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Abstract
W e prove several nequalities using lowest-order e ective eld theory for nuckons w hich give an
upper bound on the pressure of asym m etric nuclkar m atter and neutron m atter. W e prove two

types of inequalities, one based on convexiy and another derived from shifting an auxiliary eld.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In thee ective eld theory description of low -energy nuclarm atter, nuckons are treated
aspoint particles rather than com posite ob fcts. W hilemuch ofthe work In the com m unity
has focused on few body system s, there has also been recent interest in Jattice sin ulations
of buk nuckar m atter using e ective eld theory [, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6]. In parallelw ith this
com putational e ort, e ective eld theory was also recently used to prove inequalities for
the correlation function of two-nuclkon operators n low-energy symm etric nuclear m atter
E?,]. Tk was shown thatthe S = 1, I = 0 channelm ust have the lowest energy and longest
correlation length in the two-nuclkon sector. T hese resultswere shown to be valid at nonzero
density and tem perature and could be checked In e ective eld theory lattice sin ulations.
T he proof relied on positivity of the Euclidean functional Integral m easure and is sin ilar
In soirdt to several quantum chrom odynam ics (Q CD ) inequalities proved using quark-glion
degrees of freedom  {,19,10, 11,12, 13, 44,13, 14).

In this work we prove ssveral new Inequalities using e ective eld theory which give
an upper bound on the pressure of asymm etric nuclkar m atter and neutron m atter. W e
prove two types of Inequalities, one based on convexity and one derived from shifting an
auxiliary Hubbard-Stratonovich eld. W e consider two general types of system s, one w ith
two ferm ion species and an SU (2) symm etry and ancother w ith four ferm jon species and an
SU (2) SU ) symmetry. The results we prove are quite general. In addition to nuclear
and neutron m atter, our nequalities apply to system s of cold, dilute gases of ferm jonic atom s
i7,18,19,20, 23] which can be describbed by the sam e owest-order e ective el theory.

IT. LOW ER BOUND

Before deriving pressure upper bounds, we rst state a general lower bound for the
pressure. The resul is sin ple and perhaps cbvious, but the derivation is usefulto help sst
ournotation. Consider any system In them odynam ic equilbrium that is mvariant under a
symmetry group S. Let bea symm etric chem ical potential which preserves the group S.
Let 3 bean asymm etric chem ical potentialwhich breaks S and Ppssign 3 ! 3 under
som e elem ent of S . Thism eans that the pressure P is an even function of 5.

O ur condition of them odynam ic equilbbrium requires that the system is stable and not



further ssparating into regions w ith m ore widely di erent values of ;. This Inplies the

convexiy condition,

2 .
@ P@(g, 3) O: (l)

Combining thisw ih the fact that P iseven In 3, we derive the lower bound
P(; 3 P(;0). @)

T his Iower bound holds for all the system s we consider here.

ITI. TW O FERM ION STATES -SU (2)

W e consider an e ective theory with two soecies of interacting ferm ion elds and an
SU ) symm etry. Letn be a doublkt of ferm ion eldswhich we can regard as neutron spin

states,
2 3

n=4 5;: B3)
#

W e can w rite the lowest-order Lagrange density In Euclidean space In two equivalent fom s,

Le = nl £+ (g 3 3)n ZCnnnn; @)
and
Le= nB £+ @ ; 91 ichen  nen; )
where
c’= ic: (6)

W e use ~ to represent Paulim atrices acting In spin space. is the symm etric chem ical
potential while 3 is the asymm etric chem ical potential. W e assum e the interaction is

attractive so that

c<o0,c% 0. (7)
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FIG.1l: Sum over two-particke bubbl diagram s.

