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W e analyze and com pare candidate crystal structures 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 ine the gap param eter and free energy () form any possible crystal structures w thin a
G Inzburg-L.andau approxin ation, evaluating ( ) to order . In contrast to the two- avor case,
we nd a positive ® term and hence an () that is bounded from below for all the structures

that we analyze. Thism eans that we are able to evaluate and as a function of the splitting
between Fem isurfaces for all the structures we consider. W e nd two structures w ith particularly
robust values of and the condensation energy, w ithin a factor of two of those for the CFL phase
which is known to characterize QCD at asym ptotically large densities. T he robustness of these
phases results In their being favored over w ide ranges of density. However, it also in plies that
the G inzburg-Landau approxin ation is not quantitatively reliable. W e develop qualitative insights
into what m akes a crystal structure favorable, and use these to w nnow the possibilities. The two
structures that we nd to be m ost favorable are both built from condensates with face-centered
cubic symm etry: in one case, the hudi and husi condensates are separately face centered cubic; in
the other case hudi and husi com bined m ake up a face centered cube.

PACS numbers: 1238+, 26.60+ ¢, 12.38M h, 74.20.=

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chrom odynam icspredicts that at densi-
ties that are high enough that baryons are crushed
Into quark m atter, the quark m atter that resuls fea—
tures pairing betw een quarks at low enough tem per—
atures, m eaning that i is In one ofa fam ily of pos-
sible color superconducting phases l]. The essence
of color superconductivity is quark pairing driven
by the BCS mechanisn , which operates whenever
there are attractive iInteractionsbetween ferm ionsat
a Fem isurface l]. T he interaction between quarks
In QCD is strong and is attractive between quarks
that are antisym m etric In color, so we expect cold
dense quark m atter to exhb it color superconductiv—
ity. If color superconducting quark m atter occurs in
nature, it lies w ithin com pact stars. E xcept during
the st fow seconds after theirbirth in supemovae,
these stars have tam peratures wellbelow the tensof
M €V . T his In plies that if these stars feature quark
m atter cores, these cores w illbe color superconduc—
tors, and justi es us in restricting our investigation
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to T = 0 throughout this paper.

W e shall only consider C ooper pairs whose pair
wave function is antisymmetric in D irac indices
| the relativistic generalization of zero total spin.
(O ther possbilities have been investigated I, ﬁj I,
B, B and ©und to be kss favorable.) This in tum
requires antisymm etry In avor, m eaning in partic—
ular that the two quarks in a C ooper pairm ust have
di erent avor.

Tt is by now wellestablished that at su ciently
high densities, where the up, down and strange
quarks can be treated on an equal footing and the
disruptive e ects of the strange quark m ass can be
neglected, quark m atter is In the color- avor locked
(CFL) phase, In which quarks of all three colors
and allthree avors form conventionalC ooper pairs
w ith zero totalm om entum , and all ferm ionic exci-
tations are gapped, w ith the gap param eter g
10 100M ev l,l]. H owever, even at the very center
ofa com pact star the quark num ber chem icalpoten—
tial cannotbemuch lJargerthan 500M €V, m eaning
that the strange quark m assM ¢ (which isdensity de—
pendent, lying som ew here between its vacuum cur-
rentm assofabout 100 M €V and constituent m assof
about 500 M €V ) cannot be neglected. Furthem ore,
buk m atter, as relevant for a com pact star, must
be n weak equilbbriuim and m ust be electrically and
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color neutral [, 1, l, B, 1. 2 11 these factors work
to separate the Ferm im om enta ofthe three di erent

avors of quarks, and thus disfavor the cross-species
BC S pairing that characterizes the CFL phase. If
we In agine beginning at asym ptotically high densi-
ties and reducing the density, and suppose that CFL
pairing is disrupted by the heaviness of the strange
quark before color superconducting quark m atter is
superseded by baryonicm atter, the CFL phasem ust
be replaced by som e phase of quark m atter in which
there is less, and less sym m etric, pairing.

W ithin a spatially hom ogeneous ansatz, the next
phase down In density is the gapless CFL (QCFL)
phace I, I, I I, 00 I M) - s o,
quarks of all three colors and all three avors still
form ordinary Cooper pairs, with each pair hav—
Ing zero totalm om entum , but there are regions of
momentum space In which certain quarks do not
succeed In pairing, and these regions are bounded
by momenta at which certain ferm ionic quasipar—
ticles are gapless. This variation on BCS pairing
| In which the sam e gpecies of ferm ions that pair
feature gapless quasiparticles was rst proposed
for two avor quark m atter ] and in an atom ic
physics context .]. In all these contexts, how—
ever, the gapless paired state tums out In general
to su er from a \m agnetic instability": it can lower
its energy by the form ation of counter-propagating
currents 0, ). m the atom ic physics con—
text, the resolution of the instability is phase sep-
aration, Into m acroscopic regions of two phases in
one of which standard BCS pairing occurs and in
the other of which no pairing occurs .,.,.]. n
three— avor quark m atter, where the instability of
the gCFL phase has been established In Refs. 1,
phase coexistence would require coexisting com po—
nents w ith opposite color charges, in addition to
opposite electric charges, m aking i very unlikely
that a phase separated solution can have lower en—
ergy than the gCFL phase .,.]. Furthem ore,
color superconducting phases which are less sym —
m etric than the CFL phase but still involve only
conventional BC S pairing, for exam ple the much-
studied 2SC phase in which only two colors of
up and down quarks pair l, ., .] but includ-
Ing also many other possbilities ], cannot be
the resolution of the gCFL istability B, M. =
seam s lkely, therefore, that a ground state with
counter-propagating currents is required. T hiscould
take the form of a crystalline color suierconduc—

ror [, I LI L0 HHE B B N

| the QCD analogue of a form of non-BCS pair-
Ing st considered by Larkin, O vchinnikov, Fulde
and Ferrell .]. O r, given that the CFL phase iself
is lkely augm ented by kaon condensation ., .],
it could take the form of a phase in which a CFL
kaon condensate carries a current in one direction
balanced by a counterpropagating current in the
opposite direction carried by gapless quark quasi-
particles ., .]. This m eson supercurrent phase
hasbeen shown to have a low er free energy than the
gCFL phase.

Ourpurpose In this paper is to analyze and com —
pare candidate crystal structures for three- avor
crystalline color superconductivity. The investiga-—
tion of crystalline color superconductivity in three—

avor QCD was mnitiated n Ref. IM]. A though
such phases seem to be free from m agnetic Insta-
bility .], it rem ains to be seen whether such a
phase can have a lower free energy than the me-
son current phase, m aking it a possible resolution to
the gCFL instability. The sim plest \crystal" struc—
tures do not su ce [.,.], but experience in the
tw o— avor context ] suggests that realistic crystal
structures constructed from m ore plane waves w ill
prove to be qualitatively m ore robust. O ur resuls
con m this expectation.

D eterm ining the favored crystal structure(s) in
the crystalline color superconducting phase(s) of
three— avorQ CD requires determ ining the gaps and
com paring the free energies for very m any candidate
structures, as there are even m ore possibilities than
the m any that were nvestigated in the two— avor
context ]. A s there, we shallm ake a G inZburg—
Landau approxin ation. T his approxim ation is con—
trolled if o, where is the gap param eter
of the crystalline color superconducting phase iself
and ¢ isthe gap param eter in the CFL phase that
would occur if M ¢ were zero. W e shall nd that
the m ost favored crystal structures can have =
as largeas  1=2, m eaning that we are pushing the
approxin ation hard and so should not trust it quan—
titatively. In earlier work with M annarelli .], we
analyzed a particularly sin ple one param eter fam ily
of \crystal" structures In three— avor quark m atter,
sin ple enough that we were able to do do the anal-
ysis both with and without the G inZburg-Landau
approxin ation. W e found that the approxim ation
workswhen it should and that, at least forthe sin ple
crystal structures we analyzed In Ref. .], when it
breaksdown it alwaysunderestin atesthegap and
the condensation energy. Furthem ore, we found



that the G nzburg-Landau approxin ation correctly
detem ines which crystal structure am ong the one
param eter fam ily that we analyzed In Ref. .] has
the largest gap and lowest free energy.

W e shall work throughout in a Nambu{Jona—
Lasihio (NJL) m odel n which the QCD interaction
betw een quarks is replaced by a point-like urquark
Interaction, wih the quantum numbers of single—
gluon exchange, analyzed In mean eld theory. This
is not a controlled approxin ation. However, i suf-

ces for our purposes: because this m odel has at—
traction in the sam e channels as n QCD, its high
density phase is the CFL phase; and, the Ferm isur-
face gplitting e ects whose qualitative consequences
we wish to study can all be built into the m odel.
N ote that we shallassum e throughout that |
T hisweak coupling assum ption m eans that the pair-
ing is dom inated by m odes near the Fem isurfaces.
Q uantitatively, this m eans that results for the gaps
and condensation energies of candidate crystalline
phases are independent of the cuto in the NJL
m odelwhen expressed in term s ofthe CFL gap  ¢:
if the cuto is changed w ith the N JL coupling con—
stant adjisted so that ¢ stays xed, the gaps and
condensation energies for the candidate crystalline
phases also stay xed. Thism akes the NJL m odel
valuable for m aking the com parisons that are our
goal.

W e shall consider crystalstructures in which there
are two condensates

X
hudi 3

a

X
hasi 2

a

exp Qigq3 1)
exp (2ig5 1) : @)

Asin Refs. .,.], and aswe explain In Section IT,
we neglect hdsi pairing because the d and s Fem 1
surfaces are tw ice as far apart from each other as
each is from the Intervening u Fem isurface. W ere
we to set  , to zero, treating only hudi pairing, we
would recover the tw o— avorG Inzburg-Landau anal-
ysis of Ref. 1. There, it was Pund that the best
choice of crystal structure was one in which pairing
occurs for a set ofeight g ’s pointing at the comers
ofa cube n m om entum space, yielding a condensate
w ith facecentered cubic symm etry. The analyses
of three— avor crystalline color superconductivity in
Refs. ., .] introduce nonzero 5, but m ade the
sin plifying ansatz that pairing occursonly fora sin—
gk qgs and a sihgle g, . W e consider crystalstructures
w ith up to eight g3 ’s and up to eight g3’s.

W e shall evaluate the free energy ( 2; 3) for
each crystalstructure, in a G inzburg-Landau expan—
sion in powersofthe ’s.W eworkup toorder 5 I
wih p+ g= 6.Atsexticorder,we ndthat (; )
is positive for large for all the crystal structures
that we Investigate. This is In m arked contrast to
the results ofR ef. .], which showed thatm any two—

avor crystal structures have negative sextic tem s,
w ith free energies that are unbounded from below
when the G Inzburg-Landau expansion is stopped at
sextic order. Because we nd positive sextic term s,
we are able to use our sextic G nzburg-Landau ex—
pansion to evaluate and ( ; ) forallthe struc-
tures that we analyze.

T he tw o crystal structures that we argue arem ost
favorable are both related to the face-centered cube
ofRef. .], but In di erent ways. In the rst, which
we denote \CubeX " in Section V I, there are four
g$’s and four g5 ’s which together point at the eight
comersofa cube Inm om entum space. In the second,
denoted \2Cubed5z" in Section V I, there are eight
g} ’sand eight g3 ’swhich each point at the eight cor-
ners of a cube In m om entum space, the two cubes
rotated relative to each other by 45 degrees about
an axis perpendicular to their faces. To a large de-
gree, our argum ent that these tw o structures are the
m ost favorable relies only on two qualitative nputs.
F irst, if elther the set of £g3g’s or the set of £g35g’s
yvieldsa husiora hudi condensate w hose free energy,
viewed In isolation asa two— avorproblem and eval-
uated as in Ref. ], is unfavorable, then the three-

avor condensate is unfavorabl. Thus, we can use
all the qualitative results of Ref. .]. Second, the
free energy of a candidate three— avor crystal struc—
ture becom es less favorable the closer any g5 com es
to the antjpodes of any g3 . This second resul is
foreshadowed In the results ofR efs. .,.], and the
results of Ref. .] indicate that it is valid beyond
the G Inzburg-L.andau approxin ation. W e shall see
in Section V I that these two qualitative lessons are
su clent to winnow the space of candidate crystal
structures dow n to the tw o that our calculationalre—
sults, also described in Section V I, dem onstrate are
indeed the m ost favorable.

W e nd that severalofthe crystal structures that
we consider have gap param eters that can be as
large as (=3, and that one of them (the CubeX
structure) has = ( that reaches 1/2. T he robust-
ness of these crystalline condensates thus pushes the
G nzburg-Landau approxin ation that we have used
in the derivation of our results to the edge of is



regin e of quantitative reliability. A s we discussed
above, the analysisofR ef. .] show sthat for sin pler
crystalstructures qualitative results obtained w ithin
this approxin ation rem ain valid when the approxi-
m ation has broken down quantitatively. W e expect
this to be so also for the m ore realistic, and com pli-
cated, crystal structures that we have constructed,
but a dem onstration would require their analysis
w ithout m aking a G inZburg-L.andau approxin ation,
som ething we do not attem pt here.

W e nd that the two crystal structures which we
argue arem ost favorable have large condensation en—
ergies, easily 1/3 to 1/2 of that in the CFL phase
with M g = 0, which is3 2 2= 2. This is rem ark—
able, given the only quarks that pair are those ying
on (adm ittedly m any) rings on the Femm i surfaces,
whereas In the CFL phasewith M g = 0 pairing oc—
curs over the entire u, d and s Fermn i surfaces.

The gaplss CFL (QCFL) phase provides a use—
f1l com parison at nonzeroM 5. For2 o< M 2= <
52 o,modelanalysesthat are restricted to isotropic
phases predict a gCFL phase ., ., .], nding
this phase to have lower free energy than either the
CFL phase or unpaired quark m atter. However,
this phase is unstabl to the form ation of current-
carrying condensates ., ., ., ., .] and so it
cannot be the ground state. T he true ground state
m ust have lower free energy than that of the gCFL
phase, and forthis reason the gCF L free energy pro—
vides a usefuilbenchm ark. W e nd that three— avor
crystalline color superconducting quark m atter has
a lower free energy than both gCFL quark m atter
and unpaired quark m atter w thin a w ide regin e of
density. For

M 2
29 < —2 <104 , 2)

the crystalline phase with one or other of the two
crystal structures that we argue are m ost favorable
has lower free energy (greater condensation energy)
than CFL quark m atter, gCFL quark m atter, and
unpaired quark m atter. (See Fig.ll in Section V I.)
This window In param eter space is in no sense nar—
row . O ur resuls therefore indicate that three— avor
crystalline quark m atterw illoccur overa w ide range
of densities, unless, that is, the pairing between
quarks is so strong (that is, ( is so large m aking
M 2= , so smnall) that quark m atter is in the CFL
phase alltheway dow n to the density at which quark
m atter is superseded by nuclearm atter.

H ow ever, our results also indicate that unless the

G Inzburg-L.andau approxin ation is underestin ating
the condensation energy of the crystalline phase by
about a factor of two, there is a fraction of the
\gCFLwihdow" wWith2 o< M sz= < 29 o,Inthe
G Inzburg-L.andau approxin ation) in which no crys-
talline phase has lower free energy than the gCFL
phase. This is thus the m ost lkely regin e in which
to nd the currentcarrying m eson condensates of
rRefs. [, .

O ur paper is organized as Pllows. In Section Il
w e shallspecify them odelw e use and the sin plifying
assum ptions we m ake, valid for 0. Along the
way we review relevant aspects of two— avor color
superconductivity. W e shall also de ne our ansatz
for the crystalline condensates m ore precisely than
in Eq. . Much of Section [l closely follows our
earlier paper in collaboration w ith M annarelli .].
O ne sin plifying assum ption that we m ake is that

2 and 3 are equal in m agnitude, an assum ption
which is related to how electric neutrality ism ain-—
tained. In Appendix A ,weuse ourresultsto con m
the validity ofthis assum ption. In Section ITTwe in—
troduce the G Inzburg-Landau expansion of the free
energy, deferring the derivation ofthe expressions for
the G Inzburg-Landau coe cients to Section IV and
their evaluation to Section V .W e give our results in
Section V I, and discuss their in plications for fiture
work In Section V IT.

