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We study chemical-potential dependence of confinement and mass gap in QCD with adjoint
fermions in spacetime with one spatial compact direction. By calculating the one-loop effective
potential for the Wilson line in the presence of chemical potential, we show that a center-symmetric
phase and a center-broken phase alternate when the chemical potential in unit of the compactification
scale is increased. In the center-symmetric phase we use semiclassical methods to show that photons
in the magnetic bion plasma acquire a mass gap that grows with the chemical potential as a result
of anisotropic interactions between monopole-instantons. For the neutral fermionic sector which
remains gapless perturbatively, there are two possibilities at non-perturbative level. Either to remain
gapless (unbroken global symmetry), or to undergo a novel superfluid transition through a four-
fermion interaction (broken global symmetry). If the latter is the case, this leads to an energy gap
of quarks proportional to a new nonperturbative scale L−1 exp[−1/(g4µL)], where L denotes the
circumference of S1, the low-energy is described as a Nambu–Goldstone mode associated with the
baryon number, and there exists a new type of BEC-BCS crossover of the diquark pairing as a
function of the compactification scale at small chemical potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

Semiclassical analysis is a powerful tool to study quan-
tum systems nonperturbatively. In QCD, instantons
have long been a subject of intensive research [1–4]. They
played crucial roles in phenomenological models of spon-
taneous chiral symmetry breaking, as well as the U(1)
problem and the strong CP problem. In dense quark
matter, instanton effects are semiclassically reliable as it
has been been widely recognized [5–11].

Our understanding of semiclassical aspects of non-
Abelian gauge theories including QCD was significantly
advanced with two related progress:

• KvBLL monopole-instantons on R3 × S1 [12–14],

• Semiclassically calculable domains on R3 × S1 in
(non-supersymmetric) QCD-like and Yang-Mills
theories [15–17].

Monopole-instantons carry fractional topological charge,
and obey the Nye–Singer index theorem [18, 19] (which is
a refinement of the Atiyah–Singer index). The sum of the
fermion zero modes of the monopole-instantons is equal
to the one of instanton in four dimensions (4d), hence,
they are more relevant for chiral symmetry breaking. In
sharp contrast to 4d instantons, monopole-instantons on
R3 × S1 explicitly depend on the background holonomy
(Wilson line) field. Therefore, monopole-instantons pro-
vide a concrete connection between center-symmetry re-
alization (confinement in a thermal context) and chiral
symmetry realization.

In N = 1 supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM) theory
on S1 × R3, the ensemble of monopole-instantons gen-
erates the gluino condensate [20]. The applicability of
semi-classics to non-supersymmetric QCD-like theories
was shown in Refs. [15–17, 21–23]. (Also see Ref. [24].)

In such theories gauge symmetry “breaking” occurs at
small S1 (at weak coupling) due to the Hosotani mech-
anism [25]. In SYM as well as in adjoint QCD, in
the Abelian regime, topologically neutral molecules of
monopoles called magnetic bions form and generate a
bosonic potential that engenders a mass gap of gluons
and confines quarks [15, 17].

In this work, we study phases of compactified adjoint
QCD on R3 × S1 at nonzero quark chemical potential µ.
It should be noted that S1 in this paper is a compactified
spatial direction along which fermions obey the periodic
boundary condition (PBC); the imaginary-time direction
is infinite and the system is at zero temperature. This
setup must not be confused with previous studies of a
holonomy potential for thermal S1 at µ ≠ 0 [26–30].

This theory is weakly coupled at small S1 for any value
of µ.1 For generic colors (Nc) and Dirac flavors (ND

f )
we compute the perturbative one-loop potential for the
Wilson line holonomy. We find that turning on a small µ
weakens gauge symmetry breaking, while larger µ induces
an infinite number of oscillatory transitions between a
gauge-symmetry-restored phase and a broken phase. In
the specific case of Nc = 2 and ND

f = 1, we show that per-
turbatively induced four-fermion operators2 that have so
far been neglected in studies of the Hosotani phase can
play a pivotal role in generating diquark condensation
and drive the system into a superfluid phase with broken
U(1)B baryon number symmetry. Our calculations are

1 At large µ and for sizes of S1 larger than the strong length scale,
there are sub-sectors of the theory amenable to the weak coupling
treatment, however, there are sectors of the theory which are still
strongly coupled, in particular, the gauge sector.

2 The monopole operators which also possess four fermionic zero
modes are nonperturbatively weak in the semiclassical domain.
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performed in a theoretically controlled setting thanks to
the small running coupling and complete Abelianization
of the gauge group at small S1. This is a unique op-
portunity in which one can derive both continuous sym-
metry breaking and confinement from first principles an-
alytically, providing a valuable laboratory to study the
strongly coupled QCD vacuum.

As a quick guide to readers, we summarize a cascade
of symmetry breaking in the presence of µ for Nc = 2 and
ND
f = 1 when µ is small compared to the compactification

scale L−1:

U(2)f × [SU(2)]c (1)
anomalyÐÐÐÐ→ ((Z8)A × SU(2)f)/Z2 × [SU(2)]c (2)

µ≠0ÐÐÐ→ ((Z8)A ×U(1)B)/Z2 × [SU(2)]c (3)
Adj. HiggsÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ ((Z8)A ×U(1)B)/Z2 × [U(1)]c (4)
⟨χ⟩=0, πÐÐÐÐÐ→ ((Z4)A ×U(1)B)/Z2 × [U(1)]c (5)
⟨ψψ⟩≠0ÐÐÐÐÐ→ (Z2)R × (Z2)L × [U(1)]c (6)

Here [...]c denotes the unbroken part of the gauge group
and χ is the dual photon field. In (2)–(5) we have factored
a common Z2 group to avoid double counting. Detailed
explanations will follow later.

In Fig. 1 we present a schematic phase diagram of ad-
joint QCD with the aim to illustrate how our analysis in
this paper in the small-S1 regime should fit in the global
phase diagram from small to large S1. Adjoint QCD on
R4 is believed to exhibit a relativistic analogue of the
BEC-BCS crossover [31, 32] when the chemical potential
is swept across ΛQCD [33–41]:

✓ At µ = 0 and large L, the center symmetry is pre-
served, while the flavor symmetry is believed to
be spontaneously broken as SU(2)f → SO(2)f for
ND
f = 1 [42]. The physical spectrum contains a

light diquark that undergoes a Bose condensation
for µ > mπ/2 and breaks U(1)B . This onset of su-
perfluidity is well described by chiral perturbation
theory [33].

✓ In the asymptotic region µ≫ ΛQCD, on R4, quarks
acquire a large energy gap ∆ ∼ µe−1/g from the
perturbative one-gluon exchange at the Fermi sur-
face [43, 44] and the low-energy effective theory
is anisotropic Yang-Mills theory with a confining
scale Λ′ that goes down to zero as µ → ∞ due to
medium effects [45]. The compactification L < ∞
acts on gluons as a thermal scale and triggers a de-
confinement transition at L−1 ∼ Λ′. This is why
the phase transition line must emanate from the
top-right corner of the phase diagram in Fig. 1.

✓ At µ = 0, if LΛQCD ≪ 1, the system enters a center-
symmetric weakly-coupled regime where the dis-
crete chiral symmetry remains broken, while the

FIG. 1. Phase diagram of Nc = 2 adjoint QCD on R3
× S1

in the chiral limit based on the result of our investigation,
with L the circumference of S1. The blue region represents
the center-symmetric phase and the white region the center-
broken phase. The diquark condensate ⟨ψψ⟩ vanishes on the
L ≲ Λ−1QCD part of the L axis (represented by a red line with
a critical end point). The weakly coupled superfluid phase at
small L labeled as “BCS” relies on the assumption that the
four-quark interaction induced in the center-symmetric phase
has an attractive channel (see Section III C for more details).
The phase structure at intermediate L is currently unknown.

continuous chiral symmetry is restored [15]. This
is indicated by a red line in the bottom-left corner
of Fig. 1.

✓○ The above three domains are well understood by
now. In this paper, we venture into the novel
regime of small S1 and any µ. Among other things
we uncover, in addition to a series of confinement–
deconfinement transitions, we find that a novel
mechanism which can engender superfluidity even
for arbitrarily small L and µ, as long as µ ≠ 0, is a
logical possibility. The condition under which this
possibility may be realized will be carefully exam-
ined later. The estimated nonperturbative gap of
quarks is of order ∆ ∼ L−1e−1/(g4µL).3

Now, if the adiabatic continuity of center symmetry at
µ = 0 from small to large S1 (conjectured in Refs. [15–
17] and tested numerically in Refs. [47, 48]) holds, then
it follows that a double crossover should emerge on the
phase diagram (Fig. 1), uniting two weakly-coupled BCS
superfluids: one at small S1 and the other at large S1 and

3 It is intriguing to draw a comparison between dense QCD, the
NJL model, and our case. In dense QCD the gap is ∼ e−1/g
due to unscreened magnetic gluons [43]. In the NJL-type model
with a point-like four-fermion interaction the gap is generally
∼ e−1/g2

[46]. The dependence e−1/g
4
found in this work differs

from either of them.



