curves is given by 1
2 Im z2 d

dzF (z).
Figure 1 shows the plot of the solutions of Re z2 d

dzF (z) = 0 on the complex plane of
1/z = E/D. The solutions form various “rings”. Actually, there are infinitely many rings
as we approach z−1 → 0, though it is not so clear in the figure due to numerical accuracy.

For small θ̄, we have a saddle point z−1 ≃ −6iθ̄ found in Section 4.2. When θ̄ is
increased, the point moves along the lower half of the largest ring in Figure 1. It reaches
the point z−1 = −1 in the limit θ̄ → ∞. Notice that the point z = −1 is one of the singular
points given by (4.21). In fact, each of the rings approaches one of the singular points
z = −2k − 1 in the limit θ̄ → ∞ (which will be discussed in Section 4.5). The upper half
of Figure 1 is obtained by complex conjugation z → z∗ from the lower half.

Let us next see the values of L̄eff at the saddle points. The most natural saddle point is
the one that is obtained continuously from the ones for small values of θ̄, that is, the lower
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half of the largest ring. Figure 2 shows the result for

L(θ̄) =
L̄eff|saddle − Λ2

Λ2
. (4.25)

Here, the constant Λ2 is subtracted so that L(0) = 0. A puzzling point is that the real part
ReL(θ̄) becomes negative in some range of θ̄. We will discuss this point more in a later
section.

There are also other rings. Let us focus on the lower half of the rings. They have the
property that the (k + 1)-th ring behaves as z−1 → −(2k + 1)−1 in the limit θ̄ → ∞ (see
Section 4.5), where k = 0 is the one shown in Figure 2. The cases k = 1 and k = 2 are
shown in Figure 3. The case of a somewhat large k, e.g. k = 14, is shown in Figure 4.

For these rings, we plot only the region

θ̄ > −πk (4.26)

for the following reason. Let us consider analytic continuation (4.19) for 0 < α < π and
−(2k + 1) < A < −(2k − 1). Then, in the limit α→ π, one can see from (4.24) and (4.20)
that θ̄ behaves as θ̄ → −πk. If we continuously change θ̄ to the region θ̄ < −πk, then we
go to the region of more complicated analytic continuation (i.e. the fourth type of saddle
points in the terminology of Section 4.3). 9 That region may be treated as discussed around
(4.23). It might be illuminating to write the equations for the saddle points as

iθ̄ = (log Γ)pv

(
zsaddle + 1

2

)
+ 2πℓi− 1

2
zsaddleψ

(
zsaddle + 1

2

)
+
zsaddle

2
− 1

2
log 2π,

L̄eff|saddle =
1

2
Λ2zsaddle exp

(
−ψ

(
zsaddle + 1

2

))
, (4.27)

where zsaddle is a saddle point value of z which takes values on the rings of Figure 1,
(log Γ)pv is the “LogGamma function” defined by the unique analytic continuation in the
region excluding the negative real axis, and 2πℓi represents the result of complicated analytic
continuation beyond the negative real axis. The digamma function ψ is single-valued, so
the values of the action at saddle points are independent of ℓ. The values of θ̄ at saddle
points are affected by ℓ, or in other words it is not uniquely determined by a point zsaddle
on the rings. The explanation given above implies that the (log Γ)pv has the property that
θ̄ − 2πℓ > −πk.

The results for the upper half of the rings are obtained by complex conjugation and
θ̄ → −θ̄. This region corresponds to α < 0 and hence they are opposite to the Wick
rotation.

From Figure 2, 3 and 4, we find that ReL(θ̄) is negative for certain values of θ̄. For
instance, as far as we can see from these figures, the ReL(θ̄) is negative for θ̄ ∼ 1.5 (as

9There is a subtle defference in the case k = 0. As we have dicussed in Section 4.3, there are saddle
points which are related to each other by the complex conjugation of z and the sign flipping of θ̄. Only in
the zeroth ring, these saddle points can be connected by continuously changing θ̄ to −θ̄ via z−1 = 0. This
means that if θ̄ is continuously changed to the region θ̄ < 0, the range of the analytic continuation shifts
from 0 < α < π to −π < α < 0. In the terminology of Section 4.3 about the type of saddle points, this is
the transition from the second type to the third type.
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Figure 2: The real and imaginary parts of L(θ̄) for the first ring (k = 0). The blue
curve is the real part and the orange curve is the imaginary part.
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Figure 3: The real and imaginary parts of L(θ̄) for the second ring (k = 1, Left) and
the third ring (k = 2, Right).

