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Stable gapless superconductivity at strong coupling
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W e study cross-
avor Cooper pairing in a relativistic system oftwo ferm ion species with m is-

m atched Ferm isurfaces. W e �nd thatthere existgapless phaseswhich are characterized by either

one or two gapless nodesin the energy spectra oftheirquasiparticles. An analysis ofthe current-

current correlator reveals that, at strong coupling, both of these gapless phases can be free of

m agneticinstabilitiesand thusarestable.Thisisin contrastto theweak-coupling casewherethere

are alwaystwo gaplessnodesand the phase becom esm agnetically unstable.

PACS num bers:

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In recent years,the interest in degenerate ferm ionic

system s has considerably increased. In part, this was

driven by a substantialprogressin experim entalstudies

oftrapped cold gases offerm ionic atom s [1]. By m ak-

ing use ofvarioustechniques,it hasbecom e possible to

prepareatom icsystem sofdi�erentcom position,tem per-

ature,density,and coupling strength ofthe interaction.

Becauseofsuch a 
exibility,the basicknowledgegained

in thesestudiesislikely to beofim m ensevaluealso out-

sidetherealm ofatom icphysics.Forexam ple,theknowl-

edgeoftheground stateofan asym m etricm ixtureoftwo

atom ic speciescan shed lighton the physicalproperties

ofstronglyinteractingdensequarkm atterthatm ay exist

in stars.

Itisconjectured thatthebaryon density in thecentral

regionsofcom pact(neutron)starsissu�ciently high for

crushing nucleons(and strangebaryonsifthereareany)

into decon�ned quark m atter.The ground state ofsuch

m atter is expected to be a color superconductor [2,3].

(Forreviewson colorsuperconductivity,seeRef.[4].) At

high density the energetically preferred phase isthe so-

called color-
avor-locked (CFL) phase [5]. At densities

ofrelevance forcom pactstars,however,the situation is

m uch lessclear.

Thedi�cultiesin predicting theground stateofdense

quark m atter are related to the fact that the condi-

tionsofchargeneutrality and � equilibrium in a m acro-

scopic bulk of m atter such as the core of a com pact

star have a disruptive e�ect on quark Cooper pairing

[6, 7]. For exam ple, as em phasized in Ref. [8], en-

forcing charge neutrality can result in unconventional

form s ofsuperconductivity,such as the gapless 2-
avor
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color-superconducting (g2SC)phase.A 3-
avorversion,

the so-called gapless color-
avor-locked phase (gCFL),

was also proposed [9]. W hile it was argued that both

typesofgaplessphasesare(chrom o-)m agnetically unsta-

ble[10,11,12](forthenon-relativisticcase,seeRef.[13]),

there exist convincing argum ents that unconventional

Cooper pairing in one form or another is unavoidable

[14]. By taking into accountthe generalobservation of

Refs.[15,16,17,18,19]thatthe role ofgaplessphases

dim inishes with increasing coupling strength,one m ay

naively conclude thatgaplessphasesdo notexistin the

regim e ofstrong coupling. In this paper,we show that

this conclusion is prem ature: not only do such phases

exist,butthey can even be m agnetically stable.

Since the Q CD coupling becom esstrong atlow densi-

ties, one m ay conjecture that quark m atter undergoes

Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) of diquarks rather

than form ing the usual Cooper pairs of the Bardeen-

Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)type[20,21,22,23].Ifthisisin-

deed thecase,onem ay observewell-pronounced diquark-

pair 
uctuations in the vicinity ofthe criticaltem pera-

ture [24,25,26]and/or the form ation ofa pseudogap

phase [21]. Therefore,it is ofinterest to study Cooper

pairing in the strongly coupled regim ein m oredetail.

In thispaper,we addressthe issue ofthe existence of

stablegaplessphasesin a strongly coupled system oftwo

speciesofm assive ferm ions. (Fora related study,based

on an e�ectivelow-energy description,seealso Ref.[27]).

To keep thediscussion assim pleand asgeneralaspossi-

ble,we consider a m odelwith a localinteraction that

describes two ferm ion species with equal m asses, but

with non-equalchem icalpotentials.W e�nd thatgapless

phaseswith eitheroneortwoe�ectiveFerm isurfacescan

existatstrong coupling. These phasesare stable in the

sense that they are free of(chrom o-)m agnetic instabili-

ties[10].Itisexpected thatm any resultsofouranalysis

should rem ain qualitatively sim ilaralsoin them orecom -

plicated caseofnon-equalm asses.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In thenextsection,

we brie
y introduce the m odeland setup the notation.