3

µ≫ ΛQCD. It is highly nontrivial that such a continuity
may exist, because the two phases have distinct physi-
cal mechanisms for quark pairing: two-charged-boson ex-
change interaction on one hand (at small S1; see Fig. 12
below) and the one-gluon-exchange interaction on the
other hand.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we ex-
amine the perturbative holonomy potential and reveal
a complex phase diagram at µ ≠ 0 and nonzero masses
for Nc = 2 and 3. The quark number density is also
computed. In Sec. III we analyze how the monopole-
binding interaction due to fermion-zero-mode exchange
is modified at µ ≠ 0. It is shown for Nc = 2 that
the chemical potential renders the inter-monopole po-
tential strongly anisotropic, favoring a temporal sepa-
ration. A fermionic low-energy effective theory is also
examined and the conditions under which spontaneous
U(1)B breaking occurs at an arbitrarily small chemical
potential are derived. The fermion gap ∆ is shown to
be proportional to e−1/(g4µL), which is smaller than any
finite order of the semiclassical expansion in powers of
e−Sm where Sm = 8π2/(g2Nc) = 4π2/g2. The effective
Lagrangian of the Nambu–Goldstone mode associated
with the U(1)B breaking is also derived. We conclude
in Sec. IV. Technical details on the derivation of the per-
turbative potential and properties of a free fermion prop-
agator at µ ≠ 0 are summarized in Appendix A and B,
respectively.

II. HOSOTANI MECHANISM WITH
CHEMICAL POTENTIAL

We consider SU(Nc) gauge theory on R3 × S1 with
ND
f flavors of 4-component Dirac fermions Ψf = ΨA

f t
A in

the adjoint representation, obeying PBC on S1. We will
use f, g, . . . to label flavors {1,2, . . . ,ND

f } and A,B, . . .
to label the adjoint colors {1,2, . . . ,N2

c −1}. (The funda-
mental colors {1,2, . . . ,Nc} will be labeled by a,b, . . . .)
The generators are normalized as tr(tAtB) = δAB/2. The
circumference of S1 is denoted by L. The asymptotic
freedom requires ND

f < 2.75 and this is hereafter assumed
unless stated otherwise. The Lagrangian reads

L = tr{ 1

2g2
F 2
αβ + 2Ψf [ /D(µ) +m]Ψf} , (7)

where Fαβ = FA
αβt

A and /D(µ) = /D−µγ4. In this paper we
will always work in Euclidean spacetime, using α,β, . . .
to denote the entire four directions {1,2,3,4} while re-
serving i, j, . . . for non-compact directions {1,2,4} only.
The compactified spatial direction is x3 in our setting.

For ND
f ≥ 1 and µ = 0 the gauge symmetry is known

to be dynamically broken to the maximal torus U(1)Nc−1

by quantum effects of periodic fermions if both LΛQCD
and Lm are sufficiently small [15, 25, 49]. In this section
we examine how the chemical potential term µΨ†Ψ in-
fluences gauge symmetry breaking at small S1, putting

aside the issue of photon mass gap and fermion bilinear
condensation. This treatment is justified because the lat-
ter effects are nonperturbatively small while gauge sym-
metry is broken at one loop.

A. Perturbative potential for the Wilson line

We consider a uniform background gauge field that is
zero in R3 directions and nonvanishing along S1. The
holonomy is given by

Ω ≡ P exp(i∮ dx3A3) . (8)

We employ the gauge in which Ω is diagonal,

A3 = diag(a1, a2, . . . , aNc) ,
Nc

∑
a=1

aa = 0 (9)

and define dimensionless variables for later convenience:

µ̂ ≡ Lµ, m̂ ≡ Lm and âa ≡ Laa . (10)

The object to be calculated is the one-loop effective po-
tential for the holonomy at µ ≠ 0. It consists of several
pieces,

V (Ω;µ) = VYM(Ω) +ND
f [VF(Ω) + δVF(Ω;µ)] . (11)

The first term is the contribution of the gauge fields and
ghosts [1]

VYM(Ω) = 1

24π2L4

Nc

∑
a,b=1

F1(âa − âb) (12)

with F1(â) ≡ [â]2(2π − [â])2 where 0 ≤ [â] ≤ 2π is equal
to â mod 2π . VF(Ω) is the potential induced by a single
adjoint Dirac fermion with PBC at µ = 0 [49, 50],

VF(Ω) = 2m̂2

π2L4

∞
∑
n=1

1

n2
∣ tr Ωn∣2K2(nm̂)

= 2

π2L4

Nc

∑
a,b=1

F2(m̂, âa − âb) (13)

with

F2(m̂, â) ≡ m̂2
∞
∑
n=1

1

n2
K2(nm̂) cos(nâ) . (14)

What remains is to compute δVF(Ω;µ), which controls
the µ-dependence of the effective potential. In terms of
the quark determinant

Γq(Ω;µ) ≡ log det[ /D(µ) +m] , (15)

we have

δVF(Ω;µ) = − 1

VR3L
{Γq(Ω;µ) − Γq(Ω; 0)} (16)
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where VR3 formally denotes the infinite volume of the
spacetime in x1,2,4 directions. Technical details of the
evaluation of Γq is given in Appendix A. The result is

δVF(Ω;µ) = − 1

2πL4
{

Nc

∑
a,b=1

F3(µ̂, m̂, âa − âb) − F3(µ̂, m̂,0)}

(17)

with

F3(µ̂, m̂, â) ≡
∞
∑
n=−∞

θ(µ̂2 − m̂2 − (â + 2nπ)2 )

× [1

3
µ̂3 − µ̂{(â + 2nπ)2 + m̂2}

+ 2

3
{(â + 2nπ)2 + m̂2}3/2] , (18)

where θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. It is immedi-
ately clear from (18) that δVF(Ω;µ) vanishes when µ <m.
This is expected because µ below the energy gap (mass
of adjoint fermion) has no physical effect at zero temper-
ature.

Collecting (11), (12), (13) and (17) we obtain the one-
loop effective potential. Next we proceed to numerical
analysis of the phase diagram for Nc = 2 and 3 based on
minimization of V (Ω;µ).

B. Nc = 2

For Nc = 2 the holonomy can be parametrized as
Ω = diag(eiâ, e−iâ). In numerical minimization of the po-
tential V (Ω;µ) we encounter the following two phases.

minimum Z2 center gauge symmetry
â = 0, π broken SU(2)
â = π/2 unbroken U(1)

Let us summarize the bosonic spectrum in each phase.

• In the first phase with broken center symmetry, the
A3 component of gluons acquires a mass of O(g/L)
(called the electric screening mass in the case of
thermal S1) while the other components A1,2,4 are
perturbatively massless and interact strongly with
periodic fermions. In the limit L → 0 with fixed µ
the system would reduce to three-dimensional ad-
joint QCD at finite µ.

• The second phase entails Abelianization of the
gauge group due to the Hosotani mechanism; simi-
larly toW bosons in the electroweak theory, AA=1,2

1,2,4

acquire a mass mW = π/L by eating AA=1,2
3 ; the

“Higgs mode” AA=3
3 gains a mass mH ∼ g/L; The

photons AA=3
1,2,4 are massless to all orders in pertur-

bation theory.

Out[46]=
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FIG. 2. Effective potential for Nc = 2 and ND
f = 1 in the chiral

limit. In this figure V is normalized to 0 at â = 0.

In Fig. 2 the holonomy potential for ND
f = 1 in the chi-

ral limit is plotted. As µ̂ increases, the center-symmetric
phase is turned into a center-broken phase via a first-
order transition. Namely µ counteracts the Hosotani
mechanism in this parameter range.4 To explain why,
let us look at the quark number density

nq ≡ −ND
f

∂

∂µ
δVF(Ω;µ)

=
ND
f

2πL3
{2F ′

3(µ̂, m̂,2â) + F ′
3(µ̂, m̂,0)} (19)

with

F ′
3(µ̂, m̂, â) =

∞
∑
n=−∞

{µ̂2 − m̂2 − (â + 2nπ)2}

× θ(µ̂2 − m̂2 − (â + 2nπ)2 ) . (20)

The first term in (19) represents the density of ΨA=1,2,
which are charged under the unbroken U(1) gauge sym-
metry. The second term in (19) represents the density of
neutral fermions ΨA=3; since it does not depend on the
holonomy it can be ignored for the moment.

As (20) implies, due to compactification, the Fermi sea
becomes a union of multiple disks in momentum space,
labeled as

KK` ≡ {(p1, p2, p3) ∣ p3 =
`π

L
,
√
p2 +m2 ≤ µ} (21)

with ` ∈ Z. (Precisely speaking, this p3 is the eigen-
value of i∂3 +A3 rather than i∂3.) Such a discrete struc-
ture of energy levels is analogous to the Landau lev-
els in a magnetic field. As shown in Fig. 3, charged
fermions occupy either KK`=even or KK`=odd with ∣`∣ ≤√
µ̂2 − m̂2/π depending on the holonomy. Namely, in the

4 This is in contrast with the case of an external magnetic field
[51], which enlarges the center-symmetric phase.
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FIG. 3. The structure of KK` energy levels for the center-
broken (â = 0, π) and center-symmetric (â = π/2) phases. In
this example, the Fermi sea of charged fermions consists of
KK0 ∪KK±2 or KK±1, depending on the holonomy.

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

-100

-50

0

50

100

μ

/ π

F
3
(μ
 ,0

,π
)-
F

3
(μ
 ,0

,0
)

FIG. 4. Difference of the free energy with a center-symmetric
vs. center-broken holonomy in the massless limit [with F3 de-
fined in (18)].

center-symmetric phase (â = π/2) the holonomy dynami-
cally changes the boundary condition of charged fermions
along S1 from periodic to anti-periodic. We note that ev-
ery time µ reaches a new KK` level, a second-order phase
transition occurs; the quark number susceptibility jumps.
Indeed there are an infinite number of second-order tran-
sitions as a function of µ.5

Let us examine what happens at small µ̂. When m̂ ≤
µ̂ <

√
π2 + m̂2, µ lies between KK0 and KK±1. Hence

KK0 forms the charged Fermi sea in the center-broken
phase. On the other hand, no Fermi sea exists yet in the
center-symmetric phase. This means that the pressure
in the center-broken phase is higher, by the amount of
the degenerate Fermi sea, implying that center symmetry
breaking is favored by δVF(Ω;µ) for µ̂ in this range. This
explains the first-order transition in Fig. 2.

