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Abstract

A detailed analysis of the lowest two moments of theneson spectral function in vacuum and nuclear matter is
performed. The consistency is examined between the camstiderived from finite energy QCD sum rules and
the spectra computed within an improved vector dominanocgetacorporating the coupling of kaonic degrees of
freedom with the bare meson. In the vacuum, recent accurate measurements ef ¢he— K™K~ cross section
allow us to determine the spectral function with high priecis In nuclear matter, the modification of the spectral
function can be described by the interactions of the kaama fp — KK with the surrounding nuclear medium. This
leads primarily to a strong broadening and an asymmetriordedtion of thep meson peak structure. We confirm
that, both in vacuum and nuclear matter, the zeroth and fioshemts of the corresponding spectral functions satisfy
the requirements of the finite energy sum rules to a remagkddyyree of accuracy. Limits on the strangeness sigma
term of the nucleon are examined in this context. Applying msults to the second moment of the spectrum,
we furthermore discuss constraints on four-quark condessad the validity of the commonly used ground state
saturation approximation.

1. Introduction

Exploring the properties of th¢ meson at finite baryon density is an interesting and impottaic, both from
a theoretical and experimental point of vie&Hﬂl, 2]. Theiwwadty, works based on the QCD sum rule approﬁh [3—
] have established a linear relation between the in-mednass shift of thep meson and the (scalar) strangeness
content of the nucleon{N|5gN) (for recent work along this line, se€ [7]). These studiessh@owever, not been
able to realistically consider the width of tlge Calculations based d8U(3) meson-baryon effective field theory
using kaonic degrees of freedom predicted an increase of tmeson width at normal nuclear matter density by
about an order of magnitude compared to the vacuum v@ﬂﬂ][SFﬁ)m an experimental point of view, the study
of a possible modification of th¢ meson in nuclear matter has also attracted considerakelegtt as a number of
dedicated experiments intending to measure its in-meditdthvand its possible mass shift have either been carried
outinrecent yearmEhZ] or will be performed in the ne&unfeat the J-PARC facilit)mEiM]. For the interpretation
of the various experimental findings, a thorough theorktioderstanding of theg meson spectral function at finite
density is mandatory.

This paper is a more detailed and extended follow-up of odregavork HE]. We focus on the lowest three
moments of thep meson spectral function in vacuum and nuclear matter. Tleeabgr product expansion and the
finite energy sum rules (FESR) relate these moments direrthye QCD condensates of lowest mass dimension and
their respective in-medium modifications. Specificallg thth spectral moment is related to condensates with mass
dimension 2n+ 1). The advantage of first considering only the lowest two masgn= 0, 1) lies in the fact that
only condensates of up to mass dimension four are needediapwth These are the well-known gluon and chiral
condensates. Their behavior in nuclear matter is alsavelatvell understood, at least to leading (linear) ordethia
baryon density. Further subleading twist-2 correctiomas &ppear only at finite density can be related to moments of

Email addressesgubler@ectstar.eu (Philipp Gubler)weise@tum.de (Wolfram Weise)

Preprint submitted to Nuclear Physics A March 7, 2022


http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.09126v2

quark and gluon distributions in the nucleon. For the sedond 2) moment of thep meson spectral function, much
less constrained structures show up in the operator pregpeinsion (OPE). Among those the four-quark condensates
are most prominent. Order-of-magnitude estimates foetfms-quark condensates can be made using a factorization
assumption, the quantitative reliability of which is howedoubtful and will be examined in the present work.

The strategy pursued in the present paper is briefly sumathaiz follows. First we construct the spectral function
of the @ meson channel in the vacuum using an improved vector doro@aodel that takes into account the coupling
of the @ meson to kaon pairs, introducing energy dependent setfygrierms in thep propagator. This allows for
an accurate description of tlege” — KTK™ cross section in the region of thg meson peak, measured by the
BABAR Collaboration|[15]. By computing the zeroth and firstment of this spectral function, its consistency with
the FESR can be checked. This FESR is derived in QCD from andBte vector current involving strange quarks.
Next, this analysis is extended to nuclear matter where thetlspectral function and QCD condensates are modified
independently. To describe the in-medignmeson spectrum, we take into account the self-energy d¢amsadue
to interactions of the decay kaons with nucleons in the sumdong medium. At leading order in the baryon density
these corrections are described by the free forviididandKN scattering amplitudes for which we employ results
derived from chiralSU(3) effective field theory. For th&N channel this includeKN < = coupled channels and
the non-perturbative generation of thé1405) resonancdﬂﬂﬁ]. On the other hand, the density depeaddtice
condensates that appear on the OPE side of the FESR arediagleader inp, derived model-independently using
the Feynman-Hellman theorem. With these ingredients,ansistency of the lowest two moments of our in-medium
spectral functions with the FESR is again tested. For therfimment of the spectral function in nuclear matter, its
relationship to the strangeness sigma term of the nuclewirsigecial interest in view of recent lattice QCD results.

In order to estimate systematic uncertainties of our appirege examine the possible dependence of our findings
on the high-energy properties of the spectral function.etser issue is the modeling of the onset of the perturbative
QCD continuum. In the standard FESR this onset is paraneettsing a simple step-function. We generalize this
crude description using a schematic ramp-function with @atsée slope parameter and study its influence on the
results both in vacuum and nuclear matter. Furthermoretugy she second moments of our vacuum and in-medium
spectral functions and discus constraints on the fourkgo@andensates appearing in the OPE for the strange vector
channel.

This paper is organized as follows. Sectidn 2 presents ounent analysis of the vacuum meson spectral
function including a discussion of the improved vector dioanice model, the fit to the experimergae™ — KTK~
data and the matching with FESR. Secfidn 3 deals with thergration of this approach to nuclear matter, first
discussing the computation of the in-medium spectrum basethe KN and KN scattering amplitudes and then
repeating the spectral moment analysis of the previoumse@ectiof ¥ presents an updated study of the relationship
between the first moment of the in-mediumspectrum and the strangeness sigma term of the nucleon ctioi S8
the four-quark condensate values extracted from the sewomdent of the spectral function are presented. Finally, a
summary and conclusions follow in Sect[dn 6.

