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The Standard Model of particle physics (SM), augmented with neutrino mixing, is either the
complete theory of interactions of known particles at energies accessible to Nature on Earth, or very
nearly so. Starting with a Lagrangian symmetric under the global SU(2)L×SU(2)R symmetry of two-
massless-quark QCD, spontaneously broken to SU(2)L+R. Using naive dimensional operator power
counting that enables perturbation and truncation in inverse powers of ΛχSB ∼ 1GeV , we show
that, to O(ΛχSB) and O(Λ0

χSB), SU(2)χPT of protons, neutrons and pions admits a liquid phase,
with energy required to increase or decrease the nucleon density. We further show that in the semi-
classical approximation – i.e., quantum nucleons and classical pions – "Pionless SU(2)χPT” emerges
in that chiral liquid: soft static infrared Nambu-Goldstone-Boson pions decouple from “Static Chiral
Nucleon Liquids" (StaticχNL). This vastly simplifies the derivation of saturated nuclear matter
(the infinite liquid phase) and of finite microscopic liquid drops (ground-state heavy nuclides).
StaticχNL are made entirely of nucleons. They have even parity, total spin zero, even proton
number Z and even neutron number N . The nucleons are arranged so local expectation values
for spin and momentum vanish. We derive the StaticχNL effective Lagrangian from semi-classical
SU(2)χPT symmetries to order ΛχSB ,Λ

0
χSB including: all relativistic 4-nucleon operators that

survive Fierz rearrangement in the non-relativistic limit; SU(2)χPT fermion exchange operators
and iso-vector exchange operators which are important when Z 6= N .
Mean-field StaticχNL non-topological solitons are true solutions of SU(2)χPT semi-classical sym-

metries: e.g. they obey all CVC, PCAC conservation laws. They have zero internal and external
pressure. The nuclear liquid-drop model and Bethe-von Weizsäcker semi-empirical mass formula
emerge – with correct nuclear density and saturation and asymmetry energies – in an explicit
Thomas-Fermi construction.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics,
Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) describes the
strong interactions among quarks and gluons. At
low energies, quarks and gluons are confined inside
hadrons, concealing their degrees of freedom in such
a way that we must employ an effective field theory
(EFT) of hadrons. In doing so, we acknowledge as
a starting point a still-mysterious experimental fact:
Nature first makes hadrons and then assembles nu-
clei from them [1–4].

Since nuclei are made of hadrons, the fundamental
challenge of nuclear physics is to identify the correct
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EFT of hadrons and use it to characterize all nu-
clear physics observations. (See the recent review by
Hammer et al. [5].) Ultimately, the correct choice of
EFT will both match the observations and be deriv-
able from the SM, i.e., QCD.

Chiral perturbation theory (χPT ) [6–11] is a low-
energy perturbative approach to identifying the op-
erators in the EFT of hadrons that are allowed by
the global symmetries of the SM. It builds on the
observation that the up and down quarks (mu '
6 MeV, md ' 12 MeV), as well as the 3 pions
(π±, π0, mπ ' 140 MeV)–which are pseudo-Nambu-
Goldstone bosons (pNGBs) of the chiral symmetry–
are all nearly massless compared to the cut-off energy
scale in low-energy hadronic physics ΛχSB ∼ 1GeV .

With naive power counting [12], the effective La-
grangian of SU(2)L×SU(2)R χPT incorporates ex-
plicit breaking. The resultant perturbation expan-
sion in the inverse of the chiral-symmetry-breaking
scale Λ−1

χSB ∼ 1 GeV−1 renders SU(2)χPT’s strong
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interaction predictions calculable in practice. Its
low-energy dynamics of a proton-neutron nucleon
doublet and three pions as a pNGB triplet are our
best understanding, together with lattice QCD, of
the experimentally observed low-energy dynamics of
QCD strong interactions. The predictive power of
χPT [6, 8–15] derives from its ability to maintain a
well-ordered low-energy perturbation expansion that
can be truncated.

B.W. Lynn [16] first introduced the idea that
SU(2)χPT could also admit a liquid phase and in-
troduced the idea of an ‘SU(2)L×SU(2)R chiral liq-
uid’ as a statistically significant number of baryons
interacting via chiral operators with an almost con-
stant saturated density which can can survive as lo-
calized liquid drops at zero external pressure. The
Lagrangian included all analytic SU(2)χPT terms of
O(ΛχSB) and O(Λ0

χSB). Lynn argued that, in the
exact chiral limit, nucleons in the liquid phase in-
teract with each-other only via the contact terms in
(23). Study of chiral liquids in [16] focused on those
explicit chiral symmetry breaking terms whose origin
lies entirely in the non-zero light quark masses.

The result is a semi-classical nuclear picture,
where Thomas-Fermi nucleons with contact interac-
tions move in a mean spherically symmetric “clas-
sical” pion field, which in turn generates a “no-
core” radial potential for nucleons. Finite saturat-
ing heavy nuclei, with well-defined surfaces, emerge
as microscopic droplets of chiral liquid. Saturat-
ing infinite nuclear matter emerges as very large
drops of chiral liquid, while neutron stars (Q-Stars)
emerge as oceans of chiral liquid: These droplets
emerge as non-topological-soliton semi-classical solu-
tions of explicitly-broken SU(2)χPT. Lynn [16] con-
jectured the possible emergence of shell structure in
that no-core spherical potential based on the obser-
vation that the angular momentum of each nucleon
is a good quantum number. Ref. [16] did not de-
rive semi-classical pionless SU(2)χPT. Here, we fo-
cus our study of chiral liquids in the chiral limit,
and prove the emergence of semi-classical pionless
SU(2)χPT solutions.

There is a long history of viewing nuclear mat-
ter as a non-topological soliton. In the mid 1970’s
T.D. Lee and co-workers [17–19], S.A. Chin & J.D.
Walecka [20], and R. Serber [21] first identified
certain fermion non-topological solitons with the
ground state of heavy nuclei (as well as possible
super-heavy nuclei) in "normal" and "abnormal"
phases, thus making a crucial connection to the an-
cient (but still persistently predictive) insight of nu-
clear liquids, such as G. Gamow’s nuclear liquid-
drop model (NLDM) and H. Bethe & C.F. von
Weizsäcker’s semi-empirical Mass-Formula (SEMF).
Breaking all precedent, these workers proposed for

the first time a theory of liquid nuclear structure
composed entirely of nucleons and a static scalar
field, with no pions!

Mathematically, such solutions emerge as a sub-
species of non-topological solitons or Q-balls [17, 22–
35], a certain sub-set of which are composed of
fermions along with the usual scalars. A practi-
cal goal was to identify mean-field nucleon non-
topological solitons with the ground state of ordinary
even-even spin-zero spherically symmetric heavy nu-
clei, such as 40

20Ca, 90
40Zr, and 208

82Pb.
Nuclear non-topological solitons identified as nu-

clear liquids became popular with the work of
Chin & Walecka [20], carried forward by Serot
[36]. Walecka’s nuclear Quantum Hadrodynamics -
1 (QHD-1) models [37–39] contain four dynamical
particles: protons, neutrons, the Lorentz-scalar iso-
scalar σ, and the Lorentz-vector iso-scalar ωµ. Nu-
cleons are treated as locally free-particles in Thomas-
Fermi approximation. Finite-width nuclear surfaces
are generated by dynamical attractive σ-particle ex-
change, allowing them to exist at zero external pres-
sure.

The empirical success of QHD-1 is based on
balancing σ-boson-exchange attraction against ωµ-
boson-exchange repulsion. That that balance must
be fine-tuned remains a famous mystery of the struc-
ture of the QHD-1 ground state. In the absence
of long-ranged electromagnetic forces, infinite sym-
metric Z = N nuclear matter, as well as finite mi-
croscopic ground state Z = N nuclides, appear as
symmetric nuclear liquid drops. These nuclear non-
topological solitons of are to be classified as liquids
because:

• they have no crystalline or other solid struc-
ture;

• it costs energy to either increase or decrease the
density of the constituent nucleons compared
to an optimum value;

• they survive at zero external pressure, e.g. in
the absence of gravity, so they are not a “gas.”

Despite their successes, such topological soliton
models suffer from the flaw that higher loop correc-
tions do not necessarily decrease in size and impor-
tance which can significantly renormalize the param-
eters at each order. This was first demonstrated by
Furnstahl et al. [40] for the Walecka model in the
two-loop case. (See also the discussion in [41].)

This paper cures those problems, and resurrects
nuclear liquids as a good starting point toward un-
derstanding the properties of bound nuclear matter
(with Z and N both even) by strict compliance with
the requirements of SU(2)χPT effective field theory
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of protons, neutrons and pions. The static chiral nu-
cleon liquids (StaticχNL) studied below are true so-
lutions to semi-classical SU(2)χPT , and have all of
the semi-classical symmetries of spontaneously bro-
ken SU(2)χPT found in Appendix A: they obey all
CVC and PCACWard identities; they are dependent
on just a few experimentally measurable chiral co-
efficients; and, by the symmetries of spontaneously
broken SU(2)χPT, they restore (cf. Appendix A)
theoretical predictive power over heavy nuclides.

II. THE EMERGENCE OF
SEMI-CLASSICAL PIONLESS STATICχNL

In this paper we focus on the chiral limit and post-
pone treatment of departures from the chiral limit
to future work. The SU(2)χPT Lagrangian with all
terms of order ΛχSB and Λ0

χSB in the chiral limit is:

LSymχPT =Lπ;Sym
χPT + LN ;Sym

χPT + L4−N ;Sym
χPT

Lπ;Sym
χPT =

f2
π

4
Tr ∂µΣ∂µΣ†

LN ;Sym
χPT =N

(
iγµ(∂µ + Vµ)−mN1

)
N

− gANγµγ5AµN

=N
(
iγµ∂µ −mN1

)
N + i ~Jµ · ~Vµ

− gA ~Jµ,5 · ~Aµ

L4−N ;Sym
χPT =CA

1

2f2
π

(NγAN)(NγAN) + ++,

(1)

where the pion field is:

Σ ≡ exp(2iπa
ta
fπ

) , (2)

and we defined the fermion bi-linear and pionic cur-
rents:

~Jµ = Nγµ~tN, ~Jµ,5 = Nγµγ5~tN,

~Jµ = Nγµ~tN, ~Jµ,5 = Nγµγ5~tN,

Vµ = ~t · ~Vµ , ~Vµ = 2i sinc2

(
π

2fπ

)
[~π × ∂µ~π] ,

Aµ = ~t · ~Aµ,
~Aµ =

− 2

π2

[
~π (~π · ∂µ~π) + sinc

( π
fπ

)
(~π × (∂µ~π × ~π))

]
,

(3)
with ~t ≡ 1

2~τ , τ are the Pauli iso-spin matrices, π =

|~π| =
√
~π2, and sinc(x) ≡ sin(x)/x. The pion→di-

leptons decay constant is Fπ = 130.4±0.04±0.2 MeV
[42]. We use fπ ≡ Fπ/

√
2 = 92.2 MeV.

The parentheses in the four-nucleon Lagrangian
indicate the order of SU(2) index contraction, while

+ + + indicates that one should include all possi-
ble combinations of such contractions. As usual,
γA ≡

(
1, γµ, iσµν , iγµγ5, γ5

)
, for A = 1, ..., 16 (with

σµν ≡ 1
2 [γµ, γν ]). These are commonly referred to as

scalar (S), vector (V), tensor (T), axial-vector (A),
and pseudo-scalar (P) respectively. CA are a set of
chiral constants.