well as θ̄ ∼ 1.5 ± 2π and θ̄ ∼ −1.5) in all the figures. There are infinitely many saddle
points and some of them may have positive ReL(θ̄). However, Figure 2 and 3 are the closest
ones to the (continuation of the) saddle found in Section 4.2. It is unclear whether saddle
points of the (k + 1)-th ring for large k or saddle points obtained by complicated analytic
continuation (4.23) for large |ℓ| have any physical significance or not.

4.5 Approximate solutions for large θ̄

In the large θ̄ region, we have the oscillating behavior as can be seen in Figure 2 and 3. It
is possible to obtain approximate solutions for this region.

Suppose that z approaches one of the singular points (4.21) and let us write

z = −(2k + 1) + 2iξ, (4.28)
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Figure 4: The real and imaginary parts of L(θ̄) for the 15th ring (k = 14).

where ξ is small. By analytic continuation (4.19) with 0 < α < π (and A > 0), we get

log Γ

(
z + 1

2

)
= log Γ (−k + iξ) ≃ log

(
e−iπk

k!
· 1
iξ

)
= −πi(k + 1/2)− log ξ − log k!, (4.29)

where we have used Γ(x+ k) = (x+ k − 1)(x+ k − 2) · · ·xΓ(x) for x = (z + 1)/2.
We will find that ξ is of order 1/θ̄. Thus we consider θ̄ξ to be of order one, and then

expand with respect to small ξ to get,

2iθ̄

z
+ F (z) ≃ − iθ̄

k + 1/2

(
1 +

iξ

k + 1/2

)
− 1

k + 1/2
(πi(k + 1/2) + log ξ + log k!)

+ log(k + 1/2) + iπ − 1− 1

2k + 1
log 2π +O(ξ). (4.30)

The equation of motion for ξ gives

ξ ≃ k + 1/2

θ̄
. (4.31)

At this point we have

2iθ̄

z
+ F (z) ≃ 1

k + 1/2

(
−iθ̄ + log θ̄

)
+ C, (4.32)

where C ∈ R is a real constant. The saddle point action L̄eff|saddle is given by

L̄eff|saddle ≃ eCΛ2 exp

(
−iθ̄ + log θ̄

k + 1/2

)
. (4.33)

5 A problem about saddle points with huge contributions

In the previous section, we have found that the real part of the effective Lagrangian nor-
malized as L(θ̄) = (L̄eff|saddle − Λ2)/Λ2 becomes negative for some values of θ̄. Now we
discuss a puzzle about this behavior.
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5.1 The puzzle

Modulo some overall factor that is irrelevant for our purposes, the partition function (3.30)
is given by

Z(θ) ∝
∑
n∈Z

Z(θ̄n), θ̄n = θ̄ +
2πn

N
, (5.1)

where Z(θ̄) is defined by (4.2). Because we sum over n ∈ Z, the θn takes various values,
some of which are large.

We have also assumed that the Z(θ̄) can be computed by a sum of integrals over
integration contours Ja (Lefschetz thimbles) as in (4.4). Let La(θ̄) be the value of L(θ̄) at
the saddle point labeled by a, and let Z loop

a be the result of integration over Ja (without
the saddle point action La(θ̄)). Then, modulo some irrelevant overall factor, we have

Z(θ̄) ∝
∑
a

naZ loop
a exp

(
−NVol (T 2)Λ2

4π
La(θ̄)

)
, (5.2)

where the integers na are not yet known. We remark that Ja and na in general depend
on θ̄, and may be written more precisely as Ja(θ̄) and na(θ̄). For notational simplicity, we
omit writing the dependence on θ̄.

