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Polyakov-loop phase, Roberge-Weiss periodicity and thermodynamics
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We discuss the role of Roberge-Weiss periodicity in the thermodynamics of quantum chromo-
dynamics at moderately high temperature, where the semi-quark-gluon plasma is expected. From
the construction of the grand canonical partition function at zero and also at finite density via
the canonical approach, we can discuss the relation between contributions of the Polyakov-loop
phase and Roberge-Weiss periodicity. Then, we can conclude that the existence of Roberge-Weiss
periodicity is a necessary condition to reproduce exact results at moderately high temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exploring the non-perturbative properties of quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) is an interesting and important
subject to understand our universe; see Ref. [1] as an ex-
ample. At finite temperature (T ) but zero real chemi-
cal potential (µR = 0), we can perform the lattice QCD
simulation, and then non-perturbative properties can be
exactly discussed by using the lattice QCD simulation in
principle. However, at finite µR, QCD has the sign prob-
lem, and thus some methods are necessary to control the
sign problem; see Ref. [2, 3] as an example.
Nonphysical systems, such as the imaginary chemical

potential (µI) region, have a strong impact on realistic
systems, that is, the real chemical potential region; for
example, see Ref. [2, 4]. Actually, we can construct the
grand canonical partition function at finite µR starting
from that at finite µI [5]. In this paper, we consider the
problem that Roberge-Weiss (RW) periodicity is absent
in the calculation at moderately high T ; the Feynman di-
agrammatic approach, such as the hard thermal loop per-
turbation theory [6], the thermal Dyson-Schwinger equa-
tion approach [7, 8] and the functional renormalization
group approach for the effective potential [9], sometimes
has the problem. The term ”moderately high” means
that the Polyakov loop has not reached one, but it is
somewhat significant. We discuss the consequence of the
absence of Roberge-Weiss (RW) periodicity [5] at finite
µI to thermodynamics at finite µR.
In the canonical approach [10–15], we start with the

imaginary chemical potential [5, 16]. This means that
we can construct the canonical partition function with a
fixed quark number using the grand canonical partition
function at finite µI. Since the process uses the Fourier
transformation, this process can also be reversed. This
indicates that we can examine the validity of the ana-
lytical method via the imaginary chemical potential re-
gion. Actually, there are several interesting and impor-
tant properties of QCD at finite µI such as RW peri-
odicity and RW transition [5]. Furthermore, with careful
investigation of the canonical partition function using the
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canonical approach, several phases are clarified from the
structure of the canonical sector [17] and different types
of probability distribution [18]. Since the canonical par-
tition function can provide important information about
QCD, it is interesting to discuss QCD properties from
the point of view of the canonical sector.
This paper is organized as follows. In the next section,

we briefly explain the properties of QCD at finite µI. Sec-
tion III explain the canonical approach. Section IV shows
some discussions of the Feynman diagrammatic approach
and the consequence of the absence of the Roberge-Weiss
transition. SectionV is devoted to the summary.

II. IMAGINARY CHEMICAL POTENTIAL

At finite µI, it is known that QCD has the following
interesting properties. Since the properties play a cru-
cial role in this study, we briefly summarize them in the
following.

RW periodicity: Several thermodynamic quantities
and order parameters have the 2π/Nc periodicity
along the θ-axis where θ is the dimensionless imag-
inary chemical potential, θ ≡ µI/T , and Nc is the
number of colors. This periodicity is called RW pe-
riodicity, and it can be proven model-independently
[5].

RW transition: RW periodicity is induced by different
mechanisms at low and high temperatures; i.e. the
balance between gluon and quark contributions. At
θ = (2k − 1)π/Nc with k ∈ Z, quantities have
singularities at high T . This singularity originates
from ZNc

replicas; see Fig. 2 in Ref. [5] and Fig. 7
in Ref. [19] as an example. This means that a par-
ticular replica has the smallest thermodynamic po-
tential at a certain θ and then becomes a physi-
cal state. The lowest state changes with chang-
ing θ and two of ZNc

replicas are degenerated at
θ = (2k − 1)π/Nc; it is the origin of RW transi-
tion. The θ-odd and -even quantities have first-
order (gap) and second-order (cusp) singularities,
and they can co-exist; see Ref. [20] for details of
the mechanism of co-existing. These characterize
the phase transition, which is called RW transition.
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RW endpoint: Quantities oscillate gently and
smoothly along the θ-axis at low T , but have
singularities along the θ-axis at high T . Due to
the difference, there should be an endpoint of the
first-order RW transition line at the critical value
of T . This endpoint is the so-called RW endpoint.
This point may characterize the crossover behavior
at µ = 0.