II. MODEL,SIM PLIFICATIONS AND
ANSATZ

A . N eutralunpaired three- avor quark m atter

W e shall analyze quark m atter containing m ass—
less u and d quarks and s quarks with an e ective
massM 5. @ fthough the strange quark m ass can be
determ ined selfconsistently by solving for an hssi
condensate ., .,.], we shall leave this to future
work and treatM g asa param eter.) T he Lagrangian
density describing this system in the absence of in—
teractions is given by

LO = i l@:lj Mij + 13 0 o7 (3)
where i;J = 1;2;3 are avor indices and ; =
1;2;3 are color indices and we have suppressed the
D irac indices, where M iy = diag (0;0;M ¢)i5 s

the m ass m atrix, where @;; = @ 1 and where



the quark chem icalpotentialm atrix is given by

i35 = (15 Qi) + 43 T3 + 192—5 8Tg
)
withQ = diag(2=3; 1=3; 1=3); thequark electric-
chargem atrix and T3 and Tg the G elkM ann m atrices
In color space. W e shallquote resuls at quark num —
ber chem icalpotential = 500 M &V throughout.
InQCD, o, 3and g arethe zeroth com ponents
of electrom agnetic and color gauge elds, and the
gauge eld dynam icsensure that they take on values
such that the m atter is neutral l,i], satisfying

-2 L2 Ly, )

with the free energy density of the system . In the

N JL m odel that we shall employ, In which quarks
Interact via fourferm ion interactions and there are
nogauge elds,we introduce ., 3 and g by hand,
and choose them to satisfy the neutrality constraints
B). The assumption of weak equilbbrium is built
Into the calculation via the fact that the only avor-
dependent chem icalpotentialis ., ensuring for ex—
am ple that the chem icalpotentials ofd and s quarks
w ih the sam e color must be equal. Because the
strange quarks have greater m ass, the equaliy of
their chem ical potentials in plies that the s quarks
have an aller Ferm im om enta than the d quarks in

the absence of BC S pairing. In the absence of pair-
ing, then, because weak equilbrium drives the m as—
sive strange quarks to be less num erous than the
dow n quarks, electrical neutrality requiresa > O,
w hich m akes the up quarks less num erous than the
down quarks and Introduces som e electrons into the
system . In the absence ofpairing, color neutrality is
obtained w ith 3= g= 0:

The Ferm im om enta of the quarks and electrons
In quark m atter that is electrically and color neutral
and in weak equilbrium are given in the absence of
pairing by

d e
= + —
Fr 3
2
u e
Pr 3
o 2
2 M
s = + = M2 + = s
Pr 3 s 3 2
Pr = e (6)

where we have sim pli ed py upon assum ing thatM g
and . are anallcompared to by working only to

linear order in . and M Z. The free energy of the
noninteracting quarks and electrons is given by

4
38 + 3 pd T+ )

unpaired — . 12 2
3 7P S
+=  pdp pP+M? =
0
i 4 2y 2
4 2 s
1 1
+F M: e 2 §+ HHH (7)

To this order, electric neutrality requires

e=l\i§; 8)
vieding
B +l‘1’12§=p;+1‘i§
2
oo 2
ST ©

We sce from M) that to leading order in M ? and

o, the e ect ofthe strange quark m ass on unpaired
quark m atter is as if instead one reduced the strange
quark chem ical potential by M 2=@2 ). We shall
m ake this approxin ation throughout. The correc—
tions to this approxin ation In an NJL analysis of
a two— avor crystalline color superconductor have
been evaluated and found to be an all .], and we
expect the sam e to be true here. Upon m aking this
assum ption, we need no longer be carefil about the
distinction between pr 'sand ’'s, aswe can sin ply
think of the three avors of quarks as if they have
chem ical potentials

a= ut?2 3
ung
s = u 2 5 10)
w ith
M 2
3= 2 = = 7 a1




w here the choice of subscripts indicatesthat 2, is
the splitting betw een the Ferm isurfaces forquarksl
and 3and 2 3 isthatbetween the Femm isurfaces for
quarks 1 and 2, dentifying u;d;s wih 1;2;3. (The
prefactor 2 in the equations de ning the s is cho—
sen to agree w ith the notation used In the analysis
of crystalline color superconductivity in a two avor
m odel .], in which the two Fermm isurfaceswere de—
noted by m eaning that they were separated
by2 )

Note that the equality of ,; and 3 isonly valid
to kading order .n M ?; at the next order, . =
M2=@4 ) MI=@48 % and 3= =2whik ,=

3+ M 2=(16 3). In Section V, we w ill utilize the
fact that , and 3 are close to equal, but not
precisely equal.

B. BCS pairing and neutrality

A s describbed In Refs. .,I,.,.], BCS pairing
Introduces qualitative changes into the analysis of
neutrality. For exam ple, in the CFL phase = 0
and g is nonzero and of order M = . This arises
because the construction of a phase in which BCS
pairing occurs between ferm ions whose Fem 1 sur—
face would be split n the absence of pairing can
be described as ollow s. F irst, adjust the Ferm isur-
faces ofthose ferm ionsthat pairtom ake them equal.
T his costs a free energy price oforder 2 2.And, it
changes the relation betw een the chem icalpotentials
and the particle num bers, m eaning that the ’'s re—
quired forneutrality can change qualitatively ashap—
pens in the CFL exam ple. Second, pair. T his yields
a free energy bene toforder 2 %,where , isthe
gap param eter describing the BC S pairing. Hence,
BC S pairing w illonly occur ifthe attraction betw een
the ferm lons is Jarge enough that ¢ & . In the
CFL context, In which hudi, husi and hdsi pairing is

ghting against the splitting between the d, u and
s Fem i surfaces described above, it tums out that
CFL pairing can occurif o> 4 = M2=( y 1,
a criterion that is reduced som ewhat by kaon con-
densation which acts to stabilize CFL pairing .].

In this paper we are considering quark m atter at
densities that are ow enough ( < M 2=@2 )) that
CFL pairing is not possbl. The gap param eter o
that would characterize the CFL phase ifM 2 and
were zero is nevertheless an In portant scale in our
problem , as it quanti es the strength of the attrac—
tion between quarks. E stin ates of the m agnitude of

o aretypically In the tensofM €V , perhaps as large
as 100 M v l]. W e shalltreat ¢ as a param eter,
and quote results for ( = 25 M &V, although as
we shall show in Section VIE our results can easily
be scaled to any valuie of 4 as long as the weak—
coupling approxin ation is respected.

C . Crystalline color superconductivity in
tw o— avor quark m atter

Crystalline oolor superconductivicy can be
thought of as the answer to the question: \Is there
a way to pair quarks at di ering Fem i surfaces
w ithout rst equalizing their Ferm im om enta, given
that doing so exacts a cost?" The answer is \Yes,
but it requires Cooper pairs with nonzero total
mom entum ." O rdinary BCS pairing pairs quarks
wih momentap and p,meaning that ifthe Ferm i
surfaces are split at most one member of a pair
can be at its Fem i surface. In the crystalline color
superconducting phase, pairs w ith totalm om entum
2g oondense, meaning that one member of the
pair has momentum p + g and the other has
m om entum p+ g or some p .,.]. Suppose
for a moment that only u and d quarks pair,
m akin e analyses of a two— avorm odel found in
Res. NI 00, N0, O, O, ) ot ooy
going back to Ref. .]) valid. W e sketch the resuls
ofthis analysis in this subsection.

The sin plest \crystalline" phase is one in which
only pairs with a single g condense, yielding a con—
densate

h,®C s ¢x)i/ expQRig 1) 12)
that ism odulated in space lke a plane wave. Here
and throughout, we shall denote by r the spa-
tial threevector corresponding to the Lorentz four—
vector x.) A ssum ing that , the en—
ergetically favored value of I§j g tums out to be
q= , where the proportionality constant  is
giwven by = 11997 B, Bl1. ¥ were 1, then the
only choice ofp or which a Cooper pair with m o—
menta ( p+g;pt q) would describe two quarkseach
on their respective Ferm i surfaces would corresoond
to a quark on the north pole ofone Ferm isurface and
a quark on the south pole ofthe other. Instead, w ith
> 1, the quarks on each Fem i surface that can
pair lie on one ring on each Fem isurface, the rings
having opening angle o = 2cos! (1= ) = 67:1 .
T he energetic calculation that determ ines can be



thought of as balancing the gain In pairing energy
as isincreased beyond 1, allow ing quarks on larger
rings to pair, against the kinetic energy cost of
C ooper pairs w ith greater totalm om entum . If the
0 G inZburg-Landau lim it is not assum ed,
the pairing rings change from circular lines on the
Fem isurfaces into rbbbons ofthickness and an-—
qular extent = . The condensate W) carries a
current, which isbalanced by a counterpropagating
current carried by the unpaired quarks near their
Fem i surfaces that are not in the pairing ribbons.
H ence, the state carries no net current.

A fter solving a gap equation for and then eval-
uating the free energy of the phase w ith condensate
M), one ndsthat this sin plest \crystalline" phase
is favored over two— avor quark m atter w ith either
no pairing orBC S pairing only w ithin a narrow w in—
dow

0:707 2sc < < 0:754 25C 7 (13)

where 3¢ isthe gap param eter for the two— avor
phasew ith 2SC (2—- avor, 2-color) BC S pairing found
at = 0. At the upper boundary of this w indow ,

! 0 and one nds a second order phase tran—
sition between the crystalline and unpaired phases.
At the lower boundary, there isa rst order transi-
tion betw een the crystalline and BC S paired phases.
T he crystalline phase persists in the weak coupling
Im it only if = ,5¢ isheld xed, wihin the win-
dow W), while the standard weak-coupling lin it

2sc= ! 0 is taken. Looking ahead to our con-
text, and recalling that In three— avor quark m atter

= MZ=@8 ), we see that at high densities one
ndsthe CFL phase (which isthe three— avor quark
matter BCS phase) and in som e window of lower
densitiesone ndsa crystallinephase. In the viciniy
of the second order transition, where ! 0 and in
particularwhere = ! 0 and, consequently given
M), = ., ! 0aGinzburgLandau expansion of
the free energy orderby order In powersof is con—
trolled. Analysis wihin an NJL m odel show s that
the results or ( ) becom e accurate in the lim it
' 0754 ,5c where ! 0,asmustbe the case,
and show that the G inzburg-Landau approxin ation
underestin ates ( ) atall ., 1.

The G nzburg-Landau analysis can then be ap-—
plied tom ore com plicated crystalstructures in which
Cooper pairs wih several di erent g’s, all wih
the same len but ponnting In di erent direc—
tions, arise ]. This analysis indicates that a face-
centered cubic structure constructed as the sum of

eight plane wavesw ith g’s pointing at the comers of
a cube is favored, but it does not pem it a quanti-
tative evaluation of ( ). The G inzburg-Landau
expansion of the free energy has tem s that are
quartic and sextic in  whose coe cients are both
large In m agnitude and negative. To this order,

is not bounded from below . This m eans that the
G Inzburg-L.andau analysis predicts a strong rst or—
der phase transition betw een the crystalline and un—
paired phase, at som e signi cantly larger than
0:754 ,5¢c, meaning that the crystalline phase oc—
cursovera rangeof  that ismuch w iderthan ),
but it precludes the quantitative evaluation ofthe

at which the transition occurs, of , or of

We shall nd that In three- avor quark m at-
ter, all the crystalline phases that we analyze have
G Inzburg-L.andau free energies w ith posiive sextic
coe cient, m eaning that they can be used to eval-
uate , and the location of the transition from
unpaired quark m atter to the crystalline phase w ith
a postulated crystalstructure. For the m ost favored
crystal structures, we nd that the window iIn pa—
ram eter space in which they occur is given by D),
which is in no sense narrow .

D . Crystalline color superconductivity in
neutral three—- avor quark m atter

Our purpose In this paper is to analyze three—
avor crystalline color superconductiviy, w ith con—
densates as in Eq. ) ©r a varety of choices of the
sets of gq3’s and g3’s, ie. for a varety of crystal
structures. W e shallm ake weak coupling (nham ely
07 ) and G Inzburg-Landau (nam ely
0; ) approxin ations througout.

The analysis of neutrality in three- avor quark
m atter In a crystalline color superconducting phase
isvery sin ple In the G inzburg-Landau lin it In which
: because the construction ofthisphase does
not nvolve rearranging any Ferm im om enta prior to
pairing, and because the assum ption n -
plies that the pairing does not signi cantly change
any number densities, neutrality is achieved w ith
the sam e chem ical potentials . = M 2=(@ ) and
3= g = 0 asin unpaired quark m atter, and w ih
Ferm im om enta given n Eqgs. ), ), and M) as in
unpaired quark m atter. This result is correct only
in the G nzburg-Landau li i.



W e consider a condensate of the fom

x3 X .
hi ®KC s 5 &1/ 1€ T
I=1 g32fq;g
(14)
where g7, g5 and g3 and i, , and ; are the

wave vectors and gap param eters describing pair-
Ing between the (d;s), (u;s) and @;d) quarks re—
spectively, whose Fem im om enta are splitby 2 4,
2 ,and 2 3 respectively. From W), we see that
2= 3= 1=2=M?=@ ).Foreach I, fq;qg is
a set ofm om entum vectors that de ne the periodic
spatialm odulation of the crystalline condensate de—
scribing pairing betw een the quarks whose avor is
not I, and whose color isnot I. O urgoalin thispa-
per is to com pare condensates w ith di erent choices
of fq;g’s, that is wih di erent crystal structures.
To shorten expressions, we w ill henceforth w rite
X X
(15)

as q32fq;g

T he condensate @) has the color- avor structure of
the CFL condensate (ocbtained by setting allg’s to
zero) and is the natural generalization to nontrivial
crystal structures of the condensate previously ana—
yzed in Refs. [, ], n which each fq, g contained
only a single vector.

In the derivation ofthe G nzburg-L.andau approx—
in ation in Section IV, we shallm ake no further as—
sum ptions. However, In SectionsV and VIwhen we
evaluiate the G mzburg-Landau coe cients and give
our resuls, we shall m ake the further sim plifying
assum ption that 1 = 0. Given that ; istwice

2 Or 3, it seem s reasonable that ; 27 3-
W e leave a quantitative investigation of condensates
wih 16 0 to future work.

E. NJL M odel, and M ean-F ield
A pproxim ation

A sdiscussed in Section I, we shallwork in an N JL
m odel n which the quarks interact via a point-like
fourquark interaction, with the quantum numbers
of single-glhion exchange, analyzed inmean eld the-
ory. By this we mean that the interaction tem
added to the Lagrangian W) is

E(A

8 ) a ) i

1e)

Linteraction =

where we have suppressed the color and avor in—
dices that we showed explicitly in ), and have con—
tinued to suppress the D irac indices. The full ex—
pressionﬁ)r A jS(A )j_;j= (TA) ij,where
the T* are the color G eltM ann m atrices. The N JL
coupling constant has din ension 2, m eaning that
an ultraviolt cuto  must be introduced as a sec—
ond param eter In order to fully specify the interac—
tion. De ning as the restriction that m om entum
Integrals be restricted to a shell around the Fem i
surface, < Pj< + ,theCFL gap param e~
ter can then be evaluated: l,.]

2

2 2

Wl

0= 23 exp @7)

W e shall see In subsequent sections that in the lm it
in which which 07 , all our resuls
can be expressed In tetm s of  ; neither nor
shall appear. This re ects the fact that in this lim it
the physics of interest is dom Inated by quarks near
the Fem i surfaces, not near , and so once ¢ is
used as the param eter descrbing the strength ofthe
attraction between quarks, is no longer visble;
the cuto only appears in the relation between

o and , not In any com parison am ong di erent
possbl paired phases. In our num ericalevaluations
in Section VI, we shall take = 500 Mev, =
100M eV ,and adjust tobesuchthat (is25M &V.