In our case, one representation of the label a consists of two integers k, ℓ and a sign
o = ± as follows. In Section 4.4, we have discussed “rings” that appear in Figure 1. Then
the integer k specifies the (k + 1)-th ring. For instance, Figure 2 is the result for k = 0,
and Figure 3 is the result for k = 1 (left figure) and k = 2 (right figure). The sign o = ±
specifies whether the analytic continuation (4.19) is done in the direction 0 < α < π

which corresponds to the lower half of the rings, or −π < α < 0 which corresponds to the
upper half of the rings. Also, we have the integer ℓ that appears in complicated analytic
continuation as discussed around (4.23) and (4.27). Thus, we can write the label a as
a = (k, ℓ, o). We remark that

L(k,ℓ,o)(θ̄) = L(k,0,o)(θ̄ − 2πℓ), L(k,0,−)(θ̄) = L(k,0,+)(−θ̄)∗. (5.3)

The L(k,0,+)(θ̄) are the functions that are actually plotted in Figure 2, 3 and 4 for k = 0, 1, 2

and 14. By the reason explained in the paragraph containing (4.26), we restrict L(k,0,+)(θ̄)

to θ̄ > −kπ. Therefore, the ℓ is restricted to θ̄− 2πℓ > −πk or in other words 2πℓ < θ̄+πk

in the representation a = (k, ℓ, o).
A different representation of the label a is as follows. We can continue L(k,0,+)(θ̄) to the

region θ̄ < −kπ by “going beyond the negative real axis” in Figure 1. Then, as explained
around (4.26), the region θ̄ > −πk corresponds to the lower half of the rings in Figure 1,
while the region θ̄ < −πk corresponds to the upper half of the rings. Let L̃k be the function
obtained by extending L(k,0,+)(θ̄) to θ̄ < −πk. By comparing analytic continuations from
the lower half plane (i.e., o = +) and the upper half plane (i.e., o = −) of Figure 1, one can
check that it is given by

L̃k(θ̄) =

{
L(k,0,+)(θ̄) (θ̄ > −πk),
L(k,0,−)(θ̄ + 2πk) (θ̄ < −πk),

(5.4)
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The function L̃k(θ̄) is now considered for all θ̄ without any restriction. For general ℓ, we
simply replace the action by L̃k(θ̄ − 2πℓ). Then the label a is represented as a = (k, ℓ)

without any restriction on ℓ.
The reason that there are two different representations of the label a discussed above

is that we can reach the upper half plane of Figure 1 by either (i) the wrong Wick rotation
(in the sense discussed in Section 4.3), or (ii) analytic continuation beyond the negative
real axis. One can use whichever representation one wants to use. For concreteness, we use
a = (k, ℓ, o).

We have not determined the integers na in the partition function (5.2). First let us
consider the case that for (k, ℓ, o) = (0, 0,+) we have n(0,0,+) = 1. This is very natural
for small θ̄, because it corresponds to the physically sensible metastable vacuum studied in
Section 4.2. When we replace θ̄ → θ̄n, we get the n-th metastable vacuum. However, as the
value of θ̄n is increased, we encounter a problem. As observed in Section 4.4, the real part of
L(0,0,+)(θ̄n) becomes negative if θ̄n is moderately large (such as θ̄n ∼ 1.5). This means that,
for a large n such that ReL(0,0,+)(θ̄n) < 0, the contribution from such an n would be huge
in the sum (5.1). Physically we expect that the dominant contribution is the true vacuum,
for which the value of n is such that θ̄n ∼ 0 (or more precisely −π ≤ (θ + 2πn) ≤ π).
Therefore, such a huge contribution is unlikely to be physical.

Even if n(0,0,+) = 1 for small θ̄, there is still a possibility that the value of n(0,0,+) =

n(0,0,+)(θ̄) jumps discontinuously at some value of θ̄ when this parameter is varied. Such
jumps are known as Stokes phenomena (see Section 3 of [34] for a review). In Stokes
phenomena, at least two saddle points are involved. If Stokes phenomena happen between
two saddle points (0, 0,+) and (k, ℓ, o), the n(0,0,+) may change as

n(0,0,+) → n(0,0,+) +m · n(k,ℓ,o) (5.5)

where m ∈ Z is some integer. Then there is a possibility to get n(0,0,+) = 0 for moderately
large values of θ̄. However, for this mechanism to happen, we need n(k,ℓ,o) ̸= 0 for the
saddle point (k, ℓ, o) that is involved in the Stokes phenomenon. It may be reasonable to
speculate that Stokes phenomena happen between saddle points that are “not too far from
each other”. We have seen in Section 4.4 that for not too large k (such as k = 0, 1, 2) and
ℓ = 0,±1, the values of ReL(θ̄) for some θ̄ (such as θ̄ ∼ 1.5) are all negative. Thus the
problem of a huge contribution happens if any of such n(k,ℓ,o) is nonzero.

