arXiv:1102.1778v3 [hep-ph] 7 May 2011

Thermal nonlocal Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model in the real time formalism

M. Loewe^1, P. Morales^{1,2} and C. Villavicencio^{1,3} 1Facultad de Física, Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile, Casilla 306, Santiago 22, Chile 2Department of Physics, Graduate School of Science, The University of Tokyo 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan 3Universidad Diego Portales, Casilla 298-V, Santiago, Chile

The real time formalism at finite temperature and chemical potential for the nonlocal Nambu– Jona-Lasinio model is developed in the presence of a Gaussian covariant regulator. We construct the most general thermal propagator, by means of the spectral function. As a result, the model involves the propagation of massive quasiparticles. The appearance of complex poles is interpreted as a confinement signal, and, in this case, we have unstable quasiparticles with a finite decay width. An expression for the propagator along the critical line, where complex poles start to appear, is also obtained. A generalization to other covariant regulators is proposed.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Wx, 12.39.Ki, 25.75.Nq Keywords: Nonlocal Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model, Real time formalism, Finite temperature and chemical potential.

The Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model (NJL) has been vastly considered for studying nonperturbative aspects of QCD. Nowadays, it is mainly used to explore finite temperature and density effects in the frame of the mean-field approximation [1–3]. One of the big challenges in QCD is to understand the confinement mechanism and the dynamics behind confinement. Perturbative QCD cannot describe confinement and, although lattice QCD is able to reproduce successfully hadron properties, like masses and coupling constants [4], it has problems when dealing with finite baryon chemical potential (the sign problem). However, there are effective models which include explicitly confinement, as, for example, different versions of the bag model [5–8], Dyson-Schwinger models [9–13], or the Polyakov loop effective action coupled to Dyson- Schwinger or NJL models [14–17].

The nonlocal NJL model (nNJL) is another attempt in this direction [18–21]. When the gluon degrees of freedom are integrated out in the QCD action, a nonlocal quark action emerges and confinement should be hidden there. The idea of the nNJL approach is to incorporate nonlocal vertices through the presence of appropriate regulators.

Since the NJL model is nonrenormalizable, a momentum cutoff is needed in order to handle the UV divergences. The applicability of the model is, therefore, restricted to energy scales below the cutoff. Nonlocal extensions of the NJL model are designed to regularize the model in such a way that UV divergences are controlled, internal symmetries are preserved, and quark confinement is incorporated. The nNJL model has been extended to a finite temperature and density scenario [22–32] through the usual Matsubara formalism [33, 34]. Here, nevertheless, the exact summation of Matsubara frequencies turns out to be cumbersome, due to the complicated shape of the regulators. In most cases, it is necessary to cut the series at some order.

The idea of this work is to develop the finite temperature real time formalism for the nNJL model. In this way, we are able to calculate temperature corrections, providing a physical picture in terms of quasiparticles. On the one hand, those states with real masses can propagate freely in the deconfined phase. On the other hand, the existence of complex poles of the propagator in the confined phase produces a strong damping avoiding the propagation of such states.

Real time formalisms, as thermo-field dynamics or the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, can be constructed through the analytic continuation of the Euclidean action [33–39]. Those formalisms double the number of degrees of freedom, providing the appearance of a 2 × 2 matrix propagator S_{ij} . In any version of the NJL model in the mean-field approximation, the gap equation corresponds to a one-loop self-consistent relation, so we only need to find the S_{11} component [40, 41]. The other matrix propagator components start to appear at the two-loop level. In the construction of the S_{11} propagator, the main ingredient is given by the spectral density function. However, the construction of the spectral density function is not a simple task in a nonlocal frame, especially when dealing with a nontrivial analytic structure of the propagator.

In this article, we will develop the real time formalism for the Gaussian regulator in the nNJL model, which can easily be extended to other kind of regulators. As a result, we will get thermal propagators describing quasiparticles with temperature- and chemical-potential– dependent masses.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. I, we introduce the nNJL model in the mean-field approximation at finite temperature and chemical potential. Section II is devoted to the discussion of the analytical structure of the nNJL model in the mean-field approximation with a Gaussian regulator. In Sec. III, the real time formalism is presented for the general case, constructing, then, in Sec. IV, the corresponding real time propagator S_{11} for the case of a Gaussian regulator. We explain how to obtain the gap equation and the thermodynamical potential in Sec. V and Sec. VI, respectively. Finally, in Sec. VII, we summarize our conclusions.