2. Spectral moment analysisin vacuum

2.1. The vacuum spectral function

The starting point is the correlator of the strange quark poment of the electromagnetic curreff,(x) =
f%é(x) yuS(x), which couples to the physicglmeson state:

Muv(@) =1 [ &% EX(T[u(9 10 (O))p. @

Here (), stands for the expectation value with respect to the grotatd ®f nuclear matter at temperatire= 0
and baryon densitp. The vacuum case is realized in the lirpit= 0. The polarization tensdi ;,(q) can generally
be decomposed into longitudinal and transverse compm[@)ntEor a@ meson at rest with respect to the nuclear
medium, these two components coincide and it thereforecesfio study the (dimensionless) contracted correlator,

n(@?) = 3—;2ﬂﬁ<q>. @
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Using an improved vector dominance model [19]Mfw?) can be written as:

IMMy(?) | (1-2g)e? 1 |°
ImA () = ngé qz—ﬁ%—”rp(qg) ’ ©

wherenf, denotes a “barefp) meson mass. The coupling of tipeto KK loops and their propagation determines the
self-energw¢(q2) (of dimensionmas$) in vacuum and in the nuclear medium. The bare nmagand the coupling
strengthg, are fitted to experimental data in vacuum. This couplingngfiie is expected to be of the order of the
SU(3) value ofg, ~ —3g/ v'2, with g = 6.5. The constard,, represents the ratio between €K andgy couplings
and should be close to uniﬂ [@19]. Here we assuage- 1, which corresponds to the limit of exact vector meson
dominance where all the photon-hadron interaction is edrby vector mesons. This leads to a good fit to recent
experimentaéte” — KK~ data as will be demonstrated below. Contributions from lobidrged and neutral kaon
loops are included in the self-energ

Mo(?) = Mg (07) + Mg yeopa(a?). (4)
For theK K~ term we have |d, 19]:

o —ig? [ dp (2p—0)? 8
MNpk+k-(07) = 6 /(2n)4{(pz—mﬁi—|—i8)((p—q)2—f’ﬂﬁi+i8) B p2_m|2(i+i£] )

The first term under the integral describes a gen#in& ~ loop while the second term stands for a tadpole contri-
bution. Evaluating first the imaginary part of this integaald then computing the real part using a once-subtracted
dispersion relation, one obtains

2 4 3/2
IMmM g k- (qz) =- ggﬁ.[qz(lf %) O(q2—4mﬁi), (6)
2
ReMy k- (qF) =boq? — % [qz% (0P, mB) — 4m,2<4 . @)

The function? (g2, n?) is defined as

(#—1)3/2arcsin(§) (0< o < 4mP),
g(q?,m?) _2(1_42%i)3/2|n (%) (4m? < o2, ¢? < 0). ©

Following [_’I_.Q], the subtraction constant appearing in £ig fixed adg = 0.11. The correspondiri@OK0 contribu-
tion in Eq. [4) can be obtained simply replacimg: by myo in the above equations.

The remaining parameters to be determined in[Bq. (3ygrendg,. Their values are fixed by fitting Ed(3)
to the recent precise measurement oféhe™ — KTK™ cross section provided by the BABAR Collaboration![16].
Since only the charged kaons are detected in this reactiergdrresponding — K™K~ term of Iml'l(p(qz) in the

numerator of Eq[{3) has to be retained while intermediategdexchange processis,K~ <> KOKO, are included
in the resummation of thiKK loops. To describe the data at energy regions in the contiranove thep meson peak

for which the simple model of EQ](3) is not sufficient, we adseaond order polynomial io(g?) = ,/qz/qtzh -1,
for /o2 > ,/d3 = 1040 MeV:
Imn°"™ () = Ac(q?) + B (e, (9)

with coefficientsA andB fitted to the data. We will leave this form of thét*K~ continuum unchanged for both
vacuum and nuclear matter cases, as there is presentlyiableghformation on the behavior of the continuum in
nuclear matter.
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Figure 1: The fitted spectral functionl2rimI(s= ¢?) in vacuum, compared to the experimental dataofte™e” — KTK~)/o(ete” — utu-),
adapted from[16]. The dashed [solid] curve shows the resuén only Eq[(B) [both EqLl3) andl (9)] are used for the fite Totted horizontal

line stands for the perturbative QCD limit while the grayelirepresents the full spectral function of Eql(17), inaﬁg;i(oKo and other channels.

Performing the fit one findgy, = 0.74x (—3g/ v/2) ~ —10.2, M, = 797 MeV,A= —5.94x 103 andB = 3.61 x
10-3. The resulting curve is shown in Fig. 1 together with the expentale"e~ — K*K~ data. As demonstrated
in this figure, the parametrizatioriS[(B,9) give an accuratedption of the data up to aboyts~ 1.6 GeV, above
which the experimental points fae~ — KTK™ are seen to drop rapidly. This drop is parametrized by a smpl
linear curve fitted to the data points in this region.

On first sight the behavior of the spectral function just diegd would appear to be in contradiction with Egl(17)
of the next section which approaches the perturbative Q@ it high energy. However, theé" K~ data alone do not
give the complete picture of the spectral function probetheyFESR, which includes all possible channels that can
couple to the strange vector current. These are, in paatictihannels with two kaons and one or more pions, which
start to give a sizable contribution to the spectrum at éasi@ound and above6lGeV, as will be discussed in more
detail in Sectiofi Z]3. The behavior of the full spectral fiilmeincluding all relevant channels is shown schematjcall
by the gray line in Fig.11.

2.2. Finite-energy sum rules

The correlator of Eqs[11) and(2) in the deep-Euclidearore@? = —g? — «) can be expanded with the help of
the operator product expansion. In the vacuum one has:

9ﬂ(q2=—Q2)——cOlog(Q2) Q2+Q4+Q6+ (10)

The coefficients; aré
Ca= 12< GZ> 4 2my(ss, (12)
ce:onas[<<smsAas>2>+§<<svuAas> @uAa)]| + ML [§<“;GZ> ~smyss| . (19)

g=u,d,s

1The subleading term describing the decay ofghmeson into three pions is ignored here.
2The A, in ¢ denote Gell-Mann SU(3) color matrices.
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Further terms of higher order on; andms have also been comput&lj[[__ll @—23]. We retain here only tls¢important
contributions, sufficient for the purposes of the presemnkwo
Applying the Borel transform to the once subtracted disperselation

(@) =+ L [“as M0 (14

one can derive the sum rule:

1 (> _s/M2 _ Co C4 Cs
Mz/o dsRs)e —co+M2+ +2M6+ (15)
with the spectral function
R(s) = 77—9_[Iml'l(s). (16)

For sufficiently larges this spectral function approaches the perturbative QCIt, licg. We therefore introduce the
following simple ansatz:

R(s) = Ry(s) ©(s0 — 5) + Re(s) ©(s— 0), an
with R.(s) = cy. Heresy stands for a scale that delineates the low-energy and highge parts of the spectrum. After

substituting into Eq[{J5) and expanding the left-hand sidieverse powers oM?, the finite-energy sum rules are
derived as

|7 dsRy(s) = oo+ . (18)
/dsng,, :—% Ca, (19)
/ ds€R,(s :—£+c6 (20)

In this work we focus primarily on the first two momeriisi[18, i which the Wilson coefficients and corresponding
operator expectation values are known with relatively gaccliracy.

