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A bstract

Thiswork isa follow up ofrecentinvestigations,wherewestudy theim -

plicationsofa generalized heatkernelexpansion,constructed to incorporate

non-perturbatively thee�ectsofa non-com m utativequark m assm atrix in a

fullycovariantway ateach orderoftheexpansion.AsunderlyingLagrangian

we use the Nam bu { Jona-Lasinio m odelofQCD,with SUf(3) and UA(1)

breaking,thelattergeneratedbythe’tHooftavourdeterm inantinteraction.

The associated bosonized Lagrangian isderived in leading stationary phase

approxim ation (SPA)and up to second orderin thegeneralized heatkernel

expansion.Itssym m etry breaking pattern isshown tohaveacom plex struc-

ture,involving allpowers ofthe m esonic �elds allowed by sym m etry. The

considered Lagrangian yieldsa reliable playground forthe study ofthe im -

plicationsofsym m etry and vacuum structureon them esonicspectra,which

weevaluateforthescalarand pseudoscalarm eson nonetsand com parewith

otherapproachesand experim ent.
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1. Introduction

The heat kernelexpansion [1]is known as a usefuland e�ective toolto

study thepropertiesoflow-energy QCD [2,3,4].Depending on thephysical

problem ,itcan beused eitherin theform ofa derivativeexpansion [5],oras

an inversem assexpansion [6].Based on thepowerfulm ethod ofSchwinger{

DeW itt[7],itallowsforcalculationsofe�ectivem eson Lagrangiansdirectly

in coordinate space by integrating out the quadratic uctuations ofquark

�eldsin presenceofabackground ofclassicalm esonic�elds.Theresultiscast

asan asym ptotic expansion ofthe e�ective action in powersofpropertim e

with Seeley{DeW ittcoe�cientsa n,which accum ulatethewholedependence

onthebackground �elds.Therem arkablepropertyofthem ethod isthateach

orderoftheexpansion isfully gaugeand chiralcovariant.

In thecaseofm assivequantum �eldswith adegeneratem assm atrixM =

diag(m ;m ;:::),it is not di�cult to derive from the proper tim e expansion

an expansion in inverse powers ofm 2,since the m ass dependence is easily

factorized and a subsequent integration over the proper tim e leads to the

desired result.Theresulting asym ptoticcoe�cientsrem ain unchanged.

Ifthe m assm atrix is however non degenerate M = diag(m 1;m 2;:::)its

totalfactorization isim possiblebecauseofthenon-com m utativity ofthem a-

trix M with therestoftheellipticoperator.Ithasbeen shown recently [8,9]

thatm assescan beredistributed am ong them ass-dependentfactorsby per-

form ing resum m ationsin theseries.Thisleadsto new covariantasym ptotic

coe�cients. The algorithm forthe resum m ationswasderived and the gen-

eralized heatkernelcoe�cientsb n forthe SUf(2)[8]and SUf(3)[9]avour

cases were obtained. In [10]the relation ofthe new coe�cients with the

standard oneshasbeen clari�ed.

Given the successin the m athem aticalform ulation ofthe problem ,itis

now a naturalstep to apply the new asym ptotic expansion in the construc-

tion ofe�ective chiralLagrangians. This expansion provides a reasonable

approxim ation to the physics ofm assive and heavy quantum �elds with a

non-degenerate m ass m atrix. This is the case,for instance,oflow energy

QCD.Herea lightcurrentquark m assm atrix which isnon-degenerateisre-

placed by anon-degeneratem assm atrixofheavy constituentquarksthrough

thenon-perturbativem echanism ofspontaneousbreakdown ofchiralsym m e-

try.Thisarea ofphysicsopensa window where ourgeneralized heatkernel

expansion can beapplied.

Severaldi�erentapproachesbased on thestandard heatkernelserieshave
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already been used to study the above m entioned task [2,3,4]. The m ain

di�erencebetween them ishidden in thede�nition ofthevacuum state.The

generalized heatkernelexpansion also leadsto itsown prescription forthe

vacuum . Itisclearthatthe closerone isto the physicalvacuum ,the m ore

realistic the description ofthe spectrum ofthe m esonic exitations willbe.

From this point ofview we hope that our m ethod is a usefultoolfor the

accuratedescription ofthehadronicvacuum stateatlow energies.

In thepresentwork weshallchooseawell-known quark m odel[11]to de-

scribetheform ation ofthehadronicvacuum and itsm esonicexitations.Itis

an e�ectivem icroscopiclow energy Lagrangian com bining theU L(3)� UR (3)

chiralfour-quarkNam bu {Jona-Lasinio(NJL)interactionstogetherwith the

’tHooftdeterm inantalsix-quark avour-m ixing interaction,responsible for

UA(1)breaking [12].By including a m assterm forthelightu;d and strange

s quarks one can explicitly break the rem aining SUL(3)� SUR(3) chiral

sym m etry to the SUf(3) avour group or its subgroups. This Lagrangian

hasbeen previously used in [13,14]to calculate the low lying m eson m ass

spectrum atleading order2. In the recent works[16]we have analyzed the

quasi-classicalcorrectionsstem m ing from the ’tHooftinteraction,and pre-

sented a fully analyticalsolution forthebosonized Lagrangian and e�ective

potential. W e willuse here these results. They represent a necessary step

fortheextension to a largergroup oftheearlierapplicationsofthem ethod

in theSU(2)� SU(2)NJL m odel[17,18].

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Section 2 we introduce the m odel

and present the m ain results of[16]needed forthe present work. To sum -

m arize,these results are the following. Using path integralm ethods,the

bosonization oftheferm ionicLagrangian which involvesthesix quark inter-

action requirestheintroduction oftwosetsofbosonicauxiliary �elds,each of

thescalarand pseudoscalartype,say (s;p)and (�;�).Then theintegration

overtheferm ionic�eldscan becastin quadraticform ,which can bedoneex-

actly.Therem ainingintegrationsareoveroneofthesetsofauxiliarybosonic

variables,(s;p)which aredonein thestationary phase approxim ation.The

solutions to the stationary path integralequations can be expressed as an

in�nite seriesin powersofthe bosonic scalarand pseudoscalar�elds(�;�),

with coe�cientsthatareknown atallorders.In particularalso thesym m e-

try breaking piece ofthe bosonized Lagrangian containsan in�nite num ber

ofterm sinvolving powersof(�;�),and area consequence oftheavourde-

2An early approach butwithout’tHooftterm can be found in [15]
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term inantalinteraction.Thepieceofthebosonized Lagrangian which com es

from theintegration overtheferm ionicdegreesoffreedom willbedealtwith

ourgeneralized heatkerneltechniquein Section 3.In Section 4weshow how

to dealwith thegap equationscom bined with therequirem entofcovariance

ofthe generalized Seeley { DeW ittcoe�cients and the sym m etry breaking

pattern oftheoriginalLagrangian which m ustbenotaltered.W ederivethe

expressions forthe m assesofthe pseudoscalarand scalarsin Section 5. In

Section 6 we present num ericalresults and conclude with a sum m ary and

outlook.