I. nNJL MODEL IN THE MEAN-FIELD APPROXIMATION AT FINITE TEMPERATURE AND CHEMICAL POTENTIAL

Nonlocal models with separable interactions have been considered several times. In the context of NJL, confinement is introduced through the inclusion of interacting nonlocal currents, which are extended regularized versions of the usual local currents.

The SU(2)_f ⊗ SU(3)_c nNJL Euclidean Lagrangian is given by L_E = ψ̄(−i/∂ + m)ψ − G 2 j_a(x)j_a(x), (1)

m being the current quark mass and j_a(x) the nonlocal quark currents. Here, we are using the metric g_{μν} = diag(1, 1, 1, 1).

There are two schemes on the market to introduce nonlocal effects in terms of extended currents [21] . We will use the one based on instanton liquid models:

j_a(x) = ∫ d^4y d^4z r(y − x)r(z − x)ψ̄(y)Γ_aψ(z), (2) where r(x − y) is the nonlocal regulator and Γ_a = (1, iγ_5τ ), τ being the Pauli matrices.

Since we want to deal with mesonic degrees of freedom, we will follow the standard bosonization procedure. This is realized through the introduction of auxiliary scalar and pseudoscalar fields. By integrating out the quark fields, an equivalent partition function, in terms of only bosonic degrees of freedom, is obtained: Z = ∫ DσD^3π e^{−Γ[σ,πa]}. (3) We proceed within the mean-field approximation, keeping the mean values of the boson fields and neglecting their fluctuations. In this way, the partition function in Eq. (3) turns out to be Z ≈ Z_{MF} = e^{−ΓMF} , where the mean-field effective action in Euclidean momentum space is given by

Γ_{MF} = V_4 [ σ̄^2 2G − 2N_c ∫ d^4q_E (2π)^4 tr ln S^{−1}_E (q_E ) ] , (4)

q_E = (q, q_4) being the four-momentum in Euclidean space and V_4 the four-dimensional volume. The trace acts on the Euclidean Dirac matrices γ_E = (γ, iγ_0) of the effective quark propagator

S_E (q_E ) =

−/q_E + Σ(q_E^2) q_E^2 + Σ^2(q_E^2)

, (5)

where the running mass includes the Lorentz invariant regulator contribution in Euclidean momentum-space

Σ(q_E^2) = m + σ̄r^2(q_E^2), (6) σ̄ being the mean-field value of the scalar field. The pseudoscalar mean-field value is zero due to isospin symmetry. Chiral symmetry, on the other hand, is explicitly broken through the current quark masses and spontaneously broken by a nonvanishing chiral condensate value.

Finite temperature (T ) and chemical potential (μ) effects are introduced in the standard way through the Matsubara formalism [33]. As a result, in Eq. (4), the four-dimensional volume, the momentum, and the integral in momentum turn out to be V_4 → V/T, (7) q_4 → −q_n, (8) ∫ dq_4 2π → T ∑ n , (9)

where q_n includes the Matsubara frequencies and the chemical potential

q_n ≡ (2n + 1)πT + iμ. (10)

The grand canonical thermodynamical potential is given by Ω_{MF}(σ̄, T, μ) = (T/V )Γ_{MF}(σ̄, T, μ) [42]. The value of σ̄ is obtained then through the solutions of ∂Ω_{MF}/∂σ̄ = 0, giving rise to the gap equation σ̄ G = 2N_cT ∑ n ∫ d^3q (2π)^3 r^2(q^2_n + q^2)trS_E (q, −q_n). (11)

This equation, which involves directly the propagator, will be our starting point in order to apply the real time formalism.

II. POLES OF THE EFFECTIVE QUARK PROPAGATOR WITH A GAUSSIAN REGULATOR IN MINKOWSKI SPACE

Among the different kind of existent covariant regulators, we will use here the Gaussian one due to its simplicity [18]. In Euclidean momentum space, the regulator is given by

r(q_E^2) = exp ( − q_E^2 2Λ^2 ) , (12)

where Λ is a free parameter that has to be chosen from phenomenological considerations. Thus, the effective model depends on three parameters: the current quark mass m, the effective coupling G, and the scale parameter Λ, the last one being associated to the cutoff in the usual NJL model by setting the regulator as r = θ(Λ^2 − q^2). These parameters are fixed in order to get the physical values of the pion mass m_π = 139 MeV, the pion decay constant f_π = 92.4 MeV, and the chiral condensate −⟨q̄q⟩^{1/3} ≃ 200–260 MeV [21]. Following [23], we will use two sets of parameters. Set I is given by ⟨q̄q⟩ = −(200 MeV)^3, m = 10.5 MeV, G = 50 GeV^{−1} and Λ = 627

FIG. 1. Schematic description of the poles of the propagator in Minkowski space. M1 and M2 correspond to the deconfined masses, Mc is the critical mass and M0 and Γ0 are the mass and the decay width in the confined phase, respectively.

