arXiv:2304.00535v1 [nucl-th] 2 Apr 2023

NITEP 170

Polaronic Proton and Diproton Clustering in Neutron-Rich Matter

Hiroyuki Tajima,^{1, 2} Hajime Moriya,^3 Wataru Horiuchi,^{4, 5, 2, 3} Eiji Nakano,^6 and Kei Iida^6 1Department of Physics, Graduate School of Science, The University of Tokyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan 2RIKEN Nishina Center, Wako 351-0198, Japan 3Department of Physics, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-0810, Japan 4Department of Physics, Osaka Metropolitan University, Osaka 558-8585, Japan 5Nambu Yoichiro Institute of Theoretical and Experimental Physics (NITEP), Osaka Metropolitan University, Osaka 558-8585, Japan 6Department of Mathematics and Physics, Kochi University, Kochi 780-8520, Japan (Dated: April 4, 2023)

We show that strong spin-triplet neutron-proton interaction causes polaronic protons to occur in neutron matter at subnuclear densities and nonzero temperature. As the neutron density increases, proton spectra exhibit a smooth crossover from a bare impurity to a repulsive polaron branch; this branch coexists with an attractive polaron branch. With the neutron density increased further, the attractive polarons become stable with respect to deuteron formation. For two adjacent protons, we find that the polaron effects and the neutron-mediated attraction are sufficient to induce a bound diproton, which leads possibly to diproton formation in the surface region of neutron-rich nuclei in laboratories as well as in neutron stars.

Introduction— Just after the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory was developed for superconductivity in metals [1], it was immediately applied to describe nuclei and hadrons; superfluidity in nuclei was adovocated by Bohr, Mottelson, and Pines [2], while Nambu and Jona- Lasinio [3, 4] advanced a theory of nucleons and mesons in terms of chiral symmetry breaking. These are typical examples showing that quantum many-body states underlie subatomic particles even in vacuum. If such particles are embedded in many nucleon environments as encountered in neutron stars, it would be still more interesting [5]. Sure enough, nuclei and hadrons as impurities could be significantly modified from the corresponding vacuum states [6]. Here we address how such modifications affect the pairing properties of the impurities.

Understanding quantum properties of an impurity immersed in medium dated back to the notion of a polaron, which was proposed by Landau and Pekkar [7, 8] even before the advent of the BCS theory. While it was originally used for the description of electrons in ionic lattices, which was later analyzed for a weakly coupled electronphonon system by Lee, Low, and Pines (LLP) [9], recently, trapped cold atoms act as quantum simulators that provide an ideal platform to investigate the polaron problem in various settings. In particular, minority atoms immersed in a Fermi (Bose) gas are referred to as Fermi (Bose) polarons [10, 11]. Various properties of polarons have been measured experimentally [12–19]. When the scattering length is positive between minority and majority atoms, moreover, an excited polaronic state called repulsive polarons [20–22] is known to appear in addition to the ground-state attractive polarons. At a certain coupling strength, polaron-molecule transition has also been found experimentally [23]. The mediuminduced interaction between two minority atoms, which depends on the statistics of the two species, has also been

FIG. 1. Schematics for two adjacent protons immersed in neutron matter. Each proton is dressed with a cloud of neutron excitations due to the strong neutron-proton interaction and forms a Fermi polaron. Such polaronic protons may form a two-body bound state (diproton) in neutron matter although in vacuum the proton-proton interaction is not strong enough to form a diproton.

investigated experimentally [24–26].

Given the similarity of ultracold Fermi gases with dilute neutron matter [27], it is natural to consider that the concept of polarons can be applied to nuclear systems. In this context, an alpha particle immersed in dilute neutron matter has been studied by some of the present authors [28] within a theoretical framework developed in cold-atom physics [29]. Remarkably, unbound clusters (e.g.,^8Be, the Hoyle state [30]) could turn into bound states due to the medium effect [31, 32]. For nucleon impurities, a polaronic neutron in spin-polarized neutron matter has been considered as a benchmark for theoretical studies [33, 34]. Moreover, a proton impurity immersed in neutron matter (see also Fig. 1), which would be relevant to neutron star matter with small proton fraction [35], has been studied within the LLP theory for a weakly coupled proton-phonon system [36]. However, such a mixture involves the strong spin-triplet neutron-proton interaction responsible for deuteron formation [37–42]. It is instructive to recall from microscopic analyses [43] that for neutron star matter around or above normal nuclear density, the proton effective mass in Landau’s Fermi liquid theory is smaller than the bare mass and increases with decreasing density. Although we are interested in the dilute limit of protons where protons are no longer Fermi degenerate, there may be connections between the polaronic and Fermi-liquid properties. Anyway, it is important to incorporate such a strong neutron-proton interaction to understand how protons behave under an extremely neutron-rich environment.

In this Letter, we consider the fate of a proton immersed in neutron matter at subnuclear densities and nonzero temperatures by building the spin-triplet neutron-proton interaction, leading to the only known two-nucleon bound state in vacuum, namely, a deuteron, into a field-theoretical formalism developed for atomic Fermi polarons, that is, many-body T -matrix approach (TMA) [44–48]. Quasiparticle properties of each proton impurity, together with induced interaction between two adjacent impurities, may lead to a bound diproton, as shown in Fig. 1. This is similar to the case of two adjacent alpha particles in dilute neutron matter [31], in the sense that a two-impurity state, unbound in vacuum, becomes bound in neutron matter. These impurities may have possible relevance to the structure and evolution of the deepest region of neutron star crusts [49], as well as the clustering in the surface region of neutron-rich nuclei [50].

Formalism— We use units in which ℏ = k_B = 1 and set the system volume to unity. We begin with the Hamiltonian for a proton-neutron mixture that interacts via a spin-triplet, isoscalar potential: H = ∑ σ=±1/2 ∑ τ =±1/2 ∑ k ξ_{k,τ} c^†_{k,σ,τ} c_{k,σ,τ}

+ 1 2 S_z =+1 ∑ S_z =−1 T^†_{Sz} (k, q)V_t(k, k^′)T_{Sz} (k^′, q), (1)

where ξ_{k,τ} = k^2/2M − μ_τ and c^{(†)}_{k,σ,τ} are respectively the kinetic energy with the nucleon mass M = 939 MeV and the annihilation (creation) operator of a nucleon with momentum k, spin σ = ±1/2, and isospin τ = ±1/2. μ_τ is the nucleon chemical potential. The interaction term involves the spin-triplet pair operator with z-component of the total spin S_z = 0, ±1, relative momentum k, and center-of-mass momentum q as given by T_{Sz} (k, q) = ∑ σ,σ^′ ∑ τ,τ^′ ⟨1 2 1 2 σσ^′ | | |1Sz ⟩⟨ 1 2 1 2 ττ^′ | | |00 ⟩

× c_{−k+q/2,σ,τ} c_{k+q/2,σ}′_{,τ} ′ . (2)

In what follows, for convenience the isospin τ is explicitly expressed as τ = +1/2 ≡ n (neutron) and τ = −1/2 ≡ p (proton), and we ignore isospin symmetry breaking contributions including Coulomb interactions. The explicit form of H can be found in the Supplement [51].

