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Functional Renormalization Group analysis of the quark-condensation pattern on the
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A simple effective model for the intermediate-density regime is constructed from the high-
density effective theory of quantum chromodynamics (QCD). In the effective model, under a
renormalization-group (RG) scaling towards low momenta, the original QCD interactions lead to
four-quark contact interactions for the relevant quark and hole modes around the Fermi surface.
The contact interaction in the scalar channel can be traced back to zero-sound-type collinear quark
scattering near the Fermi surface in an instanton background. The quark and hole states in opposite
directions of a given Fermi velocity form the collective scalar bosonic mode σ. The magnitude of σ
is investigated via the non-perturbative Functional Renormalization Group (FRG) evolution of the
effective average action from the ultraviolet (UV) to the infrared (IR). In the mean background-field
approximation for σ, nontrivial minima (σ̄ 6= 0) are found in the IR limit of the effective average
action. A nonvanishing σ̄ corresponds to condensation of quark and hole states in opposite direc-
tions of a given Fermi velocity, in a thin shell-like structure in momentum space around the Fermi
surface. This looks similar to the shell-like baryon distribution in momentum space assumed in the
quarkyonic-matter concept. However, when including a dynamic bosonic σ-mode in the RG flow,
we find that its diffusive nature destroys the quark-hole condensate, i.e., the IR potential does not
show any minima beyond the trivial one.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The scalar quark condensate
〈

ψ̄ψ
〉

plays an important role in the descripton of the low-energy ground state of
QCD since it is the order parameter related to spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking. The dynamically generated
constituent quark mass in a hadronic state is determined by the chiral order parameter in low-energy effective models
of QCD [1–4]. Also, in QCD sum-rule analyses of hadronic states [5, 6], the ground-state properties are mainly
determined by the quark condensates appearing in the operator-product expansion of the correlation function of the
hadron interpolating field. At low nuclear matter densities, the attractive scalar self-energy of the quasi-nucleon state
leads to a reduced magnitude of the in-medium quark condensate [7, 8]. If one assumes the quasi-particle picture and,
correspondingly, a homogeneous condensation amplitude in the nuclear medium like in vacuum, such a decreasing
tendency [9, 10] implies that, above some density, the quark condensate vanishes and a phase transition to quark
matter occurs.
On the other hand, it was speculated that an inhomogeneous configuration can emerge in dense nuclear matter,

where translation invariance of the system is broken, rather than having a direct phase transition to quark matter.
Density waves in dense nuclear matter were discussed by Overhauser [11] and a series of studies about inhomogeneous
pion condensation was reported in Refs. [12–14]. Recently, the quarkyonic-matter concept [15] emerged from large-
Nc QCD [16] and has been applied to dense nuclear matter [17–25]. The shell structure of quarkyonic matter in
momentum space implies a periodic distribution of baryon number in configuration space. If the quasi-particle
distribution is inhomogeneous in configuration space, the corresponding quark-condensation pattern should have a
non-trivial inhomogeneity as well. The possibility of inhomogeneous quark condensation was first discussed in the
large-Nc limit [26]. Subsequent studies investigated whether inhomogeneous quark condensation can compete with
the color-superconducting phase [27–29]. Discussions within effective models have been reported as well [30–40].
In the cold, dense limit (µq ≫ ΛQCD, T ≪ ΛQCD), the (3+1)-dimensional QCD Lagrangian can be reduced

to a longitudinal high-density effective theory (HDET) [41–44]. At intermediate densities (µq >∼ ΛQCD), where
non-perturbative gauge-field interactions become dominant, one may construct an effective model analogous to the
Gross-Neveu (GN) model [4] in terms of the relevant quark and hole modes in the collinear direction appearing in
HDET. In this effective model, QCD interactions lead to instanton-mediated four-quark interaction terms on the Fermi
surface. In this work, we investigate the possible condensation pattern of quark modes around the Fermi surface via
bosonization of the four-quark interaction. The general form of the four-quark interaction defined around the Fermi
surface can be expressed as follows [43, 44]:

L4q =
∑

~vi

∑

Γ,Γ′

cΓΓ
′

(~v1, ~v2, ~v3, ~v4)

µ2

[

ψ̄+(~v3, x)Γψ+(~v1, x)
] [

ψ̄+(~v4, x)Γ
′ψ+(~v2, x)

]

+ . . . , (1)

where Γ and Γ′ denote elements of the Clifford basis for the quark bilinears. The fields ψ+(~vi, x) denote the quark

modes around the Fermi surface, where ~vi is the Fermi velocity, whose magnitude is given as |~vi| = |~pFi|/
√

~p 2
Fi +m2

i .
Two types of collinear scattering processes become marginal in the Wilsonian sense when scaling the momentum
exchange towards the Fermi surface: the zero-sound channel, cf. Fig. 1(a), and the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer channel,
cf. Fig. 1(b), both of which satisfy the collinear scattering conditions [44]. In this work, we consider the Overhauser-
type scalar pairing, for which ~v1 ≃ −~v3 ≃ −~v2 ≃ ~v4. This channel gets contributions from both the zero-sound and
BCS-type diagrams, and the zero-sound type vector pairing. The BCS-type channel leading to color superconductivity
will be left for future work.
Since we define the effective model with non-perturbative four-quark interactions at intermediate densities, the

effective average action of the system will be investigated in the Functional Renormalization Group (FRG) frame-
work [45–51], instead of a renormalization-group (RG) analysis of the couplings at a given finite order of the per-
turbative expansion. In the FRG analysis, quantum and thermal fluctuations are integrated out successively from
an energy or momentum scale in the UV to the IR. The RG flow of the effective average action corresponds to a
successive functional integration over the quantum fields. It can be formulated via an exact flow equation for the
effective average action at a given scale k. The flow equation describes the evolution of the effective average action
in “RG time” t ≡ − ln k/ΛUV, where ΛUV is the UV scale. In this approach, the effective four-quark interactions
can be expressed in terms of bosonic collective fields via a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation [52, 53], where the
bosonic fields have the quantum numbers of the mesons, which are the dominant degrees freedom in the IR limit.
The bosonized Lagrangian corresponds to the UV limit of the effective average action and its RG flow to the IR
limit can be obtained in both the mean background-field approximation and for a dynamical scalar boson field σ
within the FRG framework. Considering a dynamical σ-mode, the derivative of the exact flow equation with respect
to σ is a partial differential equation of advection-diffusion type known from fluid dynamics [54–59]. Thus, methods
well-known from fluid dynamics can be utilized to solve the flow equation. If the IR potential develops a non-trivial
minimum σ̄ 6= 0 in a momentum shell around the Fermi surface, quark and hole states with opposite momenta on
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FIG. 1. (a) Zero-sound-type diagram, (b) BCS-type diagram, and (c) effective four-quark interaction diagram, which gets
contribution from both (a) and (b). In (a) and (b), the incoming momenta are ~p1 and ~p2, while the outgoing momenta are
~p3 and ~p4. These diagrams become dominating when the fermion lines in the loop hit the singular point at the Fermi surface

simultaneously. For (a), when the transferred momentum is minimal (~k ≃ 0), both internal lines become singular at |~q| → |~pF |.
When scaling to the Fermi surface, the collinear scattering (~p1 ≃ ~p3, ~p2 ≃ ~p4, ~p1 ≃ ±~p2, |~pi| = |~pF |) becomes marginal in
the Wilsonian sense. For (b), both internal lines become singular at |~q| → |~pF | when the incoming momenta are on opposite
sides of the Fermi surface (~p1 ≃ −~p2). For the effective description (c), if the incoming ~p2 line and the outgoing ~p4 line
are conjugated, then the process can be understood as the forward scattering of an incoming particle with momentum ~p1
and a hole with momentum −~p4 to an outgoing particle with momentum ~p3 and a hole with momentum −~p2 with minimal

momentum transfer (~k ≃ 0). For Overhauser-type scalar quark pairing, the corresponding Fermi velocities in Eq. (1) should be
~v1 ≃ −~v3 ≃ −~v2 ≃ ~v4, since Γ,Γ‘ = I allows only for such a configuration.

the Fermi surface form a scalar condensate, which breaks the chiral symmetry among the relevant quark modes. The
broken phase in the momentum shell around the Fermi surface is related to an exotic baryon-number distribution in
the chiral density-wave picture [11, 26] and the quarkyonic-matter concept [15].
This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, the definition of quark and hole states appearing in HDET will

be introduced. The possible condensation patterns in an instanton background and the QCD origin of the contact
interactions in the effective model will be discussed as well. In Sec. III, the RG flow of the average effective action of
the model will be analyzed in the FRG framework: first using the mean-field approximation for the σ-mode, including
both the homogeneous and the inhomogeneous quark-hole condensation, and later solving the FRG flow equation for
a dynamical σ-mode [55–59]. Concluding remarks are given in Sec. IV.

II. HIGH-DENSITY EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN AND FERMI-SURFACE MODES

In this section, we introduce the quark and hole modes which are excited in the direction longitudinal to the Fermi
momentum appearing in HDET. The possible condensation patterns between the relevant surface quark modes, which
can be considered explicitly in an effective approach analogous to the GN model, will be introduced briefly. The
possibility of surface zero-mode correlations in an instanton background will be discussed as well, since the contact
four-quark interaction appearing in a simple model (which will be introduced in Sec. III) can be traced back to the
four-quark interaction between the surface quark modes in an instanton background.

A. Positive- and negative-energy mode decomposition

Our starting point is isospin-symmetric, high-density QCD matter, at a quark chemical potential µ ≫ mq,ΛQCD,
such that we can take quarks to be massless and weakly interacting. The Lagrangian of this system is

LQCD = −1

4
Fa
µνFaµν + ψ̄(i /D + µγ0)ψ , (2)

where Fµν = (−i/g)[Dµ, Dν ], with Dµ = ∂µ + igAµ, and a summation over the Nf quark flavors is implied. At
low temperatures, low-energy quark and hole states around the Fermi surface are excited mainly in the direction of
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the Fermi velocity ~v = ~pF /|~pF |, because excitations tangential to the Fermi surface are forbidden due to the Pauli

principle. The momentum of a low-energy mode near the Fermi surface can then be written as ~p ≡ ~pF + ~l, with

~pF = µ~v, and a residual momentum ~l, with |~l | <∼ |~pF | [41, 42]. We then Fourier-decompose the quark spinors ψ(x) in
terms of Fermi-surface modes ψ(~v, x),

ψ(x) =
∑

~v

eiµ~v·~xψ(~v, x) =
∑

~v

eiµ~v·~x [ψ+(~v, x) + ψ−(~v, x)] , (3a)

ψ±(~v, x) =

∫

d4l

(2π)4
e−il·xψ±(~v, l) . (3b)

where the sum over ~v runs over all possible values of the Fermi velocity on the Fermi surface and |l0| <∼ µ. The
Fermi-surface mode ψ(~v, x) has been decomposed into a slow (+) and a fast (−) eigenmode of the Hamiltonian H
corresponding to the Lagrangian (2) in the non-interacting limit:

Hψ±(~v, x) = (~p · ~α− µ)ψ±(~v, x) = E±ψ±(~v, x) = (±|~p | − µ)ψ±(~v, x) , (4)

with ~α = γ0~γ. Each mode satisfies the following relations:

~p · ~αψ±(~v, x) = ± |~p|ψ±(~v, x) = ±
∣

∣

∣µ~v +~l‖ +~l⊥
∣

∣

∣ψ±(~v, x) , (5)

where ~l‖ = ~v(~v ·~l) and ~l⊥ = ~l − ~v(~v ·~l). In the limit where the momentum approaches the Fermi surface (|~l | ≪ |~pF |,
|l0| ≪ µ), the quark modes are almost on-shell and the following projection becomes exact:

ψ±(~v, x) ≡ P±ψ(~v, x) ≡
1± ~α · ~v

2
ψ(~v, x) . (6)

Since the surface modes have momenta |~p | ≃ µ, the slow mode ψ+(~v, x) requires a small excitation energy |E+| ≪ µ,
while the fast mode ψ−(~v, x) requires a large excitation energy |E−| ≃ 2µ. Using the algebraic relations (2.9) of
Ref. [42] for the decomposition of the high-density QCD Lagrangian, i.e.,

ψ̄+(~v, x)P−γ
µP+ψ+(~v, x) = V µψ̄+(~v, x)γ

0ψ+(~v, x) ,

ψ̄−(~v, x)P+γ
µP−ψ−(~v, x) = V̄ µψ̄−(~v, x)γ

0ψ−(~v, x) ,

ψ̄−(~v, x)P+γ
µP+ψ+(~v, x) = ψ̄−(~v, x)γ

µ
⊥ψ+(~v, x) ,

ψ̄+(~v, x)P−γ
µP−ψ−(~v, x) = ψ̄+(~v, x)γ

µ
⊥ψ−(~v, x) , (7)

where V µ = (1, ~v), V̄ µ = (1,−~v), and γµ⊥ = γµ − γµ‖ with γµ‖ = (γ0, ~v(~v · ~γ)), the Lagrangian (2) can be expressed in

terms of the slow and fast eigenmodes as

LQCD = −1

4
Fa
µνFaµν

+
∑

~v

[

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
0(iV µDµ)ψ+(~v, x) + ψ̄−(~v, x)γ

0(2µ+ iV̄ µDµ)ψ−(~v, x)

+ ψ̄+(~v, x) i /D⊥ψ−(~v, x) + ψ̄−(~v, x) i /D⊥ψ+(~v, x)
]

. (8)

The fast mode ψ−(~v, x) can be integrated out, which effectively corresponds to replacing it by using its equation of
motion (δSQCD/δψ̄−(~v, x) = 0):

ψ−(~v, x) = − γ0

2µ+ iV̄ µDµ
i /D⊥ψ+(~v, x) . (9)

Then, the high-density QCD Lagrangian (2) can be reduced to that of the so-called high-density effective theory
(HDET) [41–43]:

LQCD ≃ −1

4
Fa

µνFaµν +
∑

~v

[

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
0(iV µDµ)ψ+(~v, x)− ψ̄+(~v, x)

γ0

2µ+ iV̄ µDµ
(/D⊥)

2ψ+(~v, x)

]

+ . . . . (10)

One can calculate perturbatively the scattering processes of the relevant modes around a given small patch on the
Fermi surface by using HDET. In the limit µ ≫ ΛQCD, asymptotic freedom applies and the effective form of the
four-quark interaction channels (1) can be constructed by summing up ladder diagrams and matching them to the
corresponding channel of QCD. However, as non-perturbative effects such as instanton contributions may become
important at µ ≃ O(ΛQCD), fermion contact interactions as considered in NJL-like models will be investigated as a
first step.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The Dirac cone for a chemical potential µ 6= 0. A quark (filled circle) can be paired with hole state in
the Dirac sea (empty circle) or the Fermi sea (empty star). Each hole state plays the role of an antiparticle state (filled star).
An analogous, detailed discussion can be found in Ref. [34]. Note that the pairing occurs in a shell of thickness µ̄ around the
Fermi surface, i.e., for chemical potentials ∈ [µq , µ], where µ = µq + µ̄.

B. Surface zero-modes and instanton background

1. GN-like model and scalar condensation

At intermediate densities, where µ ≃ O(ΛQCD), it is not adequate to describe the dynamics in terms of perturbative
HDET. However, the effective form of the marginal four-quark interaction can be expressed in terms of the relevant slow
modes of HDET. In the following, we consider the scalar-isoscalar quark bilinear and its corresponding condensation
pattern. With the help of Eq. (3), the scalar-isoscalar quark condensate can be expressed as follows:

〈ψ̄(x)ψ(x)〉 =
∑

~v,~v′

eiµ(~v−~v
′)·~x〈ψ̄(~v ′, x)ψ(~v, x)〉 . (11)

The interaction between quarks becomes marginal only if the collinear scattering occurs between the slow and fast
modes (e.g., quark and anti-quark states) at the same side of the Fermi surface, ~v ≃ ~v ′, or between the slow modes
(e.g., quark and hole states) at opposite sides of the Fermi surface, ~v ≃ −~v ′ [26]. If ~v ≃ ~v ′, the respective contribution
to Eq. (11) can be written as)

∑

~v

[

〈ψ̄+(~v, x)ψ−(~v, x)〉 + 〈ψ̄−(~v, x)ψ+(~v, x)〉
]

, (12)

because 〈ψ̄±(~v, x)ψ±(~v, x)〉 = 〈ψ̄±(~v, x)P∓P±ψ±(~v, x)〉 = 0. The remaining condensates in Eq. (12) are quark-
antiquark condensates, where it costs at least an energy ǫ ≃ 2µ to excite the fast mode. Therefore, the contribution
from Eq. (12) will be neglected in the following. On the other hand, for the case of ~v ≃ −~v ′, the quark condensate
becomes inhomogeneous and the respective contribution to Eq. (11) reads

∑

~v

e2iµ~v·~x
[

〈ψ̄+(−~v, x)ψ+(~v, x)〉 + 〈ψ̄−(−~v, x)ψ−(~v, x)〉
]

, (13)

since according to Eq. (6), ψ±(−~v, x) ≡ ψ∓(~v, x). The remaining condensates cost minimal energy (ǫ ≃ 0) for the
excitation of the slow modes, and therefore 〈ψ̄(x)ψ(x)〉 will be approximated by the term in Eq. (13) in the following.
According to Eq. (9), the fast modes are suppressed by a factor ∼ O(1/µ) compared to the slow modes. Therefore,

the fast-mode condensate in Eq. (13) is suppressed by a factor ∼ O(1/µ2) compared to the slow-mode condensate,
and can be neglected. The inhomogeneous quark condensate can be expressed in terms of quark and hole modes with
opposite Fermi velocities:

〈ψ̄(x)ψ(x)〉 =
∑

~v

e2iµ~v·~x〈ψ̄+(−~v, x)ψ+(~v, x)〉 =⇒ 4π cos(2µ|~x|)σ∆⊥ , (14)
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where we assumed that the system is isotropic, such that 〈ψ̄+(−~v, x)ψ+(~v, x)〉 = 〈ψ̄+(~v, x)ψ+(−~v, x)〉 = σ∆⊥. Here,
∆⊥ denotes the mean contribution from a small transverse patch on the Fermi surface (with dimension MeV2),
while σ is the condensation amplitude of the longitudinal modes (with dimension MeV). Adding a condensate in the
pseudoscalar channel, this form can be cast into a chiral density-wave form.
In the Wilsonian scaling of the fermion action to the Fermi surface, the collinear four-quark interactions with

minimal momentum transfer (~p1 ≃ ±~p2, |~pi| = |~pF |) becomes marginal (see Section 1.3 of Ref. [44] for details). Thus,
if one considers the effective form of the scalar interaction given in Eq. (1), for the Overhauser-type pairing the Fermi
velocities assigned to the quark fields should fulfill ~v1 ≃ −~v3 ≃ −~v2 ≃ ~v4. Therefore, one can make the following
Ansatz for the scalar four-quark interaction channel in a GN-like model, where the quarks couple to the scalar-meson
state:

L4qs =
[

ψ̄(x)ψ(x)
]2

=⇒
∑

~v

1

µ2

gs
nD

[

ψ̄+(−~v, x)ψ+(~v, x)
] [

ψ̄+(~v, x)ψ+(−~v, x)
]

, (15)

where nD ≡ NfNc denotes the degeneracy factor and the phase factors e±2iµ~v·~x cancel between the two terms in Eq.
(15). The four-fermion interaction strength in the scalar channel is denoted as gs. One can find the explicit quark-scalar
meson coupling channel through bosonizing the four-quark interaction via a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation [52,
53]. To make the connection of this channel with QCD, one should consider the surface zero-mode correlation in an
instanton-background field, which is subject of the next subsection.

2. HDET and the surface zero-modes

Instantons are topologically non-trivial solutions of the classical Yang-Mills equations of motion in Euclidean
space [72, 73]. These special configurations minimize the gauge action and correlate topologically different vacua,
where the number of left- and right-handed quark zero modes (I = nR − nL) differs by an integer (details are given
in Appendix B).
The QCD Lagrangian (2) in the presence of a quark-number chemical potential µ can be written in Euclidean space

as

LE
QCD =

1

4
Fa
µνFa

µν − ψ̄(i /DE + µγ0)ψ , (16)

where the covariant derivative in Euclidean space is DEµ = ∂µ − igAµ. The instanton field-strength tensor will be
denoted as Gµν . From the matter part of the Lagrangian (16), one can define a µ-dependent Dirac operator as i /
DE(µ) ≡ i/DE + µγ0, which has following properties:

i /DE(µ)ψλ = λ(µ)ψλ , [i /DE(µ)]
†
= −i /DE(−µ) , λ∗(µ) = −λ(−µ) , (17)

where the gluon field in the covariant derivative corresponds to the instanton background field. Since {i /DE(µ), γ5} = 0,
the eigenmodes ψλ always exist in pairs with ψ−λ (λ 6= 0). In the vacuum limit (µ → 0), i /DE(0) becomes anti-
Hermitian. Due to the definite anti-hermiticity of i /DE(0), the eigenmodes satisfy an orthonormality relation, and
one can easily show from the eigenmode decomposition of the quark propagator in an instanton background that
only zero modes contribute to the scalar quark condensate (12) (see Appendix C for details). At finite density
(µ ≃ O(ΛQCD)), the definite anti-hermiticity of the Dirac operator is lost and one should find a new set of basis states
for the orthonormality relation [60]:

i /DE(µ)ψm(µ) = λm(µ)ψm(µ) , ψ†
n(−µ)i /DE(µ) = λn(µ)ψ

†
n(−µ) , STr

[

ψ†
n(−µ)ψm(µ)

]

= δnm , (18)

where ‘STr’ denotes the supertrace including a summation over color-spin indices and a space-time integration. From
the bi-orthonormal relationship (18) between ψ†

n(−µ) and ψm(µ), one expects that the quark zero modes for the scalar
condensation should be found in pairs for ±µ and the proper index theorem can be written as follows [60, 61]:

I = nR(µ)− nL(−µ) = nR(−µ)− nL(µ) . (19)

As ψλ(−µ) can be understood as an antiparticle mode of the system with chemical potential µ, one may recall the
decomposition (3) and investigate the quark field again.
The standard decomposition of the quark field in terms of annihilation operators bs(~p) and antiquark creation

operators d†s(~p) for (anti-)quarks with spin s and momentum ~p reads

ψ(x) =
∑

s

∫

d4p

(2π)4
[

bs(~p)us(~p)e
−ip·x + d†s(~p)vs(~p)e

ip·x] . (20)
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This decomposition can be mapped to the decomposition (3), noting that, at finite chemical potential, the energy p0

of a particle mode is measured relative to µ, such that p0 ≡ l0. Furthermore, employing ~p = µ~v + ~l, we immediately
deduce that