A . Two-body operator coe cients

W e can calculate C using a lattice regqulator for various lattice spacings, which denote
as antrice - FOr sin plicity we take the tem poral lattice spacing to be zero. W e must sum
all tw o-particle scattering bubble diagram s, as shown in Fig. T, and locate the polke in the
scattering am plitude. W e then use Luscher’s fom ula for energy kvels in a nie periodic
box B, 22,23] and tune the coe cients to give the physically m easured scattering lengths.
From Luscher’s form ula there should be a pole In the two-particle scattering am plitude w ith

energy

4 Ascatt
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where ag.w is the scattering length. W e can wrte the sum over bubbl diagram s as a

geom etric serdes. In order to produce a pok at this energy we m ust have
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where apwie is the lattice spacing, and the sum is over Integer values kj ;k;;ks from 0 to

L 1. Solving orC gives

c : 10)
1 0253
m
N 4 ascatt Qlattice

Forany chosen tem perature and neutron density there is a corresponding m axin um value
for the Jattice spacing, ajwice : T he requirem ents are that the kinetic energy for the highest
m om entum m ode m ust exceed the tem perature, and the Jattice spacing must be less than

the Interparticle spacing. W e therefore have
h p i
alalttioe (alaltt_'Loe )m in = Max ! 2m NT7; 1=3 : 11)




T his sets an upper bound for the absolute value for the scale-dependent coupling C,

1
i £i. : (12)
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This result w ill be useful for the shifted— eld Inequalities derived later.

B . Convexity inequality
T he grand canonical partition function is given by
Z Z Z

Zg (; 3)= DnDnexp ( &)= D nD nexp d4xLE ; 13)

where we use the expression (4) forLg,

Le = nR Z—+ @) s 3)h  iCnnnn: 14)

2m y

U sing a H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ation R4, 23], we can rewrite Z as

z z
Zo / DnDnD fexp d*xLL (15)

where
L= nR %+ tm 5 5)n+ Cfnn+ iC£%: 16)

Letusde neM asthem atrix for the part ofLE bilinear in the neutron eld,

h ) i
M = Q =+ @] 5 3) + Cf: a7

2m y

W e cbserve that M has the block diagonal form ,

2 3
M ( + 0
M o_ 4 ( 3) 5 18)
0 M ( 3)
w here
h ., i
M ()= Q =+ my ) + Cf. (19)

2m y

SinceM is realvalued, detM must also be real.



Integrating over the farm ion  elds gives us

Z Z
Zo (5 3)/ D nD nD f exp d4xL£
Z Z
= D detM = D detM ( + ;)detM ( 3); ©0)
where D is the positive m easure
Z
D =Dfexp 3iC d'xf’ (21)
U sing the Cauchy-Schwarz nequality we nd
Z Z
S o S »
D KetM ( + )T D [etM ( ) F:
@2)

W e can now ocom pare the asym m etric partition function to the sym m etric partition fiinction

at chem icalpotentials + 3 and 3r

P )
Zg (5 3) Zg ( + 3;0) Zg( 3;0).

W e now use the them odynam ic relation,

_ PV .
nzg = P

23)

24)

where P is the pressure, V is the volum e, and T is the tem perature. W e nd the upper

bound

PO+ 3500+ P( 3;0)]:

C . Shifted- eld inequality
W e start again w ith the grand canonical partition function
Z Z Z

Zg (; 3)= DnDnexp ( %)= D nD nexp d4xLE

This tin e we use the other expression @) orlg,

@5)

26)



~ 2
L = nf Z;N + 130 3 3)In %C0n~n n~n: 27)

W e can rew rte the grand canonical partition function using three Hubbard-Stratonovich

elds,
z z
Zeo / DnDnD ~exp d*xL, ; ©8)
where
. , o .
Ly = nR 5+ o0 3 3)n+ ic? n~n iC° : 29)

Let M ( be the neutron m atrix w thout the 3 3 tem ;

h . i
Mo= @ z—+ @y )+iC™ -~ (30)
W e note that
oMo 2=M,; (31)

where M , is the complex conjugate of M (. Thismeans that M ( is either singular, in
which case detM , = 0, or has the sam e eigenvalues asM ;. In all cases detM ( is real.
Furthem ore the fact that , is antisymm etric m eans that the real eigenvalues of M ( are
doubly degenerate, and so detM o 0 Rpl.