For the spin-triplet (isospin-singlet) channel, we employ the Yamaguchi-type separable interaction V_t(k, k^′) = −γ_kγ_k′ , where γ_k = u_t/(k^2 + Λ^2_t ) is the form factor [52]. The parameters u_t and Λ_t are related to the spin-triplet scattering length a_t and effective range r_t as

u_t = Λ^2_t √_{8π} M 1 Λ_t −2/a_t , and Λt = 3+ √_{9−16rt/at} 2r_t [53]. For

the empirical values a_t = 5.42 fm and r_t = 1.76 fm [54], the resultant u_t and Λ_t lead to the deuteron binding energy E_d = 2.2 MeV, which is consistent with the empirical one, and reproduce the empirical^3S_1 phase shift well up to k ≃ 1 fm^{−1} [53].

Effects of the strong spin-triplet neutron-proton interaction are incorporated via the in-medium neutronproton T -matrix Γ_{σσ}′ (k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) = − γ_kγ_k′ 1 − Π(q, iν_ℓ) δ_{σ,σ}′ + 1 2 , (3)

with the neutron-proton propagator Π(q, iν_ℓ) = − ∑ k γ^2_k [1 − f(ξ_{k+q/2,n})] iν_n − ξ_{k+q/2,n} − ξ_{−k+q/2,p} . (4)

For more details, see also the Supplement [51]. In this work, TMA, which reproduces various Fermi-polaron properties in cold atomic systems, is used to describe the polaronic state of a proton in neutron matter. The proton self-energy is given by [51]

Σ_{pσ}(k, ω) = ∑ q ∑ σ^′ f(ξ_{q−k,n}) × Γ_{σσ}′ (q/2 − k, q/2 − k; q, ω_+ − μ_p + ξ_{q−k,n}), (5) with ω_+ = ω + iδ and an infinitesimally small number δ (practically, 2Mδ = 10^{−2} fm^{−2} is taken in the numerical calculation), where f(ξ_{q−k,n}) = ( e^{ξq−k,n /T} + 1 )_{−1} is the neutron Fermi-Dirac distribution function with the temperature T . The proton Green’s function

reads G_{pσ} (k, ω) = [ ω_+ −^{k2}_{2M} − Σ_{pσ} (k, ω) ]_{−1} . Furthermore, G_{pσ} (k, ω) can be approximately expressed as G_{pσ}(k, ω) ≃ Z [ ω_+ −^{k2}_{2Meff} − E_P + iΓ_P/2 ]_{−1} , where Z, M_{eff} , E_P, and Γ_P are the polaron residue, the effective mass, the polaron energy, and the decay rate, respectively.

In this Letter, we take the small proton-fraction limit (i.e., ρ_p/ρ_n → 0 where ρ_p and ρ_n are the proton and neutron densities, respectively) by setting μ_p → −∞ at finite temperature. In this limit, we can safely neglect backaction from protons on uniformity of the remaining neutron matter [47]. This matter is assumed to be a

FIG. 2. Polaronic proton spectral weight Ap(ω) at T = 2.0 MeV, plotted as a function of the neutron Fermi momentum kF. The color brightness indicates the intensity of Ap(ω) in an arbitrary unit. The dotted line shows the Hartree shift, while the dashed line is the deuteron energy −E_d = −2.2 MeV. The inset shows Ap(ω) at kF = 0.1 fm^{−1}, 0.4 fm^{−1}, and 0.8 fm^{−1}.

spin-balanced ideal gas in such a way as to be consistent with Eq. (1). μ_n can then be determined by solving the number equation ρ_n = 2 ∑ k f(ξ_{k,n}). Note that in a more realistic situation, neutron matter is a superfluid as long as the temperature is below the critical temperature T_c, which is typically ∼ 1 MeV [55]. We can nevertheless assume that neutron superfluid properties would make only a little difference in the polaronic properties [56]. Polaronic proton— Figure 2 exhibits the proton spectral weight A_p(ω) = −^1_π ImG_{pσ} (k = 0, ω) as a function of the neutron Fermi momentum k_F = (3π^2ρ_n)^{1/3}. The temperature T is fixed at 2 MeV (note that the result obtained at T = 0.1 MeV in the Supplement [51] is essentially the same). Then, the dimensionless temperature T/T_F with the neutron Fermi temperature T_F =^{k2F}_{2MF} changes from T/T_F ∼ 10 to T/T_F ∼ 0.1 with increasing k_F. In the dilute regime (k_F ≃ 0.1 fm^{−1}), neutrons behave like a classical Boltzmann gas (T ≫ T_F) , while in the high density regime (k_F ≳ 0.3 fm^{−1}), they behave like a quantum degenerate gas (T_F ≳ T ). In between, a crossover from bare impurities to repulsive polarons can be found for protons when k_F increases. In fact, in the classical regime (T ≫ T_F), the proton energy is close to zero, but as the density approaches the quantum degenerate regime (T_F ≃ T ), the bare-impurity branch starts to follow the Hartree shift Σ_H =^{6πat}_M ρ_n and also to be broadened, indicating a crossover towards the repulsive polaron branch with finite decay width. Simultaneously, another broadened low-energy branch, that is, attractive polaron branch, appears in such a regime. In-

FIG. 3. Inverse effective mass M/M_{eff} and residue Z are plotted in the attractive polaron branch of an impurity proton embedded in neutron matter of Fermi momentum kF.

cidentally, a similar kind of coexistence of attractive and repulsive polarons is predicted from atomic Fermi polarons in the strong-coupling regime [48, 57, 58]. For comparison, the deuteron energy −E_d = −2.2 MeV is also plotted in Fig. 2. At relatively high neutron densities where E_F ≫ E_d, the attractive polaron is stabilized as evident from a sharp peak at low energy. In this situation, since E_F is larger than the neutron separation energy of the deuteron, deuteron-like molecules would no longer be bound. A possible alpha cluster state, if any in such a high-density regime, would tend to melt into free nucleons at low temperatures of interest here [59, 60].

