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We investigate the QCD phase diagram of isospin asymmetttemusing the Polyakov loop extended quark
meson (PQM) model with vector interaction. The criticalmidiemperature is found to decrease in isospin
asymmetric matter and disappear at large isospin chemitahpal. We also discuss the QCD phase transition
in the neutron star core. From comparison of the QCD phaggatiain PQM and corresponding baryon and
isospin chemical potentials of neutron star matter in rékdic mean field models, we show that the order of the
chiral phase transition in the neutron star core could bsstver because of large isospin chemical potential.

PACS numbers: 12.38.Lg, 21.65.Qr

I. INTRODUCTION may get information on the QCD phase diagram in the high
density region[[126]. In compact astrophysical phenomena,

The QCD phase transition would be realized not only incharge neutrality leads to suppressed proton fraction com-

heavy-ion collisions but also in compact astrophysical oplared with that of neutrons, and the isospin chemical pitent

jects and phenomena such as heavy neutron Stars [1], supéf = (i — p)/2 = (pa = pu)/2 is finite and positive. In
novae [2] and black hole formatioris [3-6]. At zero baryonpart'CUIar'6“ appears as another independent thermodynam-

chemical potential (;), the QCD phase transition at finite ical vgriable in_supernovae_ and BH formations, since _trdppe
temperatureX) is accessible by using the lattice Monte Carlo neutrinos modify the ne_ut.rmoless charge neut_rallty coouli
simulation, e.g.[[7,18]. At large; , us/T > 1, the situa- (8 = pe/2). Therefore it IS necessary to cons!dardepen—
. ! - BB~ dence of the QCD phase diagram in order to discuss the QCD
tion is much less clear since the lattice simulation is péu

by the well-known sign probleni|[9]. We can investigate thisIOhase transition in compact star phenomena.
region by using chiral effective models such as the Nambu—
Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [10] and the quark meson (QM)
model [11], and the chiral effective model with the Polyakovwe have discussed the possibility of the CP sweep during BH
loop effe(_:t; such as th%dFL—OLE’%(OV Ioog f]XtendledeaTbuTormation processes whefg is finite; quark matter core and
Jona-Lasinio (PNJL) mo 14] and the Polyakov O9Phadronic envelope may merge to one phase, when the tem-
extendegl quark meson (PQM) modﬂ![_ 16.]' The QCDpera’[ure exceeds the CP temperatdfep(. The location
phase diagram, especially the QCD critical point (CP) loca- f CP strongly depends ofy; for large 3., Top becomes
tion, strongly depends on models and model parameters [17 wer and it becomes more,probable for, the heated matter
Therefore, further experimental and theoretical developis 0 go through CP. There are several recent works which dis-
are necessary to determine the structure of the QCD phase C&(Jss the QCD pﬁase diagram in charge neutral dense mat-
agram. ter [21] and in the three-dimensional spa(®, ., 6, [22,123]

For laboratory experiments, the search for CP in heavy-iowyr (7, 4, 11, ) [24], wherey., is the lepton-number chemical
collisions is ongoing at RHIC [18] and is planned in the com-potential. The phase diagram structures in these works have
ing FAIR faC|||ty Since the phase transition is second orde some differences. In Re 1], the isospin chemical poten-
at CP, the coherence lengthis divergent and large fluctua- tja| is found to be smal;. < m./2 in charge neutral quark
tions of the order parameter are expected in a volume of thgatter, and pions are not found to condense. In Ref. [22],
size £*. Various signatures of CP have been proposed thethree-dimensiondlT’, 1, 61) phase diagram is investigated in
oretically [19]. It is not an easy task to observe the diver-the mean-field approximation, and thevave pion condensed
gence signature @fin heavy-ion collisions, since the system phase is found to appear in the finjteand 5. region. Tcp
size and the evolution time are limited. Moreover, it is diffi decreases with increasirg@' until the CP hits the pion con-
cult to create cold dense matter, and CP may not be reachabi@nsation phase boundary. In Réf.][23], fluctuation effects
in the laboratory if CP is located in the high density region,are taken into account in the quark meson model by using the
s > 500 MeV. functional renormalization group (FRG) flow equatidfep

By comparison, very dense matter is formed in compacts also found to decrease with increasiing Thes-wave pion
astrophysical phenomena. For example, high density andondensed phase is found in the high and low x region,
low temperature matter is formed in the neutron star corebutitis suppressed at large As a result, the pion condensed
and high temperature and high density matter is producephase is separated from the chiral first order phase transiti
during a gravitational collapse of a massive star and binargurface in theT’, i, ) space. In Ref[[24]]¢p is found to
stars [[20]. From the observation of these phenomena, wke insensitive to the lepton-number chemical potential.