MeV. Set II is given by ⟨q̄q⟩ = −(220 MeV)^3, m = 7.7 MeV, G = 30 and Λ = 760 MeV.

To start our analysis in the real time formalism, let us explore more in detail the analytic structure of the propagator by setting q_4 = iq_0. The Euclidean propagator in Eq. (5) turns out to be S_E → iS_0, where the propagator in Minkowski space is defined as

S_0(q) = i

/q + Σ(−q^2) q^2 − Σ^2(−q^2)

, (13)

and where now q = (q_0, q) and γ = (γ_0, γ), with the metric g_{μν} = diag(1, −1, −1, −1). This propagator, as shown in Fig. 1, presents three different kind of poles which depend on σ̄. For Low values of σ̄, there are two real poles associated to real masses that we denote as M_1 and M_2. In this case we will say that the system is in the deconfined phase since we have freely propagating quasiparticle states. As σ̄ grows up to a certain critical value, the two masses join into a single real mass M_c. For higher values of σ̄, this critical mass splits into complex poles. There exist an infinite number of those poles for the Gaussian regulator. Nevertheless, it can be shown that the only relevant poles correspond to the first pair [23], where the real part is associated with a mass M_0 and the imaginary part is related to a decay width factor Γ_0. The other complex poles involved have considerable higher values for the masses and decay widths, and these masses are not continuously connected with the critical mass M_c. The appearance of complex poles is interpreted as a signal of confinement [18, 19], since the corresponding quasiparticles do not propagate freely. As soon as the poles becomes complex, we will be in the confined phase.

The poles of the propagator in Eq. (13) are plotted in Fig. 2 for both sets of parameters as a function of the self-energy at zero 4th-momentum Σ(0) = m + σ̄. When Σ(0) = Σ_c, there is only one positive real pole q^2 = M^2_c , which is determined from the condition ∂_q2 [q^2−

FIG. 2. Poles of the propagator as a function of the selfenergy at zero 4th-momentum for set I (upper graph) and set II (lower graph). Defining the complex poles as q^2 = M^2_0 ± iM0Γ0, the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed lines correspond to the masses, and the dotted line corresponds to the decay width.

Σ^2(−q^2)] = 0, giving

Σ_c = m + (M_c − m)e^{−M 2c /Λ2} , (14)

M_c = 1 2 ( m + √ m^2 + 2Λ^2 ) . (15)

The corresponding values are Σ_c = 273 MeV for set I and Σ_c = 329 MeV for set II. The previous analysis can be easily verified by plotting q^2 − Σ^2(−q^2) as a function of q^2.

The values of Σ(0) at zero temperature and chemical potential are Σ̄ = 350 MeV for set I and Σ̄ = 300 MeV for set II, respectively. The tendency for the σ̄ parameter is to decrease as temperature and chemical potential increase. Then, if at zero temperature and chemical potential the corresponding poles are real, they will still be real at finite T and μ. On the other hand, if the poles are complex at zero temperature and chemical potential, they will become real at some finite values of T and μ. As Σ̄ > Σ_c in set I and Σ̄ < Σ_c in set II, they are called confining and nonconfining sets, respectively.

Now we proceed to extend this formalism to a finite temperature and density scenario in the frame of real time formalism.

III. REAL TIME FORMALISM

It is well-known that when formulating quantum field theory at finite temperature in the real time formalism, we have to double the number of degrees of freedom [33– 39]. The new fields that appear are called thermal ghosts. As a consequence, the new thermal propagators are given by 2×2 matrices S_{ij} . However, for one-loop calculations, we only need the term S_{11}. The other components of the thermal matrix propagator participate only in higher loop calculations, since the thermal ghosts do not couple directly to external physical lines. The treatment of the gap equation, in a self-consistent way, is equivalent to a one-loop calculation. The same happens with the calculation of the chiral condensate and the number density. For our purpose, we only need to obtain the S_{11} component of the propagator matrix.