In the chiral limit, where ~π’s are massless, the
presence of quantum nucleon sources could allow the
massless NGB to build up, with tree-level interac-
tions only, a non-linear quantum pion cloud. If we
minimize the resultant action with respect to vari-
ations in the pion field, the equations of motion1

capture the part of the quantum cloud that is to be
characterized as a classical soft-pion field, thus giv-
ing us the pion ground state in the presence of the
ground state “Chiral Nucleon Liquid" (χNL) with
fixed baryon number A = Z +N :

0 =

[
∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
Lπ;Sym
χPT

+ i ~Jµ ·
[
∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
~Vµ

− gA ~Jµ,5 ·
[
∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
~Aµ

− 2∂µ ~J
µ · sinc2

(
π

2fπ

)
(~π × m̂)

+
2

π2
gA∂µ ~J

µ,5·

×
[
~π (~π · m̂) + sinc

(
π

fπ

)
(~π × (m̂× ~π))

]
.

(4)

We divide the classical pion field into “IR" and “non-
IR" parts. By definition, only IR pions survive the
internal projection operators associated with taking
expectation values of the classical NGB ~π s in the∣∣χNL〉 quantum state:〈

χNL
∣∣F (∂µ~π, ~π)

∣∣χNL〉
=
〈
χNL

∣∣IR−part [F (∂µ~π, ~π)]
∣∣χNL〉

≡ {F (∂µ~π, ~π)}IR ,
(5)

where F is an unspecified function. The IR part
does not change the χNL. It could in principle play

1 This is a chiral-limit SU(2)χPT analogue of QED where, in
the presence of quantum lepton sources, a specific superpo-
sition of massless infra-red photons builds up into a classical
electromagnetic field. Important examples are the “expo-
nentiation" of IR photons in e+e− → µ+µ− asymmetries,
and e+e− → e+e− Bhabha scattering, at LEP1. Under-
standing the classical fields generated by initial-state and
final-state soft-photon radiation [43, 44] is crucial to dis-
entangling high-precision electro-weak loop effects, such as
the experimentally confirmed precise Standard Model pre-
dictions for the top-quark [45] and Higgs’ masses [45, 46].
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an important role in the excited states of the χNL: a
~π condensate, a giant resonance, a breathing mode,
or a time-dependent flashing-pion mode. To ignore
such classical IR ~π s would therefore be an incorrect
definition of the excited states of χNL.

We call these “IR pions" by keeping in mind a sim-
ple picture, where the ~π wavelength is longer than

the scale within the χNL over which the local mean
values of nucleon spin and momentum vanish. Only
such IR pions survive the internal projection opera-
tors associated with taking expectation values of the
classical NGB ~π s in the

∣∣χNL〉 quantum state.
We now take expectation values of the ~π equa-

tions of motion. In the presence of the quantum
χNL source, the classical NGB ~π cloud obeys

0 =
〈
χNL

∣∣ [∂ν ∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
LSymχPT

∣∣χNL〉
=

{[
∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
Lπ;Sym
χPT

}
IR

+ i
〈
χNL

∣∣ ~Jµ∣∣χNL〉 ·{[∂ν ∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
~Vµ

}
IR

− gA
〈
χNL

∣∣ ~Jµ,5∣∣χNL〉 ·{[∂ν ∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
~Aµ

}
IR

− 2
〈
χNL

∣∣∂µ ~Jµ∣∣χNL〉 ·{sinc2

(
π

2fπ

)
~π × m̂

}
IR

+
2

π2
gA
〈
χNL

∣∣∂µ ~Jµ,5∣∣χNL〉 ·{~π (~π · m̂) + sinc

(
π

fπ

)
~π × (m̂× ~π)

}
IR

.

(6)

We examine the following semi-classical nuclear cur-
rent components:

Jµ± = Jµ1 ± iJ
µ
2 =

{
pγµn
nγµp

}
;

Jµ3 =
1

2
(pγµp− nγµn) ;

J5µ
± = J5µ

1 ± iJ
5µ
2 =

{
pγµγ5n
nγµγ5p

}
;

J5µ
3 =

1

2

(
pγµγ5p− nγµγ5n

)
;

(7)

and find that the ground-state expectation values of
these currents and their divergences in (6) vanish:〈

χNL
∣∣J±µ ∣∣χNL〉 =

〈
χNL

∣∣J±,5µ

∣∣χNL〉 = 0,〈
χNL

∣∣∂µJ±µ ∣∣χNL〉 =
〈
χNL

∣∣∂µJ±,5µ

∣∣χNL〉 = 0,
(8)

because J±µ and J±,5µ change neutron and proton
number. Since the liquid ground state is homoge-
neous, isotropic and spherically symmetric, spatial
components of vector currents vanish, in particular〈

χNL
∣∣J3
i

∣∣χNL〉 ' 0 (9)

for Lorentz index i = 1, 2, 3. Because there are
separately equal numbers of left-handed and right-

handed protons and neutrons in the nuclear ground
state we have: 〈

χNL
∣∣J3,5
µ

∣∣χNL〉 ' 0 (10)
for all µ. Note that (8)-(10) follow because the liquid
ground state is assumed to have definite numbers
of fully paired nucleons in a spherically symmetric,
homogeneous, and isotropic arrangement. Current
conservation enforces〈

χNL
∣∣∂µJ3

µ

∣∣χNL〉 =
〈
χNL

∣∣∂µJ3,5
µ

∣∣χNL〉 = 0,
(11)

which leaves only a single non-vanishing current ex-
pectation value:〈

χNL
∣∣J3

0

∣∣χNL〉 6= 0 . (12)

Equation (6), governing the classical pion cloud, is
thus enormously simplified

0 '
{[
∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
Lπ;Sym
χPT

}
IR

+i
〈
χNL

∣∣J3;0
∣∣χNL〉{[∂ν ∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
V 3

0

}
IR

(13)
with
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∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
V 3

0

}
IR

={
2i

[
(∂0~π)× m̂+ ~π × m̂∂0 − m̂× (∂0~π)− ~π × (∂0~π)

∂

∂πm

]3

sinc2

(
π

2fπ

)}
IR

.

(14)

A crucial observation is that (14) is linear in ∂0~π;
i.e., in the energy of the classical NGB IR ~π field. Ex-
pecting the nuclear ground state, and thus its clas-
sical IR ~π field, to be static, we enforce

{∂o~π}IR = 0 . (15)

It now follows that{[
∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
V 3

0

}
IR

= 0 , (16)

independently of
〈
χNL

∣∣J3;0
∣∣χNL〉. The IR pion

equation of motion{[
∂ν

∂

∂ (∂νπm)
− ∂

∂πm

]
Lπ;Sym
χPT

}
IR

= 0 , (17)

therefore has no nucleon source. The ground state
nucleons are not a source of any static IR NGB
~π classical field. The nuclear ground state in the
chiral liquid is thus a static chiral nucleon liq-
uid (StaticχNL), with no ~π condensate2 or time-
dependent pion-flashing modes.

We want to quantize the nucleons in the back-
ground field of the static χNL, and so consider the
expectation value of the nucleon equation of motion
in the chiral nucleon liquid static ground state. For
brevity, we denote expectations in this ground state
using ’

〈
’ and ’

〉
’:

0 =
〈
N

∂

∂N
LSymχPT

〉
=
〈
N
(
iγµ∂µ −mN1

)
N
〉

+ i
〈
~Jµ
〉
·
{
~Vµ

}
IR
− gA

〈
~Jµ,5

〉
·
{
~Aµ

}
IR

+
1

f2
π

〈
CA (NγAN)(NγAN) + + +

〉
.

(18)

Since most of the nucleon SU(2)L×SU(2)R currents
vanish in the StaticχNL, and since {∂o~π}IR = 0, we
find:

0 '
〈
N
(
iγµ∂µ −mN1

)
N
〉

(19)

+
1

f2
π

〈
CA (NγAN)(NγAN) + + +

〉
. (20)

2 After explicit chiral symmetry breaking, with non-zero u, d
quark and resultant pion masses, and with Partially Con-
served Axial Currents (PCAC), a static S-wave ~π conden-
sate is a logical possibility [16].

Equations (17) and (19) show that, to order ΛχSB
and Λ0

χSB , StaticχNL are composed entirely of nu-
cleons. That is also the basic premise of many em-
pirical models and we have shown that that empiri-
cal nuclear premise can be (to good approximation)
traced directly to the global SU(2)L×SU(2)R sym-
metries of 2-massless-quark QCD of the Standard
Model.

The effective Lagrangian derived from
SU(2)L×SU(2)R χPT governing StaticχNL can
now be written:〈

LSymχPT

〉
≡ LSχNL

LSχNL = LFreeSχNL + L4−N
SχNL

LFreeSχNL =
〈
N
(
iγµ∂µ −mN1

)
N
〉

L4−N
SχNL =

〈 1

2f2
π

CA (NγAN)(NγAN) + + +
〉
.

(21)
Semi-classical pionless SU(2)χPT thus emerges

inside StaticχNL. Within all-loop-orders renormal-
ized analytic SU(2)χPT to O(ΛχSB) and O(Λ0

χSB),
infrared NGB pions effectively decouple from
StaticχNL, vastly simplifying the derivation of the
properties of saturated nuclear matter (the infinite
liquid phase) and of finite microscopic liquid drops
(the nuclides). StaticχNL thus explain the (previ-
ously puzzling) power of pionless EFT to capture
experimental ground state facts of certain specific
nuclides, by tracing that empirical success directly to
the global symmetries of two-massless-quark QCD.

It will be shown below that static χNLs sat-
isfy all relevant SU(2)L×SU(2)R vector and axial-
vector current-conservation equations in the liquid
phase. StaticχNL are therefore solutions of the semi-
classical-liquid equations of motion, possessing the
symmetries of spontaneously broken SU(2)χPT (cf.
Appendix A.1).

III. SEMI-CLASSICAL PIONLESS
STATICχNL AS THE APPROXIMATE

GROUND STATE OF CERTAIN NUCLEI

To further elucidate the properties of the static
χNL, we must address the effects of the four-nucleon
interactions. In this paper, we ignore fluctuations in
all bi-linear nucleon operators. For our purposes this



6

is equivalent to ignoring any and all nuclear excited
states.
A priori there are 10 possible contact interac-

tions representing isosinglet and isotriplet channels
for each of five spatial current types: scalar, vec-
tor, tensor, pseudo-scalar and axial-vector. There
are therefore ten chiral coefficients parametrizing 4-
nucleon contact terms: CTK with K ∈ {S, V, T,A, P}
and T ∈ {0, 1}.