The phase structure in the three thermodynamic variables
(T, u, o) is still an open problem. In our previous wolk [6],
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In this article, we investigate the isospin chemical pa&nt andP are the Polyakov loop and its conjugate,
dependence of the QCD phase diagram in more detail, and
discuss the order of the chiral phase transition in the pautr
star core, wherd” = 0 andu, 0 > 0. For this purpose,
we first compute the QCD phase diagram using the two-flavor
PQM with vector interaction and examine thie dependence [ is defined in the Euclidean space as,
of the QCD phase diagram. According to thevaver N re-
pulsion argument [25] and functional renormalization grou 8
results[2B], we assume that pions do not condensate. We then L ="Pexp <Z/ dTA4> , (6)
discuss the order of the chiral phase transition in neuttan s 0
core, through the comparison of the QCD phase diagram with
the 3 equilibrium line in neutron star matter calculated by us-whereP stands for the path ordering. The logarithmic term
ing hadronic equation of states (EOSS). In H(P, P) in Eq. [3) comes from the Haar measure of the

The article is organized as follows: In Sec.ll, we briefly group integral in strong-coupling lattice QCD [13]. Coeffi-
describe PQM with vector interaction. The results are dis<cients,a(7") and b( ) are given as functions @F, and pa-
cussed in Sec.lll, where we show the dependence of the rameterized aa( = ag + ay(To/T) + as(Ty/T)?, and
QCD phase diagram and compare the QCD phase diagram i7') = b3 (T, /T)? [Iﬂ]

PQM with neutron star matter chemical potentials. Sec.lV is
devoted to summary and discussion.

1 _
S — i
P=TiL, P =Tt (5)

c c

B. Effective Potential

1. POLYAKOV LOOP EXTENDED QUARK MESON . . L .
MODEL We now give the effective potential in dense asymmetric

matter in PQM. In asymmetric matter,andd quark popula-
tions are unbalanced, and we need to introduce two indepen-

A. PQM Lagrangian and parameters dent chemical potential far andd quarks

In this Section, we describe the PQM model augmented
with the vector interaction. PQM is an effective model
which has the chiral symmetry and confinement property o
QCD [15/16]. The Lagrangian density of the two-flavor PQM

P = p—0p, pra=p+op, (7)

(Nhereu = pp/3is the quark chemical potential. The isospin

T chemical potentiaby is an independent thermodynamical

is given by [15[ 16] variable in supernovae or black hole formation processes,
_ , while the neutrino-lesg-equilibrium conditiondp = p./2,

L =qliv"Dy = g(o +iysT - m) = guy'wu = 977 Ryl q applies to cold neutron star matter. ’
1(3 o)? + _(3 )2 — Ulo, ) We assume that the meson and theitemporal components
2 of w andp® mesons take finite expectation values, while others
1w#,,w R;w R 4 1m 2(wu + R, - RY) dQ not. The_se e_xpected values are assumed to_be constant. In
4 2 this approximation, the quark single-quasiparticle enesg

—U(P,P,T), (1) givenhy
whereq denotes a quark field with Dirac, color and flavor in- E}, = Ep+ gow + ng3R , (8)

dices, T is the Pauli matrix in the flavor space ané” and
RM are the field tensors @b andp mesons. The mesonic ith
potentiallU and the Polyakov loop potenti&l are given as,

2 2 —
U(077T):A(0-2+7r2—’[}2)2/4—h0'7 (2) p +M, M go . (9)

UP,P,T)| = T4{_@pp +b(T)In H(P, p)} , (3) wandRinEq. (8) denote the expectation valueswoénd p°
2 mesonsy = (wo),R = (R})), respectively, where the sub-
H(P,P)=1—6PP + 4(P° + P%) — 3(PP)?. (4)  script 0 denotes the temporal component and the superscript
for R shows isospin. The effect of vector interaction is to shift

o andr are the isoscalar-scalar and isovector-pseudoscaldi€ quark chemical potential [26]. For later convenience, w
meson fields. The covariant derivatii®, = 9, — iA4,, in define effective chemical potentials ferandd quarks,
Eq. (A) is the Dirac operator with a temporal static and homo-
geneous background gluon fielt, = §,0A4,. Without the  fiu = p —0p — gow — g R, fia = p + 6 — gow + g R .
explicit symmetry breaking term, the last term in Hd. (2§ th (10)
Lagrangian in Eq[{1) haSU (2), x SU(2) g symmetry.

