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We propose a practical effective model by introducing terapee (") dependence to the coupling strengths
of four-quark and six-quark Kobayashi-Maskawa-'t Hoofeiractions in the 2+1 flavor Polyakov-loop extended
Nambu—Jona-Lasinio model. THhe dependence is determined from LQCD data on the renormatiaiell
condensate around the pseudocritical temperafifreof chiral crossover and the screening-mass difference
betweenr andao mesons irfll” > 1.17X where only the/(1) a-symmetry breaking survives. The model well
reproduces LQCD data on screening masegs (T) for both scalar and pseudoscalar mesons, particularly in
T > T¥X. Using this effective model, we predict meson pole maM§§1°(T) for scalar and pseudoscalar
mesons. For’ meson, the prediction is consistent with the experimerahlerat finitel' measured in heavy-
ion collisions. We point out that the relatiaW ;" (T') — Mé’OlC(T) ~ M (T) — M;OIC(T) is pretty good
when¢ and¢’ are scalar mesons, and show that the relatiff (') /Mg (T) ~ M?OIC(T)/M;T’IC(T) is well
satisfied within 20% error whepfiand¢’ are pseudoscalar mesons and also whand¢’ are scalar mesons.

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

I. INTRODUCTION by 2+1 flavor LQCD simulations with improved (p4) stag-
gered fermions [3]. Meson screening masses are thus avail-

. .. able with LQCD simulations, although they are not experi-
Meson masses are fundamental quantities characterlzn]%enta”y measurable

hadron properties. Temperatur)(dependence of meson Meson screening masses are useful in investigating sym-
masses plays an important role in understanding propetties metric properties 0% hot-QCD matter. In principleg ong ch
hot-QCD matter, for example, in determining reaction rates understand the chiral-symmetry restoration throdgide-

hadron-hadron collisions and dilepton production. In fdtt endence of the mass differende\/>* (T) = M:*(T) —

dependence of and vector mesons was recently measured i s (T between chiral-partner mesons ndoy MEsons

- 1S ™
heavy-ion collisions [1.12]. and can analyze “the effectivié(1)A-symmetry restoration”

For later convenience, we call the meson mass “meson pokgrought dependence oA MSS_(T) = M5 (T) — ME(T)
mass” in order to distinguish it from “meson screening mass”petweent/ (1) ,-partner mesoohs, say and ap mesons. In
Meson pole and screening masse&:°' and Mg, of ¢ me-  the operator levell/(1), symmetry is explicitly broken by
son are defined by the inverse of the exponential decay of thg (1), anomaly for anyl’, but in the expectation-value level
mesonic correlation functiogk¢ (7, x) in its temporalr- and  the symmetry is restored at high by the suppression of
spatialx-directions, respectively. As seen from the definition, topologically-nontrivial gauge configurations respotesifor
MP°' is experimentally measurable, huz" is not. Infirst- ~ U(1)4 anomaly. The restoration is called “effectiU1) -
principle lattice QCD (LQCD) simulations at finif€, mean-  symmetry restoration”. For the effectivé(1)-symmetry
while, Mz (T) is often calculated instead MPO‘G(T), since restoration, we cannot define the order parameter clearly, b
the spatial lattice size is larger than the temporal one fitefi we may consider the differene&)/;°", (T') as an indicator of

T. The relation betweeMg)ole(T) and Mg (T) is not un- the regltogﬁtign:[AAt theE p)re_sent s_tagLe(,g Cr:lgwe_\mMI agr (1) f
- pole T eer is available bu Mgf; T) is not in simulations o
ge;.St.?.Od for finiteT’, although/, 0)= My (0) from the Ref. [3], because difficult LQCD calculations with the quark
etinition. line disconnected diagrams are necessary¢i (7'). Paral-
As already mentioned above, meson screening masses gegdiscussion may be possible fAi/Poe(T') = MPole(T)—
relatively easier to calculate than meson pole masses imLQC  spole ole(y — Agpole( ole (i
y P QC pgpole(T) and AMPOY(T) = MPO'e(T) — MP(T) if the T

aop,T

simulations at finitel’, since the spatial lattice size is larger dependence is experimentally measured.

than the tempo_ral one; see Appenfik A for furthe_r discus- For the 2+1 flavor system composed of light u- and d-quark
sion on the difficulty of meson pole-mass calculations. INyith the same massy; and s-quark with the mass.,, the
fact, T' dependence of light-meson screening masses was I'eanormalized chiral condensate S’
cently determined in a wide randge0 < 7' < 800 MeV
ol (T) — 7tos(T)
A s(T) = U, 1
L, ( ) 0'[(0) _my 03(0) ( )

ms
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the chiral condensate for light quarks (s-quark). The ¢hira direction of the physical point om;—m plane. The success
symmetry restoration is found to be crossover [7] and theof the EPNJL model in reproducing LQCD data is originated
pseudocritical temperatur€X is determined to b&’X = in the fact that the coupling strengths of the scalar-type
154 + 9 MeV [5,16]. T dependence of\; ;(T') is also ob- four-quark interaction depends dhthrough®. The EPNJL
tainable with LQCD, but not directly measurable with experi model is thus essentially equal to the PNJL model with-a
ments. dependent coupling strengtls = Gs(T'), as far as the case
Physical quantities); ,(T") andM;“*(T'), are thus obtain-  0f 1 = 0is concerned.
able with LQCD simulations but not with experiments. On In this paper, we propose a practical effective model

the contraryM}°'°(T) is experimentally measurable but hard Dy introducing7’-dependent coupling strengthSs(7') and

. . . < wole Gp(T), to the 2+1 flavor PNJL model.I’ dependence of
to get with LQCD simulations. If we can predigt; °(T) Gs((T)) is determined from LQCD data ofﬁ’CXp[S, €] and

theoretically from LQCD data or\; (7") and Mg (T'), this Au(T) [4], while T dependence ofip (7)) is from LQCD
makes it possible to compare thé""e(T) predicted from  data onAM;S" (T) [3] in T > 1.1TX = 170 MeV where
LQCD data with the corresponding experimental data diyectl only theU (1) 5-symmetry breaking survives [36,/37]. Th>
If experimental data are not available M@’”le(T) ofinterest, 1.047X = 160 MeV, this model reproduces LQCD data [3] on
such a prediction may be helpful in experimental analyses. M:*(T') for both pseudoscalar mesonsk, n;s and scalar

