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We use the two-flavor linear sigma model with quarks to study the phase structure of isospin
asymmetric matter at zero temperature. The meson degrees of freedom provide the mean field
chiral- and isospin-condensates on top of which we compute the effective potential accounting for
constituent quark fluctuations at one-loop order. Using the renormalizability of the model, we
absorb the ultraviolet divergences into suitable counter-terms that are added respecting the original
structure of the theory. These counter-terms are determined from the stability conditions which
require the effective potential to have minima in the condensates directions at the classical values,
as well as the transition from the non-condensed to the condensed phase to be smooth as a function
of the isospin chemical potential. We use the model to study the evolution of the condensates as
well as the pressure, energy and isospin densities and the sound velocity as functions of the isospin
chemical potential. The approach does a good average description up to isospin chemical potentials
values not too large as compared to the vacuum pion mass.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple implications of the remarkably rich phase
structure of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) have
been extensively explored over the last years. QCD at
finite density is usually characterized by the baryon µB

and the isospin µI chemical potentials. Nature provides
us with physical systems at finite baryon densities with
non zero µI in the form of isospin asymmetric matter, for
example, compact astrophysical objects such as neutron
stars. Because of this, along with the imminent arrival
of new generation relativistic heavy-ion collision experi-
ments at the FAIR [1] and NICA [2] facilities, the study of
the phase structure in the temperature T and the chem-
ical potentials µB and µI has become an ideal subject of
scrutiny within the heavy-ion and astroparticle physics
communities [3, 4].

A typical T −µB −µI phase diagram is anticipated to
be full of rich phase structures [5]. However, from the
theoretical perspective, systems with finite µB are not
straightforwardly accessible to the first-principle meth-
ods of Lattice QCD (LQCD), due to the well-known
fermion determinant sign problem [6, 7]. Hence, studies
on the µB − µI plane have been performed mainly using
low energy effective models. These models have revealed
the existence of an exciting phase structure that includes
Gapless Pion Condensates (GPC), a Bose-Einstein Con-

densed (BEC) phase with gaped single particle excita-
tions, a BEC-BCS crossover, etc [8, 9].

On the other hand, LQCD calculations for vanishing
and even small µB do not suffer from the sign problem.
These calculations have predicted the existence of a su-
perfluid pion condensate phase for high enough µI [10–
15]. At zero temperature, they show that a second order
phase transition at a critical isospin chemical potential
(corresponding to the vacuum pion mass), separates the
hadron from the pion condensate phase [14]. In addi-
tion to LQCD, these phases are also found using chi-
ral perturbation theory (χPT) [16–31] , Hard Thermal
Loop perturbation theory (HTLPt) [32], the Nambu-
Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [9, 33–48] and its Polyakov
loop (PNJL) extended version [49, 50], the quark me-
son model (QMM) [51–54] and other low energy effec-
tive models exploiting functional RG studies [55]. Cal-
culations using a LQCD equation of state for finite µI

have investigated the viability of the existence of pion
stars, with a pion condensate as the dominant core con-
stituent [24, 56]. Since LQCD calculations with µI 6=
0, µB = µs = T = 0 can be carried out without be-
ing hindered by the sign problem, they can be used as
a benchmark to test effective model predictions. For ex-
ample, recently, the NJL model has been used in this
domain and it has been found that results agree excep-
tionally well with LQCD results [57, 58].
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In this work we study another effective QCD model,
the Linear Sigma Model with quarks (LSMq), extended
to consider a finite µI to describe the properties of
strongly interacting systems with an isospin imbalance.
The LSMq is a renormalizable theory that explicitly im-
plements the QCD chiral symmetry. It has been suc-
cessfully employed to study the chiral phase transition
at finite T and µB [59–62], as well as in the presence
of a magnetic field [63–72]. The Linear Sigma Model
has been used at finite µI , albeit considering the meson
degrees of freedom as an effective classical background,
in the Hartree or Hartree Fock approximations within
the Cornwall-Jackiw-Tomboulis (CJT) formalism [73]. In
contrast, in the LSMq mesons are treated as dynamical
fields able to contribute to quantum fluctuations. Part of
the reason for other models to avoid considering mesons
as dynamical fields, for example the QMM, is that when
mesons become true quantum fields and chiral symmetry
is only spontaneously broken, their masses are subject to
change as a result of medium effects. During this change,
the meson square masses can become zero or even neg-
ative. At zero temperature, this drawback is avoided
by considering an explicit symmetry breaking term that
provides pions with a vacuum finite mass. At finite tem-
perature, the plasma screening effects need to also be
included.