2.3. Improved modeling of the continuum: a schematic ramptfan

One could raise the question whether the step function edaptEq[(I¥) to describe the onset of the QCD
continuum is sufficiently accurate for analyzing the sunesudnd whether a more elaborate parametrization would
lead to qualitatively different results. To examine thisgibility we introduce the following extended ansatz using
ramp functionV(s) [IZ]:

R(s) = Rp(s)O(s2 — 5) + Re(s)W(s, 51, %), (21)
with W(s,s1,s) defined as
0 (s<s1)
W(ss,)=1{ o2 (1<s<s). (22)
1 (s> %)

This form is motivated by experimental data in the interragzlregion above the meson resonance where states
with one or two pions in addition t§K start to play a significant role. A selection of such data éhe™ — KOKinjr
andKTK~ " channels) are shown in Fifj] 2 as extracted fr@h[[_zb 26]. Veethis information for gwdance in
estimating the slop@/’ of the schematic ramp function that connects i€ spectrum with the onset of the QCD
continuum in the range betweep's~ 1.4 and 16 GeV. The resulting interpolated full spectral functionaiso
displayed in Fig.R. The schematic ramp function is paraizedras:

_StS

2 b)
? (23)
wW=——_
-5
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Figure 2: The spectral functior12mmrl(s) in vacuum, withK ™K~ data in the low energy regioh_[16] and additional data foesavX + nrr

channels above~ 1.9Ge\? also shown[[25, 26]. A fit to th&* K~ data is presented together with a (linear) ramp functiost{dd) and the full
interpolating spectral function that reaches asymptibyithe perturbative QCD limit (dotted).

Guided by the experimental data shown in [Elg. 2, we fig@ = 1.66+0.03GeV andV' = 0.8+ 0. 2GeV=2.
Using Eql(21) instead of E€.{IL7), the finite energy sum ratesmodified as

[ dsRs) =coso ez (24)
/‘ dssRy(s) (%+12\}w2) Ca, (25)
/ ds€Ry(s) COSO(%+ W,2)+c6, (26)

with s, = 59+ 1/(2W'). It is evident that the step function{17) and the correspungum rules of Eq4.(18-P0) are
recovered in the limi' — .
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Figure 3: The left-hand and right-hand sides of Egs. (18)@#0l as functions of the delineation scaléo. The error bands (printed in gray) are
extracted from the uncertainties of the parameters givaialrte[1.



Table 1: Parameter values and their uncertainties usetiéarscuum QCD sum rule analysis.

as(2 GeV) 0.31+0.01[28]
ms (2 GeV) 95+ 5 MeV [28]
(59(2GeV)  (—290+15MeV)®[29]
(9G?) 0.012+0.004 GeV* [30]

2.4. Matching spectral function and sum rules

In the next step the moments of the spectral funciidn (3) aadyaed, first using the generic sum rulesl(IB,19)
with step-function onset of the perturbative QCD continutihare we follow Refs@ 7] and substitute Eq. (3) into
the left-hand sides of Eq§.([18) and](19). The ensuing espmdre then solved individually fsg.

In Fig.[3 the left- and right-hand sides of Eqs](18) dnd (I®) @mpared. The parameter values appearing on
the right-hand sides are given in Table 1. The renormatinattale for these parameters is taken at 2 GeV, at which
point the mass of the strange quark (and the strange quadeneate) are reasonably well determined according
to Refs.]. This choice of scale is consistent withéhergy at which the spectral function has reached the
perturbative QCD limit (see Fifll 2). The (perturbative)asmalization scale should be above the delineation scale
/S0, but otherwise its detailed value is not important. Solving zeroth moment equation, we fingdsy = 1.55+
0.01 GeV. For the first moment the resulting matching scalestaui to be exactly the samg/sp = 1.55+0.01 GeV.

We thus observe a remarkable degree of consistency betivess tivo moments with respect to the delineation scale
sp at which perturbative QCD takes over.

A quantity reflecting thep mass together with some of the emerging continuum aboveetbenance can be
defined by taking the ratio of the first and zeroth momentd) @gegrated up to a scasawith mé <8< . Thisratio

represents a squared mass averaged over the speR§(isra S). Choosingy/s= 1.2 GeV turns out to be convenient
as it lies on one hand well above the resonance peak, but attieehand low enough for the average not to be too
much diluted by the continuum. Furthermore, the vacuum andedium spectral functiorR,(s) become identical
(and constant) above that scale as will be shown. Withgtkig1.2 GeV)? one finds

Mo = lo95SR(S) _ 1038 Mev: (27)

JodsRy(s)
The presence of the continuum above theneson resonance in Fig. 1 implies timy is slightly larger than the
physicalg mass,m, = 1019MeV. The value ofy/S is of course just a matter of choice and the number given in
Eq.[27) depends on this choice. Our emphasis is not on thesprealue of EqL.(27), but rather on its modification
when going from vacuum to nuclear matter.

In order to study the dependence of our findings on the spexditeling of the continuum onset, we now replace
the step function of Eq.{17) by the schematic ramp functiescdbed in Eqsl{21) an@{22). The corresponding
sum rules of Eqsl{24) anf (25) are then solvedsigw’), keeping the slope of the ramw/() as a free parameter.
Results are summarized in Hig. 4. As seen in this figure thetisos so(W’) both for the zeroth and first moment
increase moderately with decreasing ramp sMpéut remain consistent within uncertainties unless thipesis too
soft. This behavior demonstrates that the detailed moglelirthe continuum onset has only a weak impact on the
moment analysis and (fo¥’ > 1 GeV?) does not diminish the consistency between the sum rulesefoth and first
moments.

