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Pressure inequalities for nuclear and neutron m atter
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Abstract

W eproveseveralinequalitiesusing lowest-ordere�ective �eld theory fornucleonswhich givean

upperbound on the pressure ofasym m etric nuclear m atter and neutron m atter. W e prove two

typesofinequalities,one based on convexity and anotherderived from shifting an auxiliary �eld.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thee�ective�eld theory description oflow-energy nuclearm atter,nucleonsaretreated

aspointparticlesratherthan com positeobjects. W hilem uch ofthework in thecom m unity

hasfocused on few-body system s,there hasalso been recentinterestin lattice sim ulations

ofbulk nuclear m atterusing e�ective �eld theory [1,2,3,4,5,6]. In parallelwith this

com putationale�ort,e�ective �eld theory was also recently used to prove inequalities for

the correlation function oftwo-nucleon operatorsin low-energy sym m etric nuclear m atter

[7]. Itwasshown thatthe S = 1,I = 0 channelm usthave the lowestenergy and longest

correlation length in thetwo-nucleon sector. Theseresultswereshown tobevalid atnonzero

density and tem perature and could be checked in e�ective �eld theory lattice sim ulations.

The proofrelied on positivity ofthe Euclidean functionalintegralm easure and is sim ilar

in spiritto severalquantum chrom odynam ics(QCD)inequalitiesproved using quark-gluon

degreesoffreedom [8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16].

In this work we prove severalnew inequalities using e�ective �eld theory which give

an upper bound on the pressure ofasym m etric nuclear m atter and neutron m atter. W e

prove two types ofinequalities,one based on convexity and one derived from shifting an

auxiliary Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld. W e considertwo generaltypesofsystem s,one with

two ferm ion speciesand an SU(2)sym m etry and anotherwith fourferm ion speciesand an

SU(2)� SU(2)sym m etry. Theresultswe provearequite general. In addition to nuclear

and neutron m atter,ourinequalitiesapplytosystem sofcold,dilutegasesofferm ionicatom s

[17,18,19,20,21]which can bedescribed by thesam elowest-ordere�ective�eld theory.

II. LO W ER B O U N D

Before deriving pressure upper bounds, we �rst state a generallower bound for the

pressure. Theresultissim pleand perhapsobvious,butthederivation isusefulto help set

ournotation. Considerany system in therm odynam icequilibrium thatisinvariantundera

sym m etry group S. Let� bea sym m etricchem icalpotentialwhich preservesthegroup S.

Let�3 bean asym m etricchem icalpotentialwhich breaksS and ipssign �3 ! � �3 under

som eelem entofS.Thism eansthatthepressureP isan even function of�3.

Ourcondition oftherm odynam ic equilibrium requiresthatthe system isstable and not
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further separating into regions with m ore widely di�erent values of�3. This im plies the

convexity condition,

@2P (�;�3)

@�2
3

� 0: (1)

Com bining thiswith thefactthatP iseven in �3,wederive thelowerbound

P(�;�3)� P(�;0). (2)

Thislowerbound holdsforallthesystem sweconsiderhere.

III. T W O FER M IO N STAT ES -SU (2)

W e consider an e�ective theory with two species ofinteracting ferm ion �elds and an

SU(2)sym m etry. Letn bea doubletofferm ion �eldswhich wecan regard asneutron spin

states,

n =

2

4
"

#

3

5 : (3)

W ecan writethelowest-orderLagrangedensity in Euclidean spacein two equivalentform s,

LE = � �n[@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
0

N � � � �3�3)]n �
1

2
C �nn�nn; (4)

and

LE = � �n[@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � � � �3�3)]n �

1

2
C
0
�n~�n � �n~�n; (5)

where

C
0
= � 1

3
C: (6)

W e use ~� to represent Paulim atrices acting in spin space. � is the sym m etric chem ical

potentialwhile �3 is the asym m etric chem icalpotential. W e assum e the interaction is

attractiveso that

C < 0,C
0
> 0. (7)

3



1 2 n
Σ
n = 0

∞

FIG .1:Sum overtwo-particle bubblediagram s.

A . T w o-body operator coe� cients

W e can calculate C using a lattice regulatorforvarious lattice spacings,which denote

asalattice. Forsim plicity we take the tem porallattice spacing to be zero. W e m ustsum

alltwo-particle scattering bubble diagram s,asshown in Fig. 1,and locate the pole in the

scattering am plitude. W e then use L�uscher’s form ula forenergy levels in a �nite periodic

box [5,22,23]and tunethecoe�cientsto give thephysically m easured scattering lengths.