Following the construction of [40], the general S_{11} propagator is obtained in terms of the spectral density function (SDF):

S_{11}(q) = ∫ dk_0 2πi ρ(k_0, q) k_0 − q_0 − iϵ

− n_F (q_0 − μ)ρ(q). (16)

The SDF is related to the real time propagator in Eq. (13) through

S_0(iq_n, q) = ∫ dk_0 2πi ρ(k_0, q) k_0 − iq_n , (17)

where the connection between both formalisms, real time and imaginary time, is realized through the analytic extension of iq_n → z. What we need now is to obtain the SDF. In the case of free particles, the SDF can be gotten from the relation ρ = S_0(q_0 + iϵ, q) − S_0(q_0 − iϵ, q). However, in this case where, we have a nontrivial propagator, we need a more general prescription to extract the SDF. This can be achieved by defining S_±(q) ≡ ± ∮ Γ^± dz 2πi S_0(z ∓ iϵ, q) z − q_0 + iϵ , (18)

where the integration path is shown in Fig. 3. With this definition, the SDF can be written as

ρ(q) = S_+(q) − S_−(q). (19)

In the special case of free fermions with mass M, the corresponding spectral density function will be

ρ_{free}(q) = 2π sign(q_0)(/q + M)δ(q^2 − M^2). (20)

By replacing ρ_{free} in Eq. (16), we find the Dolan-Jackiw (DJ) propagator [40]

S_{DJ}(q; M) = (/q + M) [ i q^2 − M^2 + iϵ

−2πN(q_0)(/q + M)δ(q^2 − M^2) ] , (21)

FIG. 3. Integration path in the definition of S±. In both paths the integral is taken along the real axis, but the curve is closed through the upper half plane in Γ+ and through the lower half plane in Γ−.

where the function N(q_0) is defined in terms of the Fermi- Dirac distribution n_F (q_0) = (e^{q0 /T} + 1)^{−1} and reads

N(q_0) = θ(q_0)n_F (q_0 − μ) + θ(−q_0)n_F (μ − q_0). (22)

Note that we make a distinction here between the usual case where a particle is propagating freely and a more general situation where we have dressed propagators.

Through this procedure, the SDF can be obtained even if the regulator has a cut in the real axis. Consequently, the Euclidean gap equation, written in Eq. (11), will take another form in the real time formalism by introducing the following replacements: q_n → −iq_0, T ∑ n → −i ∫ dq_0 2π , S_E (q, −q_n) → iS_{11}(q). (23)

Now, we need to construct the dressed S_{11} propagators. Notice that, in the real time formalism, we are able to separate immediately the finite-temperature- and chemical-potential–dependent terms from the T, μ = 0 contributions.

IV. DRESSED PROPAGATORS FOR THE GAUSSIAN REGULATOR

Following the procedure described above, we will start from the deconfined region, where there are two simple real poles. The corresponding S_{11} propagator is

S^{dec}_{11} (q) = Z(M_1)S_{DJ}(q; M_1) + Z(M_2)S_{DJ}(q; M_2), (24)

S_{DJ}(M) being the DJ propagator with mass M and where Z(M) is the field-strength renormalization constant, defined as Z(M) = [ ∂_M 2 { M^2 − Σ^2(−M^2) }]_{−1} = [1 − 2M(m − M)]^{−1} . (25)

In the last step, we used the pole relation M = Σ(−M^2). Now, this propagator describes the quasiparticles involved, and the nonlocal interaction is enclosed in the effective masses and the field-strength renormalization constants.

The critical case that separates the real from the complex pole regions is a little bit different from the case we already discussed. As we can see from Fig. 2, the two real poles converge into a single real pole at Σ(0) = Σ_c. However, this particular case corresponds to a second-order pole. In addition, the new relation ∂_q2 [q^2 − Σ^2(−q^2)] = 0 must also be satisfied. Following the Cauchy theorem, by expanding in a Laurent series and using the general expression that provides SDF, we find the critical propagator

S^{crit}_{11} (q) = ( Z_c + Z^′_c ∂ ∂M^2_c ) S_{DJ}(q; M_c), (26)

with the constants

Z_c =

2M_c(4M_c − 3m) 3(2M_c − m)^2

, (27)

Z^′_c = −

4M^2_c (M_c − m) 2M_c − m , (28)

and where M_c was already defined in Eq. (15).

