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Low-energy dynamics of QCD can be described by pion degrees of freedom in terms of the chiral
perturbation theory(ChPT). A chiral soliton lattice(CSL), an array of solitons, is the ground state
due to the chiral anomaly in the presence of a magnetic field larger than a certain critical value at
finite density. Here, we show in a model-independent and fully analytic manner (at the leading order
of ChPT) that the CSL phase transits to a domain-wall Skyrmion phase when the chemical potential
is larger than the critical value µc = 16πf2

π/3mπ ∼ 1.03 GeV with the pion’s decay constant
fπ and mass mπ, which can be regarded as the nuclear saturation density. There spontaneously
appear stable two-dimensional Skyrmions or lumps on a soliton surface, which can be viewed as
three-dimensional Skyrmions carrying even baryon numbers from the bulk despite no Skyrme term.
They behave as superconducting rings with persistent currents due to a charged pion condensation,
and areas of the rings’ interiors are quantized. This phase is in scope of future heavy-ion collider
experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

We are all made of baryons, that is, nucleons such
as protons and neutrons, and nucleons are composed of
quarks and gluons, particles gluing quarks. Theoreti-
cally, these particles are described by Quantum Chro-
modynamics (QCD), fundamental theory of the strong
interaction. It is, however, quite difficult to prove by
first-principles calculation of QCD that quarks are all
confined to form hadrons, i. e. baryons (three quark
bound states such as nucleons) and mesons (quark–anti-
quark bound states such as pions). Nevertheless, low-
energy dynamics of QCD can be described in terms of
symmetry: chiral symmetry, a symmetry mixing differ-
ent species of quarks (up-quarks, down-quarks and so on)
in QCD, is spontaneously broken with resulting in light
scalar (Nambu-Goldstone) bosons, that is pions. Thus,
low-energy dynamics of QCD can be described by these
pion degrees of freedom in a model-independent manner
in terms of a chiral Lagrangian or more generally within
the chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) up to some con-
stants, the pion’s decay constant, quark masses and so
on [1, 2].

However, one of big questions is how baryons can be
described at low energy. One of old ideas by Skyrme was
that nucleons can be identified with topological solitons,
called Skyrmions, of the chiral Lagrangian supplemented
by the so-called four derivative Skyrme term stabilizing
Skyrmions [3, 4]. However, one of the drawbacks of the
Skyrme model is the necessity of the Skyrme term, a
particular choice of four derivative term; all quantities
depend on the coupling constant of the Skyrme term, and
thus all predictions are model-dependent in this sense.

One of breakthroughs to overcome the problem was
made by Son and Stephanov [5]. The chiral Lagrangian
contains the anomalous coupling of the neutral pion π0 to
the magnetic field via the chiral anomaly [5, 6] in terms of
the Goldstone-Wilczek current [7, 8]. It has been pointed
out that, due to this anomalous term, the ground state
of QCD with two flavors (up and down quarks) at a finite
baryon chemical potential µB under a sufficiently strong
magnetic field is a stack of sheet-type baryons, which is
called chiral soliton lattice (CSL). Focusing only on the
neutral pion π0, the ChPT is mathematically equivalent
to the sine-Gordon model and has the domain wall solu-
tion corresponding to the sheet-type baryons [5, 9, 10].
Recently, CSL phases have been paid great interests:
CSLs appear also under thermal fluctuation [11–14] or
rapid rotation [15–18]. Other topics include the insta-
bility of CSLs via a charged pion condensation [11], a
possibility of an Abrikosov’s vortex lattice [19], relations
between Skyrmions and CSLs [20–22], and quantum nu-
cleation of CSLs [23, 24] (see also [25–27]). Furthermore,
apart from QCD, CSLs universally appear in various con-
densed matter systems; chiral magnets with nanotechno-
logical application to magnetic memory storage devices
and magnetic sensors [28], and chiral liquid crystals.