3. Spectral moment analysisin nuclear matter

3.1. Spectral function at finite density
Next we extend the FESR analysis to theneson in nuclear matter. To leading (linear) order in thesdgp, the
in-medium¢g meson self-energy can be written:

My(do, G 0) = MF(A?) — p Tyn(o, Q). (28)
7
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Figure 4: Solutions of Eq$.(R4.P5), shown as a function efrimp slop&V’.

with g2 = q% — @?, recalling thaigg andq can be varied independently in the nuclear medium. Hgge is the free
forward @-nucleon scattering amplitude. It involves tipe— KK transition followed by the interaction of the kaon
(antikaon) with a nucleorﬂ[8]. In the present work we stayhia tow-density limit, i.e. at leading order jm, for
reasons of consistency with the sum rule analysis whictsis i@stricted to in-medium quark and gluon condensates
linear in the density. Studies beyond linear ordepinave been performed in Refs| [9] 81} 32].

We focus now first on @ at rest in the mediurfg = 0) and study S-wav&N andKN interactions inZn (do, 4 =
0). To compute the respectiyenucleon scattering amplitude, consider the kaon and amilpropagators in nuclear
matter. For th&K ™K~ case they are written in spectral representations as

e A*(u,p)  A¥(u,p)
D p)= [ d ) _ ), 29
(popip) = [t (0P AP (29)
with . ms
m , P
Ai(po,p):*— Ki(pO pp) (30)

T[p2— p?— my: — ReSy: (po, P; p)]° + M2 (po, P; )7

HereZy=+(do,q; p) denote the in-mediurK™ andK~ self-energies. For thg — KoKy case the correspondirig’
andK’ propagators have an analogous structure, Withreplaced byA® and so forth. The in-medium kaon self-
energies involve the forwandN andKN scattering amplitudes. F&N (i.e. K*N or K°N), the interaction is known

to be repulsive and relatively weak. The corresponding @ag#s have small imaginary parts and depend weakly on
energy in the relevant region around theneson pole C:EZM]. We can therefore approximate theseitags as
real constants. The corresponding spectral functionandA° are simpled-functions in this approximation:

A (po, p;p) = 5(P* — MKz (p)), (31)

and
A%(po, p;p) = 3(p* —mi5(p)), (32)

with in-medium kaon masses; (p). Following [8] and taking into account the repulsive natoftheKN interaction,
we usemy; (p) ~ mk +Amk (p/po) with mk = 496 MeV, the average of thé+ andK® masses, anfimg ~ 39 MeV.
This givesmy (p = po) ~ 535MeV for bothK ™ andK® at normal nuclear matter densjty, and we assumes; to be
a linear function of the density.

For theKN (KN or KON) system, the situation is more involved as the attradtieinteraction leads to the
dynamical generation of thA(1405), inducing a strong energy-dependence and a large imagpsatyonto the
scattering amplitudes. To take these features propedyaotount, we employ amplitudes derived fr&td(3) chiral
effective field theory|_[_1|7|:18], includingN <+ 1= coupled channels and tiig 1405 resonance. These amplitudes



reproduce all presently available scattering data togetite accurate kaonic hydrogen measurements. In terms of
the antikaon self energies, we have for symmetric nucledema

Sk~ (Po, P;p) ~ —ZHPI\\A—[S[f(K’p —K™p, V8 +f(K'n—=Kn, fo)], (33)
and
Zo(Po, P;p) =~ fZHpMi’: [f(KOp — Kop, V) + f(KOn — Kon, \/é)} . (34)

Here /s stands for the kaon-nucleon energy. In the lab frame withcielom at rest it is given as

Va= /Mg + Mg + 2V po. (35)

whereMy ist the nucleon mass and we neglect the small proton-neotess difference.

With the kaon and antikaon propagators just outlined, tix¢ step is to evaluate the kaon loops in nuclear matter
as they contribute to the¢ meson self-energy. Considering tke K~ loop for ag at rest and introducing again the
notationgp = w for convenience, one obtains

2ig2  d*
My kik- (0, q=0;p) = Tg/ (27;))4 p? Dy (Po. P; p) Dk (w— Po, —P; ). (36)

We have omitted a tadpole contribution that is not relevane hSubstituting Eq.(29) into the integrand, the imaginar
part ofM,_,x+k- can be evaluated as

ImMy_k+k-(w, q=0;p)
- [ [ A (i g pip) A (L 402 pip) AVE (P2 2. 0

wherep? = A (w?,u%,u? ) /(4w?) andA (a,b,c) = a + b®+ ¢ — 2ab— 2ac— 2bcis the Kallen function. Making use
of Eq. (31), this can be further simplified to

. 9 o B . .
MMy ok (@,=0ip) = —52— / LaEA (2 + 02 pip) A2 (@2 mE (p),12)  (38)

andp? = A (w?, M2 (p),u?)/(4w?). The final integration oveu? is then performed numerically. As before, analo-

gous expressions can be derived for ke © loop.

The above expression of IM,_x+k- (w, @ = 0;p) includes, by construction, finite density contributiongdred
leading linear order ip. For consistency, the imaginary part of the (free) forwanducleon scattering amplitude in
Eq. (28) is then constructed by taking the zero-densitytiimi

ImMNYa%w, q=0) — ImMNy(w, q=0;
Imy{pN(w, q:O) :LITO 4 ( q ) 5 (P( q p) (39)

Finally, the real part of7yn (w, g = 0) is computed using a once subtracted dispersion relation:

Im In(u, q=0)

w2 )
Re Zyn (@, = 0) _ch?ﬁ@/0 P T

(40)
in which the subtraction constantds= 0 according to the Thomson limit of Compton scatteringat 0. Given both
real and imaginary parts ofyy we can now return to EJ.(28) for thgmeson self-energy and finally to E] (3) for
computing the spectral function.

