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We revisit the renormalization group (RG) analysis of the Kohn-Luttinger (KL) mechanism for
superconductivity. The KL mechanism leads to superconductivity in a system with a repulsive bare
interaction. The key ingredient is the screening effect that renders the induced interaction attractive
in channels with nonzero angular momentum ℓ ̸= 0, thereby triggering the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) instability. According to the original argument, the resulting gap is exponentially small,
with its exponent scaling as −ℓ4. However, the KL mechanism was originally formulated within
perturbation theory, where the series is known to converge poorly in certain cases—most notably,
for the p-wave paring gap induced by a repulsive s-wave contact interaction. This poor convergence
may be attributed to a divergent integrand in a specific class of diagrams containing both the BCS
logarithm and the Kohn anomaly, suggesting that one must resum the Kohn anomaly contributions
separately from the BCS logarithm. In this work, we incorporate the Kohn anomaly contribution
into the beta function of the RG equation governing the BCS instability near the Fermi surface.
Our solution shows that the KL gap exponent is then proportional to −ℓ, indicating a significant
enhancement of the KL mechanism beyond the previously known result. To illustrate this, we study
the spin-triplet p-wave pairing gap arising from a repulsive s-wave contact interaction and compare
our RG-based results with those obtained from the Bethe-Salpeter equation in perturbation theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory of superconductivity requires an attractive interaction for Cooper
pair formation. However, even if the bare interaction is repulsive, higher-order screening corrections can make the
effective interaction attractive in channels with nonzero angular momentum ℓ ̸= 0, thus leading to the BCS insta-
bility. This phenomenon is known as the Kohn-Luttinger (KL) mechanism [1, 2] (see also Refs. [3–5] and references
therein). The corresponding pairing gap is exponentially small, with the exponent scaling as −ℓ4, i.e., ln∆ ∝ −ℓ4.
Originally, the KL mechanism was formulated for ℓ ≫ 1, and its validity could only be extrapolated down to ℓ = 2.
Subsequent independent studies showed that the ℓ = 1 channel also exhibits a KL-type mechanism in leading-order
(LO) perturbation theory [6, 7].

Although not necessarily related to the KL mechanism directly, higher partial-wave (ℓ ≥ 1) pairing is known to
occur in various physical systems. A prominent example is the superfluid phase of 3He [8, 9]. Such exotic pairing
may also arise in unconventional superconductors and in cold atom experiments (see, e.g., Refs. [10–15] and references
therein). In nuclear physics, neutron-star matter is widely believed to form a 3P2 superfluid state [16–19], which may
play a significant role in the cooling of neutron stars [20, 21]. Moreover, the KL mechanism has also been discussed
in gauge theories in relation to color superconductivity [22].

Traditionally, the KL effect is derived by solving the Bethe-Salpeter equation in perturbation theory. The Cooper
pairing gap is then extracted from a singularity in the full four-point vertex function—signaling the onset of the
BCS instability—via the solution of the Bethe-Salpater equation. Although the pairing phenomenon is inherently
nonperturbative, one can still evaluate the gap in a perturbative series; however, this series is known to converge
poorly in certain cases. For example, a numerical study [23] of the ℓ = 1 pairing gap from a repulsive s-wave contact
interaction up to two-loop order revealed poor convergence relative to the LO results in Refs. [6, 7]. The problematic
diagrams at two-loop order include both the BCS particle-particle loop and a particle-hole loop as subdiagrams,
leading to divergent integrands corresponding to the BCS logarithm and the Kohn anomaly, respectively, even though
the total integral remains finite. The Kohn anomaly is tied to the divergent integrand of the particle-hole loop diagram
at momentum transfer q = 2kF, where kF is the Fermi momentum. Typically, the BCS logarithm is resummed via
ladder diagrams, but the poor convergence suggests that the Kohn anomaly must also be resummed beyond the simple
ladder BCS approximation.
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FIG. 1. Top panel: The diagrammatic representation of the Bethe-Salpeter equation. The solution to this equation gives the
proper vertex Γ from which one can read out the BCS instability. Bottom panel: The Kohn-Luttinger diagrams of t-channel
particle-particle interactions up to one-loop order that contribute to the irreducible interaction K, which is represented by the
double wiggly line.

As an alternative approach to extracting the pairing gap, one can use the renormalization group (RG) equation near
the Fermi surface. The application of the RG to the Fermi surface in higher dimensions has a relatively short history
compared to the entire history of the problem; it was intensively studied in early 1990s [24–33], while there has been
earlier applications to the Kondo problem in one dimension [34–37]. In nuclear physics, the RG analysis was applied
to the Landau parameters of nuclear matter viewed as the Fermi liquid [38, 39], and it has also proved instrumental
in understanding color superconductivity in the weak-coupling regime of QCD [40] (see also Refs. [41–43]).

In this paper, we revisit the RG analysis of the KL mechanism. Earlier RG work on the KL mechanism can be found
in Refs. [32, 44]. An advantage of the RG method is that the aforementioned Kohn anomaly contribution emerges
naturally in the RG equation through the so-called zero-sound (ZS) diagrams, which we reanalyze here (see Appendix
B of Ref. [32] for the original calculation). Although such a contribution appears as an irrelevant operator in the
beta function and thus renormalizes to zero, it still affects the RG flow well before reaching the fixed point—precisely
where the BCS instability sets in. We find that incorporating the ZS diagram contribution in the beta function yields
a pairing gap whose exponent scales as −ℓ. This differs from the standard KL expectation and indicates a substantial
amplification of the KL pairing gap.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we review the conventional argument for the KL mechanism. In
Sec. III, we present the RG approach near the Fermi surface, discussing the formation of the BCS superconducting
state in Sec. III B and how the KL mechanism appears through the ZS diagram in Sec. III C. We then compute the
beta function from the ZS diagram in Sec. IV. In Sec. V, we show how the inclusion of the ZS contribution in the
RG flow amplifies the KL mechanism; this is our main result. We exemplify such an enhancement by the p-wave
pairing gap from the bare repulsive s-wave contact interaction and compare the RG approach with the conventional
perturbation theory argument in Sec. VI. Finally, we summarize the conclusions and discuss future outlook. An
appendix details the extension of the RG equation to include spin degrees of freedom.

