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W e analyze and com pare candidate crystalstructures for the crystalline color superconducting

phase that m ay arise in cold,dense but not asym ptotically dense,three-
avor quark m atter. W e

determ inethegap param eter� and free energy 
(�)form any possible crystalstructureswithin a

G inzburg-Landau approxim ation,evaluating 
(�)to order� 6.In contrastto the two-
avorcase,

we �nd a positive �
6
term and hence an 
(�) that is bounded from below for allthe structures

that we analyze. This m eans that we are able to evaluate � and 
 as a function ofthe splitting

between Ferm isurfacesforallthe structureswe consider.W e �nd two structureswith particularly

robustvaluesof� and the condensation energy,within a factoroftwo ofthose forthe CFL phase

which is known to characterize Q CD at asym ptotically large densities. The robustness ofthese

phases results in their being favored over wide ranges of density. However,it also im plies that

the G inzburg-Landau approxim ation isnotquantitatively reliable. W e develop qualitative insights

into whatm akes a crystalstructure favorable,and use these to winnow the possibilities. The two

structures that we �nd to be m ost favorable are both built from condensates with face-centered

cubic sym m etry: in one case,the hudiand husicondensates are separately face centered cubic;in

the othercase hudiand husicom bined m ake up a face centered cube.

PACS num bers:12.38.-t,26.60.+ c,12.38.M h,74.20.-z

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

Q uantum chrom odynam icspredictsthatatdensi-
tiesthatare high enough thatbaryonsare crushed
intoquarkm atter,thequarkm atterthatresultsfea-
turespairing between quarksatlow enough tem per-
atures,m eaning thatitisin one ofa fam ily ofpos-
sible colorsuperconducting phases[1]. The essence
of color superconductivity is quark pairing driven
by the BCS m echanism ,which operates whenever
thereareattractiveinteractionsbetween ferm ionsat
a Ferm isurface[2].Theinteraction between quarks
in Q CD is strong and is attractive between quarks
that are antisym m etric in color,so we expect cold
densequark m atterto exhibitcolorsuperconductiv-
ity.Ifcolorsuperconducting quark m atteroccursin
nature,itlieswithin com pactstars. Exceptduring
the�rstfew secondsaftertheirbirth in supernovae,
thesestarshavetem peratureswellbelow thetensof
M eV.Thisim pliesthatifthese starsfeature quark
m attercores,thesecoreswillbe colorsuperconduc-
tors,and justi�esusin restricting ourinvestigation

�Electronic address:krishna@ lns.m it.edu
yElectronic address:sharm a@ m it.edu

to T = 0 throughoutthispaper.

W e shallonly consider Cooper pairs whose pair
wave function is antisym m etric in Dirac indices
| the relativistic generalization ofzero totalspin.
(O ther possibilities have been investigated [1,3,4,
5,6]and found to be less favorable.) This in turn
requiresantisym m etry in 
avor,m eaning in partic-
ularthatthetwo quarksin a Cooperpairm usthave
di�erent
avor.

It is by now well-established that at su�ciently
high densities, where the up, down and strange
quarkscan be treated on an equalfooting and the
disruptive e�ectsofthe strange quark m asscan be
neglected,quark m atterisin thecolor-
avorlocked
(CFL) phase, in which quarks of all three colors
and allthree
avorsform conventionalCooperpairs
with zero totalm om entum ,and allferm ionic exci-
tations are gapped,with the gap param eter � 0 �

10� 100M eV [1,5].However,even attheverycenter
ofacom pactstarthequark num berchem icalpoten-
tial� cannotbem uch largerthan 500M eV,m eaning
thatthestrangequarkm assM s (which isdensityde-
pendent,lying som ewhere between its vacuum cur-
rentm assofabout100M eV and constituentm assof
about500 M eV)cannotbeneglected.Furtherm ore,
bulk m atter,as relevant for a com pact star,m ust
bein weak equilibrium and m ustbeelectrically and

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605316v2
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colorneutral[6,7,8,9,10]. Allthese factorswork
toseparatetheFerm im om entaofthethreedi�erent

avorsofquarks,and thusdisfavorthecross-species
BCS pairing that characterizes the CFL phase. If
we im agine beginning atasym ptotically high densi-
tiesand reducingthedensity,and supposethatCFL
pairing isdisrupted by the heavinessofthe strange
quark before colorsuperconducting quark m atteris
superseded by baryonicm atter,theCFL phasem ust
bereplaced by som ephaseofquark m atterin which
thereisless,and lesssym m etric,pairing.

W ithin a spatially hom ogeneousansatz,the next
phase down in density is the gapless CFL (gCFL)
phase [11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18]. In thisphase,
quarks ofallthree colors and allthree 
avors still
form ordinary Cooper pairs, with each pair hav-
ing zero totalm om entum ,but there are regions of
m om entum space in which certain quarks do not
succeed in pairing,and these regions are bounded
by m om enta at which certain ferm ionic quasipar-
ticles are gapless. This variation on BCS pairing
| in which the sam e species offerm ions that pair
feature gaplessquasiparticles| was�rstproposed
for two 
avor quark m atter [19]and in an atom ic
physics context [20]. In all these contexts, how-
ever,the gapless paired state turns out in general
to su�erfrom a \m agneticinstability":itcan lower
its energy by the form ation ofcounter-propagating
currents [21, 22, 23]. In the atom ic physics con-
text,the resolution ofthe instability is phase sep-
aration,into m acroscopic regions oftwo phases in
one ofwhich standard BCS pairing occurs and in
the otherofwhich no pairing occurs[24,25,26].In
three-
avor quark m atter,where the instability of
the gCFL phase has been established in Refs.[22],
phase coexistence would require coexisting com po-
nents with opposite color charges, in addition to
opposite electric charges, m aking it very unlikely
thata phase separated solution can have loweren-
ergy than the gCFL phase [12,13]. Furtherm ore,
color superconducting phases which are less sym -
m etric than the CFL phase but stillinvolve only
conventionalBCS pairing, for exam ple the m uch-
studied 2SC phase in which only two colors of
up and down quarks pair [4, 27, 28] but includ-
ing also m any other possibilities [29], cannot be
the resolution of the gCFL instability [6, 29]. It
seem s likely, therefore, that a ground state with
counter-propagatingcurrentsisrequired.Thiscould
take the form of a crystalline color superconduc-
tor [30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41]

| the Q CD analogue ofa form ofnon-BCS pair-
ing �rst considered by Larkin,O vchinnikov,Fulde
and Ferrell[42].O r,given thattheCFL phaseitself
is likely augm ented by kaon condensation [43,44],
it could take the form ofa phase in which a CFL
kaon condensate carries a current in one direction
balanced by a counter-propagating current in the
opposite direction carried by gapless quark quasi-
particles [45,46]. This m eson supercurrent phase
hasbeen shown to havea lowerfreeenergy than the
gCFL phase.

O urpurposein thispaperisto analyzeand com -
pare candidate crystal structures for three-
avor
crystalline color superconductivity. The investiga-
tion ofcrystalline colorsuperconductivity in three-

avor Q CD was initiated in Ref. [39]. Although
such phases seem to be free from m agnetic insta-
bility [40], it rem ains to be seen whether such a
phase can have a lower free energy than the m e-
son currentphase,m aking ita possibleresolution to
the gCFL instability. The sim plest\crystal" struc-
tures do not su�ce [39,41],but experience in the
two-
avorcontext[35]suggeststhatrealisticcrystal
structures constructed from m ore plane waves will
prove to be qualitatively m ore robust. O ur results
con�rm thisexpectation.

Determ ining the favored crystal structure(s) in
the crystalline color superconducting phase(s) of
three-
avorQ CD requiresdeterm ining thegapsand
com paringthefreeenergiesforvery m any candidate
structures,asthereareeven m orepossibilitiesthan
the m any that were investigated in the two-
avor
context [35]. As there,we shallm ake a G inzburg-
Landau approxim ation.Thisapproxim ation iscon-
trolled if� � � 0,where � is the gap param eter
ofthe crystalline colorsuperconducting phase itself
and � 0 isthegap param eterin theCFL phasethat
would occur if M s were zero. W e shall�nd that
the m ostfavored crystalstructurescan have �=� 0

aslargeas� 1=2,m eaning thatwe arepushing the
approxim ation hard and soshould nottrustitquan-
titatively. In earlier work with M annarelli[41],we
analyzed a particularly sim pleoneparam eterfam ily
of\crystal" structuresin three-
avorquark m atter,
sim ple enough thatwe wereable to do do the anal-
ysis both with and without the G inzburg-Landau
approxim ation. W e found that the approxim ation
workswhen itshould and that,atleastforthesim ple
crystalstructureswe analyzed in Ref.[41],when it
breaksdown italwaysunderestim atesthegap �and
the condensation energy. Furtherm ore, we found
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thatthe G inzburg-Landau approxim ation correctly
determ ines which crystalstructure am ong the one
param eterfam ily thatwe analyzed in Ref.[41]has
the largestgap and lowestfreeenergy.
W e shall work throughout in a Nam bu{Jona-

Lasinio (NJL)m odelin which the Q CD interaction
between quarksisreplacedbyapoint-likefour-quark
interaction, with the quantum num bers of single-
gluon exchange,analyzed in m ean �eld theory.This
isnota controlled approxim ation. However,itsuf-
�ces for our purposes: because this m odelhas at-
traction in the sam e channels as in Q CD,its high
density phaseistheCFL phase;and,theFerm isur-
facesplitting e�ectswhosequalitativeconsequences
we wish to study can allbe built into the m odel.
Notethatweshallassum ethroughoutthat� 0 � �.
Thisweakcouplingassum ption m eansthatthepair-
ing isdom inated by m odesnearthe Ferm isurfaces.
Q uantitatively,thism eansthatresultsforthe gaps
and condensation energies ofcandidate crystalline
phases are independent of the cuto� in the NJL
m odelwhen expressed in term softhe CFL gap � 0:
ifthe cuto� ischanged with the NJL coupling con-
stantadjusted so that� 0 stays�xed,the gapsand
condensation energies for the candidate crystalline
phases also stay �xed. This m akes the NJL m odel
valuable for m aking the com parisons that are our
goal.
W eshallconsidercrystalstructuresin which there

aretwo condensates

hudi � �3
X

a

exp(2iqa3 � r)

husi � �2
X

a

exp(2iqa2 � r) : (1)

Asin Refs.[39,41],and asweexplain in Section II,
we neglect hdsi pairing because the d and s Ferm i
surfaces are twice as far apart from each other as
each isfrom the intervening u Ferm isurface. W ere
we to set� 2 to zero,treating only hudipairing,we
would recoverthetwo-
avorG inzburg-Landau anal-
ysisofRef.[35]. There,itwasfound thatthe best
choice ofcrystalstructure wasone in which pairing
occursfora setofeightqa3’spointing atthecorners
ofa cubein m om entum space,yieldingacondensate
with face-centered cubic sym m etry. The analyses
ofthree-
avorcrystallinecolorsuperconductivity in
Refs.[39,41]introduce nonzero � 2,but m ade the
sim plifying ansatzthatpairingoccursonly fora sin-
gleq3 andasingleq2.W econsidercrystalstructures
with up to eightqa3’sand up to eightq

a
2’s.

W e shallevaluate the free energy 
(� 2;� 3) for
each crystalstructure,in aG inzburg-Landau expan-
sionin powersofthe�’s.W eworkup toorder� p

2�
q

3

with p+ q= 6.Atsexticorder,we�nd that
(�;�)
is positive for large � for allthe crystalstructures
that we investigate. This is in m arked contrast to
theresultsofRef.[35],which showed thatm anytwo-

avorcrystalstructureshave negative sextic term s,
with free energies that are unbounded from below
when theG inzburg-Landau expansion isstopped at
sextic order. Because we �nd positive sextic term s,
we are able to use oursextic G inzburg-Landau ex-
pansion to evaluate� and 
(�;�)forallthestruc-
turesthatweanalyze.

Thetwocrystalstructuresthatwearguearem ost
favorableareboth related to the face-centered cube
ofRef.[35],butin di�erentways.In the�rst,which
we denote \CubeX" in Section VI,there are four
qa3’sand fourq

a
2’swhich togetherpointatthe eight

cornersofacubein m om entum space.In thesecond,
denoted \2Cube45z" in Section VI,there are eight
qa3’sand eightq

a
2’swhich eachpointattheeightcor-

ners ofa cube in m om entum space,the two cubes
rotated relative to each other by 45 degrees about
an axisperpendicularto theirfaces. To a large de-
gree,ourargum entthatthesetwostructuresarethe
m ostfavorablereliesonly on two qualitativeinputs.
First,ifeitherthe setoffqa2g’sorthe setoffq

a
3g’s

yieldsa husiorahudicondensatewhosefreeenergy,
viewed in isolation asa two-
avorproblem and eval-
uated asin Ref.[35],isunfavorable,then the three-

avorcondensate isunfavorable. Thus,we can use
allthe qualitative results ofRef.[35]. Second,the
freeenergy ofa candidatethree-
avorcrystalstruc-
turebecom eslessfavorablethecloserany qa2 com es
to the antipodes ofany qa3. This second result is
foreshadowed in theresultsofRefs.[39,41],and the
results ofRef.[41]indicate that it is valid beyond
the G inzburg-Landau approxim ation. W e shallsee
in Section VIthatthese two qualitative lessonsare
su�cient to winnow the space ofcandidate crystal
structuresdown tothetwothatourcalculationalre-
sults,also described in Section VI,dem onstrate are
indeed the m ostfavorable.

W e�nd thatseveralofthecrystalstructuresthat
we consider have gap param eters that can be as
large as � 0=3,and that one ofthem (the CubeX
structure)has�=� 0 thatreaches1/2.The robust-
nessofthesecrystallinecondensatesthuspushesthe
G inzburg-Landau approxim ation thatwe haveused
in the derivation of our results to the edge of its
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regim e ofquantitative reliability. As we discussed
above,theanalysisofRef.[41]showsthatforsim pler
crystalstructuresqualitativeresultsobtained within
this approxim ation rem ain valid when the approxi-
m ation hasbroken down quantitatively. W e expect
thisto beso also forthem orerealistic,and com pli-
cated,crystalstructures that we have constructed,
but a dem onstration would require their analysis
withoutm aking a G inzburg-Landau approxim ation,
som ething wedo notattem pthere.
W e �nd thatthe two crystalstructureswhich we

arguearem ostfavorablehavelargecondensation en-
ergies,easily 1/3 to 1/2 ofthat in the CFL phase
with M s = 0,which is 3� 2

0�
2=�2. This is rem ark-

able,given theonly quarksthatpairarethoselying
on (adm ittedly m any) rings on the Ferm isurfaces,
whereasin the CFL phase with M s = 0 pairing oc-
cursoverthe entireu,d and s Ferm isurfaces.
The gapless CFL (gCFL) phase provides a use-

fulcom parison atnonzero M s.For2� 0 < M 2
s=� <

5:2� 0,m odelanalysesthatarerestrictedtoisotropic
phases predict a gCFL phase [11, 12,15], �nding
thisphase to havelowerfreeenergy than eitherthe
CFL phase or unpaired quark m atter. However,
this phase is unstable to the form ation ofcurrent-
carrying condensates [21,22,23,45,46]and so it
cannotbe the ground state. The true ground state
m usthave lowerfree energy than thatofthe gCFL
phase,and forthisreason thegCFL freeenergy pro-
videsa usefulbenchm ark.W e�nd thatthree-
avor
crystalline colorsuperconducting quark m atter has
a lower free energy than both gCFL quark m atter
and unpaired quark m atterwithin a wide regim eof
density.For

2:9� 0 <
M 2

s

�
< 10:4� 0 (2)

the crystalline phase with one or other ofthe two
crystalstructuresthatwe argue are m ostfavorable
haslowerfree energy (greatercondensation energy)
than CFL quark m atter,gCFL quark m atter,and
unpaired quark m atter. (See Fig.7 in Section VI.)
Thiswindow in param eterspace isin no sense nar-
row.O urresultsthereforeindicatethatthree-
avor
crystallinequarkm atterwilloccuroverawiderange
of densities, unless, that is, the pairing between
quarks is so strong (that is,� 0 is so large m aking
M 2

s=� 0 so sm all) thatquark m atter is in the CFL
phaseallthewaydown tothedensityatwhich quark
m atterissuperseded by nuclearm atter.
However,ourresultsalso indicate thatunlessthe

G inzburg-Landau approxim ation isunderestim ating
the condensation energy ofthe crystalline phase by
about a factor of two, there is a fraction of the
\gCFL window"(with 2� 0 < M 2

s=� < 2:9� 0,in the
G inzburg-Landau approxim ation)in which no crys-
talline phase has lower free energy than the gCFL
phase.Thisisthusthe m ostlikely regim e in which
to �nd the current-carrying m eson condensates of
Refs.[45,46].
O urpaper is organized asfollows. In Section II,

weshallspecifythem odelweuseand thesim plifying
assum ptionswem ake,valid for� � � 0.Along the
way we review relevant aspects oftwo-
avor color
superconductivity. W e shallalso de�ne our ansatz
for the crystalline condensates m ore precisely than
in Eq.(1). M uch ofSection II closely follows our
earlierpaper in collaboration with M annarelli[41].
O ne sim plifying assum ption that we m ake is that
� 2 and � 3 are equalin m agnitude,an assum ption
which is related to how electric neutrality is m ain-
tained.In Appendix A,weuseourresultstocon�rm
thevalidity ofthisassum ption.In Section IIIwein-
troduce the G inzburg-Landau expansion ofthe free
energy,deferringthederivation oftheexpressionsfor
the G inzburg-Landau coe�cientsto Section IV and
theirevaluation to Section V.W egiveourresultsin
Section VI,and discusstheirim plicationsforfuture
work in Section VII.