P-waveK N andKN interactions are incorporated using the spectral fungtiomided in I[_$]. This spectral function
includes the relevant baryon octet and decuplet interniediates at one-loop level. It describes the region around

9
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Figure 5: The spectral function12rmr(w?) in vacuum (solid curve) and at normal nuclear matter density po = 0.17 fm—3 (only S-waves:
dashed curve, S- and P-waves: dash-dotted curve).

the @ meson peak up tw ~ 1.1 GeV and is then smoothly connected to the continuum at highergies. The
spectrum involving pure S-wawéeN andKN couplings starts at thi€K threshold, located at twice the kaon mass in
vacuum and shifted downward in the medium primarily by theaative KN interaction. The inclusion of P-wave
interactions couples the to theY K continuum with correspondingly lower thresholds, wh¥érstands for\, >~ and
>F.

The vacuum and in-medium spectral functions computed Bwtlay are plotted as solid (vacuum), dashed (only
S-wave) and dash-dotted (S- and P-wave) curves i Fig. 5.

3.2. The operator product expansion at finite density
Finite density effects modify the OPE input for the sum ruléd leading order in the densitg, the vacuum
condensates receive the following corrections:

(59p = (53 + (N[sSN)p = (59 + %p,

(556, (%6) + (2N (56) - om-oap. 2

(41)

HereMy is the physical nucleon massmn = 2mg(N|Tg|N) stands for themN sigma term andisny = ms(N|SYN) for
the strangeness sigma term of the nucleon. There is furtirerencorrection coming from a twist-2 operator:

.7 (N|SyHDVgIN) = ﬁAﬁ (p"p’ - %M,%, gtv). (43)

The symbols¥.7 make the matrix symmetric and traceless with respect to dreriiz indices, ang* is the four-
momerétum of the nucleorpf = M3). The quantityA; is the first moment of the strange quark distributions in the
nucleo

1
AS=2 /o dx X[s(x) +3(x)] - (44)

3An additional term related to the first moment of the gluortritistion [7] is ignored here for simplicity. It adds to thecertainty of the
analysis and will be discussed later
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Table 2: Parameter values and ranges used as input for thes@@Dule analysis in nuclear matter. The mom&hbof the strange quark parton
distribution is given at a renormalization scale= 1 GeV. (The 25% error if\3 covers possible uncertainties related to an evolution rsva
U = 2GeV, the renormalization scale at which the parameterglitell are determined.)

Mn 940 MeV

o 354 35MeV [35-54F
Om 45+ 7 MeV [55P
AS 0.044+0.011[7, 60]

The resulting in-medium corrections to the coefficienof Eq. (12) read

2 2
54 = KA; - 2—7> Mn + 2= (280sn+ o) | P, (45)

while ¢y andc; respectively remain at their vacuum value. Our choicesHergarameter values needed to evaluate
Eq.[45) are given in Tablg 2. For the strangeness sigma tafinno generally accepted value is available at present
and we hence take a rather broad range that is consistentnwghof the recent studidﬂﬁ-&], which include direct
lattice QCD computations and chiral extrapolations of ladé lattice data.

Note that the terms proportional to the nucleon mass entarapiposite signs and partly cancel. A special feature
of the @ meson in-medium sum rule is the strong weight (by the fad®icd the strangeness sigma teogq relative
to onn. The first spectral moment of thggin nuclear matter is linearly connecteddgy and hence to the scalar density
of strange quarks in the nucleon. This pronounced sengitiidc, with respect taogy is of particular interest and
will be discussed separately in Sectidn 4.

3.3. Moment analysis with a step-function continuum onset

With the input quantities listed in Tallé 1, the analysismefiiedium spectral moments is now carried out in the
same way as in the previous section. As a first step, considgiSswave kaon- and antikaon-nucleon interactions,
using the dashed curve in Hig.5 as input. We solve again [E§sand [IP) for the in-medium delineation scale
between low-energy and perturbative QCD regions, now @eigjtin order to distinguish it from the vacuum value
s0. The left- and right-hand sides of the equations are showthdérupper plots of Fi§]6 as functions Qj/s_‘; At
normal nuclear matter density,= po = 0.17 fm~3, one finds\/% = 1.55+0.01GeV from the zeroth moment, and
\/53 = 1.55+0.01GeV from the first moment. At this point both in-medium ssadre again fully consistent with
each other and show no change in comparison with the comdgmpvacuum values.

Setting once agaig= (1.2 GeV)? for convenience as in the vacuum case, an in-medium massineeageraged
over thegp resonance and part of the continuum is given by the ratio

(0 = po) = 0ISSR(S) _ 1035 vev, (46)

JodsRy(9)

Comparing this result with Eq.(R7) it is seen that the avedagassr, atp = po does not deviate from the vacuum
value apart from a marginal downward shift. In contrast,résnantp meson peak experiences a significant broad-
ening, with a width of , ~ 24 MeV at normal nuclear matter density. The width is detaadiby the imaginary part
of the self-energy at the resonance maximum.

Effects of P-wave antikaon-nucleon interactions are stidimploying the dash-dotted curve of Eig.5. The nu-
merical analysis is performed as in the previous paragraptisvith the same OPE input. For the scale paranggter

“Note however that one of the recent lattice QCD reslilfs [62)ts to a larger value foosy. See the discussion in Sectioh 4.
5According to recent analysi§ [H6-58F;n may increase to a somewhat larger value, but could also béesr{d] (see also the recent
discussion in[[59]). Whatever the true value turns out tditheill not affect the conclusions of this work.
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Figure 6: The left- and right-hand sides of the nuclear mattesions of Eqd.(18) anf {1L9) as functions\g‘f?g at normal nuclear matter density,
p=po=0.17 fm3.

atp = po, we extract\/§ = 1.524+0.01GeV from the zeroth moment, ang/s_g =152+ 0.01GeV from the first
moment. The behavior of the left- and right-hand sides of @@ and[(IP) are shown in the lower plots of [ig. 6.

Finally, settings = (1.2GeV)? as before, the ratio of first to zeroth momentspat po including both S- and
P-wave interactions is computed as:

mMy(p = po) = M ~ 1022 MeV. 47)

J5dsRy(s)

Comparing this result again with the vacuum vaftg of Eq. (ZT), the averaged mass now experiences a modest
downward shift by about 16 MeV, more than for the pure S-waec This difference is explained by both a small
shift of the ¢ resonance peak in combination with the pronounced loweggneontinuum in the spectral function,
caused by the opening of kaon-hyperon channels in the presdriP-wave interactions (see Hiyj. 5). The broadening
of the in-mediunpresonance is further increased significantly, reachi(@ = po) ~ 45MeV, an order of magnitude
larger than the vacuum widtii §(0) = 4.3MeV).

