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ABSTRACT :A quantisation of chiral sym m etry w ithin the Skym e crystal is car-
ried out. The de nition of global isogoin in the crystal is explored, and found to be
am biguous. H owever, the state corresponding to a neutron crystal is identi ed, and
the leading quantum correction to the classicalm ass is com puted. The resuls are
com pared to those ofK banov for a crystal of whole skym ions.

1 Introduction

T he Skym em odel ] hashad considerabl qualitative success in describing both single nuckon
properties and the nuckon-nuckon interaction [, f§, [4]. This has prom pted speculation as to
w hether the m odel m ight not also provide a reasonable description of dense nuclkar m atter,
such asm ay exist In the interior of a neutron star. The idea of using a skym lon crystal for
this purpose was rst raised by K Eobanov ﬁ]. T here is som e debate as to whether or not an
ordered crystalline state is energetically preferable to a disordered neutron super uid at high
densities ]. K ¥banov considered a sin ple cubic array of skym ions, appropriately rotated to
ensure m axin al attraction between each skymm ion and its six nearest neighbours. Subsequent
Investigations ﬂ, E] of this crystal revealed a phase transition: at high densities, the crystal
becom es a boc array of halfskym ions (this was rst realised by M anton and G oldhaber E],
who also identi ed an additional symm etry). The energy m Inin um occurs In this high-density
phase. D i erent crystal sym m etries w ere then tried [E]. T he lowest energy con guration know n
consists of a sin ple cubic lattice ofhalfskym ions @, @]. W hile it cannot rigorously be proved
that this is indeed the lowest energy possble in the Skymm e m odel, i seam s very lkely that it
is. The energy cbtained is only 3.8% above the unreachabl topological lower bound ]. We
therefore refer to it as \the" Skym e crystal.
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Before the Skym e crystal can be used to describbe nuclear m atter in a neutron star, is
global isospin must be quantised to ensure ekectrical neutrality. It is generally agreed that a
propertreatm ent ofthe Skym em odelasa quantum eld theory isextrem ely di cult. Instead, a
sam iclassical quantisation isusually perform ed E], w hereby the classical degrees of freedom ofa
given m ode are treated as collective coordinates. thus reducing them odelto a nite-dim ensional
quantum m echanics. T he conventional w isdom is that 6N degrees of freedom are required to
describe a system containing N nuclkons (the sam e num ber as would be required to describe
6 widely separated skym ions). For the Skym e crystal, global isospin rotations should give
the Jargest single quantum oorrection to the classical m ass. T he global rotation of an in nite
crystalrequires iIn nite energy; however a global isogoin rotation requiresonly a nite am ount of
energy per baryon . K banov calculated the isorotationalenergy ofhis crystal, but thishas so far
been neglected for the m ninum energy Skym e crystal. T here are som e unresolved problem s:
skyrmm ion crystals predict too high a density for nuclkarm atter, and the rem ainder of the kinetic
energy m ay be su cient to unbind the crystal. Tt is therefore one of the ain s ofthis letter to see
how K lbanov’s results arem odi ed for the true Skym e crystal. T he classical Skym e crystalis
already know n to have a higher binding energy and a lower density than K obanov’s crystal. W e

nd that this tendency is even m ore heavily em phasised after the quantisation of global isospin,
so that it would seem very unlkely that the Skym e crystal could becom e unbound. A 1so, this
(rather lim ited) quantisation already leads to a 25% oorrection to the classical density. The
quantisation of the rem ainder ofthe 6N m odes W hich probably corresoond to soft isogpin and
vibrational waves) is an extrem ely di cult problem , but the resuls of the present calculation
Indicate that tackling i m ay prove worthw hile.

W e also desire to Investigate the m eaning of global isospin in an In nite crystal. Isosoin is
conventionally de ned In the Skym em odelasan SO (3) rotation ofthepion eldsonly. H owever,
the full symm etry of the Skym e Lagrangian is som ewhat larger: chiral SU 2); SU @2); =
SO (4). Thisisusually broken for nie energy con gurationsby the necessity of setting the eld
to a constant value at spatialin niy (conventionally U ! lasr ! 1 ). However, thiscondition
does not apply to an in nite crystal. A lso, i has been argued [E, E] that the high density
halfskym ion phase of the Skym e crystal corregoonds to a restoration of chiral sym m etry. In
this case, there is no natural way to select the diagonal subgroup corresponding to isospin.
This would not m atter if all the elds transform ed In the sam e way under the crystal point
groups. Unrtunately, however, they do not: one eld is singled out. T he spectrum cbtained
by quantising global isospin is therefore degpendent on whether or not this eld is lnclided in the
diagonal subgroup . A unigque energy spectrum can only be obtained by quantising the fullchiral
(SO (4)) symm etry. However, the interpration of isogpin in these energy states is am biguous, if
Indeed it can bem eaningfiilly de ned at all. Thisproblem was not considered by K Ebanov for