U(P, P,T)is an effective potential of gluon field, whefe  Integrating over the quark fields results in the followintpef
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tive potential, The parameters in the Polyakov loop potential are fitted to
B the pure gauge lattice dafa [27]. The standard choice of the
Qpou =U(P,P,T)+U(o,m=0)+Q+Qr, (11) parameters reads [14}, = 3.51,a; = —2.47,a3 = 15.2

dp ) ) andbs = —1.75. The parametef} in Eq. (3) sets the de-
Qo = —QNch/WEpe (A -p ) ) (12)  confinement scale in the pure gauge theory, ilg.= 270
1 MeV. Chemical potential dependence of these parameters is
Qp = -5 (m2w* +m2R?) not considered in this WOI’EEEIZS].

—2T;/

4 ! — ! f

FI=1+43Pe™P% £ 3Pe 20 79055 (14) In this section, we discuss thig and the vector coupling
FJJ: — 1+ 3Pe BEL 4 3pe2pEl 4 -3pE] . (15) dependence ofthe QCD phase diagram. The chiral phase tran-

f ~ sition is found to be weakened at finitg or with finite vector
Ey =Ep+iy, (16) couplingr. In order to demonstrate this point, we first discuss
the order parameters as functions.of at several values of
o andr.

The phase structure is obtained from the behavior of the or-
er parameters, P and P. Figure[l shows:, dependence

dp Foof
log (F/FTY 13
(2m)3 g( +) (13) . RESULTS

whereQ)r is the thermal contribution and, is the fermion
vacuum energy, regularized by the ultraviolet cutbff This
term is necessary to reproduce the second-order chiraéphaﬁ

transition at zero baryon chemical potentig) in the chiral of the order ;

< . i parameters; (left) and P (right), for several
limit [L6]. Each term on the right hand side of EG.{14) COMTe-j<ospin chemical potentials &t — 96.5 MeV — Top (01 =

sponds to the thermal contribution of zero, one, two, anekthr 50 MeV, = 0) (CP temperature atu = 50 MeV and the
quark. states. Similarly, Eﬂ. 5)is th? thermal contribati vector-s’calar coupling ratie = 0). For smalldu, the chi-
of antiquarks. While PQM is renormalizable and we can usg,) phase transition is first-order, while fér > 50MeV, the

dimensional renormalization [16], it is sufficient to cutde  ¢pirg phase transition becomes crossover. The change of th
momenta by a hard cuto_ff for our PUTPOSES. . nature of the phase transition with the increasé;ofs not a
Th_G_ equgnons_(_)f motion are obtained from the St"’Y['Ona%eculiarity of the PQM model; in fact, several chiral models
conditions in equilibrium, share this property, as discussed_in [6] (see also the Append
for a discussion within the NJL model).
o0 = o9 = 6_(} = o0 = o =0. a7) In Fig.[2, we showr (left) and P (right) as functions of the
go 0P 0P Ow OR baryon chemical potential & = 101.5 MeV = Tcp(dp =
We obtain (T, uu,,6u) dependence of the mean fields, 0:7 = 0.2) andéu =0 MeV for several values of the vector-
o, P, P,w andR, by solving these equations. scala_r_couplmg ratio. For _the_ strong vector interaction, the
Here we do not consider the pion condensation because theansition chemical potential is shifted to higher valuesd
s-wave pion condensation will not occur in neutron starsrwhe the chiral phase transition is smoothed. The transition be-
we take account of the s-waweV repulsion|[25]. Functional comes crossover for Z 0.2 at thisT". _
renormalization group analysis also shows the shrinkage of We nextdiscuss th&. and vector coupling dependence of

the pion condensed region at finjtethan naively expected the chiral and deconfinement phase boundaries. Since the chi
Ou > m.12) [23]. ral phase transition at small, is actually a smooth crossover