In the m ean— eld approxin ation, the interaction
Lagrangian W) takes on the form

1 T
Linteraction = = )

2

+= 7 ® ;

N

18)

where (x) is related to the digquark condensate by
the relations
3
)= 7 " h Ti(a )
3
W= (* )T i, )
= % V) %

The ansatz M®) can now be m ade precise: we take

®= cr& C°; 20)

w ith

cr &) i 5= (q?)eZiq? 1oy @1)

I=1 g3



W e have Introduced notation that allows for the
possibility of gap param eters (g ) with di erent
m agniudes for di erent I and for di erent a. In
fact, we shall only consider circum stances in which

@)= 1,asinh B However, itwillbe very con-
venient In subsequent sections to keep track ofwhich

1 In a com plicated equation \goesw ith" which q3,
m aking this notation useful.

The fiill Lagrangian, given by the sum of ) and
M), is then quadratic and can be w ritten very sin —
ply upon introducing the two com ponent Nam bu-—
G orkov spinor

= - and hence = T 22)

in term s of which

&+ = ()

1
L=3 ®) & =T

@3)
Here, = o and is the matrix W), which we
have argued sim pli es to

= diag (ui a7 s) (24)

w ith the avor chem icalpotentials given sin ply by
M) . Ih subsequent sections, we shall also often use
the notation = i o, wih i= 1;2;3 correspond—
ng to u;d;s respectively.

T he propagator corresponding to the Lagrangian
) is given by

h ®x) ®91 h ) T &9
h?x ®)1ih?x T
G x;x%) iF x;x9)
iF &;x% 16 x;x%9 7

h ®) &)i=

@5)

where G and G are the \nom al" com ponents of the
propagatorand F and F are the \anom alous" com —
ponents. T hey satisfy the coupled di erential equa-—
tions

i+ = (%) G x;x%) F x;x9
®) (& =7 F x;x%) G (x;x°)
10 @6
_ 4) .
= 01 x @)
W e can now rewrite E @) as
3
() = Zl AFx) ()
31 @7
®) = — (" )'F&x)a ;
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either one of which is the selfconsistency equation,
or gap equation, that we must solve. W ithout fur-
ther approxim ation, [l is not tractable. It yields
an In nite set of coupled gap equations, one for each

@ 3), because w ithout further approxin ation it is
not consistent to choose nite sets fgrg. W hen sev—
eralplane waves are present in the condensate, they
induce an In nite tower of higher m om entum con-
densates .]. T he reason w hy the G Inzburg-L.andau
approxin ation, to which we now tum, is such a sin -
pli cation is that it elin inates these higher harm on-
ics.

III. GINZBURG-LANDATU
APPROXIM ATION :INTRODUCTION

The form of the G Inzburg-Landau expansion of
the free energy can be derived using only generalar-
gum ents. This, com bined w ith resuls for two— avor
crystalline color superconductivity from Ref. .],
willallow usto draw som e partialconclusions in this
Section.

W e shallonly consider crystal structures in which
all the vectors g7 in the crystal structure fq:g are
\equivalent". By thiswem ean that a rigid rotation
ofthe crystalstructure can be found which m apsany
g2 to any other g2 kaving the set f£qrg invariant.
For such crystal structures, (@ $) = 1, meaning
that the free energy isa function ony of 1, ; and

3. Asexplained in Section IID , the chem icalpo-
tentialsthatm aintain neutrality in three— avorcrys—
talline color superconducting quark m atter are the
sam e as those In neutralunpaired three— avor quark
m atter. T herefore,

crystallne =  unpaired T (17 25 3)3 (28)

Wih  ynpaiea given n W) with W), and with

(0;0;0) = 0. Our task is to evaliate the conden-
sation energy ( 1; 2; 3). Sihce our Lagrangian
is baryon num ber conserving and contains no weak
Interactions, it is invariant under a globalU (1) sym —
metry for each avor. Thismeans that mustbe
nvariant under ! &'t ; freach I, meaning
that each of the three :’s can only appear in the
combiation | 1. (O f course, the ground state
can and does break these U (1) symm etries sponta—
neously; what we need In the argum ent we arem ak—
Ing here is only that they are not explicitly broken
in the Lagrangian.) W e conclide that if we expand



( 1; 2; 3) Inpowersofthe 1’sup to sextic or-

22 X
£ 19)=—5 Pr 1 1 1
I
£ 1 . 2+X
2 I( I I) IJ I
I >3
£ 1 . 3+X
3 I( I I) IJJ I
I 163

where we have m ade various notational choices for
later convenience. The overall prefactor of 2 %= 2
is the density of states at the Fem i surface of un—
paired quark m atterwih M ¢ = 0; i w ill prove con—
venient that we have de ned all the coe cients in

the G inzburg-Landau expansion of the free energy
relative to this. W e have de ned P; = di fg:g,
the number of plane waves In the crystal struc-
ture for the condensate descrbing pairing between
quarks whose avor and color are not I. W rit—
ng the prefactor P; m ultiplying the quadratic termm

and w riting the factors of 2+ and : multiplying the
quartic and sextic tem s ensures that the 1, 1
and 1 coe cients are de ned the same way as In

Ref. .]. The form of the G inzburg-Landau ex-—
pansion M) ism odel Independent, w hereas the ex—
pressions for the coe cients 1, 1, 13, 1/ 109
and 1.3 Pora given ansatz for the crystal structure
are m odeldependent. In Section IV we shall derive
the G nzburg-Landau approxin ation to our m odel,
yielding expressions for these coe cients which we

then evaluate In Section V.

W e see in Eq. M) that there are som e coe cients
| namely :, rand ;| which muliply polyno-
m ials hvolving only a single 1. Suppose that we
keep a single 1 nonzero, setting the other two to
zero. This reduces the problem to one wih two-—

avor pairing only, and the G inzburg-Landau co—
e clents for this problem have been calculated for
m any di erent crystal structures in Ref. .]. We
can then imm edia use these coe cients, called

, and InRef.| ], todeterm neour 1, 1 and
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der, it m ust take the fom

J J 29)
U #
g J g J%t 123 1 1 2 2 3 3 ;
1. Usihg 1 asan example, we conclude that
g +
= @i 1= 1+2—qll1og qlil
, C)
Ebg 2sC .

2™ 1@ 9

where 1 isthe splitting between the Ferm isurfaces
of the quarks w ith the two avors other than I and
oin 3f J is the Jength of the g-vectors in the set
fgrg. W e shall see m om entarily why all have the
sam e length.) In W), ,5c is the gap param eter
in the BCS state obtained with 1 = 0and 1
nonzero w ith the other two gap param eters set to
zero. A ssum ing that , this gap param eter for
25C (- avor, 2-color) BC S pairing isgiven by I,

1
2sc = 2% ¢ : (31)
Foragiven :and o, 1givenin B®) ism inin ized
when [, I, )
ar = rwith = 11997 : 32)

In the G Inzburg-Landau approxin ation, In which
the 1 areassumed to be snall, wemust rstm In—
In ize the quadratic contribution to the free energy,
before proceeding to investigate the consequences
of the quartic and sextic contrbutions. M inin iz—
ing 1 xes the length of all the g-vectors in the
set fgrg, thus elim inating the possbility of higher
ham onics. It is helpfil to Im agine the (three) sets
fq;g as representing the vertices of (three) polyhe-
dra Inm om entum space. By m inin izing 1, wehave
leamed that each polyhedron fg;g can be inscribed



In a sphere of radiis 1. From the quadratic
contrbution to the free energy, we do not lam
anything about what shape polyhedra are prefer-
able. In fact, the quadratic analysis in isolation
would Indicate that if ;1 < 0 Which happens for

1 < 0754 ,5¢) then m odesw ith arbitarily m any
di erent §:1’s should condense. It is the quartic
and sextic coe clents that describe the interaction
am ong the m odes, and hence control what shape
polyhedra are In fact preferable.

T he quartic and sextic coe cients 1 and 1 can
also be taken directly from the two— avor results of
Ref. Ml]. They aregiven by = 2and = {where

and aredim ensionless quantities depending only
on the directions ofthe vectors in the set fg;g. They
have been evaluated for m any crystal structures in
Ref. .], resulting In two qualitative conclusions.
Recallthat, asreviewed In Section IIC , the presence
ofa condensate w ith som e §7 corresponds to pairing
on a ring on each Fem isurface w ith opening angle
671 . The rst qualitative conclusion is that any
crystal structure in which there are two §3’s whose
pairing rings intersect has very large, positive, val-
ues of both : and 1, meaning that it is strongly
disfavored. The second conclusion is that regular
structures, those in which there are m any ways of
adding four or six §7’sto form closed gures in mo-—
mentum space, are favored. C onsequently, according
to Ref. ] the favored crystal structure in the two-

avor case has 8 §7’s pointing tow ards the comers
of a cube. Choosing the polyhedron in m om entum
space to be a cube yields a facecentered cubicm od—
ulation of the condensate in position space.

Because the 1 and 1 coe cients in our problem
can be taken over directly from the two— avor anal-
ysis, we can expect that it will be unfavorable for
any of the three sets fq;g to have m ore than eight
vectors, or to have any vectors closer together than
671 . At this point we cannot exclide the possi-
bility that the large positive 1 and 1 indicating
an unfavorable fq;g could be o set by large nega—
tive values for the other coe cientswhich we cannot
read o from the two— avoranalysis. H owever, what
we shall nstead nd in Section VI is that 15 and

115 are positive in all cases that we have investi-
gated. Thism eans that we know ofno exoeptions to
the rule that if a particular fq;g is unfavorable as
a two— avor crystal structure, then any three— avor
condensate in which this set of g-ectors describes
eittherthe ;, , or 3 crystalstructure isalso dis—
favored.
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In Section IV we shalluse ourm icroscopic m odel
to derive expressions for all the coe cients In the
G inzburg-Landau expansion ), incliding rederiv—
ing those which we have taken above from the two—

avor analysis of Ref. .]. T he coe cients that we
cannot sin ply read o from a two— avoranalysisare
those that multiply term s involving m ore than one

1 and hence describe the Interaction between the
three di erent :’s. Before evaluating the expres—
sions for the coe cients in Section V, we shallm ake
the fiirther sim pifying assum ption that 1 = 0, be-
cause the separation 1 between thed and s Fem i
surfaces is tw ice as large as that betw een either and
the intervening u Ferm isurface. This sin pli es {ll)
considerably, elin inating the 1,3 tem and all the

17 and 115 tem sexcept 3z, 223 and 332

IV. THE GINZBURG-LANDAU
APPROXIM ATION :DERIVATION

W e now derive the G inburg-Landau approxin a—
tion to the NJL m odel speci ed in Section II.W e
proceed by rstm aking a G inzburg-Landau approx—
in ation to the gap equation, and then form ally in—
tegrate the gap equation In order to obtain the free
energy, since the gap equation is the variation ofthe
free energy w ith respect to the gap param eters.

The gap equation ) w ith which we closed Sec—
tion IT is an in nite set of coupled equations, one
oreach (g 3),wih each equation containing arbi-
trarily high powers of the ’s. In order to m ake a
G Inzburg-L.andau expansion, order by order in pow —
ersofthe ’s,we rst ntegrate (M), cbtaining

Z
G x;x% = G @ x;x° d'zG @ ;z) @) F (2;x°)
Z

F (x;x0) = d'z6 @ &;z) @)G @;x °)

(33)
with G® = @@+ =)' andGc® = (@& =f)*.
W e then expand these equations order by order In

(%) by teratingthem . To fth order, for F we nd

g0 g ©

GO G ©Oyo(7);
34)

G(O) G (0) G(O) G (0)

where we have suppressed space-tin e coordinates
and integrals for sin plicity. W e then substitute this



at

FIG.1l: Thegap equation. The labels ,
indices. A Il the other color- avor indices are contracted.

sam e color and avor Indices as the neighbouring propagators. T he dashed lnes represent the propagator (i@

and the solid lines represent (i&+ =) b, Evaluating the
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gap equation involves substituting lll) ©r ¢, doing the

contraction over the intemal color- avor indices, and evaluating the loop integrals in m om entum space.

expansion for F into the right-hand side of the gap
equation or (x) in (B . A fler using the C 5
D irac structure of our ansatz ) and the identity

obtain the gap equation satis ed by (¢r &), the
part of our ansatz W) that describes the color,
avor and spatial form of our condensate. To order

c( )ct = to sin plify the expression, we 5, we nd
J
. h
v _ 3i )7 v 1
cr 4 & = °Fie+ =
1 1 1 1
+ p e 35
i@‘ ZCFj.@:‘F:CFj_@: CFi@:+= . ()
PR 1, 1 1, 1 * -
& = CFie+r= T = Tie+r= T =Tt = ww
[
w here the di erential operators act on everything to space-dependent condensate from ),
their right and where we have continued to sin plify
the notation by not w riting the space-tin €, colorand ®) 1 <= X ”X @)e 2iq S,
avorargum entsofthe ¢y ‘sand by notw riting the CF i . P 1 !
Integrals. W e then use the color F jerz identity & 37)

2

— 0

) o &) o

ot 2 o 0 (36)

to rew rite @) as shown diagram m atically in Fig. .
Aswritten in W®) and shown in Fig.l, what oc—
curs on the lkeft-hand side of the gap equation is the

whereaswe now wish to tum the gap equation into
a set of coupled equations for the constants (@ 7).
D oing so requires sin pli cation of the color- avor
structure of the right-hand side. O ur ansatz for the
color- avor structure of the condensate, on the left—
hand side, is antisym m etric In both colorand avor.



However, direct evaluation of the right-hand side
yields temm s that are sym m etric in color and avor,
In addition to the desired tem s that are antisym —
m etric in both. This circum stance is fam iliar from
the analysis of the CFL phase l, I], whose color—
avor structure we are after all em ploying. In the
presence ofa colorand avor antisym m etric conden—
sate, a sym m etric condensatem ust also be generated
because doing so does not change any sym m etries.
The sam e argum ent applies 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 is understandable
based on the basic fact that the Q CD interaction is
attractive In the antisym m etric channel and repul-
sive In the sym m etric channel. W e therefore expect
that here too if we were to include color and avor
symm etric condensates In our ansatz and solve for
them , they would prove to be suppressed relative to
the antisym m etric condensates, and furthem ore ex—
pect that, as in the CF L phase, their inclusion would
have negligible in pact on the valie of the dom inant
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antisym m etric condensate. H ence, we drop the color
and avor symm etric temm s occurring on the right—
hand side of the gap equation. Upon so doing, the
right-hand side ofthe gap equation, w hich we denote
R j; j,hasthe structure

X

R j; jx)= Ri@® 1 143 (38)

Because 1 1ij are linearly independent tensors for
each value of I, in order for the gap equation to be
satis ed forallvalnesof , ,iand jwemusthave

X .
@)e 17 = Ry (v) 39)

a

dr

for all three values of I. This is a set ofP :P1
coupled equations for the undeterm ned constants

@3). Recall that P; is the number of vectors
in the set fq;g.) A fer transform ing to m om entum
space, these gap equations can be w ritten as follow s:
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w here we have introduced a lot of notation that we
gow de ne and explain. F irst, recall from ) that
gb Meansa sum over all the ku”s in the set fq;g.
The ’'sare therefore K ronecker ’s, Indicating that
only those g-vectors that can be arranged to form a
certain closed two—, our-or six-sided gure in m o—
mentum space are to be included in the sum . The
sum s over J are alw ays understood to be sum s over
J 6 I,and the sum soverK are always understood
tobesimsoverK € J and K 6 I. The ramain—
Ing avor subscripts In som e term s which are not

(40)

sum m ed, denoted j or k, m ust alwaysbe chosen not
equalto each other, not equalto I, and not equalto
J if J occurs. (This appears to leave an am biguiy
related to the exchange of j and k In termm s where
both occur, but we shall see that the functions ,

J and K each have a cyclic sym m etry that ensures
that the tw o apparent choices of j and k are equiva—
lent.) The functions ,J and K are proportionalto

the various loop Integrals that appear n the evalu—
ation of the Feynm an diagram s In the gap equation
ofFig.M. They are given by
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2 5k = i? d'p 1
R e e et =)
J k1;ko;ksiky) = Le d4p !
i3kl W17 R27K3 7Kg 2 e ) ® 3)p+ 2k + =)+ ASH 2k =)
1
(§+ 2]61 2]§+ 2}?3+ =1)
i?2 z a? 1
Kikum n Kiikaiksikgiksike) = — P
At 2 2 )Y =E+ 2kt =) e+ 2k 2R+ =)
1
E+ 2k 2+ 2k3+ =)+ 2k 2+ 2k 2k =)
1 .
e+ 2k 2+ 2k; 2kt 2ks+ =)
(41)
where = = % ;and k= (0;k) = k . The of ,J and K to the firee energy which we shall
subscripts i, j etc. on the functions , J and K discuss next.

are avor indices that give the avor of the quark
lines In the propagators going around the loops In
Fig.ll. In each term in W®) the choice of avor in—
dicesin ,J orK isdetem ined by the requirem ent
that a given (g §) must connect two propagators
forquarksw ith avorsdi erent from each other and
I. For example, 3 always connectsa u and a d
quark. T he easiest way to see how this provides the
explanation for the (perhaps initially peculiar look—
ing) prescriptions forthe J and K functions in each
term in the gap equations W®) is to exam ine Fig.Hl
below , which depicts exam ples of the contributions

T he gap equations that we have derived m ust be
equivalent to the set of equations @ =@ (g 3) = O,
because solutions to the gap equation are station—
ary points of the free energy . This m eans that
Integrating the gap equations determ ines up to an
overallm ultiplicative constant, which we can x by
requiring that we reproduce known results for the
singleplane wave condensates, and up to an addi-
tive constant which we x by the requirem ent that

crystalline = unpaired When all (g il) are set to
zero. W e nd
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2 2 X X b b 2
€ @)= — @r) @1 x@at 55 b e
I aiqh
1 X b c d a b,.c. . d, a
+ 5 (qI) (q I) (qI) (q I)ijjk (quququqI) q? q(1:+q? q?
qbqsqiq?
EX X b c d a b, c, . d, a
+ > (qJ) (qJ) (q;[) (q I)JkaJ (ququq;[rq;[) qg qurq;1 q?
I>Ig5qSqiq?
N @ @) @) @) @) @D K @5a5a595 T 59) o st qeraf oo
3 T I gy 95+qaf aftda; a3
aq¢alatalq?
EX X b c d e f a
+ > ;) @35) @) @ry) @) @71)
I6IgbqSqlqialql
Kirkoko (95795 795795790 798) b qorqr qorgf o
} X X b c d e £ a
+ 2 @) @y) @) @x) @) @r7)
J6K€I€Jq?q§q§ q; ng?
£
Kok o1k @779579% 79k i95797) g2 qova? g2 saf q°
i X X b c d e £ a
+ @;) @g) @) @3) @) @31)

£
J€K61€quq§ q?qqu q?
b, ,d, e. f _a
KK IJK IJ (quqK rququqK rq;[) q}s q§+q}i q§+q§ q?