As a complementary approach to LQCD simulations, onéN€sonsug, x, 05s. IN T < 1.04TX = 160 MeV, the agree-
can consider effective models such as the Nambu—Jon&ent between model results and LQCD data is good for pseu-
Lasinio (NJL) model and the the Polyakov-loop extendeddoscalarr, K mesons and pretty good for scalay, x, o5,
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (PNJL) modél [8-24]. As already menmesons. Fors; meson, the model result overestimates LQCD
tioned aboveMg""e(T) are not easy to calculate with LQCD data by about0% ~ 30% in T' < 1.04TX = 160 MeV, but
simulations. In addition, if one is interested in physicaag- ~ the deviation becomes small rapidly Asncreases from 60
tities at finite quark chemical potential LQCD simulations  MeV. The deviation may be related to the fact that the discon-
face the well-known sign problem, so that LQCD results ardhected diagrams are neglected in LQCD calculations. This
concentrated on the/T' < 1 region. For this reason, the POINtis discussed. . ,
phase diagram beyond the region has been discussed and prel_Jsmg th|slpract|cal effective model, we predict meson pole
dicted with effective models. In particular, the PNJL modelmassesM (T for pseudoscalar mesons K, 7,7 and
has been applied for many phenomena, since it can treat bofitalar mesonsy, x, o, fo. Forn’ meson, the prediction is
chiral and deconfinement transitions. Recently, a Polyakovcompared with the experimental value [1] at finifemea-
loop (@) dependent four-quark vertex was introduced to consured in heavy-ion collisions. We show that the relation
trol the correlation between the two transitions|[25] 26].M§CY(T)—M§°1C(T) 2 MES,CY(T)—Mg’iOlC(T) is pretty good
The PNJL model with the entanglemerit@ependent) four-  when¢ ands¢’ are scalar mesons, and point out that the relation
quark mtgrac'uon is called the enta_nglement—PNJL (EE’NJLMS@(T)/MS,U(T) ~ Mg’OlC(T)/pr,OlC(T) is well satisfied
model [25) 25]. The EPNJL model is quite successful in re '
producing LQCD data in the imaginaryregion [27| 28] and
the real isospin chemical potential region![29] where LQCD
is free from the sign problem.

T dependence df/lg’OIC(T) for low-lying meson was stud-

. ) ) . : state-of-art LQCD simulations.
ied extensively with NJL-type effective models [8, 12, 19, : )
3,124,30]. In spite of the success of NJL-type models in In Secl, we explain the present model and show the meth

: ole scr :
reproducing meson pole massesiat= 0, it was difficult ods of evalgatmﬁ (7) andM “*(T). Numerical results
to caIcuIateMg“(T) with NJL-type models. However, this are shown in Se¢.Il. Secti¢n]V is devoted to a summary.

problem was solved very lately by formulating the meson
correlation function carefully in momentum space/[31]; see
Sec. [IIQ for the detail. For the 2+1 flavor system, NJL-
type effective models usually consist of the scalar-type-fo .
quark interaction responsible for the chiral-symmetryoes A.  Model setting

tion and the Kobayashi-Maskawa-'t Hooft (KMT) determi-

nant (six-quark) interaction [32, 33] responsible for tie e =~ We consider the 2+1 flavor PNJL model [9+-24] and intro-
fectiveU (1) o-symmetry restoration. In general, the coupling duceT’-dependent coupling strengtiiss (7") andGp (T'), for
strengthG'p of the KMT interaction is proportional to tHE-  four- and six-quark interactions. The Lagrangian density i
dependent instanton densiyins: (7') [34,35]. For highT’,

the instanton densityn;,s;(7') is suppressed by the Debye- _ L 8. ) _ )
type screenind [34, 35]. This means tiéas depends o; £ =v(i7 D" — 1) + Gs(T) D [(@Aat)? + (YirsAath)?]

‘within 20% error wherg and¢’ are pseudoscalar mesons and
also when¢ and¢’ are scalar mesons. These relations may
be useful to estimatd/?*'® for lighter ¢-meson fromn/E°'

and Mg for heavier¢’-meson that may be obtainable with

IIl. FORMALISM

Gp = Gp(T). Very lately, T dependence df'p (7') was de- a=0
termined from LQCD data o\ M (T') with the EPNJL — Gp(T)|det 5 (1 4 v5)¢ 5 + det (1 — 75 )by
model [36]. TheGp(T') thus determined predicts that there 5 hf

is a tricritical point of chiral phase transition in the siowest —U(P[A], PA], T), (2)
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where the gauge field” in D¥ = 9" + iA” is assumed to We take the logarithm-type Polyakov-loop potential of
be A¥ = g6¥(A%)ata/2 = —igdy(As)ata/2 for the gauge Ref. [18] asi/ that is determined fromi" dependence of
couplingg. The \, (¢,) are the Gell-Mann matrices in flavor LQCD data in the pure gauge limit. When the potential is
(color) space)o = /2/3 I for the unit matrixIr in flavor ~ applied to QCD with dynamical quarks, the paraméigin-
space, andet s ;- stands for the determinant in flavor space.cluded inl/ is used as an adjustable parameter. In the present
In the 2+1 flavor system, the quark fields= (v, 1q4,1s)T  case, we takd, = 180 MeV so that the PNJL model can
have current quark massgés = diag(m.,, mg, m,) satisfy-  reproduce 2+1 flavor LQCD data dh dependence of pion
ingms > m; = my, = mq. screening mass 8t > TX = 154 + 9 MeV, where the value
In the original version of the PNJL model, the coupling of TX is determined with LQCD simulations [5, 6].
strengthGp of KMT six-quark interaction is constant, butit ~ Making the mean field approximation (MFA) to Ed.] (2),
has been shown very recently in Ref.|[36] tiatlependence one can obtain the linearized Lagrangian density
is necessary fofsp to explain LQCD data ofi’ dependence MFA a1 -
of AM:e,, i.e., theU(1)s-symmetry restoration. Thé- L7 =S — Un —U(P[A], P[A],T), ()

dependent strengtfip (T') thus determined is where the quark propagator

_{Gnl0) (T<T) S = (i7,0” — 70 A° — N1)~! 8
Go(T) = { Gp(0)e~(T=T0*/%0 (T >1Ty) ®) e 7 ) ®)
depends on the chiral condensatgs= (V11 ¢) (f = u, d, s)
T dependence of Eq[](3) is consistent with that of the inStanfhrough the effective-mass ma?rtj?{ :< d{agf(>M My, My)
ton densitydni,s (T') [34,135] for highT". with e e
Itis very likely thatT dependence is necessary also for the
coupling strengtlGg of four-quark interaction. We then in- M, = my, —4Gs(T)o, +2Gp(T)oq0s,

troduce ar'-dependent coupling strengéls (7') of the same M 4G(T 0 (T
function form asiip (T): d = Md s(T)oa +2Gp(T)os0u,
Ms = ms —4Gs(T)os + 2Gp(T)oy04.