The implicit assumption made in Ef.(28) is that the form,@W.of the vacuum self-energy remains unchanged in
the medium: a possible additional density dependence dftthage vector-current coupling to tjpaneson channel
is neglected. Here we briefly examine the validity of thisuasgtion by introducing an extra factor,-1bp/po, in
Eq. [3), incorporating such a possible density dependenieatling order irp:

) 2
- P\ ImNy(e?) | (1—ag)g”— A
'mn(q)*(lfbpo) PO, | o — G —My(?)| @)

Performing the same sum rule analysis as before at normbdarumatter density, it turns out that consistency of the
spectral function with the FESR require$o be small. This is illustrated in Figl 7, in which the sodurts \/% of the
zeroth and first momentum sum rules are shown as a functidreqfarameten, both for only S-wave and S+P-wave
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Figure 7: Solutions of zeroth and first moment sum rules of @@§19) at normal nuclear matter density, with a spectrattion modified by an
overall factor 1-bp/pg = 1— b according to Eq[{48).
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Figure 8: The solutions of Eq.(P4) afld25) at finite densitypwn as a function of the slope param&r In the left (right) plot, S-wave (S- and
P-wave)KN interactions are taken into account.

KN interaction cases. It is seen in these plots that for the thutisns to agree within their uncertaintidésmust lie
in the ranggb| < 0.02, which implies that the leading density dependence ir{Z8).is indeed well represented by
the p TN term.

3.4. Analysis employing a ramp function

We now repeat the in-medium FESR analysis with an improvedetiag of the continuum onset. As before,
we treat the slope of the ramy/’, as a free parameter and solve the sum rules of Eg$. (24 &hdof2s within
a broad range dfV’. The solutions are shown in Fig. 8. For only S-wa€i interactions, the threshold parameter
s, remains almost the same as in the vacuum (seéJFig. 4), whiléamhl P-wave contributions lead to a small but
notable decrease gf. The solutions from the zeroth and first moment sum rulesdutragain to be consistent within
uncertainties as long &’ > 1 GeV2.

4. In-medium spectral moment and strangeness sigma term of the nucleon

As pointed out previously, Eq.(%5) establishes a lineati@hship between the first moment of the in-medium
@ meson spectral function and the strangeness sigma terne ofuttieon. In simple terms: a possible shift of the
mass in nuclear matter sets constraints on the scalar yefistrange quarks in the nucleon. In practice, of course,
the situation is more involved because of the substantjahasetric in-medium broadening of thgresonance and
requires a more detailed assessment of the spectral disbritincluding the continuum.

Returning to Eq[{45) together with Ef.{19) we introduce

A(p) =/Osodssto<sp>—%%= —(Ca+dc4(p)) (49)
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Subtracting the perturbative QCD limi$3/2, from the finite integral ovesR,(s) implies that the quantitp(p) is
focused on the resonance region and its neighbourhood and does not depethd scales: bothc, of Eq. (12) and
the density-dependent correctidn, of Eq. (45) are independent sf. Consequently,

B(p=0)~ A(p) = dca(p) = | (A5 5 ) M-+ 55 (280-+ o) p (50)
Note again that the partial cancellation in the factor npliiing the nucleon magsly on the right-hand side of this
equation enhances the sensitivity of the (observable)tguax(p = 0) — A(p) with respect tags.

Consider now first the limiting case with no change of the Bptctral momenty(p) = A(0)) when going from
vacuum to nuclear matter (i.e. in simple terms: no in-medinass shift of thep meson). In this case witbcy = 0,
we have the constraint

My 27
- 28 56
with Mg = My — onn, the nucleon mass in the chiral limit. Choosiklg ~ 890 MeV andAS ~ 0.044-0.01 from

Tabld2, one findgsy ~ 12 MeV with an uncertainty of about 25%. The correspondiradescstrangeness content of
the nucleon,

OsN ASMy (51)

(NjgalN) ~ ms oy

using a quark mass rating/ms = (my+my)/2ms ~ 0.036 [Zék] andosn/omn =~ 1/4, givesy ~ 0.01 in this limit. This
is the baseline for orientation when we now proceed to a m@ematic evaluation.
A useful quantity to work with is the ratio

Ap)—8(0) _ 3ci(p)

) Y (53)
which features an approximate measure of the in-medium sna®my(p) of the ¢ meson:

Alp) 1m m<2p(P) 1~ 20my(p)

A(0) my, oomy

ComputingA(0) andA(p) with our previously determined vacuum and in-medium spédétmctions, respectively,
we can plot the relative change of the first spectral momemt{d3), as a function of the strangeness sigma @i

At normal nuclear matter densify = pp = 0.17 fm~3, such a plot is shown in Figl 9. As as rough estimate, if the
change ofA(p) with respect ta\(0) results from the in-medium downward shift of a narrgpwesonance, a negative
mass shift of about 15 MeV @ = pg would constrain the strangeness sigma term at aroyid: 50 MeV. A simple
parametrization of the result in F[d. 9 is given by

Alp) P
AQ) = 1.01 Caszo (54)
withC=0.84+0.1GeV 1.

The gsn dependence shown in Fig. 9 displays the same qualitatine e that found irﬂ?], in which the mass
shift of the meson peak was obtained from the Borel sum rules of Elq.(B5) Bayesian extraction of the spectral
function but without consideration of the in-mediupwidth (for details of this approach, see al5ol [61]). For the
same values ofisy, the masses reported in [7] turn out to be about 10 MeV latggn tvhat is found here. Part of
this difference can be explained by our disregard of theti@igluon condensate idics. As can be understood from

Eq.(11) in [‘}’], this term gives a contribution efllza—;AgMNp to oc4d, WhereAg is the first moment of the gluonic

SNote however that a term proportional to [@2f/u?) in the Wilson coefficient of this operator has been negleiidd] and the OPE of this
term therefore still needs to be completed, for instance bking use of the method outlined in[62]. Our discussion alitsteffects can hence
only be of qualitative nature.
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Figure 9: Relative change at normal nuclear matter demsityf the first moment of the meson spectral function as given by EBsI(ED,53), as a
function of the strangeness sigma teogy, of the nucleon. The grey band reflects uncertainties of ipptaimeters i, anddcy.

parton distribution and has been estimated\%n& 0.36+0.15 ﬂ,@], which leads to an increase of the mass by
about 5 MeV. The remainder of the discrepancy is presumalsyta the use of different sum rules (Borel sum rules
vs. finite energy sum rules) and/or the different analysighoas.

