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QCD is not an approxin ately scale nvariant theory. Hence a dilaton

eld is not expected to provide a good description of the low -energy dynam —
ics associated w ith the gluon condensate. Even if such a eld is lntroduced,
it rem ains aln ost unchanged in hadronic m atter at nom al densities. This is
because the large glueballm ass together w ith the size of the phenom enolog—
ical gluion condensate ensure that changes to that condensate are very an all
at such densities. Any changes in hadronic m asses and decay constants in
m atter generated by that condensate will be much an aller that those pro—
duced directly by changes in the quark condensate. H ence m asses and decay
constants are not expected to display a universal scaling.

Tt has recently becom e popular to extend m odels Intended as approxin ations to an
e ective Lagrangian for low-energy Q CD by ncluding a dilaton eld [1-8]. This is done in
order to m ake contact w ith the scale anom aly ofQ CD , asdiscussed by Schechter and others
B/1d]. Such m odels have also been used to justify a universal scaling of all hadron m asses
and decay constants in dense m atter [L1].

T he basic lngredient In these m odels is an extra scalar, isoscalar eld, the dilaton @],
whose vacuum expectation value provides the only scale in them odel. A 11din ensioned cou—
pling constants are replaced by appropriate powers of this eld m ultiplied by din ensionless
constants. For exam ple, In a sigm a m odel the pion decay constant becom es a multiple of
the dilaton eld. T he self-nteraction potential forthis eld, denoted by , istaken to be of
the fom

V()=a*‘+b*mn(=,): 1)

The rsttem provides a scale-invariant classical potentialwhich on itsown would lead to a

vanishing vacuum expectation value for . It would also kave the dilaton excitationsm ass—
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Jess, rather like G oldstone bosons. The second term m odels the quantum e ects responsble
forthe scale anom aly. It explicitly breaks scale invariance, driving the vacuum to a nonzero
valie of and providing a m ass for the dilaton excitations. T he single dim ensioned param —
eter of themodelis g, which sets the scale of all other dim ensioned m asses and couplings.
From a scaling ofalldim ensioned quantities, one nds that the eld can be related to the

trace of the stress-energy tensor by
b *=7T : @)

This trace contains all e ects which break scale nvariance. In QCD it is dom inated by
a gluonic contribution which arises from the scale anom aly f[3]. The vacuum expectation
value of this is given by the glion condensate, a phenom enological value for which can be
extracted from QCD sum rules [[4{L4].

Such a eld can provide a useful description of the low -energy dynam ics so long as the
breaking of scale Invariance is an all. This is analogous to the use of PCAC and e ective
chiral Lagrangians to describe the interactions of pions. T here one m akes use of the chiral
SU ) SU 2) symm etry ofQ CD which isweakly broken by the current m asses ofthe up and
down quarks. The an all explicit sym m etry breaking m eans that pions, although m assive,

retain m uch of their G oldstone boson character. In particular one can use
fm? =QA 3)

to de ne an interpolting pion eld . The matrix elem ents of this eld are dom nated
by the pion pol, since all other states of the sam e quantum num bers lie m uch higher in
energy. T his is the basis of partial conservation of the axial current PCAC) which can be
used to relate Interactions of pions w ith other particles to the sym m etry properties of those
particles. These soft pion theorem s are Incorporated Into the e ective chiral Lagrangians
which form the basis of chiral perturoation theory.

Sin ilarly, if the dilaton massm were light enough, the relation ) could be used to

de ne an Interpolating dilaton eld by analogy w ith the pion eld of PCAC (3). Thisocould



then be used to obtain \soft dilaton theorem s" describing the consequences of approxin ate
scale invariance. Lagrangians Including this eld and the potential (1) would emnbody this
approxin ate symm etry.

QCD is a theory whose Lagrangian is scale invarant at the classical level (except for
the current m asses of the quarks) but this Invarance is broken by quantum e ects. This
breaking is Jarge, as can be seen from the fact that the lightest scalar glueball, which one
m ight hope to identify w ith a dilaton, isestin ated to lieataround 1.5G eV [[1/1§]. There are
m any other scalar, isoscalar states in the energy range 1{2 G &V and so a singk pole ism ost
unlkely to dom inate m atrix elem ents of the stress energy tensor. Hence an interpolating
dilaton eld introduced in the abovem anner isnot a usefiill ingredient in low -energy e ective
Lagrangians orQCD .

M oreover, the large m ass of the scalar glueball ndicates indicates a strong restoring
force against deform ations of the gluon condensate. T his suggests that changes to the gluon
condensate are lkely to be an all, both in nom al nuckar m atter and In the exotic pionic
m atter discussed by M ishustin and G rener []]. Hence even ifa dilaton el is introduced in
low -energy e ective Lagrangians it plays no signi cant role in the dynam ics. T his has been
known since such m odelswere rst used In the context ofhadron structure [L-8]: signi cant
changes to the gluon condensate are not produced Inside hadrons or nom alnuclear m atter
if realistic values of the glueballm ass and gluon condensate are used. Such smalle ects as
do occur in m odelsw ith a dilaton eld should not be regarded as reliable estin ates because
the scale nvarance is so strongly broken.

