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D oes the e�ective Lagrangian for low -energy Q C D scale?
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Q CD is not an approxim ately scale invariant theory. Hence a dilaton

�eld isnotexpected to provide a good description ofthe low-energy dynam -

icsassociated with the gluon condensate. Even ifsuch a �eld isintroduced,

itrem ainsalm ostunchanged in hadronic m atteratnorm aldensities.Thisis

because the large glueballm asstogetherwith the size ofthe phenom enolog-

icalgluon condensate ensure thatchangesto thatcondensate are very sm all

at such densities. Any changes in hadronic m asses and decay constants in

m atter generated by that condensate willbe m uch sm aller that those pro-

duced directly by changesin the quark condensate.Hence m assesand decay

constantsare notexpected to display a universalscaling.

It has recently becom e popular to extend m odels intended as approxim ations to an

e�ective Lagrangian forlow-energy QCD by including a dilaton �eld [1-8].Thisisdone in

ordertom akecontactwith thescaleanom aly ofQCD,asdiscussed by Schechterand others

[9,10]. Such m odelshave also been used to justify a universalscaling ofallhadron m asses

and decay constantsin densem atter[11].

The basic ingredientin these m odelsisan extra scalar,isoscalar�eld,the dilaton [12],

whosevacuum expectation valueprovidestheonly scalein them odel.Alldim ensioned cou-

pling constantsarereplaced by appropriatepowersofthis�eld m ultiplied by dim ensionless

constants. Forexam ple,in a sigm a m odelthe pion decay constantbecom esa m ultiple of

thedilaton �eld.Theself-interaction potentialforthis�eld,denoted by �,istaken to beof

theform

V (�)= a�
4 + b�

4ln(�=�0): (1)

The�rstterm providesascale-invariantclassicalpotentialwhich on itsown would lead to a

vanishing vacuum expectation valuefor�.Itwould also leavethedilaton excitationsm ass-
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less,ratherlikeGoldstonebosons.Thesecond term m odelsthequantum e�ectsresponsible

forthescaleanom aly.Itexplicitly breaksscaleinvariance,driving thevacuum to a nonzero

valueof� and providing a m assforthedilaton excitations.Thesingledim ensioned param -

eterofthem odelis�0,which setsthescaleofallotherdim ensioned m assesand couplings.

From a scaling ofalldim ensioned quantities,one�ndsthatthe� �eld can berelated to the

traceofthestress-energy tensorby

�4b�4 = T
�

�
: (2)

This trace contains alle�ects which break scale invariance. In QCD it is dom inated by

a gluonic contribution which arisesfrom the scale anom aly [13]. The vacuum expectation

value ofthisisgiven by the gluon condensate,a phenom enologicalvalue forwhich can be

extracted from QCD sum rules[14{16].

Such a �eld can provide a usefuldescription ofthe low-energy dynam icsso long asthe

breaking ofscale invariance is sm all. This is analogousto the use ofPCAC and e�ective

chiralLagrangiansto describe the interactionsofpions. There one m akesuse ofthe chiral

SU(2)�SU(2)sym m etry ofQCD which isweakly broken by thecurrentm assesoftheup and

down quarks. The sm allexplicit sym m etry breaking m eansthatpions,although m assive,

retain m uch oftheirGoldstoneboson character.In particularonecan use

f�m
2

�
� = @�A

� (3)

to de�ne an interpolating pion �eld �. The m atrix elem ents ofthis �eld are dom inated

by the pion pole,since allother states ofthe sam e quantum num bers lie m uch higher in

energy.Thisisthe basisofpartialconservation ofthe axialcurrent(PCAC)which can be

used to relateinteractionsofpionswith otherparticlesto thesym m etry propertiesofthose

particles. These softpion theorem s are incorporated into the e�ective chiralLagrangians

which form thebasisofchiralperturbation theory.

Sim ilarly,ifthe dilaton m ass m � were light enough,the relation (2) could be used to

de�nean interpolating dilaton �eld by analogy with thepion �eld ofPCAC (3).Thiscould
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then beused to obtain \softdilaton theorem s" describing theconsequencesofapproxim ate

scale invariance. Lagrangiansincluding this�eld and the potential(1)would em body this

approxim atesym m etry.

QCD is a theory whose Lagrangian is scale invariant at the classicallevel(except for

the current m asses ofthe quarks) butthis invariance isbroken by quantum e�ects. This

breaking islarge,ascan be seen from the factthatthe lightestscalarglueball,which one

m ighthopetoidentifywith adilaton,isestim ated tolieataround 1.5GeV [17,18].Thereare

m any otherscalar,isoscalarstatesin theenergy range1{2 GeV and so a singlepoleism ost

unlikely to dom inate m atrix elem ents ofthe stress energy tensor. Hence an interpolating

dilaton �eld introduced in theabovem annerisnotausefulingredientin low-energy e�ective

LagrangiansforQCD.

M oreover,the large m ass ofthe scalar glueballindicates indicates a strong restoring

forceagainstdeform ationsofthegluon condensate.Thissuggeststhatchangestothegluon

condensate are likely to be sm all,both in norm alnuclearm atterand in the exotic pionic

m atterdiscussed by M ishustin and Greiner[7].Henceeven ifadilaton �eld isintroduced in

low-energy e�ectiveLagrangiansitplaysno signi�cantrolein thedynam ics.Thishasbeen

known sincesuch m odelswere�rstused in thecontextofhadron structure[1-8]:signi�cant

changesto thegluon condensatearenotproduced insidehadronsornorm alnuclearm atter

ifrealisticvaluesoftheglueballm assand gluon condensate areused.Such sm alle�ectsas

do occurin m odelswith a dilaton �eld should notberegarded asreliableestim atesbecause

thescaleinvarianceisso strongly broken.