In the context of Fid.9, let us furthermore briefly discussst@cent lattice results oosy of three different
collaborations, which have appeared during the last fevvtmn@@] and which were all carried out at (or around)
physical quark masses, therefore eliminating systemateainties due to chiral extrapolations. Neverthelgss,
results reported by the three collaborations still haverprgingly wide spread:

Osn = 105(41)(37)MeV [52,
Osn = 32.3(4.7)(4.9)MeV [53), (55)
Osn = 41.05(8.2)(FF%)MeV [54].

These uncertainties still prevent us so far from drawingma ionclusion about the actual valueaf. In combination
with the sum rule results of this work, it is however possiiol@iscuss the potential consequences of the findings of
Eq.(55). For the largest value @52], the mass sbift,(pg)/my turns out to be about -3.5%, which happens to
coincide with the experimental result of the E325 experina¢ KEK HE], where a negative mass shift of 35 MeV

was extracted gb = pp, although with a simple Breit-Wigner parametrization tisatot expected to be reliable. On
the other hand, the smaller values of the other two Iattic@(@ﬁmputations@ﬁq would rather point to much
smaller mass shifts 0£1.0% or less. It will be interesting to see whether such findicgs be confirmed by the
E16 experiment at J-PARC, which plans to measuregtheson spectrum at nuclear matter density with significantly
increased statistics compared to E325.

5. Strange four-quark condensatesin vacuum and nuclear matter

Up to this point our FESR analysis has been restricted toaivedt two moments dRy(s). Using Egs. [(118.19).
the scalesy of Eq. (IT) has been determined consistently. The specinatibnsR(s) in vacuum and at finite density
are fixed in this way. With this input we can now proceed onp fiiether, turn to the next-higher moment and the
corresponding sum rule of EQ.{20), and study the vacuummmadedium four-quark condensates. Their commonly
used parametrization is based on the factorization hygathe

(ORI + 59" 5 (@10 = g a5 (56)
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Herekp = 1 stands for exact vacuum saturation. Any deviation frors tiailue signals the degree of violation of the
extreme factorization assumption. Such violations aretduetermediate states other than the vacuum that appear
as part of a complete set of states inserted betwees$wor Ssq operators. Among these, kaonic states are
lowest in energy and are therefore expected to play an irapbrole. They appear as intermediate states between
Fierz transformed@stu or ssdd operators. The factorization formula of E[q.J56) ignorestsintermediate states and
relegates their effects to an “effective” paramedgr- 1. From these arguments one can already conjectureghai
is not likely to be a realistic estimate.

Generalizing the factorization hypothesis to finite dgnsite right-hand side of E@.(b6) changes to

o) (532 + 2% (33 ), (57)

wherekn(p) generally depends on the densityand the in-medium strange quark condensate has been exp@ande
leading order irp. Note that in the low-density limiy andkp are related agn(p — 0) = Ko.

Before proceeding with the discussion of the four-quarkdemrsate terms and their role in the second moment
sum rule, let us comment on other terms of dimension 6 thaapaear in the OPE of thg meson channel. First we
point out that as long ag or Ky take values of order 1 and larger, the four-quark condesatedominates over the
other two terms of higher order img given in Eq.[(IB). These terms can thus be safely neglectatiégpurposes of
this discussion. Further terms that appear at dimensiorvédoum include the mixed condensate({sgo,vGH"s),
and gluonic condensate involving three gluon fieldg8G®). For the vector correlator, the Wilson coefficients of both
these condensates are known to vanish at leading ordey [@] and are therefore suppressed. At finite density
more condensates can emerge because of broken Lorentz siymtiteese involve expectation values of twist-2 or
twist-4 operators which can be constructed from both quatckguon fields. The OPE for the quark-operators was
recently worked out irlES], the full result for the gluoniector is however still missing (5@64] for a discussion of
such operators in the context of quarkonium sum rules). iBwlork, we will ignore all those non-scalar operators
of dimension 6 in order to get a rough idea on the valueyft normal nuclear matter density. To reach a more
guantitative conclusion, a full analysis taking into aceball potentially large operators will however be required
We leave this issue to be studied in future work.

Returning to Eqs[{86) and(67), we now combine our speairaltfon and the threshold parameters obtained from
the zeroth and first moments with the FESR of Eq] (20) to ekpassible constraints fatg andky. For simplicity
we use here only the sum rules derived from the step-funetisatz of Eq[{17). Specifically, we rewrite Hg.l(20) to
obtain an explicit expression few,

81 S0 Co
Koz—mlfo ds§R¢(s)—§§], (58)
and forky,
N 22amaq((s97 + 2% (55 p) [/0 AsSR(sp) ~ 3 1 .

The resulting values afy are shown in Fid.10. The uncertaintieskgfseen in this figure are related to cancella-
tions that occur between the spectral function integraltaecperturbative QCD term proportional@ Combined
with the errors attached to the strange quark condensat®mangl the kg values are constrained within a relatively
broad window as indicated in FIg.110. One observes a stropgriience on the scale parame(é. A typical value,
/S = 1.55 GeV, gives

Ko~ 7+2. (60)

Despite considerable uncertainties, one concludes at demditatively from this result that factorization based o
vacuum dominancép = 1) is not expected to be a good approximation.

To study the behavior of the four-quark condensates at fifgtesity the analysis is repeated using Hgd[(57,59)
and the modified spectral functions of Hif). 5. The respectsrilts are given in Fif.11. For the S-wave case, the
situation does not deviate much from the vacuum, the rangefat normal nuclear matter density being again

Kn~T7+2 (S-wave (61)
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Figure 10: The factorization parametey of the four-quark condensate defined in [Eq] (56), extracten the second moment sum rdle}(20), as a
function of the scale, /S delineating low-energy and PQCD regions. The vertical dddimes show the bounds Qfs; = 1.554-0.01, as obtained
from the zeroth and first moment sum rules. The horizontaitstfeshed line indicatesy = 1, corresponding to the exact factorization hypothesis.
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Figure 11: Same as F[g.110, but fex; at normal nuclear matter densibg. In the left (right) plot, S-wave (S- and P-wavéN interactions are
included.
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for /So = 1.55 GeV. As expected from the findings of the previous sectomave interactions have a somewhat
stronger effect, leading to an overall moderate decreaseeddllowed values ofn (o) at \/So = 1.52 GeV:

Kn ~6+2 (S-and P-wave (62)

Even though these constraints are not very restrictivg; tiewertheless indicate clearly that the factorization hy-
pothesis is expected to be strongly violated in nuclearenasimilar to what has been seen in the vacuum case.
Furthermore, it is interesting to observe that the densggethdence ofn (p) appears to be rather weak.