There are infinitely many saddle points and it is not possible to enumerate all of them.
But we can study the cases that either k or |ℓ| is large. We have checked the behavior for
large values of k. (For instance, Figure 4 is for k = 14.) For large and negative ℓ, we may
use the approximation in Section 4.5 to see the behavior of L(k,ℓ,+)(θ̄) = L(k,0,+)(θ̄ − 2πℓ).
For large and positive ℓ, we use L(k,ℓ,−)(θ̄) = L(k,ℓ,+)(2πℓ− θ̄)∗. In any case, as k or |ℓ| (or
both) becomes larger, the physical significance of the saddle point (k, ℓ, o) becomes more
questionable.10

10If both k and |ℓ| are nonzero and one of them is not too small, it is possible to find a saddle point with
ReL(k,0,+)(θ̄ − 2πℓ) > 0 by e.g. using the formula (4.33). However, it is unclear whether such a saddle
point is physically relevant.
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5.2 Discussions

The resolution of the puzzle described above is not yet found. Here we would like to discuss
some possibilities.

The validity of the saddle point method? The precise treatment of the saddle point
method (i.e. Morse or Picard-Lefschetz theory) assumes that the action can be extended
to a holomorphic function of integration variables. As already mentioned in Section 4.1,
our effective action is not holomorphic at E = 0 and hence the validity of the saddle point
method is questionable. We leave more detailed studies of this point for future work. If
this is the resolution of the puzzle, our case gives an example in which the saddle point
method is not applicable. Given the fact that the saddle point method is very commonly
used in large N field theories, we may gain new insights about large N field theories from
more studies of our example.

Nonzero momentum Fourier modes? In the discussions around (3.13) as well as in
Appendix A.2, we have discussed that the A′ and D′ consisting of nonzero momentum
Fourier modes on T 2 may have nonzero expectation values. The expectation values are
exponentially small as exp(−

√
DL1), exp(−

√
DL2) where L1 and L2 are the lengths of

the sides of T 2. These exponentials are small as far as the real part Re
√
D is positive. The

equation (4.17) gives

D

Λ2
= L(θ̄) + 1. (5.6)

From the results given in Figure 2 (and 3 and 4), we see that Re
√
D becomes negative

when θ̄ is increased. In that region, our assumption of neglecting the expectation values of
A′ and D′ may not be valid. However, we see from the figures that there are values of θ̄
such that we have both ReL(θ̄) < 0 and Re

√
D > 0. For instance, in Figure 2, θ̄ ∼ 1.5 is

such a value.
Even when exp(−

√
DL1), exp(−

√
DL2) are negligible, we have also assumed that the

saddle points at which A′ ∼ 0 and D′ ∼ 0 are the most dominant ones. Logically there is
a possibility that these saddle points do not contribute to the path integral, and instead,
some saddle points that are not translationally invariant may contribute. However, recall
that at least when θ̄n is small, we have a clear picture of metastable vacua for the saddle
points with A′ ∼ 0 and D′ ∼ 0.

Stokes phenomena with complicated analytic continuation? As mentioned in Sec-
tion 5.1, the situation is complicated due to the existence of infinitely many saddle points.
We have already argued that simple Stokes phenomena between saddle points (0, 0,+) and
(k, ℓ, o) for small k and |ℓ| do not resolve the problem even if they really happen. However,
we cannot exclude the logical possibility that some saddle points that are obtained by com-
plicated analytic continuation (i.e., large |ℓ| and k) are relevant. We leave more explicit
study of Stokes phenomena for future work.
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Cancellation in the sum over n? To obtain the final result for the partition function,
we need to sum over all n ∈ Z as in (5.1). Because of nonzero imaginary part ImL(θ̄), the
phase of Z(θ̄) is rapidly oscillating and there is a possibility that significant cancellation
happens in the sum over n.