for finite quark masses, we have to establish a criterion to

identify the phase boundary of the chiral transition. Heee w
C. Model parametrization define the chiral critical temperatu¥é or the baryon chemi-
cal potentialu; . of the chiral phase transition by the peak of
the chiral susceptibility, as a function off” or . for fixed
f?{* andp or T, respectively. Sincg,, is divergent at the crit-
ical point, we can unambiguously determine the criticahpoi
temperaturé/cp and baryon chemical potentiakp by the
rﬂiverging peak ofy, in theT — uy plane. The chiral sus-
ceptibility is defined as the second derivative of the effect
potential by the explicit chiral breaking coefficigit

The parameter in the scalar-pseudoscalar pai, v, h are
fixed to reproduce some properties of quarks and mesons
vacuum for a given value of the hard momentum cut/ofE
600 MeV in this work. The quark-scalar meson coupling
is determined by the constituent quark mass in the vacuu
mq = go = 335 MeV. The mesonic potential parameters
andv are given by the chiral condensate in the vacuum
f= = 92.4 MeV, and theoc meson mas&2 = 9%Q/d0? = 9%(Q/T)

(700 MeV)2. The explicit symmetry breaking parameteis Xo = —TSW : (18)
given by the pion mask = m2 f,..

In this study, we assume the quark-vector couplings are th8ince h o« m?2 is proportional to the bare quark mass,
same §., = g, = g,) for simplicity. We regardyg, as a the above definition gives a susceptibility which is propor-
free parameter, and we compare the results with several vational to the usual definition around the critical poigt, =
ues ofr = g, /g. We also assume the common vector meson-9%Q/dM?/T?, whereM is the bare quark mass. We nor-
masse§n,, = m, = m, = 770 MeV) malize Eqs.[(1I8) by multiplying some powers Bfto con-
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FIG. 1. The order parameteegleft panel), P(right panel) as functions of baryon chemical potentiglat 7’ = 96.5 MeV = Tcp(dp =
50 MeV, r = 0) and three different isospin chemical potentigls= 0 (solid line), 50 (dash line), 70 MeV (dash-dot line). Theteeescalar
coupling ratio is chosen to he= 0.
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FIG. 2. The order parametesgleft panel), P(right panel) as functions of baryon chemical potentiglat 7’ = 101.5 MeV = Tcp(dp =
0MeV,r = 0.2) anddu = 0 MeV for several values of the vector-scalar coupling ratie 0,0.2, 0.3.

sider dimensionless susceptibility. Figlile 3 shows theathi field potential. A similar double peak behavior is found in
susceptibility as a function of temperature for severaybar dP/dT [30,[31]. Thus it is not easy to unambiguously define
chemical potentials atx = 0 MeV. For eachu, we find  the deconfinement temperature from the Polyakov loop sus-
a peak iny,, where the chiral phase transition occurs. Atceptibility or the temperature derivative. Since the Pkiya
CP,(T,us) = (Tcp, ucp), this quantity is divergent which loop is small ¢, P ~ 0) in confined phase and large,(P ~
signals a second order phase transition. The critical pairg 1) in deconfined phase, the half-value prescription is the sim
foundto be(Tcp, ucp) = (117,975) MeV atép = Owithout  plest one to adopt. Therefore, we adopt the half-value pre-
vector coupling = 0. scriptions to define the deconfinement temperature.

As for the case of the chiral transition, the deconfinement We show the QCD phase boundaries for sevéravalues
transition is a crossover for finite quark masses, and we nedd Fig.[4. The hadron phase shrinks a little and the critical
to specify a criterion to identify the deconfinement phasepoint temperaturdcp decreases with increasing:, while
boundary. Several prescriptions to define the critical temthe confinement-deconfinement phase boundary only weakly
perature for deconfinement have been used in the literatureepends oru. The reduction of the transition chemical po-
the temperature at which the Polyakov loop susceptibilitytential may be understood as the density effects. For a eimpl
Xp, IS maximum; the temperature at whid/dT is max-  estimate, let us consider the I@ransition in the chiral limit
imum [30,[31]; finally, the half-value prescription, in whic without the vector coupling, where the sumwéndd quark
one identifies the deconfinement temperature with the ageragiumber densities in the chiral restored phase is propation
of the temperatures at which & = 1/2andP = 1/2 [29]  to (1 4 0u)® + (u — op)® = 2u3(1 + 36u2/p2) as in the
(the two differ at finitei). The Polyakov loop susceptibil- free massless case . If the QCD phase transition at fipite
ity x» may have a double peak structure in some cé&s [13bccurs at the same density in the Wigner phase as that for
one peak is related to the chiral phase transition and thex othou = 0, the transition quark chemical potential is calculated
is related to the transition caused by the Polyakov loop meato be i ~ p. — dp?/u., wherep, represents the transition
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1 ‘ Ty /7 ug=0MeV evant to our conclusion and we chodse= 270 MeV in the
Xo - — 1 =HC§)/ later discussion.
08¢ T HB=10§0M9 ] It should be noted that the deconfinement phase boundary is