In Sec.III,we present the zero-tem perature phase dia-

gram in the plane ofthe averagechem icalpotentialand
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the coupling constantforseveralvaluesofthe m ism atch

between the ferm ion chem icalpotentials. Thisdiagram ,

while obtained in the m ean-�eld (M F) approxim ation

and,thus,notcom pletely reliableatstrong coupling,re-

vealsa very interesting feature:ithasregionsofgapless

phases that are free ofthe Sarm a instability [28]with-

out im posing the neutrality condition. Note thatthisis

drastically di�erentfrom thesituation atweak coupling,

wheretheabsenceofsuch an instability ism ainly dueto

charge neutrality [8,9],orothertypesofconstraintson

the system [29]. In Sec.IV,we calculate the screening

m asses,de�ned by thelong-wavelength lim itofthestatic

particle-num bercurrent-currentcorrelator,and reveala

region ofparam eters (generally at strong coupling) for

which gapless superconductivity is stable. The discus-

sion ofthe resultsand conclusionsaregiven in Sec.V.

II. M O D EL A N D Q U A SIPA R T IC LE SP EC T R U M

Letusstartby introducing the Lagrangian density of

the m odel,

L = � (i6@ � m + �̂

0) + LI; (1)

where  denotes the Dirac �eld which has two inter-

naldegreesoffreedom ,called \
avors" in the following.

In general,the m ass is a diagonalm atrix ofthe form

m̂ = diag(m 1;m 2). For sim plicity,however,we restrict

ourselvesto thecaseofequalferm ion m asses,i.e.,weuse

m 1 = m 2 = m in thispaper.Noconstraintson thevalues

ofthe chem icalpotentialsofthe two 
avorsofferm ions

areim posed,i.e.,�̂ = diag(�1;�2)where�1 and �2 need

notbe equal.

In orderto study super
uidity/superconductivity that

results from Cooper pairing of di�erent 
avors of fer-

m ions,we introduce the following localinteraction term

to the Lagrangian density,

LI = G (� i
5�1C � T )( T
i
5�1C  ); (2)

where G is the coupling constant, �1 is the (sym m et-

ric) Paulim atrix in 
avor space,and C = i
0
2 is the

chargeconjugation m atrix.Thisterm describesa cross-


avor attractive interaction between ferm ions that can

drive the form ation ofspin-zero (and,therefore,totally

antisym m etric) Cooper pairs at weak coupling,or even

causetheappearanceoflocalized bound statesatstrong

coupling.Atsu�ciently low tem perature,these bosonic

statesshould form acondensatein theground state.The

explicit structure ofthe condensate is given by the fol-

lowing expression,

� = 2G h T
C i
5�1 i: (3)

In the M F approxim ation,the value of� isdeterm ined

by the m inim ization ofthe e�ectivepotential

V (�)=
� 2

4G
�
T

2

X

n

Z
d3k

(2�)3
Trlog[S� 1(K )]; (4)

where S� 1(K ) is the inverse ferm ion propagator in

Nam bu-G or’kov space,

[S(K )]� 1 =

�
6K + �̂
0 � m̂ � i�1
5�

� i�1
5� 6K � �̂
0 � m̂

�

: (5)

The corresponding Nam bu-G or’kov spinoris de�ned by

	 T = ( T ; T
C ) with  C � C� T being the charge-

conjugatespinor.

The(eight)polesofthedeterm inantdet[S(K )]deter-

m inethedispersion relationsof(eight)quasiparticles.In

the caseofequalferm ion m asses,these can be given ex-

plicitly in analyticalform ,

k0 = � (�� � ��); (6)

where alleight sign com binations are possible. In the

aboveequation,weused the following notation:

�� =
p
(E k � ��)2 + � 2; (7)

E k =
p
k2 + m 2; (8)

�� =
�1 + �2

2
; (9)

�� =
�1 � �2

2
(10)

(without loss ofgenerality,we assum e that �� � 0 and

�� � 0).

Let us �rst clarify the structure ofthe quasiparticle

excitation spectrum keeping �=�� and ��=m asfree pa-

ram eters,i.e.,without actually solving a gap equation.

Itiseasy to see that,if�=�� > 1,there are no gapless

excitationsirrespective ofthe value of��=m . Thisisnot

alwaysthecasewhen �=�� � 1,cf.Ref.[8].In thiscase,

gaplessm odesm ay existaround e�ective Ferm isurfaces

atm om enta

k� =

r
�

�� �
p
��2 � �2

�2
� m2: (11)

O fcourse,k� hasto be real,otherwise the correspond-

ing e�ective Ferm isurfacedoesnotexist.If��=m issuf-

�ciently large,both k+ and k� are real,and there are

two e�ective Ferm isurfaces. For � 6= 0, we callthe

correspondinggaplesssuperconductingphasethegSC(2)

phase.Such gaplessphaseswerediscussed in thecontext

ofdensequark m atter[8,9,15,16,17,18,19].A typical

excitation spectrum isdepicted in Fig.1(a).Forsm aller

values of��=m ,k� has a non-zero im aginary partwhile

k+ isreal,and there isonly one e�ective Ferm isurface,

cf.Fig.1(b).W ecallthecorrespondinggaplesssupercon-

ductingphasethegSC(1)phase.Finally,foreven sm aller

valuesof��=m ,both k� and k+ havenon-zero im aginary

parts,and there are no gapless excitations in the spec-

trum ;wearein a regular,gapped superconducting (SC)

phase,cf.Fig.1(c),just as in the case �=�� > 1,cf.