2. T he m odel

Tom odellow energy QCD,weusetheglobalUL(3)� UR (3)chiralsym m etric

four-quark interaction oftheNJL-typem odel

LN JL =
G

2

h

(�q�aq)
2 + (�qi5�aq)

2
i

; (1)

where �a; a = 0;1;:::;8 are the standard Gell-M ann m atrices acting in

avour space and norm alized by the condition tr(�a�b) = 2�ab,com bined

with the’tHooftsix-quark avordeterm inantalinteraction [12]

Ldet = �(det�qPLq+ det�qPR q); (2)

where the m atricesPL;R = (1� 5)=2 are projectorson the left-and right-

handed quarks. The Lagrangian Ldet lifts the unwanted UA(1) sym m etry

of LN JL for m assless quarks, as required by the UA(1) Adler-Bell-Jackiw

anom alyoftheSUf(3)singletaxialcurrent�q�5qinQCD.Thetotalferm ionic

Lagrangian reads

L = �q(i�@� � m̂ )q+ Lint; (3)

with theinteraction Lagrangian

Lint = LN JL + Ldet: (4)

The quark �elds have color (N c = 3) and avor (N f = 3) indices which

range over the set i = 1;2;3. The current quark m ass, m̂ ,is a diagonal

m atrix with elem ents diag(m̂ u;m̂ d;m̂ s),which explicitly breaks the global

chiralSUL(3)� SUR(3)sym m etry oftheLagrangian.

Thisapproach containsseveralcom m only used sim pli�cationswhich can

beexcluded in a m oreelaborateconsideration.Letuscom m ent�rston the
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four-pointinteraction (1). The m ostgeneralform ofthis vertex,based on

phenom enologicalargum ents,needsonly to becom patiblewith thesym m e-

try group oflow energy QCD and can be chosen to be invariantunderthe

SU(3)c� SUL(3)� SUR (3)� UV (1)� UA (1)group.Thesix-pointinteraction

(2)correspondsto the N c ! 1 lim iting case and ism odi�ed by the tensor

term atnextto the leading 1=N c orderasitfollowsfrom the instanton dy-

nam ics[19].W e also assum e thatallinteractionsbetween quarksare taken

in the long wavelength lim it (low m om enta) where they are e�ectively lo-

cal.Theexplicitchiralsym m etry breaking term ,�qm̂ q,isstandard forQCD.

There aresom e doubtsin theliteratureregarding thisstructure in the con-

textofthe NJL Lagrangian [20]. Furtherdiscussion ofthispointbased on

an instanton approach to theQCD vacuum can befound in [21].

In orderto accessthe naturaldegreesoffreedom oflow-energy QCD in

the m esonic sector,we proceed to bosonize the ferm ionic Lagrangian,by

introducing in thevacuum persistence am plitude

Z =

Z

D qD �qexp

�

i

Z

d4xL

�

(5)

thefunctionalunity [14]

1 =

Z Y

a

D saD pa�(sa � �q�aq)�(pa � �qi5�aq)

=

Z Y

a

D saD paD �aD �a

� exp

�

i

Z

d4x[�a(sa � �q�aq)+ �a(pa � �qi5�aq)]

�

; (6)

thusobtaining

Z =

Z Y

a

D �aD �aD qD �qexp

�

i

Z

d4xLq(�q;q;�;�)

�

�

Z
Y

a

D saD pa exp

�

i

Z

d4xLr(�;�;s;p)

�

; (7)

where

Lq = �q(i�@� � � � i5�)q; (8)

Lr =
G

2

h

(sa)
2 + (pa)

2
i

+ sa(�a � m̂ a)+ pa�a

+
�

32
A abcsa (sbsc� 3pbpc): (9)
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and where the totally sym m etric constants A abc are related to the avour

determ inant,and equalto

A abc =
1

3!
�ijk�m nl(�a)im (�b)jn(�c)kl

=
2

3
dabc+

s

2

3

�

3�a0�b0�c0 � �a0�bc � �b0�ac � �c0�ab

�

: (10)

W e use the standard de�nitions forantisym m etric fabc and sym m etric dabc
structure constants ofU(3) avour sym m etry. One can �nd,for instance,

thefollowing usefulrelations

feacA bfc + febcA fac+ fefcA abc = 0;

deacA bfc+ debcA fac+ defcA abc =
p
6�e0A abf: (11)

Here and throughoutthe paperwe use � = �a�a,and so on forallaux-

iliary �elds,�; s; p,and use the following representation ofthe scalarand

pseudoscalar�elds

�a�a
p
2
=

0

B
B
B
B
@

�up
2

a
+
0 K

�+
0

a
�
0

�dp
2

K �0
0

K
��
0

�K �0
0

�sp
2

1

C
C
C
C
A
;

�a�a
p
2
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�up
2

�+ K +

��
�dp
2

K 0

K � �K 0 �sp
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(12)

with the following identi�cations�u = �ns+ �0,�d = �ns� �0,�s =
p
2�s,

�u = �ns + a00,�d = �ns � a00,and �s =
p
2�s for the correctly norm alized

statesin the avourbasis(see Eq.(92)in Appendix B).Here thesubscripts

nsand sdenotenon-strangeand strangerespectively.

Forthe setofauxiliary m esonic �eldss;p the sym m etry transform ation

propertiesarethesam eastheonesfor�;� and follow from thechiraltrans-

form ationsofquark �elds

�q= i(� + 5�)q; ��q= �i�q(� � 5�); (13)

wheretheparam etersofthein�nitesim alglobaltransform ations� and � are

herm itian avourm atrices.Onehas,forexam ple,

�s= i[�;s]+ f�;pg; �p= i[�;p]� f�;sg: (14)
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Thesym m etry breaking pieceoftheLagrangian iscontained in Lr,since

�Lq = 0; �Lr = �LSB 6= 0; (15)

where

LSB = �
1

2
tr(m̂ s)+

�

64

�

det(s+ ip)+ det(s� ip)
�

: (16)

W e see that LSB is not invariant under a globalchiraltransform ation due

to explicitsym m etry breaking,governed by the�rstterm ,and dueto the’t

Hooftinteraction,given by thesecond term

�LSB =
1

2
tr
�

i�[̂m ;s]� �fm̂ ;pg
�

+i�0
�
p
6

32

�

det(s� ip)� det(s+ ip)
�

: (17)

In the following we shallconsider the case with diagonalm atrix m̂ where

m̂ u = m̂ d 6= m̂ s, i.e. the chiralsym m etry is explicitly broken down to

the vectorialisotopic SUI(2)� U(1)Y sym m etry. The non-vanishing term

proportionalto � signalsUA(1)breaking leading to theOZI-violating e�ects

related to the Adler { Bell{ Jackiw anom aly ofthe SU(3) singlet axial

current.

TheFerm i�eldsin Eq.(8)entertheaction bilinearly and theintegration

overthem isexact. The resultisgiven in the nextsection. Itisnecessary

to shiftthescalar�eldsin (7),�a(x)! �a(x)+ m a.Itiswellknown thatin

naturetheglobalchiralsym m etry SUL(3)� SUR (3)isspontaneously broken

down to the Eightfold W ay sym m etry and the shifttakesthisinto account.

In thenew vacuum statethevacuum expectation valuesoftheshifted �elds

vanish h0j�a(x)j0i= 0.Thenew vacuum isdeterm ined by thetadpolem ech-

anism dem anding thatalltadpole graphsm ustsum to zero. The constants

m a denotingtheconstituentquark m asseswillbe�xed by thegap equations.