almost insensitive to the baryon chemical potential, legdd

a splitting of the chiral and deconfinement transition beund
aries. This behavior is similar to the strong coupling ¢ti
QCD results including finite coupling and Polyakov loop ef-
fects [31], but it is different from the results obtainedrfro
the functional renormalization group method starting fithm
PQM initial condition at large cutoff [34].

250
_______ wTiT
200 ¢
FIG. 3. The chiral susceptibility, as a function of temperature for <150
different isospin chemical potentialz; = 0(solid line), ucp(dash §
line), 1000 MeV(dash-dot line) &, = 0 MeV. . is divergent at :100 I
the critical end point.
50 -
250 n
R T e 0 3 p1= 0MeV
Tl R ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
200 ¢ “n.,g 1 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
"y Hg (MeV)
150 N
= )
,‘_’100 5U=0.50 70M “‘ FIG. 5. The QCD phase diagrams for several quark-vector meso
H=9,90, e couplings. The red dash and blue solid lines show the cressov
50 | and first order chiral phase transition boundaries respsgtiat
r = 0,0.2,0.3. The black dash-dotted lines show the confinement-
0 r=0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ deconfinement phase boundaries at 0 andr = 0.2.
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

Hg (MeV) Figurd® shows the QCD phase diagrams of symmetric mat-
ter 0 = 0) for several quark-vector meson couplings. With
increasing vector coupling, the chiral phase boundary move
FIG. 4. The QCD phase diagrams for several isospin chemizal p t0 the higheru; direction, and the CP moves to the higher
tential. The red dash and the blue solid lines show the cvesso 5 and lowerT” direction. The behavior gicp is understood
and first order chiral phase transition boundaries resmgtiat ~ from the effectiveu,, shift. We can ignore the® meson ef-
o= 0,50, 70 MeV. The square dots show the CP. The black dash-fects in symmetric matter, and the effective chemical piién
dotted lines show the confinement-deconfinement phase bdesd s given asi = u — rgw. Therefore, a strong vector interac-
atop = 0, 70MeV. tion makesi small for a giver, [35], and the phase bound-

aries and the CP moves to high for finite vector coupling,

r # 0. By comparison, the vector coupling dependence of the
chemical potential aip. = 0. This estimate gives the transi- confinement-deconfinement phase boundary is small.
tion chemical potential shifts of 7.2 and 14 MeV fijy = 50 We show the QCD phase diagram(ifi, 11, 5p) space in
and 70 MeV, respectively, which is comparable to the PQMFig.[8. As already mentioned;: reduceslcp and the tran-
results, 7.0 and 13 MeV. Another possible explanation is th&ition baryon chemical potential @ = 0. Then the first or-
decrease of the effective number of flavors. At finitg one  der boundary narrows with increasing, and eventually the
of thew or d quarks is favored, and the phase diagram is exCP disappears at a certain valuedpf. This happens also
pected to be closer to that At; = 1, where the phase transi- for the NJL model, as we discuss in more detail in the Ap-
tion is weaker. pendix. This behavior is important when we consider the chi-