In this Letter, we find a new baryonic phase in a model-
independent and analytic manner, that is a domain-wall
Skyrmion phase appearing inside higher density region of
the CSL with the baryon chemical potential

µB ≥ µc =
16πf2

π

3mπ
∼ 1.03 GeV , (1)

where we have used the vacuum values of the physi-
cal quantities fπ ≈ 93 MeV and mπ ≈ 140 MeV. This
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phase boundary coincides with the instability of CSLs
via a charged pion condensation [11]. In this phase, two-
dimensional Skyrmions [29] spontaneously appear on a
soliton surface, which can be viewed as three-dimensional
Skyrmions from the bulk, thereby called domain-wall
Skyrmions [30–33].

II. CHIRAL SOLITONS LATTICES

We focus on the phase in which the chiral symmetry is
spontaneously broken down. The low-energy dynamics
can thus be described by an effective field theory of the
pions – ChPT. The pion fields are represented by a 2× 2
unitary matrix

Σ = eiτaχa , (2)

where τa (a = 1, 2, 3) are the Pauli matrices with the
normalization tr(τaτb) = 2δab. This field Σ transforms
under SU(2)L × SU(2)R chiral symmetry as Σ→ LΣR†,
where L and R are 2 × 2 unitary matrices. Then, the
effective Lagrangian at the O(p2) order is (µ = 0, · · · , 3)

LChPT =
f2
π

4
tr
(
DµΣDµΣ†

)
− f2

πm
2
π

4
(2− Σ− Σ†) , (3)

where fπ and mπ are pion’s decay constant and mass,
respectively, and Dµ is a covariant derivative defined by

DµΣ ≡ ∂µΣ + ieAµ[Q,Σ] , Q =
1

6
1 +

1

2
τ3 . (4)

The U(1)EM transformation is Σ → eiλ
τ3
2 Σe−iλ

τ3
2 and

Aµ → Aµ− 1
e∂µλ. The external U(1)B gauge field AB

µ can
couple to Σ through the Goldstone-Wilczek (GW) cur-
rent [7, 8]. The conserved and gauge-invariant baryon
current in the external magnetic field is calculated in
refs. [5, 7]:

jµGW = −ε
µναβ

24π2
tr{LνLαLβ − 3ie∂ν [AαQ(Lβ +Rβ)]} (5)

where AB
µ = (µB,0), and we have introduced the stan-

dard notation Lµ ≡ Σ∂µΣ† and Rµ ≡ ∂µΣ†Σ. Then, the
effective Lagrangian coupling to AB

µ can be written as

LWZW = −AB
µj

µ
GW . (6)

which is known as the Wess-Zumino-Witten(WZW) term
[5, 6]. The total Lagrangian is L ≡ LChPT + LWZW.

An important remark is in order here. To construct
an effective Lagrangian, we choose a modification of the
standard power counting scheme of ChPT [13] :

∂µ ,mπ , Aµ = O(p1) , AB
µ = O(p−1) . (7)

We note that, in this power counting, eq. (6) has the
order O(p2) and is of the same order as eq. (3). The
fact that µB appears only in the WZW term in eq. (6)

enables us to assign the negative power counting to µB.
The effective field theory up to O(p2) has to contain both
terms in eq. (5); however, the first term in eq. (5) has not
been considered in the previous researches of the CSLs.
We emphasize that we do not need an O(p4) order such
as a Skyrme term to obtain our results, and thus our
analysis is model-independent.

We note that our effective theory admits the sine-
Gordon soliton solutions, and they are stable under a
sufficiently large magnetic field as shown in [5]. If we
consider the case of no charged pions Σ = eiτ3χ3 , the
effective Lagrangian reduces to

L =
f2
π

2
(∂µχ3)2 − f2

πm
2
π(1− cosχ3) +

eµB

4π2
B ·∇χ3 .(8)

The sine-Gordon Lagrangian consists of the first and sec-
ond terms, while the third term is a topological term
that does not contribute to the EOM. Nevertheless it
stabilizes an inhomogeneous configuration of χ3. So-
lutions of χ3 are sine-Gordon solitons winding around
U(1)3 ⊂ SU(2)V. A single soliton solution is

χ3 = 4 tan−1 emπ(z−Z) , (9)

where Z is the position of the center (or the translational
modulus). The tension, that is the energy density per
unit area, can be analytically obtained:

E = 8mπf
2
π −

eµBB

2π
. (10)

When E < 0, the sine-Gordon soliton is energetically
more stable than the QCD vacuum (χ3=0). The critical
magnetic field at which the transition happens is

Bc =
16πmπf

2
π

eµB
. (11)

The ground state at B > Bc is a stack of parallel χ3

solitons, which is the so-called CSL [5, 9, 10].

