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W e study cross— avor Cooper pairing In a relativistic system of two femm ion species w ith m is—
m atched Fem isurfaces. W e nd that there exist gapless phases which are characterized by either
one or two gapless nodes in the energy spectra of their quasiparticles. An analysis of the current—
current correlator reveals that, at strong coupling, both of these gapless phases can be free of
m agnetic instabilities and thus are stable. T his is iIn contrast to the weak-coupling case w here there
are always two gapless nodes and the phase becom es m agnetically unstable.

PACS num bers:
I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the Interest in degenerate ferm ionic
system s has considerably increased. In part, this was
driven by a substantial progress in experin ental studies
of trapped cold gases of ferm ionic atom s I]. By mak—
Ing use of various techniques, i has becom e possbl to
prepare atom ic system sofdi erent com position, tem per—
ature, density, and coupling strength of the interaction.
Because of such a exibility, the basic know ledge gained
In these studies is lkely to be of inm ense value also out—
side the realn ofatom icphysics. Forexam ple, the know
edge ofthe ground state ofan asym m etricm ixture oftwo
atom ic species can shed light on the physical properties
of strongly interacting dense quark m atterthatm ay exist
In stars.

Tt is con ectured that the baryon density in the central
regions of com pact (neutron) stars is su ciently high for
crushing nuclkons (@nd strange baryons if there are any)
Into decon ned quark m atter. T he ground state of such
m atter is expected to be a color superconductor l,l].
For review s on color superconductivity, see Ref. I].) At
high density the energetically preferred phase is the so—
called color avor-ocked (CFL) phase M]. At densities
of relevance for com pact stars, however, the situation is
much less clear.

The di culties In predicting the ground state ofdense
quark m atter are related to the fact that the condi-
tions of charge neutrality and equilbrium in a m acro—
scopic buk of m atter such as the core of a com pact
star have a dismuptive e ect on quark Cooper pairing
l, I]. For exam ple, as em phasized In Ref. [1], en—
forcing charge neutrality can result in unconventional
form s of superconductivity, such as the gapless 2— avor
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color-superconducting (@2SC) phase. A 3- avor version,
the so—called gapless color- avor-locked phase (QCFL),
was also proposed l]. W hilk i was argued that both
typeso lessphases are (chrom o-)m agnetically unsta—
bl . i i ] (forthe non—relativistic case, seeRef. .]),
there exist convincing argum ents that unconventional
C ooper pairing In one form or another is unavoidable

taking Into account the general observation of
Refs i ’ ., .] that the role of gapless phases
din inishes w:i:h Increasing coupling strength, one m ay
naively conclide that gapless phases do not exist In the
regin e of strong coupling. In this paper, we show that
this conclusion is prem ature: not only do such phases
exist, but they can even be m agnetically stable.

Since the QCD coupling becom es strong at low densi-
ties, one m ay confcture that quark m atter undergoes
BoseE Instein condensation BEC) of diquarks rather
than form ing the usual Coog airs of the Bardeen-
C ooper-Schrie er(BCS)typep.i ] Ifthisisin-
deed the case, onem ay cbserve weJl—pronounoed diquark-
pair uctuations in the vicinity of the critical tem pera—
ture , ., .] and/or the fom ation of a pseudogap
phase .]. T herefore, it is of interest to study C ooper
pairing In the strongly coupled regin e In m ore detail.

In this paper, we address the issue of the existence of
stable gapless phases in a strongly coupled system oftwo
species of m assive ferm ions. (For a related study, based
on an e ective low -energy description, see also Ref. .]) .
To keep the discussion as sin ple and as generalas possi-
ble, we consider a m odel with a local interaction that
describbes two ferm ion species with equal m asses, but
w ith non-equalchem icalpotentials. W e nd that gapless
phasesw ith either one ortwo e ective Ferm isurfacescan
exist at strong coupling. T hese phases are stable in the
sense that they are free of (chrom o-)m agnetic instabili-
ties .]. Tt is expected that m any resuls of our analysis
should rem ain qualitatively sin ilaralso in them ore com —
plicated case of non-equalm asses.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In the next section,
we brie y introduce the m odel and set up the notation.
In Sec.ll, we present the zero-tem perature phase dia—
gram in the plane of the average chem ical potential and
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the coupling constant for severalvalies of the m ism atch
between the ferm ion chem ical potentials. This diagram ,
while obtained In the mean-eld MF) approxin ation
and, thus, not com pltely reliable at strong coupling, re—
veals a very interesting feature: it has regions of gapless
phases that are free of the Sam a instability ] with-
out Im posing the neutrality condition. N ote that this is
drastically di erent from the situation at weak coupling,
w here the absence of such an instability ism ainly due to
charge neutraliy I,I], or other types of constraints on
the system 1. In Sec.lM, we calculate the screening
m asses, de ned by the long-w avelength lin it ofthe static
particle-num ber current-current correlator, and reveal a
region of param eters (generally at strong coupling) for
which gapless superconductivity is stable. The discus—
sion of the results and conclusions are given in Sec.ll.