Fig.1(d).

In Fig.2,we show where the three di�erent types of

superconducting phasesoccurin the plane of�=�� and
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FIG .1: Typicalquasiparticle excitation spectra in gapless

and regularsuperconducting phases.The valuesof��=m and

�=�� arespeci�ed insidethepanels.In allfourcases��=m =

0:5.Excitation spectra ofantiparticlesare notshown.

��=m ,fora �xed value of��=m = 0:5. The boundary of

the region gSC(1)can be derived from the requirem ent

thatk� = 0,i.e.,theregion existsforvaluesof�=�� and

��=m satisfying the condition

�
�

��

� 2

+

�
�� � m

��

� 2

� 1: (12)

The boundary between the gSC(2) and SC regions is

given by �=�� = 1 for ��=m � 1. The three regions

SC,gSC(1)and gSC(2)m eetatthe \splitting" pointS,

cf.Ref.[27].

III. P H A SE D IA G R A M

In this section,we explore the phase diagram ofthe

m odelathand in the plane ofthe average chem icalpo-

tential�� and the coupling constantG .W e shallrestrict

our study to the zero-tem perature case when the prob-

lem swith the stability ofgaplessphasesareexpected to

be m ostprom inent.Then,the e�ectivepotentialreads

V (�) =
� 2

4G
�

Z �

0

k2dk

2�2

�

j�� + ��j+ j�� � ��j

+ j�+ + ��j+ j�+ � ��j

�

; (13)

where� isa m om entum cut-o�.

In Fig.3,we show the phase diagram forthree di�er-

entvaluesoftheferm ion m asses,m =� = 0:1,0:2and 0:3,

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2
 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2

∆/
δµ

−µ/m

S

SC

gSC(1) gSC(2)

BEC BCS →

FIG .2: The phase diagram in the plane of�=�� and ��=m

plotted fora �xed valueof��=m = 0:5.Theregion SC repre-

sentsa superconducting phase without gapless m odes,while

gSC(1)and gSC(2)representphaseswith one and two e�ec-

tive Ferm isurfaces,respectively. The three regionsm erge at

the splitting point \S",cf. Ref.[27]. For a given m =�,the

region to the right ofthe dashed line (from top to bottom ,

m =� = 0:3,0:2,and 0:1)isnotaccessible in the M F analysis

ofFig.3,see textfora detailed explanation.Form =� = 0:2,

the \screening m ass" m M isim aginary in the shaded area.

and a �xed value of��=m = 0:5.The coupling constant

is norm alized by G 0 = 4�=�2. Note that,for m = 0

and forG � G0,the vacuum isunstable with respectto

BEC ofdiquarks. The bold and thin solid lines repre-

sent�rst-and second-ordertransitions,respectively.For

each choice ofm ass,the partofthe diagram above the

transition lines corresponds to the fully gapped super-

conducting phase. The sm allregions bounded by the

solid and dotted linesin them iddleofthephasediagram

correspond to gaplessphases. Below the solid lines,the

system isin the norm alphase.Thenorm alphaseto the

leftofthe thin dashed verticallinesat �� = m � �� cor-

respondsto the vacuum .

As one can see from Fig. 3, at weak coupling the

phase transition between the norm aland superconduc-

ting phase is of�rst order. This is quite naturalwhen

there is a �xed m ism atch between the chem icalpoten-

tials ofpairing ferm ions. W ith increasing the coupling

constant G , the criticalchem icalpotential �� becom es

sm allerand the linesof�rst-orderphase transitionster-

m inate at endpoints. It is worth m entioning that the

endpoints lie com pletely inside the region ofthe super-

conducting phase when m =� = 0:1 and 0:2. In the case

m =� = 0:1,one can see this m ore clearly from the in-

sertion in the lower left corner of Fig.3. In the case

m =� = 0:3,however,the corresponding endpointlieson

the phase boundary between norm aland superconduc-

tingm atter,orsoclosetoitthatournum ericalresolution

isnotsu�cientto m akea distinction.