In the low-temperature limit, the polaron energy E_P defined as the peak position of A_p(ω) in Fig. 2 (see also Supplement [51]) is associated with the nuclear equation of state (EOS) via the Landau-Pomeranchuk form of the total energy per nucleon E/A = E_{PNM}/A + E_Pρ_p/ρ_n + O(ρ^2_p/ρ^2_n), where A is the total nucleon number, and E_{PNM} is the total energy of pure neutron matter. Although it is different from the usual EOS parameterization [61], E_P may well be related to the symmetry energy.

Figure 3 shows the effective mass M_{eff} and the polaron residue Z in the attractive polaron branch. In a relatively low-density regime, M_{eff} is larger than M as in the case of atomic Fermi polarons. This is associated with the strong neutron-proton attraction described by Γ_{σσ}′ (k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) in Eq. (5) as well as the reduction of Z. One can confirm from Fig. 3 that the results for the polaron properties are insensitive to the temperature, particularly at the highest densities considered here. We note that M/M_{eff} >∼ 1 is found at sufficiently high densities (k_F >∼ 0.8 fm^{−1}) because of the finite-range properties. Indeed, this behavior can be qualitatively understood by the lowest-order shift as shown in the Supplement [51]. The reduction of M_{eff} in such a high-density regime is also consistent with the behavior of the Landau effective mass of Fermi-degenerate protons in asymmetric nuclear matter [43]. Either way, the tendency that the lower the density, the larger the effective mass is the consequence of strong neutron-proton correlations.

Diproton clustering— Let us now consider the possible presence of a stable diproton in neutron matter of such densities as to dissociate deuterons. In addition to the large M_{eff} , polaronic protons involve a neutron-mediated attraction associated with the spintriplet neutron-proton interaction. As will be shown below, these medium effects act to stabilize diprotons, which are known to be unbound in vacuum.

We first describe the direct proton-proton interaction by the separable spin-singlet potential V_s(k, k^′) = −η_kη_k′ with the form factor η_k = u_s/(k^2 + Λ^2_s ). Here, u_s and Λ_s are determined in such a way as to reproduce the empirical proton-proton scattering length a_s = −17.164 fm and effective range r_s = 2.865 fm that have effects of the electromagnetic interaction subtracted out [54]. On top of this attraction, we include the neutron-mediated interaction V_{med.} between two protons at rest by replacing η_k with the effective form factor η̃_k = ũ_s/(k^2 + Λ^2_s ) so as to satisfy η̃^2_0 = η^2_0 − V_{med.}. For simplicity, V_{med.} has been evaluated at T = 0 in the leading order of V_t and in the limit of zero momentum transfer as −^3_4 γ^4_{kF/2}(Mk_F/2π^2), which is negative (attractive) for any value of k_F. We finally obtain the diproton bound-state equation from the pole of the proton-proton scattering T -matrix [53] as

1 − Z^2 ∑ q θ(k_F − q)M_{eff}η̃^2_q q^2 + M_{eff} E_{PP}

= 0, (6)

where E_{PP} is the diproton binding energy (see Supplement [51]). Here, we have ignored Γ_P in Eq. (6) and assumed that the quasiparticle picture is valid for diproton relative momenta of up to q = k_F [62]. Also, we have omitted contributions of virtual diprotons of q > k_F because the direct and medium-induced interactions leading to q > k_F are suppressed by the form factor η_q and the neutron Fermi degeneracy, respectively.

Figure 4 presents E_{PP} as function of k_F for various sets of the polaron parameters Z and M_{eff} . E_{PP} starts to be significant at a critical density, which is typically k_F ≃ 0.3 fm^{−1} but dependent on M_{eff} and Z. Larger M_{eff} leads to stronger diproton binding, while smaller Z tends to suppress the binding substantially. The TMA result, Z = 0.6–1, shown in Fig. 3 suggests that diproton binding occurs with the help of the induced interaction V_{med.}.

The possible presence of bound diprotons in neutron matter at subnuclear densities could make a significant difference in the properties of neutron-rich nuclei in laboratories and also neutron-rich matter around the neu-

FIG. 4. Diproton binding energy EPP obtained by solving Eq. (6) with Z = 0.75 and M_{eff} /M = 0.5, 1.0, and 1.5 in neutron-rich matter at subnuclear densities. The inset shows Z-dependence of EPP with M_{eff} /M = 1.0 fixed.

tron star crust-core interface. This is because if we switch from a proton few-body system to a proton manybody system without changing neutron matter as a main component, one can expect a diproton Bose-Einstein-condensation (BEC) and associated proton superconductivity to occur at sufficiently low temperatures. Such a switch would not drastically change the Fermi-polaron picture of each proton [46, 48, 63]. If the proton density is increased, moreover, a BEC–BCS crossover may occur even for protons as in the case of cold atoms near the unitary limit [64–68]. Indeed, at sufficiently high proton density, proton Cooper pairs would take over given that the s-wave direct interaction for two protons is too weak to induce binding in vacuum by itself and that the induced attraction V_{med.} has to be counteracted by the induced repulsion due to proton polarization.

Recall that diprotons can occur in a neutron-rich environment at subnuclear densities. Then, one can expect the presence of diprotons in the surface region of neutron-rich nuclei both in laboratories and in neutron star crusts, as well as in uniform matter just below the crust. However, it is not obvious whether or not such diprotons condense. Very naively, the diproton BEC temperature can be estimated as T^{pp}_c ≃ 0.218^{(3π2ρp )2/3}_{2Meff} . It would be interesting to consider how the existing scenario of neutron-star cooling based on the BCS-type proton superconductivity [69] could be changed by the presence of diprotons. We remark in passing that our analysis is similar to that of the nucleus-nucleus interaction in a dripped neutron gas [70], which concludes that the repulsive direct interaction is canceled by the static neutronmediated interaction. In contrast to the latter analysis in which immiscible nuclei are assumed to be in bulk equilibrium with neutron matter, we treat protons as miscible impurities embedded locally in neutron matter and thus such a cancellation does not occur.

Conclusion— In this work, we have clarified the polaronic properties of a proton immersed in neutron matter at subnuclear densities. At sufficiently high densities to satisfy E_F ≫ E_d, attractive polarons are stable with respect to the deuteron formation. Due to the medium-induced attraction between two adjacent protons in the attractive polaron branch, bound diprotons have been predicted to occur in neutron matter above a critical density corresponding to k_F of order 0.1 fm^{−1}.