A cleardem onstration ofthe sti�nessofthe gluon condensate isprovided by the work

ofCohen, Furnstahland Griegel[19],which uses the trace anom aly and the Feynm an-

Hellm ann theorem to relate the change in the gluon condensate to the energy density of

hadronicm atter.Thetraceofthestressenergy tensorforQCD isgiven by thegluonicpiece

from thescaleanom aly plusterm sarising from thecurrentquark m asses:

T
�

�
= �

9�s

8�
G
a

��
G
a�� + m uuu+ m ddd+ m sss; (4)
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whereheavy quark contributionshavebeen neglected [19].In thevacuum thisisdom inated

by thecontribution ofthegluon condensateh(�s=�)G
a

��
G a��

i’ (360� 20 M eV)4 [14{16].

In stablenuclearm atterthepressurevanishesand thechangein T�

�
issim ply theenergy

density ofthem atterE:

hT
�

�
i� = hT

�

�
ivac + E: (5)

Assum ing that the change in the nonstrange quark condensate is given by the leading,

m odel-independent result [20,19]and neglecting the strange quark content ofthe proton,

thechangein thegluon condensateis[19]

h(�s=�)G
a

��
G
a��

i� � h(�s=�)G
a

��
G
a��

ivac ’ �
8

9
(E � ��N)�; (6)

where E denotestheenergy pernucleon and ��N thepion-nucleon sigm a com m utator[21].

The sm allnessofnuclearbinding energiesm eansthat(6)isdom inated by the restm asses

ofthenucleonsand so thechangein thegluon condensateisessentially proportionalto the

baryon density �.

Fornorm alnuclear m atter ofdensity � ’ 0:17 fm�3 ,this gives a change in the gluon

condensateofabout150 M eV fm �3 .Thisshould becom pared with thevacuum gluon con-

densateof2200M eV fm �3 .Even allowingforafactoroftwouncertainty in thiscondensate,

its change in nuclear m atter is at m ost a 15% e�ect. The fourth rootofthe condensate,

which corresponds to the change in the dilaton �eld or the change ofscale,is altered by

no m orethan 4% .Forthepionicdropletsstudied in [7]theenergy density iseven sm aller,

about20 M eV fm �3 and so thedilaton �eld isbarely changed.

Thereareonly twowaystogetlargechangesin thegluon condensateatnorm aldensities

relative to itsvacuum value. One isto take a value forthe vacuum condensate very m uch

sm allerthan thatthededuced from QCD sum rules.Thatwould m ean rejecting therather

welltested applicationsofthose sum rulesto charm onium [14{16].Theotheristo use a �

�eld with a very lightm assso thatthe vacuum issoftin thischanneland the response is

large. Thatwould m ean returning to the lightdilaton idea,even though no such particle

isobserved and both latticecalculationsand hadron spectroscopy suggesta scalarglueball
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m assofabout1.5 GeV [17,18].Itwould also beinconsistentwith observed nuclearbinding

energies,since Eq.(6) provides a connection between these and the change in the gluon

condensate.Neitherofthesechoicesseem sacceptable.

In sum m ary: QCD isnotan approxim ately scale invarianttheory and hence a dilaton

�eld does not provide a good description ofthe low-energy dynam ics associated with the

gluon condensate (unlike the pion in the contextofchiraldynam ics). M oreover,the large

glueballm asstogetherwith the size ofthe phenom enologicalgluon condensate m ean that

changesto thatcondensatearevery sm allin hadronicm atteratnorm aldensities.

A corollary to this is that hadron m asses and decay constants do not scale in m atter

as suggested by Brown and Rho [11]. Any changes in these quantities are likely to be

driven directly by thereduction ofthequark condensate.Them odel-independentresultfor

the lineardependence ofthe quark condensate on density [20,19]showsthatlarge changes

in that condensate can occur independently ofany change in the gluon condensate. The

fact that di�erent condensates behave very di�erently at �nite density should not be too

surprising:thereare m any possible energy scalesin m atterwhich can beconstructed from

thosecondensatesand thedensity.

Scaling could only be recovered ifone were to use a m odelwhere the lightest scalar

m eson had a m uch larger m ass than the dilaton,as noted by Kusaka and W eise [5,22].1

Thequark condensatewould then bevery sti� and would notrespond directly to thescalar

density ofquarksin m atter. Any changesto itcould only arise from changesto the gluon

condensate,and hencewould bevery sm allforthereasonsdescribed above.Thesizeofthe

1Thescaling hypothesisleadsto hadron m asseswhich vary asthecuberootofthequark conden-

sate.Such a relationship hasalso been found in a version oftheNJL m odelwithouttaking a very

largem assforthescalarm eson [4].Howeverin thatm odeltherelationship between them assesand

thequark condensateisnota consequenceofscaling butinstead arisesfrom thearti�cialchoiceof

a m odelinvolving four-body ratherthan two-body forcesbetween the quarks.
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�N sigm acom m utatorand itsassociated form factor[21]indicatethatthequark condensate

isin factsigni�cantly deform ed in thepresenceofvalencequarks.Thiscan occureven ifthe

\elem entary" scalarm eson isheavy becauseofitsstrong m ixing with thetwo pion channel

[23].
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