In [14]the lowestorderstationary phase approxim ation (SPA)hasbeen

used to estim ate the leading contribution from the ’tHooftdeterm inantin

Eq.(9)in thefunctionalintegralsoversa and pa

Z [� + m ;�]� N

Z
+ 1

�1

Y

a

D saD pa exp

�

i

Z

d4xLr(� + m ;�;s;p)

�

; (18)

whereN ischosen such thatZ [m ;0]= 1.In theSPA thefunctionalintegral

isdom inated by thestationary trajectoriesrast = (sast;p
a
st),leading to

Z Y

a

D saD pa exp

�

i

Z

d4xLr(� + m ;�;s;p)

�

7



’ exp

�

i

Z

d4xLr(rst)

�

; (19)

where ~ corrections are neglected. The stationary point,rast(�;�;m ),is a

solution oftheequationsL0
r(s;p)= 0:

8
>><

>>:

Gsa + (� + �)a +
3�

32
A abc(sbsc� pbpc)= 0:

Gpa + �a �
3�

16
A abcsbpc = 0;

(20)

where� a = m a� m̂ a.Thissystem iswell-known from [14].Usingexpressions

(9)and (20)weobtain

Lr(rst)=
G

6

h

(sast)
2 + (past)

2
i

+
2

3

�

(� + �)as
a
st+ �ap

a
st

�

: (21)

One solvesEqs.(20)exactly,looking forsolutionssast and past in the form of

increasing powersin �elds�a;�a

s
a
st = ha + h

(1)

ab�b+ h
(1)

abc�b�c+ h
(2)

abc�b�c+ h
(1)

abcd�b�c�d

+h
(2)

abcd�b�c�d + :::

p
a
st = h

(2)

ab�b+ h
(3)

abc�b�c + h
(3)

abcd�b�c�d + h
(4)

abcd�b�c�d + ::: (22)

with coe�cients depending on m a and coupling constants. Putting these

expansions in Eqs.(20) one obtains a series ofselfconsistent equations to

determ inecoe�cientsh a,h
(1)

ab ,h
(2)

ab and so on.The�rstthreeofthem are

Gha + � a +
3�

32
A abchbhc = 0;

�

G�ac +
3�

16
A acbhb

�

h
(1)
ce = ��ae ; (23)

�

G�ac �
3�

16
A acbhb

�

h
(2)
ce = ��ae :

Alltheotherequationscan bewritten in term softhealready known coe�-

cients,forinstance,wehave[16]

h
(1)

abc =
3�

32
h
(1)

a�ah
(1)

b�b
h
(1)

c�c A �a�b�c ; h
(2)

abc = �
3�

32
h
(1)

a�a h
(2)

b�b
h
(2)

c�c A �a�b�c ;

h
(3)

abc = �
3�

16
h
(2)

a�ah
(2)

b�b
h
(1)

c�c A �a�b�c ; h
(1)

abcd =
3�

16
h
(1)

a�ah
(1)

b�b
h
(1)

�ccdA �a�b�c ;

h
(2)

abcd =
3�

16
h
(1)

a�a

�

h
(1)

b�b
h
(2)

�ccd � h
(2)

c�b
h
(3)

�cdb

�

A �a�b�c ; ::: (24)
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Onecan seefrom theseequationsthattheterm squadraticand higherorder

in m esonic �elds in Eqs.(22)are generated by the ’tHooftinteraction and

willdisappear if� = 0. Let us also give the relations following from (23)

which havebeen used to obtain (24)

hb = (Gha + 2� a)h
(1)

ab = �(3Gha + 2� a)h
(2)

ab : (25)

Asa result the e�ective Lagrangian (21)can be expanded in powers of

m eson �elds. Such an expansion,up to and including the term swhich are

cubicin �a;�a,lookslike

Lr(rst)= ha�a +
1

2
h
(1)

ab�a�b+
1

2
h
(2)

ab�a�b

+
1

3
�a

h

h
(1)

abc�b�c+
�

h
(2)

abc+ h
(3)

bca

�

�b�c

i

+ O (�eld
4
): (26)

The coe�cientsh a are determ ined by couplingsG;� and the m ean �eld

� a. This �eld hasin generalonly three non-zero com ponents with indices

a = 0;3;8,according to the sym m etry breaking pattern. The sam e istrue

forha because ofthe �rstequation in (23).Itm eansthatthere isa system

ofonly threeequationsto determ ine h = ha�a = diag(hu;hd;hs),

� i+ Ghi+
�

32

X

j;k

tijkhjhk = 0: (27)

Herethetotally sym m etric coe�cientstijk arezero exceptforthecasewith

di�erentvaluesofindicesi6= j 6= k when tuds = 1. The latin indicesi;j;k

m ark the avour states i= u;d;s which are linear com binations ofstates

with indices0;3and 8.In Appendix A wecollectthem atriceswhich project

one setto the otherand write outexactsolutionsforEq.(23). Letusnote

that Eqs.(27) m ust be solved selfconsistently with the gap equations (see

Eq.(43)below)to yield theconstituentquark m assesin leading SPA order.

3. H eat kernelexpansion

Equation (26)containsthepieceofthebosonized e�ectiveLagrangian,which

hasno kineticterm sand isobtained in theweak �eld lim it.Now weturn to

theevaluation oftheferm ionicfunctionalintegralin Eq.(7),which afterthe

shift�a(x)! �a(x)+ m a,reads

Z[Y ]=

Z

D qD �qexp
�

i

Z

d4x�q[i�@� � (m + � + i5�)]q
�

; (28)

9



where Y collectsthe background �eld dependence asindicated below. This

ferm ion determ inant accounts for the rem aining part ofthe e�ective La-

grangian and leads,in general,to nonlocalm esonic vertices with unphysi-

calcuts(the quark decon�nem ent problem ). W e have resorted here to the

Schwinger{ DeW ittrepresentation fortherealpartofthecorresponding ef-

fectiveaction,W [Y ],toobtain in theend theasym ptoticsforW [Y ]in term s

oflocalpolynom ialsofbackground �eldsand theirderivativesgiven by the

heatkernelcoe�cientsatcoinciding argum ents,

Z[Y ]= exp(W [Y ]);

W [Y ]= lnjdetD j= �
1

2

Z 1

0

dt

t
�(t�2)Trexp(�tD

y

ED E
); (29)

whereTrdesignatesfunctionaltrace,theoperatorD E standsfortheeuclidean

Diracoperatorin presenceofthebackground �elds�;� and

D
y

ED E
= m

2
� @

2 + Y; (30)

with thede�nition

Y = i�(@�� + i5@��)+ �
2 + fm ;�g+ �

2 + i5[� + m ;�]: (31)

Fortheregulator�(t�2),needed to keep theintegralconvergentatt= 0,

weusetwo Pauli-Villarssubtractions3

�(t�2)= 1� (1+ t�2)exp(�t�2); (32)

where the cut-o� � is a free dim ensionfullparam eter. The regularization

function �(t�2),being written in term sofa dim ensionlessvariable� = t�2,

ful�lls the necessary conditions: �(�) � �2=2 at � ! 0 and �(�) ! 1 at

� ! 1 . It is im portant to know to what extent the speci�c form ofthis

function a�ects our results. It is obvious that the type ofused regulator

doesnota�ectthe chiralinvariance ofthe heatkernelexpansion,since the

generalized heat kernelcoe�cients b i [9],which carry the whole sym m etry

propertiesoftheheatkernelexpansion,do notdepend on it

W [Y ]= �

Z
d4xE

32�2

1X

i= 0

Ii�1 tr(bi): (33)