Interestingly, this is not the whole story. As µ̂ increases
further, many KK` join the Fermi sea and the competi-
tion between KK`=even and KK`=odd becomes quite sub-
tle. In Fig. 4 we plot the difference of F3, (18), in the two
vacua at m̂ = 0. It shows a growing oscillation in µ̂ with
period ≈ 2π. At small µ̂ the oscillation starts with a neg-
ative value, implying that the center-broken vacuum is
favored by medium. As µ̂ increases, however, the zero is
crossed infinitely many times and consequently it leads to
an endless alternation of the two vacua. In Fig. 5 we show

5 This phenomenon, analogous to the de Haas–van Alphen effect in
solid state physics, has been studied in NJL models with spatial
compactification [52].

FIG. 5. Phase diagram of center symmetry for Nc = 2 and
ND

f = 1. The shaded (empty) region is a center-symmetric
(center-broken) phase, respectively. They are separated by
first-order transitions. The dashed line represents m̂ = µ̂.

Out[16]=

0

0.5

1.0

1.5

FIG. 6. The rescaled quark number density Lnq/µ
2 for Nc = 2

and ND
f = 1. The m̂ > µ̂ region where the density is strictly

zero is left empty.

the phase diagram of center symmetry, showing the pres-
ence of infinitely many center-symmetric phases.6 One
can tune µ̂ to bring the system into a center-symmetric
phase, however large the mass m̂.

It should be noted that the center-symmetric phases at
µ̂ > 1 are different from the well-studied center-symmetric
phase at m̂ ∼ µ̂ ∼ 0 in that there is a Fermi sea of charged
fermions ΨA=1,2 in the former but not in the latter.

The stripe structure of the phase diagram in Fig. 5
is reflected in the µ-dependence of other observables as
well. Figure 6 plots the quark density nq (divided by
µ2 to make the stratified structure clearer). The lines
of center-symmetry-changing first-order transitions are
clearly visible. In addition, mH (the mass of AA=3

3 ) oscil-
lates with µ̂, but it stays at O(g/L) and never vanishes
because the transitions are first order.

6 A similar phase structure was observed in QCD on S1 ×S3 with
nonzero chemical potential [28].
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FIG. 7. Effective potential L4V (Ω;µ) for Nc = 3 and ND
f = 1

in the chiral limit, normalized to 0 at â1 = â2 = 0. Each µ̂
corresponds to the three different phases (see the main text
and Fig. 8). First-order phase transitions occur at µ̂ = 1.42
and µ̂ = 1.98.

C. Nc = 3

For Nc = 3 the holonomy can be parametrized as Ω =
diag (eiâ1 , eiâ2 , e−i(â1+â2)). In numerical minimization of
the potential V (Ω;µ) with respect to â1 and â2 we found
three phases below.

(â1, â2) at the minimum Z3 center gauge symmetry

(0,0), ± ( 2π
3
, 2π

3
) broken SU(3)

± (π
3
, π

3
) ,± (π

3
,− 2π

3
) ,± (− 2π

3
, π

3
) broken SU(2) ×U(1)

(0,± 2π
3
) , (± 2π

3
,∓ 2π

3
) , (± 2π

3
,0) unbroken U(1) ×U(1)

The phase in the second row, often called the split (or
skewed) phase, was found in Ref. [53] in a deformed
SU(3) Yang-Mills theory and has been studied in a vari-
ety of setups [27, 47, 48, 54]. The other two phases are
natural generalizations of those for Nc = 2.

As for Nc = 2, we again find that the addition of
µ̂ destabilizes the center-symmetric vacuum realized at
µ̂ = 0. Figure 7 displays the evolution of the holonomy
potential for increasing µ̂. We observe that each phase
in the above table is realized successively (from bottom
to top) for increasing µ̂. An explanation in terms of KK`
levels becomes rather cumbersome and is not as useful as
for SU(2).

When µ̂ is further increased, the three phases periodi-
cally alternate and there are an infinite number of first-
order transitions. The phase diagram for ND

f = 1 is dis-
played in Fig. 8. Again we find that a center-symmetric
phase can be realized for an arbitrarily large fermion mass

FIG. 8. Phase diagram for Nc = 3 and ND
f = 1. The hatched

region is the U(1)×U(1) center-symmetric phase, the shaded
region is the SU(2) ×U(1) split phase and the empty region
is the SU(3) center-broken phase. The phase boundaries are
first order. The dashed line represents m̂ = µ̂.

Out[49]=

0
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2
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4

FIG. 9. The rescaled quark number density Lnq/µ
2 for Nc = 3

and ND
f = 1. The m̂ > µ̂ region where the density is strictly

zero is left empty.

by tuning µ judiciously. The global features of Fig. 8 are
similar to Fig. 5 except for the presence of the split phase.
The quark density nq/µ2 is plotted in Fig. 9. It increases
monotonically with µ̂ and exhibits tiny jumps along the
first-order transition lines in Fig. 8.

It is tempting to conjecture that, as we increase Nc,
the phase diagram will contain a variety of more exotic
phases with partial center symmetry breaking, such as
those found in Refs. [27, 49, 55]. However, when L is
made larger, all such center-breaking phases must some-
how disappear because adjoint QCD on R4 is a strongly-
coupled confining theory (cf. Fig. 1). Although revealing
the phase structure at intermediate L is beyond the realm
of weak-coupling method in this paper, this can be stud-
ied in lattice simulations in principle as the path-integral
measure of adjoint QCD is positive semi-definite even at
µ ≠ 0 [56].
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III. LOW-ENERGY EFFECTIVE THEORY AND
SYMMETRY BREAKING

A. General discussion

In the previous section we have shown by using the
one-loop effective potential of holonomy that there are
three phases (below we assume Nc = 2 for simplicity):

• Phase I: Center-broken phase with Ω = ±12

• Phase II: Center-symmetric phase at µ̂ > π

• Phase III: Center-symmetric phase at µ̂ < π (the
small square next to the origin in Fig. 5)

Phases II and III are similar in terms of center symme-
try, but it is useful to distinguish them for later purposes.
In the following, we aim to analyze the low-energy dy-
namics in each phase, with a focus on Phase III. Before
doing so, it may be useful to remind global symmetries
of adjoint QCD as it has unique features absent in or-
dinary QCD. The classical massless Lagrangian of this
theory with ND

f Dirac flavors at µ = 0 is invariant un-
der U(1)A × SU(2ND

f ) symmetry due to reality of the
adjoint representation [42, 57], with U(1)B ⊂ SU(2ND

f )
the baryon number symmetry acting as Ψ → eiϕΨ. Chi-
ral anomaly reduces U(1)A down to Z4NcND

f
. In R4

(i.e., L → ∞), if ND
f is below the conformal window,

the continuous part of the flavor symmetry will be spon-
taneously broken by chiral condensate ⟨tr ΨΨ⟩ ≠ 0 as
SU(2ND

f ) → SO(2ND
f ) [42, 57]. The chemical poten-

tial µ ≠ 0 spoils the symmetry between fermions and an-
tifermions and breaks the flavor symmetry explicitly as
SU(2ND

f ) → U(1)B × SU(ND
f )L × SU(ND

f )R for ND
f ≥ 2

and SU(2ND
f ) → U(1)B for ND

f = 1 [33]. From here on,
we will focus our attention on the minimal ND

f = 1 case,
so that the non-anomalous global symmetry that can be
spontaneously broken at µ ≠ 0 is (Z8)A×U(1)B , as noted
earlier in (3).

Let us begin with Phase I in the list above. This phase,
having intact SU(2) gauge symmetry, bears similarity
to the deconfined phase of thermal QCD, except that
fermions obey PBC along S1 here. In the limit L→ 0 all
modes other than KK0 will decouple and we end up with
adjoint QCD in R3 with µ, with a dimensionful coupling7

g2
3 ≡

g2

L
. (22)

This is a strongly coupled theory and not amenable to
semiclassical analysis, but we can guess the physics qual-
itatively. Because there is a nonzero density of fermions
for µ > m and there is an attractive channel in the

7 Notice that the scale of µ is extremely high in this dimensionally
reduced theory: µ/g23 = µ̂/g2 ∼ 1/g2 ≫ 1.

color interaction mediated by SU(2) gluons, the BCS
mechanism will most likely trigger diquark condensation
⟨tr ΨTΨ⟩ that breaks U(1)B spontaneously and generates
a pairing gap for fermions. While this scenario sounds
plausible, a serious study must incorporate the pairing
of fermions and the nonperturbative mass gap of gluons
simultaneously. This is an interesting open problem.

Next we consider Phase II. At energy scales far below
mW = π/L and mH = O(g/L), one can adopt a descrip-
tion in terms of compact U(1) gauge theory with fermions
Ψ. At µ = 0, charged fermions Ψ± ≡ (ΨA=1 ± iΨA=2)/

√
2

can also be integrated out due to their large “screening
mass” π/L [15]. However, at µ >

√
(π/L)2 +m2 (or µ̂ > π

in the chiral limit), there is a Fermi surface of Ψ± on top
of that of neutral ΨA=3, so the charged fermions cannot
be dropped from the long-distance effective description.8
The attractive Coulomb interaction between Ψ+ and Ψ−

will destabilize their Fermi surface and engender a con-
densate ⟨Ψ+Ψ−⟩ ≠ 0 that breaks U(1)B symmetry spon-
taneously. (Note that Ψ+Ψ− is charge neutral and does
not break U(1) gauge symmetry.)