From L�uscher’sform ula thereshould beapolein thetwo-particlescattering am plitudewith

energy

E pole =
4�ascatt

m N L
3
+ � � � , (8)

where ascatt is the scattering length. W e can write the sum over bubble diagram s as a

geom etricseries. In orderto producea poleatthisenergy wem usthave

1

m N C
=

1

4�ascatt
� lim

L! 1

1

alatticeL
3

X

~k6= 0

1

6� 2cos2�k1
L

� 2cos2�k2
L

� 2cos2�k3
L

; (9)

where alattice is the lattice spacing,and the sum is over integer values k1;k2;k3 from 0 to

L � 1. Solving forC gives

C ’
1

m N

�
1

4�ascatt
� 0:253

alattice

�: (10)

Foranychosen tem peratureand neutron density thereisacorrespondingm axim um value

forthelatticespacing,alattice: Therequirem entsarethatthekineticenergy forthehighest

m om entum m ode m ustexceed the tem perature,and the lattice spacing m ustbe lessthan

theinterparticlespacing. W ethereforehave

a
�1

lattice
� (a

�1

lattice
)m in = m ax

h

�
�1
p
2m N T;�

1=3

i

: (11)
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Thissetsan upperbound fortheabsolutevalueforthescale-dependentcoupling C,

jCj� jCj
m ax

�
1

m N

�
�
�

1

4�ascatt
� 0:253(a

�1

lattice
)m in

�
�
�

. (12)

Thisresultwillbeusefulfortheshifted-�eld inequalitiesderived later.

B . C onvexity inequality

Thegrand canonicalpartition function isgiven by

ZG (�;�3)=

Z

D nD �nexp(� SE )=

Z

D nD �nexp

�Z

d
4
xLE

�

; (13)

whereweusetheexpression (4)forLE ,

LE = � �n[@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
0

N � � � �3�3)]n �
1

2
C �nn�nn: (14)

Using a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation [24,25],wecan rewriteZG as

ZG /

Z

D nD �nD fexp

�Z

d
4
xL

f

E

�

; (15)

where

L
f

E
= � �n[@4 �

~r 2

2m N

+ (m
0

N � � � �3�3)]n + Cf�nn + 1

2
Cf

2
: (16)

Letusde�neM asthem atrix forthepartofL
f

E
bilinearin theneutron �eld,

M = �

h

@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
0

N � � � �3�3)

i

+ Cf: (17)

W eobservethatM hastheblock diagonalform ,

M =

2

4
M (� + �3) 0

0 M (� � �3)

3

5 ; (18)

where

M (�)= �

h

@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
0

N � �)

i

+ Cf. (19)

SinceM isrealvalued,detM m ustalso bereal.

5



Integrating overtheferm ion �eldsgivesus

ZG (�;�3)/

Z

D nD �nD fexp

�Z

d
4
xL

f

E

�

=

Z

D �detM =

Z

D �detM (� + � 3)detM (� � �3); (20)

whereD � isthepositivem easure

D �= D fexp

�

1

2
C

Z

d
4
xf

2

�

: (21)

Using theCauchy-Schwarz inequality we�nd

�
�
�
�

Z

D �detM (� + � 3)detM (� � �3)

�
�
�
��

Z

D �jdetM (� + � 3)detM (� � �3)j

�

s
Z

D �[detM (� + � 3)]
2

s
Z

D �[detM (� � �3)]
2
:

(22)

W ecan now com paretheasym m etricpartition function tothesym m etricpartition function

atchem icalpotentials� + �3 and � � �3,

ZG (�;�3)�
p
ZG (� + �3;0)

p
ZG (� � �3;0). (23)

W enow usethetherm odynam icrelation,

lnZG = P V

kB T
; (24)

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

bound

P(�;�3)�
1

2
[P(� + �3;0)+ P(� � �3;0)]: (25)

C . Shifted-� eld inequality

W estartagain with thegrand canonicalpartition function

ZG (�;�3)=

Z

D nD �nexp(� SE )=

Z

D nD �nexp

�Z

d
4
xLE

�

: (26)

Thistim eweusetheotherexpression (5)forLE ,
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LE = � �n[@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � � � �3�3)]n �

1

2
C
0
�n~�n � �n~�n: (27)

W e can rewrite the grand canonicalpartition function using three Hubbard-Stratonovich