3A regularization function � m ustbeintroduced to de�nethecoincidencelim itforthe

Schwingerrepresentation.The regularization ofthe quark determ inantin generalshould

bedonein accordancewith certain requirem ents(see,forexam ple,thereview ofR.D.Ball

in [1]).Som eofthem arediscussed also in [22].
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Heretheexpressionsforthe�rstfourbiin thecaseofSU(2)I� U(1)Y avour

sym m etry m u = m d 6= m s are

b0 = 1;

b1 = �Y;

b2 =
Y 2

2
+
� us
p
3
�8Y;

b3 = �
Y 3

3!
+
� 2

us

6
p
3
�8Y �

� us

2
p
3
�8Y

2
�

1

12
(@Y )2; (34)

whereweused thede�nition � ij � m 2
i� m 2

j.In (33)thetraceisto betaken

overcolour,avourand Dirac4-spinorsindicesand theregulator-dependent

integralsIi aretheweighted sum s[9]

Ii=
1

3

�

2Ji(m
2
u)+ Ji(m

2
s)
�

(35)

with

Ji(m
2
j)=

Z 1

0

dt

t2�i
�(t�2)exp(�tm 2

j): (36)

Forthechosen form ofthecut-o� function weobtain,forinstance,

J0(m
2)= �2

� m
2ln

 

1+
�2

m 2

!

; (37)

J1(m
2)= ln

 

1+
�2

m 2

!

�
�2

�2 + m 2
: (38)

Both ofthem aredivergentin thelim iting case�! 1 .

Thus,the e�ective Lagrangian depends on the integrals Ii. The m ore

term s ofthe heat kernelseries are taken into account,the m ore the �nal

result depends on the form ofthe cut-o� function �(�) and,therefore,the

m orecarefuloneshould bechoosing a regulator.In thefollowing werestrict

ourstudy tothetwonontrivialterm s,b1 and b2,in theasym ptoticexpansion

ofW [Y ].In thiscaseonly two integrals,I0 and I1,areinvolved.Ifweintro-

duced in �(�)two independentparam eters,instead ofone,�,the outcom e

would notdepend atallon theform oftheregulator,becauseonecan always

�x theseparam etersby �xing independently couplingsI0 and I1 from exper-

im entaldata.Actually,we slightly sim pli�ed ourcalculationsworking with

only oneparam eter�,paying forthatthepriceofhaving som edependence

11



on theregularization procedure,which is�nally inherited by theconstituent

quark m asses.

Theheatkernelseries(33)de�nestheasym ptoticsofthee�ectiveaction

foraphysicalsystem withthem assm atrixm beinglargecom paredtotherest

ofthebackground �eldsand theirderivatives.Itcorrespondsexactly to the

considered caseoflow-energy QCD,wherethesm allm eson exitationsofthe

quark sea takeplacein the"superconducting" phasewith heavy constituent

quarks.Itisinterestingtostressthatin com parison with thestandard Seeley

{DeW ittcoe�cients,which transform covariantly with respecttotheaction

ofthe chiralgroup,ourcoe�cients b i possess m ore speci�c transform ation

properties. Indeed,in the broken vacuum state an arbitrary in�nitesim al

variation �tr(bi),induced by globaltransform ationsofthebackground �elds

�� = i[�;� + m ]+ f�;�g;

�� = i[�;�]� f�;� + m g; (39)

dependson thevariation �Y which isequalto

�Y = i[� + 5�;Y + m
2]: (40)

One can see thatalready the �rstcoe�cientb 1 transform snon-covariantly,

because m 2 doesnotcom m ute with � + 5� in (40). Nevertheless,one can

provethat�tr(bi)= 0 forallgeneralized coe�cientsb i [9].

In the present calculations we truncate the heat kernelseries at b2. In

this approxim ation the e�ective Lagrangian L is given by the sum ofonly

two localterm sL = L(b1)+ L(b2)+ :::;where

L(b1)= Ltad(b1)+ Lm ass(b1);

L(b2)= Ltad(b2)+ Lkin(b2)+ Lm ass(b2)+ Lint(b2): (41)

Herewedistinguish thetadpoleterm s,Ltad,from m assterm s,Lm ass,kinetic

term s,Lkin,and interaction term s,Lint.W ehave,forinstance,

Ltad(b1)=
N cI0

4�2
[m u(�u + �d)+ m s�s];

Ltad(b2)= �
N cI1

12�2
� us[m u(�u + �d)� 2m s�s]: (42)

Joined together with the tadpole contribution from Lagrangian (26),they

12



lead to thegap equations

8
>>>><

>>>>:

hu +
N c

6�2
m u (3I0 � � usI1)= 0:

hs +
N c

6�2
m s(3I0 + 2� usI1)= 0:

(43)

The m ass-partofthe heatkernele�ective Lagrangian containstwo con-

tributionsand isgiven by

L
(b1+ b2)
m ass =

N cI0

4�2

�

�
2
a + �

2
a

�

�
N cI1

12�2

n

� us[2
p
2(3�0�8 + �0�8)� �

2
8 + �

2
i]

+2(2m 2
u + m

2
s)�

2
0 + (m 2

u + 5m 2
s)�

2
8 + (7m 2

u � m
2
s)�

2
i

+(m u + m s)(m u + 2m s)�
2
f + (m s � m u)(2m s � m u)�

2
f

o

; (44)

where we assum e thatthe indicesiand f range overthe subsetsi= 1;2;3

and f = 4;5;6;7 oftheseta = 0;1;:::;8:Thuswehave

�
2
i = 2�+ �� + (�0)2; �

2
f = 2(K +

K
� + �K 0

K
0);

�
2
i = 2a+0 a

�
0 + (a00)

2
; �

2
f = 2(K �+

0 K
��
0 + �K �0

0 K
�0
0 ): (45)

The kinetic term ,Lkin(b2),aftercontinuation to M inkowskispace,hasa

non-standard factor

Lkin(b2)=
N cI1

16�2
tr
h

(@��)
2 + (@��)

2
i

: (46)

Itshould berescaled by therede�nition ofm esonic�elds

�a = g�
R
a ; �a = g�

R
a; g

2 =
4�2

N cI1
: (47)

wheretheindex R standsforthenew renorm alized �elds.

By virtue ofthePCAC hypothesisthe coupling g isrelated to theweak

decay constantsofthepion,f�,orthekaon,fK ,

f� =
m u

g
; fK =

m s + m u

2g
: (48)

To seethisletusrecallEq.(6),wherethequarksbilinears �q�aq and �qi5�aq

havebeen replaced by theauxiliary �eldssa and pa.TheSPA aproxim ation

13



used to estim atethepath integraloverthesevariablesin (19)restrictsthem

to thestationary trajectoriessast;p
a
st,given by Eq.(22).Thus,wehave

i�q5�aq= p
st
a ; �q�aq= s

st
a : (49)

Thequark operatorsare�nally represented by expansionsin increasing pow-

ers ofbosonic �elds �a and �a. This is a convenient form to establish a

connection to som ecurrentalgebra results,such asthePCAC hypothesisor

theGell-M ann { Oakes{ Renner(GOR)relation [23].