In Phase III the long-distance theory comprises a mass-
less photon and neutral fermions ΨA=3 at finite µ. It
naively appears as though U(1)B symmetry is unbroken,
but as will be shown in Sec. III C, it could be sponta-
neously broken through an effective interaction mediated
by heavy charged particles. Recalling the intuitive pic-
tures for Phase I and II above, we conjecture that actu-
ally U(1)B is broken everywhere in the phase diagram
(Fig. 6).9

B. Monopoles, bions and semiclassical confinement

Let us focus on Phase III for Nc = 2 and ND
f = 1.

We assume m = 0 for simplicity and switch to the two-

component notation ΨA=3 = L−1/2 ( ψ1

σ2ψ∗2
), thereby ensur-

ing that ψ1,2 possess the canonical dimension of spinors
in three dimensions. The tree-level effective theory at
small L reads

S =∫ d3x[ 1

4g2
3

F 2
ij + ψ†

1(iσi∂i − µ)ψ1 + ψ†
2(iσi∂i + µ)ψ2],

(23)

where σ1,2,4 ≡ (σ1, σ2,−i12) and g3 is defined in (22).
Notice that µ ≠ 0 breaks the global SU(2)f symmetry
down to U(1)B that rotates ψ1 → eiϕψ1 and ψ2 → e−iϕψ2.

At a nonperturbative level, we also have instanton-
monopoles, reflecting the compact nature of the U(1)

8 This situation is analogous to center-stabilized QCD with fun-
damental fermions in R3 × S1 [16, 58].

9 This is a hypothesis at exactly zero temperature. As soon as
the imaginary-time direction is compactified, the true symmetry
breaking would be replaced with a quasi-long-range order [59].
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gauge group. At first sight, Polyakov’s mechanism of
confinement due to Debye screening by monopoles [60]
seems to apply, but this is not the case here: monopoles
are accompanied by fermionic zero modes10 and do not
generate a mass gap for photons [62].1112 The effective
theory at length scales ≫ L/g gains an additional piece
that accounts for this effect [15, 17],

δS = G∫ d3x [ cosχ ⋅ det
1≤I,J≤2ND

f

(ψT
I σ

2ψJ) + h.c.] (24)

where the scalar field χ(x) is a dual photon with 2π-
periodicity, related to the original field via Abelian du-
ality relation as Fij ∼ εijk∂kχ. The monopole operator
(’t Hooft type vertex for the monopole) (24) evidently re-
spects the SU(2)f flavor symmetry. One can also check
that (24) is invariant under the anomaly free discrete sub-
group (Z8)A, which acts as ψ → ei2π/8ψ, and χ → χ + π.
The factor G can be extracted from the monopole mea-
sure, see Sec. 4 of Ref. [17].13 Up to an O(1) numerical
factor,

G ∼ g−4e−4π2/g2

L4ND
f −3

= g−4e−4π2/g2

L for ND
f = 1 ,

(25)

where g = g(L−1) is the renormalized coupling at the
scale L−1.

Magnetic bion formation at µ ≠ 0

In order to see mass gap generation for photons, one
needs to go to the next order in the semiclassical expan-
sion. The point is that due to the compactness of the
A3 holonomy there is an additional class of monopole-
instanton (called KK monopoles) in R3 × S1 [12–14].

There exists a topologically neutral, but magnetically
charged combination of the BPS-monopole with KK-anti-
monopole called magnetic bion [15], which induces the
operator (cos 2χ). Note that this operator is invariant
under the action of discrete chiral symmetry χ → χ + π.

10 For the index theorem at finite µ, see Refs. [29, 40, 61].
11 The fermionic zero modes of monopoles are absent if one starts

from a genuine compact U(1) theory rather than breaking a non-
Abelian group with a Higgs mechanism. In such a case the dy-
namics of monopoles at long distances can be different from that
in R3 × S1; see e.g., Refs. [63].

12 When m ≠ 0, fermionic zero modes can be soaked up by the
mass term and monopoles are allowed to yield a bosonic poten-
tial [49, 64]. Similarly, if the difermion condensate ⟨ψψ⟩ forms
dynamically, it would lift the fermionic zero modes and induce a
monopole-induced potential. As we will see in Sec. III C, indeed
such a condensate can form, but it occurs only at a super-soft
scale and can be safely ignored at the scale of average monopole-
monopole separation ∼ L exp(Sm/3).

13 Normalization of the fermion kinetic term in (23) is different from
that in Ref. [17].

In some respect, this phenomenon is similar to the for-
mation of instanton–anti-instanton molecules in thermal
QCD [65, 66], and in others it differs from it as the mag-
netic bion has still a topological quantum number for its
magnetic charge. The physics of multi-instanton correla-
tion in QCD with chemical potential has been studied in,
e.g., Refs. [8, 9, 11]. In quark matter at high density, in-
stantons of large sizes are exponentially suppressed due to
the Debye screening of color-electric fields inside instan-
tons [5]. In contrast, this is of no concern here because
the medium of ΨA=3 is transparent for monopoles.

Below, we would like to explicitly calculate the effect
of chemical potential µ on the magnetic bion formation.
The operator B(x) of a magnetic bion involves a con-
nected correlator of two monopole operators [15, 17]:

B(x) ∼ G2e2iχ(x)∫ d3y e−VC(y)⟨det(ψψ(y))det(ψ†ψ†(0))⟩
(26)

with the repulsive Coulomb potential

VC(y) ≡ 4π

g2
3

1

∣y∣ . (27)

At distances ≫ L the correlator of ’t Hooft vertices in
(26) can be computed with a free fermion propagator
SF(x;µ) = ⟨ψ1(x)ψ

†
1(0)⟩ and SF(x;−µ) = ⟨ψ2(x)ψ

†
2(0)⟩,

resulting in

⟨det(ψψ(x))det(ψ†ψ†(0))⟩

∝ tr [SF(x;µ)S†
F(x;µ)] tr [SF(x;−µ)S†

F(x;−µ)]
∝ {(∂1D+)2 + (∂2D+)2 + [(∂4 − µ)D+]2}

× {(∂1D−)2 + (∂2D−)2 + [(∂4 + µ)D−]2} , (28)

where D±(x) ≡ D(x;±µ) is a bosonic propagator that
solves the Klein-Gordon-type equation

[−∂2
1 − ∂2

2 − (∂4 − µ)2]D(x;µ) = δ(x) . (29)

The explicit form of D(x;µ) and its properties are sum-
marized in Appendix B. In the above we used (B3) there.
At µ = 0, D ∝ ∣x∣−1 and the correlator (28) is just propor-
tional to ∣x∣−8. However, once µ ≠ 0, there is anisotropy
in space (x1,2) and imaginary time (x4); the weight (28)
exhibits a Friedel-type oscillation in spatial directions,
reflecting the presence of a sharp Fermi surface, which
tends to render bions anisotropic.

Recalling that the three-dimensional Coulomb interac-
tion is governed by the dimensionful coupling g2

3 ≡ g2/L,
it naturally follows that the strength of the bion defor-
mation is measured by the ratio

µ̃ ≡ µ

g2
3

= µL
g2

. (30)

If we fix µ and let L → 0, then µ̃ ∼ µL log 1
LΛ
→ 0, i.e.,

the effect of µ on bions inevitably disappears. In order to
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see a nontrivial deformation of bions one has to increase
µ in the course of compactification so that µ ≳ 1

L log 1
LΛ

.

At the same time, the condition µ < 1.98
L

must also be
satisfied, in order to stay inside Phase III (cf. Fig. 2).

To simplify the µ̃-dependence of the weight we make
all variables dimensionless in units of g2

3 :

ỹ ≡ g2
3y , (31)

ρ ≡
√
ỹ2

1 + ỹ2
2 , (32)

τ ≡ ỹ4 , (33)

D̃±(ρ, τ) ≡ g−2
3 D(y;±µ) . (34)

Using (25) we find that the bion amplitude is given by

B(x) ∼ L−3g2e−8π2/g2

W (µ̃)e2iχ(x) (35)

with a dimensionless function W defined by

W (µ̃) ≡ ∫
∞

0
dρρ∫

∞

−∞
dτ w(ρ, τ ; µ̃) , (36)

w(ρ, τ ; µ̃) ≡ e−4π/
√
ρ2+τ2{(∂ρD̃+)2 + [(∂τ − µ̃)D̃+]2}

× {(∂ρD̃−)2 + [(∂τ + µ̃)D̃−]2} . (37)

The prefactors in (35) are in precise agreement with
Refs. [17, 67] for the case of two Weyl fermions.

All the µ̃-dependence is now encapsulated in w. As
displayed in Fig. 10, w dramatically changes its profile as
a function of µ̃. At µ̃ = 0, w is isotropic with a sharp peak
along the circle

√
ρ2 + τ2 = π/2 ≃ 1.57. This implies that

the typical size of a magnetic bion is π/(2g2
3) = πL/(2g2),

as noted in Refs. [17, 67]. As µ̃ grows, the weight of
w gradually moves to higher τ , with a peak position at
τ ∼ 3. At µ̃ = 10, w is further focused on the τ axis
with a quite narrow range of ρ ≪ 1. This means that
the magnetic bion tends to be rigidly oriented in the x4

direction. One can also see a ripple-like pattern in the
rightmost plot of Fig. 10, caused by a Friedel oscillation
of D̃.

Our numerical analysis indicates that the global max-
imum of w is always located on the τ axis, so let us
examine the behavior of w at ρ = 0 more closely. Using
∂ρD̃ → 0 as ρ → 0, one gets w(0, τ ; µ̃) = e−4π/τ [(∂τ −
µ̃)D̃+]2[(∂τ + µ̃)D̃−]2. Substituting the analytic form
(B7) of D̃ in Appendix B one obtains

w(0, τ ; µ̃) = e
−4π/τ

(4π)4

(1 + µ̃τ)2(−1 + µ̃τ + 2e−µ̃τ)2

τ8
(38)

for τ > 0. It shows that the peak of w evolves from τ = π/2
at µ̃ = 0 to τ = π at µ̃≫ 1. This behavior is illustrated in
Fig. 11.