42)

Asin ), h each term the avor indices j and k (or jast k) that are not summ ed over are understood to
di er from each other and from the summed indices I (or I and J).

A s we discussed In Section ITT, we shall only consider crystal structures in which each of the three sets
fq;g are reqular, in the sense that allthe g7 In one set fq;g are equivalent. Thismeansthat (g 3)= 1,
which sin pli es the free energy ) to the ©rm M) which we derived on general grounds in Section IIT
and w hich we reproduce here

2 X ] X , X
(17 25 3)=—F% Pr 1 ; I+§ 1(; 1)+ o1 I g J
I I I>J
0 14 43)
5 X
+ =@ o ;1) Tt 199 1 I g J g g7t 123 1 1 2 2 3 3B
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p+2(q§fq§)/,/& y p+2a} —af +ad)
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® e e el
b 'p+2(af — qf) ’
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'+2(af — of)
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P u
N 5
+2(q§ — a5+ a3) \
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o

. /p q5)
\ +2(af — a5+ af)

FIG . 2: Exam ples of contrbutions to the free energy. The ve diagram s depict a 4 contrbution to
Juaua contribution to 3 ( 3 3)2,a Judus contrdbution to 32 3 3 5 2,aKuduawa contrbution to
a Kudusus contrbution to 322 3 3 ( 2 2)2 .

3 3 3,72
2
3( 3 3)° and

for continuiy. N ow , however, we have obtained explicit expressions for all of the coe cients:

2

1= jk(q§;Q§)+2 3

X
b c d a
= J 4 - M ’ ’ b d
I skik @77d7id7idT) a® q¢+qd g2
qbqsqiq?
X b d
— J e~C . 2
JI kIkJ (qJ qu rquqI) qkj q§+q§ q?
a5 asasas
X b d £
— o e~C o e~S . a
I~ Kjkjkjk (q;[rqququllq;[q;[) th> q§+q‘; q?Jrqi q‘;
a?aqlqialqs “4)
3 X b a £
- = e~C - . el
JII — 2 KkaJkJ (ququqququIrqI) qtj ch:JrqcIi q?Jrqi q:
abaSalataras
3 X X b 4 .
_ “~C . .~ . oa
123 — 7 KJK IJIK (qI,quqK rqK qurqI) q}; q§+qg q§+q§ qi
IéJéKéIqchqg qKq q2
1 X X b B ‘
. C . . e- . a .
+Z KKIJKIJ(quqK rququqK Iql)q?r q§+q1 q +qK q? .

IéJéKéIqbq; q q qK a2



Here again, the unsum m ed indices j and k are cho-
sen as described previously. Since the free energy
M) is invariant under phase rotations ofthe 1 we
can henceforth take allthe 1 realand positive. In
Fig.l, we give exam ples of contributions to the free
energy. T hese exam ples should m ake clearthe choice
of avor subscripts on the J ‘s and K ’s in @) and
consequently in @) . They also illistrate the origin
ofthe K ronecker ’sin som any ofthe expressions in
this section: each insertion ofa (g $) (or @3
adds (or subtracts) mom entum 297 to (from) the
loop, m eaning that the K ronecker 's arise due to
mom entum conservation. The diagram s also ilus—
trate that , J and K are lnvariant under sim ula-—
neous cyclic perm utation of their avor indices and
momentum argum ents, as this corresponds sin ply
to rotating the corresponding diagram s.

W e have succeeded In deriving expressions for the
G inzburg-Landau coe cients in ourm odel; we shall
tum to evaliating them in the next section. Re—
call, however, that upon setting ; = 0 and keep—
Ing n m ind that we can obtain results for 1, 1
and 1 from the two— avor analyses in Ref. ], all
that we need to do is evaluate 327 233 and 322
forthe crystalstructureswe w ish to investigate. W e
shall largely focus on crystal structures for which
8,9 and £§3g are \exchange sym m etric", m eaning
that there is a sequence of rigid rotationsand re ec—
tions w hich when applied to all the vectors in fq,g
and fq,;g together has the e ect ofexchanging £§,g
and f£§3g. Ifwe choose an exchange sym m etric crys—
tal structure, upon m aking the approxim ation that

5 = 3 and restricting our attention to solutions
wih , = 3 we have the further sin pli cation
that 332 = 233. Once we leam how to evaliate
the loop Integrals J and K in the next Section, we
w illthen in Section V Ievaluate 3, and 35, forvar—
Jous crystal structures, enabling us to evaluate the
m agnitudes of their gaps and condensation energies.

V. CALCULATING GINZBURG-LANDAU
COEFFICIENTS

C alculating the G inzburg-Landau coe cients (M)
that specify ( 1; 2; 3) fora given crystalstruc-
ture nvolves rst evaluating the loop integrals ,
J and K, de ned in @), and then summ ing those
that contribute to a given G inzburg-Landau coef-

cient. For example, we see from M) that the
G nzburg-Landau coe cient 3, is given by sum —
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m ing Juaus @3795795793) over all those vectors qf
and g§ in the set fg;g and all those vectors qg and
g5 intheset fq,gwhich satisfy g5 +qa5 ¢ = 0,
form ing a closed foursided gure in mom entum
space. Understanding how to evaluate the loop inte—
grals ,J andK requiressom e explanation,which is
ourgoalin this section. P erform ing the sum required
to evaluate a given G nzburg-Landau coe cient is
then just bookkeeping, albeit nontrivial bookkeep—
ing for com plicated crystal structures.

W e are working In a weak-coupling Iim it in which
, W= g= ,and ,5c are allmuch am aller
than . Thismeans that we can choose our cuto
such that ;T 2sc . Because ,
the integration m easure in the expressions E#) for
,J and K sinpli es as ollow s:

Z Z Z

Z
g’ ds” dp
L, 21 2

where s I . W enow see by power counting
that is log-divergent as we take ;4 2sc
whereas both J and K are -independent in the

large Iim it. Thus, h evaluating J and K, we can
safely take ! 1 whereaswemust keep 1n the
problem for a little longer n analyzing . Explicit
evaluation of yields
3 B+ 3
wd@ziaz)= 1+—1og
2 5] 3
2 (46)
~ Iog
2 £ 3
W e can now use
2
2sc=2e 2 ° @7)

and the relation between
to evaliate 3, obtaining the resulr W¥). No-
tice that 1 depends on and only through
2sc » and depends only on the ratios gr= ,5¢ and
1= 2sc . Asdiscussed in Section ITI, 1 is nega—

3 and uq given in

tive for 1= ,5¢ < 0:754, and Por a given value of
this ratio forwhich 1 < 0, 1 ism ost negative for
= 28c = I= 2sC w ith = 1:1997. W e there—
fore set o = 1 henceforth and upon so doing
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obtain where 1 and 1 are din ensionless quantities that
depend only on the shape of the polyhedron de-

( 1)= 1+ — log +1 scribed by the set of vectors fg;g. The evaluation
1 ofthe J and K loop integrals occurring n  and

1 2. is descrbed in Ref. ], and results orm any two-

2 g 4%(721) (48) avor crystal structures fg,;g are tabulated there.

1 5 The evaluation is sim ilar to but sin pler than the
= Zlg 42(275;1) ; evaluation of 3, and 332, to which we now tum.

32 isthe sum of Juaus @3795795793), where the

where In the last line we have used the de nition of m om entum. v rs satisf

dertved from W),

The evaluation of : and : is described in
Ref. ). From the integration m easuire ™®) and
the de nitions of J and K ) we see that : and

1 have din ension 2 and 4, respectively. Since they
are Independent of aslongas ;I 2sc rand
sihce nowhere appears in their de nition, there is
noneed to introduce ,5c . Thism eansthat theonly W e now utilize the fact that quj= HSi=
din ensionfiil quantity on which they can depend is :-ngz 2= , where 5 and , are sin ilar

1 (sihce g = 1 and since the propagatorsare i m agnitude, but not precisely equal. R ecall from
dependent of  In the weak-coupling Im i) and S0 gection ITA that both are given by M 2=(8 ) to this
we can w rite order, but that they di eratorderM = 3. Because

2% 3,thecondition ) can only be satis ed if
1= —and = ; 49) g = qf,and qf = g5 . W emust therePre evaluate

G Fra =0 (50)

3and

i?2 d'p 1
Juaus @5795793i93) = —5
o 2 Cre =)et2et e T)ET 25+ =)

W e now expand the propagators in the weak-coupling 1in it, n which p°, s, I3 ( 4 w) and ( s) are
allsnallcom pared to 4, as ollow s:

1 _ e+ )% ©+29)
pt2gt = @+ ; P+2g)@+ it P+ 29I
° p
0 - — 52)
(p+ u (u i) Pj qu)(z u)
1 ° p
2 po s+ (3 u) qu
Sin ilarly,
1 1 "+ p . (53)
pt29 5 2 p’+s (; w)+t2g0p
Eq. ) then sinpli esto
Z z z
b . dp +1 dpo +1 1
Juaus @3;95;95:93) = — — ds
4 . 241 P+ 8P s p HB+2 HNE s P ZH 2 )
(54)

where we have used 3=%(d w)and o = %(u s)-



To Integrate M), we W ick rotate p° to ip? and
then do the s integralby contour integration. T his
gives two contbutions with di erent sign factors,
sign ) and sign( ), which are com plex conji-
gates of each other. Com bjnf'{ng the two, the inte—
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have started the p* ntegration from the in nitesin al
positive num ber instead ofzero, thusde nining the
principal valie of the integral. T he integration over
p* can now be carried out safely to obtain

gration overp? isofform 2<e | dp* (::) wherewe
|
a 1
Juaus @3795793793) = —<e — .
s U37493792 742 4 (&3 IS 2{+ 3) (@ i) 2{ 2) 55)
1 dp 1
= —<e ;
4 5 3 4 @ paG+nE p a4 D
I
where = jqf = mj. From rotational symm etry and, correspondingly,
it ©llows that the va]ue of @®) depends only on
the angk between the mom entum vectors 45 and 325 2 3 32° ©7)

45, which we denote by
din ensionless quantities

. W e therefore de ne the

J3, can be evaluated analytically by using Feynm an

param eters to sin plify the integrand in @®). The
J2( )= 2 3Juaus @3:95:93793) (56)  resul is
|
2 04gq 13
2 20 =
1 1 sin®( =2) 1
J32 () dg———  arctan@ A5 (58)
4 cos( =2) 2 gin? ( = 1 cos( =2)
[
T his com pletes the evaluation ofthe loop integralJd
needed to calculate 3, forany crystalstructure. W e 3 X
sum m arize the calculation by noting that for a given 322 = > Kudusus (qg;qg;qg;qg;qg;qg) H

crystal structure, 3, depends only on the shape of
the polyhedra de ned by fq,g and fg;g and on their
relative ordentation, depends on the Fem i surface
splittings 3 and 5, and is cbtained using W)
w ih

X
32 =

Jiz \ 4343) ; (59)

afias

where J3, () is given by #8).

W etum now to the evaluation of 35,.From ),

(60)
and we again use the fact that the g3’s and g, ’s do
not have precisely the sam e length to conclude that
the m om entum vectorsm ust satisfy both

as = af (61)
and

d

a2 i*qg ¢=0:

In the ©llow Ing expressions, it is alw ays understood
that M) is satis ed although we w illnot com plicate

(62)
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equations by elin inating one of the g,’s In favor of angles, as well as on the angles that specify the di-
the otherthree. W e can seew ithout calculation that, rection ofqg relative to the shape m ade by the four
unlke J , K willnot reduce to depending only on a d,’s.

sihgle angle between two m om entum vectors. Tt will T he expression forK isgiven in @) and can also
depend on the shape m ade by the four g, vectors beread o from the bottom right Feynm an diagram
satisfying M), which can in fact be speci ed by two in Fig. . Tt is given by

z
i?2 d'p 1
K uausus @5795:05505595593) = —
dusus M3743742 742742 2 2 V) )4 (P =u)ﬁ_9+2qg+=d)(? =)
# (63)
1
E+ 25+ =)+ 2@ §) =)E+ 2@ f+a)t =)
A fter sin plifying the propagators using M), we can rew rite equation @) as
z z z "
dp +1 dpo +1 1
Kuaueus @530 ;a5 ;a0 03) = — - ds
dusus Q3795792792792 792 4, 214, ©°+ )2+ s+p 28 )
#
1
© s P H+2 NE s P B 2 )0 s p 28 F+ay) 2 2)
(64)

Unlike in the evaluation ofJyqus, we arenot able to do the s and p° Integralsanalytically w thout htroducing
Feynm an param eters to sin plify the integrand at this stage, before doing any of the integrals. W e introduce
one set of Feynm an param eters, x;1; X2, to collect denom inators of the form pO + s+ :and another set,
V1 V2i V3, to collect the denom inators of form p° s+ :. This reduces the Integralto

Z Y2 X2 Y2, 3 x3
Kudusus (qg;qg;qg;qg;qg ;qézl) = dx, 1 Xn dan 1 Ym
z z z 0 n=1 n=1 0 m=1 m=1

I <L 40 %)

— — ds (65)
A 0+ s+2x0 B E)°

" #3
1

PP s P WEtwvaltys@ £+ qg)]+ vi2 3 92 2 w2 2

W e now perform the p° and s integrations in W), Hllow ng steps analogous to the integration arishg in
the expression or Jygus. Le. W ick rotate p° to ip?, do the s integralby contour intggration, add the two
com plex conigate contrbutions thus cbtained to w rite the integration overp® as2<e = dp? (::) and then
perform the integration overp?. This gives us
21y e liy X3 !
Kudusus @3795795795795 i93) =  =<e dx, 1 %5 dym 1 Yo

8 0 n=1 n=1
, #, (66

dp 1 %

4 1 4+p kK@ &) @B+ v2a5+ ys @ c§+q§))]+y1 30 2 B 2
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Finally, we do the d¢ Integraland obtain
| |
21y x < Zay X3
b.b.d.e_f_a_l
Kudusus @379379,79579, 795 ) = _8<e dx, 1 Xn dym 1 Ym 1 %)

0 n=1 n=1

k@ §) Gh+rved+rvi@d FraonF+sdw s v 2w oF
fr iz ¢

K@l f) @B+ vaityi@l fra)NF OB o3 v o2 v oo+id

Noting that we can replace g, by ¢, and g; by §;, we conclude that, as expected, K yqusus depends only
upon the shape of the polyhedra de ned by fq,9 and fg;g and on the Femm isurface splittings 3 and ;.