II. MODEL AND QUASIPARTICLE SPECTRUM

Let us start by Introducing the Lagrangian density of
the m odel,

L= (6 m+ "% +1Lg; @)
w here denotes the D irac eld which has two inter-
naldegrees of freedom , called \ avors" in the follow ing.
In general, the m ass is a diagonal m atrix of the fom
M = diagm 1;m ;). For sin plicity, however, we restrict
ourselves to the case ofequal ferm ion m asses, ie., weuse
mi=m,=m i thispaper. No constraintson the values
of the chem ical potentials of the two avors of ferm ions
are inposed, ie.,, *= diag( 1; ;) where ; and ; need
not be equal.

In order to study super uidity/superconductivity that
results from Cooper pairing of di erent avors of fer—
m Jons, we introduce the follow ing local interaction term
to the Lagrangian density,

Li=G(is1C ")(Tis C ); @)

where G is the coupling constant, 1 is the (symmet-
ric) Paulim atrix in avor space, and C = 1 ¢ ; is the
charge conjigation m atrix. T his term describes a cross—

avor attractive interaction between ferm ions that can
drive the form ation of spin—zero (and, therefore, totally
antisym m etric) C ooper pairs at weak coupling, or even
cause the appearance of localized bound states at strong
coupling. At su clently low tem perature, these bosonic
states should form a condensate in the ground state. T he
explicit structure of the condensate is given by the ol
low ing expression,

=2Gh Tcisg ; 1i: ®3)

In the M F approxin ation, the value of is detem ined
by the m inin ization ofthe e ective potential

Z
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where S 'K ) is the nverse form ion propagator

N am bu-G or’kov space,
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T he corresponding N am bu-G or’kov soinor is de ned by
T= (7; I)wih ¢ C T being the charge
con jagate spinor.
The (eight) poles of the determ inant det [S K )] deter—
m ine the dispersion relations of (eight) quasiparticles. In
the case of equal ferm ion m asses, these can be given ex—

plicitly in analytical fom ,
ko = ( )i (6)

where all eight sign com binations are possble. In the
above equation, we used the follow ing notation:
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(w ithout loss of generality, we assum e that 0 and

0).
Let us st clarify the structure of the quasiparticle
excitation spectrum kesping = and =m as free pa-
ram eters, ie., w ithout actually solving a gap equation.
Tt is easy to see that, if = > 1, there are no gapless
excitations irrespective of the value of =m . This isnot
alwaysthe casewhen = 1, cf. Ref. I]. In this case,
gaplessm odes m ay exist around e ective Fermm i surfaces
atm om enta
r

k = 2 2 m?: 11)

O foourse, k  has to be real, otherw ise the correspond-—
iIng e ective Fem isurface does not exist. If =m is suf-
ciently large, both k; and k are real, and there are
two e ective Fem i surfaces. For 6 0, we call the
corresponding gapless superconducting phase the gSC (2)
phase. Such gaplessphases w ere discussed In the context
of dense quark m atter [, I, I, I, I, B0, 01 2 typical
excitation spectrum is depicted in Fig.lM@). For sm aller
values of =m , k has a non—zero in aghary part while
ks is real, and there is only one e ective Fem i surface,
cf.Fig ). W e callthe corresponding gap less supercon—
ducting phase the gSC (1) phase. F inally, oreven an aller
valuesof =m ,both k and k; have non—zero im agihary
parts, and there are no gapless excitations in the spec—
trum ; we are in a regular, gapped superconducting (SC)
phase, cf. Fig. (), Jast as .n the case = > 1, cf.
Fig.l@).
In Fig.ll, we show where the three di erent types of
superconducting phases occur In the plane of = and
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FIG.1l: Typical quasiparticle excitation spectra in gapless
and regular superconducting phases. The values of =m and
= are speci ed inside thepanels. In allourcases =m =

05. Excitation spectra of antiparticles are not shown.

=m , ora xed value of =m = 0:35. The boundary of
the region gSC (1) can be derived from the requirem ent

thatk = 0, ie., the region exists forvaluesof = and
=m satisfying the condition
2 2
m
— + 1: 12)

The boundary between the gSC 2) and SC regions is
gven by = = 1 for =m 1. The three regions
SC, gSC (1) and gSC (2) m eet at the \splitting" point S,
cf. Ref. 1.