We note that the deconfinement transition temperdtlife ~ ral phase transition in dense and isospin asymmetric matter

is a little higher than the chiral transition temperatiiteThe  which is realized in the core of neutron stars, whénebe-
present behavior is consistent with the lattice Monte-€arl comes large. For example, the reduced CP temperature may
simulation results, which sugge®l, > 7. [33]. It should affect the dynamical black hole (BH) formation processes.
be noted that this order depends on the choic&wénd is  The highest temperature during the BH formation is calcu-
different from some of the effective model results [32]. Whi lated to bel’ ~ 70 MeV, and compressed matter may experi-
the order ofl; and7, aty = 0 is an interesting problem on ence either the first order, crossover, or CP sweep depending
the relation of deconfinement and chiral transitions, itisli ~ on the CP location in asymmetric mattelr [6].



erties of normal and neutron rich nuclei as well as the nu-
clear matter saturation point. IOSTY is an extended versfon
TM1, which includes degrees of freedom of nucleons and hy-
perons. This comparison shows thatifor 0.2 and 0.3, large
o makes the chiral transition in neutron star crossover. In
IOSTY, hyperons are calculated to appearat~ 1100 MeV,
then the transition to quark matter occurs before hyperons
appear. Since the first order transition generally makes the
equation of state softer at around the transition dendity, t
crossover nature may help to keep the EOS stiff enough and
to support the heavy neutron stars| [38].

We also compare the phase boundary’at 0 with those
in flavor SU(3) NJL model results of the neutron star mat-
ter [39]. Since constituent quark mass in Ref] [39] is differ
ent from that of the present work, we show their results with
FIG. 6. The 3-dimensionallf, 1., 61) QCD phase diagram in PQM - ghifted ;5. We find that NJL shows smafl: values around
with » = 0.2. _The dash I|_nes and the blue solid lines show theina transition. This difference mainly comes from the ispve
crossover and first order.chlral phase boundary respegtiVak red tor coupling with quarks and nucleons. In quark matter, we
solid line shows CP for differer.. have chosen the vector coupling in the rafige. » < 0.3.

In nuclear matter, isovector-vector coupling is choseneto r

120 RME:TM1 ™ v ‘ NS matter | produce binding energies of neutron rich nuclei, and iteorr
IOSTY ---- e spondsto- ~ 1.0 ~ 1.2. Thusépu is calculated to be larger in
L NJLr=0 —— =T e
100, OM-r=0 L nuclear matter.
— | 0.2 ---- - h |
80 . ase
> 03---- ) Boundary
2 60 , / ] IV. SUMMARY
= / (
o) /7 Y —————
40 4 AT 1 . . L .
,-" 'f We have investigated the QCD phase transition in isospin
20t =0 ] i asymmetric matter using the Polyakov loop extended quark
0 | i C meson (PQM) model. Specifically, we have discussed isospin
800 900 1000 1100 1200 chemical potentiab, and quark-vector meson coupling de-
Hg (MeV) pendence of the QCD phase boundaries. In PQM, we show

o reduces the temperature of the QCD critical point, and for
largeo ., the critical point is found to disappear. We also show
FIG. 7. This figure shows the first order phase boundarigsato  the finite quark-vector meson coupling shifts the chiralggha
in PQM model withr = 0(red solid line), 0.2(red dash line) and boundary to higher baryon chemical potential and reduees th
0.3(red dot line) and 5, 61) for neutron star matter calculated by temperature of the CP. This scenario is in agreement with the
NJL [39] with » = 0(black dash-dot line), TM1[36](blue dot line) one obtained within other chiral model$[6! 39].
and I0STY [37](blue dash-dot lin€) [25]. We have also discussed the order of the chiral phase transi-
tion in neutron stars from the comparison of the QCD phase
diagram in PQM and thg equilibrium line in RMF. In neu-
Another example of dense asymmetric matter is the neutron starsg. is large, then the temperature of the CP becomes
tron star core. In the neutron star core, the internal temiower. Therefore the chiral phase transition may be crassov
perature is of the order of0® K ~ 10~* MeV, which is  even if the transition in symmetric matte¥,( = 0) is the first
small enough compared with the Fermi energy of neutronsprder. In this study, however, we use.( d.) values on the
The baryon density would reach a few times of the nucleag equilibrium line in neutron star matter calculated with RMF
density,~ 105 g/cm®. Since the neutron density is much models which do notinclude the QCD phase transition effects
larger than the proton density, the isospin chemical p@tknt Inorderto discuss the QCD phase transition in compact-astro
S = (fn — pp)/2 = (a — ) /2, is finite and large. Inrel-  physical phenomena more precisely, we need the EOS which
ativistic mean field (RMF) modelg, is calculated to reach includes both baryonic and quark degrees of freedom.
100 MeV in the neutron star core. Thus we can regard the One may consider the reductionffp shown in this paper
neutron star core matter as asymmetric matter at zero tempexould contradict to the finite lepton-number chemical peten
ature. tial result [24], which suggests the insensitivity Bp as a
In Fig.[4, we compare the first order phase transition boundtunction of the lepton-number chemical potential. Thek re
ary in PQM and3 equilibrium line in RMF atI’ = 0 [25].  sults correspond to th&: rangesy < 40 MeV, while we find
Here we show the boundary for several values'ofRMF  that the shift ofl p is large in the rangén. 2 50 MeV. Thus
parameter sets of TM1 [B6] and I0STV [37] are adopted agheir results could be consistent with ours.
typical examples. TM1 is a model which describes bulk prop- The phase diagram structure shown in this article is based
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on the assumption that tewave pion condensation is notre- whereE, = /p? + M? with M = 20 = —4G(g;qy). Here
alized in dense baryonic matter. This assumption is cargist G corresponds to the 4-fermion NJL coupling constant, and
with the functional renormalization group calculationJ28d  in agreement with the notation of the main text we have put
s-wave wN repulsion arguments [25], while the results arep, = p — 6p andpg = p + dp. The last addendum on the
not in agreement with the mean field results of PNJL at fi-r.h.s. of the above equation corresponds to the valenc&sgjuar
nite op [22]. As a future work, it is an interesting problem contributions. The vacuum part is regularized by cutting th
to discuss the-wave pion condensation, the inhomogeneousnomentum integral at the scdlel = A.