II. KOHN-LUTTINGER MECHANISM

Here, we review the KL mechanism. The conventional argument by Kohn and Luttinger in Ref. [1] relies on a one-
loop perturbative analysis. They considered the scattering of a particle pair with momenta (k1,−k1) → (k3,−k3),
described by a weak, short-range BCS potential U(θ) = U(k1,k3), where the scattering angle θ is defined via

cos θ = k̂1 · k̂3. The emergence of superconducting/superfluid pairing is associated with a singularity in the two-
particle vertex function Γ in the particle-particle (BCS) channel ar zero total momentum and frequency. This proper
vertex Γ is a solution of the Bethe-Salpeter equation shown in the top panel of Fig. 1, where the double wiggly lines
represent the irreducible interaction K in the BCS channel. Kohn and Luttinger then analyzed K for large ℓ up to
one-loop order. It consists of the tree-level potential U(θ) plus the O(U2(θ)) terms arising from screening at θ = π, as
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depicted in the bottom panel of Fig. 1. They argued that the non-analytic scattering near θ = π contributes ∼ 1/ℓ4

to Kℓ, where as the analytic tree-level contribution U(θ) behaves like e−ℓ for large ℓ. Consequently, Kℓ can become
attractive, particularly for odd ℓ.
The analytic understanding is as follows. The diagram (a) corresponds to the part of the irreducible interaction

K(a)(k1,k3) = U(k1,k3) . (1)

The diagram (b) corresponds to

K(b)(k1,k3) = 2

∫
d4P

(2π)4
U2(k1,k3)

(iω − ϵp)(iω − ϵp+q)
, (2)

where q = k1 − k3 is the momentum transfer, Pµ = (ω,p) is the Euclidean four vector, and ϵk = k2/(2m)− µ is the
energy relative to the Fermi surface with µ being the chemical potential. After performing the ω-integral, one finds

K(b)(k1,k3) = 2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
U2(k1,k3)

Θ(|p+ q| − kF)−Θ(|p| − kF)

ϵp − ϵp+q
. (3)

The integrand is singular at q = −2p, which is commonly referred to as the Kohn anomaly [45], so the entire
integration is dominated by the contribution at q ≃ −2kF. Therefore, we approximate that the scattering amplitudes
in the above expression with U(π), which is the scattering amplitude of the back-to-back scattering at θ = π in the
BCS channel. We also note that the integrand is also singular at q = 0, but the step function reduces to the delta
function in this limit, so this point does not contribute to the integral. Therefore, K(b) can be approximated as

K(b)(k1,k3) ≃ 2U2(π)Π(ω = 0, q) , (4)

where the Lindhard function Π(ω = 0, q) is defined as [46]

Π(ω = 0, q) ≡
∫

d3p

(2π)3
Θ(|p+ q| − kF)−Θ(|p| − kF)

ϵp − ϵp+q
,

=
N(0)

2

[
−1 +

kF
q

(
1− q2

4k2F

)
ln

(
2kF − q

2kF + q

)]
, (5)

where N(0) = mkF/(2π
2) is the density of states on the Fermi surface. Since the integral is dominated by the Kohn

anomaly at q = 2kF, i.e. θ = π, one can only take out the part of the Lindhard function corresponding to the Kohn
anomaly: Π̂(q) ∝ N(0)(2kF − q) ln(2kF − q). Note that although the integrand is singular, the integrated Lindhard

function is regular. By substituting q =
√
2(1− cos θ)kF in the formula above, one obtains

Π̂(cos θ) =
N(0)

8
(1 + cos θ) ln(1 + cos θ) . (6)

The part of K(b) corresponding to the Kohn anomaly is then

K̂(b)(cos θ) = 2U2(π)Π̂(cos θ) . (7)

Likewise, the part of the irreducible interactions corresponding to the Kohn anomaly from the diagrams (c) and (d)
in Fig. 1 are

K̂(c)(cos θ) = −2U(0)U(π)Π̂(cos θ) , (8)

K̂(d)(cos θ) = −U2(0)Π̂(− cos θ) . (9)

Then, the part of the total irreducible interaction that corresponds to the Kohn anomaly K̂(cos θ) is given by the
sum of Eqs. (7–9):

K̂(cos θ) = K̂(b)(cos θ) + K̂(c)(cos θ) + K̂(d)(cos θ) . (10)

Now, we perform the partial wave expansion

K̂(cos θ) =

∞∑
ℓ=0

(2ℓ+ 1)K̂ℓPℓ(cos θ) , (11)
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or inversely, K̂ℓ =
1
2

∫ 1

−1
d cos θ K̂(cos θ)Pℓ(cos θ). One can obtain K̂ℓ for ℓ ≥ 2 by using the Rodrigues’s formula,

Pℓ(x) =
1

2ℓℓ!

dℓ

dxℓ
[
(x2 − 1)ℓ

]
, (12)

and integrating by parts ℓ times:

K̂ℓ = −N(0)

4

{
U2(0) + 2(−1)ℓ

[
U(0)U(π)− U2(π)

]} 1

(ℓ− 1)ℓ(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)
. (13)

At large ℓ, K̂ℓ scales as ∼ 1/ℓ4. In particular, for ℓ odd, this is always negative:

K̂ℓ ≃ −N(0)

4

{
[U(0)− U(π)]

2
+ U2(π)

} 1

ℓ4
< 0 , (14)

and thus the interaction becomes attractive. For constant U(θ) = U and for any ℓ ≥ 2, K̂ℓ is

K̂ℓ = −N(0)U2

4ℓ4
< 0 . (15)

For ℓ ≥ 2, one can approximate Kℓ ≃ K̂ℓ. For ℓ = 1, a separate argument from the above consideration is necessary [6,
7]. It turns out that the attractive survives even down to ℓ = 1, and for constant U , one finds the exact Kℓ=1:

Kℓ=1 = −N(0)U2 2 ln 2− 1

5
. (16)

The pairing gap ∆ can be read out from the solution of the Bethe-Salpeter equation above, and one finds

∆ ∼ µ exp

(
1

N(0)Kℓ

)
. (17)

Therefore, the index is proportional to ℓ4, i.e., ln(∆/µ) ∝ −ℓ4.

III. BCS INSTABILITY FROM THE RENORMALIZATION GROUP

In this section, we review the basic notion of the RG analysis of the interacting fermion near the Fermi surface.
One can apply this method to see the formation of the BCS superconducting state.

A. Renormalization group near the Fermi surface

We consider the effective theory with the kinetic term of the action as

S0 =

∫
||k|−kF|<Λ

d4K

(2π)4
ψ̄(K)(iω − ϵk)ψ(K) , (18)

where Kµ = (ω,k) is the Euclidean four vector. We restrict the effective theory to contain only the fermions located
in a thin shell surrounding the Fermi surface with a cutoff Λ, i.e.,

∣∣|k| − kF
∣∣ < Λ. As the cutoff scales to zero, the

momentum must scale toward the Fermi surface. We decompose the momentum as

k = (kF + l)k̂ . (19)

Then the energy relative to the Fermi surface is expressed as

ϵk =
k2

2m
− k2F

2m
≃ vl +O

(
l2

k2F

)
, (20)

where v = kF/m is the Fermi velocity. Each fermion state near the Fermi surface is specified by (ω, l, k̂). As we saw
above, the fermion mode in the effective theory is limited to |l| < Λ.
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(c) BCS diagram

FIG. 2. The skeleton one-loop diagrams that renormalize the quartic coupling. We write the loop momentum as p and the
momentum transfer as q = k1 − k3 and q′ = k1 + k3, respectively.