III. PHASE DIAGRAM

In this section, we explore the phase diagram of the
m odel at hand iIn the plane of the average chem ical po—
tential and the coupling constant G . W e shall restrict
our study to the zero-tem perature case when the prob—
Jem s w ith the stability of gapless phases are expected to
be m ost prom nent. T hen, the e ective potential reads
Z

2 k*dk
vo = o5 . 2z o+ 3t ]
+95 4+ 3t s Ji as)

where isamomentum cuto .
In Fig.l, we show the phase diagram for three di er—
ent valuesofthe form ionmasses,m= = 01,02 and 03,
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FIG.2: The phase diagram in the plane of = and =m

plotted fora xed valueof =m = 0:5. The region SC repre-
sents a superconducting phase w ithout gapless m odes, while
gSC (1) and gSC (2) represent phases w ith one and two e ec—
tive Fem i surfaces, respectively. T he three regions m erge at
the splitting point \S", cf. Ref. .]. For a given m = , the

region to the right of the dashed line (from top to bottom,
m= = 03,02, and 0:1) isnot accessbl in theM F analysis

of Fig.ll, see text for a detailed explanation. Form= = 02,

the \screening m ass" m y is In aginary in the shaded area.

and a xed value of =m = 0:5. The coupling constant
is nomalized by Gy = 4 = 2. Note that, orm = 0
and for G Go, the vacuum is unstable w ith respect to
BEC of diquarks. The bold and thin solid lines repre—
sent rst-and second-order transitions, resoectively. For
each choice ofm ass, the part of the diagram above the
transition lines corresoonds to the fully gapped super-
conducting phase. The am all regions bounded by the
solid and dotted lines in them iddle ofthe phase diagram
correspond to gapless phases. Below the solid lines, the
system is In the nom alphase. T he nom alphase to the
kft of the thin dashed verticallinesat = m cor-
regoonds to the vacuum .

As one can see from Fig. [, at weak coupling the
phase transition between the nomn al and superconduc—
ting phase is of rst order. This is quite natural when
there is a xed m ism atch between the chem ical poten—
tials of pairing ferm ions. W ith increasing the coupling
constant G, the critical chem ical potential becom es
an aller and the lines of rst-order phase transitions ter-
m Inate at endpoints. It is worth m entioning that the
endpoints lie com pletely inside the region of the super—
conducting phase when m= = 0:1 and 02. In the case
m= = 0:, one can see this m ore clearly from the in—
sertion in the lower left comer of Fig.ll. In the case
m= = 03, however, the corresponding endpoint lies on
the phase boundary between nom al and superconduc—
ting m atter, or so close to it that ournum erical resolition
isnot su cilent to m ake a distinction.

A cross the boundary of a second-order phase transi-
tion, the gap must be continuous. This m eans that
the gap assum es arbitrarily an all values Just above the
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FIG.3: The phase diagram in the plane ocfG=G(, and =
for three di erent values of the ferm ion masses, m= = 0:,
02 and 03, and a xed value of =m = 035. The bold
and thin lines represent rst—and second-order transitions,
respectively. T he insertion isan enlarged view ofthe endpoint
ofthe rst-order transition line in the case ofm = = 0:l.

thin solid lines in Fig M. W hen them ism atch between the
chem icalpotentials isnon-zero, there inevitably exists
a region ad-poent to the transition line where <

From Fig.ll we see that this is a necessary condition to
have a gapless phase, and this is precisely what we ob—
serve in Fig.M. It is, however, not a su cient condition:
if = issu cintly an all, we could also have a gapped
phase, as seen to the Jeft of the gSC (1) region in Fig.H.