III. NON-ABELIAN SINE-GORDON SOLITON
AND ITS EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

So far, we have neglected the charged pions, Σ = eiτ3χ3 .
General solutions containing charged pions can be ob-
tained from Σ0 by an SU(2)V transformation,

Σ = gΣ0g
† = exp(iθgτ3g

†) , (12)

where g is an SU(2) matrix. Since g in eq. (12) is redun-
dant with respect to a U(1) subgroup generated by τ3, it
takes a value in a coset space, SU(2)V/U(1) ' CP 1 ' S2.
Together with the translational modulus Z, the single
sine-Gordon soliton has the moduli

M' R× CP 1 . (13)
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Such a soliton with non-Abelian moduli is called a non-
Abelian sine-Gordon soliton [34, 35]. For later conve-
nience, we parameterize the CP 1 moduli by the homoge-
neous coordinates φ ∈ C2 of CP 1, satisfying [35]

φ†φ = 1 , gτ3g
† = 2φφ† − 12 . (14)

In terms of φ, eq. (12) can be rewritten as

Σ = exp(2iθφφ†)u−1 = [12 + (u2 − 1)φφ†]u−1 , (15)

where we have defined u ≡ eiχ3 = e4i tan−1 emπ(z−Z)

. We
also use the real three-component vector n with |n| = 1
defined by n ·τ = 2φφ†−12 = gτ3g

† or na = φ†τaφ. The
single π0 soliton (9) corresponds to n3 = 1.

Now, we are ready to construct the low-energy effec-
tive theory(EFT) of a single soliton by using the moduli
approximation [36, 37]. Let us place a single sine-Gordon
soliton perpendicular to the z-coordinate. In the follow-
ing, we will promote the moduli parameter φ to be the
fields on the 2 + 1-dimensional soliton’s world volume as
We do not do so for the translational modulus Z, since
the transverse motion is irrelevant in our study. By sub-
stituting eq. (15) into L and integrating over z, we get
[38]

LDW = −8mπf
2
π +

eµBB

2π
+ Lnorm + LWZW (16)

Lnorm =
16f2

π

3mπ
[(φ†Dαφ)2 +Dαφ

†Dαφ] , (17)

LWZW = 2µBq +
eµB

2π
ε03jk∂j [Ak(1− n3)] (18)

where q is the lump (baby Skyrmion) topological charge
density for π2(CP 1), defined by

q ≡ − i

2π
εij∂iφ

†∂jφ =
1

8π
εijn · (∂in× ∂jn) (19)

which arises via the baryon number density B in the GW
current [39]

q =
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dz B , B ≡ −1

24π2
εijk tr(LiLjLk) . (20)

In eq. (16) the first two terms are constants corresponding
to the domain wall energy density in eq. (10). Eq. (17)
corresponds to the kinetic terms of Z and φ, respectively,
in which the U(1)EM gauge transformation is given by

φ → ei
λτ3
2 φ and Dαφ = (∂α + i e2τ3Aα)φ is a covariant

derivative with respect to a background gauge field Aα
in the bulk. In eq. (18), the first term counts the lump
number and the second is a total derivative term. Thus,
apart from the translational mode, the effective theory
of φ is a gauged CP 1 model [or O(3) nonlinear sigma
model] with the topological term (19).

The previous studies [5, 9, 10] correspond to n3 = 1
leading eq. (18) to vanish.