II. M O D EL,SIM P LIFIC A T IO N S A N D

A N SA T Z

A . N eutralunpaired three-
avor quark m atter

W e shallanalyze quark m atter containing m ass-
less u and d quarksand s quarkswith an e�ective
m assM s.(Although thestrangequark m asscan be
determ ined self-consistently by solving for an h�ssi
condensate [9,17,18],we shallleave this to future
workand treatM s asaparam eter.) TheLagrangian
density describing thissystem in the absence ofin-
teractionsisgiven by

L0 = � i�
�

i@=
��

ij � M
��

ij + �
��

ij 
0

�

 �j ; (3)

where i;j = 1;2;3 are 
avor indices and �;� =
1;2;3 are colorindicesand we have suppressed the
Dirac indices,where M ��

ij = ��� diag(0;0;M s)ij is

the m ass m atrix,where @��ij = @����ij and where
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the quark chem icalpotentialm atrix isgiven by

�
��

ij = (��ij� �eQ ij)�
��+ �ij

�

�3T
��

3 +
2
p
3
�8T

��

8

�

;

(4)
with Q = diag(2=3;� 1=3;� 1=3)ijthequarkelectric-
chargem atrixand T3 and T8 theG ell-M ann m atrices
in colorspace.W eshallquoteresultsatquark num -
berchem icalpotential� = 500 M eV throughout.
In Q CD,�e,�3 and �8 arethezeroth com ponents

ofelectrom agnetic and color gauge �elds,and the
gauge�eld dynam icsensurethatthey takeon values
such thatthe m atterisneutral[6,47],satisfying

@


@�e
=

@


@�3
=

@


@�8
= 0 ; (5)

with 
 thefreeenergy density ofthesystem .In the
NJL m odelthat we shallem ploy,in which quarks
interactvia four-ferm ion interactionsand there are
nogauge�elds,weintroduce�e,�3 and �8 by hand,
and choosethem tosatisfy theneutrality constraints
(5). The assum ption ofweak equilibrium is built
into thecalculation via thefactthattheonly 
avor-
dependentchem icalpotentialis�e,ensuring forex-
am plethatthechem icalpotentialsofd and squarks
with the sam e color m ust be equal. Because the
strange quarks have greater m ass, the equality of
their chem icalpotentials im plies that the s quarks
have sm aller Ferm im om enta than the d quarks in
the absence ofBCS pairing.In the absence ofpair-
ing,then,becauseweak equilibrium drivesthem as-
sive strange quarks to be less num erous than the
down quarks,electricalneutrality requiresa �e > 0,
which m akesthe up quarkslessnum erousthan the
down quarksand introducessom eelectronsinto the
system .In theabsenceofpairing,colorneutrality is
obtained with �3 = �8 = 0:
The Ferm im om enta ofthe quarks and electrons

in quark m atterthatiselectrically and colorneutral
and in weak equilibrium aregiven in the absenceof
pairing by

p
d
F = � +

�e

3

p
u
F = � �

2�e
3

p
s
F =

r
�

� +
�e

3

�2
� M 2

s � � +
�e

3
�
M 2

s

2�

p
e
F = �e ; (6)

wherewehavesim pli�ed psF upon assum ingthatM s

and �e aresm allcom pared to � by working only to

linear orderin �e and M 2
s. The free energy ofthe

noninteracting quarksand electronsisgiven by


unpaired = �
3(puF )

4 + 3
�
pdF

�4
+ (peF )

4

12�2

+
3

�2

Z p
s

F

0

p
2
dp

�p
p2 + M 2

s � � �
�e

3

�

� �
3

4�2
�
�
4 � �

2
M

2
s

�

+
1

2�2
�M

2
s�e �

1

�2
�
2
�
2
e + ::: (7)

To thisorder,electricneutrality requires

�e =
M 2

s

4�
; (8)

yielding

p
d
F = � +

M 2
s

12�
= p

u
F +

M 2
s

4�

p
u
F = � �

M 2
s

6�

p
s
F = � �

5M 2
s

12�
= p

u
F �

M 2
s

4�

p
e
F =

M 2
s

4�
: (9)

W e see from (6) that to leading order in M 2
s and

�e,thee�ectofthestrangequark m asson unpaired
quark m atterisasifinstead onereduced thestrange
quark chem ical potential by M 2

s=(2�). W e shall
m ake this approxim ation throughout. The correc-
tions to this approxim ation in an NJL analysis of
a two-
avor crystalline color superconductor have
been evaluated and found to be sm all[34],and we
expectthe sam eto be true here.Upon m aking this
assum ption,weneed no longerbe carefulaboutthe
distinction between pF ’sand �’s,aswe can sim ply
think ofthe three 
avorsofquarksas ifthey have
chem icalpotentials

�d = �u + 2��3
�u = p

u
F

�s = �u � 2��2 (10)

with

��3 = ��2 =
M 2

s

8�
� �� ; (11)
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wherethechoiceofsubscriptsindicatesthat2��2 is
thesplitting between theFerm isurfacesforquarks1
and 3and2��3 isthatbetweentheFerm isurfacesfor
quarks1 and 2,identifying u;d;s with 1;2;3.(The
prefactor2 in theequationsde�ning the��’sischo-
sen to agree with the notation used in the analysis
ofcrystallinecolorsuperconductivity in a two 
avor
m odel[30],in which thetwoFerm isurfaceswerede-
noted by � � �� m eaning thatthey were separated
by 2��.)
Notethattheequality of��2 and ��3 isonly valid

to leading order in M 2
s; at the next order, �e =

M 2
s=(4�)� M 4

s=(48�
3)and ��3 = �e=2 while��2 =

��3 + M 4
s=(16�

3). In Section V,we willutilize the
fact that ��2 and ��3 are close to equal,but not
precisely equal.

B . B C S pairing and neutrality

Asdescribed in Refs. [6,9,11,48],BCS pairing
introduces qualitative changes into the analysis of
neutrality. For exam ple,in the CFL phase �e = 0
and �8 is nonzero and oforder M 2

s=�. This arises
because the construction ofa phase in which BCS
pairing occurs between ferm ions whose Ferm isur-
face would be split in the absence of pairing can
bedescribed asfollows.First,adjusttheFerm isur-
facesofthoseferm ionsthatpairtom akethem equal.
Thiscostsafreeenergypriceoforder��2�2.And,it
changestherelation between thechem icalpotentials
and the particle num bers,m eaning thatthe �’sre-
quired forneutralitycan changequalitativelyashap-
pensin theCFL exam ple.Second,pair.Thisyields
a freeenergy bene�toforder� 2

0�
2,where� 0 isthe

gap param eterdescribing the BCS pairing. Hence,
BCS pairingwillonlyoccuriftheattraction between
the ferm ions is large enough that� 0 & ��. In the
CFL context,in which hudi,husiand hdsipairing is
�ghting against the splitting between the d,u and
s Ferm isurfacesdescribed above,itturnsoutthat
CFL pairing can occurif� 0 > 4�� = M 2

s=(2�)[11],
a criterion that is reduced som ewhat by kaon con-
densation which actsto stabilize CFL pairing [44].
In thispaperwe are considering quark m atterat

densitiesthatarelow enough (� < M 2
s=(2� 0))that

CFL pairing isnotpossible.Thegap param eter� 0

thatwould characterizetheCFL phaseifM 2
s and ��

were zero is neverthelessan im portantscale in our
problem ,asitquanti�esthe strength ofthe attrac-
tion between quarks.Estim atesofthem agnitudeof

� 0 aretypically in thetensofM eV,perhapsaslarge
as100 M eV [1]. W e shalltreat� 0 asa param eter,
and quote results for � 0 = 25 M eV,although as
weshallshow in Section VI.E ourresultscan easily
be scaled to any value of� 0 as long as the weak-
coupling approxim ation � 0 � � isrespected.

C . C rystalline color superconductivity in

tw o-
avor quark m atter

Crystalline color superconductivity can be
thoughtofasthe answerto the question: \Isthere
a way to pair quarks at di�ering Ferm i surfaces
without�rstequalizing theirFerm im om enta,given
that doing so exacts a cost?" The answer is \Yes,
but it requires Cooper pairs with nonzero total
m om entum ." O rdinary BCS pairing pairs quarks
with m om enta p and � p,m eaning thatiftheFerm i
surfaces are split at m ost one m em ber of a pair
can be atitsFerm isurface. In the crystalline color
superconducting phase,pairswith totalm om entum
2q condense, m eaning that one m em ber of the
pair has m om entum p + q and the other has
m om entum � p + q for som e p [30,42]. Suppose
for a m om ent that only u and d quarks pair,
m aking the analysesofa two-
avorm odelfound in
Refs.[30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38](and really
going back to Ref.[42])valid.W esketch theresults
ofthisanalysisin thissubsection.
The sim plest \crystalline" phase is one in which

only pairswith a single q condense,yielding a con-
densate

h u(x)C 
5 d(x)i/ �exp(2iq � r) (12)

thatism odulated in spacelike a planewave.(Here
and throughout, we shall denote by r the spa-
tialthree-vectorcorresponding to the Lorentz four-
vector x.) Assum ing that � � �� � �,the en-
ergetically favored value ofjqj� q turns outto be
q = ���, where the proportionality constant � is
given by � = 1:1997 [30,42]. If� were 1,then the
only choice ofp for which a Cooper pair with m o-
m enta(� p+ q;p+ q)woulddescribetwoquarkseach
on theirrespectiveFerm isurfaceswould correspond
toaquarkon thenorth poleofoneFerm isurfaceand
aquarkon thesouth poleoftheother.Instead,with
� > 1,the quarks on each Ferm isurface that can
pairlieon onering on each Ferm isurface,therings
having opening angle  0 = 2cos�1 (1=�) = 67:1�.
The energetic calculation thatdeterm ines� can be
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thought ofas balancing the gain in pairing energy
as� isincreased beyond 1,allowingquarkson larger
rings to pair, against the kinetic energy cost of
Cooper pairswith greatertotalm om entum . Ifthe
�=�� ! 0 G inzburg-Landau lim it is not assum ed,
the pairing rings change from circular lines on the
Ferm isurfacesintoribbonsofthickness� �and an-
gularextent� �=��.Thecondensate(12)carriesa
current,which isbalanced by a counter-propagating
current carried by the unpaired quarks near their
Ferm isurfaces that are not in the pairing ribbons.
Hence,the statecarriesno netcurrent.
Aftersolving a gap equation for� and then eval-

uating thefreeenergy ofthephasewith condensate
(12),one�ndsthatthissim plest\crystalline"phase
is favored overtwo-
avorquark m atter with either
nopairingorBCS pairingonly within a narrow win-
dow

0:707� 2SC < �� < 0:754�2SC ; (13)

where � 2SC isthe gap param eterforthe two-
avor
phasewith 2SC (2-
avor,2-color)BCS pairingfound
at�� = 0. Atthe upperboundary ofthiswindow,
� ! 0 and one �nds a second order phase tran-
sition between the crystalline and unpaired phases.
Atthe lowerboundary,there isa �rstordertransi-
tion between thecrystallineand BCS paired phases.
The crystalline phase persistsin the weak coupling
lim itonly if��=�2SC isheld �xed,within the win-
dow (13), while the standard weak-coupling lim it
� 2SC =� ! 0 is taken. Looking ahead to our con-
text,and recalling thatin three-
avorquark m atter
�� = M 2

s=(8�),we see that at high densities one
�ndstheCFL phase(which isthethree-
avorquark
m atter BCS phase) and in som e window oflower
densitiesone�ndsacrystallinephase.In thevicinity
ofthe second ordertransition,where � ! 0 and in
particularwhere�=�� ! 0 and,consequently given
(13),�=� 2SC ! 0 a G inzburg-Landau expansion of
thefreeenergy orderby orderin powersof� iscon-
trolled. Analysis within an NJL m odelshows that
the results for �(��) becom e accurate in the lim it
�� ! 0:754�2SC where� ! 0,asm ustbethecase,
and show thattheG inzburg-Landau approxim ation
underestim ates�(��)atall�� [30,35].
The G inzburg-Landau analysis can then be ap-

plied tom orecom plicatedcrystalstructuresinwhich
Cooper pairs with several di�erent q’s, all with
the sam e length but pointing in di�erent direc-
tions,arise[35].Thisanalysisindicatesthata face-
centered cubic structure constructed as the sum of

eightplanewaveswith q’spointing atthecornersof
a cube is favored,but itdoes notperm ita quanti-
tative evaluation of�(��). The G inzburg-Landau
expansion of the free energy has term s that are
quartic and sextic in � whose coe�cientsare both
large in m agnitude and negative. To this order,

is not bounded from below. This m eans that the
G inzburg-Landau analysispredictsa strong �rstor-
derphasetransition between thecrystallineand un-
paired phase,at som e �� signi�cantly larger than
0:754� 2SC,m eaning that the crystalline phase oc-
cursoverarangeof�� thatism uch widerthan (13),
butitprecludesthequantitativeevaluation ofthe��
atwhich the transition occurs,of�,orof
.

W e shall �nd that in three-
avor quark m at-
ter,allthe crystalline phasesthatwe analyze have
G inzburg-Landau free energies with positive sextic
coe�cient,m eaning that they can be used to eval-
uate �,
 and the location ofthe transition from
unpaired quark m atterto thecrystallinephasewith
a postulated crystalstructure.Forthem ostfavored
crystalstructures,we �nd that the window in pa-
ram eter space in which they occur is given by (2),
which isin no sensenarrow.

D . C rystalline color superconductivity in

neutralthree-
avor quark m atter

O ur purpose in this paper is to analyze three-

avorcrystalline colorsuperconductivity,with con-
densatesasin Eq.(1)fora variety ofchoicesofthe
sets ofqa2’s and qa3’s,i.e. for a variety ofcrystal
structures. W e shallm ake weak coupling (nam ely
� 0;�� � �) and G inzburg-Landau (nam ely � �

� 0;��)approxim ationsthrougout.

The analysis of neutrality in three-
avor quark
m atterin a crystalline colorsuperconducting phase
isverysim plein theG inzburg-Landau lim itin which
� � ��:becausetheconstruction ofthisphasedoes
notinvolverearrangingany Ferm im om enta priorto
pairing,and because the assum ption � � �� im -
plies that the pairing does not signi�cantly change
any num ber densities, neutrality is achieved with
the sam e chem ical potentials �e = M 2

s=(4�) and
�3 = �8 = 0 asin unpaired quark m atter,and with
Ferm im om enta given in Eqs.(6),(9),and (10)asin
unpaired quark m atter. This result is correctonly
in the G inzburg-Landau lim it.
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W e considera condensateofthe form

h i�(x)C 
5 j�(x)i/
3X

I= 1

X

qa

I
2fq

I
g

� Ie
2iq

a

I
�r
�I���Iij ;

(14)
where qa1,q

a
2 and qa3 and � 1,� 2 and � 3 are the

wave vectors and gap param eters describing pair-
ing between the (d;s),(u;s) and (u;d) quarks re-
spectively,whoseFerm im om enta aresplitby 2��1,
2��2 and 2��3 respectively.From (10),we see that
��2 = ��3 = ��1=2 = M 2

s=(8�).Foreach I,fqIg is
a setofm om entum vectorsthatde�ne the periodic
spatialm odulation ofthecrystallinecondensatede-
scribing pairing between the quarkswhose 
avoris
notI,and whosecolorisnotI.O urgoalin thispa-
peristo com parecondensateswith di�erentchoices
offqIg’s,that is with di�erent crystalstructures.
To shorten expressions,wewillhenceforth write

X

qa

I

�
X

qa

I
2fq

I
g

: (15)

Thecondensate(14)hasthecolor-
avorstructureof
the CFL condensate (obtained by setting allq’sto
zero)and isthe naturalgeneralization to nontrivial
crystalstructuresofthecondensatepreviously ana-
lyzed in Refs.[39,41],in which each fqIg contained
only a singlevector.
In thederivation oftheG inzburg-Landau approx-

im ation in Section IV,we shallm ake no furtheras-
sum ptions.However,in SectionsV and VIwhen we
evaluate the G inzburg-Landau coe�cientsand give
our results, we shallm ake the further sim plifying
assum ption that � 1 = 0. G iven that ��1 is twice
��2 or��3,itseem sreasonable that� 1 � � 2;� 3.
W eleavea quantitativeinvestigation ofcondensates
with � 1 6= 0 to future work.

E. N JL M odel,and M ean-Field

A pproxim ation

Asdiscussed in Section I,weshallwork in an NJL
m odelin which the quarksinteractvia a point-like
four-quark interaction,with the quantum num bers
ofsingle-gluon exchange,analyzed in m ean �eld the-
ory. By this we m ean that the interaction term
added to the Lagrangian (3)is

Linteraction = �
3

8
�(� �A � )(� �A � ); (16)

where we have suppressed the color and 
avor in-
dicesthatweshowed explicitly in (3),and havecon-
tinued to suppress the Dirac indices. The fullex-
pression for�A � is(�A �)�i;�j = 
�(T A )���ij,where
the T A arethe colorG ell-M ann m atrices.TheNJL
coupling constant� hasdim ension -2,m eaning that
an ultravioletcuto� � m ustbe introduced asa sec-
ond param eterin orderto fully specify the interac-
tion. De�ning � asthe restriction thatm om entum
integrals be restricted to a shellaround the Ferm i
surface,� � �< jpj< � + �,the CFL gap param e-
tercan then be evaluated:[1,35]

� 0 = 2
2

3 �exp

�

�
�2

2�2�

�

: (17)

W eshallseein subsequentsectionsthatin thelim it
in which which � � � 0;�� � �,allour results
can be expressed in term s of� 0;neither � nor �
shallappear.Thisre
ectsthefactthatin thislim it
the physicsofinterestisdom inated by quarksnear
the Ferm isurfaces,not near �,and so once � 0 is
used astheparam eterdescribing thestrength ofthe
attraction between quarks, � is no longer visible;
the cuto� � only appears in the relation between
� 0 and �,not in any com parison am ong di�erent
possiblepaired phases.In ournum ericalevaluations
in Section VI,we shalltake � = 500 M eV,� =
100M eV,and adjust� tobesuch that� 0 is25M eV.
In the m ean-�eld approxim ation,the interaction

Lagrangian (16)takeson the form

Linteraction =
1

2
� �(x) � T +

1

2
 
T ��(x) ; (18)

where�(x)isrelated to the diquark condensateby
the relations

�(x)=
3

4
��A �h  T i(�A �)

T

��(x)=
3

4
�(�A �)T h� T � i�A �

= 

0� y(x)
0 :

(19)

Theansatz(14)can now be m adeprecise:wetake

�(x)= � C F (x)
 C 

5
; (20)

with

� C F (x)�i;�j =
3X

I= 1

X

qa

I

�(q a
I)e

2iq
a

I
�r
�I���Iij : (21)
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W e have introduced notation that allows for the
possibility ofgap param eters �(q a

I) with di�erent
m agnitudes for di�erent I and for di�erent a. In
fact,we shallonly considercircum stancesin which
�(q a

I)= � I,asin (14).However,itwillbeverycon-
venientin subsequentsectionstokeep trackofwhich
� I in a com plicated equation \goeswith" which qaI,
m aking thisnotation useful.
The fullLagrangian,given by the sum of(3)and

(18),isthen quadraticand can bewritten very sim -
ply upon introducing the two com ponent Nam bu-
G orkov spinor

� =

�
 
� T

�

and hence �� =
�
�  T

�
; (22)

in term sofwhich

L =
1

2
��

�
i@=+ �= �(x)
��(x) (i@=� �=)T

�

� : (23)

Here,�= � �
0 and � is the m atrix (4),which we
haveargued sim pli�esto

� = �
�� 
 diag(�u;�d;�s) (24)

with the 
avorchem icalpotentialsgiven sim ply by
(10).In subsequentsections,weshallalso often use
the notation �=i � �i
0,with i= 1;2;3 correspond-
ing to u;d;s respectively.
The propagatorcorresponding to the Lagrangian

(23)isgiven by

h�(x)��(x0)i=
�

h (x)� (x0)i h (x) T (x0)i
h� T (x)� (x0)i h� T (x) T (x0)i

�

=
�
iG (x;x0) iF (x;x0)
i�F(x;x0) i�G (x;x0)

�

;

(25)

whereG and �G arethe\norm al" com ponentsofthe
propagatorand F and �F arethe\anom alous" com -
ponents.They satisfy the coupled di�erentialequa-
tions
�
i@=+ �= �(x)
��(x) (i@=� �=)T

��
G (x;x0) F (x;x0)
�F (x;x0) �G (x;x0)

�

=
� 1 0
0 1

�

�
(4)(x � x

0):

(26)

W e can now rewrite(19)as

�(x)=
3i

4
��A �F (x;x)(�A �)

T

��(x)=
3i

4
�(�A �)T �F (x;x)�A � ;

(27)

eitherone ofwhich isthe self-consistency equation,
orgap equation,thatwe m ustsolve. W ithoutfur-
therapproxim ation,(27)isnottractable. Ityields
an in�nitesetofcoupled gap equations,oneforeach
�(q a

I),because withoutfurtherapproxim ation itis
notconsistentto choose�nitesetsfqIg.W hen sev-
eralplanewavesarepresentin thecondensate,they
induce an in�nite tower ofhigher m om entum con-
densates[35].Thereason why theG inzburg-Landau
approxim ation,to which wenow turn,issuch a sim -
pli�cation isthatitelim inatesthesehigherharm on-
ics.

