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Abstract

The focus of this work is the effective description of low energy strong interactions in the
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model. We start with a simple U(1) symmetric theory with a massless
quark. This model was extended to SU(2) symmetry with a massless quark and a novel mass
relation between the meson excitations was derived. We further consider a U(1) model with
a massive quark. The massive U(1) model reproduces the same result as for the massless
case. Another problem we considered was the isotopic symmetry breaking. It was shown that
within the U(2) scalar Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model we cannot describe the difference between
the masses of the up and down quark. After extending to a U(3) model we concluded that
the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model can be a possible description for the existence of isotopic
symmetry in Nature. All these results are the essence of the work we carried out during my
PhD degree, present in the current thesis.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

The Standard Model is the most successful tool for describing fundamental particles and their
interactions [1]. It is a non-abelian gauge theory with symmetry group SU (3) x SU(2) x U(1).
The strong interaction governing the binding of quarks inside mesons and baryons, as well as
the neutrons and protons in the atomic nucleus, is mathematically described by the SU (3)¢
gauge group. There exist 8 bosons, the gluons, mediating the strong interaction among
coloured particles - the 6 quark flavours. One of the greatest unsolved problems in modern
physics is why we cannot observe a free gluon or quark, i.e. there is confinement between all

coloured particles [2].

The electromagnetic force acting between electrically charged particles is unified with the
weak interaction, governing the nuclear decay, into a single electroweak theory described
by the group SU(2)w x U(1)y, known as the Glashow-Weinberg-Salam model. The weak
interaction is mediated by the W* and Z bosons and the electromagnetic interaction - by the
photon. For their works [3—5] on the unified electroweak theory they receive the Nobel Prize
in physics in 1979.

In gauge field theories Lagrangians obey gauge (local) symmetries but the lowest energy state
may undergo spontaneous symmetry breaking. This is a very fundamental effect present in all
physical theories due to which we can describe the masses of the different vacuum excitation
modes. In the theory of electroweak interactions the spontaneous symmetry breaking of
SU(2) x U(1) leads to the generation of the masses of W= and Z boson, fermions, and
most importantly - the existence of the Higgs boson is predicted. The Higgs field is spread
throughout space and breaks certain symmetries and the interaction between particles and the
Higgs field gives rise to the mass of those particles through a process called Higgs mechanism.
The vacuum excitation of the Higgs field is the Higgs boson. The theory behind this process
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was mainly developed simultaneously by R. Brout and F. Englert [6], P. Higgs [7] and G.
Guralnik, C. Hagen and T. Kibble [8]. The discovery of the Higgs boson at the LHC on 4
July 2012 led to the 2013 Nobel prize being jointly awarded to Peter Higgs and Francois
Englert.

The other ingredient of the Standard Model (SM) is the quantum chromodynamics (QCD).
It is a chiral theory and the breaking of its symmetry leads to the correct description of
baryons and mesons. In the limited case of QCD theory with three massless quarks we
have a theory with global SU(3) x SU(3) chiral symmetry. Under symmetry breaking 8
massless Nambu-Goldstone bosons are generated. The explicit introduction of quark mass
immediately breaks chiral symmetry. Heavier quarks (c, b, t) cannot be trivially described
by the chiral theory as their masses are much heavier than the masses of u, d and s quark
and cannot be treated as small perturbations. The correct description of chiral symmetry
breaking was first done by Yoichiro Nambu and Giovanni Jona-Lasinio [9, 10] in 1961 for
which Nambu was awarded half of the Nobel prize in 2008. The determination of the low
energy structure of the Green’s function in QCD is thoroughly described in [11]. The works
of D. Gross, F. Wilczek and H. Politzer [12, 13] predict the fundamental property of QCD -
asymptotic freedom, for which they share the 2004 Nobel Prize. One consequence is that
QCD is renormalizable at high energies and for low energies we need to adopt an effective
field theory. Such theory is the chiral perturbation theory which allows to study the behaviour
of strong interacting particles at low energies. It must contains all symmetries of QCD and
have a firm link to it, as it is stated by Weinberg [14]. At low energies the strong interaction
leads to confinement of quarks and colourless object are formed - hadrons. A physical
effective field theory needs to meet certain criteria. If we assume that the results of QCD
need to be matched with the low energy theory, then the criteria are that the low energy
degrees of freedom and symmetries are the same as for high energy [15].

In this thesis we will investigate the consequences of a type of a chiral theory - the Nambu-
Jona-Lasinio model (NJL). In it, the low-energy strong interaction model is developed by
analogy with the superconductivity model by Bardeen, Cooper and Schriefer [16] where we
have interaction between electrons and phonons (bosons). In the case of a quantum field
theory we have effective Yukawa coupling between fermions and mesons. To obtain the
dynamics of the particles we calculate all Feynman diagrams up to 1-loop level. An important
property of the NJL model is that there is no colour confinement and quarks are free particles.
It was also discovered [17] that the model is renormalizable and in a nonlinear theory with
fermions, scalars, pseudoscalars, vectors and pseudovectors the scalar/pseudoscalar parts

interact with the vector/pseudovector parts like a complex Higgs-like field with gauge fields.



Therefore, the dynamical breaking of chiral symmetry gives mass to meson excitation modes.
The spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry in the strong interaction leads to similar results

as the Higgs mechanism, so that quarks, mesons baryons acquire mass [18][19][20].

A natural extension to the vector sector in the NJL model without is the introduction of
tensor currents. We develop theories which are local and Lorentz-invariant without including
effective terms with derivatives of the fields. There have been previously discussions on
that matter, in fact T. Eguchi mentions that possibility in the paper cited here, but finds it
"uninteresting". Other papers [21, 22] discuss the possibility of introducing tensor currents
and even derive an equation relating the masses of p, 7, B and ¢ mesons. Mainly for

historical reasons tensor interactions have been skipped.

Here we give the motivation for why tensor currents can be introduced so that chiral symmetry
in the NJL model is not broken. The paper by T. Eguchi finishes by showing the difficulty
regarding tensor currents. The only possible Lorentz invariant local interaction is Yoy, Y.

under axial rotation at an angle o this current transforms as

Youy Y — cos20Wyoyy Y + sin2oc1/7iy56uvq/ (1.1)

In order for the tensor current to be invariant it should be introduced as

(‘/_/G/.tv‘l/)2+ <‘l_/i756uv‘//)2 (1.2)
which however is equivalently equal to 0. We think that this is the main reason for omitting
the introduction of tensor mesons. Apparently the introduction of tensor currents in a chirally
invariant manner is not possible. In this thesis we included tensor currents by conducting
dynamical analysis of the associated collective modes. As a result of the existence of fourth-
order interactions with scalars (box Feynman diagrams to be later derived), a spontaneous
breaking of the chiral symmetry occurs like in the Higgs mechanism, but it turns out that it is
dynamic for tensor mesons. As a results, interactions with a massive scalar meson gives rise

to massive excitation modes.

The idea which is exploited to a great detail is the introduction of tensor currents in the NJL
model, obeying U (1), SU(2) and SU(3) symmetry independently. By starting from effective
Yukawa couplings between scalars and quarks we develop a full dynamical description of all
possible meson excitations which leads to novel mass relations between the mesons [23]. We
show that these relations and the experimental data have a good overlap both in the case of

massless quarks and in the case when we explicitly break chiral symmetry by introducing a



4 Introduction

non-zero quark mass. The predictions of the NJL. model for the chiral symmetry breaking
and the pion decays is investigated [24]. A prediction of the mass of the a; meson is made
in [25] on the basis of the model including tensor excitations. The combination between the
theoretical description in this thesis which include tensor mesons together with the known
models in low energy strong interaction can fill in a niche in the accuracy of meson masses
calculations. These results which are beyond the SM calculations give a better understanding

of the meson physics.

Moreover, we show that the NJL. model with two quarks conserves the isotopic symmetry
between the u and d quark but the SU(3) model predicts the splitting between the masses of
the u, d and s quark where the quark mass differences is governed by a single parameter. The
theory presented steps on and expands the works of M. Chizhov [26], A. Osipov [27] and U.
Meissner [28]. The work which is summarized in the following pages is mainly theoretical

but we are also excited about the experimental realization of the models.

This thesis is organized as follows: the second chapter summarizes the most widely used
theory and examples in this thesis, which was also covered in the courses I had to go through
during my "theoretical foundation" in the beginning of the PhD degree. Then we derive
the main results for an NJL model with SU(2) symmetry and a massless quark. The idea
was to calculate all Feynman diagrams up to 1-loop, with 2, 3, and 4 external lines. We
obtained an effective Lagrangian, which we were hoping to be able to write in a compact
form, but turned out to be impossible. Then we included tensor interactions and finally, we
obtained experimentally measurable result for a connection between the meson excitation
masses. Once we had the results from the literature for the case of U(1) symmetry with a
massless quark, we had the idea of trying to recover the same results by including a massive
quark, or even get a more accurate result. It turned out that the mass ratio between the meson
excitations is the same with a massive quark, compared to the case of a massless quark.
The final chapter is dedicated to the isotopic symmetry, we manage to show that we can
potentially use the NJL model as an effective description for the emergence of this symmetry
in Nature, which leads to the equivalence, for example, in the mass of the u and d quark, the
mass of the proton and the neutron and so on. Furthermore, we deal with the scalar models
with SU(2) and SU (3) symmetry, where we try to obtain the mass spectrum of the mesons.
There is a long-standing problem in the case of SU(3) symmetry with the so-called inverted
mass spectrum, where the mass of K mesons is smaller than the mass of the @ mesons and
the fo meson. We show that in the case of a massless quark model we cannot obtain the
spectrum corresponding to reality, since the k¥ mesons in this model play the role of the four

Goldstone bosons, which are massless. It is known that k¥ mesons are massive, so SU(3) NJL



model with a massless quark is not a physical theory. A problem which would be the topic of
a future work will be a complete development of an SU (3) model with a massive u, d and s
quark, which will explicitly break the symmetry in the theory. We hope that such model will

correctly describe the inverted meson masses spectrum.






Chapter 2

Background theory and examples

2.1 Wick pairing and application to electron-positron scat-

tering

The main sources for the theoretical background in quantum field theory in this thesis
are the book by N. Bogoliubov and D. Shirkov-"Introduction to the Theory of Quantized
Fields" [29], "Quantum Field Theory" by M. Peskin and D. Schroeder [30] and "Gauge
Theory of Elementary Particle Physics" [19] by Ta-Pei Cheng and Ling-Fong Li. We start by
introducing the scattering amplitude as

S=T [exp (i / g(x)dxﬂ , 2.1)

where .Z(x) is the Lagrangian of the system and 7 stands for time-ordered product. We
expand the exponent in Taylor series and depending on the order of the process that we are

interested in we take the corresponding term from the series. In perturbation theory

S—T {1 i / L) dx+ g / L)L (y)dxdy+ } 2.2)

and we denote

Sp = "T[L(x1)... 2 (x)] (2.3)

Wick’s theorem states that the T-product is the normally ordered product and all possible
pairings. For the different fields the pairings are the causal Green’s functions, which we will

list below for scalars, photons, vector fields and spinor fields.
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[ _ etk(x—=y)
O(X)P) =i | 55 —dk (2.4)
eik(xfy)
A#(X)AV()’)—_lguv 2 1ie (2.5)
1 ,— Kk 7
Up(x)Uy(y) =i / [;52“ | M dk (2.6)
] Ay
W () Py (y) = —i im =Pl P dp 2.7)

Also

= Y)Y )P YP) =i POy SO —0) PP (x) s =i P ) S (x—y) PP (y)

+Tr[S (=) 7S (y — ) 7] (2.8)

As a simple example we take the electron-positron interaction. We will see that two channels
are allowed - scattering and annihilation. The second order processes in e in quantum
electrodynamics (QED) are described by the scattering matrix

So(x,y) = —*T [: JH(x)JV () 2] T [ AL(X)AV(y) ] (2.9)

Here Ay (x) is the electromagnetic four-potential in Minkowski space-time and using the

definition of time-ordered product we have

T [:Au(x)Av(y) :] = Ap(0)Av(y) : +iguvDh(x — ), (2.10)

where D (x —y) is the photon propagator. Therefore, the matrix becomes
Sa(x,y) = —* [ P ()AL ()Y (A (v) 2 +i P ) PP )P () 1 () - Do(x—y)—

—i PP AV(Y)S (=) P A (x) T P (0) S (= X) P (x) - -
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i B P A (X)S (= )7 AV ()B() 4 PP (x— )P 0)  Df(x— )+

Tr [: S9(x — ) 7 Av (9)S (3 — x) PH Ay <] +iDG(x — y)Tr[Sc(x—y)yuSC(x—y)}/“H 2.11)

where each term corresponds to a Feynman diagram in coordinate space. We are particularly
interested in the process below

e et

Fig. 2.1 General electron-positron diagram, where the interaction is mediated by a photon.

For this process the in and out states can be defined as

lin) = a}," (p1)ay, (p2)|Po) (2.12)

{out| = (@g|ay, (ph)ay, (1) (2.13)

Therefore, the matrix element for this process is

—i62 T os—
M = ——(®gla), (pr)a,, (P)
: (2.14)
[ dxay PP PP 0) 0P 0I5 ) (1) (p2) o)
We use Fourier decomposition for the spinor functions to obtain that
Z / dpeP* vt ay (p) +e g (p)ay (p) (2.15)

V) =Y [dpevs @it (p)+e P (play (p) 2.16)
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Applying Wick’s theorem we get four matrix elements which reduce to two, corresponding

to s and t-channel. Writing all contractions explicitly gives

ay (P)¥ / dai [~ (gr)a ay () + €7 VE (g1)8 (a1~ ph)Bany +
+e G (q)ay, (Pag (a1)
2.17)
ayy (PP = ¥ [ dao e (g)a (e () +
B (2.18)
igox, B+ S ENAY —igox, B— x—( I\ Kk—
+e'P*vp " (q2)6 (92— p3) Bv, € Vp (%)avé (Pz)alg (g2)
V)0t (p2) = ¥ [ dasle 3 (g)ad (ax)ayf (pr)-
S (2.19)
—e 1S (qa)ay’ (pr)ag (g4) + e V5 (qa)8(p1 — ga)
Therefore,
M, Z—/dxdyd%dfhd%d% Y (@] [ ¢ (g1)ag" (q1)ay, (P))+
afys
+e 1557 (q1)8(q1 — Ph) Sy + e G (q1)ay (Ph)ag (1) |1
| — e (q)a (a2)ay (Ph) +eVE T (02)8 (a2~ h) Sy +
(2.20)

e (ga)ary (Ph)ay (a2)]
g ‘q“yvé‘*(m 5 (@)ayS (pr) — e vy (qa)ay) (p1)ag (qa)+
e (g8 (p1 — 1)y, | | €T (g3)ai (p2)

el (g3)ay, (p2)ay” (g3) +e "0, (613)5(613—pz)5m}08(x—y)!¢o>

Opening all above brackets and sandwiching between the vacuum states leaves only one

term, and after integration the matrix element becomes

. 2
e” _vi+ vi+
My =——v5 " (ph)¥"ve (Ph)

2 )ZV;VC‘_(pl)Yuv‘Zf‘(pz) 2.21)

(p1+p2

Following the same steps for the other channels’ matrix elements gives
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1y, )
mﬁaﬁ(p’l)mvg? (p1) (2.22)
1

The two channels are s-channel and t-channel, where the definition of the Mandelstam

1_ vy — !+
My = =i ()1 (7))

variables are s = (pj +p2)2 andt = (p; — P’])z-

et et et e

e~ e~ e~ el

Fig. 2.2 Feynman diagrams of the s and t-channel of electron-positron interaction.