Let us apply the RG transformation to the quartic coupling of the following form:

δS =
1

4

(
4∏

i=1

∫
|l|<Λ

d4Ki

(2π)4

)
ψ̄σ4

(l4)ψ̄σ3
(l3)ψσ2

(l2)ψσ1
(l1)uσ1σ2σ3σ4

(l1, l2, l3, l4)(2π)
4δ(4)(l1 + l2 − l3 − l4) , (21)

where σi is the spin of the i-th fermion. Below, we suppress the spin indices and consider spinless fermions for

simplicity. We define the following shorthand notations for ψ, in which we abbreviate ωi and k̂i, and for the delta
function:

ψ(li) ≡ ψ(ωi, li, k̂i) , (22)

δ(4)(l1 + l2 − l3 − l4) ≡ δ(ω1 + ω2 − ω3 − ω4)δ
(3)[kF(k̂1 + k̂2 − k̂3 − k̂4) + l1k̂1 + l2k̂2 − l3k̂3 − l4k̂4] . (23)

The RG procedure works as follows. The cutoff is reduced from Λ to Λ/s with s > 1 so that all fermion states with
fast modes Λ/s ≤ |l| < Λ are integrated out. After the renormalized effective action S′, which is integrated over only
the slow modes 0 ≤ |l| < Λ/s, is obtained, we express the renormalized effective action in terms of rescaled momenta

ω′ = sω , l′ = sl , k̂
′
= k̂ , (24)

which now go all the way to Λ again, and in terms of the rescaled field

ψ′(l′) = s−3/2ψ(l′/s) . (25)

The scaling of the fermion field s−3/2 is chosen so that the renormalized noninteracting action S′
0 has the same coeffi-

cient as S0 before the mode elimination. Since the quartic coupling mixes the slow and fast modes, the renormalized
quartic coupling is

δS′ = ⟨δS⟩0> +
1

2

(
⟨δS2⟩0> − ⟨δS⟩20>

)
+ · · · ,

≡ δS′
tree + (δS′

ZS + δS′
ZS′ + δS′

BCS) + · · · . (26)

where ⟨·⟩0> refers to the averages with respect to the fast modes with action S0. The first term corresponds to the
renormalization of the coupling at the tree-level and the second term in the bracket corresponds to one-loop corrections
in perturbation theory expressed by the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 2.

The tree-level action is renormalized as

δS′
tree =

1

4

(
4∏

i=1

∫
|l|<Λ/s

d4Ki

(2π)4

)
ψ̄(l4)ψ̄(l3)ψ(l2)ψ(l1)u(l1, l2, l3, l4)(2π)

4δ(4)(l1 + l2 − l3 − l4) ,

=
1

4
s−2

(
4∏

i=1

∫
|l′|<Λ

d4K ′
i

(2π)4

)
ψ̄′(l′4)ψ̄

′(l′3)ψ
′(l′2)ψ

′(l′1)u(
l′1
s ,

l′2
s ,

l′3
s ,

l′4
s )(2π)

4s2δ(4)(l′1 + l′2 − l′3 − l′4) . (27)

In the last line, in order for the delta function δ(4)(
l′1
s +

l′2
s − l′3

s − l′4
s ) to scale as s2δ(4)(l′1 + l′2 − l′3 − l′4), the directions

of the momenta has to fulfill the condition

k̂1 + k̂2 − k̂3 − k̂4 = 0 . (28)



6

This is because when k̂1 + k̂2 − k̂3 − k̂4 ̸= 0, the argument of the second delta function in Eq. (23) does not scale as
s; the first term is much larger compared to the latter term as kF ≫ li.

At the same time, δS′ can be written in terms of the rescaled momenta:

δS′ =
1

4

(
4∏

i=1

∫
|l′|<Λ

d4K ′
i

(2π)4

)
ψ̄′(l′4)ψ̄

′(l′3)ψ
′(l′2)ψ

′(l′1)u
′(l′1, l

′
2, l

′
3, l

′
4)(2π)

4δ(4)(l′1 + l′2 − l′3 − l′4) . (29)

From Eq. (26), the renormalized coupling u′ is obtained:

u′(l′1, l
′
2, l

′
3, l

′
4) = u(l′1/s, l

′
2/s, l

′
3/s, l

′
4/s) + δuZS + δuZS′ + δuBCS + · · · , (30)

where δuZS,ZS′,BCS corresponds to the ZS, ZS’, and BCS diagrams, respectively. From this, one finds the RG equation

du

dt
=
dutree
dt

∣∣∣∣
s=1

+
dδuZS
dt

∣∣∣∣
s=1

+
dδuZS′

dt

∣∣∣∣
s=1

+
dδuBCS

dt

∣∣∣∣
s=1

+ · · · ,

≡ βtree + βZS + βZS′ + βBCS + · · · . (31)

where we defined the scale parameter t ≡ ln s . Usually, βtree = 0. The one-loop beta functions βZS and βZS′ on
the right hand side turn out to be irrelevant operator except for βBCS. Also, the subleading contributions to beta
functions in the loop expansion are also irrelevant.

B. Renormalization group equation in the BCS kinematics

The condition (28) constrains the possible kinematics in order for the coupling to be marginal. Here, we limit

ourselves to the BCS kinematics with k̂1 = −k̂2 and k̂3 = −k̂4, and the coupling function essential for BCS instability
is characterized by the one in the BCS channel:

V (θ) ≡ V (k1,k3) ≡ u(k̂1,−k̂1, k̂3,−k̂3) , (32)

where k̂1 · k̂3 = cos θ. The correction to V (θ) from the BCS diagram is

δVBCS(k1,k3) = −1

2

∫
Λ/s≤|lp|<Λ

d4P

(2π)4
V (k1,p)V (p,k3)

(iω − ϵp)(−iω − ϵ−p)
, (33)

where lp = |p| − kF and we set ϵk1 = 0. The beta function associated with this BCS diagram is

βBCS =
dδVBCS

dt

∣∣∣∣
s=1

= −N(0)

2

∫
dp̂

4π
V (k1,p)V (p,k3) . (34)

In the partial-wave expansion as in Eq. (11), the BCS beta function becomes

βBCS,ℓ = −N(0)

2
V 2
ℓ . (35)

Hereafter, the subscript ℓ refers to the quantity in the partial wave channel ℓ. Also, we understand that the coupling
function V (θ; t) or Vℓ(t) has t dependence, however we sometimes abbreviate it in the argument of the function for
the sake of simplicity. For the moment, let us ignore the tree-level beta function βtree and the irrelevant operators
βZS and βZS′ in the RG equation (31). It becomes

dVℓ(t)

dt
= βBCS,ℓ . (36)

A solution to this RG equation is

Vℓ(t) =
Vℓ(0)

1 +N(0)Vℓ(0)t/2
. (37)

If the interaction is repulsive in all channels at t = 0, i.e., all Vℓ is positive, the quartic coupling renormalizes to zero
at the Fermi surface, t = ∞. However, if there is an attractive channel, i.e., one of Vℓ(0) is negative, it will reach a
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pole at t = −2/[N(0)Vℓ(0)], which exhibits the BCS instability of the Fermi surface for any attractive interaction. At
the BCS singularity, the typical energy scale Λ can be identified as the BCS pairing gap, Λ ≃ ∆. The scale parameter
can be expressed as t = − ln(Λ/µ), and thus the pairing gap can be read out as

∆ ≃ µ exp

(
2

N(0)Vℓ(0)

)
. (38)

The channel having the largest negative Vℓ(0) reaches the pole first, and hence develops the pairing gap. Solving the
RG equation can be regarded as the summation of the BCS diagrams in ladder shown in Fig. 2 (c). The effect is
common to the ladder summation through the Bethe-Salpeter equation shown in the top panel of Fig. 1.