IV. DOMAIN-WALL SKYRMION PHASE

We investigate Skyrmions in the domain-wall effective
theory in eq. (16). To this end, first we turn off the gauge
coupling for a while Dµ → ∂µ with taking into account
the effects of the WZW term in eq. (18), [40] and later
we take into account effects of the gauge coupling. The
static Hamiltonian becomes

HDW =
4f2
π

3mπ
(∂in)2 − 2µBq −

eµB

2π
ε03jk∂j [Ak(1− n3)].(21)

Since the constants in eq. (16) only give the condition of
whether the domain wall appears or not, it is sufficient to
consider B > Bc, and thus have been omitted in eq. (21).
Then, the total energy EDW =

∫
d2xHDW is bounded

from below as

EDW ≥
32f2

ππ|k|
3mπ

− 2µBk +
eµBB

4π

∮
dSi x

i(n3 − 1) ,(22)

where we have used

∂in · ∂in =
1

2
(∂in± εijn× ∂jn)

2 ± 8πq , (23)

and defined the lump number

k =

∫
d2x q ∈ Z . (24)

The inequality in eq. (22) is saturated only when the
fields satisfy the (anti-)Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield
(BPS) equation

∂in± εijn× ∂jn = 0 , (25)

where the upper (lower) sign corresponds to the (anti-
)BPS equation. It is interesting to observe that the sec-
ond term in eq. (22) splits energies between BPS lumps
k > 0 and anti-BPS lumps k < 0 [41]. The BPS solutions
to this equation characterized by the winding number k
(> 0) is given by [29]

n3 =
1− |f |2

1 + |f |2
, f =

bk−1w
k−1 + · · ·+ b0

wk + ak−1wk−1 + · · ·+ a0
,(26)

where w ≡ x + iy, and the set of complex parameters
{aA, bA} (A = 0, 1, · · · , k−1) are the moduli parameters.

Lumps in the domain wall are Skyrmions in the bulk
point of view as shown below. Such composite states
of Skyrmions and a domain wall are called domain-wall
Skyrmions [30–33, 42][43]. However, ours are crucially
different from these cases; Due to eqs. (18) and (20), the
topological lump charge k ∈ π2(CP 1) is related to the
baryon number NB ∈ π3[SU(2)] (topological charge of
Skyrmions in the bulk) by

NB =

∫
d3xB = 2

∫
d2x q = 2k. (27)

Thus, NB inside the soliton world-volume is quantized
in even integer. We show the baryon charge density for
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FIG. 1. (left) The minimal baryon f(w) = 1/w. The isosur-
face of B = 1/(50π2) (orange), and the sine-Gordon soliton
π/2 < θ < 3π/2 (blue). The spatial coordinates are dimen-
sionless with the unit of m−1

π . (right) n for k = 1 lump on
the soliton.

the minimal lump k = 1 in Fig. 1. It is clearly seen
that the two baryons come in pairs in a Macarons shape
sandwiching the domain wall.

We now take into account the gauge coupling between
n and Aα. Since the U(1)EM is generated by τ3, n3

is neutral whereas n1 + in2 → e−iλ(n1 + in2). Thus
the covariant derivative is given by Dα(n1 + in2) =
(∂α− ieAα)(n1 + in2). Let C be a closed curve on which
n3 = 0, and D be the interior of C. The U(1)EM is spon-
taneously broken around |n1 + in2| = 1 where charged
pions are condensed. Thus, the closed curve C is a super-
conducting ring, and there is a persistent current along
it. Let us write n1 +in2 = eiψ on C. The configuration of
the gauge field along C is determined by minimizing the
gradient energy |Dα(n1+in2)|2 = 0, yielding ∂αψ = eAα.
Then, we have a flux (and area) quantization on D:

BSD =

∫

D

d2xB =

∮

C

dxiAi =
1

e

∮

C

dxi∂iψ =
2πk

e
(28)

with the lump number k on D and the area SD of D.
This gives a constraint among the lump moduli.