Forinstance,oneeasily �ndsfrom (49),

h�
�
j�d5uj0i=

igh�� j�R
�+
j0i

p
2G(1+ !s)

=
im 2

�p
2m̂ u

 
m u

g

!

h�
�
j�

R
�+ j0i; (50)

where result(56)hasbeen used to obtain the lastequality. In exactly the

sam eway onederiveswith thehelp ofEq.(57)

hK
�
j�s5uj0i=

ighK � j�R
K + j0i

p
2G(1+ !u)

=
i
p
2m 2

K

(m̂ u + m̂ s)

 
m u + m s

2g

!

hK
�
j�

R
K + j0i: (51)

Letusassum e that(48)holds,then these equationscoincide with the well

known PCAC relations.

Onecanusethesecondequation in(49)toestim atethequarkcondensates

in thevacuum .Asfarastheisotopicinvarianceisim plem ented herewehave

h0j�uuj0i= h0j�ddj0i=
hu

2
; h0j�ssj0i=

hs

2
: (52)

Com bining theseequationswith Eqs.(56),(57)and (48)one�ndstheGOR

relations(up to thelastterm sin theround brackets,which areproportional

to thecurrentquark m assesand givesom em odelcorrectionsto theleading

orderresult)

m
2
�f

2
� = �2m̂ uh0j�uuj0i

 

1+
m̂ u

� u

!

: (53)

m
2
K f

2
K = �

1

2
(m̂ u + m̂ s)h0j�uu + �ssj0i

 

1+
m̂ u + m̂ s

� u + � s

!

: (54)
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4. M ass spectrum

W eproceed now toextractthem assterm sforthelow-lyingpseudoscalarand

scalar nonets. W e discuss �rst the pseudoscalar spectrum . The quadratic

term sin the�eldsfrom Eq.(26)and Eq.(44)com bineto yield forinstance

Lm ass(�)= �
2
i

"
N c

12�2
(3I0 � � usI1)�

1

2G(1+ !s)

#

= �
m̂ u�

2
i

2Gm u(1+ !s)
: (55)

To getthis result we used the gap equation (43)and the stationary phase

conditions(27).Letusalsorem ind thatsom eofournotationsand resultsare

explained in Appendix A.Finally the pion m assisobtained by introducing

physical�elds(47)

m
2
� =

g2m̂ u

Gm u(1+ !s)
: (56)

In exactly thesam eway onecan obtain them assesoftheotherm em bers

ofthepseudoscalarnonet

m
2
K =

g2(m̂ u + m̂ s)

G(m u + m s)(1+ !u)
; (57)

m
2
� =

g2

2

�

A + B �

q

(A � B )2 + 4D 2

�

; (58)

m
2
�0=

g2

2

�

A + B +
q

(A � B )2 + 4D 2

�

: (59)

W ealso have

A + B =
hu

m u

+
hs

m s

+
2� !s

G��
;

A � B =
1

3

 
hu

m u

�
hs

m s

+
8!u + !s

G��

!

;

D =

p
2

3

 
hu

m u

�
hs

m s

+
!s � !u

G��

!

; (60)

where�� = (1� !s � 2!2
u).Theargum entofthesquarerootis

(A � B )2 + 4D 2 =

 
hu

m u

�
hs

m s

+
!s

G��

! 2

+ 8

 
!u

G��

! 2

: (61)
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Itisknown thatform u = m d 6= m s there ism ixing in the 0;8 channels.

Thispartofthe Lagrangian hasbeen diagonalized by introducing physical

�elds� and�0viaanorthogonaltransform ation,asitisdiscussed inAppendix

B,with the m ixing angle �p (in the singlet{ octetbasis) de�ned from the

diagonalization requirem ent.

In thelim itofvanishing ’tHooftinteraction,� = 0,them ixing angle�p
is equalto the idealone with tan(2�id) = 2

p
2 and one can conclude that

� � �ns;�
0� ��s.W e�nd in thiscase

m
2
� = m

2
�ns

=
g2m̂ u

Gm u

; m
2
K =

g2(m̂ u + m̂ s)

G(m u + m s)
; m

2
�s
=
g2m̂ s

Gm s

: (62)

Using thegap equationsoneobtainstherelations

m 2
K � m 2

�

2m u(m s � m u)
=
m s

m u

;
m 2

�s
� m 2

K

2m u(m s � m u)
= 1; (63)

which show them asssplittingswithin thenonet.

In theSU(3)lim itm u = m d = m s fornon-vanishing � thereisno�0� �8

m ixing,sinceD = 0.Oneobtainsim m ediately them asses

m
2
� = m

2
K = m

2
88 =

g2m̂ u

Gm u(1+ !)
; (64)

with thesinglet-octetm asssplitting

m
2
00 � m

2
88 =

3g2!

G(1+ !)(1� 2!)
; (65)

where

! =
�h

16G
=
1

2

0

@

s

1�
�� u

4G 2
� 1

1

A (66)

isa solution ofthestationary phaseequation (27)fortheSU(3)case.In the

chirallim it,m̂ = 0,the singletm assm 00 takesa non-vanishing value. The

would-be U(1)Goldstone boson receives a m assasa resultofthe ’tHooft

interaction.

W e turn now to the scalarsector. The m asses ofthe scalarm esonsare

asfollows.Forthem esonsusually refered to asa0 (I
G (JP C )= 1� (0+ + ))we

obtain

m
2
a0
= g

2

 
hu

m u

+
1

G(1� !s)

!

+ 4m 2
u = m

2
� + 4m 2

u +
2g2!s

G(1� !2
s)

: (67)
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and forthestrangeK �
0 (I(J

P )= 1

2
(0+ ))wehave

m
2
K �

0

= g
2

 
1

G(1� !u)
+

hu + hs

m u + m s

!

+ 4m sm u

= m
2
K + 4m sm u +

2g2!u

G(1� !2
u)

: (68)

In the0;8channelsonem ustdiagonalizethestates.Diagonalization pro-

ceedsasin thepseudoscalarcaseand theresulting scalarstatesaredenoted

by � and �0respectively indicating a setoff0 (I
G (JP C )= 0+ (0+ + ))m esons.

The m ixing angle �s isde�ned in the (0;8)basis. Asa resultwe obtain for

thecorresponding m asses

m
2
�=

g2

2

�

A + B �

q

(A � B)2 + 4D 2

�

;

m
2
�0=

g2

2

�

A + B +
q

(A � B)2 + 4D 2

�

; (69)

where

A + B =
hu

m u

+
hs

m s

+
N cI1

�2

�

m
2
s + m

2
u

�

+
2+ !s

G�+
;

A � B =
hu

m u

�
hs

m s

�
8!u + !s

3G�+
;

D =
p
2

 
hu

m u

�
hs

m s

�
!s � !u

3G�+

!

; (70)

and

(A � B)2 + 4D 2 =

"

3

 
hu

m u

�
hs

m s

!