The inclusion of exchange interactions induces the
isospin (T = 1) operators to appear [16], and po-
tentially greatly complicates the effective chiral La-
grangian. Fortunately, we are interested here in the
liquid limit of this Lagrangian. Spinor-interchange
contributions are properly obtained by Fierz rear-
ranging before imposing the properties of the semi-
classical liquid (see Appendix B). The appropriate
StaticχNL Lagrangian, is given by

LSχNL = N̄
(
iγµ
−→
∂ µ + Θ

)
N + L4−N ;BE

SχNL , (22)

where the contact interactions can be approximated
by:

−L4−N ;BE
SχNL =

CS200

2f2
π

〈
NN

〉 〈
NN

〉
− CS200

4f2
π

{〈
NN

〉 〈
NN

〉
+ 4

〈
Nt3N

〉 〈
Nt3N

〉}
+
CV200

2f2
π

{〈
N†N

〉 〈
N†N

〉}
− C

V
200

4f2
π

{〈
N†N

〉 〈
N†N

〉
+ 4

〈
N†t3N

〉 〈
N†t3N

〉}
(23)

with only four independent chiral coefficients:

CS200 =CT=0
S

−CS200 = 1
4

[
CT=0
S + 5CT=1

S

+ 6
(
CT=0
T + CT=1

T

)
+
(
CT=0
P + CT=1

P

)]
,

CV200 =CT=0
V ,

−CV200 = 1
2

[
−CT=0

V + CT=0
A + CT=1

V + CT=1
A

]
.
(24)

To simplify the notation and to retain the connection
with previous work [20] we introduce:

C2
V ≡

1

f2
π

(
CV200 −

1

2
CV200

)
, (25)

C2
S ≡ −

1

f2
π

(
CS200 −

1

2
CS200

)
. (26)

For brevity, we also define:

C2
V ≡

1

f2
π

CV200, (27)

C2
S ≡

1

f2
π

CS200. (28)

In (22) the operator Θ is given by:

Θ ≡ −mN − ĈS200 − ĈV200γ
0 , (29)

with:

ĈV200 ≡ C2
V

〈
N†N

〉
− 2 C2

V

〈
N†t3N

〉
t3,

ĈS200 ≡ −C2
S

〈
NN

〉
− 2 C2

S

〈
Nt3N

〉
t3,

0 =
[
t3 , ĈS200

]
=
[
t3 , ĈV200γ

0
]

= [t3 ,Θ] .

(30)

We have ignored possible excited states that con-
tribute to fluctuations in the nuclear density and
which are beyond the scope of this paper.

The StaticχNL Lagrangian offers a significant im-
provement in the predictive power of the theory,
while still providing sufficient free parameters to bal-
ance vector repulsive forces against scalar attractive
forces when fitting (to order Λ0

χSB) non-topological-
soliton and Skyrme nuclear models to the experi-
mentally observed structure of ground state nuclei.
Further simplification results for a sufficiently large
number of nucleons: simple Hartree analysis of (23)
is equivalent to more accurate Hartree-Fock analysis
of the same Lagrangian without spinor-interchange
terms.

We now see that, inside the StaticχNL, a nucleon
living in the self-consistent field of the other nucleons
obeys the Dirac equation

0 = (iγµ ∂µ + Θ)N . (31)

Baryon-number and the third component of isospin
are both conserved; i.e., the associated currents
JµBaryon ≡ NγµN and Jµ3 ≡ Nγµt3N are both
divergence-free. The neutral axial-vector current
J5,µ

8 ≡
√

3
2 Nγ

µγ5N , corresponding to the projection
onto SU(2) of the NGB η particle, part of the unbro-
ken SU(3)L×SU(3)R meson octet, is also divergence
free,

2√
3

〈
i∂µJ

5,µ
8

〉
=
〈
N
{

Θ, γ5
}
N
〉

= 2
〈
N
(
−mN − ĈS200

)
γ5N

〉
' 0.

(32)

This result can be understood as a statement that
the η particle cannot survive in the parity-even inte-
rior of a StaticχNL, since it is a NGB pseudo-scalar
in the chiral limit. Similarly, the 3rd component of
the axial vector current is divergence-free; i.e.,〈

i∂µJ
5,µ
3

〉
=
〈
N
{

Θ, γ5
}
t3N

〉
= 2

〈
N
(
−mN − ĈS200

)
γ5t3N

〉
' 0,

(33)
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because the SU(2)χPT π3 particle is also a NGB
pseudo-scalar in the chiral limit, and cannot survive
in the interior of a parity-even StaticχNL.

Even though explicit pion and eta fields vanish in
StaticχNL, their quantum numbers reappear in its
PCAC properties from nucleon bi-linears and four-
nucleon terms in the divergences of axial vector cur-
rents. That these average to zero in StaticχNL plays
a crucial role in the conservation of axial-vector cur-
rents within the liquid.

It is now straightforward to see that, in the liquid
approximation, a homogeneous SU(2)χPT nucleon
liquid drop with no meson condensate satisfies all
relevant CVC and PCAC equations. As shown in
Appendix C, most of the space-time components of
the three SU(2)L+R vector currents Jµa and three
axial vector currents J5µ

a vanish: only J0
3 is nonzero

in StaticχNL.
The neutral SU(3)L×SU(3)R currents are con-

served 〈∂µJµ8 〉 = 0 and
〈
∂µJ

5;µ
8

〉
= 0 in the

StaticχNL mean field. In addition, the neu-
tral SU(3)L+R vector current’s spatial components
Jµ=1,2,3

8 and the axial-vector currents J5;µ
8 all van-

ish. Only J0
8 , proportional to the baryon number

density, survives in the StaticχNL mean field.
Since StaticχNL chiral nuclear liquids satisfy all

relevant χPT CVC and PCAC equations in the liq-
uid phase, they are true solutions of the all-orders-
renormalized tree-level semi-classical liquid equa-
tions of motion truncated at O(Λ0

χSB).

IV. NUCLEI AND NEUTRON STARS AS
MEAN-FIELD STATIC χNL

A. Thomas-Fermi non-topological solitons,
liquid drops and the semi-empirical mass

formula

Mean-field StaticχNL non-topological solitons are
solutions of χPT semi-classical symmetries, obey-
ing all CVC and PCAC conservation laws. They
have zero internal and external pressure. The nu-
clear liquid-drop model and Bethe-von Weizsäcker
SEMF emerge – with correct nuclear density, and
saturation and asymmetry energies – in an explicit
Thomas-Fermi construction.

In Appendix D, we construct explicit liquid mean
field StaticχNL solutions based on (22), constrained
to order 4πfπ ≈ ΛχSB ' 1 GeV and Λ0

χSB naive
power-counting, in an independent-nucleon model,
using the Thomas-Fermi free-particle approxima-
tion.3

3 An effective Lagrangian, built from O(ΛχSB) free nucle-

Constant-density non-topological solitons, i.e., liq-
uid drops comprised entirely of nucleons, emerge as
homogeneous and isotropic semi-classical static solu-
tions with internal and external pressures both zero.
Their surface is a step function. Ignoring electro-
magnetism, nuclear matter and finite nuclei then
have identical microscopic structure, serving as a
model of the ground state of both infinite nuclear
matter and finite liquid drops. There is no need
for an additional confining interaction to define the
finite-drop surface. With even proton number Z, and
even neutron number N , nucleons are arranged in
pairs so that local expectation values for spin vanish,
< ~s >' 0. The microscopic structure is also spheri-
cally symmetric, so that local momenta have a van-
ishing expectation value, < ~k >' 0. Consequently,
total spin ~S = 0 and total momentum ~K = 0 in the
center-of-mass.

The semi-empirical mass formula [48, 49] is:

M(Z,N) = Zmp +Nmn − EB ,

EB = EV olB + ESurfB + EPairB ,

EV olB /A ≡ aV − aAsymX2 − aC
Z(Z − 1)

A4/3
,

ESurfB /A ≡ − aS
A1/3

,

EPairB /A ≡ aPair
δ0(Z,N)

A3/2
.

(34)

with A = Z +N ; X is the neutron excess:

X ≡
(
N − Z
N + Z

)
, (35)

and

δ0 ≡


+1 for Z even, N even ,

−1 for Z odd, N odd ,

0 for A=Z+N odd .

(36)

From [49] we use: aV = 15.75 MeV, aS = 17.8 MeV,
aC = 0.711 MeV, aAsym = 23.7 MeV, and aPair =
11.18 MeV.

We show in Appendix D that the SEMF is (al-
most) an SU(2)L×SU(2)R χPT non-topological soli-
ton prediction. We first display symmetric Z =

ons and O(Λ0
χSB) point-coupling interaction-operators, was

also identified by G. Gelmini and B. Ritzi [47]. However,
it does not correspond to Chin-Walecka infinite symmet-
ric Z = N nuclear matter, and the authors constructed no
Z = N bound-state non-topological-solitons with zero in-
ternal and external pressure, which could therefore survive
in an external vacuum.
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N ground state zero-pressure Hartree-Fock non-
topological-soliton solutions, fit to inferred experi-
mental values for symmetric-nuclear-matter density
and volume binding energy and find:

C2
V = 1.893

1

f2
π

,

C2
S = 2.580

1

f2
π

.

(37)

These values were obtained by fitting to a Fermi mo-
mentum (kFermi = 1.42/fm) and saturated volume
energy (Ebinding/nucleon = 15.75MeV). We observe
that for heavy nuclei X2 � 1, and work to lead-
ing order in that small quantity. In Appendix D2,
we derive asymmetric Z 6= N nuclear matter, for
which fermion-exchange terms are crucial, fitting to
aAsym = 23.7 MeV. For kF = 1.42/fm we find:

C2
V = 0.61

1

f2
π

. (38)

Additional results for CV200 are given in Appendix
D3. Combining (37) and (38) using (25) and (27)
gives:

CV200 = 2.198 . (39)

In practice, there is very little sensitivity to our
4th independent chiral coefficient CS200: this in agree-
ment with Niksic [50] et al., who argue that, al-
though the total iso-vector strength has a relatively
well-defined value, the distribution between the iso-
vector Lorentz-scalar ~δ exchange channel, and the
iso-vector Lorentz-vector ~ρµ exchange channel, is not
determined by ground state data. We have assumed
(Z−NZ+N )2 � 1. In addition, we have

〈
N†N

〉
−
〈
N̄N

〉
' 3

10

k2
F

m2
∗8

〈
N†N

〉
= (0.0762)

〈
N†N

〉
<<

〈
N†N

〉
(40)

where kF = 279.7 MeV and where m∗8 ≡ 1
2 (m∗p +

m∗n) = 555 MeV which follows from the Thomas
Fermi solution in as found in Appendix D1. It fol-
lows that only the combination

(
CV200 + CS200

)
can

strictly be fit to our O(Λ0
χSB) StaticχNL accuracy.

Therefore, for convenience and without loss of gen-
erality, we choose

CS200 = 0 . (41)

All coefficients in (37), (38), (39), and (41) then obey
naive∼ O(1) dimensional power counting, and so are
legitimate natural chiral coefficients. Note the fine-
tuning between CV200 = 2.198 and CS200 = −2.580 in
(37) and (39) inherited from R. Serber’s and J.D.

Walecka’s 1974 quadratic models [20], [51] and [21].
That fine-tuning is alleviated in (37) by the our inclu-
sion of ~ρµ exchange, necessary to StaticχNLs. Equa-
tions (37), (38), (39) and (41) all satisfy naive dimen-
sional power-counting O(1) naturalness, and so are
legitimate chiral coefficients. The astute reader will
notice that the difference (40) is of the same order as
the next terms in the chiral expansion. Although we
have calculated self-consistently in powers of ΛχSB
in chiral perturbation theory, terms of order Λ−1

χSB
must still play an important role in the nontopolog-
ical soliton solutions. Indeed, it is inconsistent to
neglect them. We hope to return to this question in
future work.

The SEMF is closely associated with Gamow’s nu-
clear liquid-drop model (NLDM). Recall that, follow-
ing Walecka’s infinite symmetric nuclear matter (and
neutron matter), we have imposed on the Thomas-
Fermi mean field the condition that the pressure van-
ish both internally and externally, not only at the
surface of a finite “drop.” Our non-topological soli-
ton nuclei therefore resemble ice cream balls scooped
from an infinite vat [52], more than they do conven-
tional liquid drops.