In summary, we have found two features of mag-
netic bions at µ ≳ 1

L log 1
LΛ

. First, the monopole–anti-
monopole pair inside a bion is predominantly oriented in
the imaginary-time direction. This is due to the fact that
fermions with µ favor hopping in the temporal direction,

which has been observed in the context of instantons in
dense matter as well too [9, 11]. Secondly, the bion has a
typical size π/g2

3 = πL/g2. This is twice larger than that
at µ = 0.

Semiclassical confinement at µ ≠ 0

If we replace the integral of w with its peak value, we
obtain a crude estimate

W (µ̃)∝ µ̃4 at µ̃≫ 1 . (39)

It has an interesting implication for the dual photon
mass. Let us recall that in addition to (35) there are also
operators associated with anti-bions. Their sum reads

B + B† ∼ L−3g2e−8π2/g2

W (µ̃) cos(2χ) . (40)

This potential has minima at χ = 0 and π associated
with the spontaneous breaking of discrete chiral sym-
metry. (Note that an order parameter for the discrete
chiral symmetry is eiχ and the two vacua correspond to
⟨eiχ⟩ = ±1.) At these points the dual photon χ acquires
a nonperturbative mass gap, given by

Mχ ∼
1

L
e−4π2/g2√

W (µ̃) . (41)

This means that the perturbatively massless photon is
Debye-screened by the plasma of magnetic bions [15].
The fact that W (µ̃) asymptotically increases with µ̃ im-
plies that µ tends to enhance nonperturbative effect on
the gauge field.

Using (39) and the one-loop β function for g,

e−4π2/g2

∼ (LΛ)7/3, (42)

one finds

Mχ

Λ
∼ (LΛ)4/3µ̃2

∼ ( log
1

LΛ
)

2

(LΛ)10/3(µ
Λ
)

2

, (43)

with a renormalization-group invariant scale Λ. The mass
gap for the dual photon implies that the fundamental
Wilson loop in R3 obeys area law; quarks are perma-
nently confined. The string tension is given by T ∼ g2

L
Mχ

[60]. The L dependence follows from (42) and (43) as

T

Λ2
∼ ( log

1

LΛ
)(LΛ)7/3(µ

Λ
)

2

. (44)

This estimate is valid for µ in the range

1

L log 1
LΛ

≪ µ < 1.98

L
. (45)
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FIG. 10. The probability density w(ρ, τ ; µ̃) of a magnetic bion (37). Brighter regions have larger w.

FIG. 11. Comparison of w at ρ = 0, (38), for µ̃ = 0 and µ̃ = 10. The scale on the left (right) vertical axis applies to µ̃ = 0
(µ̃ = 10), respectively.

C. Superfluidity

Generically a fermionic system at finite density can be
unstable toward pair condensation if there is an attrac-
tive channel in their interaction. It is therefore important
to ask what interactions can happen for ψ1,2 in the effec-
tive theory (23). Although they do not couple to photons
by themselves, they interact through two mechanisms of
different physical origins. The first one is mediated by
monopole-instantons. As was shown in the previous sec-
tion the dual photons are screened at distances beyond
1/Mχ. As χ settles in one of the two minima {0, π} of
the potential (40),14 one obtains from (24) a four-fermion
operator

±G [det
I,J

(ψT
I σ

2ψJ) + h.c.] . (46)

Note that the 4d instanton would induce an 8-fermion
operator, with much weaker coefficient (of order G2). In
this sense, the monopole-instantons are much more im-
portant than 4d instantons.

Yet another kind of interaction stems from integrating
out heavy Ψ± and W ± that are charged under U(1). As

14 This breaks the anomaly-free axial Z8 down to Z4 spontaneously.

an example, we show in Fig. 12 an effective interaction in
the diquark channel where the 4-component Dirac spinor
in the Cartan subalgebra ΨA=3 is notated by Ψ. There are
a myriad of operators that can be perturbatively gener-
ated this way, e.g., (Ψγ3Ψ)2, (ΨγiΨ)2 and (Ψγ3γiγjΨ)2,
to name but a few. They are all invariant under U(1)A
and hence do not couple to the dual photon. Here we
do not systematically enumerate all possible forms of the
interaction, but instead try to capture an essential phys-
ical outcome by considering the minimal interaction in
the (pseudo-)scalar channel

−H[(ΨΨ)2 + (Ψiγ5Ψ)2 + ∣ΨTCΨ∣2 + ∣ΨTCγ5Ψ∣2] (47)

with a charge-conjugation matrix C = diag(−σ2, σ2) and
γ5 = diag(12,−12). This interaction, being perturba-

Ψ

Ψ

Ψ

Ψ

=

Ψ+

W+ W−

Ψ−

Ψ

Ψ

Ψ

Ψ

+ · · ·

1

FIG. 12. A four-fermion operator that arises from integrating
out heavy charged particles.
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tively induced, preserves U(1)A × SU(2)f [68]. The cou-
plingH should be∝ L according to dimensional analysis,
and it must be multiplied by g4 because there are at least
four bare vertices in the process of Fig. 12. Thus

H ∝ g4L . (48)

Since G [cf. (25)] is proportional to e−4π2/g2 ≪ 1, (48)
means that ∣H ∣ ≫ G.

The sign of H is not fixed by symmetries alone. In
this regard we would like to note that the process of
Fig. 12 is of the same kind as the Van der Waals in-
teraction in QED, which originates from the two-photon
exchange and is attractive because it arises at second or-
der in perturbation theory [69]. Similar long-range force
between color-singlet hadrons in QCD, originating from
the two-gluon exchange process, is also known to be at-
tractive [70–72]. Therefore in the following analysis we
will assume H > 0 and pursue its physical consequences,
leaving a microscopic verification to future work. We re-
mark that the phase diagram shown earlier as Fig. 1 was
also based on the assumption that H > 0.

Fermionic effective theory

Incorporating both types of interactions [(46) and
(47)], and dropping the quark-antiquark vertices because
they are not relevant to the BCS instability, we end up
with the fermionic effective theory

S = ∫ d3x{Ψ(γi∂i − µγ4)Ψ ±G [det
I,J

(ψT
I σ

2ψJ) + h.c.]

−H (∣ΨTCΨ∣2 + ∣ΨTCγ5Ψ∣2)} , (49)

where the sign in front of G depends on whether ⟨χ⟩ = 0
or π. Analogous four-fermion models in three and four
dimensions have been studied before [73, 74]. We note
that while the models in Refs. [73, 74] were introduced on
phenomenological grounds, (49) is a faithful description
of the microscopic dynamics of adjoint QCD in the circle-
compactification limit.

A remark on the parity of the ground sate is in order.
Because the second line of (49) does not distinguish be-
tween 0+ and 0− diquarks, one shall look at the monopole-
induced operator. With the help of the relation

det
I,J

(ψT
I σ

2ψJ) + h.c. = 3

2
[(ψT

1 σ
2ψ1)(ψT

2 σ
2ψ2) + h.c.]

= 3

4
(∣ΨTCΨ∣2 − ∣ΨTCγ5Ψ∣2), (50)

we observe that interaction in the 0+ channel is stronger
than 0− for ⟨χ⟩ = 0. However the opposite happens in the
other vacuum ⟨χ⟩ = π. Thus, after all, the effective the-
ory (49) per se does not uniquely determine the parity
of the ground state, and prompts us to add a small but
nonzero external source field to resolve the ambiguity. If

one inserts to the action a real mass term mΨΨ with an
arbitrarily small m, the ambiguity is resolved.15 There
are two ways to check this. First, one can invoke QCD
inequalities generalized to µ ≠ 0 [40, 75, 77] to argue that
ΨTCγ5Ψ is the lightest bilinear field.16 We stress that
this argument works equally in both R4 and R3 × S1.
The second argument to check parity only works in the
semiclassical small-L regime. Namely, when the above
sources are present in the action, they will absorb the
fermionic zero modes inhabiting the monopoles and al-
low for a bosonic potential ∼m2 cosχ to be generated on
top of the bion-induced potential (40). This potential,
however small in magnitude, can and do lift the degener-
acy between χ = 0 and π, and consequently fix the parity
of the ground state.

From the consideration above, one may assume that
the interaction is stronger for the 0+ channel than for 0−,
tacitly assuming the presence of a suitable infinitesimal
external field in the action. Now, since the monopole-
induced interaction is nonperturbatively small, it can be
safely dropped, and we arrive at a simpler theory that
sufficiently serves our purpose of probing the ground state
of the fermionic sector:

S =∫ d3x [Ψ(γi∂i − µγ4)Ψ −H ∣ΨTCγ5Ψ∣2] . (51)

Gap equation

We solve the theory in the mean-field approximation
following the standard procedure [46, 78]. This is ex-
pected to be accurate, given the smallness of the coupling
Hµ ∝ g4µ̂ ≪ 1. The Hubbard–Stratonovich transforma-
tion applied to (51) with an auxiliary complex field ∆(x)
yields

S =∫ d3x [Ψ(γi∂i − µγ4)Ψ + ∣∆∣2
4H

− 1

2
(∆∗ΨTCγ5Ψ + h.c.)].

(52)

With a suitable U(1)B rotation, one can take ∆ ≥ 0
without loss of generality. In the Nambu–Gor’kov ba-
sis (Ψ,CΨ

T) we have for the energy density

U(∆) ≡ − 1

VR3

logZ

= ∆2

4H
− 1

2
∫

d3p

(2π)3
tr log

⎛
⎝

∆γ5 i/p + µγ4

i/p − µγ4 −∆γ5

⎞
⎠

= ∆2

4H
− ∫

d3p

(2π)3
{ log[p2

4 + (∣p⊥∣ − µ)2 +∆2]

15 In QCD-like theories at finite density [33, 75, 76], the parity of
the diquark or pion condensate was automatically determined
because the parity of the ground state at zero chemical potential
was fixed by a real mass term.