[ Gs(0) (T < Ty) . . . )

Gs(T) = { Gs(0)e—T—T2*/% (7> Ty) (4)  The mesonic potentidly is defined by
Unt = 2Gs(T) (02 + 02 4 02) — 4Gp(T) 0,040

It is possible to determine the parameter &Et, b;) from . s ¢ ) p(T)ouon
LQCD data onAM;e" (T') and the se{Tz, by) from LQCD Making the path integral over quark fields in the mean-field
data onA, (7). The results of this parameter fitting will be action, one can get the thermodynamic potential (per uit vo
shown in Sec[IlTA. The resultant values are tabulated in Taume)
ble[l. In our previous work! [36], we used the EPNJL model &
with aT-dependent KMT interaction of fornil(3). The values ) _ Ui +U — 2 Z / P3 {3Ep-,f
of T} andb; are close to the present ones shown in Table I. (2m)

f=u,d,s
1 _
) ) +=1In [1+3(P + Pe PPrs)e™Plrs 4 ¢=30Fp.1]
TABLE |: Model parameters in coupling strength@s(7") and B
Gp(T). 1 -
o(T) + = 1n [1 4 3(P + e PEri)e PErs 4 o =30Ep1]|  (9)
T: [MeV] b [MeV] T [MeV] by [MeV] B
121 43.5 131 83.3 . .
with Ep y = (/p*+ M7 andB = 1/T. The mean-field

variables § = o0, 0,,®, ) are determined by the stationary
In the PNJL model, only the time componefit of gauge  conditions
field A, is treated as a homogeneous and static background

field. In the Polyakov gauge, the Polyakov logpand its 8_(2 =0, (10)
Hermitian conjugat@ are obtained by 90X
1 3 yvhere isospin symmetry is assumed for the light-quark sgcto
&= —tr.(L), &= -tr.(L*) (5) ie.,o=0,=0qandM; =M, = M.

3 3 On the right-hand side of Eq[](9), the first term (vacuum

term) diverges. The three-dimensional (3d) momentumftuto
regularization is often used to avoid the divergence. How-
L = explidy/T)] = expli x diag(AL', A%, A3%)/T] (6) ever, the regularization breaks Lorentz invariance ancethe
induces an unphysical oscillation in the spatial corretati
for real variables4f satisfyingAl' + A22 + A3 = 0, where  function (¢ (0,x) [3€]. In addition, the fundamental rela-
the symbotltr. denotes the trace in color space. For the casdion Mg’OIC(O) = M;**(0) is not satisfied as a consequence
of 4 = 0 whered = @, one can setl3® = 0 and determine of the Lorentz-symmetry breaking. We then use the Pauli-
the others asl?? = — A}l = cos™1[(30 — 1)/2]. Villars (PV) regularization|[38, 39]. This PV regularizati

with the Polyakov-loop operator



TABLE II: Model parameters determined from physical quéesi at
vacuum. Set (A) is the realistic parameter set that is detemifrom
experimental or empirical values at vacuum. In set (B),andm
are slightly changed from set (A) so as to become consistéht w
the lattice settingr@;/ms = 1/10 and ME°'°(0) = 176 MeV) of

TABLE llI: Physical quantities at vacuum calculated withetpa-
rameter set (A) of TablE]JIl and the corresponding experialent
empirical values. Numbers with asterisk are inputs of tlesent pa-
rameter fitting. Experimental data are taken from Refs 440, The
effective light-quark mass/; ~ 336 MeV is estimated from experi-

LQCD simulations of Refl[3,/4].
m; [MeV] ms [MeV] Gs(0)A% Gp(0)A° A[MeV]

mental data on baryon magnetic moments [41]. Since we imihese
isospin symmetry, we estimate experimental values of geergion
and kaon masses a¢. = (M 5"+ M2+ M) /3 = (134.97+

set(A): 8 191 2.72 40.4 660 2% 139.57)/3 = 138.0 MeV and My = (MEP 4 MEP 4 M 4
set(B): 13 130 2.72 40.4 660 MEP) /4 = (2 x 497.61 + 2 x 493.68) /4 = 495.6 MeV. Experi-

mental data on the decay constafitsand fx are taken for charged
pion and kaon.

M [MeV] Mk [MeV] Mr]’ [MeV] fT\' [MeV] fK [MeV]

has a parameted with mass dimension; see Sec. ]I C for

further explanation. Cal. 138" 495 958" 92.4* 96.2
. Exp. 138. 495. . 2.2 110.5

Eventually, the present model has five parameters Xp 380 956 9578 0

(my, ms, Gs(0), Gp(0), A) in addition to Ty, (T3,b;) and M, [MeV] M., [MeV] M, [MeV] M, [MeV] My, [MeV]

(To,b2). The five parameters can be determined from experCal. 487 813 1016 674 1185

imental or empirical values at vacuum. The determination ofExp. 547.8 986-20 800 400-550 98Gt20

the five parameters should be made before the determination 0, 0. M, [MeV] M, [MeV]

of Ty, (T1,b1) and(Ty, b2). We first assumen; = 8 MeV Cal —7.40° 17 6° 336 542

and then determine the values @f, Gs(0), Gp(0), A) so ' o ’

as to reproduce experimental dafa,= 92.4 MeV, Afpole —  Exp. —11.4 - 336 -

138 MeV, M} = 495 MeV and P! = 958 MeV, where

fx= is the pion decay constant. The resulting parameter values

are shown as set (A) in Tatlé Il. When we compare model reg .

sults with LQCD data, we refit the valuesef, andm, so as flavor space is

to become consistent with the lattice setting. This paramet

set is refered to as set (B) in this paper; see Secl 11D for the A3 for 7, ao

detail. Iy = ()‘4 + Z)\5)/\/5 for K7 K (12)
Table[Il shows physical quantities at vacuum calculated As for nss, o5,

with the parameter set (A) of Tallg Il and the corresponding Ans for ny, og

experimental or empirical values. Numbers with asterigk ar
inputs of the present parameter fitting. The parameter Set (Awhere),; = diag(1, 1,0) and\s = diag(0, 0, v/2).

reproduces available experimental data reasonably wall. | Mesonsy andy’ (o and fy) are described as mixed states
addition, the results of set (A) are close to those of themara of n;, andn;; (05, andoy;) states: Namely,

eter set in Ref.||8] for meson pole masses{odi, , o, fo,
the mixing angle,, betweeny, andrs states, the mixing an-