We clearly have no right to use the Thomas-
Fermi approximation to calculate the surface and
pairing energies, ESurfB and EPairB of (34), at or-
der ΛχSB and Λ0

χSB in the spontaneously broken
theory. Unsurprisingly, the surface energy calcu-
lated entirely as a change in density gives incorrect
aS . However, there exist O

(
Λ−2
χSB

)
nuclear-surface

SU(2)χPT terms that might replace the scalar σ
particle in the Chin-Walecka model in describing the
nuclear surface [20, 38, 39], namely

LSurfχPT = − 1
2

C220

Λ2
χSB

∂ν
(
N̄N

)
∂ν
(
N̄N

)
, (42)

with an O(1) constant C220, obeying naturalness.
LSurfχPT is invariant under non-linear SU(2)L×SU(2)R
transformations including pions, but is automati-
cally pionless, even without the liquid approxima-
tion. It contains no dangerous ∂0 ∼ mN nucleon
mass terms, so non-relativistic re-ordering is unnec-
essary. Nucleon-exchange and spinor-interchange in-
teractions must also be included.

Meanwhile, calculation of aPair involves under-
standing low-level excited states, such as Z-odd N-
odd states which we have ignored in our study of
the Lagrangian (23), which are beyond the scope of
this paper, and will likely require explicit pions lying
outside semi-classical pionless SU(2)χPT.
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B. Neutron Stars

Putting aside exotica (i.e., quark condensates,
pion condensates, strange-kaon condensates, etc.),
we conjecture that much of the structure of neu-
tron stars may be traced directly to 2-massless-quark
QCD, and thus directly to the Standard Model. This
will be explored further in a companion paper. Here
we note only that the models of Harrison & Wheeler
[53], Salpeter [54] and Baym, Pethic and Sutherland
[55], are all based on the Bethe-von Weizsäcker semi-
empirical mass formula [56]. They would therefore
seem to follow from StaticχNL; however, we do not
yet know how well the observed chart of nuclides
and these neutron-star models match the "ice-cream
scoop" StaticχNL no-surface SEMF, augmented by
Coulomb repulsion; i.e., (34) with EPairB set to zero.

C. Shell structure from chiral symmetry
breaking?

We conjecture here that non-topological Static
χNL solitons could, with inclusion of explicit axial
symmetry breaking, be re-quantized to incorporate
no-core nuclear shell structure and magic numbers,
as imagined in [16]. Lynn first introduced the idea
[16] that SU(2)L×SU(2)R χPT could admit a liquid
phase. Like ours, his Lagrangian included only terms
of O(ΛχSB) and O(Λ0

χSB). Though he did not an-
ticipate StaticχNLs, he was careful to include only
and all those terms that respect the SU(2)L×SU(2)R
semi-classical symmetries - i.e., of quantum nucleons
and classical pions - discussed in this paper. These
included strong interaction terms that survive the
chiral limit, as well as explicit axial breaking terms
that do not.

The purpose of [16] was to generate a "no-core"
classical static spherical central potential for |~π|,
in which all of the quantum nucleons moved, and
thus plausibly shell structure for certain heavy even-
even ground state spin-zero spherical nuclei. It now
seems advantageous to focus on doubly-magic or
spherically-magic nuclides.

Such shell structure is plausible in semi-
classical SU(2)L×SU(2)R χPT because the explicit
symmetry-breaking terms have naive operator power
counting m = 0, l = 1, n = 1 in (A.14). Ignoring
π± − π0 mass splitting, these are

〈
LN ;χSB
χPT

〉
' m (a1 + 2a3)

[
1− cos

|~π|
fπ

] 〈
N̄N

〉
,

≡ βσπN
[
1− cos

|~π|
fπ

] 〈
N̄N

〉
,

(43)

with

m ≡ 1
2 (mu +md), (44)

and with experimental parameters:

(a1, a2, a3) = (0.28,−0.56, 1.3± 0.2)

(mu, md, σπN ) = (6, 12, 60) MeV

β = 0.864± 0.120

(45)

measured in SU(3)L×SU(3)R χPT processes [13]
and [57].

Since
〈
LN ;χSB
χPT

〉
> 0, the explicit symmetry-

breaking terms lower the effective nucleon mass in-
side a static π = |~π| condensate.

We conjecture that semi-classical SU(2)L×SU(2)R
χPT (i.e., including all O(ΛχSB) and O(Λ0

χSB)
non-strange analytic naive operator power-counting
terms, both those from the chiral-limit and those
from explicit mu,md 6= 0 chiral symmetry break-
ing) applied to certain finite nuclei, nuclear and neu-
tron matter and neutron stars will give a reasonable
match to their structure.

V. RELATION OF STATICχNL TO
PIONLESS EFT

Our pionless static chiral nuclear liquid solution
bears superficial resemblance to results from pionless
EFT [5]: both are “pionless.” They are both pion-
less for different reasons, however. Pionless EFTS
are pionless because the pions have been “integrated
out” and so are valid for momenta less than the pion
mass. StaticχNL are pionless because the pionic
source terms vanish in even-even, spin-zero spherical
nuclei: here we work in the chiral limit of vanishing
pion mass. The soliton solution has kF ' 280 MeV.
In fitting the parameters CA in Eq. (2), we must fit
to inferred infinite-nuclear-matter data. As pointed
out by Hammer et al. [5] perturbation theory cannot
be used to relate the coupling constants in the two
theories. In future work one might hope to relate the
coupling constants of StaticχNL to those of pionless
and of Halo/Cluster EFTs [5].

U. van Kolck and the Pionless EFT community
like to reveal relationships among their results by
plotting them on the complex Re(k) − Im(k) mo-
mentum plane inside the circle |k| ≤ ΛAπ/ < mπ. To
that disc we add an orthogonal A = Z + N axis –
forming a 3-D cylindrical Re(k)− Im(k)−A volume
– and highlight some Pionless EFT results. In the
A = 2 plane, N − N elastic scattering is properly
compared to Nijmegen data and lies along positive
Re(k). The −2.2 MeV bound deuteron is at k

3S1

Pole
on the positive Im(k) axis, while the shallow reso-
nance is at k

1S0

Pole on the negative Im(k) axis. The
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A = 4 plane places the deeply bound (−28.296 Mev)
α particle (∼ 4

2He2) at positive Im(k).
Halo/cluster EFT at A ≥ 5 has no pions, and is

mathematically similar to Pionless EFT, becoming
Pionless EFT for light nuclei when the cores are nu-
cleons. We plot only the classic example 6

2He4, where
the energy required to remove the cluster (α parti-
cle), or either of the two halo nucleons, is much less
than to break up the cluster. It lies on the A = 6
plane at positive Im(k).

In order to plot our Thomas-Fermi StaticχNL re-
sults from Appendix D and show their position rel-
ative to Pionless EFT, we add an annulus to that
Pionless EFT cylinder, extending the radius of its
Re(k) − Im(k) base to the region ΛAπ/ < |k| ≤
ΛAStaticχNL = ΛχSB ∼ 1 GeV. Our bound-state
StaticχNL "ice-cream-scoop" nuclei are then hori-
zontal lines along Im(k), in the positive Im(k) − A
quarter-plane, with 0 ≤ |k| ≤ kF ' 280 MeV:
they intersect the A axis at AEvenEven = ZEven +
NEven ≥ 4. For visual simplicity, we plot symmetric
Z = N StaticχNL nuclei only for 28

14Si and 40
20Ca,

at A = 28, 40. We show asymmetric StaticχNL
only for 48

20Ca, 60
28Ni, 90

40Zr and 208
82Pb with X2 � 1.

For further pedagogical simplicity, we have averaged
1
2 (kpF + knF ) ≈ kF ' 280 MeV.
Going forward, an important challenge is to

find an SU(2)L×SU(2)R χPT integration of the
physics of StaticχNL and that of Pionless EFT and
halo/cluster EFT.

In the Summary of the 1985 Paris Conference on
Nuclear Physics with Electro-magnetic Probes, Tor-
leif Ericson [58] showed just how many facets there
are to the nuclear “truth” – different physical do-
mains require different descriptions, each of which
is the truth for that domain. If Static χNL as de-
rived from the symmetries of QCD describes heavy
(spin-zero even-even) spherical nuclei, its truth may
be difficult to relate directly to accurate descriptions
of other physical domains.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have explored heavy symmet-
ric nuclei in a semi-classical approach starting with
Chiral EFT that respects the global symmetries of
QCD. In this, we have been guided by two key ob-
servations: that nuclei are made of protons and neu-
trons, not quarks; and that the up and down quarks,
which are the fermionic constituents of the protons
and neutrons, are much lighter than the principal
mass scales of QCD, such as the proton and neutron
masses. Taken together, these strongly suggest that
the full complexity of the Standard Model can largely
be captured, for the purposes of nuclear physics, by

Im k 

Re k 

A 

𝐀 = 𝟐, 𝐤 = 𝚲𝛘𝐒𝐁 

𝐀 = 𝟐, 𝐤 = 𝚲𝐀 𝚲𝛑 

𝐤𝐅 

𝐏𝐛  
126 

82 

𝐙𝐫  
50 
40 

C𝐚  
28 
20 

𝐒𝐢  
14 
14 

C𝐚  
20 
20 

d(1S0) 

d(3S1) 

𝐀 = 𝟐𝟎𝟖, 𝐤 = 𝚲𝐀 𝚲𝛑 

𝐀 = 𝟐𝟎𝟖, 𝐤 = 𝚲𝛘𝐒𝐁 

𝐇𝐞  
2 
2 

𝐇𝐞  
4 
2 

NN scattering 
(Nijmegen) 

N𝐢  
32 
28 

FIG. 1. Illustration (not to scale) of the domains of ap-
plicability of various analytic treatments of nuclear sys-
tems plotted in the 3-dimensional space defined by com-
plex momentum (Rek, Imk) and atomic/baryon number
A. At the base sits the A = 2 complex k plane. Pi-
onless effective field theory is valid inside the cylinder
whose base is the disk with radius ΛAπ/ < mπ. The
even-even spin-zero nuclei to which the chiral nuclear
liquid treatment of this paper are applicable are shown
here: 28

14Si, 40
20Ca, 48

20Ca, 60
28Ni, 90

40Zr, and 208
82Pb. Their

treatment incorporates k’s along the Imk axis from 0 to
kFermi � ΛχSB . See text for further details.

an effective field theory (EFT) – SU(2)L×SU(2)R
chiral perturbation theory (SU(2)χPT) of protons
and neutrons.

Building on this longstanding insight, we have
studied the chiral limit of spontaneously broken
SU(2)L×SU(2)R (i.e., SU(2)χPT), including only
operators of order ΛχSB and Λ0

χSB . We find that
SU(2)χPT of protons, neutrons and three pseudo
Nambu-Goldstone Bosons pions - admits a semi-
classical liquid phase, a Static Chiral Nucleon Liquid
(StaticχNL). StaticχNLs are made entirely of nucle-
ons, with approximately zero anti-proton and anti-
neutron content. They are parity even and time-
independent. As we have studied them so far, not
just the total nuclear spin ~S = 0, but also the local
expectation value for spin < ~s >' 0. Similarly, the
nucleon momenta vanish locally in the spherically
symmetric StaticχNL rest frame. For these reasons,
our study of StaticχNL is applicable to bulk ground
state spin-zero nuclear matter, and to the ground
state of appropriate spin-zero parity-even nuclei with
an even number Z of protons and an even number
N of neutrons.