An alpha particle, if surviving in neutron matter above such a critical density, may have a novel structure, namely, a composite of a diproton and a dineutron, which is different from the typical one of a triton and a proton [71, 72]. The former kind of alpha clustering is expected in the surface region of neutron-rich nuclei in both laboratories [50] and neutron star crusts. To obtain more certain implications of the diproton properties, many questions remain, including the effects of neutron superfluidity [56] and of the ignored parts of the nucleonnucleon interactions.

H. T. thanks H. Liang and Y. Guo for useful discussions. This research was funded by Grants-in- Aid for Scientific Research provided by JSPS through Nos. 18H05406, 20K14480, 22H01158, and 22K13981.

[1] J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Schrieffer, Phys. Rev. 108, 1175 (1957).

[2] A. Bohr, B. R. Mottelson, and D. Pines, Phys. Rev. 110, 936 (1958).

[3] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 122, 345 (1961).

[4] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 124, 246 (1961).

[5] S. Typel, G. Röpke, T. Klähn, D. Blaschke, and H. H.

Wolter, Phys. Rev. C 81, 015803 (2010).

[6] R. S. Hayano and T. Hatsuda, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 2949 (2010).

[7] L. D. Landau, Phys. Z. Sowjet. 3, 664 (1933). [8] L. Landau and S. Pekar, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz 18, 419 (1948).

[9] T. D. Lee, F. E. Low, and D. Pines, Phys. Rev. 90, 297 (1953).

[10] P. Massignan, M. Zaccanti, and G. M. Bruun, Rep. Prog.

Phys. 77, 034401 (2014).

[11] F. Scazza, M. Zaccanti, P. Massignan, M. M. Parish, and J. Levinsen, Atoms 10, 55 (2022).

[12] A. Schirotzek, C.-H. Wu, A. Sommer, and M. W. Zwierlein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 230402 (2009).

[13] S. Nascimbène, N. Navon, K. J. Jiang, L. Tarruell, M. Teichmann, J. McKeever, F. Chevy, and C. Salomon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 170402 (2009).

[14] S. Nascimbène, N. Navon, K. Jiang, F. Chevy, and C. Salomon, Nature 463, 1057 (2010).

[15] Y. Zhang, W. Ong, I. Arakelyan, and J. E. Thomas,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 235302 (2012).

[16] M.-G. Hu, M. J. Van de Graaff, D. Kedar, J. P. Corson, E. A. Cornell, and D. S. Jin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 055301 (2016).

[17] N. B. Jorgensen, L. Wacker, K. T. Skalmstang, M. M.

Parish, J. Levinsen, R. S. Christensen, G. M. Bruun, and J. J. Arlt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 055302 (2016).

[18] Z. Yan, P. B. Patel, B. Mukherjee, R. J.

Fletcher, J. Struck, and M. W. Zwierlein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 093401 (2019).

[19] Z. Z. Yan, Y. Ni, C. Robens, and M. W. Zwierlein, Science 368, 190 (2020).

[20] M. Koschorreck, D. Pertot, E. Vogt, B. Fröhlich, M. Feld, and M. Köhl, Nature 485, 619 (2012).

[21] F. Scazza, G. Valtolina, P. Massignan, A. Recati, A. Amico, A. Burchianti, C. Fort, M. Inguscio, M. Zaccanti, and G. Roati, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 083602 (2017).

[22] H. S. Adlong, W. E. Liu, F. Scazza, M. Zaccanti, N. D.

Oppong, S. Fölling, M. M. Parish, and J. Levinsen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 133401 (2020).

[23] G. Ness, C. Shkedrov, Y. Florshaim, O. K. Diessel, J. von Milczewski, R. Schmidt, and Y. Sagi, Phys. Rev. X 10, 041019 (2020).

[24] B. J. DeSalvo, K. Patel, G. Cai, and C. Chin, Nature 568, 61 (2019).

[25] H. Edri, B. Raz, N. Matzliah, N. Davidson, and R. Ozeri, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 163401 (2020).

[26] I. Fritsche, C. Baroni, E. Dobler, E. Kirilov, B. Huang, R. Grimm, G. M. Bruun, and P. Massignan, Phys. Rev. A 103, 053314 (2021).

[27] M. Horikoshi and M. Kuwata-Gonokami, Int. J. Mod.

Phys. E 28, 1930001 (2019).

[28] E. Nakano, K. Iida, and W. Horiuchi, Phys. Rev. C 102, 055802 (2020).

[29] F. Chevy, Phys. Rev. A 74, 063628 (2006). [30] F. Hoyle, Astrophys. J.(Suppl.) 1, 12 (1954). [31] H. Moriya, H. Tajima, W. Horiuchi, K. Iida, and E. Nakano, Phys. Rev. C 104, 065801 (2021).

[32] H. Tajima, H. Moriya, W. Horiuchi, K. Iida, and E. Nakano, Phys. Rev. C 106, 045807 (2022).

[33] M. M. Forbes, A. Gezerlis, K. Hebeler, T. Lesinski, and A. Schwenk, Phys. Rev. C 89, 041301 (2014).

[34] I. Vidaña, Phys. Rev. C 103, L052801 (2021). [35] M. Oertel, M. Hempel, T. Klähn, and S. Typel, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 015007 (2017).

[36] M. Kutschera and W. Wójcik, Phys. Rev. C 47, 1077 (1993).

[37] A. Schnell, G. Röpke, and P. Schuck, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1926 (1999).

[38] G. Röpke and A. Schnell, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 42, 53 (1999).

[39] X.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. C 81, 034007 (2010). [40] M. Jin, M. Urban, and P. Schuck, Phys. Rev. C 82, 024911 (2010).

[41] O. A. Rubtsova, V. I. Kukulin, V. N. Pomerantsev, and H. Müther, Phys. Rev. C 96, 034327 (2017).

[42] W. Guo, U. Lombardo, and P. Schuck, Phys. Rev. C 99, 014310 (2019).

[43] B.-A. Li, B.-J. Cai, L.-W. Chen, and J. Xu, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 99, 29 (2018).

[44] P. Massignan, G. M. Bruun, and H. T. C. Stoof, Phys. Rev. A 78, 031602 (2008).

[45] R. Combescot, A. Recati, C. Lobo, and F. Chevy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 180402 (2007).

[46] H. Hu, B. C. Mulkerin, J. Wang, and X.-J. Liu, Phys. Rev. A 98, 013626 (2018).