For simplicity, we neglect several issues discussed above, such as Stokes phenomena.
When n is changed to n+ 1, the exponent of the Z(θ̄) in (5.2) changes as

NVol (T 2)Λ2

4π

(
La(θ̄n+1)− La(θ̄n)

)
=

Vol (T 2)Λ2

2

∂La

∂θ̄
(θ̄n) +

πVol (T 2)Λ2

2N

∂2La

∂θ̄2
(θ̄n) +O(N−2). (5.7)

Let us focus on the real part. We have assumed that Vol (T 2)Λ2 ≫ 1. If the first deriva-
tive Re(∂La/∂θ̄) is nonzero and of order one, the difference of the real part of the action
between n and n + 1 is very large. Then the term with lower value of the real part of the
action dominates. It is difficult to have a cancellation between n and n + 1 because the
absolute values of Z(θ̄n) and Z(θ̄n+1) are very different (say |Z(θ̄n)| ≫ |Z(θ̄n+1)| when
Re(∂La/∂θ̄) > 0). On the other hand, when θ̄n is such that Re(∂La/∂θ̄) ∼ 0, the difference
of the real part of the action is still large if Vol (T 2)Λ2 ≫ N and Re(∂2La/∂θ̄

2) ̸= 0. (A
related point has been discussed in [31] in the case that θ̄n ∼ 0.)

We did not make any assumption about the ratio Vol (T 2)Λ2/N , so it is allowed to
take a large Vol (T 2) such that Vol (T 2)Λ2 ≫ N . In this limit, it seems difficult to have a
cancellation in the sum over n. It would be interesting to study whether there is a loophole
in this argument.
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A Particle picture

The field ϕ of the model (2.1) is a quantum field, but it is sometimes convenient to use
particle quantum mechanics to study some effects of ϕ. In this appendix we review the
particle picture and discuss its applications. We treat Aµ and D as background fields.

Suppose we have a quantum mechanical particle in a spacetime (which is Euclidean T 2

or R2 for our applications), coupled to a gauge field Aµ. We parametrize the worldline by
τ , and the target space coordinate system is denoted by xµ. The line element ds and the
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pullback of the gauge field A = Aµdx
µ are given by

ds2 =

(
gµν

dxµ

dτ

dxν

dτ

)
dτ2, A = Aµ

dxµ

dτ
dτ, (A.1)

where gµν is the target space metric. Then the Euclidean action of the particle is given by

−Sparticle = −
∫
Mds+ i

∫
A, (A.2)

where M is the mass of the particle, which for the model (2.1) is given by M =
√
D.

A.1 The relation between field and particle pictures

Here we briefly review the relation between quantum field theory of ϕ and the particle
theory (A.2). The relation will be given by

− logDet(−DµD
µ +M2) =

∫
Dxµ exp (−Sparticle) , (A.3)

where the right hand side is the path integral over particle trajectories xµ(τ) such that the
worldline is topologically S1. This is a well-known result, and for a more detailed review
see e.g. [37]. Readers who can just accept the result can skip this subsection.

We have the formula (3.10), which we repeat here with a slight change of variable t by
a factor of 2 and also a replacement D →M2:

− logDet(−DµD
µ +M2) =

∫
dt

t
Tr e−

1
2
t(−DµDµ+M2). (A.4)

Now, we regard the derivative operator H = 1
2 t(−DµDµ + M2) as a Hamiltonian of a

quantum mechanical particle. Namely, if we start from an action (which is written in
Euclidean signature time τ on the worldline)

−Ŝparticle = −
∫

dτ

(
1

2t
gµν

dxµ

dτ

dxν

dτ
+

1

2
tM2

)
+ i

∫
A, (A.5)

then its quantization gives the above Hamiltonian H. The Tr e−H is computed by the path
integral using this action Ŝparticle on a circle S1. We take τ to have values in [0, 1] with
the two ends τ =0 and τ = 1 identified to make S1, since we are computing Tr e−βH with
β = 1. (For more general β, the τ would take values in [0, β].)