We classify these solutions of SU(2)χPT as “liq-
uid" because energy is required both to pull the con-
stituent nucleons further apart and to push them
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closer together. This is analogous with the balanc-
ing of the attractive Lorentz-scalar σ-exchange force
and the repulsive Lorentz-vector ωµ-exchange force
in the Walecka model. The nucleon number density
therefore takes a saturated value even in zero exter-
nal pressure (e.g. in the absence of gravity), so the
material is not a “gas." Meanwhile they are statisti-
cally homogeneous and isotropic, lacking the reduced
symmetries of crystals or other solids.

We have shown that in this ground state liquid
phase, the expectation values of many of the allowed
operators of the most general SU(2)χPT Lagrangian
vanish or are small. Going forward, it is imperative
to understand the effects of of excited nucleon states
to the spectra of heavy nuclei.

We have also shown that this spontaneously bro-
ken ground state liquid phase does not support a
classical pion field – infrared pions decouple from this
solution. We expect that this emergence of “semi-
classical pionless SU(2)χPT” is at the heart of the
apparent theoretical independence of much success-
ful nuclear structure physics from pion properties

such as the pion mass.
We have constructed explicit StaticχNL’s in the

Thomas-Fermi approximation, demonstrating the
existence of zero-pressure non-topological soliton
StaticχNL solutions with macroscopic (infinite nu-
clear matter) and microscopic (heavy nuclear ground
states).
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Appendix A: SU(2)L×SU(2)R χ PT of a nucleon
doublet and a pion triplet in the spontaneously

broken (i.e., chiral) limit

The chiral symmetry of two light quark flavors
in QCD, together with the symmetry-breaking and
Goldstone’s theorem, makes it possible to obtain an
approximate solution to QCD at low energies us-
ing a SU(2)L×SU(2)R EFT, where the degrees of
freedom are hadrons [6–13, 59]. In particular, the
non-linear SU(2)χPT effective Lagrangian has been
shown to successfully model the interactions of pi-
ons with nucleons, where a perturbation expansion
(e.g., in soft momentum |~k|/ΛχSB � 1, baryon num-
ber density <N†N>

f2
πΛχSB

� 1, for chiral symmetry break-
ing scale ΛχSB ≈ 1 GeV) has demonstrated predic-
tive power. Such naive power-counting in Λ−1

χSB in-
cludes all analytic quantum-loop effects into experi-
mentally measurable coefficients of SU(2)L×SU(2)R
current-algebraic operators obedient to the global
symmetries of QCD, with light-quark masses gen-
erating additional explicit chiral-symmetry-breaking
terms. Therefore, SU(2)L×SU(2)R χPT tree-level
calculations with a naive power-counting effective
Lagrangian are to be regarded as true predictions
of QCD and the Standard Model of elementary par-
ticles.

1. Non-linear transformation properties

We present the Lagrangian of SU(2)L×SU(2)R
χPT of a nucleon doublet and a pNGB triplet. We
employ the defining SU(2) strong isospin represen-
tation of unitary 2×2 Pauli matrices τa, with asym-
metric structure constants fabc = εabc

ta =
τa
2
, a = 1, 3

Tr(tatb) =
δab
2

[ta, tb] = ifabctc

{ta, tb} =
δab
2
.

(A.1)

The vector and axial-vector charges obey the alge-
bra: [

QL+R
a , QL+R

b

]
= ifabcQ

L+R
c[

QL−Ra , QL−Rb

]
= ifabcQ

L+R
c[

QL+R
a , QL−Rb

]
= ifabcQ

L−R
c .

(A.2)

We consider a triplet representation of NGBs,

πata =
1√
2

[
π0
√

2
π+

π− − π0
√

2

]
(A.3)
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and a doublet of nucleons,

N =

[
p
n

]
. (A.4)

For pedagogical simplicity, representations of
higher mass are neglected, even though the
SU(2)L×SU(2)R baryon decuplet (especially ∆1232)
is known to have important nuclear structure [1] and
scattering [60] effects.

Since SU(2)χPT matrix elements are independent
of representation [8, 9], we choose a representation
[12, 13, 59] where the NGB triplet has only derivative
couplings,

Σ ≡ exp(2iπa
ta
fπ

) . (A.5)

Under a unitary global SU(2)L×SU(2)R transforma-
tion, given by L ≡ exp(ilata) and R ≡ exp(irata),

Σ→ Σ′ = LΣR† . (A.6)

It also proves useful to introduce the “square root”
of Σ

ξ ≡ exp(iπa
ta
fπ

), (A.7)

which transforms as

ξ → ξ′ = exp(iπ′a
ta
fπ

) . (A.8)

We observe that

ξ′ = LξU† = UξR†, (A.9)

for a certain unitary local transformation matrix
U(L,R, πa(t, x)).

The vector and axial-vector NGB currents

Vµ ≡
1

2
(ξ†∂µξ + ξ∂µξ

†),

Aµ ≡
i

2
(ξ†∂µξ − ξ∂µξ†),

(A.10)

transform straightforwardly as:

Vµ → V ′ = UVµU
† + U∂µU

†,

Aµ → A′ = UAµU
† .

(A.11)

Meanwhile the nucleons transform as

N → N ′ = U N, (A.12)

and

DµN ≡ ∂µN + VµN → U(DµN) . (A.13)

2. Naive ΛχSB operator power counting

The SU(2)χPT Lagrangian, including all analytic
quantum-loop effects for soft momenta (� 1 GeV),
can be written [12, 59]:

LχPT = −
∑
l,m,n
l+m≥1

Clmnf
2
πΛ2

χSB

(
∂µ

ΛχSB

)m(
NN

f2
π ΛχSB

)l(
mquark

ΛχSB

)n
flmn

(
πa
fπ

)
, (A.14)

where flmn is an analytic function, and the dimen-
sionless constants Clmn are O(Λ0

χSB) and, presum-
ably, ∼ 1. As a power series in ΛχSB we take, self-
consistently, ΛχSB ' 1 GeV and, in higher orders, re-
order the non-relativistic perturbation expansion in
∂0 to converge with large nucleon mass mN ≈ ΛχSB
[2, 61, 62].

3. The Chiral Symmetric Limit

For the purposes of this paper, we retain from
(A.14) only terms of order ΛχSB and Λ0

χSB , i.e.,
1 ≤ m+ l+ n ≤ 2. We can further divide LχPT into
a symmetric piece (i.e., with spontaneous breaking
and massless Goldstones) and a symmetry-breaking
piece (i.e., explicit breaking, arising from non-zero

quark masses) generating three massive pNGB:

LχPT = LSymχPT + LSym−BreakingχPT . (A.15)

In this paper, we are interested only in unbroken
SU(2)χPT and so take n = 0 in (A.14)

LSym−BreakingχPT = 0. (A.16)

We separate LSymχPT into pure meson terms, terms
quadratic in baryons (i.e., nucleons), and four-
baryon terms:

LSymχPT = Lπ;Sym
χPT + LN ;Sym

χPT + L4−N ;Sym
χPT (A.17)
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with (as in (1)):

Lπ;Sym
χPT =

f2
π

4
Tr ∂µΣ∂µΣ†,

LN ;Sym
χPT = N

(
iγµDµ −mN1

)
N

− gANγµγ5AµN,

L4−N ;Sym
χPT ∼ 1

f2
π

(
NγAN

) (
NγAN

)
+ ++ ,

(A.18)

As described below (1), the parentheses in the
four-nucleon Lagrangian indicate the order of SU(2)
index contraction, and + + + indicates that one
should include all possible combinations of such con-
tractions. As usual, γA ≡

(
1, γµ, iσµν , iγµγ5, γ5

)
,

for A = 1, ..., 16 (with σµν ≡ 1
2 [γµ, γν ]). These are

commonly referred to as scalar (S), vector (V), tensor
(T), axial-vector (A), and pseudo-scalar (P) respec-
tively.

In this paper, we will focus on the Semi-Classical
Symmetries of chiral (i.e., spontaneously broken)
SU(2) χPT. Nucleons are treated as quantized
fermions. Pions are classical fields: i.e., ξ, Vµ, Aµ,
U , Σ, πa, R, L defined in Subsection (A 1) are not
quantized: their non-trivial commutation properties
are entirely due to strong isospin.

4. SU(2)L×SU(2)R invariant 4-nucleon contact
interactions

We focus on the 4-fermion terms in (A.18). We
use the completeness relation for 2× 2 matrices:

δcfδed = 2

3∑
B=0

tBcdt
B
ef ;[

~t , U (~π(x), r, l)
]
6= 0;

(A.19)

with tB = ( 1
2I,

~t). (We use Greek letters for rela-
tivistic spinor indices, and Roman letters for isospin
indices.) Both iso-scalar and iso-vector 4-nucleon
contact interactions appear in the SU(2)L×SU(2)R

invariant Lagrangian:

L4−N ;Sym
χPT =

CT=0
A

f2
π

(N
α

aγ
AαβNβ

a )(N
λ

b γ
λσ
A Nσ

b )

+
CT=1

A

f2
π

(N
α

aγ
AαβNβ

b )(N
λ

b γ
λσ
A Nσ

a )

=
CT=0

A

f2
π

(N
α

c U
†
caγ

AαβUadN
β
d )(N

λ

e U
†
ebγ

λσ
A UbfN

σ
f )

+
CT=1

A

f2
π

(N
α

c U
†
caγ

AαβUbdN
β
d )(N

λ

e U
†
ebγ

λσ
A UafN

σ
f )

=
CT=0

A

f2
π

(N
α

c γ
AαβNβ

c )(N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

e )

+
CT=1

A

f2
π

(N
α

c γ
AαβNβ

d )(N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

f )δcfδed

=
CT=0

A

f2
π

(N
α

c γ
AαβNβ

c )(N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

e )

+ 2

3∑
B=0

CT=1
A

f2
π

(N
α

c t
B
cd γ

AαβNβ
d )(N

λ

e t
B
ef γ

λσ
A Nσ

f ) .

(A.20)

Appendix B: 4-nucleon contact interactions in
StaticχNL’s

1. Boson-exchange-inspired 4-nucleon contact
interactions

We wish to study the expectation value of
L4−N ;Sym
χPT in the ground state of the chiral nuclear

liquid (which we continue to represent with
〈 〉

). Us-
ing (A.20) we find:

−LBESχNL ≡
〈
− L4−N ;Sym

χPT

〉
=∑

A

CT=0
A

2f2
π

〈
N
α

c γ
AαβNβ

c N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

e

〉
+
∑
AB

CT=1
A

f2
π

〈
N
α

c t
B
cd γ

AαβNβ
d N

λ

e t
B
ef γ

λσ
A Nσ

f

〉
(B.1)

In what follows we ignore any and all excited states
and consider the effective Lagrangian:

− LBESχNL =
1

2f2
π

∑
A

×
{
CT=0

A

〈
N
α

c γ
AαβNβ

c

〉〈
N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

e

〉
+2

∑
B

CT=1
A

〈
N
α

c t
B
cd γ

AαβNβ
d

〉
×
〈
N
λ

e t
B
ef γ

λσ
A Nσ

f

〉}
.

(B.2)
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A useful identity is:

1
4

〈
N
α

c γ
AαβNβ

c

〉〈
N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

e

〉
+
〈
N
α

c t3;cd γ
AαβNβ

d

〉〈
N
λ

e t3;ef γ
λσ
A Nσ

f

〉
= 1

2

〈
pαc γ

Aαβpβc
〉〈
pλe γ

λσ
A pσe

〉
+ 1

2

〈
nαc γ

Aαβnβc
〉〈
nλe γ

λσ
A nσe

〉
.