For details of the above properties, see Refs. [4, 5].
At moderately high T , the Polyakov loop does not

reach one, but RW transition exists along the θ-axis.
In this region, the system may be the semi-quark-gluon
plasma; for details of the semi-quark-gluon plasma, see
Refs. [21, 22] as an example. This region is the main focus
of this paper.

III. CANONICAL APPROACH

It is well known that the canonical partition function
(ZC) with fixed quark number (k) can be constructed
by using the grand canonical partition function (ZGC) at
finite θ as

ZC(Q) =

∞
∑

n=−∞

〈n| e−βĤδ(N̂ −Q) |n〉

=
1

2π

∫ π

−π

eiQθZGC(θ) dθ, (1)

where Ĥ means the Hamiltonian, n ∈ Zmean eigenvalues
of the quark number operator N̂ and Q ∈ Z. In this
paper, we consider the sufficiently large but finite spatial
volume. This formulation is already applied to the lattice
QCD [10–15] and QCD effective models [18, 23–26]. The
canonical partition function, of course, obeys a canonical
ensemble. Using the partition function, we can evaluate
several quantities.
With the fugacity expansion, we obtain the grand

canonical partition function at finite µR as

ZGC(µR) =

∞
∑

Q=−∞

exp
(

Q
µR

T

)

ZC(k)

=

∞
∑

Q=−∞

ξQZC(k), (2)

where ξ is so called the fugacity. In the canonical ap-
proach, we usually discuss the grand canonical partition
function and related quantities, but the canonical parti-
tion function itself is interesting: The canonical partition
functions relate to the multiplicity distribution that can
be extracted from collision experiments; see Refs. [27, 28]
as the experimental data and the recent review [29]. Ac-
tually, such a fact was used to combine lattice QCD data
and experimental data at finite density through Lee-Yang
zeros [30, 31]; see Ref. [32] as an example.

A. Roberge-Weiss periodic case

When RW periodicity exists, the canonical partition
function (1) with fixed quark number Q can be con-
structed by using ZGC at finite T and θ as

ZC(Q)

=
1 + zQ + z2Q

2π

∫ π/3

−π/3

eiQθZGC(θ) dθ

=
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2π

∫ π/3

−π/3

eiQθZGC(θ) dθ (Q = 3k)

0 (Q 6= 3k)

, (3)

where

z = exp
(2πi

3

)

, (4)

is the Z3 factor. From here, we set Nc = 3 and do not
explicitly show T for the argument of the partition func-
tion because we are interested in the µ-dependence with
fixed T .
With the fugacity expansion, we have the grand canon-

ical partition function as

ZRW
GC (µR) =

∞
∑

k=−∞

exp
(

3k
µR

T

)

ZC(3k), (5)

where we use the well known fact that Nc multiples of n
only contribute ZC because of RW periodicity as shown
in Eq. (3); see also Ref. [5]. In the above, we start from
ZGC(θ) to obtain ZC(Q), but we can reverse it. This
means that the canonical partition function is not correct
if RW transition cannot be reproduced in the calculation;
this is the most important fact in this paper. We discuss
more details in the following.

B. Roberge-Weiss non-periodic case

In the RW non-periodic approach, which does not have
RW transition also, the canonical partition function (1)
becomes

ZC(Q) =
1

2π

∫ π/3

−π/3

eiQθZ̃GC dθ, (6)

where

Z̃GC(θ)

= ZGC(θ) + zQZGC

(

θ +
2π

3

)

+ z2QZGC

(

θ +
4π

3

)

6=
[

1 + zQ + z2Q
]

ZGC(θ), (7)

here the third line is corresponding to the RW periodic
case. It should be noted that Z̃GC(θ) must have, at least,
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the trivial 2π periodicity due to the QCD foundation; the
imaginary dimensionless chemical potential θ is known to
be able to be treated as the temporal boundary condition
of quarks [33]. The inequality (7) is the main point of
the paper, since it indicates the reason why the Feynman
diagrammatic approach, which does not have RW peri-
odicity, may deviate from the exact result at moderately
high T from the point of view of the canonical approach,
as shown later.