T he gapless phases in F ig.ll correspond to globalm in—
In a of the e ective potential and, thus, they are free of
the Samm a instability .]. T hism ight be surprising since
we do not in pose additional constraints such as neutral-
ity. An apparent discrepancy between this nding and
that ofRef. l] is resolved by noting that the stable gap—
less phases in Fig.ll alv ays occur at strong coupling.

W e now want to clarify which regions in F ig.ll are ac-
cessbl by theM F calculation that gives rise to the phase
diagram in Fig.ll. W e st note that the region below
the solid lines in Fig. M represents the vacuum or the
nom alconducting phase. Since there = 0, moving
along its upper boundary corresponds to m oving along
the horizontal axis in Fig.ll. A cross a rst-order phase
transition, the gap is discontinuous. T herefore, certain
values of = are excluded. These can be found by
com puting the values of the gap along both sides of the
bold solid lines in Fig.M. For xed m= , such a path
starts at the m erging point ofthe second-and  rst-order
transition lines in Fig.Ml, continues along the lower side
of the bold line, and runs around the endpoint, before
continuing along the upper side of the rst-order transi-
tion line. In Fig.Ml, this path is shown as a dashed line.
T he region to the right ofthis line isnot accessble in the
M F analysis. A s a consequence, the only gapless phases

appearing in the phase diagram in Fig.ll are those of
type gSC (1). This excludes, therefore, possible ground
states that correspond to the gSC (2) region as well as
the splitting point S. In fact, the statem ent regarding
the splitting point can be m ade rigorous by noting that
the second derivative of the e ective potential @%v=@ 2
is negative at S, m eaning that this point cannot be a
m ininum ofV (). O foourse, this conclusion m ay easily

change if an additional constraint (eg., such as neutral-
iy) is in posed on the system .

Now, i is natural to ask whether the gSC (1) and
gSC (2) types of gapless phases are sub gct to the chro—
m om agnetic nstability .]. T his is studied In detail in
the next section.

IV. STABILITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we discuss the stability of the gapless
phases that were introduced in Sec.lll, seeFig . To this
end, we calculate the ferm ion-number current-current
correlator and study when such a correlator points to-—
ward an Instability. Note that the use of the ferm ion—
num ber current isnot accidentalhere. W hen the vacuum
expectation value n Eq. M) is non—zero, the ferm ion—
num ber sym m etry is spontaneously broken.

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

Tx % g@x B . i
= — ——Tr S S P);
®) > PRE ®) (28 )
(14)
where ” diag@d@ ; 1 ) is the vertex In Nambu-—

G or’kov space. Follow ing the approach of Ref. .], we
consider only in the static oy = 0) and long wave—
length Iim it @ ! 0). Then, i is convenient to Introduce
the \screening m asses" which are de ned by

2 _ .
mp = Iim

dm o (= 0p); 15)

2 1. i3

m y 3 @yt BiPy) (0= 0;p): (16)
2pt o

TIf the ferm ion-num ber sym m etry is prom oted to a gauge

symm etry, the quantities mp and my would describe

the electric and m agnetic screening properties of a su—

perconductor.

Our caloulations show thatm? is positive de nite in
the whole ofplaneof = and =m,seeFig. M. How-
ever, the m agnetic screeningmassmy could be In agi
nary (i.e.,mf,J < 0) In som e casesw hen isnonzero. In
general, an In aghary result formy indicates an insta—
bility with respect to the fom ation of inhom ogeneities
In the system .,.]. In the weak-coupling lim i, the
nstabilities develop when < ). I this paper,
we study whether a sin ilar nstability also develops at
strong coupling.

W hen isnonzero, the Nambu-G or'’kov propagatorof
ferm ionshasboth diagonaland o -diagonalcom ponents,



=e Eq. B). Their contributions to the currentcurrent
correlator ) can be considered separately. Then, the

expression ﬁ)rmf,J can be given In the ©llow ing form :

m2 = @3 amg + M7 )o a7

Each of the two types of contributions in this equa—
tion can be fiirther subdivided into particle-particle (ep),

+ N

antiparticle-antiparticle
pa) parts, ie.,

(@a), and particlkeantiparticle

M damg = (5 )G+ @G+ Wi )i @8

and a sim ilar representation holds or 7 ), . The ex—
plicit expressions for all contributions are given by

7
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where E = Ey T he upper and lower signs in

Egs. ) and ) denote the (p) and (aa) parts, re—
spectively. It should also be noted that the vacuum con—
tribution 1=Ey was subtracted n Eq. ).