W e cannot simplify M) firther for general ,, 3. However, ifwenow set , = 3 = , which is
corrected only at order M s4= 3, we can then factor out the dependence on the Fem isurface splitting, since
the only dim ensionfl quantity in the integrand is then .De ning, or ,= 3= ’
1
£ £
Kuausus (@5795/9579579793) = —5K 322 @3795595795795793) & (68)
and using H; Jj= 1, Prallthem om entum vectors, we nd that K 35, is given by
Z Z Z
1ot ' e ‘Roiviiv2)F + 30 2v)
K 320 @5;95795:95595593) = =  dx(  %) dyr dyz<e— —
8 0 0 [2RG&viiv2)? @ 292+ i
(69)
w here
=x; 4§ & widtwa+t O v wE@ 4G+ &) (70)

For general argum ents we were not abl to do m otivated by the fact that ; describes the pairing
the integrals that remain in ®) analytically of d and s quarks, whose Fem i surfaces are tw ice
and therefore evalnated it num erically. Since as far apart from each other as either is from that
K 322 (qg;qg’;qg;qg;qg;qg) is the lim it of the finc— of the u quarks. W e shall focus m ost of our at-
tion K 322 @3;a8;a8a55q5793; ) as ! 0, wenu- tention on exchange symmetric crystal structures,
m erically evaluated the integral appearing in )} as de ned at the end of Section IV, in which the
at fur values of and extrapolated (using a cubic ~ Polyhedra de ned by £§,g and £Q3g are related

polynom ialto tthevalies) to = 0.Fially by a rigid rotation. In Section VID we will dis—
cuss one exam ple in which £§,g and f£§3g9 are not
322= 322 (71) exchange symm etric, and we have evaluated oth-—

ers. However, as none that we have investigated
prove to be favorable, we shallm ake the notational
sin pli cations that com e w ith assum ing that £§,g
and f§s;g are exchange symm etric, as this In plies

is found by summing K3z, evaliated with
all possbl choices of momentum  vectors
@3;a8adiasiasiaj) satisfying WH) and muk
tiplying this sum by 3=2.

2= 3 ;P2 = dinfg,g= P3 = din fgq;g P,
2= 3 and 322 = 233 The nals:mp]l ca—
VI, RESULTS tion we em ploy jston;aketheapproxjmatjon that
5 = 3 = M;=(@ ). Asdescribed in Sec-

tion ITA , thisapproxin ation is corrected by term sof
orderM /= . Upon m aking allthese sin plifying as-
sum ptions and approxin ations, the free energy [l

A . G eneralities

W e shallassum e that ; = 0 throughout this sec-
tion. A s described previously, this sin pli cation is



reduces to
"
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(2i3)=—4 P () 2"‘ ?,
1
+ -— (§+ §)+ 322?;
#
11
+ - (5+ D+ 322035 5+ 5 %
(72)
where , , 3, and 35, are the dim ensionless con—

stants that we m ust calculate for each crystal struc—
ture as described in Section V, and where the -
dependence of isgiven by Eq. W),

In order to nd the extrema of ( 5; 3) In
( ﬁ 3)—Space, i is convenient to write ( 2; 3)
as E( rCOS ; rsin ) In temm s of which the fiee
energy W) is given by

2
2 8
2 4 6
— 2P ( )r+—2 o+ 3 M
#
4 6
2r2(32 2)+32(322 3 ) sh®2
(73)
Becausesjn2(2 ) has extrema only at = =4 and
= 0; =2, we see that extrema of ( ,; 3) et
ther have , = 3 = , or have one of , and

3 vanishing. The latter class of extrem a are two—

avor crystalline phases. W e are interested in the
solutionswih ,= 3= . The stability of these
solutions relative to those w ith only one of the ’s
nonzero appears to be controlled by the sign of the
factor that multplies sn?2 i W), However, we
shallshow in Appendix [l that the three— avor crys—
tallnephasesthatweconstruct,with ,= 3= |,
are electrically neutral w hereas the two— avor solu-
tions in which only one ofthe ’sisnonzero arenot.
Setting ,= 3= , the free energy becom es

2 2 4 6
()= —5 22 () °+ zet3ae i
(74)
w here we have de ned
=2 +
e 32 (75)

e =2 + 235,
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W e have arrived at a fam iliar-looking sextic order
G nzburg-Landau free energy finction, whose coef-
cientswew illevaluate for speci c crystalstructures
in VIB and VID. First, however, we review the
physics described by this free energy depending on
whether . and . arepositive or negative.

If . and . are both posiive, the free energy
@) describes a second order phase transition be-
tween the crystalline color superconducting phase
and the nom al phase at the at which ()
changes sign. From ), this critical point occurs
w here = 0754 ;,5¢ . In plotting our resulks, we
will take the CFL gap to be (= 25M &V, mak—
ng 25c = 22 § = 315 Me&V. Recalling that

= M2=@8 ), this puts the second order phase
transition at

M

(2]

= 603 ,5¢c =760 o= 1900MeV :

’ (76)
(T he authors of Refs. ., .] neglected to notice
that i is ,5¢, rather than the CFL gap o, that
occurs in Egs. @¥) and M) and therefore controls
the atwhich = 0. In analyzing the crystalline
phase in isolation, this is Inm aterial since either ¢
or ,sc could betaken asthe param eterde ning the
strength of the interaction between quarks. How—
ever, In Section VIE we shall com pare the free en—
ergiesofthe CFL,gCFL and crystalline phases, and
In m aking this com parison it is im portant to take
into account that ,5¢ = 273 ;. For values of
M 2= thataresnallerthan ) (that is, lowerden-
sities), < 0 and the free energy ism inin ized by a
nonzero m in given by

min = e T 2 8P ( e 7

(77)
and thus describes a crystalline color superconduct—
ing phase.

If « < 0Oand . > 0, then the free energy
W) describesa  rst order phase transition between
unpaired and crystalline quark m atter occurring at

3 2
= = —°5 (78)

32P .
At this positive value of , the function () has
amininum at = 0 wih = 0, Initially rises

quadratically w ith increasing , and is then tumed
back downward by the negative quartic term before



being tumed back upw ards again by the positive sex—
tic tem , yielding a second m lninum at

S

= i (79)

alsowih = 0, which describes a crystalline color
superconducting phase. For < , the crys-
talline phase is favored over unpaired quark m atter.
Eq. ™®) must be used to detem ine the value of
and hence M 2= , at which = and the rst
order phase transition occurs. If 1, the transi-
tion occurs at a value ofM = that is greater than
M) by a actor 1+ ). See Fig.ll or an explicit
exam pl ofplotsof versus forvarious values of

for one of the crystal structures that we analyze
In Section VID which tumsout to havea rstorder
phase transition.

A necessary condition for the G inzburg-Landau
approxin ation to be quantitatively reliable is that
the sextic term in the free energy is am allin m agni-
tude com pared to the quartic, m eaning that 2

29, = o 7. Ifthe transition between the unpaired
and crystalline phases is second order, then this
condition is satis ed close enough to the transition
where ! 0. However, if o < Oand . > O,
m aking the transition rst order, we see from @)
that at the st order transition iself is large
enough to m ake the quantitative application of the
G inzburg-Landau approxin ation m arginal. Thisisa
fam iliar resul, com ing about w henever a G inzburg—
Landau approxin ation predicts a rst order phase
transition because at the rst order phase transition
the quartic and sextic tem s are balanced against
each other. Even though it is quite a di erent
problem , it is worth recalling the G inzburg-Landau
analysis of the crystallization of a solid from a lig—
uid ]. Theretoo, a G nzburg-L.andau analysispre—
dictsa rst-orderphase transition and thus predicts
its own quantitative downfall. However, it rem ains
In portant as a qualitative guide: it predicts a body—
centered cubic crystal structure, and m ost elem en—
tary solids are body-centered cubic near their m elt—
Ing point. W e shall nd that our G lnzburg-Landau
analysispredictsa rst orderphase transition; know —
ng that it is therefore at the edge of its quantitative
reliability, we shall focus in Sections VIE and V IT
on qualitative conclusions.

If . < 0, then the G inzburg-Landau expan-
sion of the free energy to sextic order in #MM®) is not
bounded from below . The transition must be rst

24

order, w ith higherthan-sextic order tem s m aking
the free energy bounded. In this circum stance, all
we leam from M) isthat the transition is rst order;
we cannot obtain an estim ate of the transition point
or of at the rst order transition. Even though

is negative form any crystal structures [[11], In all
the three— avor crystalline phases that we present In
Section VID we nd that 35, ispositive and su —
ciently large that o = 2 + 2 35, ispositive. W e
therefore need not discuss the . < 0 case any fur-
ther.

B. Two plane wave structure

W e begin w ith the sin plest three— avor \crystal"
structure in which fg,g and fg;g9 each contain only
a single vector, yielding a condensate

_ _2ig,r
i 3= o202

215+ st 5 g 313 7 (80)
In which the husi and hudi condensates are each
plane waves. A s explained In the previous subsec—
tion, we shall seek solutions wih , = 3 =

W e begin with such a sin pl ansatz both because i
has been analyzed previously n Refs. .,.] and
because it will yield a qualitative lesson which will
prove extrem ely helpful in winnow Ing the space of
m ultiple plane wave crystal structures.

Let usnow walk through the evaliation ofall the
coe cients in the fiee energy (M) forthis twoplane
wave structure. First, P = 1 (one vector in each
of fg,g and fqg,;9) and as always ( ) isgiven by
). Next, we obtain the results or , = 3 and

2 = 3 from the analysis of the single plane wave
condensate n the two avorm odelofRef. .]:

1l s
242
1 243 ®1)
= ———— = 1637:
2 32(2 1y

W enow tum to 3, and 33, which describe the In—
teraction betw een the husiand hudi condensates and
which we have calculated in Section V. In general,

32 isgiven by E®) but in this instance since fq,g
and fg;g each contain only a single vector the sum
in this equation reduces sim ply to

32 = J32 () (82)

where isthe angle between g, and g; and where
J32 () isgiven n Eq. W®). 3, isplotted asa finc



B4®)

% 1 2 3

FIG.3: 32( )= J3( ) orthetwo planewave \crystal"
structure w ith condensate ). is the angle between
d, and gs3 . Form ore com plicated crystal structures, ;2
is given by the sum in [l), m eaning that it is a sum of
J32 () evaluated at various values of corresponding to
the various angles between a vector n fg,g and a vector
in fgsg.
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tion of in Fig.M. For this sin ple crystal structure,
32 was calculated previously in Refs. .,.].

Tuming to 33, this is given by

3
322 = EK 322 [@379379279279,79,) 83)

whereK 3, isgiven by Eq. @) . A s occurred in the
evaluation of 3,5, the sum over g-vectors in the gen—
eralexpression ) has reduced to evaluating K 3,
Just once, because fq,g and fg;g each contain only
a single vector. For the special case where the last
ur argum ents of K 35, are the same, as n @),
K 322 depends only on , the anglke between g, and
d;, and the integrals n @) can all be evaliated
analytically, yielding

1
Kiap ()= 3
64  cosy 2sin® 5 1
2 L, 3 (84)
) ) sin®3 1 b0) po) by 1
4 %arctan p( )) sin® - + + —5
2 1+ b()? b( )2+ 1)
w here M aking this choice yields the sn allest possble .
d P and . wihin this ansatz, and hence the largest
b( )= ) 1 . @5) possble and condensation energy, again within

CDSE

322 isplotted asa function of in Fig. M.

W e note that forany angle ,both 3, and 2 35,
are positive quantities w hich when added to the pos—
tive 2 and 2 give positive . and . , regoec—
tively. Hence, we see that upon m aking this two
plane wave \crystal" structure ansatzwe nd a sec—
ond order phase transition between the crystalline
and unpaired phases, for all choices of the anglke
W e also note that both 3, ( ) and 335 () Increase
monotonically with , and diverge as ! . This
tells us that w thin this two plane wave ansatz, the
m ost favorable orientation is = O, namely g, k g;.

this ansatz. The divergence at ! tells us
that choosing g, and g, precisely antiparallel ex—
acts an In nie free energy price in the combined
G Inzburg-L.andau and weak-coupling lim it In which

;o0 , meaning that n this lim i if
we chose = we nd = 0. Away from the
G Inzburg-L.andau lim i, when the pairing rings on
the Ferm isurfacesw iden Into bands, choosing =
exacts a nite price m eaning that is nonzero but
an aller than that for any other choice of . A llthese
results con mm conclusions drawn In Refs. .,.]
based only upon the result for 35 ( ).

The high cost of choosing g, and g precisely an—
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,_\Vszz ((p),\,

% 1 2 3
0

FIG.4: 33, ( ) for the two plane wave \crystal" struc—
turew ith condensate ). isthe angk between g, and
dz. 322(0)= 0243 and 322 ( ) Increases m onotonically
w ith

tiparallel can be understood qualitatively as arising
from the fact that in this case the ring of states
on the u—quark Fem i surface that \want to" pair
w ith d-quarks coincides precisely w ith the ring that
\wants to" pair with s-quarks []]. (For example,
ifg, and g; point n the =z and + z directions,
( 3) describes pairing between s—quarks (d-quarks)
wihin a ring in the northem hem isphere of the s—
(dHFem isurface and u-quarksw thin a ring In the
southem hem isphere of the uFem i surface. The
rings on the ufem isurface coincide, as illustrated
n Fig. 2 ofRef. 1) In the m ost favorable case
w ithin the two-plane wave ansatz, where q, k g,
the two pairing rings on the u-quark Fem i surface
are centered on antipodal points .]. (For exam —
plk, ifg, and g, both point In the + z direction,
( 3) descrbes pairing of s-quarks (d-quarks) w ithin
a ring in the southem (Mnorthem) hem isphere of the
s— ([d-)Fem isurface and u—quarksw ithin rings in the
(northem) southem hem igphere of the u-Fem isur-
face.)

The sin ple two plane wave ansatz @®) has been
analyzed In the sam e NJL m odel that we em ply
upon m aking the weak-coupling approxin ation but
w ithout m aking a G Inzburg-L.andau approxin ation
In Ref. .]. A1l the qualitative lessons that we
have leamed from the G inzburg-Landau approxin a—
tion rem ain valid, including the favorability of the
choice = 0, but we leam further that in the two
plane wave case the G inzburg-Landau approxin a—
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tion alwaysunderestin ates [.]. W e also see from

Ref. ]that the atwhich the G inzburg-L.andau

approxin ation breaks down shrinksas ! .We
can understand this result as llows. The sextic
tem in the free energy M is sm all com pared to
the quartic tem only if 2 2 o =. ,makhg
this a necessary condition for the quantitative va—
lidity of the G nzburg-Landau approxin ation. A s

! ; e divergesm ore strongly than . : from
) and @) we nd thatas ! ,
|
1
e J32 4
8 2 1 cos(z)
s
3K 3 1
K322 —
° 2 256 ( 2 1 oos(z)
(86)

T herefore the G Inzburg-L.andau calculation predicts
that is own breakdown will occur at a that de—
creases w ith Increasing , as found in Ref. .] by
explicit com parsion w ith a calculation that doesnot
em ploy the G iInzburg-L.andau approxin ation.

C . Im plications for m ore plane w aves:
qualitative principles for favorable crystal
structures

In this subsection we ask what lessonswe can leam
from the evaluation of the G inzburg-Landau coe —
cients for the two plane wave \crystal" structure in
Section VIB for crystal structures w ith m ore than
one vector In £g,g and fgsg.

F irst, we can conclude that 3, ispositive for any
choice of fq,g and fg;g. The argum ent is sin ple:

32 Is given in generalby B®), a sum over J;; eval-
uated at a host of angles corresponding to allangles
between a vector In £g,g and £g;9. But, we see from
Fig.l that Js3, is positive at any angle.