The denominators coming from the perturbation expansion cancel, because the matrix
elements double for one and the same process. Therefore, omitting the spinor and chirality
indices the matrix elements can be written as follows:

M, = iea(ph )y () — 392 () (223)

(p1+p2

e 1 _
M, = —iea(p}) Yut(p1) 75 7(p2) V'V (Ph) (2.24)
(p 1—P 1)
Using trace techniques of Dirac matrices and summing over spinor indices we find the square

of the total matrix element.

Y M = MM = M7+ MP — 2R(M{M,) (225)
For the sake of simplicity we work in the ultra-relativistic limit and we get

et

M = —0(p2) Y u(p)a(p) 1oy (p2)a(ph) ¥ v(p2)7(p2) Yute(p1) =
€4
= ST [ (81 +m)y* (P —m)| Tr [y (p2 = m)yu (P1 +m)| — (2.26)

3264 / / ! !
= =5 [(11Ph) (P1p2) + (1)) (p212)]

Analogously,
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32¢*
M; === [(P1p2)(P192) + (P1p2) (P1P3) = (p1p1) = m* (paph) + 2m*] —
4 (2.27)
32e / ’ ro
= =5 [(P1p2)(P112) + (P1p2) (P112)]
And the cross term gives
et _ I\~ v _ — T,
My = —EV(Pz)YvM(PO”(Pl)Y v(p2)i(p1)yuu(p)v(p2) Y v(ps) =
4
e A A A, A
= T [(pr+m) ¥y (P2 —m)yu(py —m)y" (P +m) P | — (2.28)
32¢*
— ——(p1P2)P1P2)
st
Due to summing over spins we need to add a factor of a quarter, therefore
/ /
M = 8¢ (1011172)511’11”2)Jr
s
(2.29)
L (21P)(p2p)) (P1P2) (P12) + (P1p2)(P1P)) | 2(P15) (P)p2)
52 12 st
Writing in terms of the Mandelstam variables
s=(p1+p2)* =2p1p2 =2p\ 1) (2.30)
t=(p1—p))* = -2pip| = —2paph (2.31)
o / 2 _ / /
u=(py—p1)”=—-2p1py = —2p\p> (2.32)
the final result is
m? =26 2 (L] 2+t2+52 (2.33)
=2 \u" | —+ - -+ = .
st 5212
The unpolarized cross-section in the centre of mass frame is
de 1, a*|,/1 1\* & ¢
- M= — 4= —+ = 2.34
dQ ~ 64ns 2s [” <s+t> tete (2-34)
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2.2 Discrete Symmetries

In this section we will consider the existing discrete symmetries that spinor fields can obey.
Later we will also discuss quantum field theories with certain continuous symmetries and
the mechanism of spontaneous symmetry breaking giving rise to the mass of particles. The
concept of symmetry is pivotal in this work. One of our main objectives is by starting from
first principles to be able to predict the existence of isospin symmetry and its conservation. In
1932 isospin symmetry was introduced by W. Heisenberg in order to explain the equivalence
in mass between the proton and the neutron and we will later show how the Nambu-Jona-

Lasinio model might be a possible explanation for the existence of isospin .

We start with the equation governing the dynamics of a massive fermion - the famous Dirac
equation
(id —m)¥ =0 (2.35)

and every solution of the Dirac equation can be represented by a combination of two

component objects called Weyl spinors

Wy — ( "t > (2.36)
u_

where we have adopted the Weyl representation of the gamma matrices in which

0 1 , 0 of
70:(1 0>,and7’=<_6,. 0) (2.37)

i=1,2,3 and o' are the Pauli matrices. In this representation we can define chiral (left or
right) spinors
. 1
Wy = P, with P = (1 & 7) (2.38)

being a projection operator. There exist a further connection between left and right spinors
which is called parity. It is a type of a discrete symmetry such that it reverses the space
components of the spinor:

P.W.(%1) = W (—X1) (2.39)

From the definition of P we can note that P> = 1 and a suitable matrix representation for P is

P=.
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For charged particles we can also define another type of discrete symmetry - charge symmetry,
or C-symmetry. It is a transformation that turns a particle into its anti-partner and is well

defined only for particles with all conserved charges equal to 0. Written mathematically,

CY=VY (2.40)

The matrix C obeys the properties

C=C'andC'C=1 (2.41)

The final symmetry we discuss is the time reversal symmetry, or 7 symmetry, which changes
the sign of the time component of a spinor. In electroweak theory it has been observed
that C and P symmetries are simultaneously violated - CP violation. This phenomenon was
observed in the decay of neutral kaons in 1964 which earned a Nobel prize for James Cronin
and Val Fitch in 1980. This observation has also a strong and complicated consequences
in cosmology related to the dominance of matter over anti-matter. But for any physical,
local and Lorentz invariant theory the combination of the three discrete symmetries must
be conserved, and that is called the CPT theorem. Finally, there exist one more quantum

number, called G-parity, which is a combination between C symmetry and isospin rotation:

G = Ce 02 (2.42)

Later in this thesis important simplifications of the presented model will be made on symmetry

grounds.

2.3 Neutral Pion Decay into Photons

One important problem which will be discussed in further chapters of the thesis is Feynman
loop diagrams with three external lines, where one is a pseudoscalar and the other two are
vector particles. We will construct a Lagrangian containing both pseudoscalar and vector
sector and will calculate all possible loop diagram. For this reason we will step on a similar
and well-known process, namely the decay of a neutral pion into two photons. This process
has a very important consequence - the Goldberger-Treiman relation which follows from the

nonconservation of axial current (PCAC).

We construct a local Lorentz invariant Lagrangian describing electromagnetic interaction

between the quarks and effective strong interaction without including derivatives of fields.
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= - 2 1-
L = Liwong + LeM = ig‘PyS%‘Pn —e (gﬁ?’u” — gdyud) AH, (2.43)
74|
u o
Y= (d) T=\|m (2.44)
3

where 7 are the Pauli matrices and 73 = 7°. Introducing I = 973 and C = %TO + %‘53 the
interaction Lagrangian for the neutral pion becomes

L = igP ()% (x) 70 (x) — e ¥ (x)CA (x) ¥ (x) (2.45)

Let the scattering matrix be

3
s=2 / dxdydzS3(x, ,2), (2.46)

where

S3(x,y,2) =T [.z(x).z(y)g(z)} =T [( LigP (TP (x) : —e W) CA()P(x) : )
( HigP (W) (y) - —e: W(y)CA(y)P() : )

( LigP()DW()n0(2) : —e: B(2)CA(2)¥(2) : )]
(2.47)
We are only interested in diagrams, which involve triangle fermionic loops. The scattering
matrix will be the sum of six different terms and should be noted that only the first two are
written explicitly. The next two are obtained by first changing x into y and the last two by

changing x into z, y into x and z into y.

[ | | I

|
2 N A

S31(x,y,2) = ige’ T | : P ()W (x) 7 (x) = ¥ (y)CA(Y)P(y) :: ‘i’(z)CA(z)‘P(z) i+

L B —— ] | (2:48)
+ WP ()77 (x) = WO)CAR)F0) = () CA)¥(2) - +

+xey)+x—ozy—x 2—Y)
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Using the equation below, and also adopting the approximation that the constituent mass
of the up and down quark is approximately the same m, ~ my ~ %m » = m (the constituent
mass of the up quark is 336 MeV /c?).

Wo(X)P(y)p = —iSop(x—y) = (2;)4 / —ip(a— y)%d (2.49)
we obtain
S31(x,y,2) e2Tr{FSSC(x y)CA(y )Sc(y—z)CA(z)SC(z—x)} 70(x) s +
+gezTr{F5 “(x —z)CA(z)S(z — y)CA(y)SC(y—x)} 10(x): +
+ge2Tr{F5 “(y— x)CA(x)SC(x—z)CA(z)SC(z—y)} 1(y)  +
) (2.50)
9 Tr {T°S°(y — ) CA()S (.~ 0)CAW)S (v =) | : 700 : +
+gezTr{F5SC(z x)CA (x)SC(x—y)CA(y)SC(y—z)} :10(z) 1 +
+ge2Tr{r5SC(z Y)CA(y)S (y x)CA(x)SC(x—z)} :70(2)
The scattering matrix we are interested in reduces to
e? . .
Sy = % /dxdydz :10(x) {Tr [FSSC(x—y)CA(y)SC(y—Z)CA(Z)SC(Z—x)] 2s1)

+Tr [FSSC(x —2)CA(2)S(z—y)CA(y)S“(y —X)] }

The corresponding Feynman diagrams are the following:

Vv VV
Vu Vu

Fig. 2.3 The diagrams corresponding to the terms in 2.51

In this case the in state is the creation of a pion from vacuum, and the out state is the Hermitian
conjugate of the creation of two photons. |in) = a™ (p)® and (out| = CIDSa\jz(kg)a;l (k1) and
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the matrix element can be obtained as the sandwich of the scattering matrix between the in

and out states. We should further define the Fourier decomposition of the particle states:

a+ﬁe’px +a*13’e*"px) (2.52)

=] 7'

_ / kS (k2 (at(k)e;(k)e"kx+a;(k)e;(k)e-ka) (2.53)

Then we construct the matrix element by contracting the non-vanishing combinations between
the operators in the scattering matrix and the operators of creation and annihilation in the in
and out states.

M = {out| S5 |in) = nc%Tr[fCC]quavZ (k2)ay, (k1)
/ dxdydz : 7°(x) : {Tr [}/SSC(x—y)A(y)SC(y—z)A(z)SC(z—x)] v @59

FTe [ 757 (r— DA@)S (2= WA ()| fa () Do

The reason for which we have two different Feynman diagrams is that the photons are
indistinguishable particles and consequently there are two analogous ways of defining the
direction of the momenta inside the loop. The factor n. = 3 is a colour factor which cancels
Tr[73CC| = % We define / to be the incoming momentum from the loop towards the pion
vertex. Below are performed the possible contractions for the first term of the scattering

matrix. The contractions of the second term are done in analogous way. Let

ge?
M, = —2(2 lz(bT/dxdydz Tr{
| | ' |
ay, (ko) ay, (k)70 (x) PS¢ (x — y)y“A ()S(y—2)7 Av(2)S¢(z—x)a™ (p)— (2.55)

av2 (kz)avl k1

*‘ 1 :\ 1

| |
(X)PS(x—y Y“AM )Sc(y—Z)YVAV(Z)SC(Z—X>a+(p)}<1>o

Applying the commutation relations for vector and scalar fields, the non-vanishing terms are:

c1>(§av2 ka)Ay (2 / Ky (ky — k) By 07 (K )es* = £ (kp) e (2.56)
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cboavl k)Au(y / AR, S (ky — K;) Sy, € (ki )e™ = eyt (ky)e™ (2.57)
1
2w’ (p)Bo = [ dp/8(p—pe P =P 258)

The first and the second part of the matrix element M; are equal, since the two photon
contractions lead to equivalent processes. Therefore, substituting all of the simplified

equations we obtained for M; we get

2 .
M, :_(Zg;)lz /dxdydze_lpxe ilx=y) gre=ir1(z= x)dple P2y Z)dpzelklyelkzz o (ki)ey? (ko)

Tr [ (F+m)y (D + ks +m) 5 ([ + p+m)]
(2 —m)[([+k)> —m2[(I + p)* —m?]

(2.59)
In exactly the same way we obtain that

2
M, = ——(Zg;)lz /a’xdydze_l”xe_’l(x_y)a’le_’P‘(Z_’C)dple_’pz(y_z)dpze’klye’kzzsl‘f1 (k1)ey? (k)

Tr [P (I — p+m)n (I — ki +m)y ([ +m)]
(12 =m?)[(I —ki)> —=m?][(1 = p)* — m?]

(2.60)
The integration over the momenta inside the loop results in a single Dirac delta function and
therefore - conservation of 4-momentum at each vertex. First, we perform the integration
over the coordinates x, y and z, left from the scattering matrix equation, and then we integrate
over momenta.