With the fugacity expansion, we have the grand canon-
ical partition function as

ZnonRW
GC (µR) =

∞
∑

Q=−∞

exp
(

Q
µR

T

)

ZC(Q). (8)

Since there is no RW transition, (Qmod 3) 6= 0 contribu-
tions remain unlike the RW periodic case.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we discuss the consequence of the ab-
sence of RW periodicity and the transition at moderately
high T . We used the Fourier decomposition to make sim-
ple discussions.

A. Fourier decomposition

At high T , physical quantities, such as partition func-
tion, entropy, density, etc., should oscillate gently and
smoothly at finite θ on a particular replica; RW transi-
tion, which is singularity, is induced by the transfer from
the replica to another replica. Thus, we can assume the
form of ZGC(θ) as

ZGC(θ) =

mmax
∑

m=−mmax

am cos(mθ), (9)

where m ∈ Z, mmax means the cutoff of the sum which
is basically +∞ and am ∈ R mean Fourier coefficients. If
the form of the oscillation behavior is gentle and smooth,
mmas can be set as a small number. This functional form
only has the trivial 2π periodicity, but RW periodicity
can be reproduced by considering its ZNc

replicas.

After performing the integration in Eq. (1), m = k
terms are only survived in the canonical partition func-
tion due to the properties of Fourier decomposition.
Therefore, we have the grand canonical partition func-
tions as

ZRW
GC (µR) =

1

2

mmax
∑

k=−mmax

exp
(

3k
µR

T

)

a3k, (10)

for the RW periodic approaches and

ZnonRW
GC (µR) =

1

2

3mmax
∑

Q=−3mmax

exp
(

Q
µR

T

)

aQ, (11)

for the RW non-periodic approaches. Then we have

ZRW
GC (µR) 6= ZnonRW

GC (µR). (12)

The (Qmod 3) contributions match each other, but there
are additional contributions in Eq. (11). This differ-
ence between Eq. (10) and (11) is the consequence of the
contributions of the Polyakov-loop phase contributions.
Since the grand canonical partition function generates
thermodynamic quantities and some other observables,
the mismatch between the RW periodic and nonperi-
odic cases is also true for thermodynamic quantities and
some other observables. This point may be important
when we consider the external magnetic field to evalu-
ate the Polyakov loop in the non-lattice calculation; see
Appendix A.

B. Feynman diagrammatic approach

In the Feynman diagrammatic approach, we first pre-
pare propagators and vertices, and then we make Feyn-
man diagrams. For example, we calculate loop diagrams
with coupling counting in the perturbation theory, the
one-loop diagram in the functional renomarlization group
approach, and so on. However, we need the gauge fixing
to make propagators and vertices in the Feynman dia-
grammatic approach. Then, RW periodicity disappears
if we do not take special care about it because we set the
expansion point of the perturbation in the trivial ZNc

sector. This indicated that we cannot have a nontrivial
sector of holonomy for QCD because the Polyakov loop
(Φ) always takes a real value;

Φ(~x) =
1

3
tr exp

[

ig

∫

dτ Atri(x)
]

∈ R, (13)

whereAtri is the gauge field fixed in the trivial ZNc
sector.

This means that we cannot reproduce RW periodicity if
we generate configurations after gauge fixing because the
configurations correspond to Atri. In the lattice QCD
simulation, the gauge fixing is usually imposed after the
configuration generation, if it is needed, and thus RW
periodicity can exist because we do not fix the expansion
point in this way. These facts may induce a deviation
of the RW-nonperiodic Feynman diagrammatic approach
from the exact results, as explained in the following.
If we remain related quantities with the phase of the