Second, we cannot draw such a conclusion about
322. This coe cient is a sum over contributions
of the om K 322 (457937937959, 95) where the
last fourm om entum vector argum ents, selected from
fq,9, must satisfy WM. The calculation in Section
VIB whose result is plotted in Fig.ll only dem on—
strates that those contrbutions In which the four
g, argum ents are selected to all be the sam e vec-
tor are positive. For any crystal structure In which
fg,g contains two or m ore vectors, there are other
contributions to 35, that we have not evaluated in



this section which depend on one g, vector and sev-
eral g, vectors, and thus on m ore than one anglk.
W e know ofinstancesw here individual contributions
K 322 @37;95:95795:95 793) in crystalstructures that
we describe below are negative. However, we have
found no crystalstructure orwhich 3,, isnegative.

The nallesson we leam is that crystal structures
n which any of the vectors in £q,g are close to an—
tiparallel to any of the vectors in fg;g are strongly
disfavored. (The closer to antiparallel], the worse,
w ith the free energy penaly for € 0 diverging for
the precisely antiparallel case, driving to zero.) If
a vector In £g,g is antiparallel (or close to antipar—
allel) to one In fg,g, this yields in nite (or m erely
large) positive contributions to 3, and to 33, and
henceto o and . .In thecassof 3;,these large
positive contributions cannot be cancelled since all
contrbutions are positive. In the case of 3;,, neg-
ative contributions are possible but we know of no
Instances of divergent negative contributionsto 35
or indeed to any other coe cient in the G inzburg—
Landau expansion. T he divergent positive contriou—
tions are associated w ith the tangential Intersection
(in the case of and M) or coincidence (in the
case of of 3 and 332) of pairing rings on Ferm i
surfaces. W e know ofno con guration of rings that
leads to an In niely favorable (as opposed to un—
favorable) free energy in the combined G inzburg—
Landau and weak-coupling lin is. So, although we
do not have a proof that the divergent positive con-—
trbutionsto 33, ardsing asvectorsin fg,gand fg;g
approach one another’s antipodes are uncancelled,
we also see no physicalargum ent for how this could
conceivably arise. Certainly in all exam ple crystal
structures that we have considered, 3, and 322
and hence . and . diverge as vectors n fq,g
and fqg;g approach one another’s antipodes.

W e can now summ arize the qualitative principles
that we have arrived at for constructing favorable
crystal structures for three— avor crystalline color
superconductivity. First, as descrdbed in Section
IIT the sets fg,g and fg;g should each separately
be chosen to yield crystal structures which, seen as
separate two— avor crystalline phases, are as favor-
able as possble. In Section ITT we have reviewed
the resuls of Ref. .] for how this should be done,
and the conclusion that the most favored fq,g or
fg;g In isolation consists of eight vectors pointing
at the comers of a cube. Second, the new addition
In the three- avor case is the qualitative principle
that fg,g and fg;g should be rotated w ith respect
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to each other in such a way as to best keep vectors
in one set away from the antipodes of vectors in the
other set.

D. M ultiple plane w aves

In Table I we describe 11 di erent crystal struc—
tures that we have analyzed, and in Tabl ITwe give
the coe cients that specify each G inzburg-Landau
free energy M), The ’sand ’s were calculated
as described in Ref. .]; 32’sand 3py's were cal-
culated as described in Section V. W e also give the
combinations . and . de ned in @) that spec—
ify the free energy asin W) . In those cases in which

e < 0,thephase transition between the crystalline
phase and the unpaired phase is rst order, occur—
ring where = w ith given by W®). At the

rst order phase transition, unpaired quark m atter
wih = 0and crystallinequarkm atterw ith ( )
given in W) have the sam e firee energy. W e give
both and ( ) Tabl IT.

The st row of the Tables describes the sin —
ple \crystal structure" analyzed in detail in Section
VIB, in which both fg,g and fg;g contain just a
single vector, with g, k g; as we have seen that
this is the m ost avorable choice for the angle be-
tween g, and g5 . This condensate carries a baryon
num ber current w hich m eans that the unpaired gap—
Jess ferm ions (in \blocking regions" in m om entum
space .,.]) must carry a current that is equalin
m agnitude but opposite in direction ]. The anal-
ysis of this \crystal structure" in SectionsV IB and
V IC hasproved Instructive, giving us qualitative in—
sight that we shall use to understand all the other
crystalstructures. However, n allrow s in the Tables
otherthan the rstwehave chosen crystalstructures
w ith condensates that carry no net current, m ean—
ing that the gapless ferm ions need carry no current.
T here isnothing in ourm ean— eld analysis that pre—
cludes condensates carrying a net current, but we
do not analyze them here prim arily because it sin —
pli es our task but also because we expect that, be-
yond m ean— eld theory, a phase containing gapless
ferm jons carrying a net current is unlikely to be the
favored ground state.

Let us next exam Ine the last two rows of the
Tables. Here, we consider two crystal structures
In which fg,g9 and f£g;g9 each contain eight vectors
form Ing cubes. Since the cube is the m ost favorable
tw o— avor crystal structure according to the analy—
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|| Structure || D escription ||LargestAngle||
|| 2PW || fg,g and fg;g coincide; each contains one vector. (So, 2 plane wavesw ith g, k g5 .) || 0 ||
SgX fg,g and fg;g each contain two antiparallel vectors. T he four vectors together form 90
a square; those from fg,g and those from fg;g each form one stroke ofan \X ".
Tetrahedron||fg,g and fg3;g each contain two vectors. T he four together form a tetrahedron. 1095
|| 2T riangles || fgq,g and fg;g coincide; each contains three vectors form Ing a triangle. || 120 ||
Cube X fg,g and fgs;g each contain 4 vectors form ing a rectangle. T he 8 vectors together 1095
SeeEq. | ©m a cube. The 2 rectangles intersect to look like an \X " if viewed end-on.
2Tet fg,g and fg3g coincide; each contains four vectors form ing a tetrahedron. 1095
T w isted fg,g and fg3g each contain four vectors form Ing a square which could be one face of 1436

Cube a cube. Instead, the eight vectors together form the polyhedron obtained by tw isting
the top face of a cube by 45 relative to its bottom face.

20 cta90xy || f£q,g and fgs;g each contain 6 vectors form ing an octahedron. T he fq,g vectors point 135
along the positive and negative axes. T he fgs;g-octahedron is rotated relative to the
fg,g-octahedron by 90 about the (1;1;0)-axis.
20 cta45xyz||fg,g9 and fgs;g each contain 6 vectors form ing an octahedron. T he fq,g vectors point 1436
along the positive and negative axes. T he fg;g-octahedron is rotated relative to the
fg,g-octahedron by 45 about the (1;1;1)-axis.

2Cubedbz ||fg,g and fg3g each contain 8 vectors form ing a cube. T he fq,g vectors point along 1436
SeeEq. | ( 1; 1; 1). The fgyg-cube is rotated relative to that by 45 about the z-axis.

2Cubedbxy || fa,g and fgsg each contain 8 vectors form ing a cube. T he fqg,g vectors point along 1545
(1; 1; 1).The fgsg—cube is rotated relative to that by 45 about the (1;1;0)-axis.

TABLE I:D escriptions of the crystal structures whose G Inzburg-Landau coe cients are given In Table IT. T he third

colum n is the Jargest angle between any vector in fg,g and any vector in £g;g. O ther things being equal, we expect

that the larger the lJargest angle, m eaning the closer vector(s) in fg,g get to vector(s) in fg;g, the bigger the 3, and
322 and hence the bigger the . and . , and hence the lss favorabl the structure.

[ stmome | [ e | o [ | e o [ [ =]
2PW 0.569 | 0250 1.388 1.637 | 0243 || 3.760 0 0
SgX 0.138 | 1.629 1.906 1952 | 2.66 922 0 0

Tetrahedron || -0.196 | 2.146 1.755 1450 | 721 || 1729 0 0
2T riangles -1.976 | 4.647 0.696 1.687 | 1321 | 29.80 0 0
CubeX -10.981 | 6.961 || 15.001 || -1.018 | 19.90 || 37.76 || 0.140 0.548
2Tet -5.727 | 7439 || 4015 4350 | 3035 | 69.40({0.0054| 0208

Twisted Cube|| 16271 |12.445|| 20.096 ||-37.085| 315.5 || 556.8 ||0.0170| 0.165
20 cta90xy 31.466 [18.665| 44269 || 19.711| 276.9 || 5932 [|0.0516| 0237
20 ctadbxyz || 31.466 |19.651| 43282 || 19.711| 297.7 || 634.9 ||0.0461| 0226
2Cubed5z ||-110.757|36.413||-185.101||45924| 1106. || 1294.|| 0.310 0.328
2Cubedbxy |[|-110.757|35.904|-185.609(45924|11358.|/21798./{0.0185| 0.0799

TABLE II:G inzburg-Landau coe cients for three— avor crystalline color superconducting phases w ith various crystal
structures, describbed In Table I. isthe atwhich the transition from unpaired quark m atter to a given crystalline
phase occurs: = 0if . > 0 and the transition is second order; isgiven by M) if . < 0 and the transition
is st order. Fora rst order transition, ( ), given in M), is the m agnitude of the gap at the transition.



sis of Ref. .], evident In the large negative and

for both these crystal structures in Tabl ITI, this
should be a good starting point. W e cannot have the
tw o cubes coincident, as In that case there are vec—
tors from f£g,g and vectors from fg,g sgparated by
a 180 angle, yielding in nite posiive contributions
to both 3, and 322. So, we rotate the fg;g—cube
relative to the fg,g cube, In two di erent ways in
the 2Cubed5z and 2C ubedbxy crystal structures de—
scribed in Table I.

W eexplain explicitly In A ppendix B why translat—
Ing one cube relative to the other in position space
by a fraction of a lattice spacing does not allevi-
ate the problem : a relative rotation of the husi and
hudi condensates is required. Q ualitatively, this re—

ects the nature of the di culty that occurs when

a fg,g vector is opposite to a fg;g vector. It can
be thought of as arising because the husi and hudi
condensates both want to \use" those up quarks ly—
Ing on the sam e ring on the up Fem i surface. It
therefore m akes sense that a relative rotation is re—
quired. Q uantitatively, what we show In Appendix
B isthat doesnot change ifwe translate the husi
condensate relative to the hudi condensate.

W e see in Table Ithat in the 2Cubed45z structure,
the largest angle between vectors in fq,g and fg;g
is 1436 whereas In the 2Cubed5xy structure, that
largest angle is 1545 m eaning that the rotation we
have chosen does a less good b of keeping fq,g-
vectors away from the antipodes of fq,g vectors.
C orrespondingly, we see in Table IT that 2C ubed5xy
hasamuch larger 3,, and hence . ,and hence has
a rst order phase transition occurring at a sm aller

and wih a snaller ( ). This is an exampl
con m ing our general principle that, other things
being equal, crystalstructures in which £g;g vectors
com e closer to f£g,g vectors w ill be disfavored. A c-
cording to thisprinciple, the 2C ubed5z crystal struc—
ture should be particularly favorable as it em ploys
the relative rotation betw een the tw o cubes that does
the best possible b of keeping them apart.

W enow tum to crystal structuresw ith fewer than
16 plane waves. By having few er than 8 plane waves
in fg,g and fg;g, we are no longer optin izing the
two— avor and . However,w ih fewervectors it is
possible to keep the £g,g—and fg;g-vectors farther
away from each other’s antipodes. W e list two crys—
tal structures in which fq,g and fg;g have 6 waves
form ing octahedra. T hese are not particularly favor-
able two- avorstructures | ispositive ratherthan
being large and negative for the cube. 20 ctad5xyz
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has the sam e Jargest angle between fqg,g-and f£g;g9—
vectors as 2C ube4d5z, but is signi cantly m ore pos—
tive and make it signi cantly less favorable.
Choosing the 20 cta90xy structure instead reduces
the largest angle between fg,g- and fg;g-vectors
from 1436 to 135 , which lmproves . and . ,
but only slightly.

W e Investigate three crystal structures in which
fg,g and fg;g each contain 4 vectors. Am ong these,
the T w isted C ube is strongly disfavored by its signif-
icantly larger Jargest angle between fg,g-and fg;g9-
vectors. CubeX and 2Tet are both constructed by
choosing fqg,g and fg;g as subsets containing half
the vectors from a cube. In the 2Tet structure,
we choose the tetrahedra coincident since this does
the best b of keeping vectors In fg,g and fg;g
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 n fg,g and
fg;g are then antipodal) In the CubeX structure,
we choose the two rectangles such that their union
form s a cube, as this does the best Pb of reduc—
ng the Jargest angle between vectors in fg,g and
fg;g9; m aking the rectangles coincident would have
been the worst possbl choice. CubeX and 2Tet
have the sam e largest angle, but they di er consider-
ably in that the fq,g and f£g;g rectangles that m ake
up CubeX arem ore favorable two— avor structures
(lower and ) than the tetrahedra that m ake up
2Tet. W e see from Table II that the CubeX struc—
ture, wih only 8 vectors in total, is particularly
favorable: i is not possbl to tell from Table IT
w hether it ism ore or less favorable than 2Cubed45z,
since one has the larger w hile the other has the
larger ( ). W e shall evaluate their free energies
below, and con m that they are indeed com para—
ble, and that these two structures have the lowest
free energy of any iIn the Tables.

In the rem aining row softhe Tables, we Investigate
one crystal structure in which fg,g and fg;g each
contain 3 vectors, and two In which each contain
2 vectors. These structures all have positive . ,
and hence second order phase transitions, and so
are certainly not favored.

Inspecting the results n Table IT show s that In
all cases w here we have investigated di erent three—
avor crystal structures built from the same fq,g
and fg;g, the one wih the relative rotation be-
tween the two polyhedra that yields the smaller
largest angle between vectors in fq,g and fg;g is
favored. And, In all cases where we have investi-



gated two crystal structures w ith sam e largest an-—
gl betw een vectors in £g,g and fg;g, the one built
from them ore favorable two— avor crystal structure
is favored. W e thus nd no exceptions to the quali-
tative principles we described in Section VIC .How -
ever, these qualitative principles certainly do not
explain all the features of the results in Tabl II.
For exam ple, we have no qualitative understanding
of why 2Cubed5z and 2Cubedbxy have such sim i~
lar 3, whereas 2Cube4d5xy has a much larger s;;
as expected. For exam ple, we have no qualitative
understanding of why 33, Increases much m ore In
going from 2Cubed5xy to 2Cubed5z than it does in
going from 20 cta90xy to 20 ctad5xyz. The calcula—
tions m ust be done; the qualitative principls are a
good guide, but not a substitute.

The nalcrystalstructure that we describe is one

In which fq,g isa cube while fg;g is an octahedron,
w ith the six fg;g-vectors pointing at the centers of
the faces of the fg,g—cube. So, if the fg,g-vectors
are taken to point along the ( 1; 1; 1) directions
then the fqg;g vectors point along the positive and
negative axes. W e chose to investigate this struc-
ture because it seem s particularly symm etric and
because it has an unusually sm all largest angle be-
tw een vectors in £g,9g and £g,g given the Jarge num —
ber of vectors In total: 125:3 . Because fqg,g and
fg;g are not congruent, 6 3z and %6 3.Al
these coe cients can be found in Tablk II.W e nd

32 = 24510, 322 = 4199 and 233 = 4943: Be—
cause f§,g and f&g are not exchange symm etric,
the general argum ent that we gave In Section VIA
forwhy extremaof ( 2; 3) | ie. solutionsto the
gap equations | occurat , = 3 doesnot apply.
However, we nd that at the solution , and 3
di erby lessthan 20% . T he lJarge values of ;33 and

322 M ake this crystalstructure quite unfavorable |
even though i hasa (weak) rst orderphase transi-
tion, its free energy tums out to be com parabl only
to that ofthe 2PW structure, far above the free en—
ergy ofthe favored CubeX and 2C ube45z structures.
Furthem ore, the argum ents of Appendix A do not
apply to a crystal structure like this, m eaning that
we do not expect this solution with , 6 3 tobe
neutral. For this reason, and because it appears to
be free-energetically unfavorable anyw ay, we w illnot
nvestigate it further. W e cannot say w hether choos-
ing fg,g and fg;g to not be exchange symm etric
generically yields an unfavorable crystal structure,
as we have not investigated m any possibilities.