Across the boundary ofa second-order phase transi-

tion,the gap � m ust be continuous. This m eans that

the gap assum es arbitrarily sm allvalues just above the
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FIG .3: The phase diagram in the plane ofG =G 0 and ��=�

for three di�erent values ofthe ferm ion m asses,m =� = 0:1,

0:2 and 0:3, and a �xed value of ��=m = 0:5. The bold

and thin lines represent �rst- and second-order transitions,

respectively.Theinsertion isan enlarged view oftheendpoint

ofthe �rst-ordertransition line in the case ofm =� = 0:1.

thin solid linesin Fig.3.W hen them ism atchbetween the

chem icalpotentials�� isnon-zero,thereinevitably exists

a region adjacent to the transition line where � < ��.

From Fig.2 we see thatthisisa necessary condition to

have a gapless phase,and this is precisely what we ob-

servein Fig.3.Itis,however,nota su�cientcondition:

if��=� issu�ciently sm all,we could also have a gapped

phase,asseen to the leftofthe gSC(1)region in Fig.2.

Thegaplessphasesin Fig.3 correspond to globalm in-

im a ofthe e�ective potentialand,thus,they are free of

theSarm ainstability [28].Thism ightbesurprisingsince

wedo notim poseadditionalconstraintssuch asneutral-

ity. An apparent discrepancy between this �nding and

thatofRef.[8]isresolved by noting thatthestablegap-

lessphasesin Fig.3 alwaysoccuratstrong coupling.

W enow wantto clarify which regionsin Fig.2 areac-

cessiblebytheM F calculation thatgivesrisetothephase

diagram in Fig.3. W e �rst note that the region below

the solid lines in Fig.3 represents the vacuum or the

norm al-conducting phase. Since there � = 0,m oving

along its upper boundary corresponds to m oving along

the horizontalaxisin Fig.2. Acrossa �rst-orderphase

transition,the gap is discontinuous. Therefore,certain

values of �=�� are excluded. These can be found by

com puting the valuesofthe gap along both sidesofthe

bold solid lines in Fig.3. For �xed m =�,such a path

startsatthem erging pointofthesecond-and �rst-order

transition linesin Fig.3,continuesalong the lowerside

ofthe bold line,and runs around the endpoint,before

continuing along the upperside ofthe �rst-ordertransi-

tion line. In Fig.2,thispath isshown asa dashed line.

Theregion to therightofthislineisnotaccessiblein the

M F analysis.Asa consequence,the only gaplessphases

appearing in the phase diagram in Fig.3 are those of

type gSC(1). This excludes,therefore,possible ground

states that correspond to the gSC(2) region as wellas

the splitting point S.In fact, the statem ent regarding

the splitting pointcan be m ade rigorousby noting that

the second derivativeofthe e�ective potential@2V=@� 2

is negative at S,m eaning that this point cannot be a

m inim um ofV (�).O fcourse,thisconclusion m ay easily

change ifan additionalconstraint(e.g.,such asneutral-

ity)isim posed on the system .

Now, it is natural to ask whether the gSC(1) and

gSC(2)types ofgaplessphases are subject to the chro-

m om agnetic instability [10]. Thisisstudied in detailin

the nextsection.

IV . STA B ILIT Y A N A LY SIS

In this section,we discussthe stability ofthe gapless

phasesthatwereintroduced in Sec.II,seeFig.2.Tothis

end, we calculate the ferm ion-num ber current-current

correlator and study when such a correlator points to-

ward an instability. Note that the use ofthe ferm ion-

num bercurrentisnotaccidentalhere.W hen thevacuum

expectation value in Eq.(3) is non-zero, the ferm ion-

num bersym m etry isspontaneously broken.

By de�nition,the current-current correlator is given

by

� ��(P )=
T

2

X

n

Z
d3k

(2�)3
Tr

h

�̂�S(K )̂��S(K � P )

i

;

(14)

where �̂� � diag(i
�;� i
�) is the vertex in Nam bu-

G or’kov space. Following the approach ofRef.[10],we

consider� �� only in the static (p0 = 0)and long wave-

length lim it(p ! 0).Then,itisconvenientto introduce

the \screening m asses" which arede�ned by

m
2
D = � lim

p! 0
� 00(! = 0;p); (15)

m
2
M = �

1

2
lim
p! 0

(gij + p̂ip̂j)�
ij(! = 0;p): (16)

Iftheferm ion-num bersym m etry isprom oted to a gauge

sym m etry,the quantities m D and m M would describe

the electric and m agnetic screening properties ofa su-

perconductor.

O urcalculationsshow thatm 2
D is positive de�nite in

the whole ofplane of�=�� and ��=m ,see Fig. 2. How-

ever,the m agnetic screening m ass m M could be im agi-

nary (i.e.,m 2
M < 0)in som ecaseswhen �� isnonzero.In

general,an im aginary resultform M indicatesan insta-

bility with respect to the form ation ofinhom ogeneities

in the system [30,31]. In the weak-coupling lim it,the

instabilities develop when � < �� [10]. In this paper,

we study whether a sim ilar instability also develops at

strong coupling.