�elds,

ZG /

Z

D nD �nD ~�exp

�Z

d
4
xL

~�

E

�

; (28)

where

L
~�

E
= � �n[@4 �

~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � � � �3�3)]n + iC

0~� � �n~�n �1
2
C
0~� �~�: (29)

LetM 0 betheneutron m atrix withoutthe�3�3 term ;

M 0 = �

h

@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � �)

i

+ iC
0~� � ~�: (30)

W enotethat

�2M 0�2 = M
�
0
; (31)

where M �
0
is the com plex conjugate ofM 0. This m eans that M 0 is either singular,in

which case detM 0 = 0,or has the sam e eigenvalues as M �
0. In allcases detM 0 is real.

Furtherm ore the factthat�2 isantisym m etric m eans thatthe realeigenvalues ofM 0 are

doubly degenerate,and so detM 0 � 0 [26].

W enow concentrateon thepartofL
~�

E
thatcontains�3 and �3,

� 1

2
C
0
�
2

3
+ iC

0
�3�n�3n + �3�n�3n: (32)

W ecan rewritethisas

� 1

2
C
0
�
02
3
� i�3�

0
3
+ iC

0
�
0
3
�n�3n +

1

2

�2
3

C 0
(33)

where

�
0
3
= �3 � i

�3

C 0: (34)

Theoriginalcontourofintegration for�0
3
iso� therealaxis,butwecan deform thecontour

onto therealaxis. Fornotationalconvenience wenow drop theprim eon �03 and have

L
~�

E
= � �n[@4 �

~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � �)]n + iC

0~� � �n~�n �1
2
C
0~� �~� � i�3�3 +

1

2

�2
3

C 0: (35)
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Theneutron m atrix isnow M 0,which wehaveshown hasanon-negativedeterm inant. The

com plex phaseiscontained entirely in thelocalexpression � i�3�3.

W enow have

ZG /

Z

D �exp

�Z

d
4
x

h

� i�3�3 +
1

2

�2
3

C 0

i�

= exp(
V �2

3

2C 0kB T
)

Z

D �exp

�

� i�3

Z

d
4
x �3

�

; (36)

whereD � isthenorm alized positivem easure

D �=

D ~� detM 0exp

�

�
R
d4xV(~�)

�

R
D ~� detM 0exp

�

�
R
d4xV(~�)

� (37)

with

� V(~�)= � 1

2
C
0~� �~�: (38)

Using (24)we�nd

P(�;�3)� P(�;0)=
kB T

V
ln

�

exp(
V �2

3

2C 0kB T
)

Z

D �exp

�

� i�3

Z

d
4
x �3

��

=
�2
3

2C 0 +
kB T

V
ln

�Z

D �exp

�

� i�3

Z

d
4
x �3

��

: (39)

So weconcludethat

P(�;�3)� P(�;0)+
�2
3

2C 0: (40)

Thisupperbound isunusualin thatitrelatesphysicalobservablesindependentofthecuto�

scaleto thescale-dependentcoupling C 0. By taking thelatticespacing aslargeaspossible,

wehave

C
0
= 1

3
jCj

m ax
; (41)

wherejCj
m ax

wasde�ned in (12),and therefore

P(�;�3)� P(�;0)+
3�2

3

2jC j
m ax

: (42)

As a rough estim ate ofthe quantities involved,we note thatfor� � 0:1�N and T < 10

M eV,jCj
m ax

isabout3 fm 2.
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AsC 0decreasestheupperbound in (40)increases. Butatthe sam etim e thetightness

ofthebound becom espoorerascom plex phaseoscillationsdueto theterm

exp

�Z

d
4
x
�
� 1

2
C
0
�
2

3
� i�3�3

�
�

(43)

becom em oresigni�cant. Theaveragephaseforourfunctionalintegralisgiven by

hphasei=

Z

D �exp

�

� i�3

Z

d
4
x �3

�

= exp

h
V

kB T

�

P(�;�3)� P(�;0)�
�2
3

2C 0

�i

: (44)

Given an estim ate ofthe pressure di�erence,this relation can be used to predict the

feasibility ofa num ericalsim ulation using thisrepresentation ofthefunctionalintegral. In

caseswhere the phase problem isnottoo severe we can use hybrid M onte Carlo to gener-

ate Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld con�gurationsaccording to the relative probability weight

detM 0. The phase ofthe con�guration can then be included asan observable using the

localexpression � i�3�3. This localexpression for the phase could increase algorithm ic

speed by severalordersofm agnitude. Theonly known way tocom putethephaseofm atrix

determ inantsisLU decom position,an algorithm which writesam atrix asaproductoflower

and uppertriangularm atrices. The num berofoperationsforLU decom position scalesas

N 3,whereN isthedim ension ofthem atrix. Foran L4 latticethescaling isthusL12.