III. G IN ZB U R G -LA N D A U

A P P R O X IM A T IO N :IN T R O D U C T IO N

The form ofthe G inzburg-Landau expansion of
thefreeenergy can bederived using only generalar-
gum ents.This,com bined with resultsfortwo-
avor
crystalline color superconductivity from Ref. [35],
willallow ustodraw som epartialconclusionsin this
Section.
W eshallonly considercrystalstructuresin which

allthe vectorsqaI in the crystalstructure fqIg are
\equivalent".By thiswem ean thata rigid rotation
ofthecrystalstructurecan befound which m apsany
qaI to any other qbI leaving the set fqIg invariant.
For such crystalstructures,�(q a

I) = � I,m eaning
thatthefreeenergy isafunction only of� 1,� 2 and
� 3. Asexplained in Section II.D,the chem icalpo-
tentialsthatm aintain neutralityin three-
avorcrys-
talline color superconducting quark m atter are the
sam easthosein neutralunpaired three-
avorquark
m atter.Therefore,


crystalline = 
unpaired + 
(� 1;� 2;� 3); (28)

with 
unpaired given in (7) with (8), and with

(0;0;0)= 0. O urtask is to evaluate the conden-
sation energy 
(� 1;� 2;� 3). Since ourLagrangian
isbaryon num berconserving and containsno weak
interactions,itisinvariantundera globalU (1)sym -
m etry for each 
avor. This m eans that 
 m ust be
invariant under � I ! ei�I� I for each I,m eaning
thateach ofthe three � I’s can only appearin the
com bination � �

I� I. (O f course,the ground state
can and doesbreak these U (1)sym m etriessponta-
neously;whatweneed in theargum entwearem ak-
ing here isonly thatthey are notexplicitly broken
in the Lagrangian.) W e conclude thatifwe expand
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(� 1;� 2;� 3)in powersofthe� I’sup to sexticor- der,itm usttakethe form


(f� Ig)=
2�2

�2

"
X

I

PI�I �
�
I� I

+
1

2

 
X

I

�I(�
�
I� I)

2 +
X

I> J

�IJ �
�
I� I�

�
J� J

!

+
1

3

 
X

I


I(�
�
I� I)

3 +
X

I6= J


IJJ �
�
I� I�

�
J� J�

�
J� J + 
123 �

�
1� 1�

�
2� 2�

�
3� 3

! #

;

(29)

where we have m ade various notationalchoices for
later convenience. The overallprefactor of2�2=�2

is the density ofstates at the Ferm isurface ofun-
paired quark m atterwith M s = 0;itwillprovecon-
venient that we have de�ned allthe coe�cients in
the G inzburg-Landau expansion ofthe free energy
relative to this. W e have de�ned PI = dim fqIg,
the num ber of plane waves in the crystal struc-
ture for the condensate describing pairing between
quarks whose 
avor and color are not I. W rit-
ing theprefactorPI m ultiplying thequadraticterm
and writing the factorsof 1

2
and 1

3
m ultiplying the

quartic and sextic term s ensures that the �I, �I
and 
I coe�cients are de�ned the sam e way as in
Ref. [35]. The form of the G inzburg-Landau ex-
pansion (29)ism odelindependent,whereasthe ex-
pressions for the coe�cients � I,�I,�IJ,
I,
IJJ
and 
123 fora given ansatzforthecrystalstructure
are m odel-dependent.In Section IV we shallderive
the G inzburg-Landau approxim ation to ourm odel,
yielding expressions for these coe�cients which we
then evaluatein Section V.

W eseein Eq.(29)thattherearesom ecoe�cients
| nam ely �I,�I and 
I | which m ultiply polyno-
m ials involving only a single � I. Suppose that we
keep a single � I nonzero,setting the other two to
zero. This reduces the problem to one with two-

avor pairing only, and the G inzburg-Landau co-
e�cients for this problem have been calculated for
m any di�erent crystalstructures in Ref.[35]. W e
can then im m ediately use these coe�cients,called
�,� and 
 in Ref.[35],to determ ineour�I,�I and


I.Using �I asan exam ple,we concludethat

�I = �(qI;��I)= � 1+
��I

2qI
log

�
qI + ��I

qI � ��I

�

�
1

2
log

�
� 2
2SC

4(q2
I
� ��2

I
)

�

;

(30)

where��I isthesplittingbetween theFerm isurfaces
ofthe quarkswith the two 
avorsotherthan I and
qI � jqaIjis the length ofthe q-vectors in the set
fqIg. (W e shallsee m om entarily why allhave the
sam e length.) In (30),� 2SC is the gap param eter
in the BCS state obtained with ��I = 0 and � I

nonzero with the other two gap param eters set to
zero.Assum ingthat� 0 � �,thisgap param eterfor
2SC (2-
avor,2-color)BCS pairingisgiven by[1,49]

� 2SC = 2
1

3 � 0 : (31)

Foragiven��I and� 0,�I givenin (30)ism inim ized
when [30,35,42]

qI = � ��I with � = 1:1997 : (32)

In the G inzburg-Landau approxim ation, in which
the � I areassum ed to be sm all,we m ust�rstm in-
im ize the quadratic contribution to the free energy,
before proceeding to investigate the consequences
ofthe quartic and sextic contributions. M inim iz-
ing �I �xes the length ofallthe q-vectors in the
set fqIg,thus elim inating the possibility ofhigher
harm onics. Itishelpfulto im agine the (three)sets
fqIg asrepresenting the verticesof(three)polyhe-
drain m om entum space.Bym inim izing�I,wehave
learned thateach polyhedron fqIg can beinscribed
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in a sphere of radius ���I. From the quadratic
contribution to the free energy, we do not learn
anything about what shape polyhedra are prefer-
able. In fact, the quadratic analysis in isolation
would indicate that if�I < 0 (which happens for
��I < 0:754� 2SC)then m odeswith arbitarily m any
di�erent q̂I’s should condense. It is the quartic
and sextic coe�cientsthatdescribe the interaction
am ong the m odes, and hence controlwhat shape
polyhedra arein factpreferable.

The quartic and sextic coe�cients� I and 
I can
also be taken directly from the two-
avorresultsof
Ref.[35].They aregiven by ��=��2I and �
=��

4
I where

�� and �
 aredim ensionlessquantitiesdepending only
on thedirectionsofthevectorsin thesetfqIg.They
have been evaluated for m any crystalstructures in
Ref.[35], resulting in two qualitative conclusions.
Recallthat,asreviewed in Section II.C,thepresence
ofacondensatewith som e q̂aI correspondstopairing
on a ring on each Ferm isurface with opening angle
67:1�. The �rst qualitative conclusion is that any
crystalstructure in which there are two q̂aI’swhose
pairing rings intersecthas very large,positive,val-
ues ofboth �I and 
I,m eaning that it is strongly
disfavored. The second conclusion is that regular
structures,those in which there are m any ways of
adding fourorsix q̂aI’sto form closed �guresin m o-
m entum space,arefavored.Consequently,according
to Ref.[35]thefavored crystalstructurein thetwo-

avorcase has 8 q̂aI’s pointing towardsthe corners
ofa cube. Choosing the polyhedron in m om entum
spaceto bea cubeyieldsa face-centered cubicm od-
ulation ofthe condensatein position space.

Becausethe�I and 
I coe�cientsin ourproblem
can be taken overdirectly from the two-
avoranal-
ysis,we can expect that it willbe unfavorable for
any ofthe three setsfqIg to have m ore than eight
vectors,orto have any vectorsclosertogetherthan
67:1�. At this point we cannot exclude the possi-
bility that the large positive �I and 
I indicating
an unfavorable fqIg could be o�set by large nega-
tivevaluesfortheothercoe�cientswhich wecannot
read o�from thetwo-
avoranalysis.However,what
we shallinstead �nd in Section VIis that �IJ and

IIJ are positive in allcases that we have investi-
gated.Thism eansthatweknow ofno exceptionsto
the rule that ifa particular fqIg is unfavorable as
a two-
avorcrystalstructure,then any three-
avor
condensate in which this set ofq-vectors describes
eitherthe� 1,� 2 or� 3 crystalstructureisalso dis-
favored.

In Section IV we shalluse ourm icroscopicm odel
to derive expressions for allthe coe�cients in the
G inzburg-Landau expansion (29),including rederiv-
ing those which we have taken abovefrom the two-

avoranalysisofRef.[35].The coe�cientsthatwe
cannotsim ply read o�from atwo-
avoranalysisare
those thatm ultiply term s involving m ore than one
� I and hence describe the interaction between the
three di�erent � I’s. Before evaluating the expres-
sionsforthecoe�cientsin Section V,weshallm ake
the furthersim pifying assum ption that� 1 = 0,be-
causetheseparation ��1 between thed and s Ferm i
surfacesistwiceaslargeasthatbetween eitherand
theintervening u Ferm isurface.Thissim pli�es(29)
considerably,elim inating the 
123 term and allthe
�IJ and 
IIJ term sexcept�32,
223 and 
332.

IV . T H E G IN ZB U R G -LA N D A U

A P P R O X IM A T IO N :D ER IVA T IO N

W e now derive the G inburg-Landau approxim a-
tion to the NJL m odelspeci�ed in Section II.W e
proceed by �rstm aking a G inzburg-Landau approx-
im ation to the gap equation,and then form ally in-
tegratethe gap equation in orderto obtain the free
energy,sincethegap equation isthevariation ofthe
freeenergy with respectto the gap param eters.
The gap equation (27)with which we closed Sec-

tion II is an in�nite set ofcoupled equations,one
foreach �(q a

I),with each equation containing arbi-
trarily high powersofthe �’s. In orderto m ake a
G inzburg-Landau expansion,orderby orderin pow-
ersofthe �’s,we�rstintegrate(26),obtaining

G (x;x0)= G
(0)(x;x0)�

Z

d
4
zG

(0)(x;z)�(z) �F (z;x0)

�F (x;x0)= �

Z

d
4
z �G (0)(x;z)��(z)G (z;x 0)

(33)

with G (0) = (i@=+ �=)�1 and �G (0) = ((i@=� �=)T )�1 .
W e then expand these equations order by order in
�(x)by iteratingthem .To�fth order,for �F we�nd

�F = � �G (0)��G (0)� �G (0)��G (0)� �G (0)��G (0)

� �G (0)��G (0)� �G (0)��G (0)� �G (0)��G (0)+ O (� 7);
(34)

where we have suppressed space-tim e coordinates
and integralsforsim plicity.W ethen substitutethis
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−i3λ4 (−2
3δαα′δββ′ + 2δαβ′δα′β)γµ

α′i β′j

γµ

β′j

α′′i′

α′′i′

α′i

β′′j′

β′′′j′′

β′j

∆

∆†

∆

α′′′i′′

∆

∆† ∆†

∆† ∆†

∆†

∆†

β′′j′

α i

α i

α′i

α i
β j

β j

β j
α i β j

FIG .1: The gap equation.Thelabels�,� representtheexternalcolorindicesand i,j representtheexternal
avor

indices.Alltheothercolor-
avorindicesarecontracted.� C F (and �
y

C F
)arem atricesoftheform (21)and carry the

sam e colorand 
avorindicesastheneighbouring propagators.Thedashed linesrepresentthepropagator(i@=� �=)
�1

and the solid linesrepresent(i@=+ �=)
�1
. Evaluating the gap equation involvessubstituting (21)for� C F ,doing the

contraction overthe internalcolor-
avorindices,and evaluating the loop integralsin m om entum space.

expansion for �F into the right-hand side ofthe gap
equation for ��(x) in (27). After using the C 
5

Dirac structure ofouransatz (20)and the identity
C (
�)T C �1 = � 
� to sim plify the expression,we

obtain the gap equation satis�ed by � C F (x), the
partofouransatz (20,21) thatdescribes the color,

avorand spatialform ofourcondensate.To order
� 5,we�nd

� y

C F
=
� 3i�

4
(ta)T 
�

h 1

i@=� �=
� y

C F

1

i@=+ �=

+
1

i@=� �=
� y

C F

1

i@=+ �=
� C F

1

i@=� �=
� y

C F

1

i@=+ �=

+
1

i@=� �=
� y

C F

1

i@=+ �=
� C F

1

i@=� �=
� y

C F

1

i@=+ �=
� C F

1

i@=� �=
� y

C F

1

i@=+ �=

i

(x;x)

�t

a
;

(35)

wherethedi�erentialoperatorsacton everythingto
theirrightand wherewehavecontinued to sim plify
thenotation bynotwritingthespace-tim e,colorand

avorargum entsofthe� C F ’sand bynotwritingthe
integrals.W e then use the colorFierzidentity

(ta)� 0�(t
a)�0� =

�
�
2

3
��� 0���0 + 2�� 0���� 0

�
(36)

to rewrite(35)asshown diagram m aticallyin Fig.1.
Aswritten in (35)and shown in Fig.1,whatoc-

curson theleft-hand sideofthegap equation isthe

space-dependentcondensatefrom (21),

� �
C F (x)�i;�j =

X

I

�I���Iij

X

qa

I

� �(qaI)e
�2iq

a

I
:r
;

(37)
whereaswe now wish to turn the gap equation into
a setofcoupled equationsforthe constants�(q a

I).
Doing so requires sim pli�cation ofthe color-
avor
structureofthe right-hand side.O uransatzforthe
color-
avorstructureofthe condensate,on the left-
hand side,isantisym m etricin both colorand 
avor.
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However, direct evaluation of the right-hand side
yieldsterm sthataresym m etric in colorand 
avor,
in addition to the desired term s that are antisym -
m etric in both. This circum stance is fam iliar from
the analysis ofthe CFL phase [1,5],whose color-

avor structure we are after allem ploying. In the
presenceofacolorand 
avorantisym m etricconden-
sate,asym m etriccondensatem ustalsobegenerated
because doing so does not change any sym m etries.
The sam e argum entapplies here also. In the CFL
phase,the sym m etric condensate is both quantita-
tively and param etrically suppressed relative to the
antisym m etric condensate,which isunderstandable
based on the basicfactthatthe Q CD interaction is
attractive in the antisym m etric channeland repul-
sive in the sym m etric channel.W e therefore expect
thathere too ifwe were to include colorand 
avor
sym m etric condensates in our ansatz and solve for
them ,they would proveto besuppressed relativeto
theantisym m etriccondensates,and furtherm oreex-
pectthat,asin theCFL phase,theirinclusion would
havenegligibleim pacton thevalueofthedom inant

antisym m etriccondensate.Hence,wedrop thecolor
and 
avorsym m etric term soccurring on the right-
hand side ofthe gap equation. Upon so doing,the
right-hand sideofthegap equation,which wedenote
R �i;�j,hasthe structure

R �i;�j(x)=
X

I

R I(r)�I���Iij (38)

Because�I���Iij arelinearlyindependenttensorsfor
each value ofI,in orderforthe gap equation to be
satis�ed forallvaluesof�,�,iand jwem usthave

X

qa

I

� �(qaI)e
�2iq

a

I
:r = R I(r) (39)

for allthree values of I. This is a set of
P

I
PI

coupled equations for the undeterm ined constants
�(q a

I). (Recallthat PI is the num ber of vectors
in the setfqIg.) Aftertransform ing to m om entum
space,thesegap equationscan bewritten asfollows:



14

� �(qaI)= �
2�2�

�2

"
X

qb

I

� �(qbI)� jk(q
b
I;q

a
I)�qb

I
�q a

I

+
X

qb

I
qc

I
qd

I

� �(qbI)�(q
c
I)�

�(qdI)Jjkjk(q
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I;q
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d
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a
I)�qb
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�q c
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+ qd
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�q a
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+
1
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X
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J
qc
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J)�

�(qdI)JkIkJ(q
b
J;q

c
J;q

d
I;q

a
I)�qb

J
�q c
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#

;