In both cases described above (deconfined and critical), the finite temperature and chemical potential effects appear separated from the T, μ = 0 terms. Notice that the finite temperature and chemical potential terms are on mass shell due to the delta function in the propagators. This fact does not imply any difficulty when integrating in q_0. The case of complex poles needs more attention. The spectral density function in this case is not proportional to a delta function, but it is given by a Breit-Wigner distribution:

ρ_{conf} (q) =

M_0Γ_0(A_+ + A_−) − i(q^2 − M^2_0 )(A_+ − A_−) (q^2 − M^2_0 )^2 + M^2_0 Γ^2_0 , (29) with A_±(q) ≡ 2Z(M_±) √ q^2 + M^2_± [ q_0 ( /q + M± ) − γ_0 ( q^2 − M^2_± )] , (30) and where M_± ≡ √ M^2_0 ± iM_0Γ_0 (31)

are the first complex solutions of the equation M = Σ(−M^2). Z(M) was already defined in Eq. (25). The

S^{conf}_{11} propagator can be easily calculated from Eq. (16), but we will skip this in order to avoid long expressions. In fact, the full S^{conf}_{11} will not be necessary for the rest of this article.

In what follows, we are interested to separate the thermal and density effects. Then, we can write the propagator as

S_{11}(q) = S_0(q) + S̃(q; T, μ), (32)

where S̃(q; 0, 0) = 0. In the case of the deconfined and critical propagators, the S̃ term can be easily identified since it is proportional to N(q_0).

For the confined phase, we need to find a procedure to calculate integrals in the complex energy plane that involve the confined propagator, keeping in mind that when T and μ vanish we have to recover the S_0 propagator inside the integral. The finite temperature and chemical potential contribution must be an analytic function. We can see from the general expression of the S_{11} propagator that the last term in Eq. (16) contains all the thermal and density information. Nevertheless, it does not vanish when T, μ → 0, but n_F (q_0 − μ) → θ(−q_0), which is not an analytic function. However, we can integrate the last term in Eq. (16), which is analytic, proceeding then to remove constants independent of T and μ. Such constants then can be joined into the rest of the integral. This can be summarized by writing

S̃_{conf} (q) = −n_F (q_0 − μ)ρ_{conf} (q) + Cδ^4(q), (33)

where C is a divergent factor that will be fixed after integration in order to produce a vanishing function when T, μ → 0, being absorbed into the T, μ = 0 contribution. Now we proceed to calculate these integrals in order to obtain the gap equation, the thermodynamic potential, and all the other relevant quantities.

V. GAP EQUATION

The interesting quantities we want to calculate, such as the thermodynamical potential, chiral condensate, number density, susceptibilities, etc., require momentum integration. In particular, the thermodynamical potential at zero temperature and chemical potential has to be calculated in the Euclidean formulation. However, the thermal and density corrections can be handled in the frame of the real time formalism.

The Gaussian regulator is constructed with the aim of regularizing UV divergences in the Euclidean formulation. Nevertheless, this regulator induces a divergence in Minkowski space when integrating in q_0. The finite temperature and chemical potential part of the dressed propagators S̃, for the deconfined and critical case, involves a delta function which has the effect of evaluating the regulator at the effective masses r(−q^2) → r(−M^2). The zero temperature and chemical potential term in the

FIG. 4. Integration path for the thermal part of the gap equation in the confined phase. The crosses represent the poles of the Fermi-Dirac distribution nF (q0 ± μ).

dressed propagator S_0 can be Wick rotated, turning back to Euclidean space, where the regulator produces finite integrals.

We start first with the gap equation, which gives us the value of σ̄. Following the previous section, we apply the replacements described in Eq. (23) to the gap equation in (11), obtaining

σ̄ = 2N_c ∫ d^4q (2π)^4 r^2(−q^2)trS_{11}(q). (34)

Now, expressing the dressed propagator in the form of Eq. (32), the gap equation turns out to be

∂Ω_{MF} ∂σ̄ = g_0(σ̄) + g̃(σ̄, T, μ) = 0, (35)

where turning back to Euclidean space, the T, μ = 0 contribution gives

g_0(σ̄) = σ̄ G − N_c π^2 ∫_∞ 0 dpp^3 r^2(p^2)Σ(p^2) p^2 + Σ^2(p^2)

, (36)

where p = √ q^2_E and the angular integral has already been done. The finite T, μ contribution in Minkowski space gives g̃(σ̄, T, μ) = −2N_c ∫ d^4q (2π)^4 r^2(−q^2)trS̃(q; T, μ). (37)

Notice that the σ̄ variable and the different mass terms are related through M = Σ(−M^2) or, more explicitly,

σ̄ = (M − m)e^{−M 2 /Λ2} , (38)

where M stands for M_{1,2} in the deconfined phase, and M_c in the critical phase. In the confined phase, M stands for all the complex poles in the confined phase,M_± in Eq. (31) being the numerically relevant ones.