IV . FO U R FER M IO N STAT ES -SU (2)� SU (2)

W e now consider an e�ective theory with four species ofinteracting ferm ions and an

SU(2)� SU(2)sym m etry. LetN be a quartetofferm ion states,which we can regard as

nucleon �elds,

N =

2

4
p

n

3
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2

4
"

#

3

5 : (45)

W eusep(n)torepresentprotons(neutrons)and "(#)torepresentup(down)spins. W euse~�

to representPaulim atricesacting in isospin spaceand ~� to representPaulim atricesacting

in spin space. W e assum e exactisospin and spin sym m etry in the absence ofsym m etry-

breaking chem icalpotentials,and so thesym m etry group isSU(2)I � SU(2)S.
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In the non-relativistic lim itand below the threshold forpion production,we can write

thelowest-orderterm sin thee�ective Lagrangian in two equivalentways,

LE = � �N [@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
0

N � �)]N � 1

2
CS(�N N )

2 � 1

2
CT

�N ~�N ��N ~�N

� 1

3!
C3(�N N )

3 � 1

4!
C4(�N N )

4
; (46)

or

LE = � �N [@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � �)]N � 1

2
C
0
S(
�N N )

2 � 1

2
C
0
U
�N ~�N ��N ~�N

� 1

3!
C3(�N N )

3 � 1

4!
C4(�N N )

4
: (47)

W e willintroduce sym m etry breaking chem icalpotentials later. W e have included both

three-body and four-body forces. The SU(4)-sym m etric three-nucleon force isneeded for

consistentrenorm alization and hasbeen shown to bethedom inantthree-body forcecontri-

bution [27,28,29].

W ith fourdistinctferm ion speciestherearetwo irreduciblerepresentationsofSU(2)I �

SU(2)S fortwo ferm ionsin an s-wave,a spin-singletisospin-triplet(S = 0)oran isospin-

singletspin-triplet(I = 0). Onecan show that[7]

C
0
U = � CT; C

0
S = CS � 2CT: (48)

In thecase ofnucleons,one �ndsthatboth ofthes-wave channelsareattractive,with the

I = 0 channelbeing m orestrongly attractive,

1

aI= 0scatt

>
1

aS= 0scatt

: (49)

Thisim pliesthat[7]

CS < 3CT; CT < 0; (50)

C
0
S < � C

0
U ; C

0
U > 0: (51)

Fora m ore generalsystem with fourferm ion statesand an SU(2)� SU(2)sym m etry,we

can interchangetheisospin and spin labelsso that,withoutlossofgenerality,

1

aI= 0scatt

�
1

aS= 0scatt

: (52)

In the specialcase when the scattering lengths are equal,the sym m etry group is the full

W ignerSU(4)sym m etry [30],and theisospin and spin labelscan beinterchanged.
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A . T w o-body operator coe� cients

W edeterm inethetwo-bodyoperatorcoe�cientsin thesam em annerasbefore. Theonly

di�erence isthatthere are now two s-wave channels. The coe�cientC in (9)isreplaced

by C S= 0 and C I= 0 where

C
S= 0

= C
0
S + C

0
U ; (53)

C
I= 0

= C
0
S � 3C

0
U . (54)

W ethen �nd

C
0
S ’

3

4m N

�
1

4�aS = 0

scatt

� 0:253

alattice

� +
1

4m N

�
1

4�aI= 0

scatt

� 0:253

alattice

�; (55)

C
0
U ’

1

4m N

�
1

4�aS = 0

scatt

� 0:253

alattice

� �
1

4m N

�
1

4�aI= 0

scatt

� 0:253

alattice

�. (56)

Forany chosen tem perature and nucleon density there isagain a corresponding m axim um

valueforthelatticespacing,

a
�1

lattice
� (a

�1

lattice
)m in = m ax

h

�
�1
p
2m N T;�

1=3

i

: (57)

Thissetsa m axim um valuefortheabsolutevalueofthecoupling C 0
U ,

jC 0
U j� jC 0

U jm ax �

�
�
�

1

4�aI= 0

scatt

� 1

4�aS = 0

scatt

�
�
�

4m N

�
�
�

�
1

4�aS = 0

scatt

� 0:253(a
�1

lattice
)m in

� �
1

4�aI= 0

scatt

� 0:253(a
�1

lattice
)m in

��
�
�

: (58)

A sim ilarbound forC 0
S can bem adebutisnotneeded in ouranalysis.