[ dxexpl-itp+1- pi)x = 2y W (p+1 - p) (2.61)
/dyexp[—i(—l +pr—k)yl = 2r)* W (-1 4+ pr—ky) (2.62)
/dzexp[—i(m —pr—k)z = 2n)*8W (p1— pr— k1) (2.63)

Substituting these results back gives
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[ didpidpz8® (p1=p1)8H (<14 p2 = k)8 (p1 = p2 —k) =
A dl (2.64)
on)* [ Ged ™ p k)

where ki and k; are the outgoing momenta of the photons, and p is the pion momentum. By

definition

Sif =1+ Ty = (2m)*6™W (Zip)M = (2.65)

4
M= —igezg,l’l (kl)s“;2 (kz) / (2dn1)4 {

Tr [ (F+ m)yu D+ by +m) v D+ p+m)]

2.66
(12 —m?+ie)[(l+k)> —m? +i€][(I + p)> — m> + ig] (260
L TP pam =kt m)ya(T+m)
(12 —m2+ie)[(l —ky)? —m2 +i€][(l — p)* —m? +i€]
The trace parts of the matrix element gives
Tr [}/5 (T+m)y* ([ +ky +m)y’ ([ +p+ m)} — —4imePkiHy (2.67)
Tr [;ﬁ(i —p+m)y ([ —ky+m)y* ([ + m)} — —dimePk 1ty (2.68)

given that the convention we adopt is that Tr(y>y*yPy#y¥) = —4ie®BLV 1t can be shown
that the matrix element for the second part of the scattering matrix is the same as the first

when switching / — —/. Finally, the total matrix element is

M = —Sgezm&“\f1 (k1)ey? (kz)epkluv
a*l 1 (2.69)
/ Q2r)* (12 —m2+ie)[(l+k)> —m? +ig][(I+ p)* — m? + i€]

To find the integral involved we use Feynman parameters method. Let

1= d'l ! (2.70)
- / Qr)* (2= + i) [(I + k1 )2 — m2+ie][(I + p)? — m2 + ie] '
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We make use of the formula

ﬁ / Hda 8 (Za, — 1) T Ml‘))' (2.71)

i:1

Therefore, our integral turns into

4
/ all /dadbdc Sla+btc—1)= 2.72)

D3’

where D = a- 1> +b(I+ ki )? +c(1+p) —m? +ie =12 421 (bky +cp)+c-p* —m? +ie

Introduce g =1+ b - k1 + c- p to complete the square and we obtain for the denominator
D=q* —2bc(ky-p)—c*-p*+c-p*—m? +ie=q¢* —A+ie (2.73)

where A = m2(bc +c* — ¢) + m?* and my; is the pion mass and m is the quark mass. Here we
have used the conservation of momentum p = kj + k> and therefore, using that photons are
massless p? = m2 = 2(kiky)

The integral becomes

4 _
_/ d*q /d Ibde 25 (a+b+c—1) (2.74)
((¢* — A+ig)3

Now we perform a Wick rotation by which we make the integral from Minkowski space-time

into 4D Euclidean space. This is done by applying a specific change of variables ¢° = iq%,

qd = qe. Also,
d46] 1 l(—l)m / oo q3
= dQ / dqp——L— 2.75
| a4, e @7
where [ d€y is the surface area of a 4D unit sphere, which is equal to 272, Then,
oo 3
9 1
dgp——"— = — 2.76
/0 TEZ+ap ~ 4A (2.76)
and therefore
—i O(a+b+c—1) ola+b+c—1)
I = [ dadbd = — dadbd
/ A on2 A 167:2/ A 2 (be+ 2 —¢) +m2
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i 1 p lfcdb 1
~ 16m? /c:o C/b:o m2(bc+c*—c)+m?
i 2m7[ zmﬂ
= ———— |PolyLog | 2, + PolyLog | 2,
1672m3 [ d g( mn—\/m%—4m2> Y g( mﬂ+\/m72r—4m2>]
— —W formg; — 0 .77)

The resultant matrix element in the case of a massless pion

ge>
4m2m
The Goldberger-Treiman relation gives us the ratio between the constant g and the constituent

M=i MV e (ky)ey? (ka)kiakop (2.78)

quark mass m:

g= %, where we take fr = 93MeV/c2 and in our case g4 = 1 (2.79)

T

This helps us to write the matrix element in the simplest possible form:
o2

4m2 f

Working in natural units ¢ = i = 1 then e = 0.303, m = 336 MeV /c?, my = 135 MeV /c?.

In the special case when there is a decay of a single particle into two particles, a simplified

MV et (k1)ey* (ka)kiakap (2.80)

=i

formula for the decay rate could be applied

2
111, 5 1 e? 5 etms
= ——|M|"= 2(ky - kp)* = ——Z =7.652¢V 2.81

87 2™ = 3o <47r2 f,r> (ko)™ = T30 72 ev. (@3
where an additional factor of % is added because of the indistinguishability of the two

photons. Substituting all known values we obtain that the lifetime of the neutral pion is about
7=28.576 x 10~ "s.

2.4 Renormalization

We continue with the discussion of another technique which will be used throughout the
whole thesis - renormalization. In quantum field theory the purely quantum effects like
self interaction of particles gives rise to infinities in the Lagrangian. People realized that

the masses and the charges of particles that are present in the equations of motion are not



22 Background theory and examples

the quantities we measure in experiments. The need for renormalization becomes obvious
when we take into account interactions of a particle with virtual particles. In order for the
theory to be physical and lacking all the arising divergences we introduce the so-called
counter-terms in the Lagrangian which cancel out the infinite terms. That is why we have
bare and renormalized quantities. Many people have been working on renormalization and
the foundations include the works of N. Bogoliubov [31] on proving that for a renormalized
theory the matrix element and the Green’s function are finite (Bogoliubov-Parasyuk theorem),
then F. Dyson showed that QED theory invented by R. Feynman, S. Tomonaga and J.
Schwinger can be renormalized and the divergences in the scattering matrix can be removed
at all orders [32]. A big problem in modern theoretical physics is that when we try to create
a quantum theory of gravity and renormalize it there exist infinitely many divergencies at
all orders, so quantum theory of gravity is a non-renormalizable theory. The next step was
to show that non-Abelian theories can be renormalized. G. t’'Hooft showed that general
Yang-Mills theories (both with massless and massive fields) are renormalizable [33, 34], and
also F. Wilzcek, D. Gross and H. Politzer showed that quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is
asymptotically free [12, 35]. This property leads to the consequence that for small energies
QCD in not perturbative and different models need to be applied to account for strong

interactions at these energy scale.

To illustrate the process of renormalization we will consider QED to 1 loop as it offers
examples closest to what will be done in further chapters of the thesis. We start with the
following Lagrangian:

~ _ _ 1
Lqep = WYY —myy —eA yyty — ZFMVFW (2.82)

There exist three strongly connected graphs which we will consider

~O= ~O-

Fig. 2.4 The three non-zero divergent diagrams up to 1 loop in QED.

In order to see that these are actually divergent diagram, the general formula for the index of

a diagram is the following:

D=nL—2P,—E, (2.83)
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where D is the index of the diagram, n is the number of space-time dimensions, which in
our case is 4, L is the number of loops, P, is the number of internal photon lines, and E; is
the number of internal electron lines. Therefore, the correction to the fermion self-energy
is linearly divergent, the vacuum polarization diagram is quadratically divergent, and the
correction to the photon-fermion vertex is logarithmically divergent. In addition there could
be a fermion loop with three external photons, which does not give a contribution due to
Furry’s theorem (following from C-invariance of the theory), photon-photon scattering, which
at a first sight should be logarithmically divergent, but turns out to be convergent due to

gauge invariance of QED.

For the first diagram, following the Feynman rules we get

d*k i(p—k+m) —iguy
() — (—ie)2 / HY v 2.84
Z(p) = (—ie) (2n)4yﬂ(p—k)2—m2+i£k2+i£ (289
We will apply dimensional regularisation and the effective Lagrangian becomes
dk p—k+m
.2 4-d m p 285
ol /k%ﬂJpr—mz—ml+wKW+J@Ml (28

Throughout the whole document we will use the following generalised Dirac matrix identities

in d-dimensions:

Tr[ ¥ YaVg) = 4(8uv8ap — uagvp +8up&va) (2.86)
Tr[yuw] = 4guv (2.87)

Tr(I) =4 (2.88)

Wy =2-dw (2.89)

You=d (2.90)

Then the Lagrangian in d-dimensions becomes

o oaq [ d% 2—d)(p—k)+dm
A Fort e e ey (90

In order to calculate the above integral we make use of the following property



24 Background theory and examples

nl 1)!
H [ / Hda, (Za,—l) o A)) (2.92)

Applying this formula to X(p) we get that the denominator D becomes

D= [x(p—k)* —xm®+ig +yk*]” = [xp? — 2x(pk) + K2 — xm? + ie], (2.93)

where x is a Feynman parameter. Now we make a change of variables such that K = k — xp.
Then k> = k* — 2x(pk) +x*p* and the Lagrangian becomes

di/! . A T oA
. / dk /dx (2—d)(p—k xp)+dm2 (2.94)
2m)dJo k2 +xp2(1 —x) — xm? + i€]

The linear terms in &’ integrate to 0 and we get

K’ 1 2—d)(1—-x)p+dm
/(—/0 dx[ (2.95)

2m) k2 — x(1—x)p? — xm?)*

Throughout the whole document we will apply two integrals, valid only in Minkowski

space-time
a1 (—miT(n-g) (1) !
/(277:)61 (I2—A) - (47)d/2 F(n)z (X) (2.96)
44l 12 B (_l)n—lidl"(n_f_l_l) 1 n—%-1
/(Zﬂ)d (lZ_A)n o (471-)d/2 5 r‘(,,zl) (Z) (297)
= /1dx(—1)"‘2md/2r (2_ ﬂ) @=d)(=x)p+dm 2.98)
" (1 —x)p2 +xm?]” "2

We will express the number of dimensions as d = 4 — 2¢€ and will further take € to be tending

to 0. Retaining only divergent terms we finally obtain that

2 dm — P
M + finite terms, € — 0 (2.99)

For the vacuum polarization diagram, following the Feynman rules the effective Lagrangian

1S

p+m p—k+m
mzy"(p_k)z_mz

) a*
Iy (¢*) = lez/ Pt

(2717) (2.100)

Yu
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Written in d-dimensions this effective Lagrangian becomes

p+m p—k+m
W= M =k —m?

My () = ie2ut—d p 2.101
[.lvq)_le‘u (27[)dr ( )

The denominator in the above equation we denote by D = (p? —m?)[(p — k)? — m?]. After
the application of the Feynman parameters technique, we can write the whole denominator
expression in terms of one parameter y and a redefined momentum [ = p — yk :

D= (I>—-A)7?, (2.102)

where A = y(y — l)k2 + m?. Using the trace identities for a general number of space-time

dimensions we can write the numerator in terms of / as

1

and the Lagrangian will be

2 o ogg [ d
Myy(q7) = —4ie“u /W/O dy

28uvl? = 2y(y — Dkuky +y(y — 1)k*guy — m?guy
R

(2.104)

Perform a Wick rotation such that [0 — ilg and [ = Iz and the whole integral becomes

H#v(qz) = —4ie’u* d/o (27r)d/() dy
%guvl% - 2)’(1 _)’)kukv +guv(m2 +y(1 _J’)l%:)
2
[l% —y(1 —y)ll%—I—mz]

(2.105)

We have essentially two integrals - one with a numerator proportional to /2 and one with a

numerator without any / involved.

© dlp 1 12 1 i d d 1
— — 8w ==8uv——r Ll |l = | —— 2.106
/0 Qryd 282 AR T 28 amin2 ( 2) N (2.106)
In the limit when d — 4 this integral becomes ig;{?. The integral not involving [ in the

numerator is
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Having these results we can finalize the Lagrangian computation by performing the integra-

tion over y

) 1
e
pv = 27528/0 dy [y(y_ l)kzguv+2y(1 _y)k'ukv —y(l —y)kzg'uv] =

) (2.108)

ie
— %(kukv —Kguv)

In the vertex correction diagram we get the following effective Lagrangian, written in
d-dimensions

e (2.109)
m
(k+p')? —m?+ie

k+p+m ey i
k+p)?—m?+ie ( ley)k2+is

vt

(—ie}/v)i(

Introduce Feynman parameters, where we use the kinematics of the particles (the on-shell
photon has k? = 0 and the off-shell photon ¢ # 0)

D= {x[(k+p)*—m>+ig] +y[(k+p)> —m*+ig] +2(2+ig)}’ =

(2.110)
= [kz +2k(xp+yp') +ie]

Now perform a change in variables [ = k+xp + yp’. Also, following from the kinematics
of the particles we have that ¢ = p' — p = ¢*> = —2(pg). From the Feynman paramteres
formalism we know that x +y -+ z = 1. Using these identities we arrive at the final equation
for the denominator:

D=[P—(1—22m +xyd +ie] = [P—A+ie], A=m*(1—2—xyg>  (2.111)

We omit terms linear in [ as they integrate to 0. Then
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NH = —2m*y* +4m(2k+ p+ p' )" —2(k+ p)y* (k+ p') =
—2m !+ 4m [20+ (1= 2x0)p+ (1= 29)p']" = 20T =2[(1 =) p =y 1P [(1 =)' — xp)

We will consider each term separately and will simplify the whole expression as much as
possible.

—2(yp+z2p—yp" )P (—xp+xp +2p') wy=1—-x—2—

(x—1)§+zp (2.112)

Next, we will write —xp+ (1 —y)p’ as

P+ (1-y)g (2.113)

Therefore, the numerator equation becomes

Nt = —2m*y" +dmz(p+p') + (x—y)ql" —

- (2.114)
20y —2[(x— 1)§+zp' 1" [z + (1 — )4

But the whole numerator is sandwiched between i(p’) and u(p). Therefore, we can apply

Dirac’s equation and few other identities:

pu(p) = mu(p)
{g, 7"} =24"
™q=q"+ic"q,
a(p") [y alu(p) = —q*a(p') ¥ u(p)

to get

Pem+ (1—y)g] = mz(x— 1)gy* + (1 —x)(1 = y) gy g+ m* 2" +z2(1 — y)my* g =
mz[(x —1)g" +z(1 —y)my" g = mz[(x — 1)gy* + (1 —y)¥*q] =
mz[(x—1)g" —i(x—1)c"qy + (1 —y)g" +i(1 —y)o" qy] =

mz[(x —y)qu +i(2 —x—y)o"Vqy]
(2.115)
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NH = —2m?y* +4m[(1 —2x)p+ (1 —2y) p/)* — 20y*i+

(2.116)
+2mz(y —x)g" = 2m* 2P = 2(1 = x) (1 = y)g* 1" + 2mz(x +y - 2)ic*V gy

From the relation between x, y and z we have that 1 —2x=y+z—xand 1 —2y=x+z—y.
Therefore,

N* = =2m* P + 4mlz(p+ p') + (x — y)qlu — 20p*1—

, h L, , 2.117)
—2 [mz(x—y)g! —imz(x+y—2)0"V gy + m*y* + (1 —x)(1 = y)q*1*]
Using Gordon’s identity we get
2mPyH 4 [8 (y“ iGWC”) +(x—y) ] 26yH]
—2m m | 8mz — X—=Y)qu| — —
2m g (2.118)

-2 [mz(x —y)g" —imz(x+y—2)c"Vqy e (1—x)(1 —y)qzy”]

After grouping all terms we get that

d?l /1 26(x+y+z—1
0

- [ 2 [

=20+ 2m(x—y) (2 —2)g" —2(1 —x)(1 = y)@*P* = 2m* (2 —4z+ )Y (2.119)
-
—4m?z(1 —z)m-z—mqv - ZmZZZY”]

Due to Ward identity the term proportional to g* should vanish. Finally,

) Lo oag [ Al ! 1
*(p,p) = 4ie*u* d/(zn.)d/o dxdydz8(x+y+z-1)5
.
{y” (—%1%(1 —x)(1-y)?+(1 —4z+z2)m2) +l6—mqv (2m?z(1 —z))} (2.120)

Again we have two parts of the integral - one with a numerator proportional to /* and one

with a numerator independent of /. It should also be noted that the decomposition of the
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Lagrangian into form factors is manifest - the term proportional to #Vg,, is the first order

correction to the g-factor, which is roughly 2. The first integral is

d?l 12
JR— / 2
2 /(2n)d°’#(12—A+ie)3 (12D

The Wick rotation calculation will give us

2e2yH dl“(2—%) 1 R >yt (2.122)
(4m)d/22 2 (—A)2—4/2 7 4x2e .
The other part of the integral will be
alr ] ° dly 1 ie? 1
4i 2/ —4¢°|... / e 2.123
| ami=ap ~ L) Go EYNE s a (2.123)

which in fact is a finite result. But performing the integration over the Feynman creates

problems. In the limit ¢ — O the integration gives

1 62,},/.1 62’)/“
dxdydzé —1 = 2.124
/0 xdydzo(x+y+z )471:28 T ( )
e 1 —dz+ 72
l;z,zﬂ /dXdde—(l _Z;)-ZZ O(x+y+z—1) — Divergent (2.125)
2 - UV
e 107" qy 2z a
S —1)= 2.126
82 2m 11—z (X—l-y—|—z ) o ( )

which is the correction to the Dirac g-factor and was first calculated by Julian Schwinger in
1948.