C. Kohn-Luttinger mechanism from the renormalization group

We now restate the KL effect in the language of the RG framework, following Refs. [32, 44]. In general, the
condition for the occurence of the BCS instability (i.e., the RG flow hitting the singularity) is Vℓ(t = 0) < 0, as one
can clearly see from Eq. (37). If the interaction is initially attractive, Vℓ becomes negative under the RG flow, and
the BCS instability is thus guaranteed. By contrast, if the bare interaction is repulsive, the tree-level value Vℓ(t = 0)
is positive, and no BCS instability occcurs at that order. However, according to the KL mechanism, this conclusion
can be altered. Specifically, two factors can drive the system toward an instability even when the bare interaction is
repulsive: (1) a modification of the initial condition Vℓ(t = 0) due to loop corrections, and (2) a modification of the
RG equation itself.

Regarding the modification to the initial condition for the RG flow, this is precisely what Kohn and Luttinger
originally identified in Refs. [1, 2]. They noted that Vℓ(t = 0) can become negative in the large-ℓ limit, even for a bare
repulsive interaction. Specifically, for some short-ranged interactions, the tree-level amplitude scales as Vℓ(0) ∼ e−ℓ

for ℓ ≫ 1. When multiplied by the Legendre polynomials Pℓ(cos θ) and summed (including derivatives with respect
to cos θ), these terms converge to a fixed analytic function V (θ). Meanwhile, the one-loop corrections computed in
perturbation theory behaves as Vℓ(0) ∼ −1/ℓ4, arising from the singularity at θ = 0 and π in the particle-hole channel,
as reviewed in Sec. II. Hence, in large-ℓ channels, the induced attraction from the one-loop corrections overwhelms
the tree-level repulsion, making Vℓ(0) negative overall.
Turning to the modification of the RG equation, it is tied to an irrelevant operator that cannot be ignored. Shankar

first highlighted this point in his seminal review [32], and it was also discussed in Ref. [44]. Up to one-loop order,
including the contribution of the irrelevant operator, the full RG equation reads

dVℓ(t)

dt
= βZS,ℓ + βZS′,ℓ + βBCS,ℓ . (39)

The beta functions βZS,ℓ and βZS′,ℓ scale as −e−t and (−1)ℓe−t, respectively, and will be calculated in Sec. IV.
Although these irrelevant operators renormalize to zero at large t, they cannot simply be set to zero from the start
without affecting the intermediate RG flow. They do not alter the final fixed point; however, they do modify how the
system evolves before that point is reached. Since the BCS instability arises (i.e., the RG flow hits a pole) before the
flow reaches the fixed point, these negative contributions from the ZS and ZS’ diagrams shift the flow and thus change
where the BCS singularity occurs. As a result, the gap parameter exhibits a different dependence on the angular
momentum ℓ, which we will explain in Sec. V.

Since both the initial-condition modification and the RG-equation modification stem from the particle-hole dia-
gram, one might suspect double counting. However, these two modifications represent distinct contributions, so no
double counting occurs. The reasoning is as follows. Consider the coupling function u in Eq. (21) to be expanded
perturbatively in terms of a small parameter λ in the underlying field theory, i.e.,

u = u1λ+ u2λ
2 , (40)

where u1 and u2 are certain functions. The function u need not be a tree-level amplitude in the underlying field
theory. For example, in Ref. [40], a resummed propagator was used instead of the bare one. On the left hand side of
the RG equation (39), we then have

du

dt
=

d

dt
(u1λ+ u2λ

2) . (41)

Meanwhile, because the beta function is proportional to u2, the beta function on the right-hand side of the RG
equation behaves as

β ∝ u2 = (u1λ+ u2λ
2)2 = u21λ

2 +O(λ3) . (42)
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In our discussion, we retain terms up to O(λ2) on both sides of the RG equation. Then, on the one hand, the
modification to the initial condition Vℓ(0) corresponds to the term d(u2λ

2)/dt on the left-hand side, with u2 ∼ 1/ℓ4.
On the other hand, the modifications βZS,ℓ and βZS′,ℓ to the RG equation arise from the term proportional u21λ

2 on
the right-hand side. Because this RG modification stems from u1, rather than u2, it is independent of the contribution
labeled by u2 from the particle-hole diagram. Later, in Eq. (85), we will verify a posteriori that keeping contributions
up to O(λ2) in the RG equation is consistent, in the sense that it reproduces the lowest-order result for the gap
parameter in a theory with bare s-wave contact repulsion.

IV. COMPUTATION OF THE BETA FUNCTION FROM THE ZERO SOUND DIAGRAM

We now evaluate the ZS diagram contribution δVZS to the beta function. This term is usually neglected because
it is an irrelevant operator that renormalizes to zero, and thus does not affect the RG flow toward the fixed point.
However, as noted above, we are interested in pairing near the Fermi surface, where the irrelevant coponent can still
affect the flow away from the fixed point and hence shift the location of the BCS singularity.

In Ref. [32], Appendix B, this calculation was carried out with a soft momentum cutoff. Here, we perform the same
calculation using a hard cutoff and reanalyze the integral.

There are two ways to define the beta function: the modern Kadanoff-Wilson approach and the field-theoretic
approach, following the classification in Ref. [32]. At one-loop order, both definitions yield the same expression. We
used the former approach above. Now, we employ the latter approach to compute the ZS diagram. In this field-
theoretic framework, the coupling function is defined via the scattering amplitude with a UV cutoff in the Feynman
integrals; the beta function is then obtained by imposing cutoff independence of the full scattering amplitude. At
one-loop order, the full scattering amplitude Γ(θ) is

Γ(θ) = V (θ) + VZS + VZS′ + VBCS . (43)

Since Γ is independent of the cutoff Λ = µe−t, we have dΓ/dt = 0. Hence, the beta function for V (θ) is found to be

β[V (θ)] ≡ dV (θ)

dt
= −dVZS

dt
− dVZS′

dt
− dVBCS

dt
,

≡ βZS + βZS′ + βBCS . (44)

The loop correction to V from the ZS diagram is

VZS(k1,k3) =

∫
|lp|,|lp+q|<Λ

d4P

(2π)4
u(k1,p,k3,p+ q)u(−p,−k1,−(p+ q),−k3)

(iω − ϵp)(iω − ϵp+q)
, (45)

where the momentum transfer is q = k1 − k3 and the momenta relative to the Fermi momentum are lp = |p| − kF
and lp+q = |p+ q| − kF. After performing the integration over ω, one finds

VZS(k1,k3) ≃ 2V 2(π)

∫
|lp|,|lp+q|<Λ

d3p

(2π)3
Θ(−ϵp)Θ(ϵp+q)

ϵp − ϵp+q
. (46)

Here again, the integrand is singular at q = −2p due to the Kohn anomaly, so the integration is dominated by the

contribution at q ≃ −2kF. This implies that the angle between k̂1 and k̂3 is close to π. Therefore, we approximate
the scattering amplitudes in the above expression with V (π), which is the scattering amplitude of the back-to-back
scattering at θ = π in the BCS channel. In what follows, we focus on the problem of evaluating the following integral:

I =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
Θ(−ϵp)Θ(ϵp+q)

ϵp − ϵp+q
Θ(Λ− |lp|)Θ(Λ− |lp+q|) . (47)

The integral I can be approximated as

I ≃ k2F
4π2

∫ ∞

0

dp

∫ 1

−1

dz
Θ(−vlp)Θ(vlp+q)

vlp − vlp+q
Θ(Λ− |lp|)Θ(Λ− |lp+q|) , (48)

where z = p̂ · q̂. Now, we perform the change of variables p → lp and z → lp+q, and use the relations dp = dlp and

dz =
kF+lp+q

(kF+lp)q
dlp+q. We obtain

I =
N(0)

2q

∫ ∞

−kF

dlp

∫ |q+p|−kF

|q−p|−kF

dlp+q
kF + lp+q

kF + lp

Θ(−lp)Θ(lp+q)

lp − lp+q
Θ(Λ− |lp|)Θ(Λ− |lp+q|) . (49)
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Below, we relabel x = −lp and y = lp+q and incorporate the step functions in the integration range. We approximate
the first term in the integrand as (kF+y)/(kF−x) ≃ 1 as the integration ranges of x and y are limited to small values
compared to kF. Then, the integral I can be evaluated as

I ≃ −N(0)

2q

∫ Λ

0

dx

∫ Λ

max(x−q̃, 0)

dy
1

x+ y
,

= −N(0)

2q

{
θ(Λ− q̃)

[
2Λ ln 2 +

1

2
q̃ ln

(
2Λ

q̃
− 1

)
− Λ ln

(
2− q̃

Λ

)]
+ θ(q̃ − Λ)2Λ ln 2

}
, (50)

where we defined q̃ ≡ 2kF − q. By taking the differentiation with respect to Λ, one gets

Λ
dI
dΛ

= −N(0)Λ

2q

[
2 ln 2− θ(Λ− q̃) ln

(
2− q̃

Λ

)]
+O

(
Λ2

k2F

)
. (51)

Since the integration is dominated by the contribution at q = 2kF, we can safely assume that q̃ ≪ Λ in the parameter
range of interest. Thus, the integral can be approximated as

Λ
dI
dΛ

≃ −N(0)Λ

2q
ln 2 +O

(
Λ2

k2F

)
. (52)

From Eq. (44), one can evaluate the beta function for the ZS diagram βZS = −dVZS/dt up to O(Λ/kF) as

βZS = 2V 2(π)Λ
dI
dΛ

= −N(0)V 2(π) ln 2
Λ

q
. (53)

In the partial-wave expansion, the ZS beta function becomes

βZS,ℓ = −N(0)V 2(π)
ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

Λ

kF
, (54)

where we used the relation for q(z) =
√

2(1− z)kF:

1

2

∫ 1

−1

dz Pℓ(z)
1

q(z)
=

1

2ℓ+ 1

1

kF
. (55)

Note that this relation is exact. We can verify that this integral above is dominated by the contribution from z = −1,
which corresponds to θ = π. This justifies a posteriori the approximation that we have limited the contributions of
scattering amplitude to θ = π owing to the Kohn anomaly.

Likewise, one can calculate the ZS’ diagram and obtains

βZS′ = N(0)V 2(π) ln 2
Λ

q′
. (56)

In the partial-wave expansion, the ZS’ beta function is

βZS′,ℓ = (−1)ℓN(0)V 2(π)
ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

Λ

kF
, (57)

where we used the relation for q′(z) =
√

2(1 + z)kF:

1

2

∫ 1

−1

dz Pℓ(z)
1

q′(z)
=

(−1)ℓ

2ℓ+ 1

1

kF
. (58)

Before solving the RG equation with the ZS beta function, let us clarify how our result differs from the previous
evaluation of βZS. In Appendix B of Ref. [32], the asymptotic values of the ZS beta function was evaluated in the
limits Λ → 0 and ℓ → ∞, while keeping either 1/(Λℓ2) → ∞ or Λℓ2 → ∞. The limit considered here corresponds to
the latter case, Λℓ2 → ∞, since we keep Λ/ℓ constant. In Ref. [32], the partial-wave expansion of I (47) in the limit
Λℓ2 → ∞ yields Iℓ ∼ Λ0/ℓ4. Meanwhile, our result is Iℓ ∼ Λ1/ℓ. At first glance these appear to conflict, but they are,
in fact, compatible. Indeed, the same term Iℓ ∼ Λ0/ℓ4 is already contained in Eq. (50), originating from the integrand
q̃ ln q̃ = (2kF − q) ln(2kF − q). This q-dependence underlies the conventional KL irreducible interaction, which scales
like 1/ℓ4. When one differentiates the Λ0/ℓ4 term with respect to Λ, it vanishes, thus making no contribution to the
beta function. Consequently, the subleading term Iℓ ∼ Λ1/ℓ becomes the leading term for the beta function. Hence,
our calculation and that of Ref. [32] are indeed consistent. Whereas reference [32] focused on the leading contribution
in (Λ/kF)

0, which vanishes upon the differentiation with respect to Λ, we computed the subleading contribution
of order (Λ/kF)

1. Additionally, reference [32] also derived an expression in the other limit 1/(Λℓ2) → ∞, which

contributes at O(Λ7/4/k
7/4
F ). This is subleading compared to our O(Λ/kF) term and can therefore be neglected.
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V. ENHANCED EXPONENT IN THE KOHN-LUTTINGER MECHANISM

In this section, we solve the RG equation including the ZS beta function, and one sees the enhanced exponent in
the Kohn-Luttinger effect from the solution. The RG equation including the ZS beta function is

dVℓ(t)

dt
= −N(0)V 2(π; t)

ln 2

2ℓ+ 1
e−t − N(0)

2
V 2
ℓ (t) . (59)

Here the scale parameter is t = − ln(Λ/µ) > 0 and µ = k2F/(2m). In principle, V (π; t) also has t dependence and thus
runs with t, but we neglect its t-dependence here since the whole contribution from βZS is centered around t ≃ 0, and
approximate it as V (π; t) ≃ V (π; t = 0). By absorbing the factor N(0) in the definition of Vℓ and V (π) to make them

dimensionless, i.e. V → V̂ = N(0)V , one can rewrite the RG equation as

dV̂ℓ(t)

dt
= −V̂ 2(π)

ln 2

2ℓ+ 1
e−t − V̂ 2

ℓ (t)

2
. (60)

In the rest of the paper, we use the dimensionless V and omit the hat in V̂ . The solution of this RG equation is

Vℓ(t) = cℓe
−t/2X

Y , (61)

X = [Vℓ(0)J0 (cℓ)− cℓJ1 (cℓ)]Y1

(
e−t/2cℓ

)
− [Vℓ(0)Y0 (cℓ)− cℓY1 (cℓ)] J1

(
e−t/2cℓ

)
, (62)