(40)

where we have introduced a lotofnotation thatwe
now de�ne and explain.First,recallfrom (15)thatP

qb

I

m eansa sum overallthe qbI’sin the setfqIg.
The �’sare therefore K ronecker�’s,indicating that
only thoseq-vectorsthatcan bearranged to form a
certain closed two-,four-orsix-sided �gure in m o-
m entum space are to be included in the sum . The
sum soverJ arealwaysunderstood to besum sover
J 6= I,and the sum soverK arealwaysunderstood
to be sum s over K 6= J and K 6= I. The rem ain-
ing 
avor subscripts in som e term s which are not

sum m ed,denoted jork,m ustalwaysbechosen not
equalto each other,notequalto I,and notequalto
J ifJ occurs. (Thisappearsto leave an am biguity
related to the exchange ofj and k in term s where
both occur,but we shallsee that the functions �,
J and K each have a cyclic sym m etry thatensures
thatthetwo apparentchoicesofjand k areequiva-
lent.) Thefunctions�,J and K areproportionalto
the variousloop integralsthatappearin the evalu-
ation ofthe Feynm an diagram sin the gap equation
ofFig.1.They aregiven by
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� i;j(k1;k2)= �
i�2

��2


�

Z
d4p

(2�)4
1

(p=� �=i)(p=+ 2k=1 + �=j)

�

Ji;j;k;l(k1;k2;k3;k4)= �
i�2

�2


�

Z
d4p

(2�)4
1

(p=� �=i)(p=+ 2k=1 + �=j)(p=+ 2k=1 � 2k=2 � �=k)
1

(p=+ 2k=1 � 2k=2 + 2k=3 + �=l)

�

K i;j;k;l;m ;n(k1;k2;k3;k4;k5;k6)= �
i�2

�2


�

Z
d4p

(2�)4
1

(p=� �=i)(p=+ 2k=1 + �=j)(p=+ 2k=1 � 2k=2 + �=k)
1

(p=+ 2k=1 � 2k=2 + 2k=3 + �=l)(p=+ 2k=1 � 2k=2 + 2k=3 � 2k=4 � �=m )
1

(p=+ 2k=1 � 2k=2 + 2k=3 � 2k=4 + 2k=5 + �=n)

� ;

(41)

where �=i = 
0�i and k= = (0;k)�
� = � k � 
. The
subscripts i,j etc. on the functions �,J and K

are 
avor indices that give the 
avor ofthe quark
lines in the propagators going around the loops in
Fig.1. In each term in (40)the choice of
avorin-
dicesin �,J orK isdeterm ined by therequirem ent
that a given �(q a

I) m ust connect two propagators
forquarkswith 
avorsdi�erentfrom each otherand
I. For exam ple,� 3 always connects a u and a d

quark.Theeasiestway to seehow thisprovidesthe
explanation forthe (perhapsinitially peculiarlook-
ing)prescriptionsfortheJ and K functionsin each
term in the gap equations(40)isto exam ine Fig.2
below,which depictsexam plesofthe contributions

of�,J and K to the free energy which we shall
discussnext.

The gap equationsthatwe have derived m ustbe
equivalentto the setofequations @
=@�(q a

I)= 0,
because solutions to the gap equation are station-
ary points ofthe free energy 
. This m eans that
integratingthegap equationsdeterm ines
 up to an
overallm ultiplicative constant,which we can �x by
requiring that we reproduce known results for the
single-plane wave condensates,and up to an addi-
tive constantwhich we �x by the requirem entthat

crystalline = 
unpaired when all�(q a

I) are set to
zero.W e�nd
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(42)

Asin (40),in each term the 
avorindicesj and k (orjustk)thatare notsum m ed overare understood to
di�erfrom each otherand from the sum m ed indicesI (orI and J).

As we discussed in Section III,we shallonly considercrystalstructures in which each ofthe three sets
fqIg areregular,in the sense thatallthe q

a
I in one setfqIg areequivalent.Thism eansthat�(q

a
I)= � I,

which sim pli�es the free energy (42) to the form (29) which we derived on generalgrounds in Section III
and which wereproducehere
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forcontinuity.Now,however,wehaveobtained explicitexpressionsforallofthe coe�cients:

�I = � jk(q
a
I;q

a
I)+

�2

2��2

�I =
X

qb

I
qc

I
qd

I
qa

I

Jjkjk(q
b
I;q

c
I;q

d
I;q

a
I)�qb

I
�q c

I
+ qd

I
�q a

I

�JI =
X

qb

J
qc

J
qd

I
qa

I

JkIkJ(q
b
J;q

c
J;q

d
I;q

a
I)�qb

J
�q c

J
+ qd

I
�q a

I


I =
X

qb

I
qc

I
qd

I
qe

I
q
f

I
qa

I

K jkjkjk(q
b
I;q

c
I;q

d
I;q

e
I;q

f

I
q
a
I)�qb

I
�q c

I
+ qd

I
�q e

I
+ q

f

I
�q a

I


JII =
3

2

X

qb

J
qc

J
qd

I
qe

I
q
f

I
qa

I

K kIkJkJ(q
b
J;q

c
J;q

d
I;q

e
I;q

f

I
;q

a
I)�qb

J
�q c

J
+ qd

I
�q e

I
+ q

f

I
�q a

I


123 =
3

4

X

I6= J6= K 6= I

X

qb

I
qc

J
qd

K
qe

K
q
f

J
qa

I

K JK IJIK (q
b
I;q

c
J;q

d
K ;q

e
K ;q

f

J
;q

a
I)�qb

I
�q c

J
+ qd

K
�q e

K
+ q

f

J
�q a

I

+
1

4

X

I6= J6= K 6= I

X

qb

J
qc

K
qd

I
qe

J
q
f

K
qa

I

K K IJK IJ(q
b
J;q

c
K ;q

d
I;q

e
J;q

f

K
;q

a
I)�qb

J
�q c

K
+ qd

I
�q e

J
+ q

f

K
�q a

I

:

(44)



18

Here again,the unsum m ed indicesj and k arecho-
sen as described previously. Since the free energy
(43)isinvariantunderphaserotationsofthe� I we
can henceforth takeallthe � I realand positive.In
Fig.2,wegiveexam plesofcontributionsto thefree
energy.Theseexam plesshould m akeclearthechoice
of
avorsubscriptson the J ’sand K’sin (44)and
consequently in (40).They also illustratetheorigin
oftheK ronecker�’sin so m any oftheexpressionsin
thissection: each insertion ofa �(q a

I)(or�
�(qaI))

adds (or subtracts) m om entum 2qaI to (from ) the
loop,m eaning that the K ronecker �’s arise due to
m om entum conservation. The diagram s also illus-
trate that�,J and K are invariantundersim ulta-
neouscyclic perm utation oftheir
avorindicesand
m om entum argum ents,as this corresponds sim ply
to rotating the corresponding diagram s.
W ehavesucceeded in deriving expressionsforthe

G inzburg-Landau coe�cientsin ourm odel;weshall
turn to evaluating them in the next section. Re-
call,however,that upon setting � 1 = 0 and keep-
ing in m ind that we can obtain results for �I,�I
and 
I from the two-
avoranalysesin Ref.[35],all
that we need to do is evaluate �32,
233 and 
322

forthecrystalstructureswewish to investigate.W e
shalllargely focus on crystalstructures for which
fq̂2g and fq̂3g are \exchangesym m etric",m eaning
thatthereisa sequenceofrigid rotationsand re
ec-
tionswhich when applied to allthe vectorsin fq2g

and fq3g togetherhasthee�ectofexchanging fq̂2g
and fq̂3g.Ifwechoosean exchangesym m etriccrys-
talstructure,upon m aking the approxim ation that
��2 = ��3 and restricting ourattention to solutions
with � 2 = � 3 we have the further sim pli�cation
that 
322 = 
233. O nce we learn how to evaluate
the loop integralsJ and K in the nextSection,we
willthen in Section VIevaluate�32 and 
322 forvar-
ious crystalstructures,enabling us to evaluate the
m agnitudesoftheirgapsand condensation energies.

V . C A LC U LA T IN G G IN ZB U R G -LA N D A U

C O EFFIC IEN T S

CalculatingtheG inzburg-Landau coe�cients(44)
thatspecify 
(� 1;� 2;� 3)fora given crystalstruc-
ture involves �rst evaluating the loop integrals �,
J and K,de�ned in (41),and then sum m ing those
that contribute to a given G inzburg-Landau coef-
�cient. For exam ple, we see from (44) that the
G inzburg-Landau coe�cient � 32 is given by sum -

m ing Judus(qb3;q
c
3;q

d
2;q

a
2)overallthose vectorsq

b
3

and qc3 in the setfq3g and allthose vectorsq
d
2 and

qa2 in thesetfq2gwhich satisfyq
b
3� qc3+ q

d
2� qa2 = 0,

form ing a closed four-sided �gure in m om entum
space.Understanding how to evaluatetheloop inte-
grals�,J and K requiressom eexplanation,which is
ourgoalin thissection.Perform ingthesum required
to evaluate a given G inzburg-Landau coe�cient is
then just bookkeeping,albeit nontrivialbookkeep-
ing forcom plicated crystalstructures.

W eareworking in a weak-coupling lim itin which
��,jqj= q = ���,and �2SC are allm uch sm aller
than �. This m eans that we can choose our cuto�
� such that��;q;� 2SC � � � �.Because � � �,
the integration m easure in the expressions (41) for
�,J and K sim pli�esasfollows:

�
i�2

�2

Z
d4p

(2�)4
�

Z + 1

�1

dp0

2�i

Z �

��

ds

2

Z
dp̂

4�
; (45)

where s � j~pj� �. W e now see by power counting
that� is log-divergentaswe take � � ��;q;� 2SC

whereas both J and K are �-independent in the
large� lim it.Thus,in evaluating J and K,wecan
safely take � ! 1 whereaswe m ustkeep � in the
problem fora little longerin analyzing �. Explicit
evaluation of� yields

� ud(q3;q3)= � 1+
��3

2q3
log

�
q3 + ��3

q3 � ��3

�

�
1

2
log

�
�2

q23 � ��23

�

:

(46)

W e can now use

� 2SC = 2�e
� �

2

2� � 2 (47)

and the relation between �3 and � ud given in (44)
to evaluate �3, obtaining the result (30). No-
tice that �I depends on � and � only through
� 2SC ,and dependsonly on the ratiosqI=� 2SC and
��I=� 2SC . As discussed in Section III,�I isnega-
tive for��I=� 2SC < 0:754,and fora given value of
thisratio forwhich �I < 0,�I ism ostnegative for
qI=� 2SC = � ��I=� 2SC with � = 1:1997.W e there-
fore set qI = � ��I henceforth and upon so doing
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obtain

�(��I)= � 1+
1

2�
log

�
� + 1

� � 1

�

�
1

2
log

�
� 2
2SC

4��2
I
(�2 � 1)

�

= �
1

2
log

�
� 2
2SC

4��2
I
(�2 � 1)

�

;

(48)

wherein the lastline wehaveused thede�nition of
� derived from (30).
The evaluation of �I and 
I is described in

Ref.[35]. From the integration m easure (45) and
the de�nitionsofJ and K (41)we see that�I and

I havedim ension -2and -4,respectively.Sincethey
areindependentof�aslongas� � ��;q;� 2SC ,and
since � nowhere appearsin theirde�nition,there is
noneed tointroduce� 2SC .Thism eansthattheonly
dim ensionfulquantity on which they can depend is
��I (since qI = ���I and since the propagatorsare
independentof� in theweak-coupling lim it)and so
wecan write

�I =
��I
��2

I

and 
I =
�
I
��4

I

; (49)

where ��I and �
I are dim ensionless quantities that
depend only on the shape of the polyhedron de-
scribed by the set ofvectorsfqIg. The evaluation
ofthe J and K loop integralsoccurring in �� and �

isdescribed in Ref.[35],and resultsform any two-

avor crystalstructures fq3g are tabulated there.
The evaluation is sim ilar to but sim pler than the
evaluation of�32 and 
322,to which wenow turn.

�32 isthe sum ofJudus(qb3;q
c
3;q

d
2;q

a
2),where the

m om entum vectorssatisfy

q
b
3 � q

c
3 + q

d
2 � q

a
2 = 0 : (50)

W e now utilize the factthatjqb3j= jqc3j= ���3 and
jqd2j= jqa2j= ���2 where ��3 and ��2 are sim ilar
in m agnitude,butnotprecisely equal.(Recallfrom
Section II.A thatboth aregiven by M 2

s=(8�)to this
order,butthatthey di�eratorderM 4

s=�
3.) Because

��2 6= ��3,thecondition (50)can only besatis�ed if
qb3 = qc3,and q

d
2 = qa2.W e m ustthereforeevaluate

Judus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

a
2;q

a
2)= �

i�2

�2


�

�Z
d4p

(2�)4
1

(p=� �=u)(p=+ 2q=b3 + �=d)(p=� �=u)(p=+ 2q=a2 + �=s)

�


� (51)

W enow expand thepropagatorsin theweak-coupling lim it,in which p0,s,jqj,(�d � �u)and (�u � �s)are
allsm allcom pared to �u,asfollows:

1

p=+ 2q=+ �=i
=

(p0 + �i)
0 � (p + 2q)� 


(p0 + �i� jp + 2qj)(p0 + �i+ jp + 2qj)

�
�u


0 � p � 


(p0 + �u � (�u � �i)� jpj� 2q �̂p)(2�u)

�
1

2

�

0 � p̂ � 


p0 � s+ (�i� �u)� 2q �̂p

�

:

(52)

Sim ilarly,

1

p=+ 2q=� �=i
�
1

2

�

0 + p̂ � 


p0 + s� (�i� �u)+ 2q �p̂

�

: (53)

Eq.(51)then sim pli�esto

Judus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

a
2;q

a
2)=

Z
dp̂

4�

Z + 1

�1

dp0

2�i

Z + 1

�1

ds

�
1

(p0 + s)2(p0 � s� p̂ � 2qb3 + 2��3)(p0 � s� p̂ � 2qa2 � 2��2)

�

(54)

where we have used ��3 = 1

2
(�d � �u) and ��2 = 1

2
(�u � �s).
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To integrate (54),we W ick rotate p0 to ip4 and
then do the s integralby contourintegration. This
gives two contibutions with di�erent sign factors,
sign(p4) and sign(� p4), which are com plex conju-
gates ofeach other. Com bining the two,the inte-
gration overp4 isofform 2<e

R+ 1
�

dp4(:::)wherewe

havestarted thep4 integration from thein�nitesim al
positivenum ber� instead ofzero,thusde�niningthe
principalvalueofthe integral.The integration over
p4 can now be carried outsafely to obtain

Judus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

a
2;q

a
2)= �

1

4

Z
dp̂

4�
<e

�
1

(i� � p̂ � qb3 + ��3)(i� � p̂ � qa2 � ��2)

�

= �
1

4��2��3

Z
dp̂

4�
<e

�
1

(i� � �̂p �q̂b3 + 1)(i� � �̂p �q̂a2 � 1)

�

;

(55)

where � = jq
3
j

��3
= jq

2
j

��2
. From rotationalsym m etry

it follows that the value of (55) depends only on
the angle between the m om entum vectors q̂b3 and
q̂a2,which we denote by �. W e therefore de�ne the
dim ensionlessquantities

�J32(�)= ��2��3 Judus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

a
2;q

a
2) (56)

and,correspondingly,

��32 = ��2��3�32 : (57)

�J32 can beevaluated analytically by using Feynm an
param eters to sim plify the integrand in (55). The
resultis

�J32(�)=
1

4� cos(�=2)

2

4
1

q

�2 sin2(�=2)� 1
arctan

0

@

q

�2 sin2(�=2)� 1

� cos(�=2)

1

A

3

5 : (58)

Thiscom pletestheevaluation oftheloop integralJ
needed tocalculate�32 foranycrystalstructure.W e
sum m arizethecalculation by notingthatforagiven
crystalstructure,�32 dependsonly on the shape of
thepolyhedrade�ned byfq2gand fq3gand on their
relative orientation,depends on the Ferm isurface
splittings ��3 and ��2,and is obtained using (57)
with

��32 =
X

qb
3
;qa

2

�J32(\ q̂
b
3q̂

a
2); (59)

where �J32(�)isgiven by (58).