In order to subtract all those infinities, which arise in the loop diagrams, we introduce counter
terms in the Lagrangian, which eactly cancel these infinities. The original Lagrangian of

quantum electrodynamics is

1 _ A _
L= —ZFWF“H—I//(za —mo)y — e Pyt yAy (2.127)
Let also define the self energy diagram to get a correction ﬁ’z—in and the vacuum polarization
diagram - izil#. Lets also define y = Zé/ z Y, and A" = z;/ A" where the index r stands

for regularized. Then the regularized Lagrangian becomes
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1 o
L =~ Z(FY ) + 22 (i0 —my) — 020 Zy WP WA (2.128)
The quantities with an index 0 are "bare" and unobservable, whereas the observable mass

and charge are denoted by m and e. We can split the Lagrangian into two parts - bare and

observable
L= (FEP 4 0~ m)wy — e A
RV 10— Sm) v — B A, (2.129)

where 6,, = Zymo—m and 8; = Z, — 1. In order for the above Lagrangian to lead to convergent
interactions, the matrix elements for the divergent processes considered above need to obey
the following conditions:

M(p=m)=0
dM(Ap ) o (2.130)
dp |
p=m
2 _
(42 =0) =0

—iel* (p,p') = —iey"



Chapter 3

SU(2) Nambu-Jona-Lasinio Model with a
Massless Quark

In this chapter we consider the foundations of our later work. The theory developed is based
on the work of A.Osipov [27] and M. Chizhov [26], where the first paper is a classic work
on SU(2) NJL model with a massless quark, whereas the second paper is expanding it by
introducing tensor interactions and therefore predicting a novel mass relation between the
meson excitations within this model. The effective Lagrangians which are discussed in
both papers include only local Lorenz invariant terms without derivatives. This allows us
to expand vector interactions into tensor interactions by sandwiching the tensor oy, with
two vector fields, which is done in the second paper. We will show the derivations of the
main results and will highlight how the two papers complement each other. All results are
published in [36] and [37].

3.1 SU(2) Lagrangian without Tensor Interactions

We start the analysis of the model by first deriving the effective Lagrangian from the work of
Osipov and then completing it by adding the terms for tensor interactions. In order to account
for the meson excitations we bozonize the four-fermion interaction written as equation 3.1

by using the bozonization functional relation 3.2:

L =Waw + % [(\iﬂp)2 - (\Wﬂf)z} - % [Py, 2] - % [‘Pﬁfﬂ’} NER)
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exp [—éJJi/_lJ] = / [d§]exp {iﬂp + étpji/qb} (3.2)

After bozonization we define the meson fields as

= @\W 7= i@%ﬁ%‘{f
go (3.3)

G —»

and the linearized Lagrangian is

gc gn

L =Yo¥ Y¥o — Yy IV —
G¥ + g P¥Yo 2GOG +ig VY TR 2G07r 24
3.4)
— . — gV =) - . — gA 29
Yy, TV, —V ¥ A —A
+8vEYT “+ZGV it 8a YM’ST “+2G

One can note that in the Lagrangian 3.4 we have scalar and vector sector with pseudo-

scalar/vector interactions. From here we can deduce the Feynman rules for the theory

7 ¥ ¥ ¥
§eoseosligsl B ---- —gppt T, w‘éwﬁ A mémﬁ
v v v v

Fig. 3.1 Basic Feynman diagrams for the linearized meson fields.

The definitions of the meson fields can be used to calculate the quantum numbers of the
particles, all listed in the table below

collective meson states: S P Vu A n
quantum numbers 7% (JF€): || 0F(0TF) [ 17(0~F) [ 17(177) | 17 (1)

Table 3.1 The quantum numbers of the collective meson states.

The mathematical form of the interactions included are purely classical. In order to quantize
them we calculate all Feynman diagrams and therefore we can write an effective quantum
theory; we will restrict ourselves to one-loop order. The first class of diagrams to be calculated

are self-energy diagrams for each of the mesons.
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O -0 O O

Fig. 3.2 These are a self-energy diagrams for the 6, 7, V), and A,.

Complete derivation for the o meson self energy will be given, the rest of the diagrams are
obtained by analogy and only final results would be listed. The amplitude is obtained by the

Feynman rules

. d4p A — A A —
M1(q) = iggNeTel1] | BT [(p—mo) ™ (p—d—mo) '] (33)
where N, is the number of the colour charges and my is the quark mass which is taken to be
0. Expanding the trace brackets the non zero terms are

p*—(pq)
p2—m) [(p—q)*—m3]’

d4
I(q) = 8iggNe / (2754 : (3.6)

We note that the numerator is of order p® and the denominator is of order p*, so the whole

integral is quadratically divergent. Expanding the denominator as an arithmetic series

! _ a2p—q)  [a2p—q)]°
(PP—m) [(p—q)>—m3]  (p*— 2)2{1+ 2 +[p2—m%] }, 3.7)

where we retain only terms which are divergent. It should be also noted that integrals over
terms which are of odd power in p give no contribution. All diagrams which will be computed
in this thesis involve two divergent integrals and this notation will be common for the rest of

the chapters.

d*p 1 d*p 1
Iy = —i/ and I, = i/—— (3.8)
(27)* (p? —mg)? (27)* p? —m§

The final result written in terms of these integrals is

5(q) = 8g5Nel + 485N g (3.9)

Since all results need to be normalized and finite we have

4¢3N.1y =1 (3.10)

We repeat the same procedure for the 7 field
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4o Te [V (5 +m 5 Gm
Mr(q) =~ (-INTilse) [ 5 [P (pmo) P (p q+2}o>] _

(p? —mg) [(p—q)* —mg 3.11)
= 8¢7N:D5ij +487Nlog* 8
For the vector field we have the following result
d*p T p Y(p—q
[ (g) — igh N, Tz / p Tr [7’; (p +2mo)7 (P hs TO)] _
(27"23 (p*—mg) [(p —q)* —m{) (3.12)
= —4gyNeguvhadij + 2 8Ne(quav — 4°guv)lod;;
For the axial-vector field we have
. d*p Tr [Py’ (P +mo)y" v’ (p—g+mo)
14" (q) = igiN Tr[7i7)] / 5 p4 [ 22 2_ 2 . -
Qm)* (P —mp) [(p—q)* —mp] (3.13)

8
= —4¢3N.guvh &+ ggiNc(quqv —q*guv)ld;;

In SU (2) loop diagrams which include external lines corresponding to different particles are
0, since Tr[7;Tj] = 26;;; in U(1) are also O either due to trace of an odd number of Dirac
matrices, or due to symmetry. This guarantees that at this level there is no mixing between
any particles. Applying condition 3.10 to all results we obtain a connection between all

interaction constants and therefore, the whole theory can be described by a single constant:

3¢ =3gr =2gy =2g3 = (3.14)

3.2 Diagrams with Three External Lines

In this section we will calculate the non-zero diagrams including three external lines, or
triangular loop diagrams. The momentum nomenclature that will be conventional throughout

the whole section is
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q—k

Fig. 3.3 Momentum notation convention in triangular diagrams that will be used for the rest
of the chapter.

We have 4 particles and three external lines, which makes 20 diagrams in total. Among all of
these diagrams we are left with 4 due to the properties of T matrices or symmetry arguments.

The first non-zero diagram we will consider is with 6, 7 and A,.

j i

Fig. 3.4 Interaction diagram between 6, T and A.

o [ Tr[(p— @)y (h—k)7p]
gogngal [T’J]N"/ @) (02— md) [(p— )~ m3] [(p— k)2 —m] 3.15)
) d*p Te [Py (p+ k) vu(p+9)] .
a8 TN | s ) (o -] (477

In this case the denominator is of order p® and the numerator is of maximal order p’ meaning
that we need to expand the denominator until we stop getting divergent terms. The final

result is

Lona = 8igc8r8aN:Sij(k+q)" Iy (3.16)

The next non-zero diagram is V), &7

Fig. 3.5 Interaction diagram between a vector meson and two pions.
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ljkg g;-;N/ Tr[y“(ﬁ A)(A A)A} +

(p*—m§) [(p — q)* —mg] [(p — k) — mg]
Tr [ p(p+k)(p+4)]
(p* =mg) [(p+q)* —mg] [(p + k) — mg]

or after simplification the effective Lagrangian becomes

(3.17)

+8ng gn:N /

. 1
Lynn = 8iegyg2N, (Qq“ - k“) Io (3.18)

The next diagram is with three vector mesons

Vi %
1ysi Lysi
vk 1%

Fig. 3.6 Interaction diagram between three vector mesons.

Applying Feynman rules to these diagrams we get

_|_

26k G, / Te [ (p— )v* (P — k)7"p]
2pl (p* —m§) [(p —q)* —mg] [(p — k) — mg]

2 gilk 3N/ Tr [y pyY (P +h)Y*(P+4)]
2Pl m%) [(P+Q> _mo] [(P+k) _mo]

(3.19)

or finally

8 .
Lyvy = 5183Nc8 K" (k+q)* + (29 — k) g™ + (2k — q)g™| Iy (3.20)

The final non-zero diagram with three external lines is one including a vector meson and two

axial vector mesons.

A Al
1v/i 1y/i
3V Vi
. .
A AJV

Fig. 3.7 Interaction diagram between a vector meson and two axial mesons.
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—lgzg 28ijkN/ d*p Tr [Yﬂ(ﬁ—@)%ﬁ’s ﬁ‘iC Yv?’slﬂ
)

A8V
L L2 ey / d*p  Tr[Vpy Y (p+E) Y Y (p+9) }
——g% A
2 27)* (p? —mg) [(p+q)* —mg) [(p+k)? —mg]
For the sake of compactness we introduce the variables g = —¢q, g2 = k and g3 = g — k.

Then written in terms of these variables the final answer is

8. y
Lan = gchgf‘ng gz —q1) g™ + (g1 — 02)%¢"" + (@2 — g3)" g™ Iy~ (3:22)

3.3 Box Feynman Diagrams

In this section we consider box diagrams, or diagrams with four external lines. Because of
Dirac matrix algebra, or on symmetry grounds most of the diagrams equate to 0 and here we
will lay out the derivations of the non-zero effective Lagrangians. The first diagram is with

four o mesons

c c
Oo co
1
4

c o}

Fig. 3.8 Box diagram with four ¢ mesons.

The corresponding effective Lagrangian is

Losss = ngN / d4p Trlp p PPl _ _ o NTelnty (3.23)
The next diagram is with two ¢ mesons and two 7 mesons:
c. U 2 . Ky
o,m/ l‘\m,o
el 2l
- °o° N n.j o o° AN EJ

Fig. 3.9 Box diagram with two ¢ mesons and two 77 mesons.
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Applying the Feynman rules we get

Loonn = _48%8%ch6le0 (3.24)
The next diagram contains two ¢ mesons and two axial-vector mesons:

Au

Fig. 3.10 Box diagram with two ¢ mesons and two A, mesons.
The effective Lagrangian of this diagram is

Loar = 8g58aN8Yg" Iy (3.25)

The next diagram we consider contains all four mesons

Fig. 3.11 Box diagram containing all four mesons at once.
The effective Lagrangian reads

ZLonav = —igs8n8v8aNAoTr ( [Vu,ﬂ {Av,0}+{Ay,0} [VuaﬁD (3.26)

The next diagram contains only 7 mesons

7ri n/
Fig. 3.12 Box diagram containing only pions.
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The resultant effective Lagrangian is

gﬂ,’ﬂﬂ:ﬂ.’ — _g;‘.rNcTr(TlTJTaTb)IO (3.27)

/ Ve vp

Fig. 3.13 Box diagram with two o mesons and two V,, mesons.

and the corresponding Lagrangian

2 2 [92=22 (7 =22
ZLunvv = 8878y |Vi®t” — (VuT) (3.28)
The next diagram contains two £ mesons and two axial mesons

/ AL A

Fig. 3.14 Box diagram with two 7 mesons and two A, mesons.

1
Lraan = Eg%giNcloTr [{Au,m}H{Ay, m}] (3.29)
The next diagram we consider contains four vector mesons
v Y
Vi Va

Fig. 3.15 Box diagram with four V,

1
Lovyy = —ggéNcTr (Vs W[V, W) (3.30)
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For the diagram with four axial-vector mesons we have the same structure of the dynamics,
except for the coefficient

1
Laasa = —ggf;NCTr([A”,AV][Au,AV]) (3.31)

The final diagram contains two vector and two axial-vector mesons:

Voo 4 v
l
} { 2 } {
Vi j 4
Fig. 3.16 Box diagram with two V), mesons and two A, mesons.