[47] H. Tajima, J. Takahashi, S. I. Mistakidis, E. Nakano, and K. Iida, Atoms 9, 18 (2021).

[48] H. Hu and X.-J. Liu, Phys. Rev. A 105, 043303 (2022). [49] C. Pethick and D. Ravenhall, Annu. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci.

45, 429 (1995).

[50] J. Tanaka, Z. Yang, S. Typel, S. Adachi, S. Bai, P. van Beek, D. Beaumel, Y. Fujikawa, J. Han, S. Heil, et al., Science 371, 260 (2021).

[51] See Supplemental Material for a derivation of the Bethe- Salpeter equation for the spin-triplet neutron-proton scattering, the proton self-energy within the TMA and the lowest-order approximation, and the bound-state equation for two polaronic protons.

[52] Y. Yamaguchi, Phys. Rev. 95, 1628 (1954). [53] H. Tajima, T. Hatsuda, P. van Wyk, and Y. Ohashi, Sci.

Rep. 9, 18477 (2019).

[54] R. B. Wiringa, V. G. J. Stoks, and R. Schiavilla, Phys. Rev. C 51, 38 (1995).

[55] S. Ramanan and M. Urban, Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 230, 567 (2021).

[56] H. Hu, J. Wang, J. Zhou, and X.-J. Liu, Phys. Rev. A 105, 023317 (2022).

[57] H. Tajima and S. Uchino, Phys. Rev. A 99, 063606 (2019).

[58] W. E. Liu, Z.-Y. Shi, M. M. Parish, and J. Levinsen, Phys. Rev. A 102, 023304 (2020).

[59] G. Röpke, A. Schnell, P. Schuck, and P. Nozières, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 3177 (1998).

[60] T. Sogo, G. Röpke, and P. Schuck, Phys. Rev. C 82, 034322 (2010).

[61] K. Oyamatsu and K. Iida, Phys. Rev. C 75, 015801 (2007).

[62] Y. Sekino, H. Tajima, and S. Uchino, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 023152 (2020).

[63] H. Tajima and S. Uchino, New J. Phys. 20, 073048 (2018).

[64] W. Zwerger, The BCS-BEC crossover and the unitary Fermi gas, Vol. 836 (Springer Science & Business Media, 2011).

[65] M. Randeria and E. Taylor, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 5, 209 (2014).

[66] Q. Chen, J. Stajic, S. Tan, and K. Levin, Phys. Rep. 412, 1 (2005).

[67] G. C. Strinati, P. Pieri, G. Röpke, P. Schuck, and M. Urban, Phys. Rep. 738, 1 (2018).

[68] Y. Ohashi, H. Tajima, and P. van Wyk, Prog. Part. Nucl.

Phys. 111, 103739 (2020).

[69] N. Chamel, J. Astrophys. Astron. 38, 1 (2017). [70] D. Kobyakov and C. J. Pethick, Phys. Rev. C 94, 055806 (2016).

[71] E. Hiyama, B. F. Gibson, and M. Kamimura, Phys. Rev. C 70, 031001 (2004).

[72] W. Horiuchi and Y. Suzuki, Phys. Rev. C 78, 034305 (2008).

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL: POLARONIC PROTON AND DIPROTON CLUSTERING IN NEUTRON-RICH MATTER

S1. BETHE-SALPETER EQUATION IN THE SPIN-TRIPLET NEUTRON-PROTON CHANNEL

The Hamiltonian H can be rewritten as H = ∑ σ=↑,↓ ∑ τ =n,p ∑ k ξ_{k,τ} c^†_{k,σ,τ} c_{k,σ,τ} + ∑ k,k^′ ,q ∑ σ=↑,↓ V_t(k, k^′)c^†_{k+q/2,σ,n}c^†_{−k+q/2,σ,p}c_{−k}′_{+q/2,σ,p}c_k′_{+q/2,σ,n} + 1 2 ∑ k,k^′ ,q V_t(k, k^′)c^†_{k+q/2,↑,n}c^†_{−k+q/2,↓,p}c_{−k}′_{+q/2,↓,p}c_k′_{+q/2,↑,n} + 1 2 ∑ k,k^′ ,q V_t(k, k^′)c^†_{k+q/2,↑,p}c^†_{−k+q/2,↓,n}c_{−k}′_{+q/2,↓,n}c_k′_{+q/2,↑,p} − 1 2 ∑ k,k^′ ,q V_t(k, k^′)c^†_{k+q/2,↑,n}c^†_{−k+q/2,↓,p}c_{−k}′_{+q/2,↓,n}c_k′_{+q/2,↑,p} − 1 2 ∑ k,k^′ ,q V_t(k, k^′)c^†_{k+q/2,↑,p}c^†_{−k+q/2,↓,n}c_{−k}′_{+q/2,↓,p}c_k′_{+q/2,↑,n}. (S1)

Here, ↑ (↓) stands for σ = +1/2 (−1/2), and the nucleon-nucleon coupling strengths with parallel and antiparallel spins are given by V_t(k, k^′) and V_t(k, k^′)/2, respectively. Moreover, the isospin-exchange terms with the coupling strength −V_t(k, k^′)/2 arise. Put more simply, the lowest-order interaction vertex between a spin-σ proton and a spin-σ^′ neutron is V_t(k, k^′)δ_{σ,σ}′ + 1 − δ_{σ,σ}′ 2 V_t(k, k^′). (S2)

To incorporate the strong-coupling effect associated with deuteron-like correlations, the ladder diagrams will be taken into account for each S_z below.

For the S_z = ±1 channel where a neutron and a proton with parallel spins interact with each other, the Bethe- Salpeter equation of the neutron-proton vertex L_{±1}(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) can be diagrammatically shown in Fig. S2(a). Its explicit form reads

L_{±1}(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) = V_t(k, k^′) − T ∑ k^{′′} ,iω_n V_t(k, k^{′′})G^0_n(k^{′′} + q/2, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^0_p(−k^{′′} + q/2, −iω_n)L_{±1}(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ), (S3)

where G^0_{n,p}(k, iω_n) = (iω_n − ξ_{k,n,p})^{−1} is the thermal Green’s function of a bare nucleon. Assuming the separable interaction V_t(k, k^′) = −γ_kγ_k′ , we introduce L_{±1}(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) = L_1(q, iν_ℓ)γ_kγ_k′ . Here, L_1(q, iν_ℓ) can be obtained as

L_1(q, iν_ℓ) = −1 + Π(q, iν_ℓ)L_1(q, iν_ℓ) = − 1 1 − Π(q, iν_ℓ) , (S4)

where Π(q, iν_ℓ) = T ∑ k,iω_n γ^2_k G^0_n(k + q/2, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^0_p(−k + q/2, −iω_n)

= − ∑ k γ^2_k 1 − f(ξ_{−k+q/2,p}) − f(ξ_{k+q/2,n}) iν_ℓ − ξ_{k+q/2,n} − ξ_{−k+q/2,p} (S5)

is the neutron-proton propagator. Because the dilute limit is considered for protons, the proton distribution function is taken to be zero [i.e., f(ξ_{k,p}) → 0 with μ_p → −∞].