W e now concentrate on the part ofL; that contains 3 and 3,

%CO§+ jCO3n 3N+ 3N 3n: (32)

W e can rew rite this as

|wr\)

2% i3 3+ iC°%n an+ 13 (33)
where
0 _ 13,
3= 3 Fe¢ (34)

T he ordiginal contour of integration for g iso the rmwalaxis, but we can deform the contour

onto the realaxis. For notational convenience we now drop the prineon § and have

~ ~ 2
L= n@ £+ @P Hh+ic™ nenlc™ ~ 155+ 14 (35)

2m y



T he neutron m atrix isnow M o, which we have shown has a non-negative determm mnant.

com plex phase is contained entirely in the localexpression i3 3.
W e now have
ZG / D exp d4X i3 3 +

v 2

= explpgoy) D ep  is d'x 3

where D is the nom alized positive m easure

R
D ~ detM ,exp d*x v (™)
D = R

R
D ~ detM , exp dxV ()
w ith

vy = ic%™ -~

U sing (2-4) we nd

P(;3) P(i0=%Ih epEsy) D ep i; d'x ;

So we conclude that

2
P(;3) P(;0)+55:

The

@37

(38)

39)

(40)

T hisupperbound isunusualin that it relates physical cbservables independent ofthe cuto

scale to the scale-dependent coupling C %, By taking the lattice spacing as large as possble,

we have

Cl=3¥dai (41)
where ©© ] _. wasde ned n (2), and therefore
P (i3 P (;0)+5m: @2)
r 3 14 2j:jﬂax.
A s a rough estin ate of the quantities involved, we note that for Ody and T < 10

Mev, £ j_, isabout3 fm?.



A s C % decreases the upper bound in (40) increases. But at the sam e tin e the tightness

of the bound beocom es poorer as com plex phase oscillations due to the tem
Z
exp d'x €3 ij 43)

becom e m ore signi cant. The average phase for our finctional integral is given by
Z Z
hohasei = D exp iy d'x o,
h i

2
3

=ep o7 P(;3) P(;0 35 (44)

G iven an estin ate of the pressure di erence, this relation can be usad to predict the
feasibility of a num erical sim ulation using this representation of the functional integral. In
cases w here the phase problem is not too severe we can use hybrid M onte C arlo to gener—
ate Hubbard-Stratonovich eld con gurations according to the relative probabiliy weight
detM . The phase of the con guration can then be Included as an observable using the
local expression i3 3. This ocal expression for the phase could increase algorithm ic
goeed by several orders ofm agniude. The only known way to com pute the phase ofm atrix
determm inants is LU decom position, an algorithm which w rites a m atrix as a product of lower
and upper triangularm atrices. The num ber of operations for LU decom position scales as

N 3, where N is the din ension ofthem atrix. Foran L*? lattice the scaling is thus L*2.

Iv. FOUR FERM ION STATES -SU (2) SU (2)

W e now consider an e ective theory with four species of interacting femm ions and an
SU (2) SU (2) symmetry. Let N be a quartet of ferm ion states, which we can regard as

nuckon elds,
2 3 2 3

n=4P5 4 5, 45)
n #
W eusep () to represent protons (heutrons) and " #) to represent up down) soins. W euse ~
to represent Paulim atrices acting In isospin space and ~ to represent Paulim atrices acting
In spin space. W e assum e exact isospin and spin symm etry in the absence of symm etry—
breaking chem ical potentials, and so the symm etry group isSU (2); SU Q).



In the non-relativistic lim i and below the threshold for pion production, we can w rite

the lowest-order term s in the e ective Lagrangian in two equivalent ways,

Le= NB £+ (g )N ics@IN)® IC;N~N N~N
FCsMN ) 2C,MN)Y; (46)
or
Ly = NB £+ @y N icleN) ICIN~N N~N
SC30NN)>  LC, NN )*: @7)

W e will ntroduce symm etry breaking chem ical potentials Jater. W e have included both
threebody and fourbody foroces. The SU (4)-sym m etric threenuckon foroe is needed for
consistent renom alization and hasbeen shown to be the dom inant threebody force contri-
bution 27, 28, 23,

W ith four distinct femm ion species there are two irreducible representations of SU (2);
SU R)s Portwo farm jons n an swave, a spin-singlet isospin-triplet (S = 0) or an isosoin—
singlket spin+riplkt (I = 0). One can show that [7]

Co= C; CJ=Cs 2C: 48)

In the case of nuckons, one nds that both of the swave channels are attractive, w ith the

I = 0 channelbeing m ore strongly attractive,

1 1 o)
alnl  aizd’
This in plies that [7]
Cs< 3Cr; Cp<O0; (50)
cy< ¥; cg>o: (51)

For a m ore general system w ith four femm jon states and an SU (2) SU ) symm etry, we
can interchange the isogpin and spin labels so that, w thout loss of generality,
1 1

I=0 S=0 :
ascatt ascatt

(52)

In the special case when the scattering lengths are equal, the symm etry group is the full
W igner SU (4) symm etry B0], and the isospin and spin labels can be interchanged.