W eturn now totheevaluation of
322.From (44),


322 =
3

2

X

q
b
3
;q c

3
;

q
d
2
;q e

2
;q

f

2
;q a

2

K udusus(q
b
3;q

c
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2);

(60)
and weagain use the factthatthe q3’sand q2’sdo
nothaveprecisely the sam elength to concludethat
the m om entum vectorsm ustsatisfy both

q
b
3 = q

c
3 (61)

and

q
d
2 � q

e
2 + q

f

2 � q
a
2 = 0 : (62)

In thefollowing expressions,itisalwaysunderstood
that(62)issatis�ed although wewillnotcom plicate
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equationsby elim inating one ofthe q2’sin favorof
theotherthree.W ecan seewithoutcalculationthat,
unlike J ,K willnotreduce to depending only on a
singleanglebetween two m om entum vectors.Itwill
depend on the shape m ade by the four q2 vectors
satisfying (62),which can in factbespeci�ed by two

angles,aswellason the anglesthatspecify the di-
rection ofqb3 relativeto theshapem adeby thefour
q2’s.
Theexpression forK isgiven in (41)and can also

beread o� from thebottom rightFeynm an diagram
in Fig.2.Itisgiven by

K udusus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)= �

i�2

�2
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�

Z
d4p

(2�)4

"

1

(p=� �=u)(p=+ 2q=b3 + �=d)(p=� �=u)

1

(p=+ 2q=d2 + �=s)(p=+ 2(q=d2 � q=e2)� �=u)(p=+ 2(q=d2 � q=e2 + q=
f

2)+ �=s)

#


� :

(63)

Aftersim plifying the propagatorsusing (52),wecan rewriteequation (63)as

K udusus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)=

Z
dp̂

4�

Z + 1

�1

dp0

2�i

Z + 1

�1

ds

"

1

(p0 + s)2(p0 + s+ p̂ � 2(qd2 � qe2))

1

(p0 � s� p̂ � 2qb3 + 2��3)(p0 � s� p̂ � 2qd2 � 2��2)(p0 � s� p̂ � 2(qd2 � qe2 + q
f

2)� 2��2)

#

(64)

Unlikein theevaluation ofJudus,wearenotabletodothesand p0 integralsanalyticallywithoutintroducing
Feynm an param etersto sim plify theintegrand atthisstage,beforedoing any oftheintegrals.W eintroduce
one set ofFeynm an param eters,x1;x2,to collect denom inators ofthe form p0 + s+ ::and another set,
y1;y2;y3,to collectthe denom inatorsofform p0 � s+ ::.Thisreducesthe integralto

K udusus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)=

Z 1

0

2Y
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dxn �
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dp̂
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�1
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2�i

Z + 1

�1
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�
4(1� x2)

(p0 + s+ 2x2p̂ � [qd2 � qe2])
3

�

"

1

p0 � s� 2̂p � [y1qb3 + y2q
d
2 + y3(qd2 � qe2 + q

f

2)]+ y12��3 � y22��2 � y32��2

#3

:

(65)

W e now perform the p0 and s integrationsin (65),following steps analogousto the integration arising in
the expression forJudus. i.e. W ick rotate p0 to ip4,do the s integralby contourintegration,add the two
com plex conjugatecontributionsthusobtained to writetheintegration overp4 as2<e

R+ 1
�

dp4(:::)and then
perform the integration overp4.Thisgivesus

K udusus(q
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i� + p̂ � [x2(qd2 � qe2)� (y1qb3 + y2q
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2 + y3(qd2 � qe2 + q

f

2))]+ y1��3 � y2��2 � y3��2

#4

:

(66)
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Finally,wedo the dp̂ integraland obtain

K udusus(q
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3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
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2)=

1

8
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�
jx2(qd2 � qe2)� (y1qb3 + y2q

d
2 + y3(qd2 � qe2 + q

f

2))j
2 + 3[y1��3 � y2��2 � y3��2]2

h

jx2(qd2 � qe2)� (y1qb3 + y2q
d
2 + y3(qd2 � qe2 + q

f

2))j
2 � [y1��3 � y2��2 � y3��2 + i�]2

i3 :

(67)

Noting thatwecan replaceq2 by �q̂2 and q3 by �q̂3,we concludethat,asexpected,K udusus dependsonly
upon theshapeofthepolyhedra de�ned by fq2g and fq3g and on theFerm isurfacesplittings��3 and ��2.
W e cannot sim plify (67) further for general��2,��3. However,ifwe now set ��2 = ��3 = ��,which is
corrected only atorderM 4

s=�
3,wecan then factoroutthe dependenceon the Ferm isurfacesplitting,since

the only dim ensionfulquantity in the integrand isthen ��.De�ning,for��2 = ��3 = ��,

K udusus(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)=

1

��4
�K 322(q

b
3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2); (68)

and using jqIj= ���I,forallthe m om entum vectors,we �nd that �K 322 isgiven by

�K 322(q
b
3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)=

1

8

Z 1

0

dx2(1� x2)

Z 1

0

dy1

Z 1�y 1

0

dy2<e
�2ja(x2;y1;y2)j2 + 3(1� 2y1)2

[�2ja(x2;y1;y2)j2 � (1� 2y1)2 + i�]3
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(69)
where

a = x2
�
q̂
d
2 � q̂

e
2

�
�

�

y1q̂
b
3 + y2q̂

d
2 + (1� y1 � y2)(̂q

d
2 � q̂

e
2 + q̂

f

2)
�

: (70)

For general argum ents we were not able to do
the integrals that rem ain in (69) analytically
and therefore evaluated it num erically. Since
�K 322(qb3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2) is the lim it ofthe func-

tion �K 322(qb3;q
b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2;�) as � ! 0,we nu-

m erically evaluated the integralappearing in (69)
atfour values of� and extrapolated (using a cubic
polynom ialto �tthevalues)to � = 0.Finally

�
322 = 
322��
4 (71)

is found by sum m ing �K 322 evaluated with
all possible choices of m om entum vectors
(qb3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2) satisfying (62) and m ul-

tiplying thissum by 3=2.

V I. R ESU LT S

A . G eneralities

W eshallassum ethat� 1 = 0 throughoutthissec-
tion. As described previously,this sim pli�cation is

m otivated by the factthat� 1 describesthe pairing
ofd and s quarks,whose Ferm isurfaces are twice
as far apartfrom each other as either is from that
of the u quarks. W e shallfocus m ost of our at-
tention on exchange sym m etric crystalstructures,
as de�ned at the end ofSection IV,in which the
polyhedra de�ned by fq̂2g and fq̂3g are related
by a rigid rotation. In Section VI.D we willdis-
cuss one exam ple in which fq̂2g and fq̂3g are not
exchange sym m etric, and we have evaluated oth-
ers. However, as none that we have investigated
proveto be favorable,we shallm ake the notational
sim pli�cations that com e with assum ing that fq̂2g
and fq̂3g are exchange sym m etric,as this im plies
�2 = �3 � �,P2 = dim fq2g = P3 = dim fq3g � P ,
�2 = �3 � � and 
322 = 
233. The �nalsim pli�ca-
tion we em ploy is to m ake the approxim ation that
��2 = ��3 � �� = M2s=(8�). As described in Sec-
tion II.A,thisapproxim ationiscorrectedbyterm sof
orderM 4

s=�
3.Upon m akingallthesesim plifying as-

sum ptionsand approxim ations,thefreeenergy (43)
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reducesto


(� 2;� 3)=
2�2

�2

"

P �(��)
�
� 2
2 + � 2

3

�

+
1

2

1

��2

�
��(� 4

2 + � 4
3)+ ��32�

2
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2
3

�

+
1

3

1

��4

�
�
(�6

2 + � 6
3)+ �
322(�

2
2�

4
3 + � 4

2�
2
3)
�
#

;

(72)

where ��,�
,��32 and �
322 arethe dim ensionlesscon-
stantsthatwem ustcalculateforeach crystalstruc-
ture as described in Section V,and where the ��-
dependence of� isgiven by Eq.(48).
In order to �nd the extrem a of 
(� 2;� 3) in

(� 2;� 3)-space, it is convenient to write (� 2;� 3)
as

p
2(� r cos�;�r sin�) in term s ofwhich the free

energy (72)isgiven by


(� r;�)=

2�2
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"

2P �(��)�2r +
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��� 4
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3��4
�
�6
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� 4
r

2��2
(��32 � 2��)+

2� 6
r

3��4
(�
322 � 3�
)

�

sin2 2�

#

:

(73)

Because sin2(2�)has extrem a only at� = �=4 and
� = 0;�=2,we see that extrem a of
(� 2;� 3) ei-
ther have � 2 = � 3 = �,or have one of� 2 and
� 3 vanishing. The latterclassofextrem a are two-

avor crystalline phases. W e are interested in the
solutionswith � 2 = � 3 = �.The stability ofthese
solutionsrelative to those with only one ofthe �’s
nonzero appearsto be controlled by the sign ofthe
factor that m ultiplies sin2 2� in (73). However,we
shallshow in Appendix A thatthethree-
avorcrys-
tallinephasesthatweconstruct,with � 2 = � 3 = �,
are electrically neutralwhereasthe two-
avorsolu-
tionsin which only oneofthe�’sisnonzeroarenot.
Setting � 2 = � 3 = �,the freeenergy becom es


(�)=
2�2

�2

�

2P �(��)�2 +
� 4

2��2
��e� +

� 6

3��4
�
e�

�

;

(74)
wherewehavede�ned

��e� = 2�� + ��32
�
e� = 2�
 + 2�
322 :

(75)

W e have arrived at a fam iliar-looking sextic order
G inzburg-Landau free energy function,whose coef-
�cientswewillevaluateforspeci�ccrystalstructures
in VI.B and VI.D. First, however, we review the
physicsdescribed by this free energy depending on
whether ��e� and �
e� arepositiveornegative.
If ��e� and �
e� are both positive,the free energy

(74) describes a second order phase transition be-
tween the crystalline color superconducting phase
and the norm al phase at the �� at which �(��)
changes sign. From (48),this criticalpoint occurs
where �� = 0:754�2SC . In plotting ourresults,we
willtake the CFL gap to be � 0 = 25 M eV,m ak-
ing � 2SC = 21=3� 0 = 31:5 M eV. Recalling that
�� = M 2

s=(8�), this puts the second order phase
transition at

M 2
s

�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 6:03� 2SC = 7:60� 0 = 190:0 M eV :

(76)
(The authors ofRefs.[39, 41]neglected to notice
thatitis� 2SC ,ratherthan the CFL gap � 0,that
occursin Eqs.(30)and (48)and therefore controls
the �� atwhich � = 0.In analyzing the crystalline
phasein isolation,thisisim m aterialsinceeither� 0

or� 2SC could betaken astheparam eterde�ningthe
strength ofthe interaction between quarks. How-
ever,in Section VI.E we shallcom pare the free en-
ergiesoftheCFL,gCFL and crystallinephases,and
in m aking this com parison it is im portant to take
into account that � 2SC = 21=3� 0.) For values of
M 2

s=� thataresm allerthan (76)(thatis,lowerden-
sities),� < 0 and the free energy ism inim ized by a
nonzero � = � m in given by

� m in = ��

r
1

2�
e�

�

� ��e� +
q
��2
e�
� 8P �(��)�
e�

�

;

(77)
and thusdescribesa crystallinecolorsuperconduct-
ing phase.
If ��e� < 0 and �
e� > 0, then the free energy

(74)describesa �rstorderphasetransition between
unpaired and crystallinequark m atteroccurring at

� = �� =
3 ��2e�

32P �
e�
: (78)

At this positive value of�,the function 
(�) has
a m inim um at � = 0 with 
 = 0, initially rises
quadratically with increasing �,and isthen turned
back downward by the negativequarticterm before
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beingturned backupwardsagainbythepositivesex-
tic term ,yielding a second m inim um at

� = ��

s

3j��e�j

4�
e�
; (79)

also with 
 = 0,which describesa crystalline color
superconducting phase. For � < ��, the crys-
tallinephaseisfavored overunpaired quark m atter.
Eq.(48)m ustbeused to determ inethevalueof��,
and hence M 2

s=�, at which � = �� and the �rst
orderphasetransition occurs.If�� � 1,thetransi-
tion occursata value ofM 2

s=� thatisgreaterthan
(76)by a factor(1+ ��). See Fig.5 foran explicit
exam pleofplotsof
 versus� forvariousvaluesof
� for one ofthe crystalstructures that we analyze
in Section VI.D which turnsoutto havea �rstorder
phasetransition.
A necessary condition for the G inzburg-Landau

approxim ation to be quantitatively reliable is that
thesexticterm in thefreeenergy issm allin m agni-
tude com pared to the quartic,m eaning that� 2 �

��2j��e�=�
e�j.Ifthetransition between theunpaired
and crystalline phases is second order, then this
condition is satis�ed close enough to the transition
where � ! 0. However,if ��e� < 0 and �
e� > 0,
m aking the transition �rst order,we see from (79)
that at the �rst order transition itself � is large
enough to m ake the quantitative application ofthe
G inzburg-Landauapproxim ationm arginal.Thisisa
fam iliarresult,com ing aboutwhenevera G inzburg-
Landau approxim ation predicts a �rst order phase
transition becauseatthe�rstorderphasetransition
the quartic and sextic term s are balanced against
each other. Even though it is quite a di�erent
problem ,itisworth recalling the G inzburg-Landau
analysisofthe crystallization ofa solid from a liq-
uid [50].Theretoo,aG inzburg-Landauanalysispre-
dictsa �rst-orderphasetransition and thuspredicts
its own quantitative downfall. However,itrem ains
im portantasa qualitativeguide:itpredictsa body-
centered cubic crystalstructure,and m ost elem en-
tary solidsarebody-centered cubic neartheirm elt-
ing point. W e shall�nd thatourG inzburg-Landau
analysispredictsa�rstorderphasetransition;know-
ing thatitisthereforeattheedgeofitsquantitative
reliability,we shallfocus in Sections VI.E and VII
on qualitativeconclusions.
If �
e� < 0, then the G inzburg-Landau expan-

sion ofthe free energy to sextic orderin (74)isnot
bounded from below. The transition m ust be �rst

order,with higher-than-sextic order term s m aking
the free energy bounded. In this circum stance,all
welearn from (74)isthatthetransition is�rstorder;
wecannotobtain an estim ateofthetransition point
or of� at the �rst order transition. Even though
�
 isnegative form any crystalstructures[35],in all
thethree-
avorcrystallinephasesthatwepresentin
Section VI.D we �nd that�
322 ispositive and su�-
ciently large that �
e� = 2�
 + 2�
322 is positive. W e
thereforeneed notdiscussthe �
e� < 0 caseany fur-
ther.

B . T w o plane w ave structure

W e begin with the sim plestthree-
avor\crystal"
structurein which fq2g and fq3g each contain only
a singlevector,yielding a condensate

� �i;�j = e
2iq

�

2
r� 2�2���2ij+ e

2iq
�

3
r� 3�3���3ij ;(80)

in which the husi and hudi condensates are each
plane waves. As explained in the previous subsec-
tion,we shallseek solutions with � 2 = � 3 = �.
W ebegin with such a sim pleansatzboth becauseit
has been analyzed previously in Refs.[39,41]and
because itwillyield a qualitative lesson which will
prove extrem ely helpfulin winnowing the space of
m ultiple planewavecrystalstructures.
Letusnow walk through theevaluation ofallthe

coe�cientsin thefreeenergy (74)forthistwo-plane
wave structure. First,P = 1 (one vector in each
offq2g and fq3g)and asalways�(��) isgiven by
(48). Next,we obtain the results for ��2 = ��3 and
�
2 = �
3 from the analysis ofthe single plane wave
condensatein the two 
avorm odelofRef.[35]:

��2 =
1

4

1

�2 � 1
= 0:569

�
2 =
1

32

�2 + 3

(�2 � 1)3
= 1:637:

(81)

W enow turn to ��32 and �
322 which describethein-
teraction between thehusiand hudicondensatesand
which we have calculated in Section V.In general,
��32 isgiven by (59)butin thisinstance since fq2g
and fq3g each contain only a single vectorthe sum
in thisequation reducessim ply to

��32 = �J32(�) (82)

where � isthe angle between q2 and q3 and where
�J32(�)isgiven in Eq.(58). ��32 isplotted asa func-
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FIG .3: ��32(�)= �J32(�)forthetwoplanewave\crystal"

structure with condensate (80). � is the angle between

q2 and q3.Form ore com plicated crystalstructures,
��32

isgiven by the sum in (59),m eaning thatitisa sum of
�J32(�)evaluated atvariousvaluesof� corresponding to

thevariousanglesbetween a vectorin fq2g and a vector

in fq3g.

tion of� in Fig.3.Forthissim plecrystalstructure,
��32 wascalculated previously in Refs.[39,41].

Turning to �
322,thisisgiven by

�
322 =
3

2
�K 322(q3;q3;q2;q2;q2;q2) (83)

where �K 322 isgiven by Eq.(69).Asoccurred in the
evaluation of�32,thesum overq-vectorsin thegen-
eralexpression (44)hasreduced to evaluating �K 322

justonce,becausefq2g and fq3g each contain only
a single vector. Forthe specialcase where the last
four argum ents of �K 322 are the sam e, as in (83),
�K 322 dependsonly on �,the angle between q2 and
q3, and the integrals in (69) can allbe evaluated
analytically,yielding

�K 322(�)=
1

64
�

� cos�
2

�3 �

�2 sin2 �

2
� 1

�3=2

�

2

4�
2 arctan(b(�))sin2

�

2
+

�

�2 sin2 �

2
� 1

�

b(�)

1+ b(�)2
+
b(�)

�
b(�)2 � 1

�

(b(�)2 + 1)2

3

5 ;

(84)

where

b(�)=

q

�2 sin2 �

2
� 1

� cos�
2

: (85)

�
322 isplotted asa function of� in Fig.4.
W enotethatforany angle�,both ��32 and 2�
322

arepositivequantitieswhich when added tothepos-
itive 2�� and 2�
 give positive ��e� and �
e�,respec-
tively. Hence, we see that upon m aking this two
planewave\crystal" structureansatzwe�nd a sec-
ond order phase transition between the crystalline
and unpaired phases,forallchoicesofthe angle �.
W e also note thatboth ��32(�)and �
322(�)increase
m onotonically with �,and diverge as� ! �. This
tellsusthatwithin thistwo plane waveansatz,the
m ostfavorableorientation is� = 0,nam ely q2 k q3.

M aking this choice yields the sm allestpossible ��e�
and �
e� within this ansatz,and hence the largest
possible � and condensation energy,again within
this ansatz. The divergence at � ! � tells us
that choosing q2 and q3 precisely antiparallelex-
acts an in�nite free energy price in the com bined
G inzburg-Landau and weak-coupling lim itin which
� � ��;� 0 � �, m eaning that in this lim it if
we chose � = � we �nd � = 0. Away from the
G inzburg-Landau lim it,when the pairing rings on
theFerm isurfaceswiden into bands,choosing� = �

exactsa �nite price m eaning that� isnonzero but
sm allerthan thatforany otherchoiceof�.Allthese
results con�rm conclusions drawn in Refs.[39,41]
based only upon the resultfor ��32(�).

Thehigh costofchoosing q2 and q3 precisely an-
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FIG .4: �
322(�)for the two plane wave \crystal" struc-

turewith condensate(80).� istheanglebetween q2 and

q3.�
322(0)= 0:243 and �
322(�)increasesm onotonically

with �.

tiparallelcan be understood qualitatively asarising
from the fact that in this case the ring of states
on the u-quark Ferm isurface that \want to" pair
with d-quarkscoincidesprecisely with the ring that
\wants to" pair with s-quarks [41]. (For exam ple,
ifq2 and q3 pointin the � z and + z directions,�2
(� 3)describespairing between s-quarks(d-quarks)
within a ring in the northern hem isphere ofthe s-
(d-)Ferm isurface and u-quarkswithin a ring in the
southern hem isphere ofthe u-Ferm isurface. The
ringson the u-Ferm isurface coincide,asillustrated
in Fig.2 ofRef.[41].) In the m ost favorable case
within the two-plane wave ansatz,where q2 k q3,
the two pairing ringson the u-quark Ferm isurface
are centered on antipodalpoints [41]. (For exam -
ple,ifq2 and q3 both pointin the+ z direction,� 2

(� 3)describespairing ofs-quarks(d-quarks)within
a ring in the southern (northern)hem isphere ofthe
s-(d-)Ferm isurfaceand u-quarkswithin ringsin the
(northern)southern hem isphere ofthe u-Ferm isur-
face.)