For example, a single (k = 1) lump is given by f =
b0/w with a size and phase moduli |b0| and arg b0, re-
spectively, and n3 = (|w|2 − |b0|2)/(|w|2 + |b|2). Thus,
the size of D bounded by n3 = 0 is |w| = |b0|, and
the flux quantization implies a quantization of the size
|b0| =

√
2/eB. Axially symmetric k-lumps is given by

f = b0/w
k and n3 = (|w|4 − |b0|2)/(|w|4 + |b|2). In this

case, we have |b0| =
√

2k/eB.
Finally, we discuss the condition that the lump appears

in the ground state but not as an excited one. Inserting
eq. (26) into eq. (22), we get [44]

EDWSk =
32πf2

π

3mπ
|k| − 2µBk + eµBB|bk−1|2 . (29)

The condition that the lump is energetically more stable
than the uniform state n = (0, 0, 1), or E < 0, leads to
the critical chemical potential for given external param-
eters, µB. For k = 1, the flux quantization condition
in eq. (28), or |b0| =

√
2/eB, implies that the last two

terms in eq. (29) cancel out, leaving the first term. Since

FIG. 2. (top) The regions (SD = 4π/eB with eB = 2) in the
xy plane where n3 ≤ 0 for k = 2 lumps with f = b0

(w−X)(w+X)

with (b0, X) = (2, 0), (5, 2.607), (2.595, 1.5). (middle) n on
the soliton. (bottom) The isosurface of B = 1/(15π2).

this is positive, single lumps on the domain wall are al-
ways excited states, but not spontaneously created. The
situation is drastically different for k ≥ 2. In this case,
the energy in eq. (28) is minimized when

bk−1 = 0, for k ≥ 2. (30)

This condition is consistent with the flux quantization
condition eq. (28), unlike the case of k = 1. For instance,
for the k = 2 axisymmetric lump, f = b0/w

2 due to
eq. (30). Then, the quantization condition (28) imposes

|b0| = 2/
√
eB. Fig. 2 shows the most general k = 2

lump configurations f = b0
(w−X)(w+X) , in which the k =

2 axisymmetric lump can be separated into two k = 1
lumps with keeping the total area and total energy.

The energy of the lump (k ≥ 2) is negative when
eq. (1) holds, yielding a transition from the CSL phase
to the domain-wall Skyrmion phase in which lumps are
spontaneously created. The phase diagram ¡ is shown in
Fig. 3, in which the domain-wall Skyrmion phase meets
the CSL and vacuum at the tricritical point (µc, 3m

2
π/e ∼

0.06GeV2 ∼ 1.0× 1019G). This point coincides with the
instability of CSLs via a charged pion condensation [11],
implying that the domain-wall Skyrmion phase is the fate
of such an instability.

Apart from the binding energy between a Skyrmion
and the domain wall, µc is nothing but the nuclear sat-
uration density above which nucleons can be excited, or
simply gives the mass of nucleons in this media. It is
interesting to point out that µc is written thoroughly in
terms of only the pion’s decay constant and mass.

V. SUMMARY

We have reported the existence of the domain-wall
Skyrmion phase in QCD matter at finite density with
magnetic field. Our results were obtained at the lead-
ing O(p2) order of the ChPT, without a help of higher
order corrections such as a Skyrme term. Thus our re-
sults are model-independent and robust. The lumps on
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FIG. 3. The red and blue lines show µc and Bc, respectively.
In the green or blue regions, the ground states are the CSL of
π0 and the domain wall skyrmion (DWSk) phase, respectively.

the domain wall are Skyrmions(baryons) in the bulk, for
which one lump corresponds to two baryons. Skyrmions
exist in a pair in a Macarons shape with sandwiching
the domain wall. The boundary n3 = 0 of the lumps
are superconducting rings, yielding the flux quantization
condition or the area quantization of the lumps, eq. (28).
While single k = 1 lumps always have positive energy,
k(≥ 2) lumps have negative energy in the domain-wall
Skyrmion phase. As a byproduct, we have obtained the
nuclear saturation density in terms of the pion’s decay
constant and mass. The magnetic field 1019G at the tri-
critical point is about only 10 times stronger than the
ability of current heavy-ion colliders and so it is in scope
of future experiments.