10



A . Twobody operator coe cients

W e detem Ine the twobody operator coe cients In the sam em annerasbefore. Theonly
di erence is that there are now two swave channels. The coe cient C in (9:): is replaced

by C57% and C ¥=° where

cs5=%=cl+cY; ©3)
C I=0 — Cg 3C§ . (54)
Wethen nd
0 3 1
Cs 4 + ; (55)
1 0253 1 0253
4m y 4 aiil Alattice Am 4 aglle Slattice
0 1 !
co . (56)
am 1 0253 4m L 0253

4 asczagt Alattice 4 ag e Alattice
For any chosen tem perature and nuclkon densiy there is again a corresponding m axin um

value for the lattice spacing,
h o i
e  @ppemm=max T 2myT; T o: (57)

This setsamaxinum value for the absolute value of the coupling Cg ’

] 1 4 asZaOtt 4 azczagt
my =0 0253 @aice)nn 7775 0253 @anice)nn

scatt scatt

A sin ilarbound for CJ can bem ade but is not needed I our analysis.

B. Convexity inequality for §

W e st consider the case when an asymm etric chem ical potential § is coupled to the

nuclon spins. The grand canonical partition function is given by
Z Z Z

Zc= DNDNexp( &)= DNDN exp d'xLg ; (59)

where we take the form of Ly given n @7) with an asymm etric spin chem ical potential,

2
Ly = NB Z—+ @) S9N IcJNN) ICIN~N N~N
FC3NN )’ SC,0NN)*: (60)

11



U sing H ubbard-Stratonovich transfom ationswe can rew rite Z as
Z Z

Zo/ DNDND fD ~exp dxLl 61)

where

£;~ &~ 2 . ~
Ly = NRB —=—+ mp° 3 3N + fNN + iC0~ N~N

2m y

tgE) icgT ©2)

N

In B1]itwasshown that threebody and urbody forces can be ntroduced w ithout spoiling
positivity ofthe finctional integralm easure. The only requirem ents are that the threebody
force is not too strong and the fourbody force is not too repulsive. E stin ates of the three—
and fourbody forces suggest that these conditions are satis ed. For our analysis here we
assum e that to be the case, and the function g (f) is a realvalued function which produces
the tw o~ three—, and fourbody force term s involving N N .

The nuckon m atrix M has the block diagonal structure
2 3

M + S 0
wo—at 0TS 5; (63)
0 M ( 3)

w here the upperblock is for up soins and the lowerblock is ordown soins. M isam atrix

In isospin space,

h i

M ()= @ ——+ @2 ) + £+ iC0~ ~: (64)

2m y

W e note that

oM =M (65)

and so detM 0.

Integrating over the ferm ion  elds gives us

z z
Zo(; 3)/ DNDNDED “exp  d'xL;
Z z
= D detM = D detM ( + 5)detM ( $); (66)
where
z
D =DfD ~exp d*'xV (£;7) 67)

12



w ih
V() = glf) 3Co7 7 (68)
From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

d d
Zg (7 3) Ze (+ 5500 Zg ( 5:0). (69)

W e therefore nd an upper bound for the pressure,

P(;3) %P(+ 5:0)+ P ( 5;0) : (70)

C. Shifted- eld inequality for j

W e now consider the case with an isospin chem ical potential 3. W e start with the
Lagrange density in tem s of the H ubbard-Stratonovich elds,

Li = NB 7=+ @y TN + NN + i3~ N~N
+g(f) icg~ i (71)

Let M , be the nuckon m atrix w ithout the 3 ; tem ;
h i
- 2 00 ‘N0~
M o= @ -+ My ) + £+ iCy ~ (72)