In this work we use the LSMq to describe the evolu-
tion of the chiral and isospin (pion) condensates, as well
as thermodynamical quantities such as pressure, isospin
and energy densities and the sound velocity at zero tem-
perature and finite µI . We restrict ourselves to consider-
ing only the effects of fermion quantum fluctuations, re-
serving for a future work the inclusion of meson quantum
fluctuations effects. We make use of the renormalizability
of the LSMq and describe in detail the renormalization
procedure which is achieved by implementing the stabil-
ity conditions. The results thus obtained are valid for
the case where µ2

I is small compared to the sum of the
squares of the chiral and isospin condensates multiplied
by the square of the boson-fermion coupling constant g.

The work is organized as follows: In Sec. II we write the
LSMq Lagrangian using degrees of freedom appropriate
to describe an isospin imbalanced system. We work with
an explicit breaking of the chiral symmetry introducing a
vacuum pion mass and expanding the charged pion fields
around the values of their condensates. The effective po-
tential is constructed by adding to the tree-level poten-
tial the one-loop contribution from the fermion degrees
of freedom. Renormalization is carried out by introduc-
ing counter-terms to enforce that the tree-level structure
of the effective potential is preserved by loop corrections.
We first work out explicitly the treatment in the con-
densed phase to then work out the non-condensed phase.
In Sec. III we study the condensates evolution with µI as
well as that of the pressure, isospin and energy density
and the sound velocity, and compare to recent LQCD
results. We finally summarize and conclude in Sec. IV.
We reserve for a follow up work the computation of the

meson quantum fluctuations as well as finite temperature
effects. The appendix is devoted to the explicit computa-
tion of the one-loop fermion contribution to the effective
potential.

II. LSMQ AT FINITE ISOSPIN CHEMICAL

POTENTIAL

The LSMq is an effective theory that captures the
approximate chiral symmetry of QCD. It describes the
interactions among small-mass mesons and constituent
quarks. We start with a Lagrangian invariant under
SU(2)L × SU(2)R chiral transformations

L =
1

2
(∂µσ)

2 +
1

2
(∂µ~π)

2 +
a2

2
(σ2 + ~π2)− λ

4
(σ2 + ~π2)2

+ iψ̄γµ∂µψ − igψ̄γ5~τ · ~πψ − gψ̄ψσ, (1)

where ~τ = (τ1, τ2, τ3) are the Pauli matrices,

ψL,R =

(

u
d

)

L,R

, (2)

is a SU(2)L,R doublet, σ is a real scalar field and ~π =
(π1, π2, π3) is a triplet of real scalar fields. π3 corresponds
to the neutral pion whereas the charged ones are repre-
sented by the combinations

π− =
1√
2
(π1 + iπ2), π+ =

1√
2
(π1 − iπ2). (3)

The parameters a2, λ and g are real and positive definite.
Equation (1) can be written in terms of the charged and
neutral-pion degrees of freedom as

L =
1

2
[(∂µσ)

2 + (∂µπ0)
2] + ∂µπ−∂

µπ+ +
a2

2
(σ2 + π2

0)

+ a2π−π+ − λ

4
(σ4 + 4σ2π−π+ + 2σ2π2

0 + 4π2
−π

2
+

+ 4π−π+π
2
0 + π4

0) + iψ̄ /∂ψ − gψ̄ψσ − igψ̄γ5(τ+π+

+ τ−π− + τ3π0)ψ, (4)

where we introduced the combination of Pauli matrices

τ+ =
1√
2
(τ1 + iτ2), τ− =

1√
2
(τ1 − iτ2). (5)

The Lagrangian in Eq. (4) possesses the following sym-
metries: A SU(Nc) global color symmetry, a SU(2)L ×
SU(2)R chiral symmetry and a U(1)B symmetry. The
sub-index of the latter emphasizes that the conserved
charge is the baryon number B. A conserved isospin
charge can be added to the LSMq Hamiltonian, multi-
plied by the isospin chemical potential µI . The result is
that the Lagrangian gets modified such that the ordinary
derivative becomes a covariant derivative [74]

∂µ → Dµ = ∂µ + iµIδ
0
µ, ∂µ → Dµ = ∂µ − iµIδ

µ
0 , (6)
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As a result, Eq. (4) is modified to read as

L =
1

2
[(∂µσ)

2 + (∂µπ0)
2] +Dµπ−D

µπ+ +
a2

2
(σ2 + π2

0)

+ a2π−π+ − λ

4

(

σ4 + 4σ2π−π+ + 2σ2π2
0 + 4π2

−π
2
+

+ 4π−π+π
2
0 + π4

0

)

+ iψ̄ /∂ψ − gψ̄ψσ + ψ̄µIτ3γ0ψ

− igψ̄γ5(τ+π+ + τ−π− + τ3π0)ψ. (7)

Because of the spontaneous breaking of the chiral sym-
metry in the Lagrangian given in Eq. (7), the σ field ac-
quires a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value

σ → σ + v.