For the S_z = 0 channel, which is open for two nucleons with antiparallel spins, the isospin exchange can occur due to the spin-triplet scattering. Indeed, as shown diagrammatically in Fig. S2(b), we can express the Bethe-Salpeter

FIG. S1. Diagrammatic representations of the Bethe-Salpeter equations in Sz = ±1 channel (a) and in Sz = 0 channel (b). L±1 represents the neutron-proton vertex in the Sz = ±1 channel. L_d and Lo are the diagonal and off-diagonal neutron-proton vertices in the Sz = 0 channel, where the off-diagonal part Lo induces the isospin exchange. The bare couplings Vt in the Sz = ±1 channel, Vt/2 in the Sz = 0 channel without isospin flip, and −Vt/2 in the Sz = 0 channel with isospin flip are represented by the dotted, dotted-dashed, and dashed lines, respectively.

equations for the diagonal part without isospin flip accompanied by the off-diagonal part with isospin flip and vice versa as

L_d(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) =

V_t(k, k^′) 2 − T ∑ k^{′′} ,iω_n V_t(k, k^{′′}) 2 G^0_n(k^{′′} + q/2, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^0_p(−k^{′′} + q/2, −iω_n)L_d(k^{′′}, k^′; q, iν_ℓ)

+ T ∑ k^{′′} ,iω_n V_t(k, k^{′′}) 2 G^0_n(k^{′′} + q/2, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^0_p(−k^{′′} + q/2, −iω_n)L_o(k^{′′}, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) (S6) and L_o(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) = − V_t(k, k^′) 2 + T ∑ k^{′′} ,iω_n V_t(k, k^{′′}) 2 G^0_n(k^{′′} + q/2, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^0_p(−k^{′′} + q/2, −iω_n)L_d(k^{′′}, k^′; q, iν_ℓ)

− T ∑ k^{′′} ,iω_n V_t(k, k^{′′}) 2 G^0_n(k^{′′} + q/2, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^0_p(−k^{′′} + q/2, −iω_n)L_o(k^{′′}, k^′; q, iν_ℓ), (S7)

respectively. Here, one can easily find L_o(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) = −L_d(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ). For the separable interaction, in a manner similar to the S_z = ±1 channel, we introduce L_d(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) = −L_o(k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) ≡ L_0(q, iν_ℓ)γ_kγ_k′ . We can then obtain

L_0(q, iν_ℓ) = − 1 2 + Π(q, iν_ℓ)L_0(q, iν_ℓ) = − 1 2 [1 − Π(q, iν_ℓ)]

. (S8)

Finally, we introduce a unified form of the in-medium neutron-proton T -matrix according to Γ_{σσ}′ (k, k^′; q, iν_ℓ) = [L_1(q, iν_ℓ)δ_{σ,σ}′ + L_0(q, iν_ℓ) (1 − δ_{σ,σ}′ )] γ_kγ_k′ = − γ_kγ^′_k 1 − Π(q, iν_ℓ) ( δ_{σ,σ}′ + 1 − δ_{σ,σ}′ 2 ) , (S9)

which is used in the main text.

S2. SELF-ENERGY FOR A POLARONIC PROTON WITHIN THE MANY-BODY T -MATRIX APPROACH

We consider the thermal proton Green’s function

G^T_{pσ} (k, iω_n) = 1 iω_n − ξ_{k,p} − Σ_{pσ}(k, iω_n) (S10)

where ω_n = (2n + 1)πT is the fermion Matsubara frequency (n ∈ Z). The proton self-energy within the finitetemperature TMA is given by

Σ^T_{pσ}(k, iω_n) = T ∑ q ∑ σ^′ ∑ iν_ℓ Γ_{σσ}′ (q/2 − k, q/2 − k; q, iν_ℓ)G^T_{nσ}′ (q − k, iν_ℓ − iω_n), (S11) where ν_ℓ = 2ℓπT is the boson Matsubara frequency (ℓ ∈ Z). In the dilute limit of protons, the backaction on the medium (i.e., uniform neutron matter) can be neglected, so that the thermal neutron Green’s function reads G^T_{nσ}(q − k, iν_ℓ − iω_n) ≃ G^0_n(q − k, iν_ℓ − iω_n) ≡ (iν_ℓ − iω_n − ξ_{q−k,n})^{−1}. The summation over the boson Matsubara frequency can be replaced by the contour integral enclosing the pole of the Bose distribution function b(z) = [ e^{z/T} − 1 ]_{−1} as Σ^T_{pσ}(k, iω_n) = − ∑ q ∑ σ^′ ∮ b(z)dz 2πi Γ_{σσ}′ (q/2 − k, q/2 − k; q, z) z − iω_n − ξ_{q−k,n} . (S12)

The contour integral in Σ^T_{pσ}(k, iω_n) involves two poles z_1 and z_2 that satisfy z_1 = iω_n +ξ_{q−k,n} and Γ^{−1}_{σσ}′ (q/2−k, q/2− k; q, z_2) = 0, respectively. The latter one gives the contribution proportional to the bosonic distribution b(ε) where ε is the deuteron-like excitation energy. Because of the proton dilute limit considered here, the bosonic distribution can be ignored. In this way, the fermionic pole z_1 leads to

Σ^T_{pσ} (k, iω_n) = ∑ q ∑ σ^′ Γ_{σσ}′ (q/2 − k, q/2 − k; q, iω_n + ξ_{q−k,n})f(ξ_{q−k,n}). (S13) Finally, the retarded self-energy Σ_{pσ} (k, ω) can be obtained via the analytic continuation iω_n → ω_+ − μ_p [i.e., Σ_{pσ}(k, ω) ≡ Σ^T_{pσ}(k, iω_n → ω_+ − μ_p)].