Y = [Vℓ(0)J0 (cℓ)− cℓJ1 (cℓ)]Y0

(
e−t/2cℓ

)
− [Vℓ(0)Y0 (cℓ)− cℓY1 (cℓ)] J0

(
e−t/2cℓ

)
, (63)

where we defined cℓ ≡ V (π)
√
2 ln 2√

2ℓ+1
. Since cℓ ≪ 1 at large ℓ, we expand Y to locate the BCS singularity Y = 0:

Y ≃
(
Vℓ(0)−

c2ℓ
2

)
2

π

(
γ + ln

cℓ
2

− t

2

)
−
[
Vℓ(0)

2

π

(
γ + ln

cℓ
2

)
+

2

π

]
,

= − 2

π

[
1 +O(c2ℓ)

]
−
(
Vℓ(0)− V 2(π)

ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

)
t

π
. (64)

In order for Vℓ(t) to be singular, the second term has to be negative, namely, Vℓ(0) − V 2(π) ln 2
2ℓ+1 < 0. This is

fulfilled when Vℓ(0) ≤ 0. When the initial coupling at the beginning of the RG flow vanishes, Vℓ(t) always reaches
the singularity regardless of the sign of V (π). This is the RG version of the KL mechanism. In obtaining the above
expansion, we used the following formulas for the Bessel functions for x≪ 1,

J0(x) ≃ 1− x2

4
+O(x4) , (65)

J1(x) ≃
x

2
− x3

8
+O(x5) , (66)

Y0(x) ≃
2

π

(
γ + ln

x

2

)
J0(x) +

x2

2π
+O(x4) , (67)

Y1(x) ≃ − 2

πx
+

2

π
ln
x

2
J1(x)−

1

π
(1− 2γ)

x

2
. (68)

By keeping only the leading-order terms in the numerator and denominator, respectively, one can locate the BCS
singularity at

t ≃ − 2

Vℓ(0)− V 2(π) ln 2
2ℓ+1

. (69)

Note that the arguments of V in the first and second term of the denominator refer to t = 0 and θ = π, respectively.
Let us find the pairing gap from the KL mechanism from the above expression by specifying the initial condition

for Vℓ(t) at t = 0. As in the argument of the ordinary KL mechanism for the repulsive interaction, reviewed in the
previous section, one obtains at a one loop order in the perturbation theory at large ℓ

Vℓ(0) ∼ − c

ℓ4
, (70)
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where the coefficient c is a positive number of the order 1. Therefore, for very large ℓ ≫ 1, one obtains the pairing
gap

ln

(
∆

µ

)
≃ 2

− c
ℓ4 − V 2(π) ln 2

2ℓ+1

,

≃ − 2(2ℓ+ 1)

V 2(π) ln 2
∝ −ℓ . (71)

For very large ℓ, based on the RG argument, we find that the gap ∆ arising from the KL mechanism has the behavior
ln∆ ∝ −ℓ instead of ln∆ ∝ −ℓ4 as has been known for a long time.

VI. SPIN TRIPLET P-WAVE SUPERFLUID GAP

In this section, we exemplify the KL effect with the ℓ = 1 case. We consider the spin-triplet p-wave superfluid gap
in the presence of the s-wave bare repulsion. As we will see, the LO perturbation theory fails at ℓ ≥ 1. This implies
that the conventional argument of the KL effect based on the LO perturbation theory may not be enough to capture
the pairing in the higher partial wave channel. We claim that the RG approach can effectively take this into account
in a concise manner.

A. Pairing gap from the renormalization group

So far, we have neglected the spin degrees of freedom. Here, let us extend the RG equation to include the spin.
Generally, one can decompose V into the spin singlet and triplet components, V (s) and V (t), respectively:

(Vℓ)σ1σ2σ3σ4
= V

(s)
ℓ (δσ1σ3

δσ2σ4
− δσ1σ4

δσ2σ3
) + V

(t)
ℓ (δσ1σ3

δσ2σ4
+ δσ1σ4

δσ2σ3
) . (72)

The RG equations for V
(s)
ℓ and V

(t)
ℓ with taking into account the ZS and ZS’ beta functions as well as spin degrees

of freedom are as follows. When ℓ is odd,

dV
(s)
ℓ

dt
= −

(
V

(s)
ℓ

)2
, (73)

dV
(t)
ℓ

dt
= −

(
V

(t)
ℓ

)2
−
[(
V (s)(π)

)2
+ 5

(
V (t)(π)

)2
+ 2V (s)(π)V (t)(π)

]
ln 2

2ℓ+ 1
e−t . (74)

When ℓ is even,

dV
(s)
ℓ

dt
= −

(
V

(s)
ℓ

)2
+

[(
V (s)(π)

)2
− 3

(
V (t)(π)

)2
− 6V (s)(π)V (t)(π)

]
ln 2

2ℓ+ 1
e−t , (75)

dV
(t)
ℓ

dt
= −

(
V

(t)
ℓ

)2
. (76)

We provide the detailed derivation in Appendix A. The solution to these equations is as well given by Eqs. (61–63).
Let us now consider the formation of the BCS instability in the spin triplet p-wave channel, which is described by

Eq. (74) above. We consider a field theory with the repulsive contact interaction in s-wave:

uσ1σ2σ3σ4
(l1, l2, l3, l4) =

4πa

m
(δσ1σ3

δσ2σ4
− δσ1σ4

δσ2σ3
) , (77)

where a > 0 is the scattering length. The pairing gap read out from the solution of the RG equation is

ln

(
∆

µ

)
=

1

V
(t)
ℓ=1(0)−

[(
V (s)(π)

)2
+ 5

(
V (t)(π)

)2
+ 2V (s)(π)V (t)(π)

]
ln 2
3

. (78)

Now, let us determine the coupling functions that goes into the gap expression up to the leading order in the
perturbation theory. The initial conditions for the RG flow is specified at t = 0, or Λ = kF. By substituting Λ = kF
in Eq. (47), one obtains

V (t)(θ; t = 0) = N(0)

(
4πa

m

)2 ∫
d3p

(2π)3
2Θ(−ϵp)Θ(ϵp+q)

ϵp − ϵp+q
Θ(kF − |lp|)Θ(kF − |lp+q|) . (79)
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Now, the integrand is the same as the one in the Lindhard function (5) by resorting to the relation Θ(|p+ q| − kF)−
Θ(|p| − kF) = 2Θ(|p + q| − kF)Θ(kF − |p|), which holds for the integrand that is antisymmetric with respect to the
exchange |p| ↔ |p+ q|. Therefore,

V (t)(θ; t = 0) = N(0)
4πa

m
Π(ω = 0,

√
2(1− cos θ)kF) , (80)

and in the partial wave expansion, it becomes

V
(t)
ℓ=1(t = 0) =

1

2

∫ 1

−1

d cos θ Pℓ=1(cos θ)V
(t)(θ; t = 0) = −2 ln 2− 1

5
λ2 , (81)

where the perturbative expansion parameter commonly used in this context is defined as λ ≡ 2kFa/π. For the coupling
function in the back-to-back scattering at θ = π, one finds at the lowest order in the perturbation theory:

V (s)(θ = π) = N(0)
4πa

m
= λ , (82)

V (t)(θ = π) = 0 . (83)

The pairing gap is obtained by substituting Eqs. (81, 82, 83) into Eq. (78):

∆ = µ exp

(
1

− 2 ln 2−1
5 λ2 − ln 2

3 λ2

)
. (84)

The contribution of the ZS and ZS’ beta functions appears as in the second term in the exponent’s denominator.
When this term is neglected, one recovers the one-loop perturbative expression from the Bethe-Salpeter equation,
as one can see in Eq. (86). This implies that modification takes place in the Bethe-Salpeter equation instead in the
KL induced interaction. The RG equation with the ZS and ZS’ beta functions modifies the Bethe-Salpeter equation
shown in the top panel of Fig. 1; the RG equation is capable of summing the BCS, ZS, and ZS’ diagrams in a nested
way, while the Bethe-Salpeter equation can only sum up the BCS diagrams.