16 This observation lends support to our strategy to consider a sim-
plified effective theory (47) from the very beginning.
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+ log[p2
4 + (∣p⊥∣ + µ)2 +∆2]}

= ∆2

4H
− ∫

′ dp1dp2

(2π)2
{
√

(∣p⊥∣ − µ)2 +∆2

+
√

(∣p⊥∣ + µ)2 +∆2} . (53)

The final integral with a prime is to be regularized with
a cutoff. Then the gap equation ∂U(∆)/∂∆ = 0 for a
nontrivial solution ∆ ≠ 0 is given by

1

H
=∫

′ dp p

π
( 1√

(p − µ)2 +∆2
+ 1√

(p + µ)2 +∆2
) . (54)

As ∆→ 0 the first term yields IR divergence at the Fermi
surface. Retaining only the first term, and imposing a
momentum cutoff Λ′ (> µ), one obtains

1

H
≃ µ
π

log
4µ(Λ′ − µ)

∆2
, (55)

or

∆ ∝
√
µ(Λ′ − µ) exp(− π

2Hµ
) . (56)

Physically, this means that fermions acquire an energy
gap ∆ and the U(1)B symmetry is spontaneously bro-
ken by the condensate ⟨ΨTCγ5Ψ⟩ ≠ 0; the system is in
a superfluid phase.17 We stress that the parity of the
diquark condensate is the same at small L and large L
[recall our remarks below (50)]. Note that in this analysis
the density of fermions need not be high; the computa-
tion in this section is valid for any µ > 0 as long as we
are in Phase III (µ < 1.98/L), which means that super-
fluidity may take place at arbitrarily small µ. This is a
remarkable result.

Plugging (48) and Λ′ ∼ L−1 into (56), we gain the crude
estimate

∆ ∝
√
µ̂

L
exp(− 1

g4µ̂
) . (57)

Notably, this ultrasoft scale is far smaller than the dual
photon mass Mχ ∝ L−1 exp(−4π2/g2) and is invisible at
any finite order of the semiclassical expansion. Since the
extent of the Cooper pair 1/∆ far exceeds the typical bion
size, the diquark condensate is not expected to modify
the fermion-binding mechanism of bions in Sec. III B.

The various length scales in Phase III may be summa-
rized as follows:

rm ≲ dψ-ψ ≪ rb ≪ dm-m ≪ db-b ≪ 1
Mχ

≪ 1
∆

↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓
L 1

µ
L
g2 LeSm/3 Le2Sm/3 LeSm L√

µ̂
exp ( 1

g4µ̂
)

(58)

17 Since Ψ does not couple to the U(1) photon, this phase is not a
superconductor.

(rm: monopole size; dψ-ψ: interquark distance; rb: bion
size; dm-m: intermonopole distance; db-b: interbion
distance; 1/Mχ: inverse Debye screening length;
1/∆: Cooper-pair size; Sm = 4π2/g2: the monopole ac-
tion).

Low-energy effective theory for superfluid phonons

In the far-infrared limit at energies below ∆, the ef-
fective degree of freedom is phonon, i.e., the Nambu–
Goldstone mode associated with the baryon number. It
emerges as a phase fluctuation of the condensate and can
be introduced as ∆→∆e2iφ(x). The low-energy effective
theory of phonons can be derived by expanding the func-
tional determinant of Ψ in powers of the derivative of φ
(the so-called gradient expansion [79]). The result is

Leff = f2[(∂4φ)2 + v2{(∂1φ)2 + (∂2φ)2}] (59)

with

f2 = µ

2π
, v2 = 1

2
. (60)

The factor of 2 in the denominator of v2 reflects the di-
mensionality of space. The effective theory (59) can also
be derived from the equation of state P = µ3/(6π) on the
basis of symmetry arguments along the lines of Ref. [80].
Equation (60) should be contrasted with f2 ∼ µ2 and
v2 = 1/3 for the Nambu–Goldstone modes in high-density
quark matter in four dimensions [81–83].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper we extended the bion mechanism of con-
finement [15] to nonzero quark chemical potential µ in
adjoint QCD with spatial compactification. In the first
part, we performed a perturbative analysis of Wilson line
potential (whose result gives a realization of Hosotani
mechanism) in the presence of µ and revealed a rich
phase diagram in the space of µ and m. In the second
part we studied the µ-dependence of semiclassical config-
urations (monopoles and their molecules called magnetic
bions) in the center-symmetric phase. In addition to the
Coulomb interaction, monopole-instantons also talk to
each other via a fermion zero mode exchange, which at
µ ≠ 0 is modified due to the anisotropic hopping ampli-
tude of fermions. Consequently, bions favor a temporal
orientation and its amplitude grows with µ, leading to a
larger mass gap of photons and a greater string tension.
Intriguingly, neutral massless fermions that are free in
the leaing-order perturbation theory may exhibit novel
superfluidity triggered by the combination of perturba-
tively induced four-fermion operators and nonperturba-
tively induced monopole operators (’t Hooft vertex). The
analysis in this paper remains valid at any µ ≠ 0 as long as
the compactified direction S1 is small enough. It would
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be interesting to examine the dimensional crossover from
small to large S1 (Fig. 1) in future lattice simulations, to
clarify how the BEC-BCS crossover region in R4 is con-
nected to the exotic phase structure in R3 × S1 found in
this work. Dimensional crossover of an interacting Fermi
gas has been actively investigated in the condensed mat-
ter physics community [84] and it is of great interest to
see what new physics will emerge for the case of relativis-
tic quark matter.
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Appendix A: One-loop effective potential

Below we will outline the derivation of the formula
(17). Let us momentarily put the system in a box of
linear extent L⊥×L⊥×L×β with β the inverse temperature
and L⊥ the length in the x1,2 directions. The Euclidean
Dirac operator in the background (9) reads

/D(µ) = γ1∂1 + γ2∂2 + γ3D
ad
3 + γ4(∂4 − µ) , (A1)

where Dad
3 is the adjoint covariant derivative that acts

on a matrix test field v = (vab) as

(Dad
3 v)ab ≡ (∂3v + i[A3, v])ab (A2)

= [∂3 + i(aa − ab)]vab . (A3)

Since each component of v except for its trace can be
regarded as independent, we get [1]

Γq(Ω;µ) = 1

2
tr log[− /D(µ)2 +m2]

= 2 tr log [−∂2
1 − ∂2

2 − (Dad
3 )2 − (∂4 − µ)2 +m2]

= 2L2
⊥∫

dp1dp2

(2π)2 ∑
p3

∑
p4

(
Nc

∑
a,b=1

log [p2
⊥ + (p3 + aa − ab)2 + (p4 + iµ)2 +m2] − log [p2 + (p4 + iµ)2 +m2] )

= L2
⊥∫

dp1dp2

(2π)2 ∑
p3

∑
p4

{
Nc

∑
a,b=1

( log [p2
4 + (Eab + µ)2] + log [p2

4 + (Eab − µ)2] ) − log [p2
4 + (E + µ)2] − log [p2

4 + (E − µ)2]} ,

(A4)

where p2
⊥ ≡ p2

1 + p2
2, p2 ≡ p2

⊥ + p2
3, p3 =

2nπ

L
(n ∈ Z), p4 =

(2` + 1)π
β

(` ∈ Z), E ≡
√
p2 +m2 and

Eab ≡
√
p2
⊥ + (p3 + aa − ab)2 +m2 . (A5)

The summation over p4 can be taken with the standard formula [85]

∞
∑
`=−∞

log[(2` + 1)2π2 + ω2] = ω + 2 log(1 + e−ω) , (A6)

where an ω-independent divergence has been subtracted. We thus obtain

Γq(Ω;µ) = 2βL2
⊥ ∫

dp1dp2

(2π)2 ∑
p3

{
Nc

∑
a,b=1

(Eab +
1

β
log [1 + e−β(Eab+µ)] + 1

β
log [1 + e−β(Eab−µ)] )

− E − 1

β
log [1 + e−β(E+µ)] − 1

β
log [1 + e−β(E−µ)]} (A7)

and

δVF(Ω;µ) = − lim
β→∞

1

βL2
⊥L

{Γq(Ω;µ) − Γq(Ω; 0)}

= − 2

L
∫

dp1dp2

(2π)2 ∑
p3

{
Nc

∑
a,b=1

(µ − Eab)θ(µ − Eab) − (µ − E)θ(µ − E)} for µ ≥ 0 . (A8)
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The remaining integral may be done with the formula

∫
dp1dp2

(2π)2
(µ −

√
p2
⊥ +X )θ(µ −

√
p2
⊥ +X ) = 1

4π
(1

3
µ3 − µX + 2

3
X3/2) θ(µ2 −X) for X ≥ 0 , (A9)

with the result

δVF(Ω;µ) = − 1

2πL
∑
p3

{
Nc

∑
a,b=1

(1

3
µ3 − µX + 2

3
X3/2) θ(µ2 −X)∣

X=(p3+aa−ab)2+m2

− (1

3
µ3 − µY + 2

3
Y 3/2) θ(µ2 − Y )∣

Y =p2
3+m2

}.

(A10)

Substituting p3 =
2nπ

L
(n ∈ Z) into this equation, we finally arrive at (17).