To make better contact with the meson vacuum proper-
ties and to include a finite vacuum pion mass, m0, we
can add an explicit symmetry breaking term in the La-
grangian such that

L → L′ = L+ h(σ + v). (8)

The constant h is fixed by requiring that the model ex-
pression for the neutral vacuum pion mass squared in
the non-condensed phase, Eq. (11b), corresponds to m2

0.
Recall that in the non-condensed phase, the tree-level
potential is

Vtree = –
a2

2
v2 +

λ

4
v4 − hv.

The condensate v0 is obtained from

dVtree
dv

= (λv3–a2v − h)v=v0 = 0,

or

v0(λv
2
0–a

2) = h

The quantity in between parenthesis, according to
Eq. (11b), is precisely the square of the vacuum pion
mass, m2

0. Therefore

h = m2
0v0

Also, notice that

a2 +m2
0 = a2 + λv20–a

2 = λv20 ,

or

v0 =

√

a2 +m2
0

λ
.

This yields

h = m2
0

√

a2 +m2
0

λ
,

≡ m2
0fπ, (9)

where in the second line we have used the Partially Con-
served Axial Current (PCAC) statement to identifym2

0fπ

with the small symmetry breaking term represented in
the LSMq by h, with fπ the pion decay constant. Equa-
tion (9) provides a relation for the model parameters a
and λ in terms of fπ.
Before diving into the formalism details, here we first

pause to discuss the symmetry properties of the theory.
Notice that the introduction of µI and h modifies the
structure of the effective Lagrangian given in Eq. (8). In
the presence of a finite µI , the U(1)B×SU(2)L×SU(2)R
symmetry is reduced to U(1)B × U(1)I3L × U(1)I3R for
h = 0, and to U(1)B × U(1)I3 for h 6= 0, thereby repre-
senting the explicit breaking of the chiral symmetry [75].
The notation also emphasizes that the third component
of the isospin charge, I3, corresponds to the generator
of the remaining symmetry U(1)I3 . Since in the present
work, we are interested in the dynamics of the pion fields,
further simplifications in the pseudoscalar channels can
be obtained using the ansatz 〈ψ̄iγ5τ3ψ〉 = 0 combined
with 〈ūiγ5d〉 = 〈d̄iγ5u〉∗ 6= 0 [9]. This further breaks the
residual U(1)I3 symmetry and corresponds to a Bose-
Einstein condensation of the charged pions. Then, the
charged pion fields can be referred from their conden-
sates as

π+ → π+ +
∆√
2
eiθ, π− → π− +

∆√
2
e−iθ, (10)

where the phase factor θ indicates the direction of the
U(1)I3 symmetry breaking. We take θ = π for defini-
tiveness. The shift in the sigma field produces that the
fermions and neutral bosons acquire masses given by

mf = gv (11a)

m2
π0 = λv2 − a2 + λ∆2 (11b)

m2
σ = 3λv2 − a2 + λ∆2. (11c)

The charged pions also acquire masses. However, in
the condensed phase (∆ 6= 0) they need to be described
in terms of the π1,2 fields [76]. Since for our purposes,
pions are not treated as quantum fluctuations, hereby
we just notice that, as a consequence of the breaking
of the U(1)I3 symmetry, one of these fields becomes a
Goldstone boson. In the absence of the explicit symmetry
breaking term in the Lagrangian of Eq. (8), this mode’s
mass would vanish. However, a finite h prevents this
mode from being massless.

A. Condensed phase

In the condensed phase the tree-level potential, ex-
tracted from Eqs. (7) and (8), can be written as

Vtree = −a
2

2

(

v2 +∆2
)

+
λ

4

(

v2 +∆2
)2 − 1

2
µ2
I∆

2 − hv.