/ _ _
gle 6, betweens, andoyg states, the effective s-quark mass ( i ) =0(0%) < nsf ) , < Jo ) =0(0%) < US;S )
M, and the kaon decay constafix. K i 7 o
(13)
with the orthogonal matrix)(6)
B. Meson pole masses 0(8) = cosf sind 14
—sinf cosf |’

We consider pseudoscalar mesogis=£ =, K,n,n’) and

scalar ones{(= ao, x, 0, fo), and recapitulate the formalism yhere the mixing anglé’s () represents thes, -1 (oss-
of Refs. [8]. The current operator fgmeson is expressed by ) mixture and is obtained by diagonalizing coupled me-

son propagators fof;; andnss (o; andoss) states|[B]. The
Fourier transformygc (¢?) of mesonic correlation function

Geer(w) = (O[T (Je(2)71(0) ) [0) in Minkowski spacer =
(t,x) is described by

Je(x) = p(x) Tep(x) — ((x) Tep(x)) (11)

with It = Ic ® Ip ® I'w, wherel is the unit matrix in
color space. The matriky in Dirac space idp = I, forthe
scalar channel andlp = i~; for the pseudoscalar channel,

2\ 2 ~2\ - 4, . iq-x
- . o . ) (q°) = (q5,q°) =1 | d xe (x 15
wherelp, is the unit matrix in Dirac space. The matii¥ in Xee'(47) = xee' (40, 0°) / Geer (@) (15)



with (external) momentum = (g0, q), whereq = +|q| and
T stands for the time-ordered product.

Dyson equation

Xff/ = H&-&-/ + 2 Z Hgg//Gg//&-///X&-///g/ (16)

E”f,”

for xecer, Where G is an effective four-quark interaction
working between mesorgsandé’. The one-loop polarization
function I, is defined by

4
Mee () = (=1) [ 2T (TS + TS () @)

with internal momentunp = (po, p), wherep’ = (po +
1Ay, p) and the tracelt is taken in flavor, Dirac and color
spaces. The quark propagaft{p) is diagonal in flavor space:
S(p) = diag(Sy, Sa, Ss). The polarization functiodl,¢: (¢*)
can be classified with quark and anti-quark flavpend /" as

, 4
= ) [ (;le;ltrc,d (S (0’ + )iSy ()

= 4i[l] + 1 —{¢* — (My+ M)} 17](18)

for the scalar mesons and

' (—22')/(;ZTP;‘*trc,d((i%)isf(p’+Q)(i75)i5f/(l”))

= [l + 1§ —{¢* — (M; — M)} 1f/ (19)

for pseudoscalar mesons, where the trace; is taken in
color and Dirac spaces and

» d* Tl
o p
= / Gyl szl, (20)
: d*p r 1
I = tre 21
L= [ e )
Ig'f, = / d! tre L }
(2m)t " Hp? = MEH(' + q)* — M}))

(22)

For finite T', the corresponding equations are obtained by the

replacement
po = tw, = i(2n 4+ 1)nT,

[aiom X [

(23)

Here we explain the PV regularization for the thermo-
dynamic potentialf2 of Eq. (9) and the three integrals

I, I{',I?{f/. For convenience, we divid€ into 2 = Uy +
U+ _yas$2¢(My), and represent] andIj by I(My)

and1{’ by I;;(M;, M;). Inthe PV scheme, the functions

Dp(My), I(My)andI;p (Mg, M) are regularized as

Using the random-
phase (ring) approximation, one can obtain the Schwinger-

2
> Calr(Mya),

Ot (My) =
a=0
2
Is(M;) = ZC’O‘[(Mf;a),
a=0
2
Iff/(Mfan) = anlff’(Mf:,aaMf’;a)v (24)

a=0

whereM ;o = M; and theM., (o = 1,2) mean masses
of auxiliary particles. The parameter « andC, should
satisfy the conditiony_>_, C 2, Ca M;, =0to
remove the quartlc the quadratlc and the Ioganthmlc di-

vergence |n11,12,13 l, and 2. Logarithmic divergence
partially remains inf2.’#(M ) even after the subtraction of
Eq. (24), but the term does not depend on the mean-field vari-
ables ¢;,0,,9,®) and is irrelevant to the determination of
mean-field variables for an§’. Therefore we can simply
drop the term. We assumgy, Cy,Cs) = (1,1,-2) and
(M7.,, M3.)) = (M7 4242, M7 + A?), following Ref. [42].

We keep the parametﬁrflmte even after the subtractidn (24),
since the present model is non-renormalizable.

1. m, a0, K, x mesons

For¢ = 7, a9, K andk, the effective four-quark interac-
tions G¢¢» and the polarization functiond,,, are diagonal,
i.e.,Gegr = Gedeer, Heer = I, Decause of isospin sym-
metry in the light-quark sector and the random-phase approx
mation. One then can easily get the solution to the Schwinger
Dyson equatior (16) as

US
1— 2G,II;

for ¢ = 7, a0, K andx, where the effective couplings, are
defined by

Xee = (25)

Goy = Gs(T) + 5Go(T)a, (26)
Gr = GS(T)—%GD(T)GS, (27)
G = Gs(T) + 3Go(T)ov, (28)
Gx = GS(T)—%GD(T)UZ (29)

and the one-loop polarization functiohg are written by

H,, = I, I, =14, I, =135, g = I3,

(30)

The meson pole mase/{°* is a pole ofys¢ (g5, ¢%) in the
complexgy plane. Taking the rest framg= (qo, 0) for con-

pole :

venience, one can get the equation

[1—2Gelle(q5,0)] | -0 (31

qO:Mg’“e—irs/z



for Mg"’le, where s is the decay width ta;g continuum.
The M?°' and I’; are obtained numerically by searching for

Two poles are found in the complegx plane. The lighter and
heavier pole masses correspond tandr’ (¢ and fy) meson

the qo satisfying Eq. [(31). Here we take the approximationMasses, respectively.

I'e/ME'° < 1, following Ref. [12).

2. n,n',0, fo mesons

The pole masses gfandr’ (o andfy) mesons are obtained
by solving the coupled-channel equationg (16)ferandns;
(o7; andos,). Itis convenient to express the correlation func-
tions x¢¢- with the matrix
) (€ =mn,0).