B. Comparison with the perturbation theory

We define Γ as ∆ ∼ µ exp(1/N(0)Γ), and below we compare the behavior of Γ in the RG approach ΓRG and the
perturbation theory Γpert. On the one hand, in the RG approach, one finds from Eq. (84)

N(0)ΓRG = −2 ln 2− 1

5
λ2 − ln 2

3
λ2 +O(λ3) ,

≃ −0.31λ2 . (85)

On the other hand, in the perturbation theory, the leading-order coefficient was calculated by Fay and Layzer a
long ago [6] and also by Kagan and Chubukov [7]. The higher-order corrections to the leading-order coefficient were
obtained up to O(λ4) in Ref. [23] numerically. The results in perturbation theory up to reads

N(0)Γpert = −2 ln 2− 1

5
λ2 − 0.33λ3 − 0.26λ4 +O(λ5) ,

≃ −0.077λ2 − 0.33λ3 − 0.26λ4 . (86)

The leading-order coefficient is anomalously small compared to the subleading coefficients, and the perturbative series
converges poorly up to the next to leading order (NLO). When one goes to one order higher up to next to NLO
(NNLO), then the convergence improves. The conventional description given in the literature is that the higher-order
terms have a strong angular dependence compared to the leading-order terms, so the higher-order coefficients of Γ
are enhanced in the partial wave expansion. The diagram containing the BCS diagram as a subdiagram gets an
enhancement in the numerical coefficients. In the next subsection, we will clarify that such BCS loops always appear
with the Kohn anomaly at two-loop order.

We note in passing that attractive s-wave pairing does not exhibit the same convergence issue. In particular, the
p-wave pairing series starts at O(λ2), whereas the s-wave pairing series begins at O(λ). Indeed, for s-wave pairing,
the tree-level amplitude at O(λ) is nonzero, and the Gor’kov–Melik-Barkhudarov correction to the BCS result—which
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the gap evaluated in the perturbation theory and in the RG approach.
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FIG. 4. The skeleton diagrams that contribute to the two-loop order in the perturbation theory. There are also diagrams with
k3 ↔ −k3.

account for induced interactions—enters at O(λ2) [47]. Recently, the s-wave pairing gap was numerically computed
up to O(λ3) in Ref. [48], with no apparent convergence issues observed through that order.

In Fig. 3, we compare the behavior of the gap parameter ∆/µ as a function of expansion parameter λ evaluated
in the perturbation theory and the RG approach. As one can clearly see, the LO perturbation theory at O(λ2)
completely fails as they are orders of magnitude smaller compared to the NLO (O(λ3)) and NNLO (O(λ4)) results.
The RG approach matches well with the NLO result from the perturbation theory at a moderately large value of
λ ≳ 0.5, where the gap parameter is relatively large, and thus measurable size in reality. This indicates that already
at the level of the LO, the RG approach can virtually capture the NLO contribution in the perturbation theory.

C. Possible explanation

We consider the diagram at the two-loop order in the perturbation theory that contains the BCS loops as a
subdiagram. Such a diagram is evaluated numerically to have a larger value compared to those that do not contain
the BCS loops as a subdiagram by orders of magnitude [23, 48]. We list the skeleton diagrams that contribute to the
third order in the perturbation theory in Fig. 4. Figs. 4 (a) and (b) contain the BCS loops as a subdiagram. Let us
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evaluate Πppph that arises from the diagram (a):

Πppph(k1,k3) =

∫
d4p

(2π)4

∫
d4p′

(2π)4
G0(E + p0,p)G0(p

′
0 − p0,p

′ − p)G0(p
′
0,p

′ − k1)G0(p
′
0,p

′ − k3) , (87)

where the propagator is

G0(k0,k) =
i

k0 − ωk + i0+
− 2πδ(k0 − ωk)θ(kF − k) . (88)

After performing the energy integral, one obtains [48]

Πppph(k1,k3) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∫
d3p′

(2π)3

[
θ(kF − q3)− θ(p− kF)

ωq1 − ωq2

(
θ(kF − q2)

ωq2 + E − ωp − ωq3

− θ(kF − q1)

ωq1 + E − ωp − ωq3

)
− θ(kF − p)θ(kF − q3)

1

(−ωq1 − E + ωp + ωq3)(−ωq2 − E + ωp + ωq3)

]
, (89)

where the vectors are defined as q1 = p′ − k3, q2 = p′ − k1, and q3 = p′ − p.
Below, we focus on the IR structure of the first integral in the square bracket. By using the symmetry ω1 ↔ ω2,

the integral reduces to

J =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∫
d3p′

(2π)3
θ(kF − q3)− θ(p− kF)

ωq1 − ωq2

θ(kF − q2)

ωq2 + E − ωp − ωq3

. (90)

When the conditions ωq1 − ωq2 = 0, |k1 − k3| = 2kF, and ωq2 + E − ωp − ωq3 = 0 are fulfilled simultaneously, this
will lead to the divergent integrand. The first and second conditions correspond to the Kohn anomaly, and the third
condition corresponds to the BCS instability. Such case is achieved within kinematics: p ∼ kF, p

′ ∼ 0, p̂ · p̂′ ∼ −1,

and p̂ · k̂1 ∼ 0. Although the integrand is divergent, the integral itself does not have non-integrable singularities since
the divergence is canceled by the phase space factor in the integral measure, so this is amenable to the numerical
integral. The integral that contains the singular part in the integrand is

J ∼
∫ kF

p2dp

∫
dp̂

4π

∫
0

p′2dp′
∫
dp̂′

4π

1

2ME + k2F − 2p2 + 2p′ · (k1 − k3)

1

2p′ · (k1 − k3)
,

∼
∫ kF

p2dp
1

2ME + k2F − 2p2

∫
0

p′2dp′
1

2p′|k1 − k3|
. (91)

From the first to the second line, we neglected the term 2p′ · (k1 − k3) in the denominator of the first fraction
since p′ ∼ 0 in this kinematics. As one can see, the integral J can be factored into two pieces; the former integral
∼ ln(2ME − k2F) corresponds to the BCS instability, and the latter integral corresponds to the Kohn anomaly. The
latter integral also scales as 1/ℓ in the partial wave expansion because the partial wave expansion of 1/|k1 − k3| is
exactly the same as Eq. (55). Therefore, we also see 1/ℓ behavior in the perturbation theory. When λ takes a fixed
moderate value and ℓ ≫ 1, the contribution from the one-loop diagrams, ∼ λ2/ℓ4, is smaller than the contribution
from the two-loop diagrams, ∼ λ3/ℓ. Such enhancement at the two-loop order was also observed in the KL mechanism
in two dimension [49].