We can also interpret the integration variable t in (A.4) geometrically. Consider a
worldline metric e2dτ2 where e2 is the metric tensor on the (Euclidean signature) worldline.
The only diffeomorphism-invariant information of e on S1 is the length of S1 which we write
as

t =

∫ 1

0
edτ. (A.6)

We interpret the parameter t in (A.4) as this length. Then the Ŝparticle is the gauge-fixed
version of the action

−Ŝparticle = −
∫

dτ e

(
1

2
e−2gµν

dxµ

dτ

dxν

dτ
+

1

2
M2

)
+ i

∫
A, (A.7)
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where the gauge fixing is given by e = t. The integral
∫

dt
t is interpreted as the path integral

measure of e.11

Combining the above discussions, we get the formula

− logDet(−DµDµ +M2) =

∫
DeDxµ exp

(
−Ŝparticle

)
, (A.8)

where the right hand side is a path integral over e and xµ on the worldline S1. The e does
not have derivative terms and hence we may just integrate it out. Its value on the saddle
point is given by

e =
1

M

√
gµν

dxµ

dτ

dxν

dτ
. (A.9)

By substituting it into Ŝparticle, the action now becomes (A.2) and we finally arrive at the
formula (A.3).

A.2 Some terms in the effective action

In this subsection, we give a rough estimate of some terms in the effective action (2.10) of
A and D,

S̄eff[A,D] = logDet(−DµD
µ +D) +

∫
d2x

(
− 1

g20
D − i

θ̄

2π

1

2
ϵµνFµν

)
. (A.10)

Recall the decompositions (3.1) and (3.11),

Aµ = A(m)
µ +Aflat

µ +A′
µ, D = D0 +D′. (A.11)

The A′ and D′ consist of Fourier modes with nonzero momentum on T 2. We want to
study terms in the effective action that are linear in A′, D′. As discussed around (3.14),
such linear terms would be forbidden by momentum conservation if A(m)

µ were absent.
The A(m)

µ is not translationally invariant and hence it can break momentum conservation.
However, translations of A(m)

µ only have the effect of shifting Aflat
µ as discussed in Section 3.1.

Therefore, the violation of momentum conservation must be sensitive to Aflat
µ . The flat

connection Aflat
µ is a global effect on T 2 since its field strength is zero, dAflat = 0.

Among topologically nontrivial trajectories, the ones that minimize the real part of the
action ReSparticle are given by straight lines in the x or y directions on T 2. Let Xy and Yx

be trajectories on T 2 given by

Xy = {(τ, y) | 0 ≤ τ ≤ L1}, Yx = {(x, τ) | 0 ≤ τ ≤ L2}. (A.12)

11We do not try to give a full explanation of the fact that the integral measure is dt
t

rather than just
dt. It is related to the fact that, after gauge fixing e = t, there are remaining diffeomorphisms which are
translations on S1 and hence we need to divide by its gauge volume. For a fuller explanation, readers may
consult textbooks on string theory.
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Thus, the Xy is a cycle in the x-direction with a fixed y, and the Yx is a cycle in the
y-direction with a fixed x. The holonomies of the gauge field along them are given by

exp

(
i

∫
Xy

A

)
= exp [2πi (−my/L2 + α)]

(
1 + i

∫
dxA′

x +O(A′2)

)
,

exp

(
i

∫
Yx

A

)
= exp [2πi (mx/L1 + β)]

(
1 + i

∫
dyA′

y +O(A′2)

)
, (A.13)

where we have used the gauge field configuration (3.4) for the case Yx, the transition
function (3.5) for the case Xy,12 and the flat connection (3.6) for both cases.

The particle mass M is actually a function on T 2 and is given by

M =
√
D =

√
D0 +

D′

2
√
D0

+O(D′2). (A.14)

Thus the real part ReSparticle gives

exp

(
−
∫
Xy

Mds

)
= exp(−

√
D0L1)

(
1−

∫
Xy

dx
D′

2
√
D0

+O(D′2)

)
,

exp

(
−
∫
Yx

Mds

)
= exp(−

√
D0L2)

(
1−

∫
Yx

dx
D′

2
√
D0

+O(D′2)

)
. (A.15)

The particle path integral contains, among other things, integrals over y for the case
Xy and x for the case Yx. Therefore, the path integrals in the topological classes of Xy and
Yx contain terms proportional to

Xy : e−
√
D0L1+2πiα

∫
T 2

dxdy e−2πimy/L2

(
iA′

x −
D′

2
√
D0

)
,

Yx : e−
√
D0L2+2πiβ

∫
T 2

dxdy e2πimx/L1

(
iA′

y −
D′

2
√
D0

)
. (A.16)

The effective action S̄eff[A,D] contains terms proportional to them. Because of the factors
e−2πimy/L2 and e2πimx/L1 , these integrals on T 2 indeed pick up nonzero momentum Fourier
modes in A′ and D′.