B
Ag Vi

and the effective Lagrangian is

4 o
Lyvan = —ggigiNcTr(f’T’ 1) (—2g°‘“gﬁ Vo g@Pghy +g°‘VgB“) I—

(3.32)
2 S

— &V Tr(T T/ ) (—2g°‘ﬁ ghv + g% ghPv +go‘vg’3“> Io
Collecting all terms we obtain a complete effective Lagrangian describing an SU(2) NJL
model including (pseudo-)scalar and (pseudo-)vector fields. The resulting Lagrangian is
identical to the one presented in the work of A. Osipov [27] except for the terms arising from

the vector and axial-vector self interactions. The missing terms are

1 2 2 1 2 2
(E - ngJz) T V2] + (ﬁ — gANeh ) Tr |AZ)] (3.33)

3.4 SU(2) NJL Model with Tensor Fields

In this section we consider an SU(2) model including meson interactions described by tensor
currents. As it was stated earlier we will not include terms involving derivatives of fields
which leaves us with only two local Lorentz invariant tensor interactions. The Lagrangian 3.1
becomes
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£ = lpq\wr%[(qﬂy (P 2®) }—%[\?yu%\y]z—%[@gﬁﬂz_

T, (1 + y5) %lyq:ZV (1 . yS) W

2

(3.34)

After bozonization we have four additional terms to 3.4 describing the dynamics of the tensor
fields

2
8o & 2 4ig VYTV — 8x

L =¥Y5¥ Y¥o —
AR 2Go 2Go

Rply SN
i o gxz/ 02 I 3 gA e
+ev Py TPV, + EV# + gAY TVA, + 26,0 (3.35)

Rv+ gR R2 +gB\PGuvYSIP Bv+ gB 32

From here we can establish the Feynman rules regarding the tensor fields

¥ ¥

Ry, m<—gRauqu? By, \@%—iggcuquv?

4 4

Fig. 3.17 Basic Feynman diagrams for the tensor collective modes after linearization. We use
the notation ¢y = ‘%‘".

Once we have the Feynman rules we repeat the procedure from the previous sections in order
to obtain quantum corrections to the auxiliary fields which would result in distinguishing the

kinetic and mass terms. We first calculate the loop diagrams (self-energies)

O O

Fig. 3.18 These are a self-energy diagrams for the I_éu and Eu-

For the R field the self energy diagram gives

2 [ d*p Tr[ouaqa(p—34)0ypapP)]
IR, = SR N, Tr(c'c/ / u vB4BP) _
uv 2 ( ) (277:)4 (pz_mZ) [(p_q)Z_mZ] (3.36)

4 .
= —ggzzeNcTr(T’T’ ) (¢"q" —¢*g"") Iy
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For the B field we get a similar result

4 .
My = —38aNeTr(T'e) (49" — 4°¢"") o (337)
Due to the property Tr(7;7;) = 2§;; there is no mixing between the R and B field. Therefore
s
Gr

Next we consider triangular diagrams involving tensor fields. The first non-zero diagram

Hr = U = Up = (3.38)

includes V, R and ¢ meson

J
(o) V.u
R}, ’W{*‘ R, %4)
J ‘o
Vi

Fig. 3.19 Interaction diagram between o, iéu and ‘7#.

—k)p]
27)* [(p — q)* —m?][(p — k)? —m?] (p* —m?)
d*p Tr (0" p(p+ k) Y (P +4)]

ijN,. 4V =
+Tr(t Tj)nggchNc / 2m)* [(p+4q)> —m?] [(p+ k)2 —m?] (p? —m?)

o 1
= 4gvgogrTr(T' T )Noi—Io [—q" g™ + ¢*g"" +k*q* — (kq)g*"]

4|

Next we have and interaction diagram between R, = and A meson.

D%RVS = Tr(Tirj)gR

-~ dp  Te[o"(p—d)a(p N

gongc
lq|

(3.39)

j T
Ay

Fig. 3.20 Interaction diagram between o, iéu and \7“.
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i i qv d4p
= —Tr(t't*t)gr L g xgaN, /

lq|
+Tr(rirj7k)gRq—vg gAN/ . Tr (o™ p(p+ b1a(p+ )] —
g7 2

v . .
= 4iNogrgnga L Tr(t't/ )1, [—q"q% + ¢* g™ + kg% — (kq)g™"]

|q|

Then we have the mixing diagram between B and V meson

(3.40)

j
o V.U

BL@(('\ BL@({

[
()
o

j o
Vit

Fig. 3.21 Interaction diagram between o, Eu and ‘7#.

1 g5 i [ AP Tr[owPavpra(p+k)(p+9)]
2= N80 ) | G G e 7

_1 oo iy [ 4 TrlowPa(p-dp-Ryp] (G4
2Ncgcgv|q‘T (T ’L'])/ (275)4 (p2 _m2) Kp_k)z_mz] [(P—q)z—mZ] =

=0

From the previous result we can conclude that we do not observe mixing between the B and

the vector meson.

J
rk Ay

//
Bl @y{L Bl @®
\
J k
Ay T

Fig. 3.22 Interaction diagram between 7, Eu and A L
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gB i d*p Tr [G VYSCIvﬁ?’a(ﬁ"‘I})(ﬁ‘f'CAIH
Gl Bemi oy et e

lq|
gB i [ dp Tr [0V qv (P — §)(p — k) Y] _ (3.42)
e | @ =) (k2 el (o]~

= 4iNe gt T2 [, 2 o4
q

LBpA =

Now we proceed with diagrams involving two tensor particles.

Vs B,
Fig. 3.23 Interaction diagram between R,Band V.

For the calculation of this diagram we will use the properties

yayf;y“ ;__Zga (3.43)
wy =
&R o[ d4p Tr[cuq(ﬁ §)Ys (P — kak'}’Sp] B
any = N 0 [ e Ty ko]
8RB . k d*p Tr [OugPOviY (P +k)7s (p+9)] _
MGGl oty et v
i‘f’j v Nl | (- )He" 7 + (k-+.q) kot

+(k— )" + ((kq) +K*) eVl + ((kq) + qz)s“V"k}

k
Ry Vo

R}, w§<< R}, %
vk R

Fig. 3.24 Interaction diagram between two R and V.

(3.44)
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_lii c(Tithri d*p Tr [Guq(ﬁ_@)yo(ﬁ_ic)cvkﬁ]
uww = 3N ) [ e = B =]
d*p Tr [Guqﬁovk(ﬁ+]%)76<ﬁ+‘?)} _
27)* (p> —m?) [(p+q)* —m?] [(p+k)> —m?]

VT [/, 7)1, | — g1 k% — KK+

+

2

. 8R ij ok
i gvN.Tr(t't/7 )/
2 |ql[k]”"

2
gk
—3N
“lg Hk\
+g“v(k"k2+k"q2) g"%(q"k* — kv(kq))+gv"(Q“(qk)—k“qz)]

(3.45)
The result for the interaction diagram between two B mesons and a vector meson is similar

except for the constants

2
2B_ou e[t [/, TM]1, | — gMq¥ K — g%k kY +
| Hk| (3.46)
+gMY (kK + k"qz) — "% (q"k* — k" (kq)) +£"° (¢* (gk) — k“qz)]

ZBpv =

Next we proceed with box Feynman diagrams involving tensor mesons.

b
Vg

Fig. 3.25 Quantum interaction between B, V and ¢ meson.

gBVVG ngGTr(TiTaTb)ilo48aﬁ“k =
|k‘ , (3.47)
—4IyN, |k|ngGTr(r"c“fb)8°‘B“k
Following a similar argument
Lrre = —Z%gog/%NcTr[rir“rb]loso‘”"k (3.48)
Lrvve = MoN.SR ¢ g Tr(Tit/ Th) (kP gt — k% ghP) (3.49)

[K]
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Lraro = 410ch—ggigm<r%frk><kﬁg“°‘ — kghP) (3.50)
Rlu b
A Va

Fig. 3.26 Quantum interaction between R, V, A and & meson.

ZLrvpa = iN;

8R / d4P Tr(@tkﬁ%ﬁ?’aﬁﬁ)

8R i
= 2NcmgvgngAIo(kag“v — k¥ g™ Tr(t't/117)

(3.51)

Fig. 3.27 Quantum interaction between B, A, & and V meson.

= d*p Tr[owy’ py' pY* Y’ pY'p
ngAgnNcTr(T’T’T“Tb)/ (27:1;4 2 p? - (3.52)

ngAgﬂNcTr(TiTjTaTb)losa“‘}k

88
K]

Lpvan =

8B

= —2i
K]
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Fig. 3.28 Quantum contribution diagram to the mass of the R meson.

&*p T [0uppovepp)

B .
gRRGG lN igg%-Tl‘(TlT])/(

(3.53)
= 2N, i’; ETe()) [RghY — kY] Iy

From here we can easily deduce the result from the diagram containing two B mesons and
two o.

LBBoc = 2Nc 2 %,Tr(r o)) [KPg"Y — kMEY] I (3.54)

Fig. 3.29 Quantum interaction diagram between R meson and 7.

1 d*p Trlo,.py’povi Py p
LRRrn = — t&g%Tr(r t/197)N, /( p Tr| WPV P vkmfsp} _

2 k2 2m) Pe (3.55)
2‘7;’2* G Tr(T T/t )N I (Kgh — k")
In a similar manner we get the interaction between a B meson and 7 meson:
Lppan = zgz gxNAoTr(t' v/ 77%) (kY — kP gHY) (3.56)

k
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Py

Fig. 3.30 Quantum interaction diagram between R meson and V.

- / d4 Tr Gukp'y pGakaBp]

1
gRRVV g TI‘ ’L'J’L' +
2 k2 v pe
d*p Tr|oupo, u
+lg—§g‘2,Tr(‘L"c iy N/ p [ kP akgPYn PYBP]
k p

2 . .
=3 i’;g‘z,N I,Tr [‘L’l[fa, ‘L'j]fb} T,

T :kakﬁg'uv—kzgaﬁg“v—kak”gﬁv—f—kﬁkugav—l—
+k“kvgﬁ“—Zkﬁk"g“”+k“k"g°‘ﬁ—kzgo‘vgﬁ“+k2g°‘“gﬁv

(3.57)

(3.58)

Following similar calculations we can obtain the Lagrangian for the interaction between the

B and V meson and the B and A meson:
_2 85 2 it a —j1.b
LpBVV = 30 gy Ny Tr |T'[t%,T/]7°| T

2 g2 . ‘
gBBAA = —gl;—l;giNcloTr [‘L”{T“, T]}Tb] T

3
By R, By s Bu Vs
0, 0, 0,
0, 0, @
Va Vi Va R, R} Ve

Fig. 3.31 Quantum interaction diagram between B, R and V meson.

(3.59)

(3.60)
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d4p Tt [Guk?’sm’am’ﬁpﬁvkp}

8R8B b p
gRBVV —g2 NTI"L' ‘L'J/ —
V72 k2 [ ] ( ) pg
T our o pour)
P POvikPY" P
gvg’;;‘ngN Tr[t't%t/t b]/ g -
p

s g } (3.61)
—gy EREB Tr[t’ ’L'J’L'afb]/ d4p b [GukVSvakpyap}/ b _
Vo2 (2717)4 p8
2 5
=38V g’;;gBN IoTe[{ 77/} 0c?) (2k*PHVE 4 R g@BVE _ v g@Buk | g2 gaBuvy_

4 5 grgs

—38v 2 SROZ NIy Tr[t/197/ 10) (k¥ ePHVE 1 kP g ¥HVE)

Following the same diagram with B, R and A we get

2,
Lroan = 585 e NloTr[{7/0)} 1] (2P 4kt e®PVh — e PHE 42 oPHY) ¢
4
+ 3gf‘ ggBN ToTr[T' 797/ 1) (k* PHVE 4 kP gokvk)
(3.62)
Ry
R}
Fig. 3.32 Quantum interaction diagram between R meson and B.
2 .
gRRBB —gglligBN Y/ TI'[’L' TJTb] (kakﬁ _ngaB) (kﬂkv —kzg“v) +
(3.63)
4
+§g’;;§BN ITe[e T/ 2] (kKM — kg ) (KPR — 2P )
And the quantum contributions to the self energy of the tensor mesons are given by
lg;% i j-a.b a2 0p B,v__ 12 Bv
Ziwrr = 3 AT T IN (K K2 (PR — 2P (3.64)
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4

1 -
ZLsBBB = gi—fTr[T’f]T“rb]Nc (K%M — k2 gH) (kBkV - kzgﬁv) (3.65)

3.5 Spin-1 Mesons Mass Relation

After the full analysis of the non-zero Feynman diagrams in the SU(2) model we can account
for the masses of the mesons as well as the description of the chiral symmetry breaking. The

free Lagrangian of the model is

1 2 1. 2 0014 2,
Fo=5 (o) =5 0> = Vit Vi R+ Rk 366
+1(8 ﬁ)z—“—’%ﬁz—lﬁz +“—£22—1E2 M e

2 \VH 2 A T Y e A s

At quantum level due to radiation corrections we obtain an additional term occurs for the self
interaction of scalar mesons with zero external momenta. From formula 3.23 we get that the

effective potential of the scalar fields resembels a Higgs field

2 2
Us > & 4

="20°4+2>o0
2 9

That is why we say that sigma mesons in this model act as the Higgs bosons in the Standard

VIs] (3.67)

Model. In order for the chiral symmetry to be spontaneously broken we insist that Gy >
1/(8N¢cl) and, hence, negative ug. The symmetry breaking leads to the generation of
nonzero constituent quark mass m = —g (o), where (S)2 = —uZ2 /(2g?). Therefore, nonzero
vacuum expectation values of the § field leads to quantum contributions to the masses of the

other meson states

MG = 20T 4265 (0)°A% — ()R + (o) Ey. (6®)

Fig. 3.33 Quantum contributions to the mass terms of the boson states after spontaneous
symmetry breaking. Here the double line is corresponding to any of the P, Ay, Ry, or By,
bosons.

the contribution of the first term in 3.68, —g(S)? = u?/2, leads to compensation of the mass

term ‘u% /2 in 3.66 and to masslessness of the pseudoscalar state. An absence of the mass term
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for the pseudoscalar boson, is a direct consequence of the Goldstone theorem [38]. Thus,
as a result of spontaneous chiral SU(2) symmetry breaking, we obtain a triplet of massless

pseudoscalar particles, which correspond to physical pion states.

Since the 7 and the A states are not pure we ahve mixing between them, as well as between
the V and R states.

Agmixing = 2g77;gA<;;> (8”7?) Aﬂ —|—ng]€% < —0? ‘7“> Eﬂ' (369)
(o) Ay (o) R,
A oN
<L ﬁ W Mﬂ W w<{
A, To) R, (o)
(a) (b)

Fig. 3.34 Quantum contributions to the mixing between different boson states after sponta-
neous symmetry breaking.