∫

d4p ≡
∑

~v

∫

d4l. A direct comparison of Eqs. (3) and (20) then yields

ψ+(~v, x) =
∑

s

∫

d4l

(2π)4
bs(~v, l)us(~v, l)e

−il·x , (21a)

ψ−(~v, x) =
∑

s

∫

d4l

(2π)4
d†s(~v,−l)vs(~v,−l)e−2iµ~v·~xe−il·x . (21b)

The origin of the 2µ-scale of the fast modes is obvious from Eq. (21b).
The matter part of the decomposition (8) can be rewritten in the following matrix form:

LE
ψ̄Dψ = −

∑

~v

(

ψ̄−(~v, x) , ψ̄+(~v, x)
)

(

i /DE⊥ i /DE‖ + 2µγ0

i /DE‖ i /DE⊥

)(

ψ+(~v, x)
ψ−(~v, x)

)

, (22)

where i /DE‖ψ+(~v, x) = γ0(iVµDEµ)ψ+(~v, x) and i /DE‖ψ−(~v, x) = γ0(iV̄µDEµ)ψ−(~v, x). For the sake of convenience,
we abbreviate the 8 × 8 matrix in Eq. (22) by i /DE(µ) in the following algebraic calculations. Since the zero modes
satisfy i /DE(µ)ψ0(~v) = 0, the relation [i /DE(µ)]

2ψ0(~v) = 0 reads:

(

(i /DE‖ + 2µγ0)i /DE‖ + (i /DE⊥)2 (i /DE‖ + 2µγ0)i /DE⊥ + i /DE⊥(i /DE‖ + 2µγ0)
i /DE⊥ i /DE‖ + i /DE‖ i /DE⊥ i /DE‖(i /DE‖ + 2µγ0) + (i /DE⊥)2

)(

ψ+0(~v, x)
ψ−0(~v, x)

)

≃
(

(i /DE‖ + 2µγ0)i /DE‖ + (i /DE⊥)2 0
0 i /DE‖(i /DE‖ + 2µγ0) + (i /DE⊥)2

)(

ψ+0(~v, x)
ψ−0(~v, x)

)

= 0 , (23)

where we have used ψ0(~v) =

(

ψ+0(~v, x)
ψ−0(~v, x)

)

. The second line of Eq. (23) follows from the fact that the off-diagonal

elements are suppressed by O(1/µ), since

(i /DE⊥ i /DE‖ + i /DE‖ i /DE⊥)ψ+0(~v, x) = igγ⊥βγ‖αGαβψ+0(~v, x) = igV⊥βVαGαβψ+0(~v, x) ,

(i /DE⊥ i /DE‖ + i /DE‖ i /DE⊥)ψ−0(~v, x) = igγ⊥βγ‖αGαβψ−0(~v, x) = igV̄⊥βV̄αGαβψ−0(~v, x) , (24a)

where V⊥β = (0,~l⊥/|µ~v +~l|) and V̄⊥β = (0,−~l⊥/|µ~v +~l|). Each element of the column vector resulting from the last
line of Eq. (23) can be simply expressed as

[

2µ(iVµDEµ) + (i /DE‖)
2 + (i /DE⊥)

2
]

ψ±0(~v, x) ≃
[

2µ(iVµDEµ) +D2
E +

g

2

1±′ γ5
2

σµνGµν
]

ψ±0(~v, x) = 0 , (25)

where σαβγ5 = 1
2ǫαβµνσµν and the following (anti-)self-duality relation of the (anti-)instanton field-strength tensor

has been used:

Gµν = ±′ 1

2
ǫµνρσGρσ . (26)

Here, ±′ denotes the instanton and anti-instanton field strength, respectively (while the ± at ψ±0(~v, x) denotes the
slow/fast mode). Since we are investigating phenomena near the Fermi surface, |DEµ| <∼ ΛQCD by assuming a weak
coupling to the instanton background. In the vacuum limit µ→ 0, 2µ(iVµDEµ)+D

2
E → D2

E becomes negative definite.
Since for left-handed modes the right-handed projector (1+ γ5)/2 eliminates the last term in Eq. (25), while the left-
handed projector (1 − γ5)/2 does the same for right-handed modes, the amplitude of the left-handed (right-handed)
zero-mode ψL(R)0(~v, x) is required to vanish. However, the right-handed (left-handed) zero mode ψR(L)0(~v, x) does
not need to vanish, meaning that there is scalar quark condensation which correlates topologically different vacua
(I = ±1). As long as we are in the low-µ region, this conclusion will remain valid, i.e., scalar quark condensation of
the quark and antiquark modes via instanton interactions persist.
On the other hand, if one considers a state ψλ(µ) near the Fermi surface with a given Fermi velocity ~v, another

candidate for ψλ(−µ) is a quark state on the other side of the Fermi surface, in the direction −~v, since it also costs
an energy 2µ to flip a surface quark state to the opposite side of Fermi sphere. The antiparticle creation operator

d†s(~v,−l) in the fast mode (21) is indeed the annihilation operator acting on an occupied state (−s,−µ~v + ~l) in the
Dirac sea. If one separates the contribution ∼ d†s(~v,−l) by a proper effective approach, then the separated slow mode
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FIG. 3. A simple diagram depicting the transverse perturbation in a small patch on the Fermi surface. The correlation of the
instanton field strength on both sides of the Fermi sphere can correlate the quark and hole state around the patch in both
directions of a given Fermi velocity.

describes the d-type particle state obtained by annihilation of the (−s,−µ~v+~l) state below the reference ground level
where the effective dynamics is defined. From a technical point of view, this operator can describe the hole state

obtained by annihilation of the (−s,−µ~v+~l) state in the Fermi sphere if the reference ground level is set as the Fermi

surface in the direction −~v. By denoting d†s(~v,−l) as b−s(−~v, l), which annihilates an occupied state (−s,−µ~v+~l) in
the Fermi sea, the d-type slow modes can be utilized to describe dynamics of the b-type slow modes at the opposite
side of the Fermi sphere. One can decompose the quark field in a symmetric way to obtain the second version of the
effective description for the relevant slow modes moving in both directions of a given Fermi velocity. If one writes the
quark field as

ψ(x) =
∑

s

∫

d4p

(2π)4
[

bs(~p)us(~p)e
−ip·x + d†s(~p)vs(~p)e

ip·x] =⇒
∑

~v

[

eiµ~v·~xψp(~v, x) + e−iµ~v·~xψn(~v, x)
]

, (27)

the positive- and negative-energy modes with residual momentum |lµ| <∼ µ can be identified as follows:

ψp(~v, x) =
∑

s

∫

d4l

(2π)4
bs(~v, l)us(~v, l)e

−il·x , (28)

ψn(~v, x) =
∑

s

∫

d4l

(2π)4
d†s(~v,−l)vs(~v,−l)e−il·x . (29)

Then, one can express the matter part of the Lagrangian density (16) in Euclidean space as follows:

LE
ψ̄Dψ = −

∑

~v

[

ψ̄p(~v, x)γ
0(iVµDEµ)ψp(~v, x) + ψ̄n(~v, x)γ

0(iV̄µDEµ)ψn(~v, x)

+ e−2iµ~v·~xψ̄p(~v, x) i /DE⊥ψn(~v, x) + e2iµ~v·~xψ̄n(~v, x) i /DE⊥ψp(~v, x)
]

, (30)

where the algebraic relations (7) have been used. This matter part can be reduced further to the effective form:

LE
ψ̄Dψ = −

∑

~v

[

ψ̄p(~v, x)γ
0(iVµDEµ)ψp(~v, x)− ψ̄p(~v, x)

γ0

2µ+ iV̄µDEµ
(/DE⊥)

2ψp(~v, x)

+ ψ̄n(~v, x)γ
0(iV̄µDEµ)ψn(~v, x)− ψ̄n(~v, x)

γ0

2µ+ iVµDEµ
(/DE⊥)

2ψn(~v, x)

]

, (31)

where the following equations of motion δSQCD/δψ̄p/n(~v, x) = 0 were used:

i /DE‖ψn(~v, x) = −e2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥ψp(~v, x) ,

i /DE‖ψp(~v, x) = −e−2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥ψn(~v, x) . (32)
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From the effective Lagrangian (31), one can see that the negative-energy slow mode ψn(~v, x) follows the same lon-
gitudinal dynamics as the positive-energy slow mode moving in the opposite direction ψp(−~v, x), since V̄µ = (i,−~v).
Considering that the d-type particle state with quantum numbers (s, ~v,−l) is obtained by annihilating the occupied
(−s,−~v, l) state below the ground level, one may match ψn(~v, x) as follows:

ψn(~v, x) =
∑

s

∫

d4l

(2π)4
d†s(~v,−l)vs(~v,−l)e−il·x =⇒ ψp(−~v, x) =

∑

s

∫

d4l

(2π)4
b−s(−~v, l)u−s(−~v, l)e−il·x . (33)

Thus, the conjugated field ψ̄n(~v, x) describes the same dynamics as a hole state in the Fermi sea in the −~v direction
(ψ̄p(−~v, x)) and the condensate

〈

ψ̄+(−~v, x)ψ+(~v, x)
〉

can be investigated in the {ψp(~v, x), ψn(~v, x)} basis. By denoting
ψn(~v, x) as ψ+(−~v, x), the matrix form of the matter part (30) can be expressed accordingly as

LE
ψ̄Dψ = −

∑

~v

(

ψ̄+(−~v, x) , ψ̄+(~v, x)
)

(

e2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥ i /DE‖
i /DE‖ e−2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥

)(

ψ+(~v, x)
ψ+(−~v, x)

)

, (34)

and [i /DE(µ)]
2ψ0 = 0 can be reduced as follows:

(

(i /DE‖)
2 + e2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥e2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥ e2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥ i /DE‖ + i /DE‖e

−2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥

e−2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥ i /DE‖ + i /DE‖e
2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥ (i /DE‖)

2 + e−2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥e−2iµ~v·~xi /DE⊥

)

(

ψ+0(~v, x)
ψ+0(−~v, x)

)

≃





(i /DE‖)
2 − i /DE‖ i /DE⊥

γ0

i /DE‖+2µγ0 i /DE⊥ 0

0 (i /DE‖)
2 − i /DE‖ i /DE⊥

γ0

i /DE‖+2µγ0 i /DE⊥





(

ψ+0(~v, x)
ψ+0(−~v, x)

)

= 0 , (35)

where the off-diagonal elements are suppressed as O(1/µ) by the relation (24) and the constraints (32). The last line
of Eq. (35) can be simplified as

[

(i /DE‖)
2 − i /DE‖ i /DE⊥

γ0

i /DE‖ + 2µγ0
i /DE⊥

]

ψ+0(±~v, x)

=

[

D2
E‖ +

g

2
σµνG‖µν +

i /DE‖
i /DE‖ + 2µγ0

(

D2
⊥ +

g

2
σµνG⊥µν

)

]

ψ+0(±~v, x) = 0 . (36)

As seen in the fast-slow mode condensation case, an isotropic scalar quark condensate can be formed only in the
vacuum limit µ → 0 (the negative slow mode becomes the negative-energy mode in vacuum) since the self-dual
instanton field strength (26) guarantees the vanishing amplitude of ψL0. In the limit that the momentum goes to

the Fermi surface with µ ≫ ΛQCD, Eq. (36) reduces to
(

D2
E‖ +

g
2σµνG‖µν

)

ψ+0(±~v, x) = 0. Although the isotropic

quark condensation is not possible at µ ≃ O(ΛQCD), the velocity-oriented quark and hole condensation along a given
Fermi-velocity axis is possible. Consider a small patch on the Fermi surface whose area is ∼ O(l2⊥) < Λ2

QCD and a

small transverse perturbation in the patch: ~v′ = ~v+ δ~v with |δ~v| ≡ l⊥/µ≪ 1 and ~v · δ~v = 0 (Fig. 3). Then, i /DE‖ can
be expressed as

i /DE‖ ≃ i
[

γ4DE4 + (~v · ~γ)~v · ~DE + (δ~vT · ~γ)δ~vT · ~DE

]

, (37)

(i /DE‖)
2 ≃ D2

~v +D2
~vT +

g

2
σµν (G~vµν + G~vTµν) , (38)

where δ~vT = δ~v/
√
δ~v · δ~v, D~vµ = (DE4, ~v(~v · ~DE)), and D~vTµ = (0, δ~vT (δ~vT · ~DE)). The definition for the velocity-

oriented field strength is understood from the definition of the covariant derivative. In the momentum scaling to
the Fermi surface, |D~vµ| ≃ |D~vTµ| ≪ ΛQCD and the self-duality relationship of the velocity-oriented instanton field
strength can be satisfied, which leads to the condensation of the surface zero-mode of each helicity basis.