W hen �isnonzero,theNam bu-G or’kovpropagatorof

ferm ionshasboth diagonaland o�-diagonalcom ponents,
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see Eq.(5). Their contributions to the current-current

correlator(14)can be considered separately. Then,the

expression form 2
M can be given in the following form :

m
2
M = (m 2

M )diag + (m 2
M )o�: (17)

Each of the two types of contributions in this equa-

tion can befurthersubdivided intoparticle-particle(pp),

antiparticle-antiparticle (aa), and particle-antiparticle

(pa)parts,i.e.,

(m 2
M )diag = (m 2

M )
(pp)

diag
+ (m 2

M )
(aa)

diag
+ (m 2

M )
(pa)

diag
; (18)

and a sim ilarrepresentation holdsfor(m 2
M )o�. The ex-

plicitexpressionsforallcontributionsaregiven by

(m 2
M )

(pp);(aa)

diag
=

1

3

Z
d3k

(2�)3

k2

E 2
k

�

�
� 2

�3�
[1� �(� �� + ��)]�

�2� + E 2
�

�2�
�(�� � ��)

�

; (19)

(m 2
M )

(pp);(aa)

o�
=

1

3

Z
d3k

(2�)3

k2

E 2
k

�
� 2

�3�
[1� �(� �� + ��)]�

� 2

�2�
�(�� � ��)

�

; (20)

(m 2
M )

(pa)

diag
=

4

3

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�

3�
k2

E 2
k

� �
1

�2� � �2+

�
�2+ � E+ E �

�+
[1� �(� �+ + ��)]� (�+ ! �� )

�

�
1

E k

�

; (21)

(m 2
M )

(pa)

o�
=

4

3

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�

3�
k2

E 2
k

�
� 2

�2� � �2+

�
1

�+
[1� �(� �+ + ��)]� (�+ ! �� )

�

; (22)

where E � = E k � ��. The upper and lower signs in

Eqs.(19) and (20) denote the (pp) and (aa) parts,re-

spectively.Itshould also benoted thatthevacuum con-

tribution 1=E k wassubtracted in Eq.(21).

Severalrem arksarein orderregarding theexpressions

in Eqs.(19)through (22).Firstly,wenotethatthe con-

tributions due to the term swith the �-and �-functions

in the integrandsvanish in the gapped superconducting

phase (SC).These are nontrivial,however,in the gap-

less phases when there exists at least one well-de�ned

e�ectiveFerm isurface,seeEq.(11).Secondly,theterm s

with the �-function give negative contributions that di-

verge as�
�
(��)2 � �2

�� 1=2
when � ! �� from below.

This is a re
ection ofthe divergentdensity ofstates at

k = k� (see,e.g.,the second paperin Ref.[8]). Finally,

we point out a qualitative di�erence between the inte-

grandsin the(pp)and (aa)expressionsand thosein the

(pa) ones when k ! 0. Because ofthe overallfactor

k2=E 2
k
in the form er and the factor (3 � k2=E 2

k
) in the

latter,the low-m om entum contributionsofthe (pp)and

(aa)partsare suppressed,while those ofthe (pa)parts

arenot.Thishasim portantconsequencesatstrong cou-

pling.

O urnum ericalresultsform 2
M asafunction of�=�� for

three di�erentvaluesofthe ratio ��=m (i.e.,0:9,1:3 and

2)and a�xed valueofthem ass,m =�= 0:2,areshown in

Fig.4.(Note thatthequalitativefeaturesofthenum er-

icalresultsarerobustwhen theparam eterm =� changes

in a relatively wide range.) The solid linesrepresentthe

com plete resultsforthe screening m assessquared,m 2
M ,

whiletheotherfourlinesgivetheseparate(pp)and (pa)

contributions,de�ned in Eqs.(19)through (22). W e do

not show the (aa) contributions in Fig.4 because they

arealwayssm allnum erically.

In each panelofFig.4,thevalueofm 2
M vanishesin the

lim it�=�� ! 0 which correspondsto the norm alphase.

As one can infer from the �gure,this is due to the ex-

actcancellation ofthenegative(param agnetic)(m 2
M )

(pp)

diag

and positive(diam agnetic)(m 2
M )

(pa)

diag
contributions.