Polyakov loop in the effective potential in the construc-
tion part of the perturbation theory, we can reproduce
RW transition: see Ref. [5]. Unfortunately, it is not the
standard way in the Feynman diagrammatic approach.
A similar situation occurs in the functional renormaliza-
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tion group method: we should carefully introduce the
quantities to the Matsubara frequency [34]. These re-
sults indicate that we may miss some contributions of
Polyakov-loop phase in the simple Feynman diagram-
matic approach. However, in previous studies, there were
no detailed discussions of what happens in thermody-
namics when RW periodicity is not manifested. Actually,
this point is now clarified by Eqs. (7), (10) ∼ (12).
To include RW periodicity in the Feynman diagram-

matic approach, one possible way is using the semi-
classical expansion of the gauge field [21, 22] that the
gluon field (A) is decomposed as the sum of the classical
field (A) and the fluctuation (B). Then, the loop dia-
grams are estimated with a suitable setup of the classical
field. The classical field A manifests trA = 0 in the color
space, and the propagator are obtained from the bilinear
of B. This point can be understood from the background
gauge field method when holonomy plays a important
role;

∫

DA

∫

DB e−SE[A,BΛ] 6=

∫

DA e−SE[A
Λ], (14)

where AΛ and BΛ are gauge fixed fields, and A is de-
termined from the equation of motion or minimizing the
effective potential because it is a classical field. Then,
the integration by A may be replaced by the sum of so-
lutions and it becomes finite. It should be noted that in-
equality in Eq. (14) can become equality when the trivial
center only contributes to the integral. A similar prob-
lem also appears if we consider the chemical potential in
the lattice quantum electrodynamics (QED) on the torus.
Then, we can introduce the toron field that appears from
the decomposition of the photon field to recover the cor-
rect behavior of QED; for example, see Ref. [35, 36] and
references therein. The toron field is directly related to
the holonomy of QED and thus works somewhat similarly
to A in Eq. (14).
The simplest setup to recover RW periodicity is to just

consider the classical field in the Matsubara frequency
with the semi-classical expansion as

ωn = (2n+ 1)πT + iµR +A4, (15)

where ωn is the Matsubara frequency with n ∈ Z. Then,
A4 can lead the nontrivial holonomy to the calculation
because it is not yet fixed. To make it work well even at
finite µI, we need an additional potential term originating
from the classical field for the semi-quark-gluon plasma,
but it is not yet clear; this additional potential term con-
trols the T -dependence of the Polyakov loop. Therefore,
the classical field can cure the problem induced by gauge
fixing. It is noted that the simplest treatment above (15)
without an additional potential term can recover RW pe-
riodicity because iµ+A4 is the RW periodic combination;
it relates to the extended ZNc

symmetry [37]. RW tran-
sition can also be reproduced with Eq. (15), but there
are differences with the exact result, particularly near
θ = π/Nc; see Appendix B. Thus, if we do not intro-

duce the suitable distribution of the classical field, the
result should deviate from the exact result. Such a semi-
classical decomposition can be applied to other methods
based on Feynman-diagrammatic approaches. Therefore,
the present work emphasizes the convenience and impor-
tance of the semi-classical expansion when we investigate
QCD thermodynamics using non-lattice approaches.
In the lattice QCD simulation, the fluctuation of the

Polyakov loop phase is explicitly and automatically in-
cluded via the configuration generation process. Thus,
the lattice QCD simulation can reproduce RW transi-
tion without any problems. This point is also discussed
in the context of dual condensate (dressed Polyakov
loop) [38, 39]. In the calculation of the dual condensate,
we must break RW periodicity and transition to make
the dual condensate finite; for example, the lattice QCD
data by fixing the Polyakov loop phase is one possibility.
In contrast, such treatment is not needed in simple-type
Dyson-Schwinger equations because there is no RW pe-
riodicity. This is the crucial difference induced by the
existence and absence of RW periodicity and transition.
Since RW periodicity and the transition affect the ther-

modynamics not only at finite µI, but also at finite µR, we
can discuss the additional potential term induced by the
classical field in the future. The canonical partition func-
tion is very sensitive to the property, and thus the Fourier
coefficient may have important information about QCD.
Actually, there are some discussions on the QCD phase
transition from the Fourier coefficient [40–42].