N

The Schwinger-Dyson equation fgf, is obtained from Eq.

ngsfgs ngsfﬂ
Xéntss  Xépép

(32)

(19) as
Xe = Hg + 2H§G§X§ (33)
with
G ssss G 55§7; H 5s 0
G{ = Gg”g Gf 37 , Hf = 8 17 .
51’15&9 fnfn fﬂ
(34)
The solution to Eq.[(33) is
(1- 2G5n€z’zﬂfn)n&
P i 35
stsfss det [I _ 2H§G§] ( )
(1 - 2Ge, e, e, ),
~ ~ — 55s58ss 8s S 36
Xéugn det [I — 2H§G§] ’ (36)
2G¢, §5H 55H T
Xewney = _ &né 3 & (37)

Xeutes = ot [I — 21T G|’

wherel is the unit matrix and the determinafit is taken in
the&;; andés, channels. The matrix elements@f, andG,
are explicitly obtained by

1
Gn§sn§s = Gs(T), Gﬁmn = Gs(T) + iGD (T)os,
V2
GUESUZZ = GWIZUES = TGD(T)UZ’ (38)
1
Gdgsdgs = GS(T)v Gdndn = GS(T) - EGD(T)G&
V2
Gdgsan = Gdnags = _7GD(T)CTZ7 (39)
and those of1,,, IT,, are by
HUIL = él’ HUgs = 557 (40)
H?m = Hg, I, = ngs- (41)

The masses of andr’ (o and f,) are determined as poles

of x,, (x,), thatis, as zero points of the determinant in Egs.

39)-31):

det [I — 2IT¢(q5,0) Ge]| 0. (42)

Qo=ME®'® —il¢ /2 —

C. Meson screening masses

We first show the reason why the derivation /<" (T")
was difficult in NJL-type effective models before the work of
Ref. [31], and next recapitulate the method of Ref| [31] and
extend it from single-channel systems to multi-channel sys
tems. Thel/;“" is defined with the spatial correlatQy (0, x)
in the long-distance limit/( = |x| — o0):

lim dIn ng (O, X) :

where
ec0.0 = 15 | T e (0.)eT. (a4)
S dr2ir J_ A '

Equation[(4%4) has two problems, when thiategration is per-
formed. The first problem stems from the regularizationtake
As already mentioned in SeC._1l A, the 3d momentum cutoff
is commonly used, but it breaks Lorentz invariance even in
T = 0. This induces an unphysical oscillationgg: (0, x) at
larger [38]. We can easily solve this problem by using the
PV regularization. This is the reason why we take the PV reg-
ularization in this paper. As easily found from Elg.](44) edir
numerical calculations of the integration are quite difficult

at larger because of highly oscillation of the integrand. This
is the second problem. In order to solve this problem, one can
consider analytic continuation of¢(0,4?) to the complex

G plane. In general, the integration can be made easily with
the Cauchy'’s integral theorem. However, the complex func-
tion x¢¢ (0, 3?) has logarithmic cuts in the vicinity of the real

¢ axis [38]. This demands quite time-consuming numerical
calculations to evaluate the contribution of logarithmittsc
[38]. In our previous works [31, 36], we showed that these
logarithmic cuts are not physical and avoidable by takirey th
Matsubara summation over after thep integration in Eq.

(23). Consequently, we obtain the regularized funcﬂéﬁg
as an infinite series of analytic functions:

N, e’}
iry oy
j=1ln=-—o00

1., 0,¢%

il

T
=PI

J,n,x

M

Ca
0

—

1
p? + M3 (p+q)? + M7,

1 [eS)
/ dx/ dk
0 0
/€2
(k2 + (z — 2%)@* + (1 — x) MG + 2 M7, ]2

T Myp+ Mg 414G
Srg 2 Og(/\/lf—l-./\/lf/—zq

J,n,x

X

}

(45)



with change quark masses frgm;, m,) = (8 MeV, 191 MeV) to
_ (my, ms) = (13 MeV, 130 MeV) to become consistent with

M4(T) = \/M2a +{(2n+ 1)7T + A} }2, (46) the lattice setting. This parameter set is tabulated aB3é (

’ Tablel.
where ‘Log” qenotes the principle value of the logarithm. The  In LQCD simulations of Refs| [3, 41X is measured to be
fUﬂCtiOﬂil@ifeg is real for realg, whengy = 0. This means 196 MeV, but the value established in state-of-art LQCD sim-
that mesons do not decay into a quark and an antiquark. Théations of Refs. L[3,/6] i X = 154 & 9 MeV. Therefore, we
functionz{/ . is obtained as an infinite series, but we numeri-rexScale the values &f and Mz in Refs. [3[4] to reproduce
cally confirmed that the sequence of partial sums converge@ =154+ 9, MeV.- _
rapidly. In the last form of Eq. [(35), each term has two In LQCD simulations of Ref.[|3] for pseudoscalar mesons
physical cuts on the imaginary axis: one is an upward verti{7;7’) and scalar one@, f,), the quark-line disconnected di-
cal line starting from the branch poigt= i (M + M) agrams are neglected and therebyihe(oss) channel is de-
and the other is a downward vertical line from the branchcoupled with they; (o7;) channel. Eventually, LQCD data are
point§ = —i (M; + M;y). In the upper half-plane where avallablg only foms,- andags—me_soq screening masses. We
the contour integration is taken, the lowest branch point ighen switch off the channel mixing in model calculations by
G=i(Ms+Mp)_ | oo settingGe,.¢;, = Gee.. = 0 for{ = n,0, when we analyze
. j=1,n=0,a=
The screening mas3/" is determined as a pole of the LQCD data omj;; andoss mesons.

- : . . Particularly forn- and ’-meson masses & = 0, it is
2 - L
é(;%é?j’ ge)lth:éelc;vrcggtlrg)?;}gcixéso.inzhe pole should be lo shown in Ref.|[43] that the disconnected diagrams are nec-

essary to reproduce the experimental values, although they
47y ae neglected in finitd* LQCD simulations of Ref./[3] for

Mg (T'). The disconnected diagrams contribute to both di-
whereM,;, can be regarded as “threshold mass” in the sens@gonal and off-diagonal elements of the correlation-fiomct
that meson is iy continuum states whem/z°" > My,. For ~ matriXx, in Eg. (32), whereas the connected diagrams do to