C. Scalar and vector channel in the instanton background

Consider the interaction terms of HDET which lead to marginal interactions in the low-energy effective model. The
simplest four-quark interaction can be written as follows:

LE
(ψ̄Γψ)2 ≃ − 1

4µ2

[

ψ̄+(~v)γ
0(i /D~vT )

2ψ+(~v)
] [

ψ̄+(−~v)γ0(i /D−~vT )
2ψ+(−~v)

]

=
1

4µ2

1

16

[

ψ̄c+(−~v)ΓAψa+(~v)
] [

ψ̄b+(~v)Γ
Bψd+(−~v)

] [

ΓAγ0(i /D~vT )
2
baΓ

Bγ0(i /D−~vT )
2
cd

]

αα
, (39)
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where the rectangular brackets denote the trace over the spinor (α) and color (a) indices. By choosing ΓA = ΓB = 1
and color-singlet combinations, the scalar four-quark interaction can be expressed as

LE
(ψ̄ψ)2 ⇒ − 1

4µ2

1

16

(

1

3

)2
(g

4

)2

[γ0αkγ0αn]αα[τ
CτD]aaǫ

ijkǫlmn

×
[

ψ̄+(−~v)ψ+(~v)
] [

ψ̄+(~v)ψ+(−~v)
] 〈

GC~vT ijG
D
−~vT lm

〉

= −π
3

1

256

αs
µ2

〈

G~vT 2
〉 [

ψ̄+(−~v)ψ+(~v)
] [

ψ̄+(~v)ψ+(−~v)
]

, (40)

where the following relations for the expectation value of the instanton field strength on both sides of the Fermi sphere
are used:

(i /D~vT )
2 = D2

~vT − g

2
σµνG~vTµν = D2

~vT +
g

4
ǫijkαkG~vT ij , (41)

〈

GC~vT ijG
D
−~vT lm

〉

= −δ
CD

6
(δilδjm − vivlδjm − vjvmδil − δimδjl + vivmδjl + vjvlδim)

〈

G~vT 2
〉

, (42)

where C,D = {1, 2, 3} denotes the adoint color index for the instanton field strength. In the perturbative regime
(µ ≫ ΛQCD), the strong coupling constant suppresses the contribution (40). However, at µ ≃ O(ΛQCD), multi-
instanton configurations [62–64] and an increasing αs in the low-momentum scaling to the Fermi surface can enhance
the contribution of this channel. This kind of interaction is of similar form as the effective interaction (15), which will
be adopted as a scalar interaction in the simple model for the FRG analysis in Sec. III.
If repulsive vector interactions near the Fermi surface become dominant, the non-trivial scalar channel could be

suppressed in the RG flow to the IR limit. Such a vector interaction can, for instance, be constructed from the vector
current of the surface modes:

ψ̄(x)γµψ(x) =⇒
∑

~v

ψ̄(~v, x)γµψ(~v, x) ≃ ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
0ψ+(~v, x) , (43)

where the relation ~αψ±(~v, x) = ±~vψ±(~v, x) was used. For the zero-sound type interaction, we have two possible
configurations for the Fermi velocities, (i) ~v1 + ~v2 ≃ ~v3 + ~v4 ≃ 0, with ~v1 ≃ ~v3 (~v2 ≃ ~v4), and (ii) ~v1 ≃ ~v2 ≃ ~v3 ≃ ~v4
(cf. caption of Fig. 1(a)). For case (i), the interaction Lagrangian can be constructed as

L(ψ̄γψ)2 =
[

ψ̄(x)γµψ(x)
] [

ψ̄(x)γµψ(x)
]

⇒
∑

~v

1

µ2

gv
nD

[

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
µψ+(~v, x)

] [

ψ̄+(−~v, x)γµψ+(−~v, x)
]

≃
∑

~v

2

µ2

gv
nD

[

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
0ψ+(~v, x)

] [

ψ̄+(−~v, x)γ0ψ+(−~v, x)
]

. (44)

The QCD origin of this channel can be found not only from the instanton configuration but from the perturbative
gluon exchange appearing in the following interaction:

LE
(ψ†ψ)2 ≃ − 1

4µ2

[

ψ̄+(~v)γ
0D2

Eψ+(~v)
] [

ψ̄+(−~v)γ0D2
Eψ+(−~v)

]

. (45)

The second case (ii), which corresponds to collinear forward scattering, actually does not appear at leading order
since

[

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
µψ+(~v, x)

] [

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
µψ+(~v, x)

]

≃ V 2
[

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
0ψ+(~v, x)

]2
= 0 , (46)

but can appear at next-to-leading order. Because this interaction is constructed from the vector current, it becomes
vanishingly small when the outer shell of the Fermi sphere becomes infinitesimally thin (Fig. 2). One can guess the
transverse vector interaction from Eq. (39) but further analysis of such a kind of channel will be deferred to future
work.
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III. FRG ANALYSIS OF EFFECTIVE MODEL

In this section, we construct a simple effective model by considering scalar- and vector-type four-quark contact
interactions. The effective Lagrangian is bosonized via a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, and this effective
form is taken as UV initial condition in the FRG analysis. First, we investigate the quark condensation amplitude
in the mean-field approximation, assuming a homogeneous amplitude σ in the FRG flow of the action. The case
of an inhomogeneous amplitude is investigated by analyzing the scalar two-point function when allowing for spatial
fluctuations. Finally, we investigate the case of a dynamical σ by solving the FRG flow equation.

A. Effective model Lagrangian and Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation

For the general description, one may consider µ = µq + µ̄, µq ≫ µ̄ and write the effective Lagrangian in terms of
the surface modes. The parameter µ̄ can be interpreted as the thickness of the momentum shell where one expects
quark condensation, cf. Fig. 2. Then, the effective Lagrangian of the matter part can be expressed as follows [43]:

Lq ≃
∑

~v

[

ψ̄+(~v, x)γ
0(iV µDµ + µ̄)ψ+(~v, x)− ψ̄+(~v, x)

γ0

2µq + µ̄+ iV̄ µDµ
/D2
⊥ψ+(~v, x)

]

+
∑

~vi

∑

ΓΓ′

dΓΓ
′

(v1, v2, v3, v4)

µ2
q

[

ψ̄+(~v3, x)Γψ+(~v1, x)
] [

ψ̄+(~v4, x)Γ
′ψ+(~v2, x)

]

+ . . . . (47)

From this point, we will only keep the effective four-quark interactions considered in the previous section and omit
the subscript ‘+’ on the positive quark modes. To describe the interaction between the quark and holes on the
patches in opposite directions of the Fermi velocity, it is convenient to double the Fermi velocity sums and divide by
2. Converting Eq. (47) into Euclidean space we then obtain

LE =
1

2

∑

~v

{

ψ̄(~v, x)
(

−i/∂E − µ̄γ0
)

ψ(~v, x) + ψ̄(−~v, x)
(

−i/∂E − µ̄γ0
)

ψ(−~v, x)

− 1

µ2
q

gs
nD

[

ψ̄(−~v, x)ψ(~v, x)
] [

ψ̄(~v, x)ψ(−~v, x)
]

− 1

µ2
q

gv
nD

[

ψ̄(~v, x)γµψ(~v, x)
] [

ψ̄(−~v, x)γµψ(−~v, x)
]

}

.

(48)

Employing a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation [52, 53] we obtain the bosonized form of this Lagrangian. Explic-
itly, we introduce auxiliary fields ξs, ξv into the partition function of the model,

Z = const.

∫

D[ξs, ξv, ψ̄, ψ] e−SE exp

(

−
µ2
q

2gs

∑

~v

ξs~vξ
s
−~v −

µ2
q

2gv

∑

~v

ξv~v,µξ
v
−~v,µ

)

, (49)

where SE ≡
∫

d4xE LE . Then, we substitute ξs~v and ξv~v by the shifted auxiliary fields σ±, ω±
µ via

ξs±~v = hsσ
±(x) +

1

µ2
q

gs√
nD

ψ̄(∓~v, x)ψ(±~v, x) , (50)

ξv±~v,µ = hvω
±
µ (x) +

1

µ2
q

gv√
nD

ψ̄(±~v, x)γµψ(±~v, x) , (51)

to obtain the bosonized partition function

Z = const.

∫

D[σ, ω, ψ̄, ψ]e−SbE , (52)

where SbE is the action corresponding to the bosonized Lagrangian

LbE =
1

2

∑

~v

[

Ψ̄~v

(

−i∂µΓµ − µ̄Γ0 +
hs√
nD

ϕ+
hv√
nD

ωµΓµ

)

Ψ~v +
µ2
qh

2
s

gs
σ−(x)σ+(x) +

µ2
qh

2
v

gv
ω−
µ (x)ω

+
µ (x)

]

. (53)
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Here, we introduced the matrix representations

Ψ~v =

(

ψ+(~v, x)
ψ+(−~v, x)

)

, Γµ =

(

0 γµ
γµ 0

)

, ϕ =

(

σ−(x)I 0
0 σ+(x)I

)

, ωµ =

(

ω+
µ (x)I 0
0 ω−

µ (x)I

)

, (54)

where σ−(x) = (σ+(x))† follows from Eq. (50) and where ω±
µ (x) =

(

ω±
4 (x), ~v[~v · ~ω±(x)]

)

. One should note that the
independent spin degrees of freedom have been reduced by a factor of 2, since half of the helicity space corresponds
to the negative-energy modes, which have been integrated out. The quark mode along the opposite Fermi velocity,
i.e., ψ(−~v, x), plays the role of the negative-energy modes of the vacuum theory.