(12)
The fermion contribution to the one-loop effective po-

tential becomes
∑

f=u,d

V 1
f = −2Nc

∫

d3k

(2π)3
[

Eu
∆ + Ed

∆

]

, (13)
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with (see Appendix A)

Eu
∆ =

{

(√

k2 +m2
f + µI

)2

+ g2∆2

}1/2

, (14a)

Ed
∆ =

{

(√

k2 +m2
f − µI

)2

+ g2∆2

}1/2

, (14b)

where we chose that

µd = µI

µu = −µI . (15)

Equation (13) is ultraviolet divergent. Ultraviolet diver-
gences are a common feature of loop vacuum contribu-
tions. However, since Eq. (13) depends on µI , this di-
vergence needs to be carefully treated given that mat-
ter contributions cannot contain ultraviolet divergences.
To identify the divergent terms, we work in the approx-
imation whereby the fermion energies, Eqs. (14), are ex-
panded in powers of µ2

I/[g
2(v2+∆2)]. Considering terms

up to O(µ4
I), we obtain

∑

f=u,d

Ef
∆ ≃ 2

√

k2 +m2
f + g2∆2 +

µ2
Ig

2∆2

(k2 +m2
f + g2∆2)3/2

+
µ4
I

[

4(k2 +m2
f )g

2∆2 − g4∆4

]

4
(

k2 +m2
f + g2∆2

)7/2
+O(µ6

I).

(16)

Notice that the ultraviolet divergent part corresponds
only to the first and second terms on the right-hand side
of Eq. (16). In this approximation, and up to terms of
order µ2

I , the expression for the leading fermion contri-
bution to the one-loop effective potential is given by

∑

f=u,d

V 1
f = −2Nc

∫

d3k

(2π)3

(

2
√

k2 +m2
f + g2∆2

+
µ2
Ig

2∆2

(k2 +m2
f + g2∆2)3/2

)

(17)

This expression can be readily computed using dimen-
sional regularization in the MS scheme, with the result
(see Appendix A)

∑

f=u,d

V 1
f = 2Nc

g4
(

v2 +∆2
)2

(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+

3

2
+ ln

(

Λ2/g2

v2 +∆2

)]

− 2Nc
g2µ2

I∆
2

(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+ ln

(

Λ2/g2

v2 +∆2

)]

, (18)

where Nc = 3 is the number of colors, Λ is the dimen-
sional regularization ultraviolet scale and the limit ǫ→ 0
is to be understood. The explicit computation of Eq. (18)
is described also in Appendix A. Notice that Eq. (18)
contains an ultraviolet divergence proportional to µ2

I∆
2.

Since a term with this same structure is already present
in the tree-level potential, Eq. (12), it is not surpris-
ing that this ultraviolet divergence can be handled by

the renormalization procedure with the introduction of a
counter-term with the same structure, as we proceed to
show.
To carry out the renormalization of the effective po-

tential up to one-loop order, we introduce counter-terms
that respect the structure of the tree-level potential and
determine them by accounting for the stability condi-
tions. The latter are a set of conditions satisfied by the
tree-level potential and that must be preserved when con-
sidering loop corrections. These conditions require that
the position of the minimum in the v- and ∆-directions
remain the same as the tree-level potential ones. No-
tice that this approach is different from the one followed
in Ref. [77], where the counter-terms are determined by
requiring the finiteness of the propagator and the four-
point boson vertex. As a result a shift of the onset of
pion condensation happens when the coupled equations
that determine the condensates receive loop corrections.
The tree-level minimum in the v, ∆ plane is found from

∂Vtree
∂v

=
[

λv3 − (a2 − λ∆2)v − h
]

∣

∣

∣

∣

v0,∆0

= 0 (19a)

∂Vtree
∂∆

=
[

λ∆2 − (µ2
I − λv2 + a2)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

v0,∆0

= 0. (19b)

Notice that the second of Eqs. (19) admits a real, non-
vanishing solution, only when

µ2
I > λv2 − a2 = m2

0, (20)

which means that a non-zero isospin condensate is devel-
oped only when, for positive values of the isospin chem-
ical potential, the latter is larger than the vacuum pion
mass. This is what we identify as the condensed phase.
The simultaneous solutions of Eqs. (19) are

v0 =
h

µ2
I

, (21a)

∆0 =

√

µ2
I

λ
− h2

µ4
I

+
a2

λ
. (21b)

Hereafter, we refer to the expressions in Eq. (21) as the
classical solution.
The effective potential, up to one-loop order in the

fermion fluctuations, including the counter-terms, can be
written as

Veff = Vtree +
∑

f=u,d

V 1
f − δλ

4
(v2 +∆2)2

+
δa

2
(v2 +∆2) +

δ

2
∆2µ2

I . (22)

The counter-terms δλ and δ are determined from the gap
equations

∂Veff
∂v

∣

∣

∣

∣

v0,∆0

= 0, (23a)

∂Veff
∂∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

v0,∆0

= 0. (23b)
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These conditions suffice to absorb the infinities of
Eq. (18). The counter-term δa is determined by requiring
that the slope of Veff vanishes at µI = m0,

∂Veff
∂µI

∣

∣

∣

∣

µI=m0

= 0, (24)

or in other words, that the transition from the non-
condensed to the condensed phase be smooth. The re-
sulting effective potential is also Λ-independent. This
can be seen by noticing that the coefficients of the 1/ǫ
terms are common to those of the ln

(

Λ2
)

terms. Since
the counter-terms cancel the 1/ǫ divergence, they also
cancel the ln

(

Λ2
)

dependence.