Asonecan seefrom thetop panelofFig.4,theresult

form 2
M ispositivede�nitein thecase ��=m = 0:9.Thisis

notso,however,when thevalueoftheratio ��=m islarger

than 1.In particular,thequantity m 2
M developsa nega-

tive divergence justbelow �=�� = 1 and staysnegative

fora rangeofvaluesof�=��,seethem iddleand bottom

panelsin Fig.4. Itiseasy to �gure outthatthe diver-

genceiscaused by thesingularbehaviorofthedensity of

statesaround the e�ective Ferm isurfacesin the gapless

phases.Thissingularity a�ectsonly theparticle-particle

contributions,i.e.,(m 2
M )

(pp)

diag
and (m 2

M )
(pp)

o�
. W hen the

valueof��=m becom eslargerthan 1and increasesfurther,

negative valuesofm 2
M �rstappearonly near�=�� = 1

(see,e.g.,the m iddle panelin Fig.4). W hen the ratio

��=m gets larger than about 1:8,however,the quantity

m 2
M becom esnegativein thewholerange�=�� < 1 (see,

e.g.,the bottom panelin Fig.4).

The num ericalresults for the screening m ass can be

conveniently sum m arized in Fig.2 by identifying the re-

gion in which m M isim aginary (i.e.,m 2
M < 0). Forthe

given setofparam eters,��=m = 0:5and m =�= 0:2,this

ism arked by the shaded area there.For ��=m >
� 1:8,the

gSC(2)typegaplessphaseisunstablein thewholerange

�=�� < 1 where it is de�ned. This is in agreem ent,of

course,with theresultsatweak coupling [10].Itism ost

interesting,however,thatforsm allervaluesofthe ratio

��=m ,thequantity m 2
M could bepositiveeven in thegap-

lessphases. In particular,m 2
M > 0 in the whole gSC(1)
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FIG .4: The dependence ofm
2

M
(solid line) as wellas the

(pp)and (pa)contributions,de�ned in Eqs.(19)through (22),

versus�=�� forthreedi�erentvaluesof��=m and a�xed value

ofm =� = 0:2.

region as wellas in a part ofthe gSC(2) region. Note

that the gapless phases found in the diagram in Fig.3

alwayscorrespond to the stableregion.

To com plete the analysis of the stability of gapless

phasesatstrongcoupling,wenotethatageneralrequire-

m entisthattheeigenvaluesofthesusceptibility m atrix,

� @2V=@�i@�j,are non-negative [33]. As a criterion for

stability,the susceptibility m atrix ism eaningfulonly in

the ground state de�ned by that �(��;��) which solves

the gap equation. In a sense,therefore,the susceptibil-

ity criterion hasa lessgeneralstatusthan theoneofthe

(chrom o-)m agneticstability.Thelatterdoesnotreferto

aspeci�cform ofthegap equation.Thisdi�erencem ight

beveryim portantwhen additionalconstraints(e.g.,neu-

trality)areenforced on the system .

In theM F approxim ation used in thisstudy,theeigen-

valuesofthesusceptibility m atrix arenon-negativein all

phases ofFig.3,as wellas in the regions to the left of

the dashed linesin Fig.2.W e argue thatthisisrelated

directly tothefactthattheground stateisde�ned asthe

globalm inim um ofthee�ectivepotential.Indeed,oneof

theim portantnecessary conditionsforthesusceptibility

criterion to be satis�ed reads[33]

�
@2V

@(��)2
� 0: (23)

In the m odelat hand,as one can easily check,this is

equivalentto

@2V

@� 2
� 0; (24)

which is always satis�ed at the globalm inim um ofthe

e�ectivepotential.

Beforeconcluding thissection,wewould liketo brie
y

discussthe propertiesatthe splitting pointS in Fig.2.

This point describes the situation when the two e�ec-

tive Ferm isurfaces m erge exactly at zero m om entum .

Thiscoincideswith the de�nition in Ref.[27]where the

properties near S are studied using an e�ective theory

approach. From Fig.2 we see that four qualitatively

di�erent regions m erge at point S,i.e.,(i) gSC(1),(ii)

SC,(iii) gSC(2) with a positive value ofm 2
M ,and (iv)

gSC(2) with a negative value ofm 2
M . This topology is

in agreem ent with the qualitative picture presented in

Ref.[27],although hereweusea di�erentapproach.Itis

interesting,though,thattheground statede�ned by the

splitting pointisneverrealized in theM F approxim ation

in our m odel. This is because the second derivative of

the therm odynam ic potentialis negative de�nite atthe

pointS,which excludesthe possibility ofhaving a m ini-

m um there.

V . D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

In this paper,we explored the superconducting (su-

per
uid)phasesin a relativisticm odelwith two ferm ion

species having m ism atched Ferm i surfaces. W e found

that, in general,there could exist gapless phases with

eitheroneortwo e�ectiveFerm isurfaces.In theM F ap-

proxim ation,however,only the gaplessphase gSC(1)is

realized asa ground state,and only atstrong coupling.