(B.3)

2. Contact interactions that mimic hadronic
boson-exchange

Taking expectation values inside the StaticχNL as
in (B.2), we obtain:

− LBESχNL '
1

2f2
π

(
LT=0
S + LT=0

V + LT=1
S + LT=1

V

)
(B.4)

where

LT=0
S = CT=0

S

〈
N
α

c N
α
c

〉〈
N
λ

e N
λ
e

〉
,

LT=0
V = CT=0

V

〈
N
α

c γ
0;αβNβ

c

〉〈
N
λ

e γ
λσ
0 Nσ

e

〉
,

LT=1
V = 2CT=1

S

{
1

4

〈
N
α

c N
α
c

〉〈
N
λ

e N
λ
e

〉
+
〈
N
α

c t3;cdN
α
d

〉〈
N
λ

e t3;ef N
λ
f

〉}
,

LT=1
S = 2CT=1

V

{
1

4

〈
N
α

c γ
0;αβ Nβ

c

〉〈
N
λ

e γ
λσ
0 Nσ

e

〉
+
〈
N
α

c t3;cdγ
0;αβ Nβ

d

〉〈
N
λ

e t3;ef γ
λσ
0 Nσ

f

〉}
.

(B.5)
The factorization in LBESχNL, and its name, are in-
spired by a simple picture of forces carried by heavy
hadronic-boson exchange, which is commonly envi-
sioned in Walecka-like, nuclear-Skyrme and density-
functional models; i.e., we have integrated out the
auxiliary fields:

• Lorentz-scalar isoscalar σ, with chiral coeffi-
cient CT=0

S ;

• Lorentz-vector isoscalar ωµ with chiral coeffi-
cient CT=0

V ;

• Lorentz-scalar isovector ~δ, with chiral coeffi-
cient CT=1

S ;

• Lorentz-vector isovector ~ρµ, with chiral coeffi-
cient CT=1

V .

To order Λ0
χSB , the only 4-nucleon contact terms

allowed by local SU(2) χPT symmetry are exhib-
ited in (B.2) and (B 2). Note that isospin opera-
tors ~t = 1

2~τ have appeared. However, quantum-
loop naive power counting requires inclusion of nu-
cleon Lorentz-spinor-interchange interactions, in or-

der to enforce anti-symmetrization of fermion wave-
functions. These are the same order as direct inter-
actions; i.e., O(Λ0

χSB). The empirical nuclear mod-
els of Manakos and Mannel [63, 64] were specifically
built to include such spinor-interchange terms.

Explicit inclusion of spinor-interchange terms
yields a great technical advantage for the liquid ap-
proximation: it allows us to treat StaticχNLs in
Hartree-Fock approximation, i.e., including fermion
wave function anti-symmetrization, rather than in
less-accurate Hartree approximation.

3. Contact-interactions, including
spinor-interchange terms enforcing effective

anti-symmetrization of fermion wavefunctions in
the Hartree-Fock approximation

In this section, we write an effective
StaticχNL Lagrangian for the four-nucleon contact
interactions in terms of the ten independent chiral
coefficients: CTK with K ∈ {S, V, T,A, P} and
T ∈ {0, 1}.

For pedagogical simplicity, we first focus on
the “boson-exchange-inspired" terms, with power-
counting contact-interactions of order (Λ0

χSB). “Di-
rect" terms depend only on CT=0

S , CT=0
V ,CT=1

S , and
CT=1
V , because isoscalar (CT=0

T , CT=0
A , and CT=0

P )
and isovector (CT=1

T , CT=1
A , CT=1

P ) vanish when
evaluated in the liquid. “Spinor-interchange" terms
depend all 10 coefficients after Fierz rearrangement.
(Such terms do not appear in the SU(2)χPT analysis
of the deuteron ground state, because it only has 1
proton and 1 neutron.) The combination of direct
and spinor-interchange terms (which we refer to be-
low as “Total”) depends on all 10 coefficients.

Because of the inclusion of spinor exchange terms,
Hartree treatment of the StaticχNL Lagrangian is
equivalent to Hartree-Fock treatment of the liquid.
When building the semi-classical liquid quantum
state, this enforces the anti-symmetrization of the
fermion wavefunctions. A crucial observation is that
the resultant liquid depends on only four indepen-
dent chiral coefficients: C2

S , C2
V , C2

S , and C2
V . These

provide sufficient free parameters to balance the
scalar attractive force carried by C2

S and C2
S against

the vector repulsive force carried by C2
V and C2

V when
fitting to the experimentally observed structure of
ground state nuclei (as reflected, e.g., in the differ-
ent signs in definition of C2

V and C2
S in (25) and (26)).

Motivated by the empirical success of Non-
topological Soliton models we conjecture that
excited-nucleon-inspired contact-interaction terms
are small, and that the simple picture of scalar at-
traction balanced against vector repulsion persists
when including them. Such analysis is beyond the
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scope of this paper.

a. Lorentz Vector (V) and Axial-vector (A) forces

Proceeding in a similar manner for the vector and
axial vector terms we find:

−LV,ASχNL ≡ −
〈
L4−N ;V,A

〉
=

1

2f2
π

∑
A =V,A

{
CT=0

A

〈
N
α

c γ
Aαβ Nβ

c

〉〈
N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

e

〉
+ 2

∑
B

CT=1
A

〈
N
α

c t
B
cd γ

Aαβ Nβ
d

〉〈
N
λ

e t
B
ef γ

λσ
A Nσ

f

〉} (B.6)

which is

−LV,ASχNL =
1

2f2
π

∑
A =V,A

{
2CT=0

A

〈
pαc γ

Aαβ pβc
〉 〈
nλe γ

λσ
A nσe

〉
+
[
CT=0

A + CT=1
A

] [〈
pαc γ

Aαβ pβc
〉 〈
pλe γ

λσ
A pσe

〉
+
〈
nαc γ

Aαβ nβc
〉 〈
nλe γ

λσ
A nσe

〉]}
.

(B.7)

a. Direct terms: The properties of StaticχNLs
enable this expression to be written as:

−LV,ASχNL;D =
1

2f2
π

CT=0
V

{
2
〈
p†p
〉 〈
n†n

〉}
+

1

2f2
π

[
CT=0
V + CT=1

V

] {〈
p†p
〉2

+
〈
n†n

〉2}
,

(B.8)
where

〈
p†p
〉

and
〈
n†n

〉
represent

〈
pα†c p

α
c

〉
and〈

nλ†e n
λ
e

〉
, respectively.

b. Spinor-interchange terms: After interchang-
ing the appropriate spinors, normal ordering cre-
ation and annihilation operators, and Fierz re-
arrangement, spinor-interchange contributions de-
pend on CT=0

V , CT=0
A , CT=1

V , and CT=1
A .

−LV,ASχNL;Ex =
1

2f2
π

×
[
−
(
CT=0
V + CT=1

V

)
+
(
CT=0
A + CT=1

A

)]
×
{〈

p†LpL

〉2
+
〈
p†RpR

〉2
+
〈
n†LnL

〉2
+
〈
n†RnR

〉2}
,

(B.9)
where we have expanded the spinors p and n into
left-handed and right-handed components via p =
pL + pR and n = nL + nR.

c. Total direct and spinor-interchange terms:
Combining the direct and exchange terms yields:

− LV,ASχNL;Total =
1

f2
π

CT=0
V

{〈
p†p
〉 〈
n†n

〉}
+
C0
V + C1

V

f2
π

{〈
p†LpL

〉〈
p†RpR

〉
+
〈
n†LnL

〉〈
n†RnR

〉}
+
C0
A + C1

A

2f2
π

∑
h=L,R

{〈
p†hph

〉2
+
〈
n†hnh

〉2}
.

(B.10)
The reader should note the cancellation of the term

(CT=0
V + CT=1

V )

2f2
π

∑
h=L,R

{〈
p†hph

〉2
+
〈
n†hnh

〉2}
,

(B.11)
showing that vector-boson exchange cannot carry
forces between same-handed fermion protons, or be-
tween same-handed fermion neutrons.

Significant simplification follows because
StaticχNLs are defined to have equal left-handed
and right-handed densities; i.e.,〈

p†LpL

〉
=
〈
p†RpR

〉
=

1

2

〈
p†p
〉

〈
n†LnL

〉
=
〈
n†RnR

〉
=

1

2

〈
n†n

〉
.

(B.12)
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Using (25) the contribution of (B.10) to the Lorentz-
spinor-interchange Lagrangian can be written:

−LV,ASχNL;Total = 1
2C

2
V

〈
N†N

〉2 − C2
V

〈
N†t3N

〉2
(B.13)

with

CV200 = CT=0
V

−CV200 = 1
2

[
−CT=0

V + CT=0
A + CT=1

V + CT=1
A

]
.

(B.14)
The crucial observation is that (B.13) and (B.14) de-
pend on just two independent chiral coefficients, C2

S

and C2
V , (or equivalently CV200 and CV200), instead of

four, while still providing sufficient free parameters
to fit the vector repulsive force (i.e., within Non-
topological Soliton, Density Functional and Skyrme
nuclear models) up to naive power-counting order
(Λ0

χSB), to the experimentally observed structure of
ground state nuclei.

b. Lorentz Scalar (S), Tensor (T) and Pseudo-scalar
(P) forces

Proceeding in a similar manner we define:

LSTPSχNL ≡
〈
L4−N ;STP
χPT

〉
(B.15)

with

− LSTPSχNL =
1

2f2
π

∑
A =S,T,P{

CT=0
A

〈
N
α

c γ
Aαβ Nβ

c

〉〈
N
λ

e γ
λσ
A Nσ

e

〉
+ 2

∑
B

CT=1
A

〈
N
α

c t
B
cdγ

Aαβ Nβ
d

〉〈
N
λ

e t
B
efγ

λσ
A Nσ

f

〉}
(B.16)

which is:

− LSTPSχNL =
1

2f2
π

×
∑

A =S,T,P

{
2CT=0

A

〈
pαc γ

Aαβ pβc
〉 〈
nλe γ

λσ
A nσe

〉
+
[
CT=0

A + CT=1
A

] [〈
pαc γ

Aαβ pβc
〉 〈
pλe γ

λσ
A pσe

〉
+
〈
nαc γ

Aαβ nβc
〉 〈
nλe γ

λσ
A nσe

〉]}
(B.17)

a. Direct terms: The properties of StaticχNLs
give

−LSTPSχNL;D =
1

2f2
π

CT=0
S

〈
NN

〉 〈
NN

〉
+

1

2f2
π

CT=1
S (〈pp〉 〈pp〉+ 〈nn〉 〈nn〉) .

(B.18)

b. Spinor-interchange terms: Spinor-
interchange contributions depend on six chiral
coefficients: isoscalars CT=0

S , CT=0
T , CT=0

P and
isovectors CT=1

S , CT=1
T , CT=1

P .

−LSTPχNL;Ex =
1

4f2
π

[(
CT=0
S + CT=1

S

)
+ 6

(
CT=0
T + CT=1

T

)
+
(
CT=0
P + CT=1

P

)]
×
{
〈pLpR〉

2
+ 〈pRpL〉

2
+ 〈nLnR〉2 + 〈nRnL〉2

}
(B.19)

c. Total direct and spinor-interchange terms:
As above, since StaticχNLs have equal left-handed
and right-handed scalar densities by definition, the
total direct and spinor-interchange contribution is
considerably simplified:

− LSTPSχNL;Total = − 1
2C

2
S

〈
NN

〉2 − C2
S

〈
Nt3N

〉2
,

(B.20)
where in (26) and (28) we have:

CS200 = CT=0
S ,

−CS200 =
1

2

[
1

2
CT=0
S +

5

2
CT=1
S

+ 3
(
CT=0
T + CT=1

T

)
+
(
CT=0
P + CT=1

P

)]
.