his crystal (though it should also arise), as his calculation had a particular de nition of isospin
built In from the start. T he present letter therefore represents the rst attem pt to address these

issues.
2 Calculations
In dim ensionless units, the Skym e Lagrangian densiy is @]
L= ETlf(L L)+ iTJS(EL ;LOIL ;LD @)
2 16 ’ T

wherel, = UYQR U andU = + i : istheSU (2)wvalued scalar ed ( ; arethePaulim atrices).
In these units the topological Iower bound is 12 2 perbaryon.

W e will begin by considering standard SO (3) isospin, and then generalise to SO (4) at the
m ost convenient point. A global isospin rotation ofa Skym e eld U isde ned

U T AU ®)AY; @)

where A isan arbirary SU (2) m atrix. T his corresponds to an SO (3) rotation ofthe pion elds
®)7T D @) ®),whereD @) istheSO (3) m atrix associated toA viaD @) 35 = %Tr( ;A 5AY).
T his transform ation is now allowed to depend on tin e

U &;t)= A (OUo ®)AY (); ©)

giving rise to kinetic term s in the Lagrangian. T he com ponents of A are often treated directly
as collective coordinates E], but we will instead ollow the procedure of @] by de ning the
body— xed angular velocity ! for isorotations to be

lt=A"A5 @)

wherety = % i. Them om entum conjugate to the angularvelocity ! w illthen be the body— xed
angular m om entum In iso-space.

Substituting ﬁ) and @) Into the Lagrangian density ), the kinetic energy of the Skym e

crystal is
1
ngvij!i!j (5)
where
z 1
vy = dx 2T U0 Y[550]
1
+ —Tr UY[4ULUYRUIUY[ 45U UY@U ] (6)
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is the isospin nertia tensor.



E quation E) can now be generalised to SO (4) rotations of the elds

1

T = Ev(ij)(kbl @ ! i )

w here each of the indices runs from 0 to 3. Each of the pairs (ij) is antisym m etric under the
Interchange of the two indices, while the m atrix V is symm etric w ith respect to its Youblk’
Indices. W e choose to labelV by the pairs (01), (02), (03), 23), 31) and (12), in that order.
M ost elem ents of V ;3 1) can be calculated using the SO 3) omula (§). The few rem aining
elem ents are the cases w here all four Indices are di erent. T hey can be com puted by considering
the case of m otion of constant (out di erent) velociy in two orthogonal planes, and selecting
out the cross-tem s.

The form of the inertia tensor V is strongly constrained by the symm etry of the Skym e
crystal. T here are two kinds of point about which the Skym e crystalhas cubic sym m etry: the
centres of the halfskym ions (where the baryon densiy is peaked), and the points where the
tomers’ of the deform ed halfskym ions m eet (Where the baryon density is zero). The eld
transform ations associated w ith either point group are su cient to de ne the crystal. Kugler
and Shtrikm an @] found the crystal eldsby de ning one point group, w riting down the m ost
general Fourier expansion consistent w ith this sym m etry, and then determ ining the coe cients
num erically by m Inin ising the energy. In an independent study, C astillep et al. @] discovered
that right at the energy m Inin um , the crystal elds are extram ely well approxin ated by analytic
formulae

= sih sh sh
r

1 1 1
. = oS 1 = oog — o + — oo oos? (8)
2 2 3
and cyclically for ; and 3. = £, = <L and = %, wherel isthe lattice param eter.

These form ulae are a three dim ensional analogue of an exact two din ensional solution for the
non lnear m odel. Since these ©orm ulae encapsulate the sym m etry of the crystal, which is the
m ost in portant feature for our purposes, we adopt them for convenience. The form given in
E quation ﬁ) assum es the origin to be at the centre of the second point group m entioned above,
but the symm etry w ith respect to the rst point group can easily be found by applying the
translation x; 7 x;+ L=2 to these elds.