2m y
W e note that
2Moo2=M,; (73)

and so detM 0:

Aswe did forthe two ferm ion case, we now shift the ; eld and nd the inequaliy

P(;3) P(;0)+52r: (74)

Ifwe take the Jattice spacing as large as possible then

()72

P(;3) P(;OHW; (75)

where £ ] _ wasde ned ;n $8). Asa rough estin ate of the quantities involved, we note
that for 0y and T < 10M eV, £ ] ., isabout 02 fn?. In this case however the
situation is com plicated by nuclkar saturation, and it is not clear that the pionless e ective
theory is applicable.

13



V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

The mahn results we have shown are as llows. W e st considered the two ferm ion
system with an attractive interaction and SU ) symmetry. If isthe symm etric chem -
ical potential and 3 is the asym m etric chem ical potential, we proved both the convexity
nequality

P(;0) P(;3) :—2L P(+ 3;0)+ P ( 3;0)1; (76)

and the shift- eld inequality

2
3 3

P (300 PCis) PO +ggg—:

(77

W e then analyzed the four fem ion system with an SU @2); SU Ry symmetry. We
considered the case when both swave channels are attractive and w ithout loss of generality
assumed the I = 0 channel to be more strongly attractive. W ih  as the symm etric
chem icalpotentialand 5 asthe asymm etric spin chem icalpotentialw e proved the convexity
nequality

P(;00 P(;3) %P(+ 5:0)+ P ( 5;0) = (78)

For non-zero asym m etric isospin chem icalpotential 3 we proved the shifted— eld inequality

. LI ) (32 .
P(;00 P(;3) P('OHZ?SLX' (79)

In the W igner SU (4) symm etry lin i, we note that the shift- eld inequaliy 79) becom es
m eaningless since jlgjﬂax ! 0. However in this Iin it we also have the convexity inequality

or 3,
; 1y 1 T, o)
POiO P S PO+ 5i00+P( 3:0) (80)

T he equation of state for nuclkarm atter w ith am all isosoin asym m etries can bem easured
Indirectly in the laboratory by studying nuclear m ultifragm entation. O f the nequalities
presented here, the sin plest and perhaps m ost interesting to check is the isogpin convexity
nequality (€0) ;n the W igner symmetry lin . Since much is still unknown about asym —
m etric nuclear m atter, this W igner pressure nequality m ay be a usefiil consistency check
for proposad phenom enologicalm odels for asym m etric nuckar m atter.

14



W hile som e ofthe Inequalities are di cult to cbserve in nuclkar physics experin ents, each
ofour resuls could be tested in the cold Fermm igas system where param eters in the e ective
Lagrangian can be tuned. Sudh experin ents can in principle test the nequalities over a
range of physical param eters and probe universal resuls in the lim it of n nite scattering
length and zero range. A though four fem ion system s have not yet been produced, these
m ay be possbl In the near future.

On the com putational side, the Inequalities can also be checked by non-perturbative
Jattice sin ulations. T here have been several recent sin ulations of e ective theories on the
lattice [II,13, 5, 6]. Tt willbe particularly interesting to look at symm etric and asymm etric
nuclear m atter in the W igner symm etry lin i, which can be simulated w ithout any sign
problem .

It ram ains to be seen how well m any-body nuclkon system s can be described w ithout
explicit pions. Results from [§] for dilute neutron m atter suggest that lowest-order e ective

eld theory w ithout pions works very well In descrioing the neutron equation of state. The
situation for nearly symm etric nuckar m atter, however, is less clear due to the e ect of
saturation which requires higher densities.

W ith pions included the e ective theory action can In general becom e negative. This
would In principle nvalidate any Inequality based on positivity of the action. However it
hasbeen shown that this sign problem goes away in the static lim it 32]. Furthem ore the
sign problem has been num erically cbserved to be small §] in sinulations w ith neutrons
and neutral pions for tem peratures above 10 M €V and densities at orbelow nom alnuclear
m atter density. If one neglects these sign changes, then the sign-quenched resuls for the
e ective theory w ith pionsw ill also satisfy each of the inequalities proven here.
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