For the deconfined and critical phases, the integration can be done in a straightforward way. However, as we mentioned in the last section, the situation is not as simple when we try to integrate the thermal part of the propagator given in Eq. (33). In Minkowski space, the regulator in the gap equation diverges in some regions of the complex q_0 plane. However, we will see that finally all the divergent terms do not depend on temperature and chemical potential and, therefore, can be removed, as will be explained in the last section. Replacing S̃ from Eq. (33) into Eq. (37), we get

g̃_{conf} = N_c ∫ d^4q (2π)^4 r^2(−q^2) [n_F (q_0 − μ) + n_F (q_0 + μ)]

×trρ_{conf} (q) − 2N_cC (2π)^4

, (39)

where, in the last equation, we have used the fact that trρ_{conf} is an odd function of q_0. Now we integrate along the path shown in Fig. 4. If we consider only the two first poles of the propagator, M_±, the poles inside the closed path will be √ q^2 + M^2_+ and − √ q^2 + M^2_−. The same results can be obtained if we integrate in the lower half plane. The integrand vanishes along the upper line (Im q_0 → ∞), and the contribution from the lines surrounding the poles from the Fermi-Dirac factor (crosses) cancel each other. The sum of the left and right straight lines (Re q_0 → ∓∞) leaves a divergent contribution to the integral which, however, is independent of temperature and chemical potential. Therefore, this term, which is independent of T and μ, is canceled with the constant factor C in Eq. (39).

The deconfined and critical gap equations are obtained immediately, due to the presence of the delta function in the propagators. The resulting expressions for g̃ are

g̃(σ̄, T, μ) = 4N_c π^2 ∑ M Z(M) ∫_∞ 0 dkk^2 2E r^2(−M^2)M [n_F (E − μ) + n_F (E + μ)] , (40)

g̃_{crit}(σ̄, T, μ) = 4N_c π^2 ( Z_c + Z^′_c ∂ ∂M^2_c ) ∫_∞ 0 dkk^2 2E_c r^2(−M^2_c )M_c [n_F (E_c − μ) + n_F (E_c + μ)] , (41)

FIG. 5. M1 as a function of the chemical potential for different values of the temperature. The end point, where the first-order phase transition turns to a crossover, occurs about (T, μ) ≈ (70, 180)MeV.

where k = |q|, E_c = √ k^2 + M^2_c , E = √ k^2 + M^2, and where the sum in the first equation is performed over all the mass poles involved in the confined phase or the deconfined phase. For the case of a complex mass term, the gap equation is real and can be easily written in terms of real components.

As an example, we calculate the behavior of M_1 in terms of the temperature and chemical potential. This mass term will produce the main contribution to the dynamics in the deconfined phase because it is the lower one. The other mass term M_2 turns out to be relevant only for values near the critical mass M_c. Figure 5 shows the evolution of the mass M_1 as a function of the chemical potential for different values of the temperature. The transition observed at low temperature is obtained by analyzing the minimum of the thermodynamical potential as a function of σ̄. In the next section, we will show how to calculate the thermodynamical potential in the real time formalism through the gap equation.

VI. THERMODYNAMICAL POTENTIAL

The inverse propagator in the real time formalism does not carry information about temperature and density [40]. This can be seen in the case of a free fermion, whose thermal propagator is the Dolan-Jackiw one in Eq. (21), where the thermal information is enclosed in the on mass shell term. However, the inverse of the full propagator, −i(/q − M), does not have any information on temperature. Nevertheless, once we have obtained the expression for the gap equation, we can reintegrate it, getting

Ω_{MF} = ∫ ( dΩ_{MF} dσ̄ ) dσ̄ + const, (42) where the constant is independent of σ̄ and has to be chosen to regularize the thermodynamical potential. In this way, as we did with the gap equation, we can separate the zero and the nonzero contributions of the temperature and chemical potential by defining

Ω_{MF}(σ̄; T, μ) = Ω_0(σ̄) + Ω̃(σ̄; T, μ), (43)

where the temperature and chemical potential contribution part obeys the relation Ω̃(σ̄; 0, 0) = 0. The term independent of the thermodynamical variables Ω_0 can be obtained directly by integrating g_0 in Eq. (36), giving, as a result,