B . C onvexity inequality for �S
3

W e �rstconsiderthe case when an asym m etric chem icalpotential�S3 iscoupled to the

nucleon spins. Thegrand canonicalpartition function isgiven by

ZG =

Z

D N D �N exp(� SE )=

Z

D N D �N exp

�Z

d
4
xLE

�

; (59)

wherewetaketheform ofLE given in (47)with an asym m etric spin chem icalpotential,

LE = � �N [@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � � � �

S
3�3)]N � 1

2
C
0
S(
�N N )

2 � 1

2
C
0
U
�N ~�N ��N ~�N

� 1

3!
C3(�N N )

3 � 1

4!
C4(�N N )

4
: (60)
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Using Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ationswecan rewriteZG as

ZG /

Z

D N D �N D fD ~�exp

�Z

d
4
xL

f;~�

E

�

; (61)

where

L
f;~�

E
= � �N [@4 �

~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � � � �

S
3�3)]N + f �N N + iC

0
U
~� � �N ~�N

+ g(f)� 1

2
C
0
U
~� �~�: (62)

In [31]itwasshown thatthree-bodyand four-bodyforcescan beintroduced withoutspoiling

positivity ofthefunctionalintegralm easure. Theonlyrequirem entsarethatthethree-body

forceisnottoo strong and thefour-body forceisnottoo repulsive. Estim atesofthethree-

and four-body forcessuggestthatthese conditionsare satis�ed. Forouranalysishere we

assum e thatto bethecase,and thefunction g(f)isa real-valued function which produces

thetwo-,three-,and four-body forceterm sinvolving �N N .

Thenucleon m atrix M hastheblock diagonalstructure

M =

2

4
M (� + �S3) 0

0 M (� � �S
3
)

3

5 ; (63)

wheretheupperblock isforup spinsand thelowerblock isfordown spins. M isa m atrix

in isospin space,

M (�)= �

h

@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � �)

i

+ f + iC
0
U
~� � ~�: (64)

W enotethat

�2M �2 = M
�
; (65)

and so detM � 0.

Integrating overtheferm ion �eldsgivesus

ZG (�;�
S
3)/

Z

D N D �N D fD ~�exp

�Z

d
4
xL

f;~�

E

�

=

Z

D �detM =

Z

D �detM (� + �
S
3
)detM (� � �

S
3
); (66)

where

D �= D fD ~�exp

�

�

Z

d
4
xV(f;~�)

�

(67)
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with

� V(f;~�)= g(f)� 1

2
C
0
U
~� �~�: (68)

From theCauchy-Schwarz inequality weget

ZG (�;�3)�

q

ZG (� + �S3;0)

q

ZG (� � �S3;0). (69)

W etherefore�nd an upperbound forthepressure,

P(�;�
S
3)�

1

2

�
P(� + �

S
3;0)+ P(� � �

S
3;0)

�
: (70)

C . Shifted-� eld inequality for �I
3

W e now consider the case with an isospin chem icalpotential�I3. W e start with the

Lagrangedensity in term softheHubbard-Stratonovich �elds,

L
f;~�

E
= � �N [@4 �

~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � � � �

I
3�3)]N + f �N N + iC

0
U
~� � �N ~�N

+ g(f)� 1

2
C
0
U
~� �~�: (71)

LetM 0 bethenucleon m atrix withoutthe�
I
3
�3 term ;

M 0 = �

h

@4 �
~r 2

2m N

+ (m
00
N � �)

i

+ f + iC
0
U
~� � ~�: (72)

W enotethat

�2M 0�2 = M
�
0
; (73)

and so detM 0 � 0:

Aswedid forthetwo ferm ion case,wenow shiftthe�3 �eld and �nd theinequality

P(�;�
I
3
)� P(�;0)+

(�I
3
)2

2C 0

U

: (74)