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we revisited the renormalization group analysis of the Kohn-Luttinger mechanism. Our primary
focus was on extracting the singularity in the scattering amplitude under BCS kinematics, where the BCS instability
occurs. Traditionally, renormalization-group analyses retain only relevant or marginal operators when studying the
flow toward a fixed point. However, to address the BCS instability, the contributions from irrelevant operators must
also be included in the beta function. By solving the renormalization group equation accordingly, we obtained the
gap parameter. The key findings are as follows:

• Enhanced exponent: The exponent of the gap from the Kohn-Luttinger mechanism scales as ∝ −ℓ instead of
∝ −ℓ4, thus increasing the gap compared to the conventional ℓ4 scaling.

• Limitations of leading-order perturbation theory: Solving the Bethe-Salpeter equation at leading order may not
fully capture the Kohn-Luttinger mechanism. The poor convergence observed in perturbation series indicates
the need for some form of resummation.
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• Renormalization-group approach and subleading effects: The renormalization-group method can incorporate
subleading corrections in perturbation theory by using only the leading-order terms as inputs to the RG flow.

A further test of this enhanced exponent in the Kohn-Luttinger mechanism can be conducted within perturbation
theory at next-to-leading order by examining the ℓ dependence of the integral

∫ 1

−1

d cos θ Pℓ(cos θ)
[
Π

(a)
ppph(k1,k3) + Π

(c)
phph(k1,k3)

]
, (92)

valid for odd ℓ. We retain only Π
(a)
ppph and Π

(c)
phph because they can be mapped to Π

(b)
ppph and Π

(d)
phph via k1 → −k1

and k3 → −k3. Additionally, Π
(e)
phph = −Π2 does not contribute in the odd partial-wave sector. At present, there

are no known analytical expressions for Π
(a)
ppph and Π

(c)
phph, so they can only be evaluated numerically. If the above

renormalization-group reasoning holds, this integral should scale as 1/ℓ, not 1/ℓ4.

A key advantage of the renormalization-group approach is that it can effectively reproduce the two-loop solution of
the Bethe-Salpeter equation by employing only the one-loop perturbative inputs, provided the expansion parameter
is not too small. One promising application of this amplified Kohn-Luttinger mechanism is to nuclear and quark
matter, which may exist in neutron stars. A recent one-loop perturbative analysis can be found in Ref. [19]; going
beyond leading order via renormalization-group method could offer deeper insights. We note that our results extend
beyond the simple BCS approximation and may thus alter the conventional picture, e.g., in Ref. [18]. Further,
enhanced pairing in quark matter may impact the phase structure inside neutron stars [50]. Future work will apply
this methodology to nuclear matter and quark matter along the lines suggested in Ref. [19].
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Appendix A: Including the spin degrees of freedom in the renormalization group equation

In this appendix, we derive the RG equation including the spin degrees of freedom.

As in Eq. (72), one can decompose the coupling function into the spin singlet and triplet components, u(s) and u(t),
respectively

u1234 = u(s)(δ13δ24 − δ14δ23) + u(t)(δ13δ24 + δ14δ23) , (A1)

where the subscript 1234 refers to the spins σ1σ2σ3σ4 of the particles 1, 2, 3, and 4. The one-loop corrections including
the spins are

(δVZS)1234(k1,k3) =
∑

α,β=↑,↓

∫
d4P

(2π)4
u1α3β(k1,p,k3,p+ q)uβ2α4(−p,−k1,−(p+ q),−k3)

(iω − ϵp)(iω − ϵp+q)
, (A2)

(δVZS′)1234(k1,k3) = −
∑

α,β=↑,↓

∫
d4P

(2π)4
u1α4β(k1,p,−k3,p+ q′)uβ2α3(−p,−k1,−(p+ q′),k3)

(iω − ϵp)(iω − ϵp+q′)
, (A3)

(δVBCS)1234(k1,k3) = −
∑

α,β=↑,↓

1

2

∫
d4P

(2π)4
u12αβ(k1,−k1,p,−p)uαβ34(p,−p,k3,−k3)

(iω − ϵp)(−iω − ϵ−p)
. (A4)
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The coupling functions can be rewritten in terms of the singlet and triplet components as∑
α,β=↑,↓

u1α3βuβ2α4 = 4u(t)
(
u(s) + u(t)

)
δ13δ24 +

(
u(s) − u(t)

)2
δ14δ23 , (A5)

∑
α,β=↑,↓

u1α4βuβ2α3 =
(
u(s) − u(t)

)2
δ13δ24 + 4u(t)

(
u(s) + u(t)

)
δ14δ23 , (A6)

∑
α,β=↑,↓

u12αβuαβ34 = 2
(
u(s)
)2

(δ13δ24 − δ14δ23) + 2
(
u(t)
)2

(δ13δ24 + δ14δ23) . (A7)

The beta functions are

(βZS,ℓ)1234 = −4N(0)V (t)(π)
[
V (s)(π) + V (t)(π)

] ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

Λ

kF
δ13δ24

−N(0)
[
V (s)(π)− V (t)(π)

]2 ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

Λ

kF
δ14δ23 , (A8)

(βZS′,ℓ)1234 = (−1)ℓN(0)
[
V (s)(π)− V (t)(π)

]2 ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

Λ

kF
δ13δ24

+ 4(−1)ℓN(0)V (t)(π)
[
V (s)(π) + V (t)(π)

] ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

Λ

kF
δ14δ23 , (A9)

(βBCS,ℓ)1234 = −N(0)
(
V

(s)
ℓ

)2
(δ13δ24 − δ14δ23)−N(0)

(
V

(t)
ℓ

)2
(δ13δ24 + δ14δ23) , (A10)

Then, the RG equation becomes

dV
(s)
ℓ

dt
(δ13δ24 − δ14δ23) +

dV
(t)
ℓ

dt
(δ13δ24 + δ14δ23)

= −N(0)

{
4V (t)(π)

[
V (s)(π) + V (t)(π)

]
+ (−1)ℓ+1

[
V (s)(π)− V (t)(π)

]2} ln 2

2ℓ+ 1

Λ

kF

[
δ13δ24 + (−1)ℓ+1δ14δ23

]
−N(0)

(
V

(s)
ℓ

)2
(δ13δ24 − δ14δ23)−N(0)

(
V

(t)
ℓ

)2
(δ13δ24 + δ14δ23) . (A11)

The beta function from the BCS diagram in the second line on the right hand side of the equation does not mix
the singlet and triplet couplings; the RG evolution of the singlet coupling is governed solely by the singlet BCS beta
function, and the same is true of the triplet coupling. Meanwhile, the beta function from the ZS and ZS’ diagrams
mixes the RG evolution of the singlet and the triplet couplings and contributes to the RG evolution of the singlet or
triplet couplings depending on the parity of ℓ. When ℓ is even, this contributes only to the singlet coupling and when
ℓ is odd, this contributes only to the triplet coupling.
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