Appendix B: Free propagators with µ ≠ 0 in three
dimensions

We solve for the Euclidean propagators in 2+1 dimen-
sions in the presence of µ. The fermion propagator SF

solves the equation

(iσ1∂1 + iσ2∂2 + ∂4 − µ)SF(x;µ) = δ(x)12 . (B1)

The boson propagator solves the Klein-Gordon equation

[−∂2
1 − ∂2

2 − (∂4 − µ)2]D(x;µ) = δ(x) . (B2)

They are related through

SF(x;µ) = (iσ1∂1 + iσ2∂2 − ∂4 + µ)D(x;µ) . (B3)

It is easy to verify that

D(x, x4;µ) =D(x,−x4;−µ), x = (x1, x2) . (B4)

Thus one can assume µ > 0 without loss of generality.
Writing r ≡

√
x2

1 + x2
2 , we have

D(x;µ) = ∫
d3p

(2π)3

eipx

p2
1 + p2

2 + (p4 + iµ)2

= ∫
∞

−∞
dp4∫

∞

0

dp⊥ p⊥
(2π)3 ∫

2π

0
dθ

eip⊥r cos θ+ip4x4

p2
⊥ + (p4 + iµ)2

= ∫
∞

−∞
dp4 e

ip4x4∫
∞

0

dp⊥ p⊥
(2π)2

J0(p⊥r)
p2
⊥ + (p4 + iµ)2

= 1

(2π)2 ∫
∞

−∞
dp4 e

ip4x4K0(
√

(p4 + iµ)2 r) .

An alternative expression which has no singularity at r =
0 can also be obtained by integrating over p4 first, with

the result

D(x;µ) = e
µx4

4π
{ 1√

r2 + x2
4

−∫
µ

0
dp⊥ J0(p⊥r)e−x4p⊥}. (B5)

These formulas give access to limiting behaviors of D in
some cases of interest:

• For µ = 0,

D(x; 0) = 1

4π
√
r2 + x2

4

. (B6)

• For r = 0,

D(x;µ) = 1

4πx4

{1 − θ(−x4)2e−µ∣x4∣} (B7)

≈ 1

4πx4
for µ∣x4∣ ≫ 1 . (B8)

• For x4 = 0,

D(x;µ) = 1

4πr
∫

∞

µr
dxJ0(x) (B9)

≈ 1
√
µ

cos (µr + π
4
)

(2πr)3/2 for µr ≫ 1. (B10)

• For µr ≫ 1 with any x4,

D(x;µ) ≈
r cos (µr + π

4
) + x4 sin (µr + π

4
)

(2π)3/2(r2 + x2
4)

√
µr

. (B11)

[1] D. J. Gross, R. D. Pisarski, and L. G. Yaffe,
Rev.Mod.Phys. 53, 43 (1981).

[2] T. Schafer and E. V. Shuryak, Rev. Mod. Phys. 70, 323
(1998), arXiv:hep-ph/9610451.

[3] D. Diakonov, Proc. Int. Sch. Phys. Fermi 130, 397 (1996),

arXiv:hep-ph/9602375 [hep-ph]; Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys.
51, 173 (2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0212026.

[4] S. Vandoren and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, arXiv:0802.1862
[hep-th].

[5] E. V. Shuryak, Nucl. Phys. B203, 140 (1982).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.53.43
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.70.323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.70.323
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9610451
http://dx.doi.org/10.3254/978-1-61499-215-8-397
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(03)90014-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(03)90014-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212026
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1862
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90480-1


15

[6] R. Rapp, T. Schafer, E. V. Shuryak, and M. Velkovsky,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 53 (1998), arXiv:hep-ph/9711396.

[7] M. G. Alford, K. Rajagopal, and F. Wilczek, Phys. Lett.
B422, 247 (1998), arXiv:hep-ph/9711395.

[8] G. W. Carter and D. Diakonov, Phys. Rev. D60, 016004
(1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9812445.

[9] R. Rapp, T. Schafer, E. V. Shuryak, and M. Velkovsky,
Annals Phys. 280, 35 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9904353.

[10] D. T. Son, M. A. Stephanov, and A. R. Zhitnitsky, Phys.
Lett. B510, 167 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0103099.

[11] T. Schafer, Phys. Rev. D57, 3950 (1998), arXiv:hep-
ph/9708256; Phys. Rev. D65, 094033 (2002), arXiv:hep-
ph/0201189.

[12] K.-M. Lee and P. Yi, Phys. Rev. D56, 3711 (1997),
arXiv:hep-th/9702107 [hep-th].

[13] K.-M. Lee and C.-h. Lu, Phys. Rev. D58, 025011 (1998),
arXiv:hep-th/9802108 [hep-th].

[14] T. C. Kraan and P. van Baal, Nucl. Phys. B533,
627 (1998), arXiv:hep-th/9805168 [hep-th]; Phys. Lett.
B435, 389 (1998), arXiv:hep-th/9806034 [hep-th].

[15] M. Unsal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 032005 (2008),
arXiv:0708.1772 [hep-th]; Phys.Rev. D80, 065001
(2009), arXiv:0709.3269 [hep-th].

[16] M. Shifman and M. Unsal, Phys.Rev. D78, 065004
(2008), arXiv:0802.1232 [hep-th].

[17] P. C. Argyres and M. Unsal, JHEP 1208, 063 (2012),
arXiv:1206.1890 [hep-th].

[18] T. M. W. Nye and M. A. Singer, J. Funct. Anal. (2000),
arXiv:math/0009144 [math-dg].

[19] E. Poppitz and M. Unsal, JHEP 0903, 027 (2009),
arXiv:0812.2085 [hep-th].

[20] N. M. Davies, T. J. Hollowood, V. V. Khoze, and
M. P. Mattis, Nucl.Phys. B559, 123 (1999), arXiv:hep-
th/9905015 [hep-th]; N. M. Davies, T. J. Hollowood, and
V. V. Khoze, J.Math.Phys. 44, 3640 (2003), arXiv:hep-
th/0006011 [hep-th].

[21] M. Unsal and L. G. Yaffe, Phys.Rev.D78, 065035 (2008),
arXiv:0803.0344 [hep-th].

[22] P. N. Meisinger and M. C. Ogilvie, Phys. Rev. D81,
025012 (2010), arXiv:0905.3577 [hep-lat].

[23] M. C. Ogilvie, J. Phys. A45, 483001 (2012),
arXiv:1211.2843 [hep-th].

[24] D. Diakonov, N. Gromov, V. Petrov, and S. Slizovskiy,
Phys. Rev. D70, 036003 (2004), arXiv:hep-th/0404042
[hep-th].

[25] Y. Hosotani, Phys.Lett. B126, 309 (1983); Annals Phys.
190, 233 (1989).

[26] C. Korthals Altes, R. D. Pisarski, and A. Sinkovics,
Phys.Rev. D61, 056007 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9904305
[hep-ph].

[27] J. C. Myers and M. C. Ogilvie, JHEP 0907, 095 (2009),
arXiv:0903.4638 [hep-th].

[28] S. Hands, T. J. Hollowood, and J. C. Myers, JHEP 07,
086 (2010), arXiv:1003.5813 [hep-th].

[29] F. Bruckmann, R. Rodl, and T. Sulejmanpasic, Phys.
Rev. D88, 054501 (2013), arXiv:1305.1241 [hep-ph].

[30] Y. Liu, E. Shuryak, and I. Zahed, Phys. Rev. D94,
105011 (2016), arXiv:1606.07009 [hep-ph].

[31] Q. Chen, J. Stajic, S. Tan, and K. Levin, Phys. Rep.
412, 1 (2005), arXiv:cond-mat/0404274.

[32] W. Zwerger, ed., The BCS-BEC Crossover and the Uni-
tary Fermi Gas, Lecture Notes in Physics, Vol. 836
(Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2012).

[33] J. B. Kogut, M. A. Stephanov, D. Toublan, J. J. M.

Verbaarschot, and A. Zhitnitsky, Nucl. Phys. B582, 477
(2000), arXiv:hep-ph/0001171.

[34] S. Hands et al., Eur. Phys. J.C17, 285 (2000), arXiv:hep-
lat/0006018.

[35] K. Splittorff, D. T. Son, and M. A. Stephanov, Phys.
Rev. D64, 016003 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0012274.

[36] S. Hands, I. Montvay, L. Scorzato, and J. Skullerud, Eur.
Phys. J. C22, 451 (2001), arXiv:hep-lat/0109029.

[37] Y. Nishida and H. Abuki, Phys. Rev. D72, 096004
(2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0504083 [hep-ph].

[38] G.-f. Sun, L. He, and P. Zhuang, Phys. Rev.D75, 096004
(2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0703159 [hep-ph].

[39] L. He, Phys. Rev. D82, 096003 (2010), arXiv:1007.1920
[hep-ph].

[40] T. Kanazawa, T. Wettig, and N. Yamamoto, JHEP 12,
007 (2011), arXiv:1110.5858 [hep-ph].

[41] T. Kanazawa, Dirac Spectra in Dense QCD , Springer
theses Vol. 124 (Springer Japan, 2013).

[42] M. E. Peskin, Nucl. Phys. B175, 197 (1980).
[43] D. T. Son, Phys. Rev. D59, 094019 (1999), arXiv:hep-

ph/9812287.
[44] T. Schafer and F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. D60, 114033

(1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9906512.
[45] D. H. Rischke, D. T. Son, and M. A. Stephanov, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 87, 062001 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0011379
[hep-ph].

[46] M. Buballa, Phys. Rept. 407, 205 (2005), arXiv:hep-
ph/0402234.

[47] G. Cossu and M. D’Elia, JHEP 0907, 048 (2009),
arXiv:0904.1353 [hep-lat].

[48] G. Cossu, H. Hatanaka, Y. Hosotani, and J.-I. Noaki,
Phys.Rev. D89, 094509 (2014), arXiv:1309.4198 [hep-
lat].

[49] M. Unsal and L. G. Yaffe, JHEP 1008, 030 (2010),
arXiv:1006.2101 [hep-th].