W e also calculated the ferm ion-num ber current-current

correlatorin the static and long wave-length lim it. The

results show that the gapless phases at strong coupling

are free ofthe (chrom o-)m agnetic instability. Thisisin

contrastto thesituation in neutralquark m atteratweak

coupling [10].

Itisinteresting to notethattherecould existdi�erent

regim esofBEC in them odelathand.In general,bound

bosonic states are form ed when ��=m < 1 [32]. As seen

from Fig.2,thisissatis�ed in partsoftheSC and gSC(1)

regions,givingriseto gapped and gaplessphases,respec-

tively. W hile the num berdensitiesofthe two speciesof

ferm ions are equalin the form er,there is an excess of

one ofthe speciesin the latter.In fact,thisexcessisan

orderparam eterthat de�nes the gaplessphasesatzero

tem perature [8]. The gapless BEC phase is a m ixture

oftightly-bound bosonsin the form ofa condensateand

additionalunpaired ferm ions[27,33].

It is worth m entioning that the gapless phase ofthe

gSC(1) type could also exist for a range ofparam eters

when ��=m > 1. In thiscase,stable bosonsdo notexist

and,thus,theBEC regim ecannotberealized.Ifthedi-

quark couplingin quark m atterissu�ciently strong,this
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gapless phase can potentially be realized as the ground

state of baryon m atter. O ur analysis of the one-loop

ferm ion contribution to the current-current correlator

suggeststhatthe gSC(1)phase isstable. In the case of

quark m atter,however,it m ight be im portantto check

if the inclusion of gluon and ghost contributions does

notchangethe conclusion.W hilesuch contributionsare

negligiblein theweak-couplinglim it,thism ay notbethe

caseatstrong coupling.

A few words are in order regarding non-relativistic

m odels [27, 33, 34, 35, 36]. In our analysis, we saw

that purely relativistic e�ects due to the antiparticle-

antiparticle loops were always sm allnear the splitting

point.Thissuggestsstrongly thatourresultsshould re-

m ain qualitatively the sam e also in the non-relativistic

lim itthatisde�ned by j�� � m j=m � 1,��=m � 1 and

�=m � 1.Indeed,theseconditionsde�nea narrow area

around theverticalline ��=m = 1in Fig.2 which includes

the pointS.In fact,thisalso suggeststhatthe topology

around thesplitting pointisthesam ein both relativistic

and non-relativisticm odels.

Note added. W hile �nishing this paper, we learned

that a sim ilar study in a non-relativistic m odelis done

by E.G ubankova,A.Schm itt,and F.W ilczek [37].

A cknow ledgm ents

M .K .thanks T.K unihiro for encouragem ents. I.A.S.

acknowledges discussions with Andreas Schm itt. The

work ofM .K .was supported by Japan Society for the

Prom otion of Science for Young Scientists. The work

ofD.H.R.and I.A.S.wassupported in partby the Vir-

tualInstitute ofthe Helm holtz Association undergrant

No. VH-VI-041, by the G esellschaft f�ur Schwerionen-

forschung(G SI),and bytheDeutscheForschungsgem ein-

schaft(DFG ).

[1]C. A. Regal, M . G reiner, and D . S. Jin, Phys. Rev.

Lett.92, 040403 (2004); M .Bartenstein et. al., Phys.

Rev.Lett.92,120401 (2004); M .W .Zwierlein et. al.,

Phys.Rev.Lett.92, 120403 (2004); J.K inast et. al.,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 150402 (2004); T. Bourdel et.

al.,Phys.Rev.Lett.93,050401 (2004); M .W .Zwier-

lein et. al.,cond-m at/0511197.G .B.Partridge et. al.,

cond-m at/0511752.

[2]B.C.Barrois,Nucl.Phys.B 129,390 (1977);D .Bailin

and A.Love,Phys.Rep.107,325 (1984).

[3]M .Alford,K .Rajagopal,and F.W ilczek,Phys.Lett.B

422,247 (1998); R.Rapp,T.Sch�afer,E.V.Shuryak,

and M .Velkovsky,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,53 (1998).

[4]K .Rajagopaland F.W ilczek,hep-ph/0011333;M .Al-

ford, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 51, 131 (2001);

T.Sch�afer,hep-ph/0304281;D .H.Rischke,Prog.Part.

Nucl.Phys.52,197 (2004);H.-C.Ren,hep-ph/0404074;

M . Huang, Int. J. M od. Phys. E 14 (2005) 675;

I.A.Shovkovy,Found.Phys.35 (2005)1309.

[5]M .G .Alford,K .Rajagopal,and F.W ilczek,Nucl.Phys.

B 537,443 (1999).

[6]M .Alford and K .Rajagopal,JHEP 0206,031 (2002).

[7]A.W .Steiner,S.Reddy,and M .Prakash,Phys.Rev.