In order to diagonalize the term governing the mixing between the 7 and A state we introduce

anew vector field (@), = Ay —/6m (Quﬁ)/mgl , where mg, = /12 + 6m? is its mass. Then
the physical pion state is defined as normilized 7 state:

6m?
= 12 = -
Tiphys =2~/ nz,/l—mgl . (3.70)

The mixing between the V and R field is diagonalized by introducing two physical states

with the same quantum numbers

ﬁu(qz) = cos@(qz)ffﬂ—l—sine(qz)ﬁu,
ﬁ;(qz) = —sin9(q2)\7“+cose(q2)ﬁu. (3.71)

Collecting all necessary terms with \7# and ﬁu fields from 3.66, 3.68 and 3.69 we have
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Ry

:_1 (ﬁ ﬁ/> q2_m’2)(q2) 0 ﬁli
AN 0 7-m(q*) )\ By

Here the functions

1 /. - 22 /18m2g2 v,
(3.72)

() =L~/ 18+ A and  mi() =T+ 18m2? 102, (3.73)

where ¥ = (uz + ug —6m?)/2 and A = (uz — ug — 6m?)/2, play the role of the mass
operators of the physical particles p and p’, respectively. In the general case the mixing angle

2.2
0(¢%) = . V18mg” (3.74)

= —arctan
2 A ’

is a function of the square of the momentum ¢, unless condition A = 0 is not fulfilled.

The meson state B is a pure state which allows us to eliminate yr from the equations

mp, = \/ U3 + 6m> (3.75)

and therefore we obtain an equation for the constituent quark mass m:

m? = : = (162+£7 MeV)?,
(3.76)
and /.L‘% = mlz), —|—mf, — m,%l —6m? = (1039433 MeV)Z’ using the physical boson masses [39]:
mpPS =775.26+0.25 MeV, mpP° = 1229.5+3.2 MeV and mP® = 1465 £ 25 MeV. For

()
such parameters the mixing angles (3.74) at different masses, O(m%) =41.8°£2.8° and

G(mlz),) =43.3° £ 1.5°, turn out to be almost constant within experimental errors and close
to the maximal mixing angle of 45°. Thus, we can accept the hypothesis of maximal mixing

for the vector mesons with good accuracy.

This gives novel relation among boson masses [23], namely,

oy —1. (3.77)
1
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It should be compared with the experimental value Rfi% = 0.96 £0.03. The hypothesis
works even better in U(1) case for isoscalar / = 0 mesons. So, the vector mesons, ®(782)
and ’(1420), and the axial-vector meson k1 (1170) are consisting of light quarks in singlet
state. Using their accepted mass values [39]: mlz,DG =782.65+0.12 MeV, mgPG =1170+
20 MeV, mbPS = 1425 £25 MeV, we find that the ratio R, = 1.02+0.07 also agrees
with unity within the experimental uncertainty. Moreover, the relation (3.77) predicts
exactly the mass of the recently discovered by the BESIII Collaboration [40] axial-vector
strangeonium meson Ay (s5): my, (g5 = 1415.5+13.4 MeV, where the known masses ngG =
1019.461 £0.016 MeV and mZPG = 1680420 MeV have been used. It should be compared
with the experimental value m;TFBSO) =1423.2+2.14+7.3 MeV measured by the BESIII
Collaboration [40] and the average Particle Data Group value [39] mgﬁ%go) = 1407+ 12

MeV.

We have already considered states consisting of u# and d quarks. Now we discuss the
applicability of the mass relation 3.77 for U(1) symmetry. The model with a massless quark
is completely analogous to the SU(2) theory we already developed. Now we consider singlet
states with quark-antiquark content. In the case uf singlet states with u and d quarks we get
®(1420) mesons and axial-vector mesons /; and fj. The masses of these mesons form the
relation

2m2) — momgy +2m>2,

Ri_o= =1 3.78
1=0 31’]’1%1 ( )

Taking into account the masses of the mesons we get our prediction R} = 1.02+0.07
which is consistent with the value of 1. Using analogous mass relation to 3.77 we can predict
the mass of % (s5) with hiddent strangeness which is absent from the main table in PDG. We
can predict that

2
5 B 2m¢ —mgemgy + 2m¢,

My (s5) = 3

= (1415.5+13.4MeV)? (3.79)

Before that prediction in [23] two collaborations have detected this meson - LASS [41] and
Chrystal Barrel [42] with prediction 1380 +20MeV and 1440 £ 60MeV correspondingly.
BESIII collaboration published a more accurate result for the mass of this meson: 1412 +
4+ 8MeV [43]. A more accurate recent result has been obtained by the same collaboration
1423.2 +2.1pm7.3MeV [40]. Combining all existing results we get

m;’l‘P = 1415.7+5.5MeV (3.80)
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which is in a perfect agreement (0.050) with our prediction. This way we can use our mass

relation for predicting the masses of new mesons. In U (1) the constituent quark masses are

2
2 (m%) +m%o,) — m,zl1 — \/[2 (m%o, +m(%)) — 3m%1] + 8mi),m(2ﬂ

mi_y = N = (15146 MeV)?,
(3.81)
and
2
e ’ <m§’ +m§”> i)~ \/[2 (m<2” +m€’) _ 3mi1(‘“_)] oy = (156 +5 MeV)?
8 24 ’
(3.82)

It is interesting to know that all values for the constituent mass are in good agreement within
the experimental error. This proves the universality of the mechanism of the pentaneous
breaking of chiral symmetry, which is independent from the Higgs mechanism.



Chapter 4

U(1) Nambu-Jona-Lasinio Model with a
Massive Quark

In a previous chapter we discussed the implications of a U (1) NJL model with a massless
quark, starting from an effective Lagrangian including only interactions between mesons
and a fermion. Calculating quantum corrections to the Lagrangian we obtain interaction
and kinetic terms for each field. We managed to derive a new mass relation between the
mesons predicted by the model. Now we want to further investigate the boundaries of the
already existing model and predictions, by including a massive quark. Then we check if
any additional corrections will be introduced in the already established relation between the

meson masses.

4.1 Relevant Self-interactions

We start with the following Lagrangian

- - - - ouvgt - O,
L = lP((? — mo)‘P + gs‘PlPS—I—ngPyu\PVu — igRlP%f‘PRv —l—gB\P%r’yslva 4.1)

The arising self-interactions are shown on Figure 4.1:

SooQooS VH»\O\,VV R“’{}Rv Bu@@LBv

Fig. 4.1 Feynman diagrams self-interactions for the arising spin-1 excitations.
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We calculate the contribution of each diagram in turn. By using the Feynman rules the first

diagram from Figure 4.1 becomes

2 d4p Tr[(p—G+mo)(p+mo)]
=g} 2 2\2
P mo)

2(pg) 4(pg)? @2
pq) — q P4q
e Y erme T } = 4g5Nel2 +285Neq” o — 8migsNelo
0 p 0
2
From here we define ug = é—f} — 4g§Nclz + Sm(z)ggNCIo
The second diagram from Figure 4.1 has the following contribution:
My, (q°) = igyNe
d*p Trly*(p—q+mo)y" (p+mo)] 2(pg) —q* | 4(pq)* (4.3)
4 222 I+ =+ 5+ ...
(275) (P _mo) pe—my (p —mo)

We use that

Tr[y*(p—q+mo)y’ (p+mo)l = 2p* p’ — p*e"¥ — p*q" — p*q" + (pq)g"" + migh"
to get the final result
4
My (4°) = —2Ncg512g“v —2Negymie I+ S ToNegy (¢q” —q'g"Y) (4.4
From here we define ,LL% = 2Ncgvlz 2m0

The third diagram from Figure 4.1 is equal to

R 2 g2
H,uv(q ) i_ch
T s
d*p Tr(oug(p—G-+mo)ovy(p+mo)] 2(pg) —q* | 4(pq)*
4 2 2\2 1+ B 2 + 5 ) + ...
(2m) (p* —mg) pr—mg  (p*—mg)

We use that
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Ty = Tr [0uq(p — G+ mo)Ovg(p+mo)| = —4(28"" (pq)* — mia*g"" — p*q*g"" —
7*(pq)g"’ +miq'q" + p*qtq” +24*p* p¥ —2p ¢ (pq) — 20" 4" (pg) + 44" (pq))
to get

2

2 m
R, (¢%) = Zg&Nelo (4" q" — 7°g"") + 4g1%Ncloq—§ (¢"q" — 4*g"") (4.6)

3

2
and we define /.LI% G—T

The final diagram from Figure 4.1 is

g5 2(pq) 4(pq)?
72 / 0 —m0>2 {”ﬁ—mg* (P —m3)? ﬂ

T,=Tr [%q?’s(ﬁ - C?JrMO)GVq?’S(ﬁero)} =
4(2g"¥ (pq)* + mdq*e"Y — P’ ¢ — ¢ (pq)g"’ —mdq" "+

+p*¢*¢" +24° P p¥ —2p" 4" (pq) — 2p" 4" (pq) + 4" 4" (pq)) =

2 ma
Hﬁv(qz) = 38Nelo (49" — 4°¢"") - 4g%Ncloq—§ (4"q" —q*g"") 4.7)
We define /.LB = [.LR = /.LT Using the normalization condition we can write the relation

between all mteractlon constants:

3
3¢ =3g2=2gt = g5 = g5 = 4.8
8" =85 =28V =8k =88 = Hn (4.8)
We can write the free Lagrangian of the boson fields as
_l(a 5)2—“—5252—1\/2 My

2T Ao (4.9)

1 ME—6m p 1o MR+6mG o

+4RHV+ TR — ZB“V + TB

where Vyy = dyVy — vV, Ryy = duRy — dyRy, and By = dy By — 0y By, are the Yang-Mills
fields.
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4.2 Quantum Contributions to Mass Terms

The constituent quark mass is given by m = mgy — g(S). All further diagrams will be consid-
ered after spontaneous symmetry breaking so instead of S we have the vacuum expectation
value (S).

NI
=
=
NI—
=
=

Fig. 4.2 Quantum contribution to the mass of the R, meson.

The sum of the diagrams shown on Figure 4.2 give the following contribution

1., g d*p 1 q(2p—q)
—Zig(S)SRN. 14284P—4)
28 >q2 /(275)4 (p* —m3)3 " p*—m3 *

{77 Gua(p =4+ m0)(p— G-+ mo)Ovg(p+mo) +

(4.10)
Oug(—p+mo)ovy(—p +@+mo)(—ﬁ+c?+mo)] } =

2
g
= 4q_§Nclog<S>m0(fI2guv —4"q")

Fig. 4.3 Quantum contribution to the mass of the B;, meson.

The sum of the diagrams on Figure 4.3 gives
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59
Lo o8y [dr 1 { q(2p —q)
—lgS—N‘/ 1—|—2—+...
R T ] AN
{Tr|0ug? (5= d4-m0) (5= G+-mo) 0y (5+mo) i
~0yug? (=P m0) v (—p+ G+ mo) (~p+q+mo) | |

g
4q—§NcIog<S>mo(ng“ Y —g"q")

Fig. 4.4 Quantum contribution to the mass of the R;; meson from a box diagram

The contribution from the diagrams on Figure 4.4 is

2 / d* p TI’ GqupGVq(ﬁ qA)(pA—i_qA)]
— =R (ig)*(S)*N. g
2 p
2N/ d* P Tr cquGVq(va;])(erq)(pM)] _ 4.12)
p

2§R 2<S>2Nclo(q“ q"

—q*g")

Fig. 4.5 Quantum contribution to the mass of the By meson from a box diagram

The trace part in the diagrams in Figure 4.5 is the same as in the diagrams in Figure 4.4

I\)|D:JN

g
> )2N, / gB (V2N Io(qq" — M) (4.13)



60 U(1) Nambu-Jona-Lasinio Model with a Massive Quark

The terms which give additional contribution to the masses of the mesons are

ALy =3(mj—m*)Ry, +3(m* — mj) B}, (4.14)

4.3 Mixing between the V and the R field

Knowing the quantum numbers of the mesons and Dirac algebra relations we can predict
which diagrams would give zero contribution. This way we see that the V and R field are
not pure, i.e. there exist particles with equal quantum numbers which are a mix of these two

fields. The non-zero mixing diagrams are considered below.

Fig. 4.6 These are the non-zero mixing diagrams between V,, and Ry,.

For the first diagram on Figure 4.6 we have:

VN/ d4l9 Try"(p — g+ mo)Ovg(p+mo)]

_ 22
2( ) . ) (p? =) (4.15)
P4 P4 8R 2 Qv
1+ + + . 1—4gv moNelo(q"q" —q7g"")
{ pr—mg  (p*—mg)? 4]
From the second and third diagram on Figure 4.6 we obtain:
+mgy)(—p+mo)Ovg(—p+G+m
lgv N/ —p+mo)( P g)BVq( p+q+mo)l
(p* —mg)
+Tr[Y“(ﬁ—c?+mo)6vq(ﬁ+mo)(ﬁ+mo) {H 2(pq) ]: (4.16)
(p? —mg)? p*—mg

8R
=dgv| Nelog(S) (a°8"" —"4")
The Lagrangian for the diagram with V,, and R;, as two external lines is finally written as

Lhr = —V18mo(/ —9*V,y )Ry, (4.17)
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and the Lagrangian for the diagrams with V,, R, and (S) is

Lyris) = V18(mo—m) (v =32V )Ry (4.18)

Collecting all terms involving V,, and R, we can write the Lagrangian for these fields in

matrix form as
1 q* — ud \/ 18m2q? Vi
Lyr=—=(VuRy) 2 5 ) (4.19)
2 18m=q= q~ — Uy +6m Ry
The eigenvalues of the matrix are the masses of ¢ and ¢’ mesons. Solving the eigenvalue
problem we get the following equation we get the masses need to satisfy a quartic equation
4"+ (— g +6m* — g — 18m®) — iy (— 7 + 6m*) = 0 (4.20)
Using the formulas for the sum and the product of the roots of a quadratic equation (Vieta’s
formulas) we get
mg +my = Wi + iy + 12m° (4.21)

The maximal mixing condition leads to

uy = uz —6m’ (4.22)
mgmy, = Wy (4.23)

The By, field can be identified with the & meson which is a pure state. We can deduce its mass
from formulas 4.9 and 4.14 and we get mi = ,u% +6m? and consequently we can eliminate

ur from the above equations:

my + mg, = 2mj, — 6m’ (4.24)

mgmg, = (mj, — 12m)? (4.25)

This system of equations leads to the well-known relationship between the masses of all

mesons:

2m§) — m¢m¢/ —+ 2m¢/ _

3m%, 1 (4.26)
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As a conclusion we can observe that the introduction of massive quark in the U (1) NJL
model does not introduce any correction to the mass relation between the meson excitations

arising within the model.