The sim ple two plane wave ansatz (80)hasbeen
analyzed in the sam e NJL m odelthat we em ploy
upon m aking the weak-coupling approxim ation but
withoutm aking a G inzburg-Landau approxim ation
in Ref. [41]. All the qualitative lessons that we
havelearned from theG inzburg-Landau approxim a-
tion rem ain valid,including the favorability ofthe
choice � = 0,but we learn further that in the two
plane wave case the G inzburg-Landau approxim a-

tion alwaysunderestim ates� [41].W ealsoseefrom
Ref.[41]thatthe � atwhich the G inzburg-Landau
approxim ation breaksdown shrinksas � ! �. W e
can understand this result as follows. The sextic
term in the free energy (74) is sm allcom pared to
the quartic term only if� 2 � ��2��e�=�
e�,m aking
this a necessary condition for the quantitative va-
lidity ofthe G inzburg-Landau approxim ation. As
� ! �,�
e� divergesm ore strongly than ��e�: from
(58)and (69)we�nd thatas� ! �,

��e� � �J32 �
�

8�
p
�2 � 1

 

1

cos(�
2
)

!

�
e� �
3

2
�K 322 �

3�

256�(
p
�2 � 1)3

 
1

cos(�
2
)

! 3

:

(86)

ThereforetheG inzburg-Landau calculation predicts
thatits own breakdown willoccur ata � thatde-
creases with increasing �,as found in Ref.[41]by
explicitcom parsion with a calculation thatdoesnot
em ploy the G inzburg-Landau approxim ation.

C . Im plications for m ore plane w aves:

qualitative principles for favorable crystal

structures

In thissubsectionweaskwhatlessonswecan learn
from the evaluation ofthe G inzburg-Landau coe�-
cientsforthe two plane wave\crystal" structure in
Section VI.B for crystalstructureswith m ore than
onevectorin fq2g and fq3g.
First,wecan concludethat ��32 ispositiveforany

choice offq2g and fq3g. The argum ent is sim ple:
��32 isgiven in generalby (59),a sum over �J32 eval-
uated ata hostofanglescorresponding to allangles
between avectorin fq2gand fq3g.But,weseefrom
Fig.3 that �J32 ispositiveatany angle.
Second,we cannotdraw such a conclusion about


322. This coe�cient is a sum over contributions
of the form �K 322(qb3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2) where the

lastfourm om entum vectorargum ents,selected from
fq2g,m ustsatisfy (62). The calculation in Section
VI.B whose resultis plotted in Fig.4 only dem on-
strates that those contributions in which the four
q3 argum ents are selected to allbe the sam e vec-
torare positive. Forany crystalstructure in which
fq2g containstwo orm ore vectors,there are other
contributionsto �
322 thatwe have notevaluated in
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thissection which depend on oneq2 vectorand sev-
eralq3 vectors,and thus on m ore than one angle.
W eknow ofinstanceswhereindividualcontributions
�K 322(qb3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)in crystalstructuresthat

we describe below are negative. However,we have
found nocrystalstructureforwhich �
322 isnegative.

The�nallesson welearn isthatcrystalstructures
in which any ofthe vectorsin fq2g are close to an-
tiparallelto any ofthe vectorsin fq3g are strongly
disfavored. (The closer to antiparallel,the worse,
with thefreeenergy penalty for� 6= 0 diverging for
theprecisely antiparallelcase,driving � to zero.) If
a vectorin fq2g isantiparallel(orclose to antipar-
allel)to one in fq3g,this yields in�nite (or m erely
large)positive contributionsto ��32 and to �
322 and
henceto ��e� and �
e�.In thecaseof��32,theselarge
positive contributions cannot be cancelled since all
contributionsare positive. In the case of�
322,neg-
ative contributions are possible but we know ofno
instancesofdivergentnegativecontributionsto �
322
or indeed to any other coe�cient in the G inzburg-
Landau expansion.Thedivergentpositivecontribu-
tionsareassociated with the tangentialintersection
(in the case of �� and �
 [35])orcoincidence (in the
case ofof ��32 and �
322) ofpairing rings on Ferm i
surfaces.W e know ofno con�guration ofringsthat
leads to an in�nitely favorable (as opposed to un-
favorable) free energy in the com bined G inzburg-
Landau and weak-coupling lim its. So,although we
do nothavea proofthatthedivergentpositivecon-
tributionsto �
322 arisingasvectorsin fq2gand fq3g
approach one another’s antipodes are uncancelled,
wealso seeno physicalargum entforhow thiscould
conceivably arise. Certainly in allexam ple crystal
structures that we have considered, ��32 and �
322
and hence ��e� and �
e� diverge as vectors in fq2g

and fq3g approach one another’santipodes.

W e can now sum m arize the qualitative principles
that we have arrived at for constructing favorable
crystalstructures for three-
avor crystalline color
superconductivity. First, as described in Section
III the sets fq2g and fq3g should each separately
be chosen to yield crystalstructureswhich,seen as
separate two-
avorcrystalline phases,are asfavor-
able as possible. In Section III we have reviewed
the resultsofRef.[35]forhow thisshould be done,
and the conclusion that the m ost favored fq2g or
fq3g in isolation consists ofeight vectors pointing
atthe cornersofa cube. Second,the new addition
in the three-
avor case is the qualitative principle
thatfq2g and fq3g should be rotated with respect

to each otherin such a way asto bestkeep vectors
in onesetaway from theantipodesofvectorsin the
otherset.

D . M ultiple plane w aves

In Table Iwe describe 11 di�erent crystalstruc-
turesthatwehaveanalyzed,and in TableIIwegive
the coe�cients that specify each G inzburg-Landau
free energy (72). The ��’s and �
’s were calculated
asdescribed in Ref.[35]; ��32’s and �
322’s were cal-
culated asdescribed in Section V.W e also give the
com binations ��e� and �
e� de�ned in (74)thatspec-
ify thefreeenergy asin (75).In thosecasesin which
��e� < 0,thephasetransition between thecrystalline
phase and the unpaired phase is �rstorder,occur-
ring where � = �� with �� given by (78). At the
�rstorderphase transition,unpaired quark m atter
with � = 0and crystallinequarkm atterwith �(� �)
given in (79) have the sam e free energy. W e give
both �� and �(� �)in TableII.
The �rst row of the Tables describes the sim -

ple \crystalstructure" analyzed in detailin Section
VI.B,in which both fq2g and fq3g contain just a
single vector, with q2 k q3 as we have seen that
this is the m ost favorable choice for the angle be-
tween q2 and q3. Thiscondensate carriesa baryon
num bercurrentwhich m eansthattheunpaired gap-
less ferm ions (in \blocking regions" in m om entum
space[30,31])m ustcarry a currentthatisequalin
m agnitudebutopposite in direction [30].Theanal-
ysisofthis\crystalstructure" in SectionsVI.B and
VI.C hasproved instructive,givingusqualitativein-
sightthat we shalluse to understand allthe other
crystalstructures.However,in allrowsin theTables
otherthan the�rstwehavechosen crystalstructures
with condensates that carry no net current,m ean-
ing thatthegaplessferm ionsneed carry no current.
Thereisnothing in ourm ean-�eld analysisthatpre-
cludes condensates carrying a net current,but we
do notanalyze them here prim arily because itsim -
pli�esourtask butalso becauseweexpectthat,be-
yond m ean-�eld theory,a phase containing gapless
ferm ionscarrying a netcurrentisunlikely to bethe
favored ground state.
Let us next exam ine the last two rows of the

Tables. Here, we consider two crystal structures
in which fq2g and fq3g each contain eight vectors
form ing cubes.Sincethecubeisthem ostfavorable
two-
avorcrystalstructure according to the analy-
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Structure D escription LargestAngle

2PW fq2g and fq3g coincide;each containsone vector.(So,2 plane waveswith q2 k q3.) 0
�

SqX fq2g and fq3g each contain two antiparallelvectors.The fourvectorstogetherform 90�

a square;those from fq2g and those from fq3g each form one stroke ofan \X".

Tetrahedron fq2g and fq3g each contain two vectors.The fourtogetherform a tetrahedron. 109:5
�

2Triangles fq2g and fq3g coincide;each containsthree vectorsform ing a triangle. 120
�

Cube X fq2g and fq3g each contain 4 vectorsform ing a rectangle.The 8 vectorstogether 109:5
�

See Eq.(90) form a cube.The 2 rectanglesintersectto look like an \X" ifviewed end-on.

2Tet fq2g and fq3g coincide;each containsfourvectorsform ing a tetrahedron. 109:5
�

Twisted fq2g and fq3g each contain fourvectorsform ing a square which could be one face of 143:6
�

Cube a cube.Instead,the eightvectorstogetherform the polyhedron obtained by twisting

the top face ofa cube by 45
�
relative to itsbottom face.

2O cta90xy fq2g and fq3g each contain 6 vectorsform ing an octahedron.The fq2g vectorspoint 135
�

along the positive and negative axes.The fq3g-octahedron isrotated relative to the

fq2g-octahedron by 90� aboutthe (1;1;0)-axis.

2O cta45xyz fq2g and fq3g each contain 6 vectorsform ing an octahedron.The fq2g vectorspoint 143:6�

along the positive and negative axes.The fq3g-octahedron isrotated relative to the

fq2g-octahedron by 45
�
aboutthe (1;1;1)-axis.

2Cube45z fq2g and fq3g each contain 8 vectorsform ing a cube.The fq2g vectorspointalong 143:6
�

See Eq.(87) (� 1;� 1;� 1).The fq3g-cube isrotated relative to thatby 45
�
aboutthe z-axis.

2Cube45xy fq2g and fq3g each contain 8 vectorsform ing a cube.The fq2g vectorspointalong 154:5
�

(� 1;� 1;� 1).The fq3g-cube isrotated relative to thatby 45
�
aboutthe (1;1;0)-axis.

TABLE I:D escriptionsofthecrystalstructureswhose G inzburg-Landau coe�cientsare given in Table II.Thethird

colum n isthe largestangle between any vectorin fq2g and any vectorin fq3g.O therthingsbeing equal,we expect

thatthelargerthelargestangle,m eaning thecloservector(s)in fq2g getto vector(s)in fq3g,thebiggerthe
��32 and

�
322 and hence the biggerthe ��e� and �
e� ,and hence the lessfavorable the structure.

Structure �� ��32 ��e� �
 �
322 �
e� �� �(� �)=��

2PW 0.569 0.250 1.388 1.637 0.243 3.760 0 0

SqX 0.138 1.629 1.906 1.952 2.66 9.22 0 0

Tetrahedron -0.196 2.146 1.755 1.450 7.21 17.29 0 0

2Triangles -1.976 4.647 0.696 1.687 13.21 29.80 0 0

CubeX -10.981 6.961 -15.001 -1.018 19.90 37.76 0.140 0.548

2Tet -5.727 7.439 -4.015 4.350 30.35 69.40 0.0054 0.208

Twisted Cube -16.271 12.445 -20.096 -37.085 315.5 556.8 0.0170 0.165

2O cta90xy -31.466 18.665 -44.269 19.711 276.9 593.2 0.0516 0.237

2O cta45xyz -31.466 19.651 -43.282 19.711 297.7 634.9 0.0461 0.226

2Cube45z -110.757 36.413 -185.101 -459.24 1106. 1294. 0.310 0.328

2Cube45xy -110.757 35.904 -185.609 -459.24 11358. 21798. 0.0185 0.0799

TABLE II:G inzburg-Landau coe�cientsforthree-
avorcrystallinecolorsuperconductingphaseswith variouscrystal

structures,described in TableI.�� isthe� atwhich thetransition from unpaired quark m atterto a given crystalline

phase occurs:�� = 0 if�e� > 0 and the transition issecond order;�� isgiven by (78)if�e� < 0 and the transition

is�rstorder.Fora �rstordertransition,�(� �),given in (79),isthe m agnitude ofthe gap atthe transition.
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sisofRef.[35],evidentin the large negative �� and
�
 forboth these crystalstructuresin Table II,this
should beagood startingpoint.W ecannothavethe
two cubescoincident,asin thatcase there are vec-
torsfrom fq2g and vectorsfrom fq3g separated by
a 180� angle,yielding in�nite positivecontributions
to both ��32 and �
322. So,we rotate the fq3g-cube
relative to the fq2g cube,in two di�erent ways in
the2Cube45zand 2Cube45xy crystalstructuresde-
scribed in Table I.

W eexplain explicitly in Appendix B why translat-
ing one cube relative to the otherin position space
by a fraction of a lattice spacing does not allevi-
ate the problem :a relativerotation ofthe husiand
hudicondensatesisrequired. Q ualitatively,thisre-

ects the nature ofthe di�culty that occurs when
a fq2g vector is opposite to a fq3g vector. It can
be thoughtofas arising because the husiand hudi

condensatesboth wantto \use" thoseup quarksly-
ing on the sam e ring on the up Ferm isurface. It
therefore m akessense thata relative rotation isre-
quired. Q uantitatively,whatwe show in Appendix
B isthat
 doesnotchangeifwetranslatethehusi
condensaterelativeto the hudicondensate.

W eseein TableIthatin the2Cube45zstructure,
the largestangle between vectorsin fq2g and fq3g

is143.6� whereasin the 2Cube45xy structure,that
largestangleis154:5� m eaning thattherotation we
have chosen does a less good job ofkeeping fq2g-
vectors away from the antipodes of fq3g vectors.
Correspondingly,weseein TableIIthat2Cube45xy
hasam uch larger�
322 and hence�
e�,and hencehas
a �rstorderphase transition occurring ata sm aller
�� and with a sm aller �(� �). This is an exam ple
con�rm ing our generalprinciple that,other things
beingequal,crystalstructuresin which fq3gvectors
com e closerto fq2g vectorswillbe disfavored. Ac-
cordingtothisprinciple,the2Cube45zcrystalstruc-
ture should be particularly favorable as it em ploys
therelativerotationbetweenthetwocubesthatdoes
the bestpossiblejob ofkeeping them apart.

W enow turn tocrystalstructureswith fewerthan
16 planewaves.By havingfewerthan 8 planewaves
in fq2g and fq3g,we are no longeroptim izing the
two-
avor �� and �
.However,with fewervectorsitis
possible to keep the fq2g-and fq3g-vectorsfarther
away from each other’santipodes.W elisttwo crys-
talstructuresin which fq2g and fq3g have6 waves
form ingoctahedra.Thesearenotparticularlyfavor-
abletwo-
avorstructures| �
 ispositiveratherthan
being large and negative forthe cube. 2O cta45xyz

hasthesam elargestanglebetween fq2g-and fq3g-
vectorsas2Cube45z,butitssigni�cantly m orepos-
itive �� and �
 m ake it signi�cantly less favorable.
Choosing the 2O cta90xy structure instead reduces
the largest angle between fq2g- and fq3g-vectors
from 143.6� to 135�,which im proves ��e� and �
e�,
butonly slightly.

W e investigate three crystalstructures in which
fq2gand fq3geach contain 4vectors.Am ongthese,
theTwisted Cubeisstronglydisfavored byitssignif-
icantly largerlargestanglebetween fq2g-and fq3g-
vectors. CubeX and 2Tet are both constructed by
choosing fq2g and fq3g as subsets containing half
the vectors from a cube. In the 2Tet structure,
we choose the tetrahedra coincidentsince thisdoes
the best job of keeping vectors in fq2g and fq3g

away from each other’s antipodes. (Choosing the
two tetrahedra so that their union form s a cube is
the worst possible choice, as vectors in fq2g and
fq3g are then antipodal.) In the CubeX structure,
we choose the two rectanglessuch thattheir union
form s a cube, as this does the best job of reduc-
ing the largest angle between vectors in fq2g and
fq3g;m aking the rectanglescoincidentwould have
been the worst possible choice. CubeX and 2Tet
havethesam elargestangle,butthey di�erconsider-
ably in thatthefq2g and fq3grectanglesthatm ake
up CubeX are m ore favorable two-
avorstructures
(lower �� and �
) than the tetrahedra that m ake up
2Tet. W e see from Table IIthatthe CubeX struc-
ture, with only 8 vectors in total, is particularly
favorable: it is not possible to tellfrom Table II
whetheritism oreorlessfavorablethan 2Cube45z,
since one hasthe larger�� while the otherhasthe
larger�(� �). W e shallevaluate their free energies
below,and con�rm that they are indeed com para-
ble,and that these two structures have the lowest
freeenergy ofany in the Tables.

In therem ainingrowsoftheTables,weinvestigate
one crystalstructure in which fq2g and fq3g each
contain 3 vectors, and two in which each contain
2 vectors. These structures allhave positive ��e�,
and hence second order phase transitions, and so
arecertainly notfavored.

Inspecting the results in Table II shows that in
allcaseswherewehaveinvestigated di�erentthree-

avor crystalstructures built from the sam e fq2g
and fq3g, the one with the relative rotation be-
tween the two polyhedra that yields the sm aller
largest angle between vectors in fq2g and fq3g is
favored. And, in allcases where we have investi-



30

gated two crystalstructures with sam e largest an-
glebetween vectorsin fq2g and fq3g,theone built
from them orefavorabletwo-
avorcrystalstructure
isfavored.W e thus�nd no exceptionsto the quali-
tativeprincipleswedescribed in Section VI.C.How-
ever, these qualitative principles certainly do not
explain allthe features ofthe results in Table II.
Forexam ple,we have no qualitative understanding
ofwhy 2Cube45z and 2Cube45xy have such sim i-
lar ��32,whereas2Cube45xy hasa m uch larger�
322
as expected. For exam ple,we have no qualitative
understanding ofwhy �
322 increases m uch m ore in
going from 2Cube45xy to 2Cube45z than itdoesin
going from 2O cta90xy to 2O cta45xyz.The calcula-
tionsm ustbe done;the qualitative principlesare a
good guide,butnota substitute.