(B.21)
Once again we find that (B.20) and (B.21) depend
on just two independent chiral coefficients, CS200 and
CS200, instead of six, while still providing sufficient
free parameters to fit the scalar attractive force (i.e.,
within Non-topological Soliton, Density Functional
and Skyrme nuclear models) up to naive power-
counting order Λ0

χSB , to the experimentally observed
structure of ground state nuclei.

Appendix C: Nucleon bi-linears and
semi-classical nuclear currents in StaticχNL

The structure of StaticχNL suppresses various nu-
cleon bi-linears:

• Vectors’ space-components: because it is a 3-
vector, parity odd and stationary

〈
N
α

c ~γ
αβNβ

c

〉
∼
〈
~k
〉
' 0 (C.1)

• Tensors: because the local expectation value of
nuclear spin < ~s >= 1

2 < ~σ >' 0
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1. σ0j :〈
N
α

c σ
0j;αβ Nβ

c

〉
=
〈
NL σ

0jNR
〉

+
〈
NR σ

0jNL
〉

= 2
〈
NL

[
0 ~sj
~sj 0

]
NR
〉

+ 2
〈
NR

[
0 ~sj
~sj 0

]
NL
〉

' 0

(C.2)

2. σij :〈
N
α

c σ
ij;αβNβ

c

〉
=
〈
NL σ

ijNR
〉

+
〈
NR σ

ijNL
〉

= −2iεijk
〈
NL ~skNR

〉
− 2iεijk

〈
NR ~skNL

〉
' 0

(C.3)

• Axial-vectors: because pL, pR are equally rep-
resented in StaticχNL, as are nL, nR:〈
N
α

c γ
A;αβNβ

c

〉
=
〈
NL γ

µγ5NL
〉

+
〈
NR γ

µγ5NR
〉

= −
〈
NL γ

µNL
〉

+
〈
NR γ

µNR
〉

' 0

(C.4)

• Pseudo-scalars: because StaticχNL are of even
parity

〈
N
α

c γ
P ;αβNβ

c

〉
=
〈
NR γ

5NL
〉

+
〈
NL γ

5NR
〉

= −
〈
NRNL

〉
+
〈
NLNR

〉
' 0

(C.5)

Therefore, various Lorentz and isospin represen-
tations are suppressed in StaticχNLs. In summary:
Isoscalars 〈

N
α

c N
α
c

〉
6= 0,〈

N
α

c γ
0;αβNβ

c

〉
6= 0,〈

N
α

c ~γ
αβNβ

c

〉
' 0,〈

N
α

c γ
T ;αβNβ

c

〉
' 0,〈

N
α

c γ
A;αβNβ

c

〉
' 0,〈

N
α

c γ
P ;αβNβ

c

〉
' 0.

(C.6)

and Isovectors 〈
N
α

c t
±
cdγ

AαβNβ
d

〉
= 0,〈

N
α

c t
3
cdN

α
d

〉
6= 0,〈

N
α

c t
3
cdγ

0;αβNβ
d

〉
6= 0,〈

N
α

c t
3
cd~γ

αβNβ
d

〉
' 0,〈

N
α

c t
3
cdγ

TαβNβ
d

〉
' 0,〈

N
α

c t
3
cdγ

AαβNβ
d

〉
' 0,〈

N
α

c t
3
cdγ

PαβNβ
d

〉
' 0.

(C.7)

Now form the semi-classical nuclear currents

Jµk = N γµtkN, k = 1, 2, 3

Jµ± = Jµ1 ± iJ
µ
2 =

{
pγµn
nγµp

}
,

Jµ3 =
1

2
(pγµp− nγµn) ,

Jµ8 =

√
3

2
(pγµp+ nγµn) ,

JµQED =
1√
3
Jµ8 + Jµ3 = pγµp

JµBaryon =
2√
3
Jµ8 = pγµp+ nγµn,

J5µ
k = Nγµγ5tkN, k = 1, 2, 3

J5µ
± = J5µ

1 ± iJ
5µ
2 =

{
pγµγ5n
nγµγ5p

}
,

J5µ
3 =

1

2

(
pγµγ5p− nγµγ5n

)
,

J5µ
8 =

√
3

2

(
pγµγ5p+ nγµγ5n

)
.

(C.8)

SU(2)L×SU(2)R nuclear currents within
StaticχNL are obedient to its semi-classical symme-
tries. Thus we have:〈
Jµ±
〉

=
〈
Jµ,5±

〉
=
〈
∂µJ

µ
±
〉

=
〈
∂µJ

µ,5
±
〉

= 0, (C.9)

and 〈
∂µJ

µ
3

〉
,
〈
Jµ,53

〉
,
〈
Jµ,58

〉
' 0,〈

Jµ=1,2,3
3

〉
,
〈
Jµ=1,2,3

8

〉
' 0,〈

∂µJ
µ
8

〉
,
〈
∂µJ

µ
Baryon

〉
,
〈
∂µJ

µ
QED

〉
' 0,〈

Jµ=1,2,3
Baryon

〉
,
〈
Jµ=1,2,3
QED

〉
' 0,

(C.10)

1√
3

〈
∂µJ

µ,5
8

〉
∝
〈(
mN + ĈS200

)
γ5
〉
∼ η ' 0,

1
2

〈
∂µJ

µ,5
3

〉
∝
〈(
mN + ĈS200

)
γ5t3

〉
∼ π3 ' 0.

(C.11)
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The remaining non-zero contributions to the currents
are: 〈

J0
Baryon

〉
6= 0;〈

J0
3

〉
6= 0;〈

J0
8

〉
6= 0;〈

J0
QED

〉
6= 0;

(C.12)

Appendix D: Thomas-Fermi non-topological
solitons and the semi-empirical mass formula

We are interested here in semi-classical solutions
to (31), identifiable as quantum chiral nucleon liq-
uids, that are, for reasons laid out in the main body
of the paper: in the ground state, spin zero, spher-
ically symmetric, and even-even (i.e., have an even
number of protons and of neutrons). We employ rel-
ativistic mean-field point-coupling Hartree-Fock and
Thomas-Fermi approximations, ignoring the anti-
nucleon sea.

We seek solutions that are static, homogeneous
and isotropic. Given the absence of any surface
terms at the order Λ0

χSB in chiral symmetry breaking
to which we are working, we avoid the ad hoc impo-
sition of such terms. We therefore impose the condi-
tion that the pressure vanishes everywhere, rather
than just at the surface of a finite “liquid drop.”
Our finite StaticχNL nuclei therefore resemble "ice
cream balls scooped from an infinite vat [65], more
than they do conventional liquid drops (which have
surface tension).

The Thomas-Fermi approximation replaces the
neutrons and protons with homogeneous and
isotropic expectation values over free neutron and
proton spinors, with (for j = n and p) effective
reduced mass mj

∗, 3-momentum ~kj , energy Ej =√
(~kj)2 + (mj

∗)2, and zero spin. Most of these vanish
because of the absence of any preferred direction for
spin or momenta in StaticχNL:

nn→ 〈nn〉 =
mn
∗

En
,

n
(
γ0, ~γ

)
n→ 〈n(γ0, ~γ)n〉 = (1,~0),

n
(
σ0j , σij

)
n→ 〈n

(
σ0j , σij

)
n〉 = 0,

n
(
γ0, ~γ

)
γ5n→ 〈n

(
γ0, ~γ

)
γ5n〉 = 0,

nγ5n→ 〈nγ5n〉 = 0,

(D.1)

and similarly for the proton. To simplify our no-
tation, we drop the 〈· · · 〉 in the remainder of this
appendix.

Within the liquid drop, the baryon number density

N†N = p†p+ n†n , (D.2)
and scalar density

NN = pp+ nn . (D.3)

The neutron contributions to these densities are:

n†n = 2

∫ knF

0

d3k

(2π)3
=

(knF )3

3π2
,

nn = 2

∫ knF

0

d3k

(2π)3

mn
∗√

k2 + (mn
∗ )

2
,

=
mn
∗

2π2

(
knFµ

n
∗ −

1

2
(mn
∗ )

2 ln

(
µn∗ + knF
µn∗ − knF

))
,

(D.4)
with

mn
∗ ≡ mn + C2

SN N − 1
2C

S
200(nn− pp),

µn∗ ≡
√

(knF )2 + (mn
∗ )

2.
(D.5)

The equivalent proton contributions are obtained by
straightforward substitution of n↔ p.

It is convenient to define:

ε
∫
n ≡ 2

∫ knF

0

d3k

(2π)3

√
k2 + (mn

∗ )
2,

=
3

4
µn∗n

†n+
1

4
mn
∗nn,

(D.6)

P
∫
n ≡ 2

∫ knF

0

d3k

(2π)3

k2

3
√
k2 + (mn

∗ )
2
,

=
1

4
µn∗n

†n− 1

4
mn
∗nn,

(D.7)

and equivalently for protons. These look conve-
niently like the neutron and proton energy density
and pressure, and indeed:

ε
∫
n − 3P

∫
n = mn

∗ n̄n,

ε
∫
n + P

∫
n = µn∗n

†n.
(D.8)

The actual nucleon energy density and pressure are
properly constructed from the stress-energy tensor:

(
TNχPT

)µν
=

∂LNχPT
∂ (∂µN)

∂νN − gµνLNχPT , (D.9)

with

εN ≡
(
TNχPT

)00
,

PN ≡ 1

3

(
TNχPT

)jj
.

(D.10)

The total nucleon energy and pressure are thus:
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εN = ε
∫
p + ε

∫
n +

1

2

(
C2
V (N†N)2 −

C2
V

2
(p†p− n†n)2

)
+

1

2

(
C2
S(NN)2 +

CS200

2
(pp− nn)

2

)
,

PN = P
∫
p + P

∫
n +

1

2

(
C2
V (N†N)2 −

C2
V

2
(p†p− n†n)2

)
− 1

2

(
C2
S(NN)2 +

C2
S

2
(pp− nn)2

)
.

(D.11)

Using

µnB ≡ µn∗ + C2
VN

†N − C2
V (n†n− p†p),

µpB ≡ µ
p
∗ + C2

VN
†N + C2

V (n†n− p†p),
(D.12)

it follows that εN and PN are related by the baryon
number densities:

εN + PN = µpB p†p+ µnB n†n . (D.13)

The objects of our calculations are therefore the six
quantities: µn,pB , mn,p

∗ , and kn,pF . These are, respec-
tively, the chemical potential, reduced mass, and
Fermi-momentum for neutrons and protons.