Several rem arks are In order regarding the expressions
in Eqgs. [l through ). F irstly, we note that the con—
tributions due to the term s w ith the -and -functions
In the Integrands vanish in the gapped superconducting
phase (SC). These are nontrivial, however, in the gap-
less phases when there exists at least one welkde ned
e ective Fermm isurface, sseEq. ) . Secondly, the tem s
w ih the -function give negative contributions that di-
vergeas () 2 % yhen ! from below .
This is a re ection of the divergent density of states at
k=k (see, eg., the second paper in Ref. l]) . Finally,
we point out a qualitative di erence between the inte—
grands in the (pp) and (aa) expressions and those in the
(pa) ones when k ! 0. Because of the overall factor
k?=E? in the mer and the factor 3 K=E?) in the
latter, the low-m om entum contributions of the (pp) and
(@a) parts are suppressed, whilke those of the (pa) parts
are not. T his has in portant consequences at strong cou—
pling.

O urnum ericalresuls form 54 asa function of = for
three di erent values of the ratio =m (@ie. 0:9, 13 and
2) and a xedvalieofthemass,m= = 02,areshown In
Fig.l. (Note that the qualitative features of the num er—
ical results are robust when the param eterm = changes
In a relatively w ide range.) T he solid lines represent the
com plete resuls for the screening m asses squared, m }24 ,
w hile the other four lines give the separate (p) and (pa)
contributions, de ned in Egs. {lll) through ). W e do
not show the (aa) contributions in Fig.ll because they
are always am all num erically.

2 + E2
) — ) i 19)
2
N ) i ©0)
E,E 1
s C++ 1 6! ) — i @
+ Ex
— I (++ 1 6! ) @2)

In each panelofF ig.Ml, the value ofm 54 vanishes in the
Imi = ! 0 which corresponds to the nom alphase.
A s one can infer from the gure, this is due to the ex—

act cancellation ofthe negative (param agnetic) m 54 ) c(ip'JS;
and positive (diam agnetic) @ 7 ) ﬁ:; contributions.

A sone can see from the top panelofF ig. M, the result
form? ispositivede nite in thecase =m = 029. Thisis
not so, how ever, when the value ofthe ratio =m is larger
than 1. In particular, the quantity m 54 develops a nega—
tive divergence just below = = 1 and stays negative
fora range ofvaluesof = , see them iddle and bottom
panels in Fig.l. Tt is easy to gure out that the diver—
gence is caused by the singularbehavior ofthe density of
states around the e ective Fem i surfaces in the gapless
phases. T his singularity a ects only the particleparticle
contrbutions, ie., @3 )C(ipig; and (2 )(ipp) . W hen the
valueof =m becom es largerthan 1 and increases further,
negative values ofm 54 rst appear only near = =1
(see, eg., the m iddle panel in Fig.l). W hen the ratio

=m gets larger than about 1:8, however, the quantity
m 54 becom esnegative In thewholk range = < 1 (see,
eg., the bottom panelin Fig.l).

The num erical results for the screening m ass can be
conveniently sum m arized in Fig.ll by identifying the re—
gion n which my is inaghary (e, m2 < 0). For the
given set ofparameters, =m = 0S5 andm= = 02, this
ism arked by the shaded area there. For =m ~ 138, the
gSC (2) type gaplessphase is unstabl in the whole range

= < 1 where it is de ned. This is In agreem ent, of
course, w ith the resuls at weak coupling .]. Tt ism ost
Interesting, however, that for an aller values of the ratio
=m , the quantity m 54 could be positive even In the gap—
less phases. Tn particular,m? > 0 in the whole gSC (1)



FIG.4: The dependence ofmf4 (solid line) as well as the
ep) and (pa) contributions, de ned in Eqs. () through W),
versus = forthreedi erentvaluesof =m anda xedvalue
ofm= = 02.

region as well as In a part of the gSC (2) region. Note
that the gapless phases ound in the diagram i Fig.Hl
alw ays correspond to the stable region.

To complete the analysis of the stability of gapless
phases at strong coupling, we note that a general require—
m ent is that the eigenvalues of the susceptibility m atrix,

@Vv=@ ;@ ;, are nonnegative Il]. As a criterion for
stability, the susceptbility m atrix ism eaningfilonly n
the ground state de ned by that (; ) which solves
the gap equation. In a sense, therefore, the susceptibil-
ity criterion has a less general status than the one ofthe

(chrom o-)m agnetic stability. T he latter does not refer to
a speci ¢ form ofthe gap equation. Thisdi erencem ight
be very in portant when additionalconstraints (eg., neu—
trality) are enforced on the system .