C. Polyakov-loop phase contributions

At moderately high T , the Polyakov loop is an impor-
tant quantity because it is not exactly one, the contribu-
tions of the phase of the Polyakov loop should be seri-
ously considered. In fact, the relation between the fluctu-
ation of the Polyakov loop, which is somewhat related to
its phase, and the deconfinement transition is known [43].
Furthermore, the distribution of the Polyakov loop phase
in the color space seems to be important in the sense
of partial deconfinement [44]. Since the absence of RW
transition should be closely related to the Polyakov-
loop phase contributions, it indicates that the absence
of RW transition is related to the Polyakov-loop fluctua-
tion. The deviation from exact results may be related
to the fluctuation of the Polyakov-loop phase: If the
phase fluctuation is strongly suppressed, the deviation
should be suppressed. Intuitively, the suppression be-
comes stronger and stronger with increasing T and thus
the present discussions may be relevant at moderately
high T , but it will join the game when µ becomes sig-
nificantly large. Therefore, at sufficiently high T (with
µ/T ≪ 1), any Feynman diagrammatic approach can re-
produce exact results because of the strong suppression of
the fluctuation of the Polyakov loop phase. It should be
noted that the Feynman diagrammatic approach without
RW periodicity may have a large systematic error even
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at moderately high T and then the deviation from the
exact result induced by the absence of RW periodicity
may be covered by the error. Although this is true, it is
important to know all possible origins of the deviation.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper, we discuss the reliability of analytical
methods for QCD at finite temperature (T ) and real
chemical potential (µR) based on the canonical approach.
In particular, we discuss the moderately high T region
where the Polyakov loop does not reach one; it corre-
sponds to the region where the semi-quark-gluon plasma
is realized. Actually, we discuss the role of Roberge-
Weiss (RW) periodicity, which sometimes loses in the
non-lattice calculations, in thermodynamics.

In the canonical approach, we start from the grand
canonical partition function at finite imaginary chemical
potential (µI) and construct the canonical partition func-
tion with a fixed quark number. Since the process can be
reversed, we can say that the analytical method, which
cannot reproduce QCD properties at finite µI, such as
RW periodicity and RW transition, has a deviation from
the exact results. The Feynman diagrammatic approach
leads to a deviation at moderately high T if it cannot
reproduce RW periodicity and transition; it usually oc-
curs. In particular, the deviation becomes serious when
µR/T increases because the fugacity makes the higher-
order oscillation mode enhance at finite θ; see Eq. (2).
This deviation should have a relationship with the fluc-
tuation of the Polyakov-loop phase.

The absence of RW transition comes from the absence
of ZNc

replicas where Nc is the number of colors. It is
natural to think that the absence of replicas is related
to the incomplete treatment of the contributions of the
Polyakov loop phase in the partition function. Thus, this
problem can be overcome by suitably introducing the
Polyakov loop phase into the analysis. One possible way
is to decompose the gluon field into the sum of the classi-
cal field and the fluctuation, and after that loop diagrams
are estimated with a suitable setup of the distribution of
the classical field; it is called a semi-classical expansion.
Then, the Fourier coefficient can be used to check the
validity of the additional potential term induced by the
methods.

In this paper, we discuss contributions not only the
absolute value of the Polyakov loop, but also the phase
of the Polyakov loop. Since the imaginary chemical po-
tential has several important information about QCD, it
indicates that we may use the region to pick up several
features of QCD based on machine learning and topolog-
ical data analysis; this may be useful for feature extrac-
tion. We hope that this discussion sheds some light on
the properties of the semi-quark-gluon plasma.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported in part by Grants-in-Aid for
Scientific Research from JSPS (No. JP22H05112).

Appendix A: Polyakov loop computation

One possible way to compute the Polyakov loop in the
non-lattice approaches is that we introduce the Z3 sym-
metry breaking external field into Lagrangian and take
the zero limit of the external field at the final stage. In
this section, we explain the way with the external field.
To introduce the external field, which is composed of

the Polyakov loop, it must be imposed that the external
field breaks the Z3 symmetry but does not break the
extended Z3 symmetry due to the RW periodic nature
of QCD; RW periodicity disappears if the extended Z3

symmetry is broken explicitly. The simplest form of the
external field term Lext in the Lagrangian density is

Lext = JR
extℜΦ+ J I

extℑΦ, (A1)

where we decompose the combination of Φ and Φ̄ to the
real and imaginary parts. Unfortunately, this form is not
good for RW periodicity, and thus we should replace it
as