Ω_0(σ̄) = σ̄^2 2G − N_c 2π^2 ∫_∞ 0 dpp^3 ln[p^2 + Σ^2(p^2)]. (44)

The finite temperature and chemical potential expressions for the gap equation, however, are not defined in terms of σ̄, but in terms of the effective masses and the decay constant. This relation is given in Eq. (38), obtaining

dσ̄ = Z^{−1}(M)e^{−M 2 /Λ2} dM, (45)

where we have used Eq. (25). Proceeding with the integration, the temperature- and chemical-potential– dependent contribution to the thermodynamical potential will be

Ω̃(σ̄; T, μ) = − 4N^c π^2 ∑ M ∫_∞ 0 dkk^2 T × [ ln ( 1 + e^{−(E−μ)/T} ) + μ → −μ ] , (46)

where the sum, like in Eq. (40), is performed for all the poles involved. Both phases will be continuously connected at M = M_c. This is the familiar expression for the thermodynamical potential.

The thermodynamical potential with complex masses can be described in terms of real components. Considering only the numerically relevant poles M_±, the energy term can be written as E_± = ω ± i M_0Γ_0 2ω , (47)

with ω = √ 1 2 [ k^2 + M^2_0 + √ (k^2 + M^2_0 )^2 + M^2_0 Γ^2_0 ] . (48)

With these definitions, we can write the finite T, μ contribution to the thermodynamical potential in the confined phase as

Ω̃_{conf} (σ̄; T, μ) = − 4N^c π^2 ∫_∞ 0 dkk^2T × [ln(1 + B_−) + ln(1 + B_+)] , (49) with the functions B_± defined as

B_± = 2 cos ( M_0Γ_0 2T ω ) e^{−(ω±μ)/T} + e^{−2(ω±μ)/T} . (50) Our construction was compared with [23], obtaining the same results. The cosine term in Eq. (50) can produce an unstable thermodynamical potential [11]. However, the inclusion of the Polyakov loop should fix this problem [25, 31]. Note that now, we can also obtain other relevant quantities directly from the thermodynamical potential already calculated in the real time formalism. The quark number density function is obtained by taking the derivative with respect to the chemical potential: n = −∂Ω/∂μ. The chiral condensate is calculated through the derivative of the regulated thermodynamic potential with respect to the mass: ⟨q̄q⟩ = ∂Ω^r/∂m. Here, the current mass is related to the effective mass terms through Eq. (38), and the partial derivative is done by taking σ̄ and Λ as constants.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In the present work, we have constructed the real time formalism for the nonlocal Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model at finite temperature and chemical potential, in the particular case where the nonlocal term is given by a Gaussian regulator. Following the general construction of the S_{11} propagator through the spectral density function [33, 40], we generalize the procedure to get the spectral density function. This generalization allows us to deal with dressed propagators whose analytical structure includes complex poles. With this, we obtain different propagators if the quasiparticles are deconfined (real poles), confined (complex poles), and also the critical case which separates both regimes. Once we have obtained the real time propagators, we find the gap equation which provides the value of σ̄ and, consequently, the value of the quasiparticles effective mass terms. The thermodynamical potential is obtained from the gap equation, and it is given in terms of simple expressions as a function of the effective mass terms. We verified that our results coincide with the ones reported in [23].

This procedure gives an intuitive phenomenological description in terms of quasiparticles. Its generalization to other regulators is, in principle, straightforward. In fact, our prescription for obtaining the spectral density function is well-defined, even if the propagator presents a cut along the real axis, which is the case for some type of Lorentzian regulator with fractional power.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors acknowledge support from FONDECYT under Grant No. 1095217. M.L. acknowledges also support from the Proyecto Anillos ACT119. We thank N. N. Scoccola for suggesting this problem and for fruitful discussions. We also thank D. Gomez-Dumm and D. Blaschke for discussions and criticisms.

[1] S. P. Klevansky, Rev. Mod. Phys. 64, 649 (1992). [2] M. Buballa, Phys. Rept. 407, 205 (2005). [3] M. Loewe, Jorge Ruiz A. and J. C. Rojas, Phys. Rev. D 78, 096007 (2008).

[4] Proceedings of Lattice 2009, PoS(LAT2009) (2009). [5] M. De Francia, H. Falomir and M. Loewe, Phys. Rev. D 55, 2477 (1997).