chiral condensate, and the color superconductor phaske int oy strategy is as follows: we perform a Ginzburg-Landau
three-dimensional thermodynamic variable sp&éey., 611).  expansion of the effective potential,
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Appendix A: Critical point within the NJL model at zero We notice thatvg > 0 causing the potential to be bounded
temperature from below. As a consequence it is possible to study the phase

transition studying the signs of the first two coefficientbeT

In the main body of this article we have discussed the effecphase transition is of first (second) ordewif < 0 (ay > 0).
of an imbalance of the chemical potentialsuofindd quarks  Atthe critical point, where the first and second order trémsi
on the location of the critical point (CP) of the QCD phaselines meet, one has, = a4 = 0. Solvinga, = 0 leads to a
diagram. Our argument was based mainly on numerical rerelationship betweep andd; using the solution of the latter
sults obtained within the PQM model. We found that figite  in the equationy, = 0 leads to the critical value @i = d .
moves CP towards a smaller chemical potential and a loweat which the CP hits thé& = 0 plane, namely
temperature. Therefore, we might expect that a large enough
ou causes CP to hit the = 0 plane, then disappearing from 2 1— 2
the phase diagram. In this Appendix we discuss the same topic Spz = T5GN.N, + A2 ( 5 ) (A6)
within the NJL model. We limit ourselves to consider a sys- s
tem ofu andd quarks in the chiral limit: this simplifies the ) )
calculations, and allows to identify unambiguously thesloc Using the standard parameters of the model [10] we find
tion of the chiral phase transition in the phase diagram. Ouf/.c ~ 140 MeV. This result shows that finit€: changes the
purpose is to show analytically how finitg: induces a soft- qrc_ier of thg chiral phase transition at zero temperature and
ening of the chiral phase transition at finitepushing the CP ~ finite chemical potential.
to lower values of temperature (and baryon chemical poten- The fact that finiteju leads to the softening of the phase
tial). Eventually, for large enoughu: the CP hits th& = 0 transition can be grasped from EQ._(A4); in fact, fpr < p
plane. For the purpose of our discussion it is therefore ghou one has
to consider the system dt = 0 and study the change of the
order of the chiral phase transition at finjte 48N, 62

The thermodynamic potential of the NJL model at zero tem- o & ay(dp = 0) + 2 2 (A7)
perature can be written ds [10] a

o? dp the above equation shows thiat = 0 makes, less negative,
Q= G 2N0Nf/ (27)3 Ep thus favoring a second order phase transition.The same con-
clusion can be drawn by using an extended version of the GL

+2N. Y / (;Tp)g(Ep — )0 (us — E,) , (A1)  analysis including derivative termis [40].
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