�
!s

G�+

#2

+ 8

 
!u

G�+

! 2

: (71)

Supposing fora m om entthat� = 0,we �nd the m ixing angle �s to be

equal�id,the �-m eson isa pure non-strange state,�ns,and the �0 ispurely

strange,��s.Thescalarm assesbecom e

m
2
a0
= m

2
�ns

= m
2
� + 4m 2

u;

m
2
K �

0

= m
2
K + 4m um s;

m
2
�s
= m

2
�s
+ 4m 2

s; (72)
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giving thefollowing m asssplittingswithin thenonet

m
2
K �

0

� m
2
a0
= 2(m s � m u)(m s + 2m u);

m
2
�s
� m

2
K �

0

= 2(m s � m u)(2m s + m u): (73)

Thelatteristhreetim esbiggerthan in thepseudoscalarcase

m
2
�s
� m

2
�ns

= 3(m 2
�s
� m

2
�ns
)= 6(m 2

s � m
2
u): (74)

Letusconsidernow theSU(3)lim itm u = m d = m s for� 6= 0.Onehas

m
2
a0
= m

2
K �

0

= M
2
88 = m

2
� + 4m 2

u +
2g2!

G(1� !2)
: (75)

Thereisno m ixing here,sinceD = 0,and thesingletstateissplitted dueto

the’tHooftinteraction

M
2
00 � M

2
88 = �

3g2!

G(1� !)(1+ 2!)
: (76)

Com paring the SU(3) lim it of singlet-octet m ass splittings in the pseu-

doscalar,Eq.(65),and scalar,Eq.(76),channels,oneobservesthattheseex-

pressionshaveoppositesignsforthephysically reasonablesetsofparam eters

(0 < ! < 1=2),where �� and �+ are positive. The ’t Hooft interaction

pullsthesingletpseudoscalarstateup and thesingletscalarstatedown with

respectto thecorresponding octetones.

Tosum m arize,thepseudoscalarand scalarm assesareobtained by m eans

ofa speci�c asym ptotic expansion4 ofthe heat kernelin the fram ework of

a sim ple m odelforlow energy QCD.Itcan be im proved in di�erent ways.

W ehave already m entioned som e ofthem in Section 2.Here we also would

liketo pointoutthatin truncating theheatkernelseriesatsecond orderwe

areneglecting �nitesizem om entum dependentcontributionstotheone-loop

ferm ion determ inantthatbecom e m ore im portantforthe heavierparticles,

so thatthe pole position forextraction ofthe m assescan be m odi�ed in a

sizeable way. Howeveritiswellknown thatthe lack ofcon�nem ent in the

NJL m odelintroduces serious di�culties with the crossing ofnon-physical

thresholds associated with the production offree quark { antiquark pairs,

4A sum m ation overallconstantm eson �eldsin this seriesleadsto a derivative (long

wavelength)expansion.
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which one m ay encounter by form ally continuing the fullEuclidean action

to M inkowskispace. These are the m ain reasons why we decided in this

sim pli�ed version ofthe m odelto truncate the series,taking into account

only the divergentcontributions. On one hand,in doing so,we adm ittedly

deviate from the originalNJL Lagrangian,however in a way which relies

heavily on its sym m etries and asym ptotic dynam ics,which are fully taken

into account. On the other hand,this approach gives us,in principle, a

chance to correctsystem atically the coe�cients I i ofthe heatkernelseries

by introducing new param etersin theregularization function �(t;�1;�2;:::)

and �xing them in accordance with phenom enologicalrequirem ents. This

procedure,hopefully,can be developed sim ilary to QCD sum rules,like it

hasbeen donein [24]and discussed,in particular,in relation with NJL-type

m odelsin [25].

5. N um ericalresults and discussion

Theparam etersofthem odel,m̂ u,m̂ s,G,� and � areshown in Table1.

Table 1

The m ain param eters of the m odelgiven in the following units: [m ] = M eV,

[G ]= G eV �2 ,[�]= G eV �5 ,[�]= G eV.

m̂ u (m u) m̂ s (m s) G �� �

a 4.9 (302) 167 (519) 9.3 0* 0.95

b 2.8 (211) 85 (356) 2.8 157 1.4

c 2.7 (214) 92 (397) 3.1 88 1.4

d 1.2 (171) 41 (310) 1.1 11 2.3

e 0.7 (155) 24 (296) 0.6 1.6 3.2

f 3.2 (227) 105 (405) 3.7 173 1.3

g 4.9 (296) 161 (493) 7.6 664 0.95

h 2.2 (199) 75 (375) 2.3 45 1.6

i 3.6 (242) 122 (437) 4.6 205 1.2

j 3.6 (235) 109 (382) 3.7 422 1.2

k 4.7 (286) 155 (485) 7.2 477 0.98

l 1.5 (179) 50 (317) 1.5 23.4 2.0
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Table 2.

Thepseudoscalarnonetparam etersin unitsofM eV (exceptfortheangle�p,which

isgiven in degrees).

m � m K f� fK m � m �0 �p

a 138* 494* 92* 125* 138 612 35

b 138* 494* 92* 124 547* 1504 2

c 138* 494* 92* 131 526 958* -4

d 138* 494* 92* 129 547* 1078 2

e 138* 495* 92* 134 545* 958* 2

f 137* 496* 92* 128 532 1109 -2

g 137* 496* 92* 122* 507 1089 -7

h 138* 495* 92* 133 535 958* -3*

i 138* 495* 92* 129 516 958* -7*

j 138* 494* 92* 121* 547* 2187 2

k 138* 494* 92* 124* 497 958* -10

l 138* 494* 92* 127* 547* 1156 2

In Table 2 is the pseudoscalar spectrum ,together with the weak decay

constantsf�,fK and m ixing angle�p;them assesand m ixing angle�s ofthe

scalars are given in Table 3. Inputs are indicated by (*). The latin letter

labelson thelefthand sideidentify thesetsin thetables.

The following em piricalvalues are taken from [26]: m �
� = 139:57018�

0:00035[M eV],m �
K = 493:677� 0:016[M eV],m � = 547� 0:12 [M eV],m �0 =

957:78� 0:14[M eV]forthem assesin thelow lying pseudoscalarsector.The

weak decay constants F exp
� = 130:7 � 0:1 � 0:36 [M eV],F

exp

K = 159:8 �

1:4 � 0:44 [M eV]relate to ours through a
p
2 norm alization factor, thus

fexp� ’ 92:4 M eV and f
exp

K ’ 113 M eV.

The scalarm assesup to ’ 2 GeV arepresently known to be:a0(980)=

984:7� 1:2[M eV],a0(1450)= 1474� 19[M eV],f0(600)= 400� 1200[M eV],

f0(980)= 980� 10[M eV],f0(1370)= 1200� 1500[M eV],f0(1500)= 1500�

5 [M eV],f0(1710) = 1713� 6 [M eV],K �
0(1430) = 1412� 6 [M eV],where

the nam e ofthe particle isidenti�ed with itsm ass,in ordernotto clutter

the notation. In [27]there is reported the possibility ofexistence ofa low

lying strange scalar m eson K �
0. A broad resonance with m ass K �

0(800) =

797� 19� 43 [M eV]isobserved in [28].
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Table 3.