[6] M. De Francia, H. Falomir and M. Loewe, Phys. Rev. C 60, 055203 (1999).

[7] E. S. Fraga, L. F. Palhares and C. Villavicencio, Phys.

Rev. D 79, 014021 (2009).

[8] H. Hansen, W. M. Alberico, A. Beraudo, A. Molinari, M. Nardi and C. Ratti, Phys. Rev. D 75, 065004 (2007).

[9] C. D. Roberts and A. G. Williams, Prog. Part. Nucl.

Phys. 33, 477 (1994) [10] D. Blaschke, Yu. L. Kalinovsky and P. C. Tandy, arXiv:hep-ph/9811476.

[11] D. Blaschke and P. C. Tandy, arXiv:nucl-th/9905067. [12] C. D. Roberts and S. M. Schmidt, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys.

45, S1 (2000).

[13] D. Blaschke, G. Burau, Yu. L. Kalinovsky, P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 16, 2267 (2001) [14] P. N. Meisinger and M. C. Ogilvie, Phys. Lett. B 379, 163 (1996) [15] K. Fukushima, Phys. Lett. B 591, 277 (2004)

[16] S. Mukherjee, M. G. Mustafa and R. Ray, Phys. Rev. D 75, 094015 (2007) [17] K. Fukushima, Phys. Rev. D 77, 114028 (2008);

Erratum-ibid. D 78, 039902 (2008).

[18] R. D. Bowler and M. C. Birse, Nucl. Phys. A 582, 655 (1995).

[19] R. S. Plant and M. C. Birse, Nucl. Phys. A 628, 607 (1998).

[20] A. E. Radzhabov and M. K. Volkov, Eur. Phys. J. A 19, 139 (2004).

[21] D. Gomez Dumm, A. G. Grunfeld and N. N. Scoccola, Phys. Rev. D 74, 054026 (2006).

[22] I. General, D. Gomez Dumm and N. N. Scoccola, Phys.

Lett. B 506, 267 (2001).

[23] D. Gomez Dumm and N. N. Scoccola, Phys. Rev. D 65, 074021 (2002).

[24] D. Gomez Dumm, D. B. Blaschke, A. G. Grunfeld and N. N. Scoccola, Phys. Rev. D 73, 114019 (2006).

[25] D. Blaschke, M. Buballa, A. E. Radzhabov and M. K. Volkov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 71, 1981 (2008).

[26] G. A. Contrera, D. Gomez Dumm, N. N. Scoccola, Phys.

Lett. B661, 113-117 (2008).

[27] T. Hell, S. Roessner, M. Cristoforetti, W. Weise, Phys.

Rev. D79, 014022 (2009).

[28] T. Hell, S. Rossner, M. Cristoforetti, W. Weise, Phys.

Rev. D81, 074034 (2010).

[29] G. A. Contrera, D. Gomez Dumm and N. N. Scoccola, Phys. Rev. D 81, 054005 (2010).

[30] G. A. Contrera, M. Orsaria and N. N. Scoccola, Phys.

Rev. D 82, 054026 (2010).

[31] A. E. Radzhabov, D. Blaschke, M. Buballa and M. K. Volkov, arXiv:1012.0664 [hep-ph].

[32] D. Horvatic, D. Blaschke, D. Klabucar and O. Kaczmarek, arXiv:1012.2113 [hep-ph].

[33] M. Le Bellac, Thermal Field Theory (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1996).

[34] A. K. Das, Finite temperature field theory, (World Scientific, Singapore,1997).

[35] I. Ojima, Annals Phys. 137, 1 (1981).

[36] H. Matsumoto, I. Ojima and H. Umezawa, Annals Phys.

152, 348 (1984).

[37] R. L. Kobes, G. W. Semenoff and N. Weiss, Z. Phys. C 29, 371 (1985).

[38] N. P. Landsman and C. G. van Weert, Phys. Rept. 145, 141 (1987).

[39] F. C. Khanna, A. P. C. Malbouisson, J. M. C. Malbouisson and A. R. Santana, Thermal quantum field theory - Algebraic aspects and applications, (World Scientific, Singapore,2009).

[40] L. Dolan and R. Jackiw, Phys. Rev. D 9, 3320 (1974). [41] D. Ebert, Yu. L. Kalinovsky, L. Munchow and M. K. Volkov, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 8, 1295 (1993).

[42] J. I. Kapusta, Finite-temperature field theory, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989).