W e have certainly not done an exhaustive search
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of three— avor crystal structures. For example,
we have only scratched the surface in investigat-
ng structures n which fq,g9 and fg;g are not ex-
change symm etric. W e have investigated the struc—
tures that are the best that we can think of accord—
Ing to the qualitative principles described In Section
V IC .Readers should feel free to try others. W e are
con dent that In 2C ube45z we have found the m ost
favorable structure obtained by rotating one cube
relative to another. W e are not as con dent that
CubeX isthebest possble structure w ith fewer than
8+ 8 vectors.) Aswe shall see In Section VIE, how—
ever, the two m ost favorable structures that we have
found, 2Cubed45z and CubeX, are in pressively ro—
bust and do a very good Pb ofm aking the case that
three— avor crystalline color superconducting phases
are the ground state ofcold quark m atterovera w ide
range of densities. If even better crystal structures
can be found, this will only fiirther strengthen this
case.

E. Free energy com parisons

W e can now evaluate and plot the gap param eter
and freeenergy () orallthe crystalstructures
descrbed in Table I, whose G inzburg-Landau coe —
cientsaregiven in Table II.Fora given crystalstruc—

ture, () isgiven by Eq. (M), with . and .
taken from Table IT. The quadratic coe cient is
related to by Eq. ). Recallthat we havem ade
the approxin ationthat ,= 3= =M2=@8 ),
valid up to correctionsoforderM J= *.Atany valie
ofM 2= , we can evalnate ( ) and hence (),
determ ne by m Inin izing , and nally evaluate
the free energy at the minimum . T Fig. ll, we
give an exampk of () frvariousM 2= forone
crystal structure w th a rst order phase transition
(CubeX ), llustrating how the rst orderphase tran—
sition is found, and how the solving the gap equa—
tions | ie.minimizing | isfund .Weplbt
and attheminimum versusM Z= i Figs.land
B ©r som e of the crystal structures in Tables I and
IT.

T Figs.ll and M, we show two exam ples of crys—
tal structures for which the phase transition to the
unpaired state is second order: 2PW and SgX . (See
Tabl I Pr descriptions of these structures.) The
second order phase transition occurs at M 2= =
760 o= 1900MeV,where = 0. (SeeEq. I).)
W e show four exam ples of crystal structures w ith
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FIG .5: Freeenergy vs. fortheCubeX crystalstructure, describbed in Table IT, at four values ofM 52= . From top
curve to bottom curve, as judged from the left halfofthe gure,the curvesareM 52: = 240,218:61,190,and 120M &V,
corresponding to = 0233, 0:140, 0, 0:460. The rst order phase transition occurs at M 52= = 21861 M &V .The

values of and

rst order phase transitions, occurring where =

> Omeaning at someM 2= > 190:0MeV.We
show the twom ost favorable structures that we have
found: CubeX and 2Cubed45z. And, we show two ex—
am ples @RTet and 20 cta90xy) of structuresw ith rst
order phase transitions that arem ore favorable than
the structures with a second order transition, but
less favorable than CubeX and 2C ubed5z.

In Figs.ll and ll, we have chosen the interaction
strength between quarks such that the CFL gap pa—
rameteratM g = 0is (¢ = 25 M &V .However, our
results for both the gap param eters and the con-—
densation energy for any of the crystalline phases
can easily be scaled to any valuie of . We saw
In Section V that the quartic and sextic coe cients
In the G inzburg-Landau free energy do not depend
on . And, recall rom Eq. [l that  enters

only through the combination ,5c= , where

ssc = 25 gand = M2=(@ ). Thismeans that
ifwepicka % 25M &V, the curves describing the
gap param eters for the crystalline phases in Fig.Hl
are precisely unchanged ifwe rescale both the verti-

at them inin a of curves lke these are what we plot in Figs. [l andll.

caland horizontalaxes proportionalto (=25M &V .
In the case of Fig. ll, the vertical axis must be
rescaled by ( (=25 M &V )?. O f course, the weak-
coupling approxin ation , which we have
used for exam ple in sin plifying the propagators in
), v illbreak down ifwe scale | to be too large.
W e cannot evaluate up to what ( we can scale
our resuls reliably w ithout doing a calculation that
goesbeyond the weak-coupling lim it. H ow ever, such
calculations have been done for the gCFL phase in
Ref. .], w here it tums out that the gaps and con-
densation energies plotted Figs.ll and Ml scale w ith
o and 2 togood accuracy or o 40M eV with
= 500 M &V, but the scaling is signi cantly lessac—
curate or (= 100M eV .0 foourse, for  aslarge
as 100 M eV, any quark m atter In a com pact star is
likely to be In the CFL phase. Less sym m etrically
paired quark m atter, which our results suggest is in
a crystalline color superconducting phase, w illoccur
In com pact starsonly if ( is smaller, n the range
w here our results can be expected to scale well
The qualitative behavior of at smallerM 2= ,

S

well to the left of the unpaired/crystalline phase
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FIG .6: Gap param eter versusM 52=

for three— avor crystalline color superconducting phases w ith various crystal

structures. T he crystal structures are describbed in Table I1.For com parison, we also show the CFL gap param eter and

the gCFL gap param eters 1, 2 and

3 .,.]. R ecall that the splitting between Femm i surfaces is proportional

to M 52= , and that sm all (large) M 52= corresponds to high (low) density.

transitions in F ig. M, can easily be understood. The
quadratic, quartic and sextic coe cients in the free
energy M) are (), c = o= “and . =

o = %.If tendedtoaconstantatsnall ,then
the solution i that m nin izes would be pro—
portional to . SecEq.IB. In fact, from W)
we see that / log at snall , meaning that,
according to ), . should vanish slightly m ore
slow Iy than linearasM 2= / ! 0,asim Figh
And, since the ’'s vanish for ! 0, so do the
condensation energies of F ig. M.

Fig.ll can be used to evaluate the validity of
the G inzburg-Landau approxin ation. T he sin plest
criterion is to com pare the ’'s for the crystalline
phases to the CFL gap param eter (. This is the
correct criterion In the vicihity of the 2nd order
phase transition point, where =M2=8) 0.
W ell to the kft, i ism ore appropriate to com pare
the ’s for the crystalline phase to =M 2=@8 ).
By either criterion, we see that all the crystal struc—
turesw ith rst orderphase transitions (incliding the

two that are m ost favored) have ’s that are large
enough that the G inzburg-Landau approxim ation is
at the edge of its dom ain of validity, a resul which
we expected based on the generalargum ents In Sec—
tion V IA .Note that the G inzburg-Landau approxi-
m ation is controlled for those structuresw ith second
order phase transitions only near the second order
phase transition, again a resul that can be argued
for on generalgrounds.

Fig.ll m akes m anifest one of the central conclu—
sions of our work. T he three— avor crystalline color
superconducting phases w ith the two m ost favored
crystal structures that we have found are robust
by any m easure. T heir condensation energies reach
abouthalfthat ofthe CFL phaseatM ¢ = 0, rem ark—
able given that in the CF L phase pairing occurs over
the whole of all three Fem 1 surfaces. C orrespond—
ingly, these two crystal structures are favored over
the w ide range ofM 2= seen in Fig.ll and given in
Eq. B.

Taken literally, Fig.ll indicates that within the
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FIG.7: Free energy versusM 52: for the three— avor crystalline color superconducting phases w ith various crystal

structures whose gap param eters are plotted in Fig.ll. The crystal structures are described in Table II.Recall that
the gCFL phase is known to be unstable, m eaning that in the regin e where the gCFL phase free energy is plotted,
the true ground state of three— avor quark m atter m ust be som e phase whose free energy lies below the dashed line.
W e see that the three— avor crystalline color superconducting quark m atter phases w ith the m ost favorable crystal
structures that we have und, nam ely 2Cube45z and CubeX described in [l and M), have su ciently robust
condensation energy (su ciently negative ) that they are candidates to be the ground state of three— avor quark
m atter over a w ide swath ofM 52= , m eaning over a w ide range of densities.

regine W) of the phase diagram occupied by crys-  gram , and that their free energies are sin ilar enough
talline color superconducting quark m atter, the to each other that it will take a beyond-G inzburg—
2Cube45z phase is favored at lower densities and Landau calculation to com pare them reliably.
the CubeX phase is favored at higher densities. A -
though, as detailed In Sections VIC and VID, we
do have qualitative argum ents why 2Cubeddz and 11 coNCLUSIONS, M PLICATIONS,AND
CubeX are favored over other phases, we have no FUTURE W ORK
qualitative argum ent w hy one should be favored over
the other. And, we do not trust that the G Inzburg-
Landau approxin ation is su ciently quantitatively
reliable to trust the conclusion that one phase is fa-
vored at higher densities while the other is favored
at owerones. W e would rather leave the readerw ith
the conclusion that these are the two m ost favorable
phases we have found, that both are robust, that
the crystalline color superconducting phase ofthree—
avor quark m atterw ith one crystal structure orthe
other occupies a wide swath ofthe QCD phase dia—

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 approxin a—
tion. O ur central resuls are shown i Figs.l andll.
D escriptions of the crystal structures that we have
investigated, together w ith the coe cients for the
G inzburgLandau free energy W) for each struc—
ture, are given In Tables I and II.

W ehave found tw o qualitative rules that guide our



understanding ofw hat crystal structures are favored
in three- avor crystalline quark m atter. First, the
hudi and husi condensates separately should be cho—
sen to have favorable free energies, as evaliated in
the two— avorm odel of R ef. .]. Second, the hudi
and husi condensates should be rotated relative to
each other in such a way as to m axin ize the an—
gles betw een the w ave vectors describbing the crystal
structure of the hudi condensate and the antipodes
of the wave vectors describing the husi condensate.
T his second qualitative rule can be understood as
m inin izing the \com petition" between the two con—
densates for up quarks on the up Fem i surface, as
rst elicidated In a sin pler setting In Ref. .].

F ig.l show s that overm ost of the range ofM 2=
w here it was once considered a possibility, the gCF L
phase can be replaced by a much more favorable
three— avor crystalline color superconducting phase.
However, F ig.ll also indicates that it ishard to nd
a crystal structure which yields a crystalline phase
that has lower free energy than the gCFL phase at
the lowest values ofM ?= (highest densities) in the
\gCFL window ", closest to the CFL! gCFL transi
tion. Thisnarrow w indow where thegCFL curve re—
m ainsthe lowest curve in F ig.Jll is therefore them ost
likely place in the QCD phase diagram in which to

nd the gCF L phase augm ented by current-carrying
m eson condensates descrbbed in Refs. ., ]l. Ex—
cept within this window, the crystalline color su-—
perconducting phases w ith either the CubeX or the
2Cubed5z crystalstructure provide an attractive res—
olution to the instability of the gCFL phase.

T he three- avor crystalline color superconducting
phasesw ith the CubeX and 2Cube45z crystal struc—
tures have condensation energiesthat can be as large
as half that of the CFL phase. This robustness
m akes them the lowest free energy phase that we
know of, and hence a candidate for the ground state
0ofQCD, over a wide range of densities. To give a
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sense of the in plications of the range of M 52= over
which crystalline color superconductivity is favored,

given by Eq. ) and shown i Fig.l, if we sup-
possthat o= 25Me&V and M g = 250 M €V, the

window W) transhtesto 240M eV < < 847M &V .
W ith these choices of param eters, then, the lower
part of this range of  (higher part of the range of
M Z= ) is certainly superseded by nuclkar m atter.

And, the high end of this range extends far beyond

the 500 M eV characteristic of the quark m at—
ter at the densities expected at the very center of
com pact stars. O ur result therefore suggests that if
com pact stars have quark m atter cores, it is entirely

reasonable to suppose that the entire quark m atter
core could be In a crystalline color superconducting

phase. O foourse, if ¢ is larger, say 100M eV, the
entire quark m atter core could be In the CF L phase.

And, there are reasonable values of (¢ and M ¢ for
w hich the outer Jayer ofa possible quark m atter core

would be In a crystalline phase whilke the inner core

would not. W edonot know ( andM ¢ wellenough

to answ er the question ofw hat phases of quark m at—
ter occur In com pact stars. H ow ever, our results add

the possibility that asm uch as allofthe quark m at-
ter In a com pact star could be in a crystalline color

superconducting phase to the m enu of options that

m ust ultim ately be w Innow ed by confrontation w ith

astrophysical observations.

W ehave identi ed two particularly favorable crys—
tal structures, using the qualitative rules described
above and by direct calculation. W e do not believe
that our G inzburg-Landau approxim ation is su —
cilently accurate to trust its determm ination of which
of these two structures is m ore favorable. For this
reason, we wish to leave the reader with a picture
ofboth the 2Cube45z and CubeX crystalstructures
In position space. In the 2C ube45z phase, the color-

avor and position space dependence of the conden—
sate, de ned n @) and @), is given by
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2 2
CF (x) i 3= 2 2ij2 OOS; x + v+ z) + CDS; ( x+ v+ z)
#
2 2
+ cos— x y+z)+tcos— ( x y+ z)
a a
" @87)
2 — 2 P-
+ 3 3ij 2  COsS— 2x+ z + cos— 2y + z
a a
#
2 — 2 —
+ cos— 2y+ z + cos— 2x+ z ;
a a

where and (1 and j) are color ( avor) indices
and w here
o
3 4:536
a= = = (88)
a 1:764M 2

is the lattice spacing of the facecentered cubic
crystal structure. For exampl, wih M 2= =
100;150;200 M &V the lattice spacing is a =
72;48;36 fin . Eq. [l can equivalently be w ritten
as

cr ®) 3= 2 2135 2@+ 3 3135 3@
(89)
wih @) providing the expressions for , (r) and

3 (). A threedin ensionalcontourplot that can be

cr X) 5 5= 2 2152

nw

315 2

W e provide a depiction of this condensate in F ig.H.

The gap param eter is large enough in both the
2Cube45z and CubeX phases that the G nzburg-
Landau approxin ation that we have used to cbtain
our results is being pushed to the lim its of its valid—
ity. T herefore, although we expect that the qualita—
tive lessonsthat we have leamed about the favorabil-

2 2
cos— K+ y+ z)+ cos— ( x
a a

2
cos— (
a

seen as depicting either 5 (r) or 3 (r) separately
can be found in Ref. .]. W e have not found an
Inform ative way of depicting the entire condensate
in a single contour plot. Note also that in M) and
below in our description of the CubeX phase, we
m ake an arbitrary choice for the relative position of

3(@) and , ().W e show in Appendix B that one
can be transhted relative to the other at no cost
in free energy. O f course, as we have investigated
in detail in Section V I, rotating one relative to the
other changes the G Inzburg-L.andau coe cients 3,
and 322 and hence the free energy.