D 66, 094007 (2002); M . Huang, P.F. Zhuang, and

W .Q .Chao,Phys.Rev.D 67,065015 (2003); F.Neu-

m ann,M .Buballa,and M .O ertel,Nucl.Phys.A 714,

481 (2003);S.B.R �usterand D .H.Rischke,Phys.Rev.

D 69,045011 (2004).

[8]I.A.Shovkovy and M .Huang,Phys.Lett.B 564,205

(2003);M .Huangand I.A.Shovkovy,Nucl.Phys.A 729,

835 (2003).

[9]M .Alford,C.K ouvaris,and K .Rajagopal,Phys.Rev.

Lett.92,222001 (2004);Phys.Rev.D 71,054009 (2005).

[10]M . Huang and I. A. Shovkovy, Phys. Rev. D 70,

051501(R)(2004);Phys.Rev.D 70,094030 (2004).

[11]R.Casalbuoni,R.G atto,M .M annarelli,G .Nardulli,and

M .Ruggieri,Phys.Lett.B605,362 (2005); M .Alford

and Q .H.W ang,J.Phys.G 31,719 (2005).

[12]K .Fukushim a,Phys.Rev.D 72,074002 (2005).

[13]S.-T.W u and S.Yip,Phys.Rev.A 67,053603 (2003);

[14]K .Rajagopaland A.Schm itt,hep-ph/0512043.

[15]S.B.R �uster,I.A.Shovkovy,and D .H.Rischke,Nucl.

Phys. A 743, 127 (2004); S. B. R �uster, V. W erth,

M .Buballa, I.A.Shovkovy,and D .H.Rischke,Phys.

Rev.D 72,034004 (2005);hep-ph/0509073.

[16]K . Fukushim a, C. K ouvaris, and K . Rajagopal, Phys.

Rev.D 71,034002 (2005).

[17]K .Iida, T.M atsuura, M .Tachibana and T.Hatsuda,

Phys.Rev.D 71,054003 (2005); Phys.Rev.Lett.93,

132001 (2004).

[18]D .Blaschke,S.Fredriksson,H.G rigorian,A.M . �O zta�s,

and F.Sandin,Phys.Rev.D 72,065020 (2005).

[19]H.Abukiand T.K unihiro,hep-ph/0509172;H.Abuki,

M .K itazawa and T.K unihiro,Phys.Lett.B 615,102

(2005).

[20]M . M atsuzaki, Phys. Rev. D 62, 017501 (2000);

H.Abuki, T. Hatsuda, and K .Itakura, Phys.Rev.D

65,074014 (2002).

[21]M .K itazawa, T.K oide, T.K unihiro, and Y.Nem oto,

Phys.Rev.D 70,056003 (2004);Prog.Theor.Phys.114,

205 (2005).

[22]Y.Nishida and H.Abuki,hep-ph/0504083.

[23]K .Nawa,E.Nakano,and H.Yabu,hep-ph/0509029.

[24]M .K itazawa, T.K oide, T.K unihiro, and Y.Nem oto,

Phys.Rev.D 65,091504 (2002).

[25]D . N.Voskresensky, Phys. Rev.C 69, 065209 (2004);

nucl-th/0306077.

[26]L.He,M .Jin,and P.Zhuang,hep-ph/0511300.

[27]D .T.Son and M .A.Stephanov,cond-m at/0507586.

[28]G .Sarm a,J.Phys.Chem .Solids24,1029 (1963).

[29]E.G ubankova,W .V.Liu, and F.W ilczek, Phys.Rev.

Lett. 91, 032001 (2003); W .V. Liu, F. W ilczek, and

P.Zoller,Phys.Rev.A 70,033603 (2004);M .M .Forbes,

E.G ubankova,W .V.Liu, and F.W ilczek, Phys.Rev.

Lett.94,017001 (2005).

[30]S.Reddyand G .Rupak,Phys.Rev.C 71,025201 (2005).

[31]I. G iannakis and H. C. Ren, Nucl. Phys. B 723, 255

(2005);Phys.Lett.B 611,137 (2005).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0511197
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0511752
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011333
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0304281
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404074
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0512043
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0509073
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0509172
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0504083
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0509029
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0306077
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0511300
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0507586


8

[32]P.Nozi�eresand S.Schm itt-Rink,J.Low Tem p.Phys.59,

195 (1985).

[33]C.-H.Pao,S-T.W u,and S.-K .Yip,cond-m at/0506437.

[34]D .E.Sheehy and L.Radzihovsky,cond-m at/0508430.

[35]K .Yang,cond-m at/0508484.

[36]S.Sachdev and K .Yang,cond-m at/0602032.

[37]E.G ubankova,A.Schm itt,and F.W ilczek,in prepara-

tion.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0506437
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0508430
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0508484
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0602032