¢ = m,ao, K, & channels, we can obtain thé;*" by solving only the diagonal elements. The channel mixing induced by
the equation the off-diagram elements is thus one of effects induced by th

disconnected diagrams. We can then divide the disconnected
[1—2GeIIe(0,4%)] |q:iMs<r =0, (48) diagrams effects into the channel-mixing effect and the re-
¢ maining disconnected-diagram effects acting on the diagon
when Mg < My,. AsT increases)M " (pole) approaches elements of. Model calculations with the parameter set (A)
My, (the lowest branch point) from below [31,/36]. Mean- include the channel-mixing effect explicitly and the remai
while, My, itself tends t27 T in the highd" limit, since A7 ing disconnected-diagram effects implicitly, since thie(s¢
does to 0 in Eq.[(46). Therefor#/;** approachearT with is so determined as to reproduce experimental data on meson
respect increasing. ' pole masses & = 0, particularly onM};’,"le(O). Hence, we
Now we consider the channel mixing. The formalism oncan consider that model calculations with the parameter set
meson screening masses is the same as that on meson p@# also include the channel-mixing effect explicitly arfzet
masses. Only the difference is that the external momentum iemaining disconnected-diagram effects implicitly, wdaes
settog = (0, q). The coupled equations for the;" are LQCD calculations do not have any disconnected-diagram ef-
' fects. We switch off the channel mixing in model calcula-
=0, (49) tions to evaluate)s,- and o55-meson screening masses, but
we should note that the remaining disconnected-diagram ef-
whereg = +|q|. Here note thalfy, = 2(M;)j=1.n=0.a=0 fects are included in model calculations implicitly.
for n,oc mesons. Fom/, fo mesons, we consideVfy, =
2(Ms)j=1,n=0,a=0 as the threshold mass. Strictly speaking,

]\/jgcr < Mth = (Mf + Mf’)

7=1,n=0,a0=0"

det [T — 2IT¢(0,7%) Ge]|

G=iMger

1’ (fo) can decay into a light-quark pair by the channel mix- . NUMERICAL RESULTS
ing. However, such a contribution is unphysical for low tem-
perature because of the color confinement and small for high A. Parameter fitting

temperature because of small channel mixing.

As shown in Egs. [{3) and{(4), the present model has ad-
justable parameterg€ly, b;) in the KMT coupling strength
Gp(T) and (Tz,bs) in the four-quark coupling strength
Gs(T). The parameter&l, b;) are determined from LQCD

We use LQCD data of RefL[3] for tha7z*(T') and of  data associated with th&(1)-symmetry restoration, i.e.,
Ref. [4] for A, 4(T), since the same lattice setting is taken AM;e" = M5 — M3 in T > 1.1TX = 170 MeV where
in the two simulations. In Refs.|[3, 4], the quark-mass ra-only the U (1) 4-symmetry breaking survives [36,/37]. Simi-
tio is m;/ms; = 1/10, and ther-meson mass & = 0 is larly, the parameterds, b2) are determined from LQCD data
MPee(0) = 176 MeV that is slightly heavier than the ex- associated with the chiral-symmetry restoration, i.e ptseu-
perimental valuel38 MeV. In model calculations, we then docritical temperatur€X = 1544+9 MeV [5,/6] and the renor-

D. Model tuning for LQCD-data analyses
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Fig. 1: T' dependence of (a}\; s and (b) AM;; .. Model results

are shown by solid lines, while LQCD data are denoted by dose
circles. The parameter set (B) is taken in model calculatiiQCD

Fig. 2: T dependence of meson screening masses for (a) pseu-
data are taken from Refs! |3, 4]. v P d (@) p

doscalar mesons, K, nss and (b) scalar mesons), , 0ss. Model
results are denoted by lines and LQCD data are by symbolspahe

) ) rameter set (B) is taken in model calculations. LQCD datéaaiten
malized chiral condensat#, ,(7") of Eq. (1). from from Ref. [3].

Figure[d shows the results of the present parameter fitting
for (@) A, s(T) and (b) AM;S" (T). Note that the parame-
ter set (B) is taken in model calculations. Good agreemengrocedure is taken for the other lines. In both LQCD data
is seen between model results (solid lines) and LQCD datand model results, all the meson masses ten2fB with

(closed circles), whe(l'1,b1) = (121,43.5) and(72,b2) =  respect to increasin@; see Sec.[I[C for the proof. Ow-
(131, 83.3) in units of MeV. These values are tabulated in Ta-jng to this property, inT" > 1.04TX = 160 MeV, model
blell results well reproduce LQCD data for all the mesons. In

T < 1.04TX = 160 MeV, the agreement between model re-
) sults and LQCD data is good for pseudoscala’ mesons
B. Meson screening masses and pretty good for scalay, , o5, mesons. For pseudoscalar
nss Meson, the model result overestimates LQCD data by
We consider meson screening masses for pseudoscalar aadout10% ~ 30% in T' < 1.04TX = 160 MeV, but the de-
scalar mesons and analyze LQCD data of Ref. [3], using theiation becomes small rapidly &sincreases from60 MeV.
present model with the parameter set (B). In the model calcuFfhe deviation inT’ < 1.04T7X = 160 MeV may come from
lations the channel mixing is switched off, since the discon the remaining disconnected-diagram effects acting on ithe d
nected diagrams are neglected in LQCD data of Ref. [3]. ~ agonal elements og,. This implies that the channel-mixing
Figure[2 showd" dependence of thMgCT(T) for (a) pseu-  effect is also important fons, meson inT’" < 1.047X = 160
doscalar mesong = , K, nss and (b) scalar mesons =  MeV. This statement is confirmed with model calculations in
ap, K, 0s5. The lines stand for model results, and the symbolsSec. [IITE. In addition, this statement is consistent with th
correspond to LQCD data of Ref. [3]. As mentioned in Sec.statement of Ref! [44] that the disconnected diagrams may be
[ICl in model calculations thé/:*(T') are derivable when suppressed at least f@r > TX by the Debye screening and
MESCY(T) < My,. For theag-meson case, for example, the the weakly interacting nature of the deconfined phase.
condition is satisfied fof” > 139 MeV. The solid line repre- For later discussion, we evaluate thg'(7") also in the re-
sentingM;¢"(T') is then drawn inl” > 139 MeV. The same alistic case, taking the parameter set (A) and taking adaafun
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Fig. 3: T dependence of meson screening masses for (a) psedrig. 4: Model prediction orf” dependence of meson pole masses
doscalar mesons, K, n,n" and (b) scalar mesons, », o, fo calcu-  for (a) pseudoscalar mesons K,n,n" and (b) scalar mesons
lated with the realistic parameter set (A). Model resulss@noted  ao, x, o, fo. In model calculations, the parameter set (A) is taken
by lines. In model calculations, the channel mixing is tak#n ac-  and the channel mixing is taken into account. Model resuiés a
count. denoted by lines. For/ meson in panel (a), the experimental
data [1] is shown by the rectangle with the thin dotted vattiine
T = 177 MeV,; see the text for the explanation.
the channel mixing in model calculations. Figlite 3 shows the
results for (a) pseudoscalar mesand<, n,n" and (b) scalar

mesonsu, x, 0, fo. As mentioned in FigL]2, all the meson 220 MeV,95 MeV < MP°'° < 715 MeV) with the thin dot-
screening masses tend2e7'. This property is independent ted vertical line standing for the default valiie= 177 MeV.
of quark masses. At high, the ;" (T") calculated with the  The model result is consistent with the experimental data. |
realistic parameter set (A) are close to those with the set (B general 177°'® is not smooth when the quark-pair production

The difference between the former and the latter appear onljyreshold is opened. This threshold effect is seefi at 190
iNnT < TX =154+9 MeV. MeyV, e.g., fory’ meson.