To extract the polaronic properties, we expand the self-energy around k = 0 and ω = E_P (where E_P is the polaron energy) as

Σ_{pσ}(k, ω) ≃ Σ_{pσ}(0, E_P) + ∂Σ_{pσ}(k, ω) ∂ω | | | |_{ω=EP} (ω − E^P) + 1 2 ∂^2Σ_{pσ}(k, E_P) ∂k^2 | | | |_{k=0} k^2, (S14)

which leads to G_{pσ} (k, ω) ≃ [ ω + iδ − k^2 2M − Σ_{pσ}(0, E_P) − ∂Σ_{pσ}(k, ω) ∂ω | | | |_{ω=EP} (ω − E^P) − 1 2 ∂^2Σ_{pσ}(k, E_P) ∂k^2 | | | |_{k=0} k^2 ]_{−1}

≡ Z ω −^{k2}_{2Meff} − E_P + iΓ_P/2

. (S15)

We therefrom obtain the polaron energy

E_P = ReΣ_{pσ}(0, E_P), (S16)

the polaron residue Z = [ 1 − Re

∂Σ_{pσ}(0, ω) ∂ω | | |_{ω=EP} ]_{−1} , (S17)

the inverse effective mass M M_{eff} = Z [ 1 + MRe

∂^2Σ_{pσ}(k, E_P) ∂k^2 | | |_{k=0} ] . (S18)

FIG. S2. (a) Spectral weight Ap(ω) of a polaronic proton at T = 0.1 MeV. The color brightness indicates the intensity of Ap(ω) in an arbitrary unit. The dotted line shows the Hartree shift, while the dashed line is the deuteron energy −E_d = −2.2 MeV. The panel (b) shows Ap(ω) at kF = 0.1 fm^{−1}, 0.4 fm^{−1}, and 0.8 fm^{−1}.

and the decay rate

Γ_P = −2ZImΣ_{pσ}(0, E_P). (S19)

The spectral weight of a zero-momentum polaronic proton is defined as

A_p(ω) = − 1 π ImG_{pσ}(k = 0, ω). (S20)

We note that A_p(ω) does not have a σ dependence because we consider a spin-unpolarized neutron system. In addition to Fig. 2 that exhibits A_p(ω) at T = 2.0 MeV, we show A_p(ω) at T = 0.1 MeV in Fig. S2. Such a low-temperature result is more relevant to neutron-rich nuclei in laboratories and neutron stars, although neutron-neutron pairing ignored here would make a quantitative difference in the polaron properties [56]. One can find that the spectral properties are qualitatively similar to the result at T = 2.0 MeV. In contrast to the case of T = 2.0 MeV, however, the attractive polaron branch looks sharp even at low neutron density, and also the repulsive polaron branch extends down to a very low neutron density.

Figure S3 shows the polaron energy E_P in the attractive branch at different temperatures. One can see that −E_P is sufficiently larger than the decay rate Γ_P, indicating that the attractive polaron is stabilized against the deuteron formation. Moreover, the results are relatively insensitive to the change of temperature in the Fermi-degenerate regime.

FIG. S3. Polaron energy EP in the attractive branch extracted from the proton Green’s function Gpσ(k, ω). The inset shows the decay rate ΓP.

S3. LOWEST-ORDER APPROXIMATION TO THE PROTON SELF-ENERGY

The lowest-order shift, which can be obtained by replacing Γ_{σσ}′ by Eq. (S2) in Eq. (S13), reads

Σ^{LO}_{pσ} (k) = − ∑ q ∑ σ ( 1 + δ_{σ,σ}′ 2 ) V_t ( k − q 2 , k − q 2 ) f(ξ_{q,n}). (S21)

At zero temperature, we obtain

Σ^{LO}_{pσ} (k) = − 3 2 ∑ q γ^2_{|k−q|2} f(ξ_{q,n})

= − 3u^2_t 2π^2 1 k ln ( k^2_F − 2kk_F + 4Λ^2_t + k^2 k^2_F + 2kk_F + 4Λ^2_t + k^2 ) + tan^{−1} (_{kF−k} 2Λ_t ) Λ_t + tan^{−1} (_{kF +k} 2Λ_t ) Λ_t

. (S22)

Furthermore, we expand this result with respect to k as

Σ^{LO}_{pσ} (k) = −

6u^2_t π^2k_F k_F 2Λ_t tan^{−1} ( k_F 2Λ_t ) − (_{kF} 2Λ_t

)_2

1 + (_{kF} 2Λ_t

)_2 + 8u^2_t π^2k_F ( k k_F

)_2 (_{kF} 2Λ_t

)_6 [ 1 + (_{kF} 2Λ_t

)_2]3 + O(k^4). (S23)

In this way, the effective mass within the lowest-order approximation reads M M^{LO}_{eff}

= 1 +

16Mu^2_t π^2k^3_F (_{kF} 2Λ_t

)_6 [ 1 + (_{kF} 2Λ_t

)_2]3 . (S24)

Figure S4 shows a comparison of the inverse effective mass between the lowest-order approximation and TMA, where we set T = 0.5 MeV in the latter calculation. Generally, the TMA result exhibits a heavier effective mass; this tendency is evident, especially at low neutron density. In this regard, virtual molecular-state formation included only in the TMA plays an important role in increasing the effective mass. At relatively high densities where the short-range part of the interaction becomes important, however, the effective mass decreases due to the finite-range correction, a tendency that can be found in both approximations.

FIG. S4. Inverse effective mass M/M^{LO}_{eff} within the lowest-order approximation. For comparison, the TMA result at T = 0.5 MeV is plotted.

S4. BOUND-STATE EQUATION FOR TWO POLARONIC PROTONS

To clarify the fate of two adjacent polaronic protons qualitatively, we consider the direct^1S_0 and indirect (neutronmediated) proton-proton interaction phenomenologically. As diagrammatically represented in Fig. S5, the low-energy neutron-mediated interaction between two protons in the spin-singlet state can be obtained up to leading order in V_t and in the limit of zero momentum transfer as

V_{med.} = T ∑ k,iω_n [V_t(k/2, k/2)]^2 [ 1 2 { G^0_{n↑}(k, iω_n)

}_2 + 1 2 { G^0_{n↓}(k, iω_n)

}_2 − 1 4 G^0_{n↑}(k, iω_n)G^0_{n↓}(k, iω_n) ] , (S25)

where G^0_{nσ} (k, iω_n) = (iω_n − ξ_{k,n})^{−1} is the thermal Green’s function of a neutron with spin σ =↑ (+1/2), ↓ (−1/2). At T = 0, we obtain