[50] P. N. Meisinger and M. C. Ogilvie, Phys.Rev. D65,
056013 (2002), arXiv:hep-ph/0108026 [hep-ph].

[51] M. M. Anber and M. Ünsal, JHEP 12, 107 (2014),
arXiv:1309.4394 [hep-th].

[52] A. Vshivtsev, M. Vdovichenko, and K. Klimenko,
J.Exp.Theor.Phys. 87, 229 (1998), [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz.
114, 418].

[53] J. C. Myers and M. C. Ogilvie, Phys. Rev. D77, 125030
(2008), arXiv:0707.1869 [hep-lat].

[54] T. Misumi and T. Kanazawa, JHEP 1406, 181 (2014),
arXiv:1405.3113 [hep-ph].

[55] B. Bringoltz, M. Koren, and S. R. Sharpe, Phys. Rev.
D85, 094504 (2012), arXiv:1106.5538 [hep-lat].

[56] M. G. Alford, A. Kapustin, and F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev.
D59, 054502 (1999), arXiv:hep-lat/9807039.

[57] H. Leutwyler and A. V. Smilga, Phys. Rev. D46, 5607
(1992).

[58] E. Poppitz and T. Sulejmanpasic, JHEP 09, 128 (2013),
arXiv:1307.1317 [hep-th].

[59] N. D. Mermin and H. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 17, 1133
(1966); P. C. Hohenberg, Phys. Rev. 158, 383 (1967);
S. R. Coleman, Commun. Math. Phys. 31, 259 (1973).

[60] A. M. Polyakov, Nucl. Phys. B120, 429 (1977).
[61] R. V. Gavai and S. Sharma, Phys. Rev. D81, 034501

(2010), arXiv:0906.5188 [hep-lat].
[62] I. Affleck, J. A. Harvey, and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys.

B206, 413 (1982).
[63] L. B. Ioffe and A. I. Larkin, Phys. Rev. B39, 8988

(1989); J. B. Marston, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 1166

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.53
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9711396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00051-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00051-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9711395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.016004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.016004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9812445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/aphy.1999.5991
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9904353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00607-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00607-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0103099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3950
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9708256
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9708256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.094033
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201189
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.3711
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9702107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.025011
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00590-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00590-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9805168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00799-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00799-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9806034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.032005
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.1772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.065001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.065001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.3269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.065004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.065004
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2012)063
http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.1890
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0009144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/03/027
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.2085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00434-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905015
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1586477
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0006011
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0006011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.065035
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.0344
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.025012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.025012
http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.3577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/45/48/483001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.2843
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.70.036003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0404042
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0404042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90170-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(89)90015-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(89)90015-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.056007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9904305
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9904305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/07/095
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.4638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2010)086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2010)086
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.5813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.054501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.054501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.1241
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.105011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.105011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07009
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physrep.2005.02.005
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physrep.2005.02.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-21978-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-21978-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00242-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00242-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0001171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520000477
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0006018
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0006018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.016003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.016003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520100836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520100836
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0109029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.096004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.096004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0504083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.096004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.096004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.096003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.1920
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.1920
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2011)007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2011)007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.5858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-4-431-54165-3_3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90051-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.094019
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9812287
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9812287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.114033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.114033
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.062001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.062001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011379
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011379
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2004.11.004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402234
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/07/048
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.1353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.094509
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4198
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2010)030
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.2101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.056013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.056013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0108026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2014)107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/1.558650
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.125030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.125030
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1869
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2014)181
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.094504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.094504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.5538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.054502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.054502
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9807039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.5607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.5607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)128
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.1317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.17.1133
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.17.1133
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.158.383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01646487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(77)90086-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.034501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.034501
http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.5188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90277-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90277-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.8988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.8988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.1166


16

(1990); G. Murthy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 911 (1991);
H. Kleinert, F. S. Nogueira, and A. Sudbo, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 88, 232001 (2002), arXiv:hep-th/0201168 [hep-th];
I. F. Herbut and B. H. Seradjeh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
171601 (2003), arXiv:cond-mat/0305296 [cond-mat.str-
el]; I. F. Herbut, B. H. Seradjeh, S. Sachdev, and
G. Murthy, Phys. Rev. B 68, 195110 (2003), arXiv:cond-
mat/0306537; M. Hermele, T. Senthil, M. P. A. Fisher,
P. A. Lee, N. Nagaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Phys. Rev. B70,
214437 (2004), arXiv:cond-mat/0404751 [cond-mat.str-
el].

[64] E. Poppitz, T. Schafer, and M. Unsal, JHEP 1210, 115
(2012), arXiv:1205.0290 [hep-th].

[65] E.-M. Ilgenfritz and E. V. Shuryak, Phys. Lett. B325,
263 (1994), arXiv:hep-ph/9401285 [hep-ph].

[66] T. Schafer, E. V. Shuryak, and J. J. M. Verbaarschot,
Phys. Rev. D51, 1267 (1995), arXiv:hep-ph/9406210
[hep-ph].

[67] M. M. Anber and E. Poppitz, JHEP 06, 136 (2011),
arXiv:1105.0940 [hep-th].

[68] T. Zhang, T. Brauner, and D. H. Rischke, JHEP 06, 064
(2010), arXiv:1005.2928 [hep-ph].

[69] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshits, Quantum Mechanics,
Course of Theoretical Physics, Vol. v.3 (Butterworth-
Heinemann, Oxford, 1991).

[70] P. M. Fishbane and M. T. Grisaru, Phys. Lett. B74, 98
(1978).

[71] T. Appelquist and W. Fischler, Phys. Lett. B77, 405
(1978).

[72] H. Fujii and D. Kharzeev, Phys. Rev. D60, 114039
(1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9903495 [hep-ph].

[73] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 122, 345
(1961); Phys. Rev. 124, 246 (1961).

[74] B. Rosenstein, B. J. Warr, and S. H. Park, Phys. Rev.
D39, 3088 (1989); Phys. Rept. 205, 59 (1991).

[75] J. B. Kogut, M. A. Stephanov, and D. Toublan, Phys.

Lett. B464, 183 (1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9906346.
[76] D. T. Son and M. A. Stephanov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86,

592 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0005225.
[77] A. Cherman and B. C. Tiburzi, JHEP 06, 034 (2011),

arXiv:1103.1639 [hep-th].
[78] T. Hatsuda and T. Kunihiro, Phys. Rept. 247, 221

(1994), arXiv:hep-ph/9401310.
[79] T. Eguchi, Phys. Rev. D14, 2755 (1976).
[80] D. T. Son, arXiv:hep-ph/0204199 [hep-ph].
[81] D. T. Son and M. A. Stephanov, Phys.Rev. D61, 074012

(2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9910491 [hep-ph]; Phys. Rev.
D62, 059902 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/0004095 [hep-ph].

[82] S. R. Beane, P. F. Bedaque, and M. J. Savage, Phys.
Lett. B483, 131 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/0002209 [hep-ph].

[83] K. Fukushima and K. Iida, Phys. Rev. D71, 074011
(2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0501276 [hep-ph].

[84] T. Valla, P. D. Johnson, Z. Yusof, B. Wells, Q. Li, S. M.
Loureiro, R. J. Cava, M. Mikami, Y. Mori, M. Yoshimura,
and T. Sasaki, Nature 417, 627 (2002), arXiv:cond-
mat/0204003; D. S. Petrov, M. A. Baranov, and G. V.
Shlyapnikov, Phys. Rev. A 67, 031601 (2003); P. Dyke,
E. D. Kuhnle, S. Whitlock, H. Hu, M. Mark, S. Hoinka,
M. Lingham, P. Hannaford, and C. J. Vale, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106, 105304 (2011); H. Hu, Phys. Rev. A 84,
053624 (2011); A. T. Sommer, L. W. Cheuk, M. J. H.
Ku, W. S. Bakr, and M. W. Zwierlein, Phys. Rev. Lett.
108, 045302 (2012); A. M. Fischer and M. M. Parish,
Phys. Rev. A 88, 023612 (2013); V. Makhalov, K. Mar-
tiyanov, and A. Turlapov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 045301
(2014); U. Toniolo, B. C. Mulkerin, C. J. Vale, X.-J. Liu,
and H. Hu, (2017), arXiv:1701.08477.

[85] J. I. Kapusta and C. Gale, Finite-temperature field the-
ory: Principles and applications (Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2006).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.1166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.911
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.232001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.232001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0201168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.171601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.171601
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305296
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.68.195110
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306537
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306537
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.70.214437
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.70.214437
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404751
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404751
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)115
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)90007-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)90007-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9401285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.1267
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9406210
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9406210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2011)136
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.0940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)064
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.2928
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90069-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90069-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90587-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90587-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.114039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.114039
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9903495
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.122.345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.122.345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.124.246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(91)90129-A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)00971-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)00971-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.592
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005225
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2011)034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.1639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(94)90022-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(94)90022-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9401310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.14.2755
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.074012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.074012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9910491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.059902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.059902
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0004095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00606-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00606-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0002209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.074011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.074011
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0501276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature00774
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0204003
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0204003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.031601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.105304
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.105304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.053624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.053624
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.045302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.045302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.023612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.045301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.045301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.08477

	 Phases of circle-compactified QCD with adjoint fermions at finite density 
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Hosotani mechanism with chemical potential
	Perturbative potential for the Wilson line
	Nc=2
	Nc=3

	Low-energy effective theory and symmetry breaking
	General discussion
	Monopoles, bions and semiclassical confinement
	Magnetic bion formation at 0
	Semiclassical confinement at 0

	Superfluidity
	Fermionic effective theory
	Gap equation
	Low-energy effective theory for superfluid phonons


	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	One-loop effective potential
	Free propagators with 0 in three dimensions
	References