As shown later in Se¢.TITE, the channel mixing is negligi-
ble for meson inT" > 160 MeV, indicating that;’ meson
is purely thess state there. This result supports the ansatz in
experimental analyses that meson behaves just like a free
Now we predict meson pole masses in the realistic casearticle in medium after it is produced.
taking the parameter set (A) and taking account of the chan-
nel mixing in model calculations. The results are shown for
pseudoscalar mesons K,n,n’ in Fig. [4(a) and for scalar
mesonsu, x, o, fo in Fig.[d(b). Forn’ meson, the pole mass
in medium with finitel” was deduced from heavy-ion collision

C. Meson pole masses

D. Relation between pole and screening masses

measurements dg2°'°(T") = 3407372 MeV []. In the anal-
yses,I’ = 177 MeV is taken as the default value afds var-

Figurel showd” dependence of the differendé;*" (') —
ME®'(T) for (a) pseudoscalar mesoms K, 77" and (b)

ied systematically between 140 and 220 MeV. We then denotscalar mesonsy, x, o, fo, wWhere the parameter set (A) is

the experimental datal[1] by the rectangld0 MeV < T <

taken and the channel mixing is taken into account in model
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03 ‘ son. The identity af" = oo can be proven as follows. As
mentioned in Sed_I[IC, in the largedimit all the Mg (T)

tend to277'. Therefore, the ratid/;" /Mg becomes 1 in

the limit. Similarly, the ratiod/?°'°/ME approaches 1
with respect to increasing as a consequence of tleffec-
tive SU(3)y-symmetry restoration. The symmetry is broken
by the factms # my in vacuum, but it is restoredffec-
tively at highT because the symmetry breaking is the order
of (ms — my)/T there; precisely speaking, for the flavor-
singlet states, the symmetry is broken also by the quagk-lin
disconnected diagrams, but the diagrams are suppressed by
the Debye screening and the weakly interacting nature &t hig
120 140 160 180 200 220 240 T [44]

TMeV] Figure[6 shows the ratios as a functionffor (a) pseu-
doscalar mesong = K,n, 7', ¢ = w) and (b) scalar mesons

0.25

0.2

Mlszg_ Mgosle().li -
[GeV]

0.1

0.05

0.3 T

sl % | (& =k, 0, fo, & = ag). Qualitatively, the two ratios have sim-
' Ko ilar T' dependence each other for both pseudoscalar and scalar
G = mem

el mesons: Namely,

ole scr
MPUS(T)  MEH(T)

MgOIC(T) - MEICr(T) .

Mg%_ Mg%!e().li -
[GeV]

(52)

0.1 -

Quantitatively, the relatiorl (52) is well satisfied withi6%
error for pseudoscalar and scalar mesons. The relation

is useful, because it allows us to estimdtég“)le(T) for

0.05 -

™ Mo e s 20 20 20 lighter ¢£-meson fromep,OlC(T) for heavier¢’-meson and
TMeV] Mge(T)/Mg*(T) that may be obtainable with state-of-art
LQCD simu?ations.

Fig. 5. Difference between screening and pole masses for (a)
pseudoscalar mesons K, 7,7’ and (b) scalar mesons), s, o, fo.
Model results are denoted by lines. In model calculatidmsparam-
eter set (A) is taken and the channel mixing is taken into aatco

E. Discussion

T dependence of the channel-mixing effect is investigated
) _ ] within model calculations. The parameter set (B) is taken
calculations, whenevel” dependence of the difference is not jn model calculations. In Figl7(a), the thin and thick solid
smooth, it is due to the threshold effect. For pseudoscalgines denote the results of model calculations with the okén
mesons, the difference tends to become larger for heavier Ménixing for screening massesgpandn’ mesons, respectively.
son. For scalar mesons, meanwhile, the difference is ws@Ver ngte that the lines are drawn when the conditiah er(T) <
approximately: M, is satisfied. When the channel mixing is switched off, the
ser 2 pole o A gscr 2 pole thin and thick solid lines are changed into the thin and thick
Mg (T) = Mg (T) ~ M (T) — M™(T) - (50) dashed lines that stand for screening masseg,odnd 7,
for ¢ + ¢'. The deviation is about 35 MeV &t ~ 200 MeV. ch_a_nnels, respectively. As expected in $ec. I B,_ the chhnn
If M3 (T'), Mg (T) andep,OlC(T) are obtained with LQCD ~ Mixing effect is large fom- and7’-meson screening masses

. . . pole inT < 1.04TX = 160 MeV. This is a result of the fact that
simulations, one can estimatedependence of/™(T) by e mass difference between the thin and thick dashed tines i

using Eq. [(3D). _ pole , _ small there; for example, the difference is 113 MeViat=
Next, the relation betweed/;""(T') and Mg*(T) is 140 MeV. ForT > 1.04TX = 160 MeV, the channel-mixing
considered through the ratioMg’OIC(T)/pr,OlC(T) and  effectis negligible, Sinc&,,, ., = Guno. = Gn(T)o1/V/2
Mger(T) /Mg (T), whereg' is assumed to be a scalar (pseu-is quite small in Eq.[(34) because f ~ 0. In Fig.[4(b), the
doscalar) meson wheis a scalar (pseudoscalar) meson. Thethin and thick solid lines stand for the results of model cal-
identity culations with the channel mixing for screening masses of
pole ' and fy mesons, respectively, while the thin and thick dashed
MH(T) Mg (T) (51) !ines correspond to the results of model calculations witho
Mép,ole(T) - MEFY(T) the channel mixing for screening massespfandoss chan-
nels, respectively. In the casewmfind f, mesons, the channel-
is satisfied at bottf” = 0 andoo. The identity atl’ = 0 mixing effect is negligible for ang". This is because the mass
comes from the fact that/;*(0) = Mg"’lc(o) for any me-  difference between the thin and thick dashed lines is large i
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Fig. 6: T dependence oMg"’l‘“/Mgolc and M /Mg™ for (a) Fig. 7: T dependence of channel-mixing effects on fa)and n’-
pseudoscalar mesoli = K,7,7’, £ = ) and (b) scalar mesons Meson screening masses anq((b;indfo-megoq screening masses.
(€ =k, 0, fo, & = ap). The ratiosM;" /Mg are denoted by solid In panel (a) (pam{el (b)), the thin and thick sollo! lines denntreemng
lines, and the ratiOMpole/Mp/ole are by dotted, dashed and dot- masses of) andn’ (o and f,) mesons, respectively, and the thin and