An Abrikosov’s vortex lattice was proposed [19] as a
possible fate of the charged pion condensation [11]. How-
ever they used O(p4) order (but not all terms) of the
ChPT. In contrast, we have considered the leading O(p2)
order consistently with all the terms.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Naoki Yamamoto for useful comments. This
work is supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI [Grants
No. JP19K03839 (ME) and No. JP22H01221 (ME and
MN)], the WPI program “Sustainability with Knotted
Chiral Meta Matter (SKCM2)” at Hiroshima University.
K. N. is supported by JSPS KAKENHI, Grant-in-Aid for
Scientific Research No. (B) 21H01084.

Appendix A: Derivation of the effective action of a
non-Abelian sine-Gordon soliton

Here, we derive the EFT of the non-Abelian sine-
Gordon soliton for the both orientational moduli φ and
the translational modulus Z, following Ref. [35] in the
moduli approximation [36, 37].

We first calculate the effective action coming from
eq. (3). Substituting eq. (15) into eq. (3), we get

LChPT

=
f2
π

2

{
∂αθ∂

αθ + |1− u2|2[(φ†∂αφ)2 + ∂αφ
†∂αφ]

}

+
e

2
f2
πA

α|u2 − 1|2

×
[
φ†τ3φ · φ†∂αφ+

1

2
(∂αφ

†τ3φ− φ†τ3∂αφ)

]

− e2f2
π

8
A2|u2 − 1|2

[
−1 + (φ†τ3φ)2

]

− f2
π

2
(∂zθ)

2 − f2
πm

2
π(1− cosθ) , (A1)

where xα (α = 0, 1, 2) are world-volume coordinates.
Since θ depends on xα through Z(xα), ∂αθ becomes

∂αθ = −∂αZ∂zθ , (A2)

then f2
π∂αθ∂

αθ/2 can be expressed as

f2
π

2
(∂zθ)

2∂αZ∂
αZ . (A3)

Integrating over z, the effective action stemming from
eq. (3) can be calculated as
∫

dz LChPT

= 4mπf
2
π(∂αZ)2 +

16f2
π

3mπ
[(φ†∂αφ)2 + ∂αφ

†∂αφ]

+
16ie

3mπ
f2
πA

µ

[
φ†τ3φ · φ†∂µφ+

1

2
(∂µφ

†τ3φ− φ†τ3∂µφ)

]

− 4e2f2
π

3mπ
A2
[
−1 + (φ†τ3φ)2

]
− 8mπf

2
π , (A4)

where we have used the integrals,
∫ ∞

−∞
dz (∂zθ)

2 = 8mπ , (A5)

∫ ∞

−∞
dz |1− u2|2 =

32

3mπ
. (A6)

The gauge field in the above Lagrangian can be stored
in the standard covariant derivative: Dαφ = (∂α +
ieAατ3/2)φ. This comes from the original gauge trans-

formation Σ→ eiλ
τ3
2 Σe−iλ

τ3
2 and Aµ → Aµ− 1

e∂µλ with

the definition Σ = [12 +(u2−1)φφ†]u−1 and φ→ ei
λτ3
2 φ.

Then, eq. (A4) is simplified into
∫

dz LChPT = −8f2
πmπ + 4mπf

2
π(∂αZ)2

+
16f2

π

3mπ
[(φ†Dαφ)2 +Dαφ

†Dαφ] . (A7)

The first term is the tension of the non-Abelian sine-
Gordon soliton, and the second and third terms are the
kinetic terms of Z and φ, respectively.
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We next calculate the effective action coming from the
WZW term in eq. (6). Due to the eq. (20), the first term
can be expressed as µBB. Integration of B over z equals
twice q. Then, we get

∫
dz µBB = 2µBq . (A8)

The second term in eq. (6) is divided into two terms as
follows:

ieµB

16π2
ε0ijk∂i[Aj tr(τ3Lk + τ3Rk)]

=
ieµB

16π2
ε0ijk∂iAj tr(τ3Lk + τ3Rk)

+
ieµB

16π2
ε0ijkAj tr τ3(∂iΣ∂kΣ† + ∂kΣ†∂iΣ) . (A9)