1. Z = N heavy nuclei in the chiral symmetric
limit

To calculate binding energies, we work in the chi-
ral symmetric limit, mp = mn: e.g. zero electro-
magnetic breaking, and m8 = 1

2 (mp + mn). We
first study the case Z = N , so mn

∗ = mp
∗ ≡ m∗

for equal numbers of protons and neutrons. We
search for a solution of the chiral-symmetric liquid
equations that has PN = 0. In this simple case,
µpB = µnB ≡ µB , µ

p
∗ = µn∗ ≡ µ∗, mp = mn ≡ mN ,

and kFn = kFp ≡ kF . Thus

kF =
√
µ2
∗ −m2

∗ . (D.14)

We also have n†n = p†p = 1
2N
†N , and nn = pp =

1
2NN . We are therefore able to write the baryon
density as:

N†N =
µB − µ∗
C2
V

, (D.15)

and the scalar density as:

NN =
mN −m∗
C2
S

, (D.16)

where, to make connection to Walecka’s model of
nuclear matter, we use C2

V and C2
S defined in (26) and

(26), respectively. The baryon number and scalar
densities are simply twice the values in (D.4); i.e,:

N†N =
2k3
F

3π2
,

NN =
m∗
π2

(
µ∗kF −m2

∗ ln

[
µ∗ + kF
m∗

])
.

(D.17)

The fermion pressure is now:

PN =
1

4

[
µBN

†N + C2
V (N†N)2

−mNNN − C2
S(NN)2

]
.

(D.18)

To these six equations (D.14)-(D.18) in the seven
variables kF , µ∗, δµ ≡ µ − µ∗, m∗, NN , N†N
and PN , we add the physical condition that the
StaticχNL non-topological soliton pressure vanish
internally, in order that it remain stable when im-
mersed in the physical vacuum:

PN = 0 , (D.19)

eliminating PN as a free variable. Equations (D.14)-

Δ
Ψ_
Ψ

923 924 925 926 927 928

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

μ8(MeV)

FIG. 2. ∆N̄N (cf. (D.22)) as a function of baryon
chemical potential µB for C2

V = 222.65 GeV−2 and
C2
S = 303.45 GeV−2, the Chin and Walecka values [20]

equivalent to ours. A solution of the complete set of
Z = N chiral-symmetric pressure-less liquid equations
must have ∆N̄ N = 0, and thus is found at µB ' 923.17
MeV, where the curve intersects the µB axis. This value
equals the Chin-Walecka value shown as a black dot.

(D.17) can be solved analytically to give kF ,µ∗, N†N
and NN as functions of m∗ and δµ:

kF =

(
3π2

2

δµ
C2
V

)1/3

µ∗ =
√
k2
F +m2

∗.

(D.20)
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Equation (D.18), with PN = 0, then becomes a quar-
tic equation for m∗ in terms of δµ:

0 =m2
∗ +

(
3π2δµ
2C2
V

)2/3

−
[
C2
V

C2
S

(mN −m∗)(2mN −m∗)
δµ

− 2δµ

]2

,

(D.21)
which has up to four roots m∗(δµ; C2

S , C2
V ), for every

value of δµ, C2
S , and C2

V
4. To be an actual solu-

tion of the complete set of Z = N chiral-symmetric
pressure-less liquid equations, the root must also sat-
isfy (D.16) and the second of (D.17); i.e.,

∆N̄N ≡ 1− C2
S

mN −m∗
NN = 0 (D.22)

where we use (D.20) for kF (δµ; C2
V ) and

µ∗(δµ; C2
S , C2

V )).
Now mN/fπ ≈ 939/93 ≈ 10.10, but in principle

C2
S and C2

V are free parameters. For given values of
C2
S and C2

V , we must search for a value of δµ such
that (D.22) holds. The existence of such a value of
δµ is not assured for arbitrary values of C2

S and C2
V .

Fitting to experimental values, Chin and Walecka
found that their parameters C2

V = 222.65 GeV−2 and
C2
S = 303.45 GeV−2. In Figure 2, we show that there

does indeed exist a pressure-less chiral-symmetric
nuclear liquid for C2

S and C2
V equal to the Chin and

Walecka [20] values. Furthermore, the inferred value
of the baryon chemical potential is 923.17 MeV, and
is consistent with Chen and Walecka’s value. Figure
3 shows representative values of C2

V and C2
S for differ-

ent values of kF using the first approach. Remark-

1.20 1.25 1.30 1.35 1.40 1.45

1

2

3

4

5

6

fπ
2CS

2

fπ
2CV

2

kFermi(fm
-1)

4 But only one of these four roots might be an infinite
StaticχNL, and then only if it were the PN → 0 limit of a
finite Walecka non-topological soliton. Those solitons sat-
isfy "Newtonian roll-around-ology" [16, 22–26, 66] where
the mean field nucleons move within a dynamic σ field.
PNInternal 6= 0 and PNExternal = 0 are then connected by
the dynamic σ surface.

FIG. 3. Plot of f2
πC

2
S and f2

πC
2
V against the Fermi level

in inverse F . The calibration used a bulk binding energy
EV ol = 15.75 MeV.

ably, we can now understand Chin and Walecka’s
nuclear matter to be a pressure-less chiral-symmetric
nuclear liquid. We also perhaps thereby gain some
insight into the relative insensitivity of nuclear prop-
erties to pion properties.

2. Z 6= N heavy nuclei in the chiral-symmetric
limit

Here we outline the analytic and numerical treat-
ment of the case where Z 6= N in the chiral limit.
The approach may be summarized as follows:

1. The starting point is the zeroth order solution
for the case Z = N which determines the cou-
pling constants C2

S and C2
V for a given Fermi

level and binding energy as in the previous sec-
tion.

2. All proton and neutron specific quantities are
expanded in a Taylor series;

3. The general rule is: quantities vanishing in ze-
roth order have a first order variation while
those not vanishing in zeroth order have only
a second order variation; thus all terms up to
second order must be retained;

4. The vanishing of pressure to second order pro-
vides an additional equation which allows all
variations to be expressed in terms of the first
order change in density only;

5. Since there appears no way to infer sepa-
rately the value of C2

S we follow Niksic and co-
workers [50] and set this constant to zero. This
leads to significant simplification. In particu-
lar, changes in the proton and neutron reduced
masses are equal in first order.

6. We then solve for C2
V by setting the asymmetry

energy of the liquid model to the second order
variation in the Thomas-Fermi energy.

In this section we use the following notation for the
number and scalar densities:

ρp ≡p†p; ρn ≡ n†n; ρ± = ρp ± ρn .
ρSp ≡p p; ρSn ≡ nn; ρS± = ρSp ± ρSn .

(D.23)
We define the changes in densities as follows:

dρp − dρn = εdρ−

dρp + dρn = ε2dρ+

(D.24)
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where ε is merely a placeholder for the order of the
variation. It then follows that:

ρp = 1
2ρ+ +

ε

2
dρ− +

ε2

2
dρ+,

ρn = 1
2ρ+ −

ε

2
dρ− +

ε2

2
dρ+.

(D.25)

Since the number density for each species is given by
the first of (D.4) we get the following expansions for
the Fermi levels:

δkFp − δkFn =ε
2kF
3ρ+

δρ−,

δkFp + δkFn =ε2
(

2kFp
3ρ+

δρ+ −
2kF
9ρ2

+

δρ2
−

)
.

(D.26)

It follows that:

m∗8 ≡ 1
2 (m∗p +m∗n) = mN − C2

S ρS+

m∗3 ≡ 1
2 (m∗p −m∗n) =

C2
S

2
ρS−,

(D.27)

where we used the second of (26). We also define:

µ∗8 = 1
2 (µ∗p + µ∗n),

µ∗3 = 1
2 (µ∗p − µ∗n),

(D.28)

with µ∗n,p as in (D.5). We now enforce C2
S = 0: it

follows immediately from the second of (D.27) that
m∗3 = δm∗3 = 0 with considerable simplification.
First, δµ∗3 is a linear function of δρ− only; i.e.,

δµ∗3 =
π2

2 kF µ∗8
δρ−. (D.29)

Second, δµ∗8 is also simplified:

δµ∗8 =
m∗8
µ∗8

δm∗8 +
π2

2µ∗8kFp
δρ+

− π4

8 k4
F µ

3
∗8

(
m2
∗8 + 2k2

F

)
δρ2
−.

(D.30)

(As noted, δµ∗3 is first order, while δµ∗8 is second
order.) The variation in the first of (D.27) gives:

δρS+ = −δm∗8
C2
S

, (D.31)

where the variation in ρS+ is obtained using:

δρSp,n =3

(
ρSp,n
m∗p,n

− ρp,n
µ∗p,n

)
δm∗p,n

+
m∗p,n
µ∗p,n

k2
Fp,n

π2
δkFp,n.

(D.32)

After some algebra and substituting the variations
in µ∗3 and µ∗8 from (D.29) and (D.30), we find:

3

(
ρS+

m∗8
− ρ+

µ∗8
+

1

C2
S

)
δm∗8

+
m∗8
µ∗8

δρ+ −
m∗8π

2

µ3
∗8 kF

δρ2
−

4
= 0.

(D.33)

We must also enforce the vanishing of the Fermi pres-
sure. The first order variation of the Fermi pressure
vanishes identically. The second order term is:

δPN2 =
1

4
(ρ+δµ∗8 + µ∗8δρ+ + δµ∗3δρ−) + C2

V ρ+δρ+

−
C2
V

4
δρ2
− +

1

4C2
S

(3mN − 2m∗8) δm∗8.

(D.34)
After using (D.29) and (D.30), the zero pressure
equation becomes:(

3mN − 2m∗8
4C2

S

+
ρ+m∗8
2µ∗8

)
δm∗8

+

(
µ∗8
4

+ C2
V ρ+ +

k2
F

12µ∗8

)
δρ+

+

(
π2 (5m2

∗8 − 4k2
F )

48 kF µ3
∗8

−
C2
V

4

)
δρ2
− = 0.

(D.35)

Equations (D.33) and (D.35) are solved to express
δm∗8 and δρ+ in terms of δρ2

−. To determine C2
V we

need the second variation in the energy density E .
This quantity is discussed below.

3. Calibration of C2
V

We start with the vanishing of the pressure and
the relationship:

εN + PN =µpρp + µnρn = µ8 ρ+ + µ3 ρ−,
(D.36)

where

µ8 =µ∗8 + C2
V ρ+ ,

µ3 =µ∗3 − 1
2C

2
V ρ− .

(D.37)

The zeroth order energy density when Z = N follows
at once:

εN0 =µ∗8 ρ+ + C2
V ρ

2
+ . (D.38)

The first order energy term vanishes. The second
order term is:

δεN2 =ρ+ δµ∗8 + µ∗8 δρ+ + δµ∗3 δρ−

+ 2C2
V ρ+ δρ+ − 1

2C
2
V δρ

2
− .

(D.39)
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Finally, we can express δρ− in terms of the relative
neutron excess as:

δρ− =
Z −N
Z +N

ρ+. (D.40)

The parameter C2
V can be calibrated in two ways. In

the first, we merely ascribe all of the second order
energy to the asymmetry term in the liquid drop
formula (34) for C2

V :

δεN2 = aAsym

(
Z −N
Z +N

)2

ρ+ = aAsym
δρ2
−

ρ+

(D.41)

where aAsym is fit to SEMF observation. In the sec-
ond approach, we calibrate directly to the binding
energies of isotopes, possibly using the liquid drop
formula to correct for effects that we have ignored in
this paper such as the Coulomb and surface terms.
Both approaches give comparable results. Figure 4
shows the behaviour of C2

V for different values of kF .

f
π2
C
V2

1.25 1.30 1.35 1.40 1.45

0.60

0.65

0.70

0.75

0.80

0.85

0.90

kFermi(fm
-1)

FIG. 4. Plot of CV200 ≡ f2
π C

2
V against the Fermi level

in fm−1. The behavior is roughly linear in the range
considered and corresponds to a one-third power of the
number density.
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