The full cubic point group consists of forty eight elem ents, which can be divided into ten
equivalence classes, each corresoonding to a particular physical symm etry of a cube. A ssoci-
ated to each elem ent g of the cubic group, there is a linear transform ation of the eldsD (g),
where D () is a 4 4 matrix. The matrices D (g) de ne a 4-din ensional representation of
the group. Surprisihgly, the eld transform ations associated w ith the two point groups of the
Skym e crystal correspond to di erent representations of the cubic group. T he cubic group has



ten irreduchble representations (irreps), four ofwhich are 1-din ensional, two 2-dim ensional and
four 3-din ensional. T he representation form ed by the crystal sym m etry (for either point group)
is 4-din ensional, and m ust therefore be reducbl. For the rst point group (about centres of
halfskym ions), the representation can be decom posed into the trivial 1-dim ensional irrep and
a 3-din ensional irrep (the latter corresponding to the transfom ations of the C artesian axes
under the cubic group). For the second point group, the representation decom poses nto two
1-din ensional irreps (one of which is the trivial representation) and a 2-din ensional irrep.

The crystal elds display a higher degree of sym m etry w ith respect to the st point group
than to the second. The rst point group therefore Im poses stronger constraints on the form of
the nertia tensor (including the conditions in posed by the second). T he decom position into a
1-din ensional and a 3-din ensional irrep singles out one direction in isogpace. There are thus
two principal m om ents of inertia, one for iso-rotations purely w ithin the 3-dim ensional irrep
B ), and one for isorotations which m ix thetwo @A).

This analysis is con m ed by num erical com putation. The principal m om ents of inertia

depend on the lattice param eter L

A 6:6667L° + 69:4944L,; ©)

B 9:3333L° + 74:9876L :

A 11 spatial integrations were perform ed over one unit cell. T his is necessary to ensure that the
11l sym m etry of the crystal is exhibited. T he values for the principalm om ents of inertia given
above should therefore be Interpreted asbeing them om ents per unit cell. A unit cell consists of
eight halfskym ions in a cube of side length 2L, centred at the origin of one of the point groups.

The nertia tensor is diagonal if and only ifa single eld (rather than a linear com bination
of elds) is chosen to correspond to the trivial irrep . At this point, we note that the labelling of
the Inertia tensor V3 ¢y Inplies a choice of the diagonal subgroup (SO (3) isospdn). It is clear
that the diagonal elem ents ofV(ij) xy areA (3 tines) and B (also 3 tin es) . H owever, the order
w il vary according to whether the eld chosen to correspond to the trivial irrep is , or one
ofthepion elds. Thiswilla ect the form of the classical H am iltonian when it is expressed in
termm s of keft and right SU (2) operators. Since the Lagrangian is chirally invariant, the quantised
energy soectrum s should be the sam e. H owever, the interpretation of isospin m ay vary. W e w ill
consider two cases to illustrate this point, assigning and 3 respectively to the trivial irrep.
T he resulting Inertia tensors are

0 1 0 1

A 0 0|0 0 O B 0 0[0 0 O
Boa o|o 0 0G¢ BoB o0/0 0 0
B O 0A|O O OF E 0 0 A|O0 O O

ViTB5 0 ol 0 o’ 2TET0 0 o i a0

: g : A 0 0

@0 0 0|0 B 0X @0 0 0o[0 A 0&

00 0|0 0 B 0O 0 0/0 0 B




w here V, obviously corresponds to the case where transform s according to the trivial irrep.
Forthe mstcase (V = Vi), the Lagrangian can be w ritten

12,1 2
L=-A “+ —-B! V: 1)
2 2
D e nihg conjugate m om enta
L. — QL M= QL 12)
i @!i’ i Q ll
the H am iltonian can be w ritten
1.2 1.
H=—M®“+ —L“+V: @3)
2A 2B

At thispoint, we need to convert to operator form to follow the usualcanonical quantisation
procedure. However, M and L are not good quantum numbers, asM and L do not separately
obey the correct angular m om entum com m utation relations. T he symm etry algebra is

Li;Lyl= 1ixLxs M ;M y1= 1i5Ly; Li;Myl= 135xMg: 14)

T his is the algebra of vector (L ;) and axial M ;) SU (2) transform ations (@s would be expected,
given the labelling of the inertia tensor). Introducing