In theM F approxin ation used In this study, the elgen—
values of the susogptibbility m atrix are non-negative in all
phases of Fig.ll, as well as in the regions to the left of
the dashed lines in Fig.M. W e argue that this is related
directly to the fact that the ground state isde ned asthe
globalm Ininum ofthe e ective potential. Indeed, one of
the In portant necessary conditions for the susceptibility
criterion to be satis ed reads .]

@%*v
@( )

0: @3)

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

equivalent to

0; @4)

which is always satis ed at the globalm ininum of the
e ective potential.

B efore concluding this section, we would like to brie y
discuss the properties at the splitting point S in Fig.H.
This point describes the situation when the two e ec—
tive Fem i surfaces m erge exactly at zero m om entum .
T his coincides w ith the de nition in Ref. .] where the
properties near S are studied using an e ective theory
approach. From Fig.ll we see that fur qualiatively
di erent regions m erge at point S, ie., () gSC (1), @)
SC, (iii) gSC ) wih a positive valie ofm 7 , and (iv)
gSC (2) wih a negative value ofmf,l . This topology is
In agreem ent w ith the qualitative picture presented in
Ref. .], although here we use a di erent approach. It is
Interesting, though, that the ground state de ned by the
splitting point isnever realized in theM F approxin ation
In ourmodel. This is because the second derivative of
the them odynam ic potential is negative de nite at the
point S, which exclides the possbility ofhaving a m ini-
mum there.

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

In this paper, we explored the superconducting (su—
per uid) phases in a relativistic m odelw ith two ferm ion
species having m ign atched Fem i surfaces. W e found
that, in general, there could exist gapless phases w ih
either one ortwo e ective Ferm isurfaces. In the M F ap—
proxin ation, however, only the gapless phase gSC (1) is
realized as a ground state, and only at strong coupling.
W e also calculated the fem ion—num ber current-current
correlator in the static and long wave-length Im it. The
results show that the gapless phases at strong coupling
are free of the (chrom o-)m agnetic instability. This is In
contrast to the situation in neutralquark m atter at weak
coupling .].

Tt is interesting to note that there could exist di erent
regin esof BEC in them odelat hand. In general, bound
bosonic states are formed when =m < 1 ]. As seen
from Fig.Jll, this is satis ed in parts ofthe SC and gSC (1)
regions, giving rise to gapped and gapless phases, respoec—
tively. W hile the num ber densities of the two species of
ferm ions are equal in the fom er, there is an excess of
one of the species in the latter. In fact, this excess is an
order param eter that de nes the gapless phases at zero
tem perature l]. The gapless BEC phase is a m xture
of tightly-bound bosons In the form ofa condensate and
additional unpaired ferm ions .,.].

Tt is worth m entioning that the gapless phase of the
gSC (1) type could also exist for a range of param eters
when =m > 1. In this case, stable bosons do not exist
and, thus, the BEC regim e cannot be realized. Ifthe di-
quark coupling In quark m atter is su ciently strong, this



gapless phase can potentially be realized as the ground
state of baryon m atter. Our analysis of the one-loop
ferm ion contrbution to the current-current correlator
suggests that the gSC (1) phase is stable. In the case of
quark m atter, however, it m ight be In portant to check
if the inclusion of glion and ghost contributions does
not change the conclusion. W hile such contributions are
negligble n the weak-coupling 1im it, thism ay not be the
case at strong coupling.

A fow words are in order regarding non-relativistic
m odels ., ., ., ., .]. In our analysis, we saw
that purely relativistic e ects due to the antiparticle-
antiparticle loops were always sm all near the splitting
point. This suggests strongly that our results should re—
man qualitatively the sam e also in the non-relativistic
Iim it that is de ned by j m Fm 1, =m 1 and

=m 1. Indeed, these conditions de ne a narrow area
around the verticallne =m = 1 in Fig.Mwhich includes
the point S. In fact, this also suggests that the topology

around the splitting point is the sam e in both relativistic
and non-relativistic m odels.

Note added. W hile nishing this paper, we leamed
that a sim ilar study In a non-relativistic m odel is done
by E . G ubankova, A . Schm itt, and F . W ilczek 1.
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