dashed lines. In model calculations, the parameter sets(&jken  thick dashed lines correspond to screening massegs andns. (on,
and the channel mixing is taken into account. andoss) channels, respectively. The parameter set (B) is taken in

model calculations.

T' < 1.04TX = 160 MeV (e.g., the difference is 335 MeV at ocritical temperaturd’X = 154 £ 9 MeV [5, |6] of chiral

T' = 140 MeV) ande’Es"fl = Goyo,, = —Gp(T)o1/V2 ~ transition. In LQCD simulations of Ref.|[3/ 4], the lattice
0 because of; ~ 0in T > 1.04TX = 160 MeV. Conse- setting is thatm; /m, = 1/10 and MP°¢(0) = 176 MeV.

quently, the (_:hannel r_nix_ing as the characteristics of tise di In model calculationsyy; andm, are slightly changed from
connected diagrams is important only fgr and n’-meson  q realistic parameter set (A) 8fP°'°(0) = 138 MeV and

scree/nlng masses i < 1.047Tx = 160 MeV. Also for 7- . M}’(OIC(O) = 495 MeV so as to become consistent with the
andn’-meson pole masses, we can take the same conclu5|or|1. ¢ . . .
attice setting. This parameter set is referred to as set (B)
The present model with the parameter set (B) reproduces
LQCD data I[3] onMgcr(T) for both pseudoscalar mesons
IV. SUMMARY 7, K, nss and scalar mesons), k, s, in T > 1.04TX = 160
MeV. Meanwhile, inT < 1.047X = 160 MeV, the agree-
We have proposed a practical effective model by introducment between model results and LQCD data is good for pseu-
ing T-dependent coupling strengthSs (7)) andGp(T), to  doscalarr, K mesons and pretty good for scalaf, x, o5,
four-quark and six-quark KMT interactions in the 2+1 flavor mesons. Fors; meson, the model result overestimates LQCD
PNJL model. T dependence ofip (7)) is determined from data by about0% ~ 30% in T' < 1.04T = 160 MeV, but
LQCD data [3] onAM:™ (T) in T > 1.1TX = 170 MeV  the deviation decreases rapidlyAsncreases from60 MeV.
where only thelU(1),-symmetry breaking survives. Sim-  In finite-T' LQCD simulations of Ref![3], the disconnected
ilarly, 7' dependence ofis(7') is determined from LQCD diagrams are neglected wheud;** (7)) is calculated. As a
data associated with the chiral-symmetry restoration,the = consequence of this approximation, tjig channel is decou-
renormalized chiral condensat®, ;(7") [4] and the pseud- pled with then; channel. We then divide the disconnected-
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diagram effects into the channel-mixing effect and the iema after it is produced.
ing disconnected-diagram effects acting on the diagoral el

ments of the correlation-function matrj.. The model cal-

culation includes the remaining disconnected-diagrascesf

implicitly, even if the channel mixing is switched off. The

deviation between model calculations and LQCD datafor

meson inT < 1.04TX = 160 MeV may stem from the re- M I,_ H K., and M. Y. are supported by Grants-in-Aid for
maining disconnected-diagram effects implicitly incldda  Scientific Research ( No. 27-3944, No. 26400279 and No.

model calculations. 26400278) from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Sci-
Using this practical effective model with the realistic €nce (JSPS). The authors thank to J. Takahashi, Y. Maezawa

parameter set (A), we have predicted meson pole mass@d M. Oka for useful comments.

Mg’OIC(T) for pseudoscalar mesons, K,n,7’ and scalar

mesonsu, K, o, fo. This prediction makes it possible to com-

pare theMnglc(T) evaluated from LQCD data with the corre- Appendix A: Difficulty of meson pole-mass calculations

sponding experimental results directly. In fact, we hawash in LQCD simulations at finite T’

that forn” meson the model prediction is consistent with the

gx.perimental va!ue [1] at finit&’ measureq in heavy;ilgn col- In general, the meson pole mdﬁom and its decay width

lisions. If experimental data are not available fat”“(T") 1, are determined from energy)dependence of the spectral

of interest, such a prediction may be helpful in experimentafynction pe. (w, p, T'), where the spatial momentumis set

analyses. to zero when we calculate the pole mass. In the Matsubara
We have shown that the relationz"(T) — ME**(T) ~  formalism, pee (w, p, T) is related to the mesonic correlation

Mg (T) — MES(T) is pretty good wher¢ and ¢ are  functionGee(7, p, T) as

scalar mesons, and have pointed out that the relation .

Mgcr(T)/Mgfzr(T) ~ M;OIC(T)/M&P/OIC(T) is well satisfied gff(Tvva) — / dw pgg(w,p,T)K(w,T, T)7 (Al)

within 20% error wherg and¢’ are pseudoscalar mesons and 0

also when¢ and¢’ are scalar mesons. These relations may

be useful to estimatd/?*'® for lighter ¢-meson fromi/E°'

and M ¢S for heavier¢’-meson that may be obtainable with

state-of-art LQCD simulations. wherer represents imaginary time satisfyiog< = < 1/7'. If
We have also found that the channel mixing as the charadhe G¢ (7, p, T') is known, the spectral functiopes (w, p,T')

teristics of the disconnected diagrams is important only)fo  can be obtained from thé. by solving the integral equa-

andn’-meson masses Ifi < 1.047X = 160 MeV. This indi-  tion (Al) for pee. In LQCD simulations at finiteT’, the

cates thaty’ meson is purely thes state inT > 1.04TX = Gee(1,p,T) is obtained only for a limited number of up

160 MeV. This result supports the ansatz in experimental analto 1/7". In general, the number is too small to constiugtas

yses thaty’ meson behaves just like a free particle in mediuma continuous function af.
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