1 1
Ji= St MY; Ki= @ My 3)

we nd that these operators do cbey the correct angular m om entum algebra
Ui J51= 1 1507 Ki; K yl= 13xkKxs Ui; K 51= 0: (16)

This is the chiral algebra of SU (2)1, SU Q)r - Rewriting the Ham iltonian In temm s of J and

K , we obtain
1 1 5 5 1 1
H= —+ — J°+ K + 2 — — JK + V: @7)
2A 2B 2B 2A
From @),J+ K = L, so that
20K = L% J% K?2: (18)

Consider a crystal containing a large number n of unit cells. W e assum e strictly periodic
boundary conditions and ignore edge e ects (ie.we put the crystalin a periodicbox) . Follow ing
the usual canonical quantisation procedure, we convert to operator form

2

h
E™ = nM g+ — J®¥@®+ 1)+ K ©PK ®t+ 1)
nA
1 1
2 tot tot
o — L + 1): 19
2nB 2nA o ) 19)

where M ; is the classicalm ass ofa unit cell.



W enow consider the case where 3 correspondsto the trivial irrep, so that the inertia tensor
is V, of E quation ). T he Lagrangian is then
1 1 1
L=>B(2?+ %)+ A §+§A(!f+!§)+EB!§ V: 0)

U sing the sam e de nitionsofL,M , J and K , the classical H am iltonian is

H = i(Mf+1.v122)+iM§+i(L§+L§)+iL§+V (1)
2B 27 27 27
1 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 2
= —(J°+K)+ — — L°+ — — (@[J5+K5 LH+V;
g ¢ ) 27 2B 2 8 O 3 LV

which on conversion to operator form (again forn unit cells) gives
2

h
E® = nM g+ — JEEPRH 1)+ K PR PR+ 1)
n
1 1
+h® — — L¥@"+ 1)
2nA  2nB
1 1
+h2 — . (glt2, gwt2 o ot2y. 2
A nB Js3 3 3 ) @2)

At rst sight, this spectrum appears totally di erent to that given by E quation (Eb, but in fact
the energy eigenvalues (and their degeneracies) are exactly the sam e.

The di erent form s @) and ) of the classical H am iltonian re ect the di ering choices
of diagonal subgroup (SO (3) isospin). W e can reduce the chiral H am iltonians to SO (3) isospin
Ham iltonians by setting J = K . Equation ) then reduces to

1

H=_—L%+V; @3)
2B
w hich gives the energy spectrum
h2
E®=nM 4+ —L®*@™+ 1): @4)
2nB
E quation ) reduces to
1 _, 1 1 5
H=—L°+ — — L{+V; @5)
27 2B 27
w ith the corresponding energy spectrum
h? h? 1 1
E®' = nM g+ — L% @™+ 1)+ — — —  q@PhH?, 26
cl onA (L ) 2 nB nA (L3 ) ( )

These spectrum s are genuinely di erent. However, they give the sam e energy f©or an In nite

neutron crystal. For a neutron crystal, L™ = 2n, Lg"t = 2n, ram em bering that there are four

baryons per unit cell. Lettingn ! 1 , the energy per baryon (from either spectrum ) in a
neutron crystal is
E 1M + h® @7)
B 4 < 2B

N ote that the cancellation of all temm s involoving the mom ent A in the spectrum @) only
occurs In this Iim it. E ectively, the isogoin becom es large enough to be treated classically, and
the m otion is reduced to rotation about one isospin axis.



3 Results and Conclusions

To sum m arise, the energy soectrum obtained from the quantisation ofchiral sym m etry isunique,
but the interpretation of isospin in these energy states is am biguous. If one only considered the
spectrum ), i would seem that all SO (4) energy eigenstates were of de nite isogoin L ™Y,
degenerate w ith respect to LY. H ow ever, states of the sam e energy can be seen to have di erent
isogpin in spectrum @). W orse, not all the energy eigenstates in this second case are also
eigenstates of isogpin. The last term of the H am iltonian @) m ixes states of di erent isospin
but the sam e third com ponent (r given J®* and K ®%).

T hese resuls are not altogether surprising. Since the Lagrangian is chirally invariant, it
would be a shock to discover that the quantised energy spectrum was not. H owever, the chiral
sym m etry is slightly broken by the cubic sym m etry of the Skym e crystal, in that the represen—
tation form ed by the elds is reduciblk. This singles out one eld as yecial’. A 1l the troublk
w ith the interpretation of isogoin stem s from the presence of Yoin-orbi’ type term s in the chiral
Ham iltonians. T hese would disappear if all the principalm om ents of inertia were equal, as they
would be ifallthe eldstransform ed in the sam e way under the cubic point group ofthe crystal.