B. The exact RG flow equation in the mean-field approximation for the bosonic fields

We first investigate the simplest configuration where the bosonic fields are approximated by constant mean fields:

ϕ⇒
(

σI 0
0 σI

)

, ωµ ⇒
(

ω+
µ I 0
0 ω−

µ I

)

, (55)

where σ is a real-valued background field (σ− = (σ+)† = σ+ = σ) and ω±
µ =

(

ω4,±~vω‖
)

with ω±
4 = ω4 and

ω‖ ≡ ~v · ~ω+ = −~v · ~ω−. Then, to leading order the effective average action corresponding to the bosonized Lagrangian
density (53) reads

Γmk =

∫

d4xE

[

1

2

∑

~v

Ψ̄~v

(

−iΓµ∂µ − µ̄Γ0 +
hs√
nD

ϕ+
hv√
nD

ωµΓµ

)

Ψ~v + 2πµ2
q

h2v
gv

(ω2
4 − ω2

‖) + Uσ(k, σ)

]

, (56)

where Uσ(k, σ) is the RG time-dependent potential for the σ-field, which has the UV initial condition

Uσ(k = µq, σ) = 2πµ2
q

h2s
gs
σ2 . (57)

The coarse graining of Γmk with respect to the RG time can be described by including the regulator term:

Γfk = Γmk +∆Γfk , (58)

∆Γfk =
1

2

∑

~v

∫

d4pE
(2π)4

Ψ̄~v(−p‖)Rf~v (k, p)Ψ~v(p‖). (59)

The corresponding exact RG flow equation [45–47] is

∂tΓ
f
k = −STr

{

[

∂tR
f
~v (k, p)

] [

Γ
m(2)

Ψ̄Ψ
(k,~v) +Rf~v (k, p)

]−1
}

, (60)

where Γ
m(2)

Ψ̄Ψ
(k,~v) denotes the second functional derivative of Γmk with respect to the fermionic fields evaluated at

Ψ̄~v = Ψ~v = 0. ‘STr’ denotes the supertrace including the summation over the spin, color, and flavor indices and the

integration over p‖ and ~v. The fermionic regulatorRf~v (k, p) can be derived from the well-known Litim regulator [65, 66]
as

Rf~v (k, p) =
βδn′nδ

(2)(~v ′ − ~v) 2πδ(p′‖ − p‖)

2

(

0 ip‖γ4
−ip‖γ4 0

)

rf (k, p‖) , (61)

where p‖ = ~v · ~p, k = Λe−t, and rf (k, p‖) is given as

1 + rf (k, p‖) =
√

1 + rb(k, p‖) , (62)

rb(k, p‖) ≡
(

k2

p2‖
− 1

)

Θ

(

k2

p2‖
− 1

)

, (63)

and the integration measure contained in the supertrace in Eq. (60) is understood as
∫

d4pE
(2π)4

βδn′n(2π)
3δ(3)(~p ′ − ~p) ≡ 1

β

∑

n

∑

~v

∫ µq

−µq

dp‖
2π

βδn′nδ
(2)(~v ′ − ~v) 2πδ(p′‖ − p‖) , (64)
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where we used δ(2)(~p⊥) = (1/µ2
q)δ

(2)(~v) and d2p⊥ = µ2
qd~v. Note the following useful relations:

2∂trf (k, p‖)
[

1 + rf (k, p‖)
]

= ∂trb(k, p‖) = −2k2

p2‖

[

Θ

(

k2

p2‖
− 1

)

+

(

k2

p2‖
− 1

)

δ

(

k2

p2‖
− 1

)]

, (65)

∂trf (k, p‖) =
∂trb(k, p‖)

2
√

1 + rb(k, p‖)
=

{

0 |p‖| > k
− k
p‖

|p‖| ≤ k . (66)

Γ
m(2)

Ψ̄Ψ
(k,~v) +Rf~v (k, p) can be expressed explicitly as follows:

Γ
m(2)

Ψ̄Ψ
(k,~v) +Rf~v (k, p)

=
βδn′nδ

(2)(~v ′ − ~v) 2πδ(p′‖ − p‖)

2

[

(

0 γ4
[

p4 + iµ̄+ ip‖(1 + rf (k, p‖)
]

γ4
[

p4 + iµ̄− ip‖(1 + rf (k, p‖)
]

0

)

+
hs√
nD

(

σI 0
0 σI

)

+
hv√
nD

(

0 γ4
(

ω4 + iω‖
)

γ4
(

ω4 + iω‖
)

0

)

]

,

(67)

and the inverse can be obtained as
[

Γ
m(2)

Ψ̄Ψ
(k,~v) +Rf~v (k, p)

]−1

=
2βδn′nδ

(2)(~v ′ − ~v) 2πδ(p′‖ − p‖)

p̄24 + p̄2‖ +
h2
s

nD
σ2

[

hs√
nD

(

σI 0
0 σI

)

−
(

0 γ4
(

p̄4 + ip̄‖
)

γ4
(

p̄4 − ip̄‖
)

0

)]

, (68)

where p̄4 and p̄‖ denote

p̄4 = p4 + i

[

µ̄+
hv√
nD

(

ω0 + ω‖
)

]

, (69)

p̄‖ = p‖
[

1 + rf (k, p‖)
]

. (70)

Then, after taking the trace on the other indices (considering an additional factor 1/2), Eq. (60) can be expressed as

∂tΓ
f
k = −β(2π)3δ(3)(0) 1

β

∑

n

µ2
q

(2π)2

∑

~v

∫ µq

−µq

dp‖
2π

4nDp
2
‖[1 + rf (k, p‖)]∂trf (k, p‖)

{

p4 + i
[

µ̄+ hv√
nD

(ω0 + ω‖)
]}2

+
[

p‖(1 + rf (k, p‖))
]2

+
h2
s

nD
σ2

= β(2π)3δ(3)(0)
2nDµ

2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ek(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

, (71)

where nf[x] = 1/(ex + 1), Ek(σ) =
[

k(t)2 +
h2

s

nD
σ2
]

1

2

, and (2π)3δ(3)(0) denotes the system’s volume. In mean-field

approximation, hv√
nD

(

ω0 + ω‖
)

can be absorbed into the shell parameter µ̄, as there is no kinetic fluctuation of the

bosonic fields: µ̃(ω‖µ) = µ̄ + hv√
nD

(

ω0 + ω‖
)

. We will assume the condition µ̃(ω‖µ) → 0 in the limit µ̄ → 0 to make

the medium contribution from the momentum shell vanish when the parameter µ̄→ 0.

C. Analytic investigation and numerical results in the mean-field approximation for the bosonic fields

As the quantum fluctuation from the bosonic part is missing in the mean-field approximation, if one neglects the
wave function renormalization of the fermionic fields, the RG-time dependence of the effective action comes only from
the bosonic potential term:

∂tΓ
f
k = β(2π)3δ(3)(0)∂tU(k(t), σ, ω‖µ) , (72)

with the UV initial condition

U(k = µq, σ, ω‖µ) = 2πµ2
q

[

h2s
gs
σ2 +

h2v
gv

(

−ω2
0 − ω2

‖

)

]

. (73)
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FIG. 4. (Color online) U(0, σ, ω̄‖µ) for µ = 400 MeV and T = 0.05σ0. From left to right, µ̄ = 0.65σ0, µ̄ = 0.67σ0, and
µ̄ = 0.85σ0. In this low-T regime, the system develops a local minimum at σ = 0 (left spinodal point at µ̄ = 0.65σ0), which
becomes the global minimum at the transition (first-order phase transition). Around µ̄ = 0.85σ0, the local minima (which were
the global minima before the transition) disappear and only the global minimum remains (right spinodal point).

Then, the flow equation (71) can be integrated to give the following result:

U(0, σ, ω‖µ) = U(µq, σ, ω‖µ) +
2nDµ

2
q

π2

∫ µq

0

dk
k2

Ek(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

}

,

(74)

where k(t) flows from k(0) = µq to k(∞) = 0. Since we are considering the situation where µ̄ ≪ µq and T ≪ µq,
the contribution from the momentum shell around the quark Fermi sphere (µ̄ > 0) will be treated as the “medium
correction” to the thin-shell limit (T → 0, µ̄ → 0) of the potential (see Fig. 2). The IR potential in the thin-shell
limit can be identified as follows:

UTS(0, σ, ω‖µ) = 2πµ2
q

[

h2s
gs(µq)

σ2 +
h2v

gv(µq)

(

−ω2
0 − ω2

‖

)

]

+
2nDµ

2
q

π2

[

µq

(

µ2
q +

h2s
nD

σ2

)
1

2

−
∫ µq

0

dk

(

k2 +
h2s
nD

σ2

)
1

2

]

.

(75)

We investigate the scalar potential first. If one assumes a nontrivial minimum σ0 6= 0, the corresponding 2π/gs(µq)
can be found from the constraint ∂σUTS|σ=σ0

= 0:

2π

gs(µq)

∣

∣

∣

∣

TS

= − 1

π2











(

1 +
h2s
µ2
q

σ2
0

nD

)− 1

2

− ln







hs

µq

σ0√
nD

(

1 +
h2
s

µ2
q

σ2

0

nD

)
1

2 − 1

















. (76)

Keeping hs fixed and taking the large-µq limit, the following form can be found:

2π

gs(µq)

∣

∣

∣

∣

TS

= − 1

π2

[

1− ln

(

2
√
nD
σ0

µq
hs

)]

+O
(

h2s
µ2
q

)

+ . . . , (77)

where gs(µq) → 0 in the limit of µq/hs → ∞ as discussed in Refs. [55, 67]. A possibly appearing divergence of
UTS(0, σ, ω‖µ) in the limit µq/hs → ∞ is regularized by Eq. (76).
Since a nontrivial ω̄‖µ-dependence only comes from the shell contribution, in the thin-shell limit (T → 0, µ̄ → 0)

ω̄‖µ = (ω̄0, ω̄‖) ⇒ (0, 0) and the corresponding 2π/gv(µq) → 0 . Considering the shell contribution, one can assume
ω̄‖µ = (ω̄0, ω̄‖) 6= (0, 0) and find the corresponding 2π/gv(µq) 6= 0 from the constraints ∂ω0

Ushell|ω0=ω̄0
= 0 and

∂ω‖
Ushell|ω‖=ω̄‖

= 0:

2π

gv(µq)
=

1

π2

√
nD

hvω̄‖

(

µq
{

nf

[

β
(

Eµq
(σ)− µ̃(ω̄‖µ)

)]

− nf

[

β
(

Eµq
(σ) + µ̃(ω̄‖µ)

)]}

−
∫ µq

0

dk
{

nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) − µ̃(ω̄‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω̄‖µ)
}])

)

, (78)
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FIG. 5. (Color online) U(0, σ, ω̄‖µ) for µ = 400 MeV and µ̄ = 0.05σ0. From left to right, T = 0.3σ0, T = 0.5σ0, and T = 0.6σ0.
In this low-µ̄ regime, the system does not develop another local minimum and the nontrivial global minima merge at the
second-order phase transition.

from which one can check that 2π/gv(µq) ≤ 0 for ω̄‖ ≥ 0 and the asymptotic behavior 2π/gv(µq) → 0 in the thin-shell

limit (T → 0, µ̄ → 0, ω̄‖µ → 0), which guarantees the repulsive nature of the ω2-potential in U(µq, σ, ω‖µ) and

implies the absence of an ω2-potential in the thin-shell limit, respectively. The thin-shell limit of the IR potential can
be summarized as follows:

UTS(0, σ, ω‖µ) = −
µ2
q(hsσ)

2

π2











(

1 +
h2s
µ2
q

σ2
0

nD

)− 1

2

− ln







hs

µq

σ0√
nD

(

1 +
h2
s

µ2
q

σ2

0

nD

)
1

2 − 1






+ ln







hs

µq

σ√
nD

(

1 +
h2
s

µ2
q

σ2

nD

)
1

2 − 1

















+
µ4
qnD

π2

(

1 +
h2s
µ2
q

σ2

nD

)
1

2

, (79)

which, from a technical point of view, corresponds to the IR vacuum potential discussed in Refs. [55, 67]. The full IR
potential (74) can be evaluated as follows:

U(0, σ, ω‖µ) = UTS(0, σ, ω‖µ)

−
µ2
q(hsσ)

2

π2

∫ µq

0

dk

(

k2

Ek(σ0)3
{

nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ0) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

+ nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ0)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

+
βk2

Ek(σ0)2

{

nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ0) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]2

+ nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ0)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]2
}

)

+
µ2
q

π2

hv
√
nD

ω̄‖

(

−ω2
0 − ω2

‖

)

(

µq
{

nf

[

β
(

Eµq
(σ)− µ̃(ω̄‖µ)

)]

− nf

[

β
(

Eµq
(σ) + µ̃(ω̄‖µ)

)]}

−
∫ µq

0

dk
{

nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ)− µ̃(ω̄‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω̄‖µ)
)]}

)

−
2nDµ

2
q

π2

∫ µq

0

dk
k2

Ek(σ)

{

nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

+ nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) − µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

. (80)

To investigate the nontrivial minima of U(0, σ, ω‖µ), we fix some of the parameters as follows: hs =
√
6, hv =√

6, nD = 6. (Since hs and hv can be absorbed into the bosonic fields, these Yukawa parameters can be adjusted
freely.) As one can see from the potential (80), the qualitative behavior of the contribution from the momentum shell
is determined by the relative size of µ̄ and T compared to the nontrivial minimum σ0. Here we fix the scale σ0 ≪ µq
and express µ̄ and T in units of σ0. Considering that 〈ψ†(~v)ψ(~v)〉 corresponds to the quark number density of the
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Contour plot of the magnitude of the condensate σ̄ at the local or global minima in the (µ̄, T )-plane
for µ = 400 MeV. Left: the magnitude of σ̄ at the nontrivial global minimum, which shows a first-order phase boundary in
the low-T regime. Right: the magnitude of σ̄ at the nontrivial local minimum corresponding to the right spinodal boundary,
which agrees with the global minimum to the left of the tricritical point (T = 0.25σ0, µ̄ = 0.63σ0). As the shell thickness µ̄
increases in the low-T regime, the system undergoes a first-order phase transition (Fig 4). The local minimum corresponding
to the right spinodal exists until around µ̄ ≃ 0.85σ0.

outer shell, the scale of ω̄0 can be estimated from Eq. (51):

ω̄0 ≃ 1

µ2
q

gv√
nD

〈ψ†(~v)ψ(~v)〉 = gv
√
nD

π2
µ̄ , (81)

where 〈ψ†(~v)ψ(~v)〉 = (nD/π
2)µ2

q µ̄ in the massless limit. As 〈ψ̄(~v)γµψ(~v)〉 = V µ〈ψ†(~v)ψ(~v)〉, in the mean-field
approximation we will assume ω̄‖ = ω̄0. We will ignore the RG-time dependence of gv and set gv

√
nD = 0.3 for

the sake of simplicity.
We first investigate the two different limits (T → 0, µ̄ 6= 0) and (T 6= 0, µ̄ → 0). As one can observe in Fig. 4, the

system undergoes a first-order phase transition around (T → 0, µ̄ = 0.65σ0), where the nontrivial global minimum σ̄
vanishes. In this direction, the system develops a local minimum at σ = 0, which becomes the global minimum at the
phase boundary. The two local minima which were the nontrivial global minima before the phase transition persist
until around µ̄ = 0.85σ0 (right spinodal point).
In the other limit (T 6= 0, µ̄ → 0) a second order phase transition occurs around (T ≃ 0.6σ0, µ̄ → 0), cf. Fig. 5.

In this direction, the system does not develop any additional local minimum and the nontrivial minima disappear
simultaneously at the phase boundary. This qualitative behavior is summarized in the phase diagrams shown in Fig. 6.
On the left-hand side of Fig. 6 we show the magnitude of σ̄ at the nontrivial global minimum. On the right-hand

side, we show the magnitude of σ̄ at the nontrivial local minimum corresponding to the right spinodal boundary,
which agrees with the global minimum to the left of a (tri-)critical point (T = 0.25σ0, µ̄ = 0.63σ0). This means
there is a second-order phase transition in the high-T , low-µ̄ region and a first-order phase transition in the low-T ,
high-µ̄ region, separated by the tricritical point at (T = 0.25σ0, µ̄ = 0.63σ0). The phase diagram is very similar to
the standard one of the GN-model in mean-field approximation and assuming a spatially homogeneous condensate,
except that the role of the ordinary chemical potential µq is now assumed by the shell-thickness parameter µ̄.

D. Analysis of the bosonic two-point function for investigation of an inhomogeneous σ(x) configuration

The next step is to consider a spatially inhomogeneous fluctuation δσ(x) around a homogeneous mean-background
field σ [31–33, 36, 37, 40]:

ϕ⇒
(

[σ + δσ(x)]I 0
0 [σ + δσ(x)]I

)

, (82)

where the fluctation δσ(x) can be related to the momentum difference between the quark and hole modes in the
outer shell of the Fermi sphere (cf. Figs. 2 and 7). If the coefficient of the term quadratic in δσ(x) in the effective
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average action, evaluated on the homogeneous background σ, becomes negative in some region of momentum q‖, the
homogeneous ground state is unstable and there is a more stable inhomogeneous configuration of the field σ(x). The
coefficient of the second-order term in the δσ(x) fluctuation is the bosonic two-point function

Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖) = β(2π)3δ(3)(0)

{

2πµ2
q

gs
h2s +

1

8

h2s
nD

∑

~v

1

β

∑

n

∫

d2p⊥
(2π)2

∫

dp‖
2π

Tr [S~v(p+ q)S~v(p)]

}

, (83)

where the momentum-space propagator S~v(p) in a homogeneous background can be found as

S~v(p) =
2

p̄24 + p‖2 +
h2
s

nD
σ2

[

hs√
nD

(

σI 0
0 σI

)

−
(

0 γ4
(

p̄4 + ip‖
)

γ4
(

p̄4 − ip‖
)

0

)]

. (84)

The trace over spinor and internal indices can be evaluated as follows:

Tr [S~v(p+ q)S~v(p)] = −16nD

{

1

p̄24 + Ep+q(σ)2
+

1

p̄24 + Ep(σ)2
− 1

[p̄24 + Ep+q(σ)2][p̄24 + Ep(σ)2]

(

q2‖ + 4
h2s
nD

σ2

)}

,

(85)

where an additional factor 1/2 has been taken into account due to the double-counting of spinor degrees of freedom.
After summation over Matsubara frequencies, the bosonic two-point function (83) can be expressed as follows:

Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖)

β(2π)3δ(3)(0)
=

2πµ2
q

gs
h2s −

µ2
qh

2
s

π

∫

dp‖
2π

(

1

2Ep(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

+
1

2Ep+q(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ep+q(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ep+q(σ) − µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

)

−
µ2
qh

2
s

π

(

q2‖ + 4
h2s
nD

σ2

)

×
∫

dp‖
2π

1

q‖(p‖ + q‖)

(

− 1

2Ep(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

+
1

2Ep+q(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ep+q(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ep+q(σ) − µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

)

.

(86)

In the limit µq ≫ q‖, the two vacuum terms in the first integral in Eq. (86) can be regarded as identical and regularized
like in the thin-shell limit of the potential (76):

2πµ2
q

gs
h2s −

µ2
qh

2
s

π2

∫ µq

0

dp‖
1

Ep(σ)
=
µ2
qh

2
s

π2
ln







σ0
σ

(

1 +
h2

s

µ2
q

σ2

nD

)
1

2 − 1

(

1 +
h2
s

µ2
q

σ2

0

nD

)
1

2 − 1






, (87)
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Left: Diagrammatic representation of the δσ(q‖) fluctuation. Each momentum is defined with respect to
the Fermi surface (|~pF | = µq). A single line denotes the quark propagation and a double line denotes the hole propagation along
the ~v direction. Right: Illustration of a possible configuration of the quark (ψ+(~v, q‖ = 2µ̄)) and the hole (ψ̄+(−~v, q‖ ≃ 0))
states forming δσ(q‖) near the Fermi surface (µ̄ ≥ 0.7σ0, T ≤ 0.22σ0). The empty star near the Fermi surface at −µq~v denotes
the hole and the (dark blue) filled star at µq~v denotes its realization as an anti-particle state with respect to the ground
state. The (dark blue) filled circle denotes the excited quark state. Since the hole state should lie inside the Fermi sphere, the
anti-particle state can carry at most a momentum µq~v (q‖ = 0). The excited quark state can carry a momentum up to 2µq~v
(q‖ = µq) in this effective model, but when the momentum difference between the anti-particle and quark becomes q‖ = 2µ̄,
the oscillating mode with the dominant wave vector 2µ̄~v would be an even more stable configuration.

where the constant terms with a σ0-dependence are omitted in the limit σ0/µq ≪ 1. Now one can summarize the
result for the two-point function as follows

Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖)

β(2π)3δ(3)(0)
≃
µ2
qh

2
s

π2











ln







hs

µq

σ0√
nD

−1 +
(

1 +
h2
s

µ2
q

σ2

0

nD

)
1

2






− ln







hs

µq

σ√
nD

−1 +
(

1 +
h2
s

µ2
q

σ2

nD

)
1

2

















+
µ2
qh

2
s

π2

∫ µq

0

dp‖
1

Ep(σ)

{

nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

+ nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

−
µ2
qh

2
s

π

(

q2‖ + 4
h2s
nD

σ2

)

×
∫

dp‖
2π

1

q‖(p‖ + q‖)

(

− 1

2Ep(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ep(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)])

}

+
1

2Ep+q(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ep+q(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ep+q(σ) − µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

)

.

(88)

First, we investigate the behavior of Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2 (q‖) in the small-q‖ region. As one can see in Fig. 8, if one investigates the

regime where the amplitude of the nontrivial minimum σ̄ varies smoothly (µ̄ = 0.1σ0, T = 0.01σ0, 0.25σ0, 0.5σ0, 0.8σ0),

Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖) shows a monotonically increasing behavior. On the other hand, in the regime where σ̄ varies strongly

(µ̄ = 0.65σ0, T = 0.01σ0, 0.25σ0, 0.5σ0, 0.8σ0), Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖) exhibits a minimum near the phase boundary (T = 0.25σ0).