V_{med.} = − 3 4 γ^4_{kF /2} Mk_F 2π^2 = − (_{4πat} M 1 −^{atΛt}_2

)_2 1 ( 1 +^{k2F}_{4Λ2t}

)_4 3Mk_F 8π^2

. (S26)

Here we introduce an effective interaction V_{eff} (k, k^′) = −η̃_kη̃_k′ with η̃_k = ũ_s/(k^2 + Λ^2_s ) such that V_{eff} (k, k^′) reproduces V_s(k, k^′) + V_{med.} in the low-momentum limit (k = k^′ → 0) or, equivalently,

ũ^2_s Λ^4_s = u^2_s Λ^4_s + 6a^2_t k_F/M ( 1 −^{at Λt}_2

)_2 (

1 +^{k2F}_{4Λ2t}

)_4 . (S27)

Assuming that the well-defined quasiparticle is found only below k = k_F with sufficiently small decay rate Γ_P, we start from the thermal polaron propagator approximately given by G^T_{pσ} (k, iω_n) ≃ Z iω_n −^{k2}_{2Meff} − E_P + μ_p θ(ζk_F − k). (S28)

The parameter ζ characterizes the momentum cutoff of order k_F below which the polaron picture is valid. In the main text, ζ = 1 is taken, while we examine the ζ dependence in this Supplement. The Lippmann-Schwinger equation for the proton-proton T -matrix T_{pp}(k, k^′; iν_ℓ) at zero center-of-mass momentum (where ν_ℓ = 2πℓT is the boson Matsubara frequency) reads

T_{pp}(k, k^′; iν_ℓ) = V_{eff} (k, k^′) − T ∑ q,iω_n V_{eff} (k, q)G^T_{p↑}(q, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^T_{p↓}(−q, −iω_n)T_{pp}(q, k^′; iν_ℓ). (S29)

FIG. S5. Feynman diagram for the neutron-mediated interaction V_{med.} in the spin-singlet proton-proton channel. The third diagram involves an additional minus sign compared to the others due to the spin exchange.

The separability of the T -matrix T_{pp}(k, k^′; iν_ℓ) ≡ R(iν_ℓ)η̃_kη̃_k′ leads to

R(iν_ℓ) = −1 + Π_{pp}(iν_ℓ)R(iν_ℓ) = − 1 1 − Π_{pp}(iν_ℓ)

, (S30)

where

Π_{pp}(iν_ℓ) = T ∑ q,iω_n η̃^2_q G^T_{p↑}(q, iω_n + iν_ℓ)G^T_{p↓}(−q, −iω_n)

= − ∑ q η̃^2_q

Z^2θ(ζk_F − q) iν_ℓ − q^2/M_{eff} − 2E_P + 2μ_p

(S31)

is the two-polaronic-proton propagator. Here we have taken the limit of f(ξ_{q,p}) → 0 because μ_p → −∞ keeps the small proton fraction limit (ρ_p → 0). In this case, the problem is reduced to the effective two-body problem. After performing the analytical continuation to the real energy (i.e., iν_ℓ → ν − 2μ_p), we obtain the bound-state equation for the diproton binding energy ν = −E_{PP} + 2E_P (measured from the continuum bottom 2E_P of two polarons) from 1 − Π_{pp}(−E_{PP} + 2E_P) = 0 as

1 − Z^2 ∑ q θ(ζk_F − q)M_{eff}η̃^2_q

q^2 + M_{eff} E_{PP}

= 0. (S32)

The momentum integration reads ∑ q θ(ζk_F − q)M_{eff}η̃^2_q q^2 + M_{eff} E_{PP} = M_{eff}ũ^2_s 2π^2 ∫_{ζkF} 0 q^2dq 1 (q^2 + Λ^2_s )^2(q^2 + M_{eff} E_{PP})

= M_{eff}ũ^2_s 2π^2 ζk^F 2(Λ^2_s − M_{eff} E_{PP})(Λ^2_s + ζ^2k^2_F) + (M_{eff} E_{PP} + Λ^2_s ) tan^{−1} (_{ζkF} Λ_s ) 2Λ_s(Λ^2_s − M_{eff} E_{PP})^2

− √ M_{eff} E_{PP} tan^{−1} (_{ζkF} √ M_{eff} E_{PP} ) (Λ^2_s − M_{eff} E_{PP})^2

. (S33)

Then, the bound state equation can be rewritten as

1 = 2Z^2M_{eff} πM 1 1 −^2_{Λs as} + 48a^2_t k_F

πΛ_s ( 1 −^{at Λt}_2

)_2 (

1 +^{k2F}_{4Λ2t}

)_4

× ζk_F/Λ_s ( 1 −^{Meff EPP}_{Λ2s} ) ( 1 +^{ζ2k2F}_{Λ2s} ) + ( 1 +^{Meff EPP}_{Λ2s} ) tan^{−1} (_{ζkF} Λ_s ) − 2 √_{Meff EPP}

Λ^2_s tan −1 (_{ζkF} √ M_{eff} E_{PP} ) ( 1 −^{Meff EPP}_{Λ2s}

)_2

. (S34)

FIG. S6. Cutoff dependence (i.e., ζ dependence) of the diproton binding energy EPP, as plotted for Z = 1 and M_{eff} /M = 1.

Finally, the threshold neutron density for the presence of bound diprotons can be calculated by setting E_{pp} = 0 as

1 = 2Z^2M_{eff} πM 1 1 −^2_{Λsas} + 48a^2_t k_F

πΛ_s ( 1 −^{atΛt}_2

)_2 ( 1 +^{k2F}_{4Λ2t}

)_4 ζk^F/Λ^s 1 +^{ζ2k2F}_{Λ2s}

+ tan^{−1} ( ζk_F Λ_s ) . (S35)

Figure S6 shows the ζ dependence of E_{PP}. For simplicity, we here take Z = 1 and M_{eff} /M = 1. E_{PP} increases with ζ. It should be noted that the large enhancement of E_{PP} at high neutron densities with ζ = 2 stems partially from an artifact associated with the low-energy approximation of V_{med.}, which has to be weakened by the neutron Fermi degeneracy at higher momentum transfer than k_F. Although E_{PP} still contains uncertainties due to the ζ dependence, the neutron density dependence of E_{PP} seems qualitatively robust. A more precise calculation of E_{PP} is left for interesting future work. In spite of such uncertainties, one may conclude that the threshold neutron density is located around k_F = O(0.1) fm^{−1} for ζ = O(1).