Chapter 5

Scalar Models and Isotopic Symmetry

In this chapter we investigate the isotopic symmetry between the light quarks. In the first
section we want to check if the isotopic symmetry between the u and d quark can be broken,
and therefore show the origin in the difference in the mass between the two quark. The
current view for the origin of the different mass in the quarks is that there are different
interaction constants between the Higgs boson and the quarks. This is still to be verified
both experimentally and on more firm theoretical grounds. But in case the NJL model can
give an explanation for the different masses then it would settle a big problem in the modern
particle physics. In the first part of the chapter we deal with U (2) symmetry with two quark
flavours and three mesons. We linearize the Lagrangian, we calculate all non-zero diagrams,
which gives the effective Lagrangian including the interacting potential. By minimizing
the interacting potential, after spontaneous symmetry breaking, we will get the values for
the masses of the u and d quark. Then we extend our model to U(3) with three quark
flavours, where we repeat the whole procedure. All results in this chapter are published in
the paper [44].

5.1 U(2) Symmetry

We start with the linearized NJL Lagrangian with a massless quark including only the meson
fields, represented by diagonal matrices, since only those fields will give a contribution to the

constituent quark masses

L =PGP + g PPS + g3 P13 PS5 (5.1)

The Feynman rules for this theory are
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kg v
S 000000 lgs]l SS 000000 lg3f3
b3 Y

There is no mixing between the two scalars, since the mixing loop diagram is proportional
to Tr(73) = 0. There cannot be diagrams with three external lines as they are proportional
to trace of an odd number of gamma matrices for a massless quark case. Therefore, the

non-zero diagrams are as follows

SooQooS S3 ooQoo S3

S3 S3 S S
1 1
4 4
S3o oS3 Sc oS
S S3 S S3
1
2
Sso °S S° °S3
Mes(q) — 2N el [P e “1(p—g -1 =
ss(q) = igsN Tr[1] 1) r[(p—mo) ' (p—g—mo)”'] = 52)
= 8g§Nclz + 4g§NCIOq2 + fin.terms
) d*p . (A A -1
Is,5,(q) = igaS Nch[ﬂ]/WTf [(p—mo) ) (p—G—mo)~'| = (5.3)

= 8¢3N ] + 483N .:Ioq?
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From the normalization of the divergent integrals we get the relation between the interaction

constants:
2 2 2 2 g 2
§ =8 =8 =y % Gy~ S8 Nel2 (5.4)
Then the box diagrams equate to
[ 4 d*p . A A 1A 1] _
Doooo & NcTr[1] Z I ((p—mo)  (p—mo)  (p—mo)  (p—mo) | =
4 (2m) (5.5)

1
= —2¢"Nclo+ O (mg) ~ —582

i d* . IR 1. 1. -
D3333:Zg4NCTr [Tﬂ/(z%rﬁ‘ [(P—mo) Yp—mo) ' (p—mo)~" (p—mo) 1] =

3. d* . o o o _
Doso3=§lg4Nch [73212}/(2754“ [(P—mo) Y(p—mo) ™ (p—mo) " (p—mp) 1] =

= —12¢*N Iy = —3g?

(5.7)
Summing up all quantum contributions we get the effective interaction potential
u? 1
V[S,83] = 7(S2+S§) +§g2(S4+6SZS§+S§) (5.8)

In order to find extremal points we equate the first derivative with respect to both variables

and solve the following system of equations

av
-5 = 25 4+28%8% +64°555 =0 (5.9)
v
o5 = 283 +24°83 4+ 6425283 =0 (5.10)
3

We also need to investigate the second derivatives of the potential at the points which solve

the above system of equations:
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0%V
ooz =M +6g°8% +6¢°S3
2%V
o5 = 12 +6g%5% + 64282 (5.11)
3
0%V
059S;

Let the solution which we are interested in (minimum) is ((S),(S3)). These points need to

= 12883

meet the conditions

9%V 9%V 9%V
559508 531 3231 (53) - | 553

2
DIS, S5 = «@A&»}>o (5.12)

and

2
2 ((9),(53)) >0 613

All extremal points which solve the system of the equations 5.9 and 5.10 are the following:

u? p?
A: B: — [ —— : _
0.0), B: |0y [=55 | €:{04/=35
u? p?
D:|—/-+= E: |-
2g2’0 b ( 2g270
Ljow v )op2y (L) o 1)
2 2g%7 2 26217 T\ 2 2827 2 282

() (e

In our particular case
DIS,83] = u* 4+ 12u%g* (8% 4 53) + 36g* (8% — 53)* (5.14)

2

1%
?=u2<0 (5.15)

DA:.U'4>O7 0
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4 9’V 2

Dpcpg =4u" >0, 8_52 =—u->0 (5.16)
0%V 2

Drcur = —2u* <0, S5 = —“7 >0 (5.17)

Using the classification above 5.12, 5.13 we get that A is a maximum, B,C, D, E are minima,
and F,G,H,I are saddle points. We can choose that the # and d quark masses are defined by
point D, then

12

—ng (5.18)

—myq=g((S) £(S3)) = my =my =

We can conclude that the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model cannot predict the mass splitting
between the u and d quark.

5.2 U(3) Symmetry

In this model we want to investigate if isotopic symmetry can be broken, i.e. if we can show
that the mass of the u and d quark are different and these two masses are smaller than the s
quark mass. Apparently, U(2) is a subgroup of U (3) and if isotopic symmetry is unbroken in
U(2) as shown in a previous chapter, then it should remain unbroken in U (3) as well. Here
we show physical relations which guarantee the preservation of isotopic symmetry in the
present case. The scalar mesons in U (3) have the so-called inverted mass spectrum where the
mass of the k-mesons is smaller than the masses of the ap(980) and f(980) mesons. This
experimental observation has not been yet predicted in theory within the Standard Model.
Current theories suggest models with 4 quark bound states, or glueballs [45]. Here we suggest
a three-flavour quark Nambu-Jona-Lasinio scalar model, where initially we will consider only
fields described by diagonal matrices, since only they will give contribution to the constituent
quark masses. Then we will extend our model to include all scalar field excitations. Our
final goal is to explicitly break the symmetry of the Lagrangian by introducing quark masses,
which will be the most realistic scalar model within our theoretical framework.

We start with the following Lagrangian:

_ 1 - 1, -
L =Pa¥ + 5Go(qﬂp)2 + EGg(\ma‘{f)z, (5.19)
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where G and Gj, are different positive constants with dimensions [mass] 2. This is a nonlin-
ear Lagrangian including 4-fermion vertexes. We linearize it by introducing 9 scalar fields in

the following manner

8 2 8 2
L =PV + g PWS,+ Y g PAWS — 552 ) Sa g (5.20)
a=1 2Go 126

where ¥ = (¥, ¥, ¥3)", A, = (A1, ..., Ag) are the Gell-Mann matrices, S, = (S, ..., Sg) and

g4 are dimensionless coupling constants. In this general case the Feynman rules become

¥ ¥
SO -T-== igSIl Sa igala
R Y Y

Due to the algebra of Gell-Mann matrices we can eliminate most of the diagrams. There
cannot exist triangular diagrams because the trace of an odd number of Dirac matrices

vanishes. There is no mixing at loop level since Tr[A;A;] = 26;; and the diagrams left are

OO

These diagrams give the following results:

4
Pt [(p—mo) ' (p—mo) '] = 128N +6giNg* Ty (521)

ig2N.Tr[1]353 / Gt

4

) d . 1A _
ig3N.Tr[A2] / (2;)) = Tr[(p—mo) ' (p—mo) "] = 8gaNelr +4gaNeq I (5.22)

Normalization of the divergent integrals allows us to derive a connection between the three

interaction constants, so the theory is dependent on one interaction constant:

(5.23)

3¢% = 3¢5 =2¢; =

2 _ & 19,2 52
and we also define u- = o 12¢°N I, and fi© =
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As already mentioned - there are no diagrams with three external lines , since the quarks in the
model are massless and therefore we are left with trace of an odd number of Dirac matrices.
The non-zero diagrams with four external lines (box diagrams) which give contribution to
the interacting potential are the following

Diiii = —3 225“ (5.24)
Dooii = —387 Y 5557 (5.25)
i

Clogss = V2825053 (5.26)
Cloiij = — 3£ 2Tr[AiAiAj]S0S7S; # O for 5.2

i=4.7j=3andi=1.7,j=8=
Coads = \/\g 2505353 (5.28)
Uosss = —3\>/§§ 2805353 (5.29)
Cosss = %ggzsoS%Sg (5.30)
Uo773 = 3\/\/5_5’ 08553 (5.31)
Clotis = —3v/2¢%8057Ss (5.32)
Cozos = —3v/2g%8083 83 (5.33)
Cozas = —3v/2g%80832Sg (5.34)
Cloass = ﬂgzsosisg (5.35)

2
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32

Uossg = ngsoSgSs (5.36)
3v2

Dloses = 782505%58 (5.37)
3v2

Co77g = Tg250s%sg (5.38)

Next we consider the diagrams SoS;S jSk, where i # j # k:

3 o
Cloijk = —3%372% [r’{ff, r"}] S0S:S,Sk = —6V/68%d; 108 i (5.39)

From the properties of Gell-Mann matrices we have that when the indices are different then

1 1 1 1
dijk — diae = §,d157 - §,d247 = —E,dzse =3 (5.40)
and therefore
Oloijk = —3\/6S0(S154S6 + 815587 — $25487 + 525556) (5.41)

Finally, we have the case [; ;. Due to the algebra of A matrices such diagrams are non-zero
if and only if i = j and k = [. Then

iQj
i<j

3
where we have used the fact that 2Tr[A'A'A/A/] +Tr[A'A/AIA/] = 2 when i # j.

Before solving the more general case including all meson excitations we will first consider
only those represented by diagonal Gell-Mann matrices since only they will give contribution
to the constituent quark masses. We take only the diagonal matrices since if scalars described
by offdiagonal matrices obtain VEV then this would mean that charge will disappear in
vacuum. Moreover, only diagonal matrices will give contribution to the constituent mass of

quarks. Then we arrive at the Lagrangian

g3
26,

g3
26,

2
.z:lif@l}!+gslilwso+g3\m3lpsg+g8‘ifxglpsg—Zgg 28362 8. (543
0

where the A3 and Ag matrices are defined as
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1 0 0 ! 1 0 O
Az = 0 -1 0 andAgs=—1| 0 1 0 . 5.44
3 8 7 (5.44)
0O 0 O 0 0 =2

Substituting back into the original Lagrangian after spontaneous symmetry breaking we get

L =¥ (é+8s<50> +83(S3) + %g%s(Ss)) ¥+

| ) (5.45)
¥, (6?+gs<50> —83(83) + %88@8)) )+ W3 (é+gs(50> - %88<SS>) V3

Let the VEVs of the scalar fields are (S), (S3) and (Sg). The masses of the three quarks are

1

my = —gs(So) —&3(S3) — N (Sg) (5.46)
1
my = —gs(So) +83(S3) — Nkt (Sg) (5.47)
s = —gs(S0) + —=gs(Se) (5.48)
3 = —8s{S0) + z88(S -

The potential we receive is using the results from calculating the Feynman diagrams is

1 1. 1 3
V[S0, 83, S5] = =5 178G — S (S3+55) + 28780 + 37 (S3 +55)°+ 549
+38%83(83 4 S3) — V/28%S0S3 +3v/28%8053Ss

For simplicity we introduce the variables x = 3\/§g%°, y= ﬁg% and z = 3g%. Also, let
2 2
U= 2;—§V and r* = 2 SO that the new potential is a dimensionless quantity. Then the

potential U (x,y,z) is

3 3 1,1 1
Ux,y,2) = =770 =53 + )+ x + 2 (37 + ) + 5873 +2) -
4 2 24" g 2 550
1 .
—gxzz’ +3xy2z

Written in terms of the new variables the masses of the three quarks are defined as
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12

mp = — —‘?—8 (x0+3y0+20) (5.51)
~2
ma = =\ =5< (10— 3y0 +20) (5.52)
I:LZ
my = — —1—8(x0 —2z0) (5.53)

where xg, yo and zg are coordinates of extremal points of the potential U. In order to find

where this function is minimal we need to solve a system of three equations

U =0, d,U =0, and 9.U = 0. (5.54)

We get the following system of equations

60U = —9r2x0 + xp + 6x0(3y3 + 23) — 225 + 18y320 = 0 (5.55)
1
3U = =350+ 50(3Y5 +25) +¥6y0 + 2x0y020 = 0 (5.56)
_ 2 2 2 2 2
;U = —3z0+z0(3y5+ 25) + Xo20 — X025 + 3x0y5 = 0 (5.57)

We can immediately see that the second equation is solved by yg = 0. By inspection we see
that this solution conserves isotopic symmetry. Since our main interest is to explore regimes
where isotopic symmetry is broken we suppose xg # 0, yg # 0 and zg # 0. Then from 5.56 it
follows that

1
yi=1- 7 (% +20)? (5.58)

Substituting for y(z) in 5.57 we get

=

x5+ 2x0z0 + 475 — 3 = 0; z(l)’z =

(—xﬁ:\@yM—x%) (5.59)

Substituting 5.58 and 5.59 in 5.55 we get

+£1/12-3x3(1 —x5) = 3(r* — 1)xo. (5.60)

From equation 5.56 and 5.57 we can show that
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Yé =255 yo = %20 (5.61)

That relation between y and z is enough to show that in this general case proves that indeed
we cannot break isospin symmetry within SU(3) NJL model. Similar result for a U(2) model
is known from the papers by J. Preskill and S. Weinberg [46] and C. Vafa and E. Witten [47].

We consider each of the cases z(l) and z(z) separately (the two signs in 5.59). For the case of a

positive sign we get

Va—x2(1=x2) =V3(r» = 1)x (5.62)

The real solutions for x are when |x| < 2. We can solve graphically equation (34) where we

can vary the value of r2:

Fort=x*>anda=r’—1= (4—1)(1—1)* =3at (5.63)

\

Fig. 5.1 Graphical solution of equation 5.63, where with blue we show the left hand side as a
function of ¢, and with green, yellow and red we show the right hand side for three different
values of a, or respectively r.

The boundary case of the tangent line is for a value of a = ay = —3 + 2+/3. We have the first
scenario of a > agy, a = ag and a < ag. For the first case we have one solution, for the second

- two solutions and for the third case - three solutions. Each case will be considered in turn.