Thedi�erent�tsforthem assesofthescalarNJL nonetin unitsofM eV (exceptof

theangle �s which isgiven in degrees),ascom pared with a putative nonetfam ily

a0(980);K
�
0(800);f0(600)and f0(980). The sym bolsofresonancesstand fortheir

m asses.

a0 fa0(980)g K �
0 fK

�
0(800)g � ff0(600)g �0ff0(980)g �s

a 620 933 620 1205 35

b 1215 1164 346 1199 14

c 888 976 423 1097 22

d 985* 968 249 1017 16

e 900 895 224 954 18

f 985* 1050 441 1153 20

g 985* 1150 601 1295 22

h 891 954 384 1063 22

i 889 1021 489 1252 23

j 1447 1346 399 1364 12

k 907 1087 339 1248 24

l 1036 1009 263 1053 15

W e startthe discussion ofthe scalar and pseudoscalar sectors with the

following specialcase shown in set(a). Thispattern correspondsto SU(3)

breaking(m̂ u 6= m̂ s)withoutUA (1)breaking(� = 0)and hasbeen considered

in detailin Section 4 (see Eq.(62)forthepseudoscalarsand Eq.(72)forthe

scalars).

Theoveralldescription ofm assspectraisreasonable,given thesim plicity

ofthem odel.Particulartrendsareasfollows.Fixingm �;m K ;f�;andm � (set

b)orm �0 (setc)to theirem piricalvalues,resultsin reducing theparam eter

� ofthe ’tHooftinteraction by approxim ately a factor2 in going from (b)

to (c)(dropping slightly with increasing valueofthecuto�).Them assesfor

the scalars and m �0 are highly sensitive to the choice ofthe � m ass: only

a 4% reduction ofm � value in (b) is needed to get the em piricalm �0 (c),

corresponding howeverto a 35% drop ofthe latterwith respectto itsvalue

in (b).Fixing� toitsem piricalm assin (b)notonly yieldsam uch tooheavy

�0,butalso too heavy scalarsa0;K
�
0 and �

0(Table3).

Although the orderofm agnitude forthe scalarm assesin set(c)isrea-

sonable,e.g.them assofa0 isobtained within 10% ofitsexperim entalvalue
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and the K �
0 m ass within 20% ,the generaltrend for a large set ofparam -

eters is m a0 < m K �

0
< m �0,as opposed to the present em piricalevidence

m K �

0
< m a0 ’ m f0(980). The latterordering can be obtained forsu�ciently

low valuesof�,seeset(d),with m a0 ’ m �0 within 2% oftheem piricalvalue,

butatthe expense ofa very light� and too low valuesofcurrentand con-

stituent quark m asses. The m ass ofK �
0,being alm ost degenerate with a0,

rem ainstoo largeby 20% .

In set(e)we �x the 5 param etersofthe m odelcom pletely in the pseu-

doscalarsector,through m �;m K ;f�;m �;m �0. This constrains the � and G

param eters to com paratively very low values and yields also sm allquark

m asses;the a0 and K �
0 m asses are alm ost degenerate,the K �

0 m ass being

slightly sm allerthan thea0 m ass.

In sets(f)and (g)threem odelparam etersare�xed through m �;m K ;f�;

in the pseudoscalar sector and one in the scalar sectorm a0,requiring that

theaveragevalueofthe�;�0m assesbewithin 10% oftheem piricalvalue.

In sets (h,i) we �x m �;m K ;f�;m �0 and the m ixing angle in the pseu-

doscalarchannels.Resultsarealso quitesensitivetothechoiceoffK ,seefor

instancesets(j)and (k),wherethefourinputvaluesofsets(b)and (c)have

been keptrespectively,�xing therem aining freedom by reducing slightly the

valuesoffK . In set(j)a reduction offK im pliesan increase in the m agni-

tude of�,increasing the splitting and turning therefore the �0 signi�cantly

heavier(� rem ained �xed).Them assesofthescalarsincreaseby about20% ,

ascom pared to their values in set (b),the lower f0 a bitless,by 15% . In

set(k)thereduction offK im pliesalso an increasein � and thereforein the

splitting,thistim ereducing thevalueofm � (sincem �0 waskept�xed).The

splitting in thescalarsisalso enhanced,the�0ispushed up and � down.The

m assesofa0 and K
�
0 increaseonly slightly.

In set (l)the input param eters of(b) were kept,but fK chosen larger.

The param eter� getsreduced and the conclusionsare opposite to the ones

ofset(j).

The values ofthe m ixing angles�p and �s shown in Tables2 and 3 are

consistentwith resultsobtained in [29]in thefram eworkofthelinear� m odel

with broken U(3)� U(3)sym m etry,where�p = �5� and �s = 21:9�.and with

thevalues�p � 2�,�s � �14� reported in [30].Thelastangleheredescribes

the m ixing in the avourbasisand correspondsto � s (see Appendix B)in

our notations. This agreem ent is not accidental,since the bosonized NJL

m odelisclosely related to thelinearsigm a m odel[31,32].
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6. C oncluding rem arks

W ehaveanalyzed theNam bu { Jona-Lasinio m odelofQCD in thelightofa

new generalized heatkernelexpansion.Theresultisan e�ectiveLagrangian

oflow energy QCD,incorporating the com plete originalsym m etry pattern,

butelim inating allnon physicalthresholdsassociated with quark-antiquark

pairform ation duetothelack ofcon�nem entoftheoriginalLagrangian.W e

applied thesoobtained Lagrangian in theextraction ofthelow lying spectra

ofpseudoscalars and scalars. The pseudoscalar spectrum turns out to be

quite satisfactory and we used it partly to �x the m ain param eters ofthe

m odel. As can be seen from Table 3 the predictions forscalar m esons are

also nottoo farfrom theexperim entalm assesofthelightestknown scalars,

which isrem arkablein view ofthesim plicity ofthem odel.

Thereisgrowingevidencethatanisovectora0(980),anisospinorK
�
0(800),

aswellastwo isoscalarsf0(600)and f0(980),arem em bersofthesam e low-

lying scalarnonet[33],[34],[35],[30]. There are howeverdi�erentopinions

abouttheirorigin.In ourcalculation weconsidered thelightestscalarnonet

asbeing q�q states.Itisin linewith ideaspresented in [29].

The outcom e ofthe m odelis obtained in the leading order stationary

phase approxim ation and can be im plem ented. There are di�erent sources

forcorrectionsboth atleading orderand nextto leading order.Forinstance

the inclusion ofvector and axial-vector m esons can be im portant for the

physicalpicture,because they contribute already at leading order through

the pseudoscalar{ axial-vectorand scalar{ vectorm ixings. There are also

severalcontributions atnext to leading order,e.g. m eson loop corrections

[36]and sem i-classicalcorrectionsto the ’tHooftdeterm inant[16]. Asdis-

cussed in Section 4 of[16]therearetwo distinctregim esofchiralsym m etry

breaking,related to sm all/large six-quark uctuations. For large uctua-

tionsthequantum correctionsm ay benum erically relevant.Ouraim in the

presentworkwastoshow thattheconsidered new m ethod fortheasym ptotic

expansion ofthe heatkernel,which isin fullagream entwith allsym m etry

requirem ents,leadsalready in itsm inim alform to realistic resultsform ass

spectra.A m oredetailed description ofthescalarnonetin thefram ework of

ourm ethod,including itsdecay properties,willbegiven elsewhere.
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A ppendix A .C onsequences ofEq.(23)

The �rstequation in (23)can be written in term sofquark-avourcom po-

nents hi (see Eq.(27)). In generalthe (u;d;s)basiscan be transform ed to

thebasis(0;3;8)by the use ofthe following m atrices!ia and eai de�ned as

[16]

eai=
1

2
p
3

0

B
@

p
2

p
2

p
2

p
3 �

p
3 0

1 1 �2

1

C
A ; !ia =

1
p
3

0

B
@

p
2

p
3 1

p
2 �

p
3 1

p
2 0 �2

1

C
A : (77)

Heretheindex a runsa = 0;3;8 (fortheothervaluesofa thecorresponding

m atrix elem ents are assum ed to be zero). W e have then forinstance ha =

eaihi,and hi = !iaha. Sim ilar relations can be obtained for � i and � a.