12More precisely, the meaning of the transition function (3.5) is as follows. The T 2 has the universal
cover R2 whose coordinate system is (x, y) ∈ R2. The gauge bundle can be trivialized on the R2, and
such a trivialization is implicitly assumed when we write the explicit gauge field (3.4). We parametrize the
bundle on R2 by coordinates (x, y, v) ∈ R2 × R, where v is the coordinate of the bundle (in the defining
representation of U(1)). Now, let us go back to T 2. We identify two elements (x, y, v(x,y)) ∈ R2 × R and
(x + L1, y, v(x+L1,y)) ∈ R2 × R by using the transition function as (x, y, v(x,y)) ∼ (x + L1, y, h(y)

−1v(x,y))

or in other words v(x,y) = h(y)v(x+L1,y). (We also identify (x, y, v(x,y)) ∼ (x, y + L2, v(x,y)) or in other
words v(x,y) = v(x,y+L2).) One can check that the identification is consistent with the covariant derivative
Dµ(x, y) = ∂µ − iAµ(x, y) and the relation (3.5), i.e., Dµ(x, y)v(x,y) = h(y)Dµ(x+ L1, y)v(x+L1,y).

With the above understanding, the holonomy of A(m) along Xy is computed as follows. We start from
some element (0, y, v) ∈ R2×R. Because the x-component A(m)

x is zero, the parallel transport of the element
along Xy simply gives (L1, y, v). This is identified with (0, y, h(y)v). Thus the holonomy of A(m) along Xy

is given by h(y) = exp[2πi (−my/L2)].
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More explicitly, let us denote the Fourier mode decomposition of D′ as

D′ =
1

L1L2

∑
(ℓ1,ℓ2)∈Z2

D(ℓ1,ℓ2) exp

[
2πi

(
ℓ1x

L1
+
ℓ2y

L2

)]
. (A.17)

The A′ is decomposed in the same way. We can also consider more general topological
classes of worldlines of the form

{(k1L1τ, k2L2τ) | τ ∈ [0, 1]}, (A.18)

where (k1, k2) are integers. Then, the effective action contains terms proportional to

D(−mk2,mk1) exp

[
−
√
D0(k21L

2
1 + k22L

2
2) + 2πi(k1α+ k2β)

]
, (A.19)

and also similar terms for A′.
Momentum conservation does not forbid quadratic and higher order terms in A′ and

D′ as in (3.14) even if A(m) is absent. For notational simplicity let us only consider D′.
Then the effective action contains terms of the schematic form

S̄eff ⊃ cD(−mk2,mk1) exp
(
−
√
D0L+ 2πiA

)
+ c̄D(mk2,−mk1) exp

(
−
√
D0L− 2πiA

)
+ dD(−mk2,mk1)D(mk2,−mk1) + · · · (A.20)

where L =
√

(k21L
2
1 + k22L

2
2), A = k1α + k2β, and c, c̄ and d are coefficients which are

expected to be not exponentially suppressed. Notice that (k1, k2) and (−k1,−k2) give
opposite momentum modes.13 The saddle point is then given by

D(−mk2,mk1) ∼ − c̄
d
exp

(
−
√
D0L− 2πiA

)
, S̄eff ⊃ −cc̄

d
exp

(
−2
√
D0L

)
. (A.21)

As far as Re
√
D0 > 0, they are exponentially suppressed for large L1 and L2.

A.3 Schwinger effect

Here we give another derivation of the exponent of the vacuum decay rate (4.16) by using
the particle picture. It is computed by using the standard thin wall approximation (see
e.g. [38] for a textbook account). In our case, the thin wall is given by a worldline of the
charged particle. The derivation here has the advantage of giving an intuitive picture that
the vacuum decay rate is indeed due to pair creations of charged particles, but the result
is not as precise as the one given in Section 4.2. In the context of the CPN−1 model, the
same computation has been done in [26].

We work in Euclidean space R2 (which may be regarded as a large volume limit of
T 2). Then we consider the worldline C of a particle surrounding a bounded region D. If the
electric field EL = iE is positive, we take the orientation of C to be clockwise, i.e., ∂D = −C.