B. Non-condensed phase

In the non-condensed phase, 0 ≤ µI ≤ m0, the only
allowed solution for the second of Eqs. (19) is ∆ = 0. For
this case, the first of Eqs. (19) becomes a cubic equation
in v. The only real solution is

ṽ0 =
(
√
3
√
27h2λ4 − 4a6λ3 + 9hλ2)1/3

(18)2/3λ

+
(2/3)1/3a2

(
√
3
√
27h2λ4 − 4a6λ3 + 9hλ2)1/3

. (25)

In the limit when h is taken as small one gets

ṽ0 ≃ a√
λ
+

h

2a2
, (26)

an approximation that some times is considered. How-
ever, hereafter we work instead with the full expression
given by Eq. (25).
The effective potential V noncond

eff up to one-loop order
can be obtained from the corresponding one in the con-
densed phase, by setting ∆ = 0. Therefore, we can write

V noncond
eff =

λ

4
v4 − a2

2
v2 − hv − δ̃1

4
v4 +

δ̃2
2
v2

+ 2Nc
g4v4

(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+

3

2
+ ln

(

Λ2

g2v2

)]

. (27)

In this case, only two conditions are needed to stabilize
the vacuum. We take these as the requirement that the
position and curvature of V noncond

eff remain at its classical
value when evaluated at ṽ0, namely,

∂V noncond
eff

∂v

∣

∣

∣

∣

ṽ0

= 0 (28a)

∂2V noncond
eff

∂v2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ṽ0

= 3λṽ20 − a2, (28b)

from where the counter-terms δ̃1, δ̃2 can be determined.
Therefore, in the non-condensed phase, in addition to
∆ = 0, the v-condensate is simply given by the constant
ṽ0 given in Eq. (25). As for the case of the condensed
phase, in the non-condensed phase the effective potential
is ultraviolet finite as well as Λ-independent.

Δ [GeV]

v [GeV]

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

μI /m0

Figure 1: v- and ∆-condensates as functions of the
scaled variable µI/m0. For µI ≥ m0, the v-condensate

decreases while the ∆-condensate increases.

III. THERMODYNAMICS OF THE

CONDENSED PHASE

Armed with the expressions for the effective potential,
we can now proceed to study the dependence of the con-
densates as well as of the thermodynamical quantities as
functions of µI . Since the µI -dependence in the non-
condensed phase is trivial, we concentrate in the descrip-
tion of the behavior of these quantities in the condensed
phase.
The model requires fixing three independent parame-

ters: the boson self-coupling λ, the boson-fermion cou-
pling g and the mass parameter a. For this purpose,
notice that from Eqs. (11) in vacuum we have

m2
σ–3m

2
0 = 3λv20–a

2–3λv20 + 3a2 = 2a2,

or

a =

√

m2
σ–3m

2
0

2
.

Also

g =
mq

v0
=
mq

fπ
,

and λ is obtained from Eq. (9) as

λ =
m2

σ −m2
0

2f2
π

For mq = 235 MeV, mσ = 400 MeV, m0 = 140 MeV and
fπ = 93 MeV, one readily obtains λ = 8.12, a = 225 MeV
and g = 2.53. The phase space for these parameters is
limited since for certain combinations, the gap equation
conditions in the v-∆ plane become saddle points rather
than global minima. A more exhaustive search in the



6

χPT

LQCD 243×32

LQCD 323×48

Tree Level

One loop

SU(2) NJL

1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

μI/m0

P
N
/m

0
4

Figure 2: Normalized pressure as a function of the
scaled variable µI/m0. Shown are the tree-level and
one-loop fermion improved pressures compared to the
results from Refs. [31, 57] together with the LQCD

results from a private communication with the authors
of Refs. [78, 79].

Figure 3: Normalized isospin density as a function of
the scaled variable µI/m0. Shown are the tree-level and
one-loop fermion improved effective potentials compared

to a recent SU(2) NJL calculation [57], two-flavor
χPT [31] and the LQCD results from Ref. [78, 79].

parameter space to optimize the parameter choice will
be discussed elsewhere.

Figure 1 shows the v- and ∆-condensates as functions
of the scaled variable µI/m0. The behavior is qualita-
tively as expected: for µI ≥ m0, the v-condensate de-
creases while the ∆-condensate increases.