To find the analytical solutions of 5.63 we make the substitution / =t — 2. Then we can write

it as

P+3(a—1)4+6a—2=0 (5.64)
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1 39 [ 3\ 2
=2, /—gcos lgcosl (ﬁ 7) —k?ﬂ], (5.65)

where p=3(a—1),q=6a—2,and k = 0,1,2. Substituting these constants we finally get
for ¢

1 3a—1 1 k
fr =2V 1—acos {gcosl ( aa—l \/1—Ta> — ?ﬂ] +2 (5.66)

For values a > ag then

1
t':\3/\/a3—|-6a2—3a—|—3a—1—|— 3 a 12 (5.67)
V@ 1642 —3a+3a—1

From 5.58 we have that y(z) = z%. Let ygp = zo. Then for the quark masses we get

mi=— —ﬁ‘—g(xo +4zp) (5.68)
I:LZ
my =m3 = — —1—8(x0 —2z20) (5.69)
The electric charge is defined as
Q =T; — BT, where ! T: 11 T; 1)L (5.70)
g —_ where = -, = — , = — .
3 8s 7 3= 54 I8 =54
For the quark charges we get
I 00
0=|0 -3 0 (5.71)
0 0 1

meaning that the case yy = zo describes antiquarks and g; = §, g = @t and g3 = d. In order

to work with quarks we choose yy = —zp. In this case the quark masses are
my = —L(X() — 2Z()) = ns3 (5.72)
3v2
my = R (x0 +4z0) (5.73)
3v2

In this case the parameter 3 = \/Lg and the charge matrix becomes
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| 2.0 0

0=T+—=K=| 0 -3 0 (5.74)
3
v3 0 0 —1

where g = u, go = s and g3 = d. It is evident that isospin symmetry is conserved within
the choice of charge matrix, just as in the case of SU(2) symmetry. Now we need to find a

matrix acting on the fermion field such that it transforms ¢; into d and g3 into s quark.

q1 1 00 q)
e |=]oo1]]| g (5.75)
q3 010 q5

or ¥ = TY¥ as well as ¥ = W/T. We also need to transform the meson fields such that the
new Lagrangian is equivalent to 5.20. This way we obtain that Sy = S, and

1 3 3 1
383+ AgSg = | =A3+ £/Atg S/3 + £;t3 — A Sé (5.76)
2 2 2 2
or written in matrix form
So 10 0 A
S |=[o0o L ¥ s, (5.77)
Sy 0 2 3/ \s

. Their general transformation
is

x 1 0 O X x
y =103 3 Yy | =AY (5.78)
z 03 -1 7 7
In the special case when yg = —zg we have
X, X0
Yo |=] O (5.79)
24 —220

We also need to check the equivalence of U (x,y,z) and U (x’,y’,z) which is done by straight-

1 '
forward substitution of x = x’, y = 4% and z = 3yTZ Indeed,

2

U',y,Z)=U(x,y2)

(5.80)
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We saw that when (x,y,z) — (x',)’,2) and yp = —z0 then y;, = 0. We have to show that under
these conditions the extremal points of U (x,y’,7') have the same coordinates as U (x,y,z)

when x # 0, y £ 0 and z # 0. We get the following system of equations

—9r2x + x5 +6x025 — 225 =0 (5.81)
— 3472 4+x3—xhzy =0 (5.82)

Eliminating z;, from the system we get

+(1—x3)\/4—x2 =V3(* —1)x) (5.83)
which has the same solutions as (34). Therefore, the transformation (xo, yo,zo) into (x(,0,z;)

gives identical results.

The next task is to prove that the Hessian for U(xg,yo,z0) is the same as for the matrix
U (x5,0,2,). We do that by constructing the Hessian matrix from its definition in the case of
U (x(,,0,2;). Then we show that A" H (xo,0,20)A = H (x{,,},2,)- By definition

Uxx ny sz
H(x,y,z) = | Ux Uy Uy, |, (5.84)
Ux Uy Uz

where the indices mean differentiation with respect to a variable. When y;, =0

H(xf),y{),zf)) -

32,112 2 I )
LA R R 0 2x020 — 20 (5.85)
! /\2
0 -9 + 3 (ZO + xO) 0
/! 2 2 12 /)
Also,
H(x0,Y0,20) =
f%r2+%x3+3y3+zé 6x0y0+6y020 3y(2)+2xozofzg (5.86)
6x0y0+6y020 79+3x%+27y(2)+6x020+3z% 6x0y0+6y020
3y3+2x020—23 6x0y0+6y020 —34x3+3y3—2x020+323
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Then we calculate the product AT H(x, o, z0)A and use the transformation equations to go
into the primed coordinate system. In the case when y{, = 0 we have that xo = x}, yo = 32},

and zo = —1z5. Then we indeed get that

AT H (x0,y0,20)A = H(x(,¥0,20) (5.87)

We would now like to extend the SU(3) model to its complete version so that we are able to

derive the mass spectrum of all scalar mesons.

8 2 8
L =WGY¥ + gsP¥So+ Y g PP, — 2G =5 g2 Z

i=1

e 52 (5.88)

Having all results from the Feynman diagrams we can write the interacting potential and

derive the mass matrix

8

u? g
V[So,Sl...Sg]—750+—ZSZ+ SO+ ;
8
3
22 2 2 e 2
+igzsosg (287 +283 +25% — 83— S2 - 52— $3) +
+3xf 8250 (515486 + S15587 — $25457 + $285S6)
To find the extremal points of this potential we need to solve the system of equations
av
=0 5.90

Js, (5.90)

for a = 0...8. Since the vacuum does not violate strangeness we put (Sy) = (S4.7) = 0. We
also proved that setting (S3) = 0 does not violate isotopic symmetry. Also, only diagonal
terms give contributions to mass, therefore we can also set (S;,) = 0. The non-trivial

equations defining the extremal points of V are

aV
35 =2g%(So)> + 687 (So) (Ss)> — V2g*(Ss)” + u*(So) = 0 (5.91)
A%
95, = 687 (S0)*(S8) — 3V27(S0) (S5 +3¢7(Ss) + R*(Ss) =0 (5.92)
2 3
oV _ m2 = 4g2(So)? + \/ng@ (5.93)

EX) (So)
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2%V 5 5
—— =m1 = 9v2g*(So)(Ss) (5.94)
a51,2,3
0%V 5
P m3 = [i> +6g>(So)*> —3v/2g%(So) (Sg) +3g>(Sg)> =0 (5.95)
S4,5,6,7
82_‘/ — 2 — \/_ 2 2 2
o2 M= 3v2g7(So)(Ss) + 68~ (Ss) (5.96)
8
0%V .
m = 0, where i 7£ J 7£ 0, 8 (597)
Aos = 12g%(S0)(Ss) —3v2¢*(S)” (5.98)

In the case of SU(2) theory, quarks acquire mass through spontaneous chiral symmetry
breaking and pions are massless pseudo-Goldstone bosons. In order for them to acquire
mass we need to explicitly break the chiral symmetry by introducing a massive quark in the
Lagrangian. We observed U (2) breaks into U(1) x SU(2) and (S3) = 0 preserves isotopic
symmetry. Since SU(2) C SU(3) then we set again (S3) = 0. In the present case we have
UB3)—U(1)xSU(3) - U(1) x SU(2) x U(1) which is broken by the mass of Sg. We
should expect to have 4 Goldstone bosons which is exactly the case - we have all kK mesons
with zero mass. In order for them to acquire mass we need to explicitly introduce massive
quarks in the SU (3) lagrangian, where the u and d quark have the same mass m( and the s

quark has a different mass m:

mg O O
— M P¥Y =~ 0 my 0 |P¥ (5.99)
0 0 my

The structure of k mesons is (¢5) and because of the presence of s quark we should expect
them to be heavier than S3 4 5 which are the a¢(980) mesons composed of (¢g). This is not
the case and the mass spectrum is inverted which we will later prove.

The mass matrix for Sy and Sg becomes

) 202, 2% 22 2
= (mo Aos) _ _ﬂz< 5%+ 55, TIWO__ ) (5.100)
%EXOZ - @2(2) —3%0%0 + 3%

S

)
A
(=] )
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To get physical particle masses we require det [//1028] >0 and Tr [//1028} > 0. The first
condition reads

1
3—xo(x(3)+z(3))(2zo—xo) —20(2x0 —20)* > 0 (5.101)

After applying 5.59 this condition simplifies to

X3 —2x%-2<0 (5.102)

This inequality has the solutions 0 < x(% <1++v30r0<t<1++3.We already saw that the
solutions of the equations 5.55, 5.56 and 5.57 when the variables x, y and z are all different
from 0 we do not get solution where isotopic symmetry is broken. Next we turn to exploring

the case when yp = 0. We can write 5.55 and 5.57 in terms of x, y and z variables to get

U 3 X z
=+ 2 +xz -2 =0
dx 2 6 3
(5.103)
oU

i —3zo+z(3) +x3zo —xoz% =0

From 5.103 we get the relations

xo %4 /12 —3x3
12 _ 0 (5.104)

) 3

23 =3+ x020 — %3 (5.105)

Simplifying the equations 5.103 we get

2z0(x5 — 1) — xp + 4xo = 3r’xp (5.106)

+4/12-3x2
Casel:zop =271 = )%. Then

(G — 1)1 /4 —x% = V3(r* — 1)xo (5.107)
We can distinguish four separate cases: la P2 > 1,1 <xg<2;Ib r2 > 1,—1 < x9 <0. When
x0>0x3>1and whenxg <Othenx3 <1. Ic0<r?<1,0<xp<landId0<r*<1,
-2 S X0 S —1.

x0—/ 12323

Case II considers 7o = 5



80 Scalar Models and Isotopic Symmetry

(g — 1)y /4 —x% =V3(1—r)xo (5.108)

Mar’>1,0<xp<L;Ibrr>1,-2<x<-1;1c0<r?<1,1<x<2;1d0< 2 < 1,
-1 <x<0.

The reality of the theory requires that the absolute value of the s quark must be bigger than
the absolute value of the mass of u and d quark. We have that when yg = 0 then m; ~ x9 — 229
and m,, ~ xo+ zo. Then in case I we get

3x0+ /12— 3x3
\/12—3x3 > (5.109)

2

This inequality has the case when the term in the brackets is positive or negative. If it is

\/4—x3 > —3x (5.110)

which is always met when xq is positive. If —2 < x¢ < 0 then

positive we get

4 —x3 > 3x3 (5.111)

leading to xp < 1 leading to xo € [—1,2]. For this interval of xy we can open the brackets

in 5.109 without change in the signs to get:

\/12—3x3 > 3xp (5.112)

For positive xg we get xo < 1 and for negative xo —2 < xo < 1 which corresponds to solutions
Ib and Ic. For the inequality 5.110 the term in the brackets may also be negative. Then we get

X0 + —x5<0,0or —2<xy<— .
V3 4-x2<0,0r —2 1 (5.113)

Then the term in the brackets comes out with a negative sign, from where we get

x3<3,or—vV3<x< -1 (5.114)

which is analogous solution Id. We repeat this whole analysis for the case II, where zg = z5.

3x0 — 1/ 12— 3x3
\/12—3x3 > (5.115)

2
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One solution is

V3x0> (/4 -3, or 1 <xo<2 (5.116)

Within this interval we have that

\/ 12— 3x3 > xo, from where 1 < xj < V3 (5.117)

or finally 1 <xop <V 1+ V3. Again, we have the scenario where the term in the brackets is
negative, then —1 < xo < 1 and within this interval we reproduce the solutions Ila,d. This
ends the quark masses condition analysis. Now we turn to discuss the trace condition on the

square mass matrix 5.98:

2 (3 1
Tr [ A5] = 5 ()ZC—?) +x(2)> +3 (22§ —x020) >0 (5.118)

This conditions is always met regardless of the connection between xy and zq that we use.

The final condition that we apply to our model comes from the mass m;. In 5.94 essentially
we have the product of xg and zg. Since we require to have real particle masses we want this
product to be positive which happens only when both xy and zy are simultaneously positive

or negative. This restriction leaves us only with two final cases:
0<xp<land0<r*<1 (5.119)

—1<x<0and0<r*<1 (5.120)

We can also derive the same result graphically. Plotting the functions describng the quark

masses we get the following graph

oSN

Fig. 5.2 Plot of the functions describing the constituent quark masses.
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We see that case I function in the negative region goes to zero at xo = —1 and the mass of the
s quark is positive. This is not a physical situation since at that point there must be symmetry
in the quark masses. The mass of the s quark is bigger than the mass of the u and d quark
only in the interval [-1;1]. In the negative section we conclude that zp = z(z). Following the
same logic we get that in the positive section zg = z(l). So, finally

3 1
xp € [—1;0] : [ms| = V3 4—X(2) and zo ZZ(Z) = Exo— 5\/§\/4—x3

3 1 (5.121)
x0 €[0,1] : |my| = V3 4—x}andzg=z) = Exo—i—i\/g‘ /4—x2



Chapter 6
Conclusion

In this thesis we laid out all the theoretical basis that was covered in the theoretical minimum
courses, which are obligatory for the successful completion of the PhD degree. We explored
mass relations between meson excitations in U (1) and SU(2) Nambu—Jona-Lasinio models
with massless quarks and managed to derive a novel relation between the meson masses for
the SU(2) theory:

=1. 6.1
3m%1 (6.1)

We also showed that introducing explicit symmetry breaking quark mass in the U (1) theory

does not introduce any change in the mass relations. In the case of a massive quark we get

R ZI’Hé — I’I’l¢l’l’l¢/ + 2m¢/ B

1 (6.2)

3m,%
Then we explored the U(2) and U (3) scalar NJL models. We observed that isotopic symmetry
is not violated and we also showed that the U (3) model with massless quarks is not a physical
theory since it predicts that the k¥ mesons are massless Goldstone bosons, which is not
what we observe experimentally. These results are published in the following papers (in

chronological order):

1. M. Chizhov and M. Naydenov. Isospin-invariant Nambu — Jona-Lasinio model with
complete set of spin-1 excitations.AIP Conference Proceedings,2075,2019.

2. M. Chizhov and M. Naydenov. Novel Mass Relation Among Spin-1 Hadron Resonances
and Quark Masses (In Bulgarian).Annuaire de I’ Université de Sofia “St. Kliment Ohridski”,
10.
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3. M. Naydenov and M. Chizhov. On the Spontaneous Breaking of Isotopic Symmetry in the
Nambu and Jona-Lasinio Model (In Russian), PEPAN, 17, 2, 2020.

The material from the first paper was reported on the 10th Jubilee International Conference
of the Balkan Physical Union, 26-30.08.2018, Sofia, Bulgaria. All other results have been
presented on the yearly reports in front of the Atomic Physics Division at the Faculty of
Physics, Sofia University. As a part of my degree I participated in a school organized by
JINR, Dubna, held in Borovets, 14-17.05.2018.
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