Near the first-order transition regime, e.g., for µ̄ = 0.7σ0 and T ≃ 0.01σ0, Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖) becomes negative in a certain

range of q‖, which persists until T <∼ 0.22σ0 (cf. right plot of Fig. 8).
To investigate the first-order transition regime, one fixes the temperature below T = 0.4σ0 and varies µ̄. As one

anticipates from the phase diagram, Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖) does not show a clear instability at T = 0.2σ0 but it shows Γ

m(2)
(δσ)2(q‖) ≃ 0

at µ̄ = 0.8σ0 (cf. middle panel of Fig. 9). As the temperature decreases further (T = 0.01σ0), Γ
m(2)
(δσ)2 (q‖) shows an

instability just to the right of the phase boundary (µ̄ > 0.7σ0).
The most unstable point, which becomes singular in the limit T → 0, appears at q‖ ≃ 2µ̄. As the shell-thickness

µ̄ becomes larger in the low-T regime, the system undergoes a first-order phase transition and the homogeneous
background field σ̄ vanishes. The momentum q‖ can be understood as the momentum difference between a quark
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Γ
m(2)

(δσ)2
(q‖) as a function of q‖ (in units of σ0) for µ = 600 MeV and various temperatures: T =

0.01σ0 (blue solid), 0.25σ0 (yellow dashed), 0.5σ0 (black dotted), 0.8σ0 (orange dot-dashed). Left: µ̄ = 0.1σ0. Middle:
µ̄ = 0.65σ0 . Right: T = 0.01σ0 (blue solid), 0.025σ0 (yellow dashed), 0.05σ0 (black dotted), 0.22σ0 (orange dot-dashed), for
µ̄ = 0.7σ0. The non-trivial minimum σ̄ obtained with for a given (µ̄, T ) is used for each case.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Γ
m(2)

(δσ)2
(q‖) as a function of q‖ (in units of σ0). We fix µ = 600 MeV and show various values of

µ̄ = 0.2σ0 (blue solid), 0.4σ0 (yellow dashed), 0.6σ0 (black dotted), 0.8σ0 (orange dot-dashed). From left to right, the plots
correspond to T = 0.2σ0, T = 0.1σ0, and T = 0.01σ0, respectively. The value of non-trivial minimum σ̄ obtained with for a
given (µ̄, T ) is used for each case.

and a hole state when the spatial fluctuation is allowed. A possible configuration is given in Fig. 7: if the hole state
is located just below the Fermi surface, q‖ corresponds to the momentum carried by the excited quark. Once the
first-order phase transition occurs in the low-T regime, (σ̄ → 0, as one can see from Fig. 10), the wave vector 2µ̄~v is
related to the appearance of another oscillating mode [37, 40]:

〈ψ̄(x)ψ(x)〉 =
∑

~v

e2iµq~v·~x[σ̄ + δσ(x)]∆⊥ =⇒
∑

~v

e2i(µq+µ̄)~v·~xκ∆⊥ = 4π cos(2µ|~x|)κ∆⊥ , (89)

if one approximates δσ(x) as follows:

δσ(x) =

∫

dq‖
2π

eiq‖~v·~xδσ(q‖)∆⊥ ≃ e2iµ̄~v·~xκ∆⊥ , (90)

where δσ(q‖) ≃ δ(q‖ − 2µ̄)κ. The regime where a homogeneous σ̄ condensate becomes unstable is shown in Fig. 10.
This phase diagram looks rather similar to the one of the standard GN model [31, 40], except that the ordinary
chemical potential µq is replaced by the shell-thickness parameter µ̄.
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Left: contour plot of the minimum value of Γ
m(2)

(δσ)2
(q‖) in the (µ̄, T )-plane for µ = 600 MeV. In the

white region at small T , Γ
m(2)

(δσ)2
(q‖) → −∞. Here, a spatial oscillation of the condensate with wave vector 2µ̄~v is expected.

Right: contour plot of the σ̄ condensate. The regime where Γ
m(2)

(δσ)2
(q‖) < 0, and thus an inhomogeneous order parameter is

expected, is shown as blue-dotted region.

E. Incorporating σ fluctuations via FRG

In the previous subsections, we only considered the bosonic degrees of freedom as a mean background field or
the boson mode generated by quantum fluctuations of the quark Fermi surface. Now we investigate the case where
quantum fluctuations of the σ-mode are accounted for. Thus, we add the following kinetic term to the effective average
action,

Γb =
1

2

∑

~v

∫

d4xE∂µσ∂µσ . (91)

The effective average action underlying the RG-time running of the effective potential Uσ(k, σ) reads as follows:

Γk =

∫

d4xE

{

1

2

∑

~v

[

Ψ̄~v

(

−iΓµ∂µ − µ̄Γ0 +
hs√
nD

ϕ+
hv√
nD

ωµΓµ

)

Ψ~v + ∂µσ∂µσ

]

+ 2π
µ2
qh

2
v

gv
(ω2

4 − ω2
‖) + Uσ(k, σ)

}

+∆Γfk +∆Γbk , (92)

where Uσ(k, σ) is assumed to depend only on the amplitude of σ+ field (σ =
√

(σ+)†σ+). The bosonic regulator term
∆Γbk is given as

∆Γbk =
1

2

∑

~v

∫

d4pE
(2π)4

σ(−p‖)Rb~v(k, p)σ(p‖) . (93)

This approximation corresponds to the general form of the local potential approximation (LPA) where the RG
running of the kinetic terms are ignored [49, 68, 69]. Since the LPA can be understood as keeping the lowest-order
contribution of the derivative expansion, this truncation scheme is suitable for systems where small momentum-
exchange interactions are dominant. Here we assume that the bosonic fluctuation is absent in the UV limit (Γk = Γm

for k → µq) and is generated during the RG running towards the IR limit. Thus, one can impose the following UV
initial condition Uσ(k → µq, σ):

Uσ(µq, σ) =
2πµ2

q(hsσ)
2

gs
= −

µ2
q(hsσ)

2

π2











(

1 +
h2s
nD

σ2
0

µ2
q

)− 1

2

− ln







hs√
nD

σ0

µq

(

1 +
h2
s

nD

σ2

0

µ2
q

)
1

2 − 1

















, (94)

where the UV coupling (76) from the mean-field approximation has been used.
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The exact RG flow equation including the contribution from the dynamical σ mode reads as follows:

∂tΓk = −STr

{

∂

∂t
Rf~v (k, p)

[

Γ
m(2)

Ψ̄Ψ
(k,~v) +Rf~v (k, p)

]−1
}

+ STr

{

∂

∂t
Rb~v(k, p)

[

Γ
b(2)
σ2 (k,~v) +Rb~v(k, p)

]−1
}

, (95)

where Γ
b(2)
σ2 (k,~v) denotes the second-order functional derivative of Γk with respect to σ. The bosonic Litim regulator

Rb~v(k, p) is

Rb~v(k, p) =
1

2
βδn′nδ

(2)(~v ′ − ~v) 2πδ(p′‖ − p‖)p
2
‖rb(k, p‖) , (96)

which leads to

[

Γ
b(2)
σ2 (k,~v) +Rb~v(k, p)

]−1

=
2βδn′nδ

(2)(~v ′ − ~v) 2πδ(p′‖ − p‖)

p24 + p2‖[1 + rb(k, p‖)] +
µ2
qh

2
s

gs

. (97)

The σ-part of the exact RG flow equation can be obtained as follows:

STr

{

∂

∂t
Rb~v(k, p)

[

Γ
b(2)
σ2 (k,~v) +Rb~v(k, p)

]−1
}

= −β(2π)3δ(3)(0)
µ2
q

π2

k(t)3

2Ebk(∂
2
σUσ)

{

1 +
2

exp
[

β
(

Ebk(∂
2
σUσ)

)]

− 1

}

, (98)

where Ebk(∂
2
σUσ) =

[

k(t)2 + ∂2σUσ
]

1

2 . Equation (91) can then be written as

∂tΓk = β(2π)3δ(3)(0)
2nDµ

2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ek(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

− β(2π)3δ(3)(0)
µ2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ebk(∂
2
σUσ)

{

1 + 2nb

[

β
(

2Ebk(∂
2
σUσ)

)]}

, (99)

where nb[x] = 1/(ex − 1).
Considering that the only scale-dependent quantity in the ansatz (92) is the effective potential Uσ(k, σ), plugging

Eq. (92) into the left-hand side of Eq. (99) we obtain

∂tUσ(k, σ) =
2nDµ

2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ek(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

−
µ2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ebk(∂
2
σUσ)

{

1 + 2nb

[

β
(

2Ebk(∂
2
σUσ)

)]}

. (100)

This flow equation closely resembles the one which is derived for the GN model in the (1+1)-dimensional case [55].
In particular, we can follow this analogy and use a similar approach to the one of Ref. [55] for the solution of the flow
equation.
We first observe that the RG-time evolution of the effective potential, given by the right-hand side of Eq. (100), is

independent of the effective potential itself, while it depends on the second derivative of the effective potential. This
suggests to use its derivative with respect to the σ-field as a new variable. Thus, we define the new variable

u(k, σ) ≡ ∂σUσ(k, σ) , (101)

and analogously

u′(k, σ) ≡ ∂σu(k, σ) ≡ ∂2σUσ(k, σ) . (102)

In order to express Eq. (100) in terms of the newly defined variables, we now take the derivative with respect to σ of
Eq. (100) and obtain

∂tu(k, σ) =
d

dσ

(

2nDµ
2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ek(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

)

− d

dσ

(

µ2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ebk(u
′(k, σ))

{

1 + 2nb

[

β
(

2Ebk(u
′(k, σ))

)]}

)

, (103)
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FIG. 11. (Color online) Scaled condensate (position of the minimum) σmin(t)/σ0 as a function of t = − ln(k/µq) with µq = 40σ0.
Left: at a given constant temperature T = 10−4σ0 but for different values of shell thickness µ̄. Right: in the thin-shell limit
µ̄ = 0.0, but for different values of temperature T . Other relevant parameters are: nD = 6, hs = hv ≡ √

nD, ω0 = 0.0,
ω‖ = 0.2µ̄/π2, and σ0 = 10 MeV, respectively.

which we can rewrite as

∂tu(k, σ) +
d

dσ
g(t, u′(k, σ)) =

d

dσ
S(t, σ) . (104)

Equation (104) is a non-linear diffusion equation, like the heat equation, with an additional source term induced
by the fermions. If we let us then guide by the interpretation of the FRG flow equation as a diffusion equation, t can
be considered as a time variable for the FRG flow, while σ can be interpreted as a spatial variable. In this specific
case u(k, σ) plays the role of a fluid “density”, whose evolution properties are governed by the two contributions we
introduced in Eq. (104) and that we are about to detail. It is clear that, once the association between the FRG flow
equation and a diffusion equation has been demonstrated, we are then allowed to exploit the wide and well-established
toolbox of powerful numerical methods that have been developed to solve hydrodynamic equations. In particular, we
will use the so-called Kurganov and Tadmor (KT) scheme [70].
First of all, the radial σ-mode produces the diffusion term

g(t, u′) =
µ2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ebk(u
′(k, σ))

{

1 + 2nb

[

β
(

2Ebk(u
′(k, σ)

)]}

, (105)

since it depends on the curvature mass u′(k, σ). From a fluid-dynamical perspective, diffusion leads to a smearing
of the solution, since it depends on the gradient of the solution itself. This implies that the conserved quantity is
transported from regions in the spatial domain where it is more concentrated, i.e., where the solution significantly
differs from a constant one, to regions where it is less concentrated, i.e., where it is closer to a constant one, which by
definition is left unchanged by diffusion. According to these features, the diffusion term plays a fundamental role in
the dynamics of symmetry restoration.
On the other hand, the fermionic loop gives rise to a time- and σ-dependent source term

S(t, σ) =
2nDµ

2
q

π2

k(t)3

Ek(σ)

{

1− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ) + µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]