13One can also interpret the particle worldline with (−k1,−k2) as the anti-particle worldline with (k1, k2).
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It can also be regarded as the worldline of an anti-particle going in the counterclockwise
direction −C. The action of the particle is given by

−Sparticle = −
∫
C
Mds+ i

∫
C
A

= −
∫
C
Mds− i

∫
D
F, (A.22)

where F = dA is the field strength 2-form.
The fact that the particle worldline separates two different (metastable) vacua can be

seen as follows. Suppose that the region outside of D is in the n-th vacuum. Recall that
the θ-angle appears in the combination θ + 2πn as shown in (2.5). On the other hand, the
term −i

∫
D F in −Sparticle means that the θ-angle inside the region D is effectively shifted

by −2π,

i
(θ + 2πn)

2π

∫
F − i

∫
D
F = i

(θ + 2πn− 2π)

2π

∫
D
F + i

(θ + 2πn)

2π

∫
R2\D

F. (A.23)

Therefore, the region inside D is in the (n− 1)-th vacuum. Thus the worldline C seperates
the n-th vacuum and the (n− 1)-th vacuum.

Let us compute the particle action in the thin wall approximation. As usual, we assume
that the bubble solution is spherically symmetric so that the C is S1 with radius r and the
D is the disk surrounded by S1. Then, we get

−Sparticle = −2πrM + iπr2E = −2πr
√
D + πr2EL, (A.24)

where we have used Fxy = −E = iEL and M =
√
D. Extremizing this action, we get

r =

√
D

EL
, −Sparticle = −πD

EL
. (A.25)

The vacuum decay rate is proportional to exp(−Sparticle). This action −Sparticle = −πD/EE

is precisely the exponent of (4.16) for the case EL > 0. When EL < 0, we instead consider
counterclockwise orientation of C.

If we look at the worldline C from the point of view of time evolution in R2, it represents
a pair creation of charged particles.14 Thus it is indeed the Schwinger effect.

B A formula for the gamma function

In this appendix we show the formula∫ ∞

0

(
1

2 sinh t
− 1

2t

)
e−2zt

t
dt = log Γ(z + 1/2)− z log z + z − 1

2
log 2π. (B.1)

Our starting point is the Binet’s first integral formula for the gamma function

log Γ(z) =

(
z − 1

2

)
log z − z +

1

2
log 2π +

∫ ∞

0

(
1

2
− 1

t
+

1

et − 1

)
e−zt

t
dt . (B.2)

14In Euclidean signature, the pair of charged particles is annihilated after the creation. In Lorentz
signature, the charged particles go away from each other.
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which hold for Re[z] > 0 (See Secction 12.3 in [39]). Note that∫ ∞

0

(
1

2
− 1

t
+

1

et − 1

)
e−zt

t
dt

=

∫ ∞

0

(
1

2 sinh(t/2)
− 1

t

)
e−(z+1/2)t

t
dt+

∫ ∞

0

(
e−t/2

t
− 1

t
+

1

2

)
e−zt

t
dt. (B.3)

Let us define a function h(z) by

h(z) =

∫ ∞

0

(
e−t/2

t
− 1

t
+

1

2

)
e−zt

t
dt. (B.4)

Its second derivative is easily calculated as

d2

dz2
h(z) =

∫ ∞

0

(
e−t/2 − 1 +

1

2
t

)
e−ztdt =

1

z + 1/2
− 1

z
+

1

2z2
. (B.5)

Therefore,

h(z) = (z + 1/2) log(z + 1/2)− z log z − 1

2
log z + c′0 + c′1z, (B.6)

where c′0 and c′1 are constants. These constants are determined by comparing the behavior
in the limit z → ∞. The function h(z) goes to zero in the limit z → ∞, and hence

h(z) = (z + 1/2) log

(
1 +

1

2z

)
− 1

2
. (B.7)

By using it as well as Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z), the formula (B.2) gives∫ ∞

0

(
1

2 sinh(t/2)
− 1

t

)
e−(z+1/2)t

t
dt

= log Γ(z + 1)− (z + 1/2) log(z + 1/2) + (z + 1/2)− 1

2
log 2π. (B.8)

This implies the desired formula (B.1).
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