The�nalcrystalstructurethatwedescribeisone
in which fq2g isa cubewhilefq3gisan octahedron,
with the six fq3g-vectorspointing atthe centersof
the faces ofthe fq2g-cube. So,ifthe fq2g-vectors
aretaken to pointalong the(� 1;� 1;� 1)directions
then the fq3g vectorspoint along the positive and
negative axes. W e chose to investigate this struc-
ture because it seem s particularly sym m etric and
because ithasan unusually sm alllargestangle be-
tween vectorsin fq2gand fq3ggiven thelargenum -
ber ofvectors in total: 125:3�. Because fq2g and
fq3g are not congruent, ��2 6= ��3 and �
2 6= �
3. All
these coe�cientscan be found in Table II.W e �nd
��32 = 24:510,�
322 = 419:9 and �
233 = 4943:Be-
cause fq̂2g and fq̂3g are not exchange sym m etric,
the generalargum entthatwe gave in Section VI.A
forwhyextrem aof
(� 2;� 3)| i.e.solutionstothe
gap equations| occurat� 2 = � 3 doesnotapply.
However,we �nd that at the solution � 2 and � 3

di�erby lessthan 20% .Thelargevaluesof�
233 and
�
322 m akethiscrystalstructurequiteunfavorable|
even though ithasa (weak)�rstorderphasetransi-
tion,itsfreeenergy turnsoutto becom parableonly
to thatofthe2PW structure,farabovethefreeen-
ergyofthefavored CubeX and 2Cube45zstructures.
Furtherm ore,the argum entsofAppendix A do not
apply to a crystalstructure like this,m eaning that
we do notexpectthissolution with � 2 6= � 3 to be
neutral. Forthisreason,and because itappearsto
befree-energeticallyunfavorableanyway,wewillnot
investigateitfurther.W ecannotsay whetherchoos-
ing fq2g and fq3g to not be exchange sym m etric
generically yields an unfavorable crystalstructure,
aswehavenotinvestigated m any possibilities.

W e have certainly notdone an exhaustive search

of three-
avor crystal structures. For exam ple,
we have only scratched the surface in investigat-
ing structures in which fq2g and fq3g are not ex-
change sym m etric. W e have investigated the struc-
turesthatarethe bestthatwecan think ofaccord-
ing to thequalitativeprinciplesdescribed in Section
VI.C.Readersshould feelfreetotry others.(W eare
con�dentthatin 2Cube45zwehavefound them ost
favorable structure obtained by rotating one cube
relative to another. W e are not as con�dent that
CubeX isthebestpossiblestructurewith fewerthan
8+ 8 vectors.) Asweshallseein Section VI.E,how-
ever,thetwom ostfavorablestructuresthatwehave
found,2Cube45z and CubeX,are im pressively ro-
bustand do a very good job ofm aking thecasethat
three-
avorcrystallinecolorsuperconductingphases
arethegroundstateofcold quarkm atteroverawide
range ofdensities. Ifeven better crystalstructures
can be found,thiswillonly furtherstrengthen this
case.

E. Free energy com parisons

W ecan now evaluateand plotthe gap param eter
�and freeenergy 
(�)forallthecrystalstructures
described in TableI,whoseG inzburg-Landau coe�-
cientsaregiven in TableII.Foragiven crystalstruc-
ture,
(�) is given by Eq.( 74),with ��e� and �
e�
taken from Table II.The quadratic coe�cient � is
related to �� by Eq.(48).Recallthatwehavem ade
theapproxim ationthat��2 = ��3 = �� = M 2

s=(8�),
valid up tocorrectionsoforderM 3

s=�
4.Atanyvalue

ofM 2
s=�,we can evaluate �(��) and hence 
(�),

determ ine � by m inim izing 
,and �nally evaluate
the free energy 
 at the m inim um . In Fig. 5,we
give an exam ple of
(�) forvariousM 2

s=� forone
crystalstructure with a �rstorderphase transition
(CubeX),illustratinghow the�rstorderphasetran-
sition isfound,and how the� solvingthegap equa-
tions| i.e. m inim izing 
 | isfound . W e plot�
and 
 atthe m inim um versusM 2

s=� in Figs.6 and
7 forsom e ofthe crystalstructuresin TablesIand
II.
In Figs.6 and 7,we show two exam ples ofcrys-

talstructuresforwhich the phase transition to the
unpaired state issecond order:2PW and SqX.(See
Table I for descriptions ofthese structures.) The
second order phase transition occurs at M 2

s=� =
7:60� 0 = 190:0 M eV,where � = 0. (See Eq.(76).)
W e show four exam ples ofcrystalstructures with
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FIG .5:Freeenergy 
 vs.� fortheCubeX crystalstructure,described in TableII,atfourvaluesofM
2

s=�.From top

curvetobottom curve,asjudged from thelefthalfofthe�gure,thecurvesareM
2

s=� = 240,218:61,190,and 120M eV,

corresponding to � = 0:233,0:140,0,� 0:460. The �rstorderphase transition occursatM
2

s=� = 218:61 M eV.The

valuesof� and 
 atthe m inim a ofcurveslike these are whatwe plotin Figs. 6 and 7.

�rst order phase transitions,occurring where � =
�� > 0 m eaning at som e M 2

s=� > 190:0 M eV.W e
show thetwom ostfavorablestructuresthatwehave
found:CubeX and 2Cube45z.And,weshow twoex-
am ples(2Tetand 2O cta90xy)ofstructureswith �rst
orderphasetransitionsthatarem orefavorablethan
the structures with a second order transition,but
lessfavorablethan CubeX and 2Cube45z.

In Figs.6 and 7,we have chosen the interaction
strength between quarkssuch thattheCFL gap pa-
ram eteratM s = 0 is� 0 = 25 M eV.However,our
results for both the gap param eters and the con-
densation energy for any ofthe crystalline phases
can easily be scaled to any value of� 0. W e saw
in Section V thatthe quarticand sextic coe�cients
in the G inzburg-Landau free energy do notdepend
on � 0. And,recallfrom Eq.(48) that � 0 enters
� only through the com bination � 2SC =��, where
� 2SC = 2

1

3 � 0 and �� = M 2
s=(8�).Thism eansthat

ifwepick a � 0 6= 25 M eV,thecurvesdescribing the
gap param etersfor the crystalline phases in Fig.6
areprecisely unchanged ifwerescaleboth theverti-

caland horizontalaxesproportionalto � 0=25 M eV.
In the case of Fig. 7, the vertical axis m ust be
rescaled by (� 0=25 M eV)2. O fcourse,the weak-
coupling approxim ation � 0 � �, which we have
used for exam ple in sim plifying the propagatorsin
(52),willbreak down ifwescale� 0 to betoo large.
W e cannot evaluate up to what � 0 we can scale
ourresultsreliably withoutdoing a calculation that
goesbeyond theweak-couplinglim it.However,such
calculationshave been done forthe gCFL phase in
Ref.[15],where itturnsoutthatthe gapsand con-
densation energiesplotted Figs.6 and 7 scale with
� 0 and � 2

0 to good accuracy for� 0 � 40 M eV with
� = 500M eV,butthescalingissigni�cantly lessac-
curatefor� 0 = 100M eV.O fcourse,for� 0 aslarge
as100 M eV,any quark m atterin a com pactstaris
likely to be in the CFL phase. Less sym m etrically
paired quark m atter,which ourresultssuggestisin
a crystallinecolorsuperconducting phase,willoccur
in com pactstarsonly if� 0 issm aller,in the range
whereourresultscan be expected to scalewell.
The qualitative behavior of� at sm aller M 2

s=�,
well to the left of the unpaired/crystalline phase
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avorcrystalline colorsuperconducting phaseswith variouscrystal

structures.Thecrystalstructuresaredescribed in TableII.Forcom parison,wealso show theCFL gap param eterand

the gCFL gap param eters� 1,� 2 and � 3 [11,12]. Recallthatthe splitting between Ferm isurfaces isproportional

to M
2

s=�,and thatsm all(large)M
2

s=� correspondsto high (low)density.

transitionsin Fig.6,can easily be understood.The
quadratic,quartic and sextic coe�cientsin the free
energy (74) are �(��),�e� = ��e�=��2 and 
e� =
�
e�=��4.If� tended to a constantatsm all��,then
the solution � m in that m inim izes 
 would be pro-
portionalto ��. (See Eq.(77).) In fact,from (48)
we see that � / log�� at sm all��,m eaning that,
according to (77),� m in should vanish slightly m ore
slowly than linearasM 2

s=� / �� ! 0,asin Fig.6.
And, since the �’s vanish for �� ! 0,so do the
condensation energiesofFig.7.

Fig. 6 can be used to evaluate the validity of
the G inzburg-Landau approxim ation.The sim plest
criterion is to com pare the �’s for the crystalline
phases to the CFL gap param eter � 0. This is the
correct criterion in the vicinity of the 2nd order
phase transition point,where �� = M 2

s=(8�)� �0.
W ellto the left,it is m ore appropriate to com pare
the �’sforthe crystalline phase to �� = M 2

s=(8�).
By eithercriterion,weseethatallthecrystalstruc-
tureswith �rstorderphasetransitions(includingthe

two thatare m ostfavored)have �’sthatare large
enough thattheG inzburg-Landau approxim ation is
atthe edge ofitsdom ain ofvalidity,a resultwhich
weexpected based on thegeneralargum entsin Sec-
tion VI.A.NotethattheG inzburg-Landau approxi-
m ation iscontrolled forthosestructureswith second
order phase transitions only near the second order
phase transition,again a resultthatcan be argued
foron generalgrounds.

Fig.7 m akes m anifest one ofthe centralconclu-
sionsofourwork.The three-
avorcrystallinecolor
superconducting phases with the two m ost favored
crystal structures that we have found are robust
by any m easure. Theircondensation energiesreach
abouthalfthatoftheCFL phaseatM s = 0,rem ark-
ablegiven thatin theCFL phasepairingoccursover
the whole ofallthree Ferm isurfaces. Correspond-
ingly,these two crystalstructures are favored over
the wide rangeofM 2

s=� seen in Fig.7 and given in
Eq.(2).

Taken literally, Fig.7 indicates that within the



33

0 50 100 150 200 250

M
2

S
/µ [MeV]

-50

-40

-30

-20

-10

0

E
n

er
g
y
 D

if
fe

re
n

ce
  
[1

0
6
 M

eV
4
]

unpaired 2PW SqX 2Tet

gC
F
L

C
F
L

C
ub

eX

2Cube4
5z

2Octa90xy
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 versusM
2

s=� forthethree-
avorcrystalline colorsuperconducting phaseswith variouscrystal

structureswhose gap param etersare plotted in Fig.6. The crystalstructuresare described in Table II.Recallthat

the gCFL phase isknown to be unstable,m eaning thatin the regim e where the gCFL phase free energy isplotted,

the true ground state ofthree-
avorquark m atterm ustbe som e phase whose free energy liesbelow the dashed line.

W e see thatthe three-
avorcrystalline color superconducting quark m atter phases with the m ost favorable crystal

structures that we have found,nam ely 2Cube45z and CubeX described in (87) and (90),have su�ciently robust

condensation energy (su�ciently negative 
) thatthey are candidates to be the ground state ofthree-
avorquark

m atterovera wide swath ofM
2

s=�,m eaning overa wide range ofdensities.

regim e (2) ofthe phase diagram occupied by crys-
talline color superconducting quark m atter, the
2Cube45z phase is favored at lower densities and
the CubeX phase isfavored athigherdensities.Al-
though,as detailed in Sections VI.C and VI.D,we
do have qualitative argum ents why 2Cube45z and
CubeX are favored over other phases,we have no
qualitativeargum entwhyoneshould befavoredover
the other.And,wedo nottrustthatthe G inzburg-
Landau approxim ation is su�ciently quantitatively
reliableto trusttheconclusion thatonephaseisfa-
vored athigherdensities while the other isfavored
atlowerones.W ewould ratherleavethereaderwith
theconclusion thatthesearethetwo m ostfavorable
phases we have found, that both are robust,that
thecrystallinecolorsuperconductingphaseofthree-

avorquark m atterwith onecrystalstructureorthe
otheroccupiesa wide swath ofthe Q CD phase dia-

gram ,and thattheirfreeenergiesaresim ilarenough
to each other that it willtake a beyond-G inzburg-
Landau calculation to com parethem reliably.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S,IM P LIC A T IO N S,A N D

FU T U R E W O R K

W e have evaluated the gap param eter and free
energy for three-
avor quark m atter in crystalline
color superconducting phases with varied crystal
structures, within a G inzburg-Landau approxim a-
tion.O urcentralresultsareshown in Figs.6 and 7.
Descriptions ofthe crystalstructures that we have
investigated,together with the coe�cients for the
G inzburg-Landau free energy (74) for each struc-
ture,aregiven in TablesIand II.
W ehavefound twoqualitativerulesthatguideour
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understandingofwhatcrystalstructuresarefavored
in three-
avor crystalline quark m atter. First,the
hudiand husicondensatesseparately should becho-
sen to have favorable free energies,as evaluated in
the two-
avorm odelofRef.[35]. Second,the hudi
and husi condensates should be rotated relative to
each other in such a way as to m axim ize the an-
glesbetween thewavevectorsdescribing thecrystal
structure ofthe hudicondensate and the antipodes
ofthe wave vectorsdescribing the husicondensate.
This second qualitative rule can be understood as
m inim izing the\com petition" between thetwo con-
densatesforup quarkson the up Ferm isurface,as
�rstelucidated in a sim plersetting in Ref.[41].
Fig.7 showsthatoverm ostoftherangeofM 2

s=�

whereitwasonceconsidered a possibility,thegCFL
phase can be replaced by a m uch m ore favorable
three-
avorcrystallinecolorsuperconducting phase.
However,Fig.7 also indicatesthatitishard to �nd
a crystalstructure which yields a crystalline phase
thathaslowerfree energy than the gCFL phase at
thelowestvaluesofM 2

s=� (highestdensities)in the
\gCFL window",closestto the CFL! gCFL transi-
tion.Thisnarrow window wherethegCFL curvere-
m ainsthelowestcurvein Fig.7isthereforethem ost
likely place in the Q CD phase diagram in which to
�nd thegCFL phaseaugm ented by current-carrying
m eson condensatesdescribed in Refs.[45,46]. Ex-
cept within this window, the crystalline color su-
perconducting phaseswith eitherthe CubeX orthe
2Cube45zcrystalstructureprovideanattractiveres-
olution to the instability ofthe gCFL phase.
Thethree-
avorcrystallinecolorsuperconducting

phaseswith theCubeX and 2Cube45zcrystalstruc-
tureshavecondensation energiesthatcan beaslarge
as half that of the CFL phase. This robustness
m akes them the lowest free energy phase that we
know of,and hencea candidatefortheground state
ofQ CD,over a wide range ofdensities. To give a

senseofthe im plicationsofthe rangeofM 2
s=� over

which crystallinecolorsuperconductivity isfavored,
given by Eq.(2) and shown in Fig.7, if we sup-
pose that � 0 = 25 M eV and M s = 250 M eV,the
window (2) translates to 240M eV < � < 847M eV.
W ith these choices ofparam eters,then,the lower
partofthis range of� (higherpartofthe range of
M 2

s=�) is certainly superseded by nuclear m atter.
And,the high end ofthisrange extendsfarbeyond
the � � 500 M eV characteristic ofthe quark m at-
ter at the densities expected at the very center of
com pactstars.O urresulttherefore suggeststhatif
com pactstarshavequark m attercores,itisentirely
reasonable to suppose thatthe entire quark m atter
corecould be in a crystallinecolorsuperconducting
phase.O fcourse,if� 0 islarger,say� 100M eV,the
entirequark m attercorecould bein theCFL phase.
And,there are reasonable valuesof� 0 and M s for
which theouterlayerofapossiblequarkm attercore
would be in a crystallinephase while the innercore
would not.W edo notknow � 0 and M s wellenough
to answerthequestion ofwhatphasesofquark m at-
teroccurin com pactstars.However,ourresultsadd
thepossibility thatasm uch asallofthequark m at-
terin a com pactstarcould be in a crystallinecolor
superconducting phase to the m enu ofoptionsthat
m ustultim ately bewinnowed by confrontation with
astrophysicalobservations.
W ehaveidenti�ed twoparticularlyfavorablecrys-

talstructures,using the qualitative rulesdescribed
above and by directcalculation. W e do notbelieve
that our G inzburg-Landau approxim ation is su�-
ciently accurate to trustitsdeterm ination ofwhich
ofthese two structures is m ore favorable. For this
reason,we wish to leave the reader with a picture
ofboth the2Cube45zand CubeX crystalstructures
in position space.In the2Cube45zphase,thecolor-

avorand position spacedependenceoftheconden-
sate,de�ned in (20)and (21),isgiven by
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where � and � (i and j) are color (
avor) indices
and where

a =

p
3�

q
=
4:536

��
=

�

1:764M 2
s

(88)

is the lattice spacing of the face-centered cubic
crystal structure. For exam ple, with M 2

s=� =
100;150;200 M eV the lattice spacing is a =
72;48;36 fm . Eq.(87) can equivalently be written
as

� C F (x)�i;�j = �2���2ij� 2(r)+ �3���3ij� 3(r);
(89)

with (87) providing the expressions for � 2(r) and
� 3(r).A three-dim ensionalcontourplotthatcan be

seen as depicting either � 2(r) or � 3(r) separately
can be found in Ref.[35]. W e have not found an
inform ative way ofdepicting the entire condensate
in a single contourplot. Note also thatin (87)and
below in our description of the CubeX phase, we
m akean arbitrary choicefortherelativeposition of
� 3(r)and � 2(r).W eshow in Appendix B thatone
can be translated relative to the other at no cost
in free energy. O fcourse,as we have investigated
in detailin Section VI,rotating one relative to the
otherchangesthe G inzburg-Landau coe�cients ��32
and �
322 and hencethe free energy.

In theCubeX phase,thecolor-
avorand position
spacedependence ofthe condensateisgiven by

� C F (x)�i;�j = �2���2ij2�
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(90)

W e providea depiction ofthiscondensatein Fig.8.