In the CubeX phase, the color- avor and position
soace dependence of the condensate is given by

#
y+ z)
# (90)

2
X+ y+ z)+ cos— X y+ z)
a

iy of crystalline phases in three- avor quark m atter
are valid, and expect that the relative favorability of
the 2Cubed5z and CubeX structures and the qual-
fative size of their and condensation energy are

trustw orthy, we do not expect quantitative reliabil-
iy of our results. There is therefore strong m oti-
vation to analyze crystalline color superconducting
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FIG .8: The CubeX crystalstructure ofEq. ). The gure extends from 0 to a=2 i the x, y and z directions. Both

2 (r) and 3 (r) vanish at the horizontalplane. ; (r) vanishes on the darker vertical planes, and 3 (r) vanishes
on the lighter vertical planes. O n the upper (lower) dark cylinders and the lower (upper) two sm all comers of dark
cylinders, (@)= +33 ( 2@ = 33 ).0n theupper (lower) lighter cylinders and the lower (upper) two sn all
comers of lighter cylinders, 3(r)= 33 ( 3 ()= +33 ). Notethat the largest valueofj 1 (r)jis4 , occurring
along lines at the centers of the cylinders. The lattice spacing is a when one takes Into account the signs of the
condensates; ifone looks only at j 1 (r)7 the lattice spacing isa=2. a isgiven in [lll). In M and hence in this qure,
we have m ade a particular choice for the relative position of 3 (r) versus », (r). W e show In Appendix B that one
can be translated relative to the other w ith no cost in free energy.

quark m atterw ith these two crystalstructuresw ith— crystalline color superconducting core on the rate
out m aking a G inzburg-Landau approxin ation. It at which a neutron star cools by neutrino em ission.
w illbe very interesting to see w hether the G lnzburg— T he speci ¢ heat of crystalline color superconduct—
Landau approxin ation underestin ates and the Ing quark m atter is linear with T because of the
condensation energy for the crystalline phases w ith presence of gapless quark excitations at the bound-—
CubeX and 2Cube4d5z crystal structures, as it does aries of the regions In m om entum space w here there
forthemuch sin pler 2PW structure (nhwhich ; (v) are unpaired quarks .]. Calculating the heat ca—
and 3 (r) are each single plane waves) .]. pacity ofthe CubeX and 2C ube4d5z structures should
Even prior to having a beyond-G inzburg-Landau therefore yield only quantitative changes relative to
analysis available, having an ansatz (actually, two that or unpaired quark m atter, unlke in the gCFL
ansatze) for the crystal structure and a good qual- case where the heat capacity is param etrically en—
fFative guide to the scale of and () should hanced .]. The neutrino em issivity should tum
allow signi cant progress toward the calculation of out to be signi cantly suppressed relative to that
astrophysically relevant observables. For example, In unpaired quark m atter. The evaluation of the
i would be Interesting to evaluate the e ects of a phase space fordirect URCA neutrino em ission from



the CubeX and 2Cubed45z phases w illbe a nontriv—
ial calculation, given that them ally excied gapless
quarks occur only on patches of the Fermm i surfaces,
separated by the (m any) pairing rings. (T he direct
URCA processesu+ e! s+ ands! u+ e+
require s, u and e to allbe within T ofa place in
mom entum space w here they are gapless and at the
sam e tine to havepy + pe = ps towithin T . Here,
T keV is very am all com pared to all the scales
relevant to the description of the crystalline phase
itselfl)

Beginning w ith Ref. .], one of the m otivations
for the study of crystalline color superconducting
quark m atter hasbeen the possibility that, ifpresent
w ithin the core of a com pact star, it could provide
a region w ithin which rotationalvortices are pinned
and hence a locus for the origin of (some) pulsar
glitches. O r, the presence of crystalline quark m at—
ter w thin neutron stars could be ruled out if it pre—
dicts glitch phenom enology in qualitative disagree—
m ent w ith that observed.

There are two key m icrophysical properties of
crystalline quark m atter that m ust be estim ated be-
fore glitch phenom enology can be addressed. The

rst isthe pinning force. E stin ating thisw ill require
analyzing how the CubeX and 2Cube45z respond
when rotated. W e expect vortices to form , and ex—
pect the vortices to be pinned at the intersections of
the nodalplanes at w hich condensates vanish. Ana—
Iyzing the vortices In three— avor crystalline phases
w illbe nontrivial. O ne com plication is that because
baryon num ber current can be carried by gradients
In the phase of either the husi crystalline conden—
sate or the hudi condensate or both, and the m ost
favorable vortex or vortices that form upon rotating
the CubeX and 2C ubed5z phasesw illhave to be de—
term Ined. A nother com plication arises because the
vortex core size, 1= , isonly a factorofthree to four
an aller than the lattice spacing a. Thism eans that
the vortices cannot be thought of as pinned by an
unchanged crystal; the vortices them selvesw illqual-
fFatively deform the crystalline condensate in their
vicinity.

The second m icrophysical quantity that is re—
quired is the shearm odulus of the crystal. A fter all,
if vortices are wellpinned but the crystalline con—
densate can easily deform under shear stress, the
vortices w ill be able to m ove regardless of the pin—
ning force. G litches occur if vortices are pinned and
Inm obil whilk the spinning pulsar’s angular veloc—
ity slow s over years, w ith the glitch being triggered
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by the catastrophic unpinning and m otion of long—
Inm obile vortices. In order to inm obilize vortices,
and hence m ake glitches a possibility, both the pin-
ning force and the shearm odulusm ust be su cient.
T he shearm odulus can be related to the coe cients
in the low energy e ective theory that describes the
phonon m odes of the crystal .,.,.]. Thise ec—
tive theory has been analyzed, w ith is coe cients
calculated, for the tw o— avor crystalline color super—
conductor w ith face-centered cubic sym m etry i].
Extending this analysis to three- avor crystalline
color superconducting phases w ith the 2Cubedbz
and CubeX crystalstructures is a priority for future
work.
Now that we have two wellm otivated candi-
dates for the favored crystal structure of the three—
avor crystalline color superconducting phase ofcold
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 rotational vortices in these structures.
T hese are the prerequisites to determ ining w hether
observations of pulsar glitches can be used to rule
out (or in) the presence of quark m atter In the crys—
talline color superconducting phase w ithin com pact
stars.
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APPENDIX A:NEUTRALITY OF
SOLUTIONS W ITH 2= 3

In Section VIA, we gave a general analysis of
the free energy 2; 3). We showed that ifwe

write ( 5; 3)as 2( rcos ; ,sin ) the fiee en—
ergy takes the orm W), and therefore has extrem a
only at = =4 Mnhamely ., = 3 = r) Or

= 0; =2 (nhamely a two avor crystalline phase
wih only one 1 nonzero). As we have explained
in Section IID , in the strict G nzburg-Landau lm it



in which = ! 0 any solution ( ,; 3) isneu—
tral. (T he argum ent is that choosing .= M 2=@4 )
as In neutral unpaired quark m atter su ces since,
unlke BC S superconductivity, crystalline color su-—
perconductivity does not require any m odi cation
ofthe unpaired Fermm im om enta prior to pairing and
since In the G nzburg-Landau lim i the m odi ca—
tions to num ber densities due to the pairing iself
vanishes.) In this Appendix, we take a an all step
away from the strict G inzburg-Landau lin it. W e as—
sum e that . is sm all, but do not work in the lim it
In which it vanishes. W e then show that the only
solutions with . = M ?=(@ ) and, consequently,
2= 3= = MZ=@ ) which are electrically
neutral are those with , = 3= . The two-
avor crystalline phases with only one 1 nonzero
are not neutral In three— avor quark m atter.

The result of this Appendix allow s us to neglect
solutions which have only one 1 nonzero. This is
fortunate, because there arem any two— avor crystal
structures for which the sextic coe cient  is neg—
ative, m eaning that to sextic order the G inzburg-
Landau potential ( 5; 3) offen has rmunaway di-
rections along the , and 3 axes .]. Further-
more, if the coe cient multplying sin 2 in W) is
negative, for example if and are both negative
while 3, and 35, areboth positive as isthe case for
both the CubeX and the 2C ube45z crystalstructures
on which we focus, then the extremum of ( 5; 3)
that we ndwih , = 3 appearsto be a local
maxinum with respect to variation of away from

=4 while keeping . xed. W e show in this Ap-
pendix that upon xihg .= M 2= ) any solution
wih , & 3 is not neutral. For this reason, all
these com plications can be neglcted, and we are
correct to cusonly on solutionswith ,= 3.

The more formal way to proceed would be to
de ne an  jeutral( 25 3), Obtained by varying
(@nd 3 and g too) at a given value of the 's
In order to obtain neutrality, and then nding
and 3 that minim ize Leutra1( 27 3). W e have
done a partial version of this investigation in a few
cases and have found that, asexpected, jeutral dOes
haveam ninum with . very closetoM ?=(@ ) and

2 very close to 3. A full exploration in this
vein requires evaluating the G inzburg-Landau co—
e clents w ithout assum ing 2 3 and, more
challenging, requires reform ulating our analysis to
Include nonzero 3 and g.W e have not attem pted
the latter, and i is in this sense that our prelim i~
nary investigation referred to above was \partial".
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W e leave this to future work, and tum now to the
prom ised derivation of the neutrality of solutions
with ,= 3and .=MZ2=@4 ).

W e shallonly consider crystalstructures forwhich
f§,g9 and f§3g are exchange symm etric, as this is
the symm etry that allow s the free energy to have
extrem a along the Iine , = 3. Recallthatby ex—
change sym m etric we m ean that there is a sequence
ofrigid rotationsand re ectionsw hich when applied
to allthe vectors iIn £q,g and fg,g together has the
e ect of exchanging £§,g9 and f§,g.) Because we
wish toevalnate@ =@ .at =M =@ ),wemust
restore . to our expression for the free energy ,
rather than setting i to M =@ ) from the begin-
ning. Recallfrom W) that crystaline IS the sum of
the free energy for unpaired quark m atter, which we
know satis es@ unpairea=@ o= 0at o= M 2= ),

and ( 2; 3).Upon restoring the -dependence,
the latter is given by
(eI"Z; 3):
22
— P ( 2) 5+P ( 3) 3
1 1 1 1
tS —3 2 2t —3 3 3+t 2 5 3
2 2 3 3 2
1 1 1
+ = 2 s+ —5 3 5+ 233( 27 3) 5 3
3 2 3

@1

where , and 3 can no longer be taken to be
equal, as they are given by

_e
2
M Z o

- =, 2
2 2 > A2)

which in particularm eans that

@ 3 @

@3)

@ e @ .

N

Because f§,g9 and f§s;g are exchange symm etric,
2 = 3 = and 2 = 3 = Because
2 £ 3 however, the coe cients 322 and 233
are not equal and, furthem ore, their ( ,; 3)-
dependence cannot be factored out as in W) or
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P b.b, . d.e. £, a
233 = (3=2)  Kuysudua @37957937;95;95;93) where

M), The coe cient 33, depends on , and
3 tprough is dependence on Kygusus: 322 = K ysudug has the same om as ) except that
(3=2) Kudusus @2795/a579579;3793). Kuausus 35 and 3 are interchanged. Using the de nitions [l
given n ). Note that is dependence and W), one can con m that {ll) reducesto )
on , and 3 comes va q, 242 ifwetake ,= 3 andhence 332 = 233.
and q; = 343 In addition to the ex- W enow di erentiate given in (M) w ith respect
plicit dependence visbl in W), Sinilarly to .,noting M), obtaining
|
A\l
@ @ d @R d 2 d d
_ 2 3+—2P (3)§ (2)2_'__32_3431
(G @ ,d e @ 3de d s d 2 2 3
1 1 2 2 4 6 4 6
2 5 3 2 2 3§ #2332 33° 4
+} @ 233( 27 3) @ 233( 27 3) 2 +} @ 322( 25 3) @ 3220( 25 3) 4 2
3 e s e 2 3 e e 20
@A 4)
W eshallonly evaluate @ =@ . atvaluesof ; and 3 which are solutionsto the gap equations@ =@ ,= 0

and @ =@
@ =@ cat .= MZ=@4 ), where ,= 3=
circum stances, the term s involving

3 = 0, meaning that the rst two term s in {ll) vanish. Furthem ore, we shall only evaluate
, and at solutions for which , = 3.
, 2, 32 and , vanish and ) becom es

Under these

@ % B3z @33 @3 @ g
= — o @5)
Q@ . w2 3 @ 3 @ > @ 3 @
=750 2 3 m in 2 3
I
W e argue that this vanishes as ollows. Consider every tem @K yausus (qg;qg’;qg;qg;qg;q"g1 =R 5.
a particular tem that contrbutes to @ 35,=Q@ 5, occurring In @ 3,,=@ ,, there is a correspond-
@K uausus @3;957a8795/95793)=€ 2. This s a g tem  @Kysuaua @7a8;a%;95:q5793)=C 3
com plicated integral of a fiinction which depends occurring n Q@ ,33=@ 3 such that
on the unit momentum vectors @3;49;45:45743)  CKusuaua @2;aBiadiaSialiad)=6 5 is related
andon , and 3.From rotationalinvariance,we g @Kudusus(q?;qé’;q%;qi;qﬁ;qéF@ , by the

know that the value of the integral can depend on
the relative orientation of the uni m om entum vec—
torsandon , and 3 butmustbe independent of
comm on rotations of all the unit vectors. Now, all
the crystal structures that we consider are exchange
sym m etric, m eaning that for every quintuple ofunit
momentum vectors, (@%;4%;45;45;43) wih the
rst chosen from fg;g and the Jast four chosen from
fq,g there exists a quintuple (@5;43;45:45:43)
w ith the st chosen from fqg,g and the last four
chosen from fg;g such that the unit vectors in
each of these two quintuples have the sam e relative
ordlentation am ong them selves. T hism eans that for

interchange of -, and 3. Consequently, for

2 = 3 the two contributions cancel pair by
pair when we evaluate @ 3,,=Q@ @ 233=Q@ 3
or @ 32=@ 3 @233=@ ,. In this way, the
right hand side of [l vanishes, as we set out
to show. W e conclide that solutions to the gap
equations with , = 3 and . = MZ2=(4)
meaning ;= 3 are neutral.

Tt is easy to see that the cancellations required
In the proof of neutrality do not occur for solutions
wih , % 3.Forexampl, ollow ing a derivation
analogousto that above, we nd that a solution w ith

2 = 0and only 3 nonzero is neutralwih . =



M =@ ) only if

@ ( 3) 2
Pi
e 5 °

3 4
3 3
3 3

a condition which hasno reason to be satis ed. The
study of soutionswih , 6 ;5 therefre requires
that they be constructed from the beginning with

2 6 s and with . xed by the neutrality con—
dition. W e leave this to fuiture work, focussing in
Section VI on solutionswith , = 3 which, we
have proved here, are neutral.

APPEND IX B:TRANSLATING husi
RELATIVE TO mudiDOES NOT AV O ID
REPULSION

W e have seen In Section V Ithat crystalstructures
n which a vector from fg,g and a vector from fg;g
makea 180 angl are strongly disfavored, wih in —
nite quartic and sextic G inzburg-Landau coe cients

32 and 3. Suppose we consider a structure like
that in which f£g,g and f£g,g are coincident cubes, a
disastrous choice. The way that we have in proved
upon this disastrous choice in Section VID isto ro—
tate one cube relative to the other. Indeed, if we
choose a 45 rotation about an axis perpendicular
to a face ofthe cube, we obtain the 2C ubed45z struc—
ture which is one of the two crystal structures that
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we nd to bem ost favorable. In this A ppendix, we
ask whetherwe can instead avoid the in nie freeen—
ergy cost of antipodal pairs by transhting 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 fiirthemm ore show that the
G Inzburg-Landau free energy that we have evalu—
ated does not change if the hudi condensate is trans-
lated relative to the husi condensate.
Corregponding to each fg;g in m om entum space
we get a functiop 1 (r) aJ'n position space which
variesas 1 () - e?¥: I, Toanalyzethee ects
oftranshting ; (r) rehtiveto 3 (v), i ishelpfiulto
restore the notation of #¥) wih (g ¢) representing
the gap param eter corresponding to the m om entum

component g3 . , (r) or 3 (r) can then be w ritten
as
X i
1(0) = @3)e”d T ®B1)
as
Translating ; (r) in the A direction by a distance s

corresoonds to the transform ation 5 (r) ! 2 (r
sft) which multipliesseach (@ 3) in the sum in [l
by a di erent phase factor exp[ 2is¢f 1n]. This
is not just an (irrelevant) overall phase m ultiplying

2 (r) because it depends on the m om entum com po—
nent. The gap equation for the , com ponents, as
in W), is now given by

(@})e?% 1 = > @)™ " 5 @3ia3)
X b c dy . 2is@) gS+qg3)n b, c. . d. a
+ @) a3) @,)e J3131 @3795795:95) @ gs+qd g3 ®2)
a%asas
< #
} b c dy.2isq§ # b, c. . d..a
+ > @3) @3) (a3)e J1213 @37937/95795) g qS+qd g3
b CHd
gfasas

where we have worked only to cubic order. U sing
@b &+ af = g we conclude that the phase fac—
tor in front of the J3131 (@5;95;95;95) term is sim -
ply expRis(@3) n]. In addition, we saw that for
at £+ gf = a tohold weneed to have g = of
and g = g3 . This m akes the phase factor in front

ofJ1213 @3795795793) also exp Ris(@3) n]. W e con-
clude that (up to cubic order) the gap equation for
each (g 3) sinply picks up an overallphase. The
sam e Istrue forthe gap equation foreach (@ 3).We
therefore conclude that the free energy is unchanged
up to quarticorderwhen ; (r) istranslated relative



to 3 (r). This guarantees that such a translation
cannot alleviate the large 3, arising from antipo-
dal (or near antipodal) pairs of m om enta occurring
n fg,g and fg,;g. This argum ent can easily be ex—
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tended to include the sextic term s in the free energy;
they too areunchanged when ; (r) istranslated rel-
ativeto 3 ().
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