We consider the uniform external magnetic field along the
z-axis, B = (0, 0, B). Then, the first term in eq. (A9)
becomes

− ieµB

16π2
B tr τ3(L3 +R3) . (A10)

In terms of the projection operator P ≡ φφ†, Rk and Lk
can be expressed as

Lk = (1− 2P )i∂kθ + (u−2 − 1)∂kP + |u2 − 1|2P∂kP ,
(A11)

Rk = (1− 2P )i∂kθ + (u−2 − 1)∂kP + |u2 − 1|2∂kP · P .
(A12)

Since φ does not depend on z, the second and third terms
in L3 and R3 vanish. Therefore, eq. (A10) becomes

−eµBB

4π2
(φ†τ3φ)∂3θ , (A13)

and integrating over z, we get

∫
dz

ieµB

16π2
ε0ijk∂iAj tr(τ3Lk + τ3Rk) = −eµBB

2π
φ†τ3φ ,

(A14)

where we have used the boundary condition of θ for a
single soliton, θ(∞)− θ(−∞) = 2π.

We next calculate the second term in eq. (A9). Sub-
stituting eq. (15) into ∂iΣ∂kΣ† and ∂kΣ†∂iΣ, these two
quantities can be calculated as

∂iΣ∂kΣ† = ∂iθ∂kθ + [(1− u−2)− (u2 − u−2)P ]i∂iθ∂kP

− [(1− u2) + (u2 − u−2)P ]i∂kθ∂iP + |1− u2|2∂iP∂kP ,
(A15)

and

∂kΣ†∂kΣ = ∂iθ∂kθ + [(1− u−2)− (u2 − u−2)P ]i∂iθ∂kP

− [(1− u2) + (u2 − u−2)P ]i∂kθ∂iP + |1− u2|2∂kP∂iP .
(A16)

Hence, we can represent ε0ijk tr(∂iΣ∂kΣ† + ∂kΣ†∂iΣ) in
terms of u and φ as follow :

ε0ijk tr τ3(∂iΣ∂kΣ† + ∂kΣ†∂iΣ)

= ε0ijk tr τ3{2i
[
−1 + (1 + u2)P

]
(u−2 − 1)∂iθ∂kP

+ 2i
[
−1 + (1 + u−2)P

]
(u2 − 1)∂iθ∂kP}

= 2i|1− u2|2ε0ijk∂iθ tr τ3∂kP

= 2i|1− u2|2ε03jk∂3θ tr τ3∂kP . (A17)

Inserting this expression into the second term in eq (A9),
it becomes

−eµB

8π2
ε03jk|1− u2|2∂3θAj∂k(φ†τ3φ) . (A18)

Integrating over z, we get
∫

dz
ieµB

16π2
ε0ijkAj tr τ3(∂iΣ∂kΣ† + ∂kΣ†∂iΣ)

= −eµB

2π
ε03jkAj∂k(φ†τ3φ) , (A19)

where we have used the integral,

∫ ∞

−∞
dz(u− u−1)2∂3θ = −4π . (A20)

Summing up eqs. (A14) and (A19), the effective La-
grangian from the second term in eq. (5) can be calcu-
lated as

−eµB

2π
ε03jk∂j(Akφ

†τ3φ) . (A21)

Finally, we arrive at the effective Lagrangian of the non-
Abelian sine-Gordon soliton under the magnetic field :

LDW ≡
∫

dz (LChPT + LWZW)

= 8f2
πmπ −

eµBB

2π
+ 4mπf

2
π(∂αZ)2

+
16f2

π

3mπ
[(φ†Dαφ)2 +Dαφ

†Dαφ]

+ 2µBq +
eµB

2π
ε03jk∂j [Ak(1− n3)] , (A22)

which yields eqs. (16), (17) and (18).