In accordance with this notation we use,for instance,that h
(1)

ci = !iah
(1)
ca .

The following propertiesofm atrices(77)are straightforward: !iaeaj = �ij,

eai!ib = �ab, eaieaj = �ij=2 and !ia!ie = 2�ae. The coe�cients tijk are

related to the coe�cients A abc by the em bedding form ula 3!iaA abcebjeck =

tijk. The SU(3)m atrices�a with index iare de�ned in a slightly di�erent

way 2�i = !ia�a and �a = 2eai�i. In thiscase itfollowsthat,forinstance,

� = �a�a = �i�i= diag(�u;�d;�s),but2�a� a = �i� i.

The solutions ofEq.(27) are given in [16]. One can express allother

coe�cientsh a:::in term softhesebasicvariables.W equotefurtherourresult

for hab,splitting the range ofrunning indices a;b on three subsets: r;s =

0;8;n;m = 1;2;3 and f;g = 4;5;6;7,

h
(1;2)
nm =

��nm

G(1� !s)
; h

(1;2)

fg =
��fg

G(1� !u)
: (78)

Forthe2� 2 m atrix with indices0;8 wehave

h
(1;2)
rs =

�1

3G��

 
3� (4!u � !s) �

p
2(!u � !s)

�
p
2(!u � !s) 3� 2(2!u + !s)

!

rs

; (79)

with �� = (1� !s � 2!2
u)and

!i=
�hi

16G
: (80)

Quite often thestationary phase equationsconsidered togetherwith the

gap-equations help us to sim plify essentially the results. Here is an useful

exam plethatshowsEqs.(27)and (43)atwork.
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Example. Letusconsiderthe expression forthe m assofkaonsfollowing

from ourm esonicLagrangian.Itisnotdi�cultto obtain that

m
2
K = g

2

"
1

G(1+ !u)
+
1

2

 
hs

m s

+
hu

m u

! #

+ (m s � m u)
2
: (81)

Onenotices,by using

g
2

 
hs

m s

�
hu

m u

!

= 2(m 2
s � m

2
u); (82)

which isadirectconsequenceofthegap equations,thatthefollowingrelation

isful�lled
g2

2

 
hs

m s

+
hu

m u

!

+ (m s � m u)
2 = g

2 hu + hs

m u + m s

: (83)

Therefore,weobtain

m
2
K = g

2

 
1

G(1+ !u)
+

hu + hs

m u + m s

!

; (84)

which can befurtherreduced to the�nalresultindicated in theEq.(57),by

observing that

hu + hs = �
� u + � s

G(1+ !u)
: (85)

Thislastexpression followsim m ediatly from Eq.(27).

A ppendix B .D iagonalization ofthem assm atrix and physicalstates

Toillustratehow thephysical�eldsarechosen in them ain partofthetextwe

recallhere som e usefuldetailsofthe diagonalization procedure and how to

relatetoseveraldi�erentconventionsadopted in theliterature.Ourstarting

pointisa quadraticform Q written in thesinglet{ octetbasis(X 0;X 8)

Q = (X 0;X 8)

 

A D

D B

!  
X 0

X 8

!

(86)

which can be diagonalized by an orthogonaltransform ation to the physical

states(X ;�X )
 
X

�X

!

=

 
cos� sin�

� sin� cos�

!  
X 0

X 8

!

: (87)
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Theangle� isextracted from theequation

tan2� =
2D

A � B
: (88)

Aftersom etrigonom etry the�-dependenceofthediagonalized m atrix Q can

beabsorbed in justoneterm

Q =
1

2
(X ;�X )

0

B
B
@

A + B +
A � B

cos2�
0

0 A + B �
A � B

cos2�

1

C
C
A

 
X

�X

!

: (89)

Itiseasy to seethat

A � B

cos2�
= sgn

�
A � B

cos2�

� q

(A � B )2 + 4D 2 (90)

and therefore

Q = m
2
X X

2 + m
2
�X
�X 2
;

m
2
X =

1

2

�

A + B + sgn

�
A � B

cos2�

� q

(A � B )2 + 4D 2

�

;

m
2
�X
=
1

2

�

A + B � sgn

�
A � B

cos2�

� q

(A � B )2 + 4D 2

�

: (91)

Finally,toidentify the�eldsX ;�X with thephysicalones,oneshould proceed

asfollows.Firstly,�nd theangle� from Eq.(88),choosing,forinstance,the

principalvalue ofarctan2�,i.e. �(�=4)� � � (�=4). Secondly,determ ine

the sign ofthe ratio (A � B )=cos2�. Only after having established which

value of(m X ;m �X ) is bigger,should one proceed with identi�cation ofthe

physical�elds,writing down thecorresponding rotation (87).

Alternatively,onecan usethenonstrange{strangebasis(X ns;X s),where

 
X ns

X s

!

=
1
p
3

 p
2 1

1 �
p
2

!  
X 0

X 8

!

: (92)

Ourde�nition (87),taken togetherwith Eq.(92),leadsto theexplicitrepre-

sentation  
�X

X

!

=

 
cos � sin 

sin cos 

!  
X ns

X s

!

; (93)
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or  
X

�X

!

=

 
cos� sin � 

� sin � cos� 

!  
X ns

�X s

!

: (94)

The angle  here is equalto  = � + ��id,where ��id (�id + ��id = �=2) is

determ ined by the equationssin ��id =
q

2=3,cos��id = 1=
p
3,and therefore

 = � + arctan
p
2 ’ � + 54:74�. Itm eansthat isrestricted to the range

9:74� .  . 99:74�. The angle � =  � (�=2)= � � �id and belongsto the

interval�80:26� . � . 9:74�.Thesetwoanglescorrespond totwoalternative

phaseconventionsfora strange �ss-com ponent.

Hereareexam plesthatillustratethephysicalinterpretation ofthegiven

form ulae,using theresultsofourcalculationsobtained in Section 4.

Example1.In thecaseofpseudoscalarswith broken SU(3)sym m etry but

withoutUA(1)breaking (� = 0)the �0 and �8 com ponentsare m ixed with

the angle � = �id and (A � B )< 0. Hence,one can conclude from Eq.(91)

thatthe �X -stateisa heavieroneand correspondsto �0.W ehave from (93)

�0 � ��s and � � �ns. However,ifUA(1)sym m etry isbroken (� 6= 0),one

has(A � B )> 0 (these areexactly the casesb-lshown in the Table 2)and

wem ustidentify thephysical�eldsin oppositeorder�0� X ,� � �X .

Example 2. In the case ofscalar m esons there is no di�erence between

the two patterns� = 0 and � 6= 0.In both caseswe have (A � B)< 0,i.e.
�X � �0,X � �.If� = 0,they arepureavourstates �X � ��s and X � �ns.
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