Thegap param eter� islargeenough in both the
2Cube45z and CubeX phases that the G inzburg-
Landau approxim ation thatwe haveused to obtain
ourresultsisbeing pushed to thelim itsofitsvalid-
ity.Therefore,although weexpectthatthequalita-
tivelessonsthatwehavelearned aboutthefavorabil-

ity ofcrystallinephasesin three-
avorquark m atter
arevalid,and expectthattherelativefavorability of
the 2Cube45z and CubeX structures and the qual-
itative size oftheir � and condensation energy are
trustworthy,we do notexpectquantitative reliabil-
ity ofour results. There is therefore strong m oti-
vation to analyze crystalline color superconducting
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condensates;ifonelooksonly atj� I(r)j,thelatticespacing isa=2.a isgiven in (88).In (90)and hencein this�gure,

we have m ade a particularchoice forthe relative position of� 3(r)versus� 2(r). W e show in Appendix B thatone

can be translated relative to the otherwith no costin free energy.

quark m atterwith thesetwocrystalstructureswith-
out m aking a G inzburg-Landau approxim ation. It
willbeveryinterestingtoseewhethertheG inzburg-
Landau approxim ation underestim ates � and the
condensation energy forthe crystalline phaseswith
CubeX and 2Cube45z crystalstructures,asitdoes
forthem uch sim pler2PW structure(in which � 2(r)
and � 3(r)areeach singleplanewaves)[41].
Even priorto having a beyond-G inzburg-Landau

analysis available,having an ansatz (actually,two
ans�atze)for the crystalstructure and a good qual-
itative guide to the scale of � and 
(�) should
allow signi�cant progresstoward the calculation of
astrophysically relevant observables. For exam ple,
it would be interesting to evaluate the e�ects ofa

crystalline color superconducting core on the rate
atwhich a neutron starcoolsby neutrino em ission.
The speci�c heatofcrystalline colorsuperconduct-
ing quark m atter is linear with T because of the
presence ofgaplessquark excitationsatthe bound-
ariesoftheregionsin m om entum spacewherethere
are unpaired quarks [37]. Calculating the heat ca-
pacityoftheCubeX and 2Cube45zstructuresshould
thereforeyield only quantitativechangesrelativeto
thatforunpaired quark m atter,unlike in thegCFL
case where the heat capacity is param etrically en-
hanced [16]. The neutrino em issivity should turn
out to be signi�cantly suppressed relative to that
in unpaired quark m atter. The evaluation of the
phasespacefordirectURCA neutrinoem ission from
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the CubeX and 2Cube45z phaseswillbe a nontriv-
ialcalculation,given thattherm ally excited gapless
quarksoccuronly on patchesofthe Ferm isurfaces,
separated by the (m any)pairing rings. (The direct
URCA processesu + e ! s+ � and s ! u + e+ ��
require s,u and e to allbe within T ofa place in
m om entum spacewherethey aregaplessand atthe
sam etim e to havepu + pe = ps to within T.Here,
T � keV is very sm allcom pared to allthe scales
relevant to the description ofthe crystalline phase
itself.)

Beginning with Ref.[30],one ofthe m otivations
for the study of crystalline color superconducting
quarkm atterhasbeen thepossibility that,ifpresent
within the core ofa com pactstar,it could provide
a region within which rotationalvorticesarepinned
and hence a locus for the origin of(som e) pulsar
glitches. O r,the presence ofcrystalline quark m at-
terwithin neutron starscould beruled outifitpre-
dicts glitch phenom enology in qualitative disagree-
m entwith thatobserved.

There are two key m icrophysical properties of
crystallinequark m atterthatm ustbeestim ated be-
fore glitch phenom enology can be addressed. The
�rstisthepinningforce.Estim atingthiswillrequire
analyzing how the CubeX and 2Cube45z respond
when rotated. W e expectvorticesto form ,and ex-
pectthevorticesto bepinned attheintersectionsof
thenodalplanesatwhich condensatesvanish.Ana-
lyzing the vorticesin three-
avorcrystalline phases
willbenontrivial.O necom plication isthatbecause
baryon num bercurrentcan be carried by gradients
in the phase ofeither the husi crystalline conden-
sate or the hudi condensate or both,and the m ost
favorablevortex orvorticesthatform upon rotating
theCubeX and 2Cube45zphaseswillhaveto bede-
term ined. Another com plication arisesbecause the
vortexcoresize,1=�,isonly afactorofthreetofour
sm allerthan the lattice spacing a.Thism eansthat
the vortices cannot be thought ofas pinned by an
unchanged crystal;thevorticesthem selveswillqual-
itatively deform the crystalline condensate in their
vicinity.

The second m icrophysical quantity that is re-
quired istheshearm odulusofthecrystal.Afterall,
ifvortices are well-pinned but the crystalline con-
densate can easily deform under shear stress, the
vorticeswillbe able to m ove regardlessofthe pin-
ning force.G litchesoccurifvorticesarepinned and
im m obile while the spinning pulsar’sangularveloc-
ity slowsoveryears,with the glitch being triggered

by the catastrophic unpinning and m otion oflong-
im m obile vortices. In orderto im m obilize vortices,
and hence m ake glitchesa possibility,both the pin-
ning forceand theshearm odulusm ustbesu�cient.
Theshearm oduluscan berelated to thecoe�cients
in thelow energy e�ectivetheory thatdescribesthe
phonon m odesofthecrystal[32,51,52].Thise�ec-
tive theory has been analyzed,with its coe�cients
calculated,forthetwo-
avorcrystallinecolorsuper-
conductor with face-centered cubic sym m etry [52].
Extending this analysis to three-
avor crystalline
color superconducting phases with the 2Cube45z
and CubeX crystalstructuresisa priority forfuture
work.
Now that we have two well-m otivated candi-

datesforthe favored crystalstructure ofthe three-

avorcrystallinecolorsuperconductingphaseofcold
quark m atter,favorable over a very wide range of
interm ediate densities, the challenge becom es cal-
culating the shear m odulus and the pinning force
exerted on rotationalvortices in these structures.
These are the prerequisitesto determ ining whether
observations ofpulsar glitches can be used to rule
out(orin)thepresenceofquark m atterin thecrys-
talline colorsuperconducting phase within com pact
stars.
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A P P EN D IX A :N EU T R A LIT Y O F

SO LU T IO N S W IT H � 2 = � 3

In Section VI.A, we gave a general analysis of
the free energy 
(� 2;� 3). W e showed that ifwe
write (� 2;� 3)as

p
2(� r cos�;�r sin�)the free en-

ergy takestheform (73),and thereforehasextrem a
only at � = �=4 (nam ely �2 = � 3 = � r) or
� = 0;�=2 (nam ely a two 
avor crystalline phase
with only one � I nonzero). As we have explained
in Section II.D,in thestrictG inzburg-Landau lim it
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in which � I=�� ! 0 any solution (�2;� 3) is neu-
tral.(Theargum entisthatchoosing �e = M 2

s=(4�)
as in neutralunpaired quark m atter su�ces since,
unlike BCS superconductivity,crystalline color su-
perconductivity does not require any m odi�cation
oftheunpaired Ferm im om enta priorto pairing and
since in the G inzburg-Landau lim it the m odi�ca-
tions to num ber densities due to the pairing itself
vanishes.) In this Appendix,we take a sm allstep
away from thestrictG inzburg-Landau lim it.W eas-
sum ethat� r issm all,butdo notwork in the lim it
in which it vanishes. W e then show that the only
solutions with �e = M 2

s=(4�) and, consequently,
��2 = ��3 = �� = M 2

s=(8�) which are electrically
neutralare those with � 2 = � 3 = � r. The two-

avor crystalline phases with only one � I nonzero
arenotneutralin three-
avorquark m atter.

The result ofthis Appendix allowsus to neglect
solutionswhich have only one � I nonzero. Thisis
fortunate,becausetherearem any two-
avorcrystal
structures for which the sextic coe�cient �
 is neg-
ative,m eaning that to sextic order the G inzburg-
Landau potential
(� 2;� 3) often has runaway di-
rections along the � 2 and � 3 axes [35]. Further-
m ore,ifthe coe�cient m ultiplying sin 2

� in (73) is
negative,for exam ple if �� and �
 are both negative
while ��32 and �
322 areboth positiveasisthecasefor
both theCubeX and the2Cube45zcrystalstructures
on which wefocus,then theextrem um of
(� 2;� 3)
that we �nd with � 2 = � 3 appears to be a local
m axim um with respectto variation of� away from
�=4 while keeping �e �xed. W e show in this Ap-
pendix thatupon �xing �e = M 2

s=(4�)any solution
with � 2 6= � 3 is not neutral. For this reason,all
these com plications can be neglected, and we are
correctto focusonly on solutionswith � 2 = � 3.

The m ore form al way to proceed would be to
de�ne an 
 neutral(� 2;� 3),obtained by varying �e
(and �3 and �8 too) at a given value of the �’s
in order to obtain neutrality,and then �nding � 2

and � 3 that m inim ize 
neutral(� 2;� 3). W e have
done a partialversion ofthisinvestigation in a few
casesand havefound that,asexpected,
neutraldoes
havea m inim um with �e very closeto M 2

s=(4�)and
� 2 very close to � 3. A full exploration in this
vein requires evaluating the G inzburg-Landau co-
e�cients without assum ing �� 2 � ��3 and, m ore
challenging,requires reform ulating our analysis to
include nonzero �3 and �8.W e havenotattem pted
the latter,and it is in this sense that our prelim i-
nary investigation referred to above was \partial".

W e leave this to future work,and turn now to the
prom ised derivation of the neutrality of solutions
with � 2 = � 3 and �e = M 2

s=(4�).
W eshallonly considercrystalstructuresforwhich

fq̂2g and fq̂3g are exchange sym m etric,as this is
the sym m etry that allows the free energy to have
extrem aalongtheline� 2 = � 3.(Recallthatby ex-
changesym m etricwem ean thatthereisa sequence
ofrigid rotationsand re
ectionswhich when applied
to allthevectorsin fq2g and fq3g togetherhasthe
e�ect ofexchanging fq̂2g and fq̂2g.) Because we
wish to evaluate@
=@� e at�e = M 2

s=(4�),wem ust
restore �e to our expression for the free energy 
,
rather than setting it to M 2

s=(4�) from the begin-
ning.Recallfrom (28)that
crystalline isthe sum of
thefreeenergy forunpaired quark m atter,which we
know satis�es@
 unpaired=@�e = 0 at�e = M 2

s=(4�),
and 
(� 2;� 3).Upon restoring the �e-dependence,
the latterisgiven by


(� e;� 2;� 3)=

2�2

�2

"
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4
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! #
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(A1)

where ��2 and ��3 can no longer be taken to be
equal,asthey aregiven by

��3 =
�e

2

��2 =
M 2

s

4�
�
�e

2
; (A2)

which in particularm eansthat

@��3

@�e
= �

@��2

@�e
=
1

2
: (A3)

Because fq̂2g and fq̂3g are exchange sym m etric,
��2 = ��3 = �� and �
2 = �
3 = �
. Because
��2 6= ��3,however,the coe�cients 
 322 and 
233
are not equal and, furtherm ore, their (��2;��3)-
dependence cannot be factored out as in (57) or
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(71). The coe�cient 
 322 depends on ��2 and
��3 through its dependence on K udusus: 
322 =
(3=2)

P
K udusus(qb3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2). K udusus is

given in (67). Note that its dependence
on ��2 and ��3 com es via q2 = � ��2 q̂2

and q3 = � ��3 q̂3 in addition to the ex-
plicit dependence visible in (67). Sim ilarly


233 = (3=2)
P

K usudud(qb2;q
b
2;q

d
3;q

e
3;q

f

3;q
a
3)where

K usudud hasthe sam e form as(67)exceptthat��2
and ��3 areinterchanged.Using thede�nitions(57)
and (71),onecan con�rm that(A1)reducesto (72)
ifwetake��2 = ��3 and hence 
322 = 
233.
W enow di�erentiate
 given in (A1)with respect

to �e,noting (A3),obtaining
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W eshallonly evaluate@
=@� e atvaluesof� 2 and � 3 which aresolutionsto thegap equations@
=@� 2 = 0
and @
=@� 3 = 0,m eaning that the �rst two term s in (A4) vanish. Furtherm ore,we shallonly evaluate
@
=@� e at �e = M 2

s=(4�),where ��2 = ��3 = ��,and at solutions for which �2 = � 3. Under these
circum stances,the term sinvolving �,��2,��32 and �
2 vanish and (A4)becom es

@


@�e

�
�
�
�
�
�e=

M 2
s

4�
; � 2= � 3= � m in

=
�2

3�2

�
@
233

@��3
�
@
233

@��2
+
@
322

@��3
�
@
322

@��2

�

� 6
m in

�
�
�
�
�
��2= ��3= ��

(A5)

W e argue that this vanishes as follows. Consider
a particular term that contributes to @
322=@��2,
@K udusus(qb3;q

b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)=@��2. This is a

com plicated integralof a function which depends
on the unit m om entum vectors (̂qb3;̂q

d
2;̂q

e
2;̂q

f

2 ;̂q
a
2)

and on ��2 and ��3.From rotationalinvariance,we
know that the value ofthe integralcan depend on
the relative orientation ofthe unitm om entum vec-
torsand on ��2 and ��3 butm ustbeindependentof
com m on rotationsofallthe unit vectors. Now,all
thecrystalstructuresthatweconsiderareexchange
sym m etric,m eaning thatforevery quintupleofunit
m om entum vectors, (̂qb3;̂q

d
2;̂q

e
2;̂q

f

2 ;̂q
a
2) with the

�rstchosen from fq3g and thelastfourchosen from
fq2g there exists a quintuple (̂qb2;̂q

d
3;̂q

e
3;̂q

f

3 ;̂q
a
3)

with the �rst chosen from fq2g and the last four
chosen from fq3g such that the unit vectors in
each ofthese two quintupleshave the sam e relative
orientation am ong them selves. Thism eansthatfor

every term @K udusus(qb3;q
b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)=@��2.

occurring in @
322=@��2, there is a correspond-
ing term @K usudud(qb2;q

b
2;q

d
3;q

e
3;q

f

3;q
a
3)=@��3

occurring in @
233=@��3 such that
@K usudud(qb2;q

b
2;q

d
3;q

e
3;q

f

3;q
a
3)=@��3 is related

to @K udusus(qb3;q
b
3;q

d
2;q

e
2;q

f

2;q
a
2)=@��2 by the

interchange of ��2 and ��3. Consequently, for
��2 = ��3 the two contributions cancel pair by
pair when we evaluate @
322=@��2 � @
233=@��3
or @
322=@��3 � @
233=@��2. In this way, the
right hand side of (A5) vanishes, as we set out
to show. W e conclude that solutions to the gap
equations with � 2 = � 3 and �e = M 2

s=(4�)
m eaning ��2 = ��3 areneutral.

It is easy to see that the cancellations required
in the proofofneutrality do notoccurforsolutions
with � 2 6= � 3. Forexam ple,following a derivation
analogoustothatabove,we�nd thatasolution with
� 2 = 0 and only � 3 nonzero is neutralwith �e =
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M 2
s=(4�)only if

P
@�(��3)

@��3
� 2
3 �

��3
��33

� 4
3 �

4�
3
3��53

� 6
3 = 0 ; (A6)

a condition which hasno reason to besatis�ed.The
study ofsolutionswith � 2 6= � 3 therefore requires
that they be constructed from the beginning with
��2 6= ��3 and with �e �xed by the neutrality con-
dition. W e leave this to future work,focussing in
Section VI on solutions with � 2 = � 3 which,we
haveproved here,areneutral.

A P P EN D IX B :T R A N SLA T IN G husi

R ELA T IV E T O hudi D O ES N O T AV O ID

R EP U LSIO N

W ehaveseen in Section VIthatcrystalstructures
in which a vectorfrom fq2g and a vectorfrom fq3g

m akea 180� anglearestrongly disfavored,with in�-
nitequarticand sexticG inzburg-Landau coe�cients
��32 and �
322. Suppose we considera structure like
thatin which fq2g and fq3g arecoincidentcubes,a
disastrouschoice. The way thatwe have im proved
upon thisdisastrouschoicein Section VI.D isto ro-
tate one cube relative to the other. Indeed,ifwe
choose a 45� rotation about an axis perpendicular
to a faceofthecube,weobtain the2Cube45zstruc-
ture which isone ofthe two crystalstructuresthat

we �nd to be m ostfavorable.In thisAppendix,we
askwhetherwecan instead avoid thein�nitefreeen-
ergy costofantipodalpairsby translating the hudi
condensate relative to the husi condensate in posi-
tion space, rather than rotating it. W e �nd that
the answer is no, and furtherm ore show that the
G inzburg-Landau freeenergy 
 thatwehaveevalu-
ated doesnotchangeifthehudicondensateistrans-
lated relativeto the husicondensate.
Corresponding to each fqIg in m om entum space

we get a function � I(r) in position space which
variesas� I(r)�

P

qa

I

e2iq
a

I
�r.Toanalyzethee�ects

oftranslating� 2(r)relativeto� 3(r),itishelpfulto
restorethenotation of(40)with �(q a

I)representing
thegap param etercorresponding to them om entum
com ponentqaI.� 2(r)or� 3(r)can then be written
as

� I(r)=
X

qa

I

�(q a
I)e

2iq
a

I
�r
: (B1)

Translating � 2(r)in the n̂ direction by a distances
correspondsto the transform ation � 2(r)! � 2(r�
sn̂)which m ultiplieseach �(q a

2)in thesum in (B1)
by a di�erent phase factor exp[� 2isqa2 �n̂]. This
isnotjustan (irrelevant)overallphase m ultiplying
� 2(r)becauseitdependson them om entum com po-
nent. The gap equation forthe � 2 com ponents,as
in (40),isnow given by
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where we have worked only to cubic order. Using
qb2 � qc2 + qd2 = qa2 we conclude thatthe phase fac-
torin frontofthe J3131(qb2;q

c
2;q

d
2;q

a
2)term issim -

ply exp[2is(qa2)�n̂]. In addition,we saw that for
qb3 � qc3 + qd2 = qa2 to hold weneed to haveq

b
3 = qc3

and qd2 = qa2. Thism akesthe phase factorin front

ofJ1213(qb3;q
c
3;q

d
2;q

a
2)also exp[2is(q

a
2)�̂n].W econ-

clude that(up to cubic order)the gap equation for
each �(q a

2) sim ply picks up an overallphase. The
sam eistrueforthegap equation foreach �(q a

3).W e
thereforeconcludethatthefreeenergy isunchanged
up toquarticorderwhen � 2(r)istranslated relative
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to � 3(r). This guarantees that such a translation
cannot alleviate the large ��32 arising from antipo-
dal(ornearantipodal)pairsofm om enta occurring
in fq2g and fq3g. Thisargum entcan easily be ex-

tended toincludethesexticterm sin thefreeenergy;
theytooareunchanged when � 2(r)istranslated rel-
ativeto � 3(r).
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