Figure 2 shows the normalized pressure, defined as the
negative of the effective potential referred from its value
at µI = m0, as a function of the scaled variable µI/m0

and divided by m4
0. Shown are the results obtained by

using the tree-level and the fermion one-loop corrected ef-
fective potentials, compared to the results from a SU(2)
NJL model [57], a SU(2) χPT [31], and the LQCD re-
sults from Refs. [78, 79]. The χPT results consist of a
leading order (LO) and a next to leading order (NLO)
calculations. The NLO ones depend on low energy con-
stants. We show both results with a yellow band [31].
The LQCD results from Refs. [78, 79] were obtained us-
ing simulations with three dynamical flavors at physical
quark masses. The labels 243 × 32 and 323 × 48 refer to
the lattice sizes in the space and time directions. The
lattice spacing of the former is a ≈ 0.22 fm and for the
latter a ≈ 0.15 fm. The pion mass used in the LQCD
calculation is m0 = 135 MeV. However, notice that since
we report the results as functions of the scaled variable
µI/m0, these can be safely compared to the LQCD re-
sults. Notice that the one-loop improved calculation does
a better description than the tree-level one and that de-
viations from the LQCD result appear for µI & 1.5 m0.

Figure 3 shows the normalized isospin density, nI =
dP/dµI , divided by m3

0 as a function of the scaled vari-
able µI/m0 compared to results obtained using the tree-
level potential as well as to the results from Ref. [57]
together with the LQCD results from Refs. [78, 79]. No-
tice that the one-loop improved calculation is close to
the NJL one up to µI ∼ 1.5 m0 but the latter does a
better job describing the LQCD results for µI & 1.5 m0.
However, it is fair to say that none of the current calcu-
lations reproduce the change of curvature that seems to
be present in the LQCD result.

Figure 4 shows the normalized energy density, ǫ/m4
0,

with ǫ defined as

ǫ = −P + nIµI ,

χPT

LQCD 243×32

LQCD 323×48

Tree Level

One loop

SU(2) NJL

1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

μI/m0

ϵ/
m

0
4

Figure 4: Normalized energy density as a function of
the scaled variable µI/m0. Shown are the tree-level and

one-loop fermion improved effective potentials
compared to the results from Refs. [31, 57] together

with the LQCD results from Ref. [78, 79].
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Figure 5: Equation of state, pressure vs. energy
density. Shown are the tree-level and one-loop fermion
improved effective potentials compared to the results

from Refs. [31, 57] together with the LQCD results from
Ref. [78, 79].

as a function of the scaled variable µI/m0, compared
to the results from Ref. [57] together with the LQCD
results from Refs. [78, 79]. Although the change in
curvature shown by the LQCD results is not described
by the present calculation, it is fair to say that nei-
ther the NJL calculation captures such trend. The one-
loop improved calculation does a better average descrip-
tion of the LQCD result although deviations appear for
µI & 1.5 m0.

Figure 5 shows the equation of state, pressure vs. en-
ergy density, compared to the results from Ref. [57] to-
gether with the LQCD results from Refs. [78, 79]. Notice
that for the latter, the vacuum pion mass is taken as
m0 = 135 MeV. As can be seen, the initial increasing
trend of LQCD results is properly described by the low-
energy models considered. Given that the accuracy of
our results is limited to the low µI domain the NJL cal-
culation does a better description of the LQCD results.

Figure 6 shows the square of the speed of sound, c2s, as
a function of the scaled variable µI/m0. Shown are the
one-loop results compared to the results from Ref. [57]
together with the LQCD results from Refs. [78, 79]. The
apparent peak in the LQCD results is not reproduced
by any model. However, notice that for the range of
shown µI values, the one-loop improved result is above,
although closer to the conformal bound, shown as a hor-
izontal line at c2s = 1/3.

Figure 7 also shows c2s, this time as a function of ǫ/m4
0

compared with results from Ref. [57] together with the
LQCD results from Refs. [78, 79]. Although for lower
values of the energy density the tree-level line lies below
all other curves, after crossing the conformal bound, the
one-loop improved result remains closer to the latter.

Figure 6: Square of the speed of sound as a function of
the scaled variable µI/m0. Shown are the tree-level and

one-loop fermion improved effective potentials
compared to recent SU(2) NJL, χPT and the LQCD
results from Ref. [78, 79]. The conformal bound is

shown as a horizontal line.