Ifwetakethelatticespacing aslargeaspossiblethen

P(�;�
I
3)� P(�;0)+

(�I
3
)2

2jC 0

U jm ax

; (75)

wherejC 0
U jm ax wasde�ned in (58). Asa rough estim ateofthequantitiesinvolved,wenote

thatfor� � 0:1�N and T < 10 M eV,jC 0
U jm ax isabout0:2 fm

2. In thiscase however the

situation iscom plicated by nuclearsaturation,and itisnotclearthatthepionlesse�ective

theory isapplicable.
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V . SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N

The m ain results we have shown are as follows. W e �rst considered the two ferm ion

system with an attractive interaction and SU(2)sym m etry. If� isthe sym m etric chem -

icalpotentialand �3 is the asym m etric chem icalpotential,we proved both the convexity

inequality

P(�;0)� P(�;�3)�
1

2
[P(� + �3;0)+ P(� � �3;0)]; (76)

and theshift-�eld inequality

P(�;0)� P(�;�3)� P(�;0)+
3�2

3

2jC j
m ax

: (77)

W e then analyzed the four ferm ion system with an SU(2)I � SU(2)S sym m etry. W e

considered thecasewhen both s-wavechannelsareattractiveand withoutlossofgenerality

assum ed the I = 0 channelto be m ore strongly attractive. W ith � as the sym m etric

chem icalpotentialand �S
3
astheasym m etricspin chem icalpotentialweproved theconvexity

inequality

P(�;0)� P(�;�
S
3
)�

1

2

�
P(� + �

S
3
;0)+ P(� � �

S
3
;0)

�
: (78)

Fornon-zero asym m etricisospin chem icalpotential�I3 weproved theshifted-�eld inequality

P(�;0)� P(�;�
I
3
)� P(�;0)+

(�I
3
)2

2jC 0

U jm ax

: (79)

In the W ignerSU(4)sym m etry lim it,we note thatthe shift-�eld inequality (79)becom es

m eaninglesssincejC 0
U jm ax ! 0. Howeverin thislim itwealso havetheconvexity inequality

for�I
3
,

P(�;0)� P(�;�
I
3
)�

1

2

�
P(� + �

I
3
;0)+ P(� � �

I
3
;0)

�
: (80)

Theequation ofstatefornuclearm atterwith sm allisospin asym m etriescan bem easured

indirectly in the laboratory by studying nuclear m ultifragm entation. Ofthe inequalities

presented here,thesim plestand perhapsm ostinteresting to check istheisospin convexity

inequality (80)in the W ignersym m etry lim it. Since m uch isstillunknown aboutasym -

m etric nuclear m atter,this W igner pressure inequality m ay be a usefulconsistency check

forproposed phenom enologicalm odelsforasym m etric nuclearm atter.
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W hilesom eoftheinequalitiesaredi�culttoobservein nuclearphysicsexperim ents,each

ofourresultscould betested in thecold Ferm igassystem whereparam etersin thee�ective

Lagrangian can be tuned. Such experim ents can in principle test the inequalities over a

range ofphysicalparam etersand probe universalresultsin the lim itofin�nite scattering

length and zero range. Although fourferm ion system shave notyetbeen produced,these

m ay bepossiblein thenearfuture.

On the com putationalside, the inequalities can also be checked by non-perturbative

latticesim ulations. There have been severalrecentsim ulationsofe�ective theorieson the

lattice[1,3,5,6]. Itwillbeparticularly interesting to look atsym m etric and asym m etric

nuclear m atter in the W igner sym m etry lim it,which can be sim ulated without any sign

problem .

It rem ains to be seen how wellm any-body nucleon system s can be described without

explicitpions. Resultsfrom [5]fordiluteneutron m attersuggestthatlowest-ordere�ective

�eld theory withoutpionsworksvery wellin describing theneutron equation ofstate. The

situation for nearly sym m etric nuclear m atter,however,is less clear due to the e�ect of

saturation which requireshigherdensities.

W ith pions included the e�ective theory action can in generalbecom e negative. This

would in principle invalidate any inequality based on positivity ofthe action. Howeverit

hasbeen shown thatthissign problem goesaway in thestaticlim it[32]. Furtherm orethe

sign problem has been num erically observed to be sm all[3]in sim ulations with neutrons

and neutralpionsfortem peraturesabove10 M eV and densitiesatorbelow norm alnuclear

m atterdensity. Ifone neglectsthese sign changes,then the sign-quenched resultsforthe

e�ective theory with pionswillalso satisfy each oftheinequalitiesproven here.
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