Lext = JR
extℜ(e

iθΦ) + J I
extℑ(e

−iθΦ)

= JR
extℜΨ+ J I

extℑΨ, (A2)

where Ψ = exp(iθ)Φ is the so called modified Polyakov
loop [37]; this form was first discussed in Ref. [20] in
the different context. Since the modified Polyakov loop
and its conjugate are a RW periodic quantity, unlike the
Polyakov loop, the form (A2) is suitable from the point
of view of RW periodicity. After including the external

term, we should finally take the JR,I
ext → 0 limit in the

evaluation of observables;

〈ℜΨ〉 =
1

βV

∂

∂JR
ext

lnZ
∣

∣

∣

JR
ext

→0
,

〈ℑΨ〉 =
1

βV

∂

∂J I
ext

lnZ
∣

∣

∣

JI
ext

→0
. (A3)

This is the standard procedure for investigating the phase
transition. It should be noted that we can evaluate Φ
from Ψ [17]. With the procedure, we can individually
control the Z3 symmetry and the extended Z3 symmetry,
and then the numerical control of the limit Jext → 0 may
become easier. Therefore, we should care for not only
the classical field, but also the external field.

Appendix B: RW periodic and non-periodic results

In this Appendix, we consider the situation in which
RW periodicity is introduced according to Eq. (15) but
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FIG. 1. The quark number density as a function of θ at
T = 300 MeV. The dashed and solid lines show the result of
the original PNJL model and the model without the Polyakov-
loop potential.

the additional term is neglected in the sense of the semi-
classical expansion. This situation is demonstrated by
using the Polyakov-loop extended Nambu–Jona-Lasinio
(PNJL) model [45]. The PNJL model is constructed
by combining the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model and the
Polyakov-loop potential, which is phenomenologically
constructed. The mean-field approximation for the PNJL
model corresponds to the semi-classical expansion. It
should be noted that the Polyakov loop (Φ) in the ex-
pansion should be larger than the correct Polyakov loop
because of the Jensen inequality as

Φ =
1

Nc

〈

trP exp
(

ig

∫ β

0

A0 dτ
)〉

≤
1

Nc
tr eig〈A

a

0
〉, (B1)

where τ is the imaginary time and P is the path ordering
operator for the τ direction; for example, see Ref. [46].
The first line in Eq. (B1) is the exact Polyakov loop, and
the second shows the upper bound of the value. In the

mean-field approximation for the PNJL model, 〈Aa
0〉 is

considered the classical field contribution under suitable
gauge fixing. This means that we can prepare the situa-
tion that RW periodicity exists but the additional poten-
tial term is neglected by dropping the Polyakov-loop po-
tential from the PNJL model; for details of the Polyakov-
loop potential, see Refs. [45, 47, 48] as an example.

Figure 1 shows the θ-dependence of the quark number
density (nq) defined as

nq =
1

βV

∂

∂µ
lnZPNJL, (B2)

where V is the three-dimensional volume and ZPNJL

is the grand canonical partition function of the PNJL
model. In the figure, the original PNJL model (dashed
line) and the model without the Polyakov-loop potential
(solid line) are shown, and then T is set as 300MeV which
is just an example, where the realization of RW transition
is usually expected. For the formulation and the parame-
ter set used here, see Ref. [17] and reference therein. The
gap of the quark number density at θ = π/3 indicates
RW transition; the quark number density is a pure imag-
inary at finite θ. In the figure, we can clearly see that
the line in 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/3− ǫ corresponds to the trivial Z3

sector, and the line in the π/3 + ǫ ≤ θ ≤ π − ǫ region
corresponds to the result of another Z3 replica where ǫ is
the infinitesimal value. We can clearly see that there is a
deviation between two models. This difference becomes
the origin of the difference of the Fourier coefficient. This
may mean that the inclusion of Eq. (15) makes the devia-
tion from the exact result milder because RW periodicity
is restored, but there should still be a deviation.

In addition, at least in the PNJL model, RW transition
still appears at low T if the Polyakov loop potential is ne-
glected; this problem is cured by including the potential
term. This means that not only in the high T region, but
also in the low T region, the deviation from the exact re-
sults appears even if we extend the Matsubara frequency,
and we must carefully consider the additional potential
term.
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