Figure 7: Square of the speed of sound as a function of
the scaled energy density. Shown are the tree-level and

one-loop fermion improved effective potentials
compared to recent SU(2) NJL, χPT and the LQCD
results from Ref. [78, 79]. The conformal bound is

shown as a horizontal line.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have used the LSMq, with two con-
stituent quark flavors, to study the phase structure of
isospin asymmetric matter at zero temperature. The me-
son degrees of freedom are taken as providing the mean
field on top of which we include quantum constituent
quark fluctuations at one-loop order. We have used the
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renormalization of the LSMq to absorb the ultraviolet di-
vergences with the addition of counter-terms that respect
the original structure of the theory. An interesting aspect
of the method is that it allows the proper handling of the
disturbing µI -dependent ultraviolet divergence. The one-
loop constituent quark contributions are treated in the
approximation whereby µ2

I is taken as small compared to
g2(v2+∆2) and working up to O(µ2

I). After determining
the model parameters, we have studied the evolution of
the chiral and isospin condensates as well as the pres-
sure, energy and isospin densities and the sound velocity.
We have compared the model results with a recent NJL
calculation of the same quantities and with LQCD data.
The model does a good description for µI . 1.5 m0, ex-
cept perhaps for the sound velocity for which it does not
reproduce the peak seemingly appearing in the LQCD
calculations.

The results are encouraging and set the stage to ex-
plore whether the method can be used to incorporate the
effect of meson fluctuations. The method also lends itself
to include in the description higher powers of µ2

I as well
as finite temperature effects. We are currently exploring
these avenues and will report on the findings elsewhere
in the near future.
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Appendix A: One-loop constituent quark

contribution to the effective potential

The thermodynamic potential accounting for the con-
stituent quark contribution at one-loop order is given by

V 1
f = iV −1 ln

(

Z1
f

)

, (A1)

where

ln (Z1
f ) = ln

(

det
{(

S−1
mf

)})

, (A2)

and V is the space-time volume. Also here, S−1
mf

is
the inverse propagator of the two light-constituent quark
species. Therefore, we are bound to compute the deter-
minant of a matrix M of the form

M =

(

A B
C D

)

, (A3)

where A, B, C, D can be thought of as p×p, p×q, q×p,
and q × q complex matrices, respectively. When A, and
D, are invertible, the determinant of M is given by

det{(M)} = det{(A)}det
{

(D − CA−1B)
}

, (A4)

det{(M)} = det{(D)}det
{

(A−BD−1C)
}

. (A5)

Equation (A4) can be written as

det{(M)} = det{(A)}det
{

(D − CA−1B)
}

= det{(A)}det
{

(C−1C)
}

det
{

(D − CA−1B)
}

= det
{

(−C2A−1BC−1A+ CDC−1A)
}

,

(A6)

whereas Eq. (A5) as

det{(M)} = det{(D)} det
{

(A− BD−1C)
}

= det{(D)} det
{

(C−1C)
}

det
{

(A−BD−1C)
}

= det
{

(−CB + CAC−1D)
}

.

(A7)

For our purposes, B = C = ig∆γ5. Thus, from Eqs. (A6)
and (A7), we obtain

det{(M)} = det
{

(−C2 + CDC−1A)
}

, (A8)

det{(M)} = det
{

(−C2 + CAC−1D)
}

. (A9)

We explicitly compute both expressions. Fist, we use
that the standard spin projectors Λ± satisfy

γ0Λ±γ
0 = Λ̃∓, (A10)

and

γ5Λ±γ
5 = Λ̃±, (A11)

with the projectors Λ̃± defined as

Λ̃± =
1

2

(

1± γ0(~γ · ~k − gv)

Ek

)

. (A12)

Next, we notice that A = S−1
u and D = S−1

d . There-
fore, working first in the absence of an isospin chemical
potential, for which

S−1
u = S−1

d = k0γ
0 − ~γ · ~k − gv, (A13)
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D1 ≡ −C2 + CDC−1A

= g2∆2 + (ig∆γ5)S−1
d

(

1

ig∆
γ5
)

S−1
u

= g2∆2 −
[

k20 − (Eu
k )

2
]

Λ− −
[

k0 −
(

Ed
k

)2
]

Λ+,

(A14)

and

D2 ≡ −C2 + CAC−1D

= g2∆2 + γ5S−1
u γ5S−1

d

= g2∆2 −
[

k20 −
(

Ed
k

)2
]

Λ− −
[

k20 − (Eu
k )

2
]

Λ+.