− nf

[

β
(

Ek(σ)− µ̃(ω‖µ)
)]}

, (106)

which is independent of the conserved quantity u(k, σ). According to this observation, the fermionic contribution
turns out to be completely independent of the effective potential and of its time evolution, so it receives no feedback
from the bosonic sector.
If one considers the case µ̃ = 0, and performs the σ-derivative of Eq. (106), as indicated in Eq. (104), one finds a

source-like, positive contribution to the flow equation for σ < 0 and a sink-like negative contribution for σ > 0. This
is not trivially true for µ̃ 6= 0, and also some high peaks and shocks in the field space may develop, especially in the
low-temperature case [55].
The results obtained within the FRG approach show that the effective potential develops a nonzero minimum at

a finite RG scale, which breaks the Z2 symmetry of the potential. However, at a later RG scale the symmetry is
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restored, i.e., the σ-condensate vanishes. The symmetry restoration is independent on both the shell thickness and
the temperature, and increasing these parameters results in a higher RG scale at which the symmetry is restored.
From a fluid-dynamical point of view, this occurrence can be interpreted as follows: in the early stages of the RG-time
evolution, a finite condensate is produced by the action of the sink-like fermionic term. At later RG times, however,
the action of the bosonic contribution becomes dominant, implying that the diffusion term smears out the potential
up to the point where the symmetry is restored. This result is in agreement with the previous findings in the context
of the GN model in (1+1) dimensions [55]. This result means that, if one considers the bosonic σ-mode as dynamical
degree of freedom, restoration of the Z2 symmetry is inevitable and the nontrivial shell-like structure where σ̄ 6= 0
is not present in the IR limit, in contrast to the mean-field analysis of the simple bosonized model 56. However,
we cannot discard the possibility that higher-order truncations beyond LPA, or including fluctuations of the vector
meson ωµ in LPA, may lead to different results. So far, our conclusion is thus that the inclusion of bosonic fluctuations
leads to an inevitable restoration of the Z2 symmetry, implying that, in contrast to the mean-field results, no finite
condensate is present in the IR.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we constructed a simple effective model where the collinear four-quark interactions in high-density
effective theory (HDET) are further reduced to contact interactions analogous to the GN model. The contact in-
teraction can be related to QCD via the collinear four-quark interaction around the Fermi surface in an instanton
background. By considering the fluctuation in the direction transverse to a given Fermi velocity, transitions between
two topological different vacua (I = ±1) are possible via the surface quark and hole mode on opposite sides of the
Fermi sphere. The corresponding scalar channel can form an Overhauser-type surface quark-hole condensate σ, which
corresponds to the amplitude of the inhomogeneous scalar quark condensation:

〈ψ̄(x)ψ(x)〉 =
∑

~v

e2iµq~v·~x〈ψ̄+(−~v, x)ψ+(~v, x)〉 =⇒ 4π cos(2µq|~x|)σ∆⊥ . (107)

The vector channel was included to check the role of a repulsive interaction in the scalar-condensation process. In
the construction of the effective model, the relevant slow modes are defined with respect to the ground level defined
at µq = µ − µ̄, and the condensation pattern is analyzed as a function of the shell thickness parameter µ̄ and the
temperature T . The non-perturbative RG flow of the effective average action is first analyzed in the mean-field
approximation, i.e., where the RG flow equation can be integrated analytically.
In the background mean-field approximation for the collective bosonic fields, the phase diagram for a homogeneous

condensate is found in the (µ̄, T )-plane (see Fig. 6). To the left side of a tricritical point at (µ̄ = 0.63σ0, T = 0.25σ0),
a continuous variation of the order parameter is found, which goes to zero in a second-order phase transition. To the
right of this point, the transition is of first order. At larger values of µ̄, beyond the phase boundary for the first-order
transition, one can find a regime where an inhomogeneous configuration of σ(x) is energetically favored over the
configuration with a homogeneous condensate. This conclusion follows by analyzing the second-order coefficient of
the effective average action, which becomes negative (Fig. 10). If one assumes the fluctuation δσ(x) to have the main
contribution from the wave vector 2µ̄~v, as one may expect from Fig. 8, the inhomogeneous scalar quark condensation
varies spatially with a frequency 2µ ≡ 2(µq + µ̄) (Eq. (89)),

〈ψ̄(x)ψ(x)〉 =⇒
∑

~v

e2i(µq+µ̄)~v·~xκ∆⊥ = 4π cos(2µ|~x|)κ∆⊥ . (108)

In other words, if one assumes a temperature T corresponding to a state which, in the mean-field approximation,
corresponds to the homogeneously broken phase, and one then increases µ̄, the homogeneous condensation amplitude
σ̄ persists until the momentum shell reaches a thickness of about µ̄ ≃ 0.7σ0. Above this value, as the condensation
amplitude has a dominant oscillation frequency 2µ̄, the quark condensation becomes periodic with the main frequency
2µ. This configuration looks like quarkyonic matter [15], where the explicit baryon shell structure is deduced from
large-Nc QCD.
However, if one regards the collective bosonic mode σ as a quasi-particle field by assuming the dynamical σ(x)

mode, the aforementioned nontrivial minimum σ does not appear. The bosonic and fermionic part of the FRG
flow equation correspond to a diffusion and source term, respectively. In the FRG flow, a nontrivial condensation
amplitude is formed by the fermionic sink-like term but, as the bosonic diffusion term becomes dominant in the
later RG evolution, the condensate vanishes eventually. While it is then questionable whether an inhomogeneous
configuration exists at all, the possibility that it exists is not ruled out and needs to be explored in future work.
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Other extensions of the current work consist of extending the FRG analysis to the LPA’ approximation, where a
non-trivial wavefunction renormalization for the fields is considered [51], or by including fluctuations of the vector
mesons in LPA and beyond. This may potentially change the conclusions of the present work.
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Appendix A: Euclidean convention

In this work, we follow the notations given in Ref. [71]. From Minkowski space to Euclidean space, the time
components are transformed as follows: t → −iτ , γ0 → −iγ4, p0 → −ip4 = iωn, where ωn denotes Matsubara
frequencies. Note following subsequent transformations:

gµν → −δµν , AµBµ → −AµBµ, /p→ −/pE = −p4γ4 − ~γ · ~p, ∂µAµ = ∂µAµ . (A1)

The partition function is defined as follows:

Z ≡ const.

∫

D[ψ̄, ψ, · · · ] exp [−SE] , SE =

∫

d4xELE(ψ̄, ψ, · · · ) . (A2)

Appendix B: Instanton solution

The Euclidean SU(2) Yang-Mills action can be written as follows:

SE
YM =

1

4

∫

d4xEGaµνGaµν =
1

4

∫

d4xE

[

±Gaµν G̃aµν +
1

2

(

Gaµν ∓ G̃aµν
)2
]

, (B1)

where ± denotes the instanton and anti-instanton field strength, respectively and G̃aµν = 1
2ǫµνρσGaρσ with ǫ1234 = i.

This action can be minimized if the field-strength tensor is (anti-)self-dual: Gaµν = ±G̃aµν (where ± denotes self-
duality and anti-self-duality, respectively). Under the (anti-)self-dual field-strength configuration, the minimized
action SE

YM = 8π2|Q|/g2 is determined by the topological invariant Q:

Q =
g2

32π2

∫

d4xEGaµν G̃aµν =

∫

d4xE∂µKµ , (B2)

Kµ =
1

16π2
ǫαβγδ

(

Aaβ∂γA
a
δ +

1

3
ǫabcAaβA

b
γA

c
δ

)

. (B3)

To have a finite action, the gauge field should be pure gauge at the surface of a large sphere in 4D Euclidean space:
Aµ → iU∂µU as |xµ| → ∞. The gauge transformation U links the isospin to the spatial 3-sphere and can be classified
by the winding number nCS. If the gauge field vanishes rapidly in the large-sphere limit, the topological invariant can
be understood as

Q =

∫

d4xE∂µKµ =

∫

d4xE∂4K4 = i

∫

dt∂0

∫

d3xK0 = nCS(t = ∞)− nCS(t = −∞) , (B4)

where one can find the transition between topologically different vacua (Q 6= 0) by the instanton solution. By taking
the large-sphere limit of Aµ → iU∂µU with U = i(xµ/|xµ|)τ+µ , where τ+µ = (∓i, ~τ), one can obtain the asymptotic

form Aaµ = 2ηaµνxν/x
2 for the Q = 1 configuration. The group structure ηaµν known as ‘t Hooft symbol [72] can be

found as

ηaµν =

{

ǫaµν , µ, ν = 1, 2, 3
δaµ, ν = 4,
−δaν, µ = 4,

, η̄aµν =

{

ǫaµν , µ, ν = 1, 2, 3
−δaµ, ν = 4,
δaν , µ = 4,

, (B5)
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where η̄aµν stands for the group structure of the anti-instanton solution (Q = −1), which is embedded in another SO(3)
subgroup of O(4). One can find a general solution of the self-duality relation by using the ansatzAaµ = 2ηaµνxνf(x

2)/x2

with the boundary constraint f(x2) → 1 as |xµ| → ∞. The solution known as Belavin-Polyakov-Schwartz-Tyupkin
instanton [73] can be found as follows:

Aaµ =
2ηaµνxν
x2 + ρ2

, (B6)

where f(x2) = x2/(x2 + ρ2) and ρ is the scale parameter for the instanton size. A comprehensive explanation can be
found in Refs. [74, 75].

Appendix C: Zero-mode contributions in vacuum

The physical meaning of the topological charge (B4) can be understood from the axial anomaly relation ∂µj
5
µ =

(Nfg
2/16π2)Gaµν G̃aµν . The space-time integration of the divergence of the axial current becomes

∫

d4x∂µj
5
µ = ∆Q5 = Q5(t = ∞)−Q5(t = −∞) = −iNf

∫

d4xE∂µTr [S(x, x)γ5γµ] , (C1)

where the quark propagator SE(x, y) =
〈

x|(i/D(µ → 0))−1|y
〉

can be decomposed into eigenmodes as follows:

SE(x, y) = −
∑

λ

ψλ(x)ψ
†
λ(y)

λ
, (C2)

where each eigenmode is normalized and λ is the pure imaginary eigenvalue defined from i/D(µ → 0)ψλ = λψλ
(Eq. (17)). By using the anti-hermiticity of i/D(µ→ 0), ∆Q5 can be evaluated as

∆Q5 = iNf

∫

d4xETr

[

∑

λ

ψλ(x)ψ
†
λ(x)

λ
2λγ5

]

= 2Nf(nR − nL) , (C3)

where only the zero-modes ψ(L/R)0 contribute to the summation since ψλ and γ5ψλ = ψ−λ are orthogonal due to the
anti-hermiticity of the Dirac operator. This relation is known as index theorem [76, 77]. The proper version of the
index theorem at µ 6= 0 (Eq. (19)) is derived in Ref. [61], and it is shown that the following relations are satisfied in
most of the gauge configurations:

I = nR(µ)− nL(µ) = nR(−µ)− nL(−µ) = nR(µ) − nL(−µ) = nR(−µ)− nL(µ) . (C4)

One can find the zero-mode contribution to the quark condensate in the vacuum limit from the decomposition (C2):

〈

ψ̄ψ
〉

= −Str[SE(x, x)] =

∫

d4xE
∑

λ

ψλ(x)ψ
†
λ(x)

λ+m
=
∑

λ

1

λ+m
= −

∑

λ≥0

2m

−λ2 +m2
, (C5)

where m denotes the small mass which will be eventually taken to zero, m → 0. If one takes the continuous
(thermodynamic) limit first, then the eigenvalue summation can be written as continuous integration with the spectral
density ρ(λ̄) =

∑

λ δ(λ̄− λ):

〈

ψ̄ψ
〉

= −
∫ ∞

−∞
dλ̄ρ(λ̄)

m

−λ̄2 +m2
= −πρ(λ̄ = 0) , (C6)

where πδ(x) = limǫ→0 ǫ/(x
2+ǫ2) is used. One can see that only the zero-modes are correlated in the quark condensate.

Equation (C6) is known as Banks-Casher relation [78].
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