Appendix B: Correspondence between topological
charges in three and two dimensions

Here, we derive the correspondence between the topo-
logical charge in three dimensions and two dimensions by
using the decomposition of the topological charge density,
the Baryon number density, into the sine-Gordon soliton
number density and the lump topological charge density.
The baryon charge density

B =
−1

24π2
εijk tr(LiLjLk), (B1)
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FIG. 4. The single sine-Gordon soliton θ and the dressed
domain wall density −(u− u−1)2W.

can be factorized as

B = −(u− u−1)2W(z)q(x, y), (B2)

where W(w) is the domain wall charge density

W(z) ≡ ∂3θ

2π
=

m

π coshmz
, (B3)

and the lump topological charge density

q(x, y) ≡ − i

2π
εij∂iφ

†∂jφ =
1

8π
εijn · (∂in× ∂jn).(B4)

The sine-Gordon soliton number and the lump number
are given by

∫ ∞

−∞
dzW = 1,

∫
d2x q = k, (B5)

respectively. The dressing factor in B is given by

−(u− u−1)2 =
16 sinh2mw

cosh4mw
. (B6)

Thus, the domain wall number density together with the
dressing factor determines z-dependence of B

−(u− u−1)2W =
16m sinh2mw

π cosh5mw
. (B7)

This has two peaks as shown in Fig. 4 and its integration
reads

−
∫ ∞

−∞
dz (u− u−1)2W = 2. (B8)

Hence, the z integration of the baryon number density is

∫ ∞

−∞
dz B = 2q(x, y). (B9)

Appendix C: The WZW term for k lumps

Here, we calculate the WZW term. for k-lump con-
figuration. Let us take the constant magnetic flux back-
ground with

Ai = −B
2
εijx

j , F12 = B. (C1)

Then, the WZW term includes

eµB

2π
ε03jk∂j [Ak(1− n3)]

= −eµBB

4π
εjkεkl∂j

(
xl(1− n3)

)

=
eµBB

4π
∂j
(
xj(1− n3)

)
, (C2)

where our notation is ε12 = ε12 = 1. Next we integrate
this over the xy plane

∫
d2x

eµB

2π
ε03jk∂j [Ak(1− n3)]

=
eµBB

4π

∫
d2x ∂j

(
xj(1− n3)

)

=
eµBB

4π

∮
dSjx

j(n3 − 1). (C3)

The lump solution can be easily described by the inho-
mogeneous coordinate f ∈ C by

φ =
1√

1 + |f |2

(
1
f

)
, (C4)

providing

φφ† =
1

1 + |f |2

(
1 f̄
f |f |2

)
. (C5)

Then, the equation of motion reduces to

∂w̄f = 0, (C6)

with w ≡ x+ iy. Hence f can be an arbitrary meromor-
phic function

f(w) =
bk−1w

k−1 + · · ·+ b1w + b0
wk + ak−1wk−1 + · · ·+ a1w + a0

. (C7)

The highest power k is the lump charge. The n3 compo-
nent for the k lumps is given by

n1 = φ†τ1φ =
f + f̄

1 + |f |2
, (C8)

n2 = φ†τ2φ =
−i(f − f̄)

1 + |f |2
, (C9)

n3 = φ†τ3φ =
1− |f |2

1 + |f |2
. (C10)

We have n3 = 1 for zeros of f , whereas n3 = −1 for poles
of f . In order to evaluate the WZW term, it is enough
for us to know the asymptotic behavior

n3 − 1→ r2 − |bk−1|2

r2 + |bk−1|2
− 1 =

−2|bk−1|2

r2 + |bk−1|2
. (C11)
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Hence, we get

eµBB

4π

∮
dSjx

j(n3 − 1)

=
eµBB

4π
lim
r→∞

∫ 2π

0

dθ r2 −2|bk−1|2

r2 + |bk−1|2

= −eµBB|bk−1|2. (C12)

Thus, this term contributes to the energy

E ⊃ eµBB|bk−1|2. (C13)

This implies that bk−1 = 0 is energetically favored.
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[13] T. Brauner, H. Kolešová, and N. Yamamoto, Chiral soli-
ton lattice phase in warm QCD, Phys. Lett. B 823,
136767 (2021), arXiv:2108.10044 [hep-ph].
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