(A15)

Thus, using that Λ+ + Λ− = 11 and defining Eq
∆

=
√

(Eq
k)

2
+ g2∆2, we have

D1 = −
(

k20 − (Eu
∆)

2
)

Λ− −
(

k0 −
(

Ed
∆

)2
)

Λ+, (A16)

D2 = −
(

k20 −
(

Ed
∆

)2
)

Λ− −
(

k20 − (Eu
∆)

2
)

Λ+, (A17)

and

det
{

(S−1
mf

)
}

= det{(D1)} = det{(D2)}. (A18)

Note that

ln (Z1
f ) = ln

(

det
{(

S−1

mf

)})

=
1

2
ln
(

det
{

(

S−1
mf

)2
})

=
1

2
ln (det{(D1D2)})

=
1

2
Tr [ln (D1D2)] ,

(A19)

and since the product D1D2 is given by

D1D2 =
(

k20 − (Eu
∆)

2
)(

k20 −
(

Ed
∆

)2
)

, (A20)

we get

ln (Z1
f ) =

1

2

∑

q=u,d

Tr
[

ln
(

k20 − (Eq
∆
)
2
)]

, (A21)

where the trace is taken in Dirac, color (factors of 4 and
Nc, respectively), and in coordinate spaces, namely,

ln (Z1
f ) = 2Nc

∑

q=u,d

∫

d4x
〈

x
∣

∣

∣
ln
(

k20 − (Eq
∆)

2
)∣

∣

∣
x
〉

= 2Nc

∑

q=u,d

∫

d4x

∫

d4k

(2π)4
ln
(

k20 − (Eq
∆)

2
)

.

(A22)

Therefore

ln (Z1
f ) = 2V Nc

∑

q=u,d

∫

d4k

(2π)4
ln
(

k20 − (Eq
∆)

2
)

.

(A23)
In order to obtain a more compact expression, we inte-
grate and differentiate with respect to Eq

∆ as follows

ln (Z1
f ) = 2V Nc

∑

q=u,d

∫

d4k

(2π)4

∫

dEq
∆

Eq
∆

k20 − (Eq
∆
)2
.

(A24)
Performing a Wick rotation k0 → ik4, we obtain

ln (Z1
f ) = 4iV Nc

∑

q=u,d

∫

d4kE
(2π)4

∫

dEq
∆

Eq
∆

k20 − (Eq
∆)

2
,

(A25)
and integrating over k4 and Eq

∆
, in this order, we get

ln (Z1
f ) = 2iV Nc

∑

q=u,d

∫

d3k

(2π)3
Eq

∆, (A26)

with Re[(Eq
∆)

2] ≥ 0. Therefore, the constituent quark
contribution to the effective potential at one-loop order
is given by

V 1
f = iV −1 ln (Z1

f ). (A27)

Thus,

V 1
f = −2Nc

∑

q=u,d

∫

d3k

(2π)3
Eq

∆
. (A28)

In the presence of an isospin chemical potential for which

S−1
u = (k0 + µI)γ

0 − ~γ · ~k − gv,

S−1
d = (k0 − µI)γ

0 − ~γ · ~k − gv, (A29)

and repeating the steps starting from Eq. (A14), we ob-
tain Eq. (A28), with the energies Eu

∆ and Ed
∆ given by

Eqs. (14).
We now proceed to the explicit computation of

Eq. (13). In the limit where µ2
I/[g

2(v2 + ∆2)] is small,
Eq. (A28) can be written as in Eq. (17). We use dimen-
sional regularization. The first of the integrals on the
right hand side of Eq. (17) is expressed as

∫

d3k

(2π)3

√

k2 + g2v2 + g2∆2 → Λ3−d Γ
(

− 1

2
− d

2

)

(4π)
d

2 Γ
(

− 1

2

)

×
(

1

g2v2 + g2∆2

)− 1

2
− d

2

.

(A30)

Taking d→ 3− 2ǫ and working in the MS scheme

Λ2 → Λ2eγE

4π
, (A31)

where γE is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, we get
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∫

d3k

(2π)3

√

k2 + g2v2 + g2∆2 → − (g2v2 + g2∆2)2

2(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+

3

2
+ ln

(

Λ2

g2v2 + g2∆2

)]

. (A32)

The second of the integrals on the right hand side of Eq. (17) is expressed as

∫

d3k

(2π)3
1

(k2 + g2v2 + g2∆2)3/2
→ Λ3−d Γ

(

3

2
− d

2

)

(4π)
d

2 Γ
(

3

2

)

(

1

g2v2 + g2∆2

)
3

2
− d

2

.

(A33)

Taking d→ 3− 2ǫ and working in the MS scheme we get
∫

d3k

(2π)3
1

(k2 + g2v2 + g2∆2)3/2
→ 2

(4π)2

[

1

ǫ
+ ln

(

Λ2

g2v2 + g2∆2

)]

, (A34)

from where the result of Eq. (18) follows.
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