This is an issue that deserves a more detailed investigdtiorinstance by explicitly taking into account the
intermediate single and multiple kaon states between tloequark operators. We plan to tackle this problem in
future work.

6. Summary and Conclusions

In this work we have studied the modifications of heneson spectral function in nuclear matter based on an
effective field theory approach employing up-to-diit¢ andKN interactions. The resulting spectra were then used
to compute their zeroth and first moments, that are relat€ab parameters and condensates of mass dimension 2
and 4 via the finite energy sum rules (FESR).

As a basis for our analysis at finite density, we have firsttaoted a spectral function for tlggmeson in vacuum,
based on a vector dominance model improved through thesiociwf kaon loops that couple to the bgreneson. As
seen in Fig L, this allows for an excellent description cferg experimentadte™ — K™K~ cross section datﬁllG]
in the region of thep resonance. To apply this spectrum to the analysis of momemshowever needs to model the
onset of the continuum, which should approach the pertiveo&CD limit at high energy. For this purpose, we have
tested two different ansatze: the step function of Ed. éhid) the schematic ramp function of E§sJ(21,22), motivated
by the behavior of the channels involving one and two pionaddition toKK and shown in Fidl2. Combining
these functional forms with the meson spectrum at low energy, our FESR analysis shows afradstct consistency
within errors for the characteristic scales that delinga@dow and high energy ranges of the zeroth and first moment
sum rules.

Using this well constrained vacuum spectral function asagtiagy point, we next examined the effects of finite
density. Assuming that the nucleons of the surrounding omdiffect thep meson primarily through interactions
with kaons, density effects were taken into account by nyadifthe kaon propagators that enter into the kaon loops
of the @ meson self-energy. To leading order in density, the modifina are determined by the fré&éN andKN
scattering amplitudes. To this end, we first employed S-wéMeand KN amplitudes derived from chir&U(3)
effective field theory, which are repulsive for tKéN and attractive and strongly energy dependent forlkihecase.
The latter property is related to the formation of th€l405 resonance in that channel. While 8N it suffices to
approximate the amplitude by a purely real constant, a matmeate treatment is needed ¥, for which we made
use of a realistic coupled-channel approach based on d &ti(8) effective Lagrangian. At normal nuclear matter
densitypo, all this leads to a rather strong broadening of ¢gh@eson peakl{, ~ 24 MeV) and only a small overall
shift of its peak position. Including furthermore P-wak®l andKN interactions involving<-hyperon intermediate
states into the analysis, causes the broadening to inciediser (", ~ 45MeV) and induces to a downward shift of
the resonance maximum.

Computing the first and zeroth moments of the finite densigcspm, the level of agreement among the FESR’s
can again be tested. While the sum rule for the zeroth montege.{I8) and[{24)] remains unaffected by finite
density effects, the one for the first moment [Hgd.(19) A& (2ceives corrections due to the modifications of scalar
condensates and the emergence of new non-scalar condenBageconsistency of the two sum rules however turns
out to be just as good as for the vacuum, unless the slope pteaai the “ramp” function interpolating between low-
and high-energy regimes becomes unphysically small.

A special feature of the in-mediugp meson spectral function is the strong sensitivity of itst firoment with
respect toogsy, the strangeness sigma term of the nucleon, i.e. the degredith the scalar density of strange
quarks contributes to the nucleon ground state. At leadidgran density, a linear relationship emerges between
this sigma term and the in-medium shift of the first spectrahrant (with the perturbative QCD limit subtracted). A
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measurement of this in-medium spectral moment ofglveould therefore add an empirical constraint to the ongoing
discussion aboutsy, recently promoted by several lattice QCD computations.

Given the spectral function for both the vacuum and nuclesttem it is possible to compute still higher moments
and to study the respective sum rules. Here we have focuséteasecond moment. Through Efs](20) (26) it
is related to condensates of mass dimension 6, with the dorh@ontribution coming from four-quark condensates
involving one or two strange quark-antiquark pairs. Thisisule can therefore be used to derive constraints on the
values of these four-quark condensates. It is found thafréuriently employed factorization hypothesis, assuming
ground state dominance, is likely to be strongly violatethbio vacuum and nuclear matter.

Comparing our findings with those of earlier works, it is seet our spectral functions have qualitatively similar
features as those of previous studBﬂzﬂ 8, 9], namelyivelatstrong broadening and only a small negative mass
shift of theg meson peak. On the other hand, the sum rule input has chaiggéfitantly compared t(ﬂﬂ 6] because
of the possibility of much smallersy values, which lead to reduced mass shift predictions.

As a last point, let us discuss implications of the presemtysfor future measurements of the in-medigmeson
spectral function, in particular with reference to the Experiment planned at J-PARC [13,/14]. In the present
work the ¢ meson was considered to be at rest with respect to the salirumedium. A direct comparison with
experimental spectra corresponding te & motion should therefore be made with caution. Earliedigs have
already examined this issue [65] to some extent, but mord vgoneeded to fully understand the finite momentum
effects. There are nevertheless a number of general caoctuthat can be drawn from the present work. The in-
medium spectra shown in F[d. 5 exhibit a characteristiaadlg-symmetric behavior around tiperesonance, with an
enhancement of strength in the low-energy sub-resonagemreaused by strong broadening and the opening of new
decay channels. The possibility of such behavior shouldkertinto consideration in future analyses of experimental
data. Furthermore, we stress again the usefulness of tHewvest spectral moments as they provide direct relations to
the most relevant low-dimensional QCD condensates anddhanges at finite density. High precision measurements
of these and higher moments in nuclei would provide strongstraints for the behavior of various combinations of
gluon and quark condensates in nuclear matter.
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