O nepossbl way to resolve this am biguity is to considera nite piece of crystal. Tt could be

argued that for any physical application the crystalwould indeed be nite, even ifvery large. A
choice of vacuum at spatial in nity would then have to be m ade, breaking chiral sym m etry In
the usualway. Furthem ore, tom aintain com patibility w ith the cubic sym m etry ofthe crystal,
m ust be chosen to transform as the trivial irrep ofw hichever point group is centred at the origin.
Unfrtunately, the sam e eld does not correspoond to the trivial irrep for the two di erent point
groups of the crystal, so that the diagonal subgroup would still depend on the choice of origin.
T he argum ent is further weakened by the idea that the high density halfskym ion phase of the
Skym e crystalm ay correspond to a restoration of chiral sym m etry @, E], w hich suggests that
the crystal Interior m ight not be a ected by boundary conditions at its edge.

D esoite these di culties, the energy ofa neutron crystalwould appearto be uniquely de ned
by E quation @) . W ewillassum e this to be true. T he total, classical and isorotational energies
per unit cell are shown in Figure Iil Part of this graph is also displayed on a larger scale,
to highlight the di erence In the value and position of the energy m Inin um , for the classical
and quantised Skymm e crystal. T he quantisation of global isospin has the e ect of raising the
m inimnum energy slightly from 491.81 to 513.84 (per unit cell) In our units: a di erence of
approxin ately 4% . If the param eters of the Skym e m odel are chosen to t the m asses of the
nuclkon and the dela resonance, for zero pion m ass E], then our energy unis are equivalent to
5.92M €V, our length unit equals 0561 fm , and h = 594 in our units. So, translated Into real
units, the di erence in energy is 32 M €V . Perhapsm ore signi cant is the fact that the value
of the lattice param eter at the m ninum increases from 235 to 2.54 in our units. Thism eans
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Figure 1: Classical and isorotational energies per unit cell, and their sum , versus the lattice
param eter L.

that the quantised crystal is aln ost 25% less dense (0.173 baryons/fin 3 as com pared to 0218
baryons/fn °) than the classical Skym e crystal.

To facilitate com parison w ith the results of K obanov E] for the crystal of whole skym ions,
w e have also plotted the totalenergy perbaryon against the volum e perbaryon in standard units

(seeF jgureE) . Thetrue Skym e crystalhasa higherbinding energy, aswould be expected . M ore

surprisingly, it is also less dense than the crystal considered by K kbanov. A sm entioned earlier,
there isgeneralagream ent that the Skym e crystalpredicts too high a density fornuclearm atter.
This calculation seem sprom ising in this regoect, in that a crystalw ith lower energy and density
than that considered by K kbanov hasbeen found. T he crystal is still too dense, but it m ust be
ram em bered that the quantisation carried out isonly partial: only 6 out ofthe 6N m odeswhich
should be included were actually considered (globalisospin, plusthe zerom om entum vibrational
m odes). This is vanishingly few per baryon. It seem s lkely that quantisation of the ram aining
m odes w ill lead to further corrections to the densiy of the crystal. A llow ing vibbrationalm odes
w ill alm ost certainly tend to m ake the lattice param eter ncrease, and additional isogoin m odes
should also have the sam e trend, by analogy w ith global isogoin.

Tt isdi cul to know how much of the total kinetic energy per baryon hasbeen included In
the present calculation . K lebanov suggests that the totalkinetic energy perbaryon should be of
order 100 M eV forhiscrystal, which could be enough to unbind it. Tt isequally in possible to be
sure that the true Skym e crystalw illbe bound, once the proper zero point energy is included.
However, the Skym e crystal seem s much m ore lkely to be bound, since the binding energy
of the partially quantised neutron crystal is approxin ately 20% higher than for the K banov
crystal. O verall, the trends obtained from the lim ited quantisation perfom ed here are extrem ely
prom ising. A full quantisation of the rem aining m odes, although di cult, would appear to be
Interesting and worthw hile in the light of these resuls.
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Figure 2: Sum ofclassical and isorotational energies per baryon versus volum e perbaryon. T he
nuclkon m ass (938 M €V ) has been subtracted.
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