A clear dem onstration of the sti ness of the glion condensate is provided by the work
of Cohen, Fumstahl and G riegel [[3], which uses the trace anom aly and the Feynm an—
Helln ann theorem to relate the change in the glion condensate to the energy density of
hadronicm atter. T he trace of the stress energy tensor forQ CD isgiven by the glionic piece

from the scale anom aly plus tem s arising from the current quark m asses:

9 s 4 a _ = _
T = 3 G® G + m,uu+ mgdd+ mgSs; 4)




w here heavy quark contrbutions have been neglected [[3]. In the vacuum this is dom inated
by the contribution ofthe gluon condensate h( = )G G* i’ (360 20Mev)* [T4{Lq].

In stable nuckarm atter the pressure vanishes and the change n T  is sin ply the energy
density ofthem atter & :

W i = W i .+ E: )

A ssum ing that the change in the nonstrange quark condensate is given by the lkading,
m odelindependent result RQ/I3] and neglecting the strange quark content of the proton,

the change in the gluon condensate is [IJ]
a a : a a . 7 8
h( s= )G G 1 h( s— )G G lyvac 5 (E N ) ’ (6)

where E denotes the energy per nuckon and , the pion-nuckon sigm a comm utator P1]1.
T he an allness of nuckar binding energies m eans that (6) is dom inated by the rest m asses
ofthe nuclkons and so the change in the gluon condensate is essentially proportional to the
baryon density

For nom al nuclkar m atter of density ’ 0:7 fin ®, this gives a change in the gluon
condensate of about 150 M &€V fn ° . This should be com pared w ith the vacuum glion con—
densate 0of2200M eV fin 3 . Even allow ing fora factor of two uncertainty in this condensate,
its change in nuckar m atter is at most a 15% e ect. The fourth root of the condensate,
which corresoonds to the change In the dilaton eld or the change of scale, is altered by
no m ore than 4% . For the pionic droplkts studied i [}] the energy density is even sn aller,
about 20M &V fin ® and so the dilaton el is barely changed.

T here are only two ways to get lJarge changes in the gluon condensate at nom aldensities
relative to its vacuum value. One is to take a value for the vacuum ocondensate very m uch
an aller than that the deduced from QCD sum rules. That would m ean regcting the rather
well tested applications of those sum rules to cham oniim  [[4{fL§4]. The other isto use a

eld wih a very light m ass so that the vacuum is soft In this channel and the response is
large. That would m ean retuming to the light dilaton idea, even though no such particle

is dbserved and both lattice calculations and hadron spectroscopy suggest a scalar glueball



mass ofabout 15 Gev [[7/1§]. & would also be inconsistent w ith cbserved nuckar binding
energies, since Eqg. (6) provides a connection between these and the change in the gluon
condensate. N either of these choices seem s acceptable.

In summ ary: QCD is not an approxin ately scale invarant theory and hence a dilaton

eld does not provide a good description of the low-energy dynam ics associated w ith the
glion condensate (unlke the pion in the context of chiral dynam ics). M oreover, the large
glueball m ass together w ith the size of the phenom enological glion condensate m ean that
changes to that condensate are very an all In hadronic m atter at nom al densities.

A corollary to this is that hadron m asses and decay constants do not scale In m atter
as suggested by Brown and Rho [[]]. Any changes in these quantities are lkely to be
driven directly by the reduction of the quark condensate. The m odelindependent result for
the linear dependence of the quark condensate on density RGJL3] show s that large changes
in that condensate can occur independently of any change in the gluon condensate. The
fact that di erent condensates behave very di erently at nite density should not be too
surprising: there are m any possble energy scales In m atter which can be constructed from
those condensates and the density.

Scaling could only be recovered if one were to use a m odel where the lightest scalar
meson had a much larger m ass than the dilaton, as noted by Kusaka and W eise 231]]
T he quark condensate would then be very sti and would not respond directly to the scalar
density of quarks in m atter. Any changes to it could only arise from changes to the gluon
condensate, and hence would be very an all for the reasons described above. T he size of the

1T he scaling hypothesis Jeads to hadron m asses w hich vary as the cube root of the quark conden—
sate. Such a relationship has also been found In a version of the N JL m odelw ithout taking a very
largem ass for the scalarm eson E]. However in that m odelthe relationship between them asses and
the quark condensate is not a consequence of scaling but instead arises from the arti cial choice of

a m odel nvolving ourbody rather than twobody forces between the quarks.



N sigm a com m utator and its associated form factor P11 indicate that the quark condensate
isin fact signi cantly deform ed In the presence ofvalence quarks. T his can occur even ifthe

\elem entary" scalarm eson is heavy because of its strong m ixing w ith the two pion channel

3.

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

Tam gratefultothe ECT , Trento for itshospitality during the workshop on M esons and
Baryons In Hadronic M atter. Iwish to thank I.M ishustin, J.W ambach and T .W aindzoch
for usefil discussions, and J.M oG ovem for a crtical reading of the m anuscript. This work

is supported by an SERC A dvanced Fellow ship.

L]Gomm H, Jain P, Johnson R and Schechter J 1986 Phys. Rev.D 33 3476
M eissner UG and Kaiser N 1987 Phys. Rev.D 35 2859

M eissner UG, Johnson R, Park N and Schechter J 1988 Phys. Rev.D 37 1285

2] Jain P, Johnson R and Schechter J 1988 Phys. Rev.D 38 1571

BlENlisJ,Kapusta J Tand O live K A 1991 Nucl Phys.B 348 345; Phys. Lett. B 273 123

A]RIpka G and Jam inon M 1992 Ann.Phys.,, NY 218 51

Jam non M and Ripha G 1993 Nucl Phys. A 564 551

Bl]Kusaka K and W eiseW 1992 Z.Phys.A 343 229; Phys. Lett. B 288 6

1M ishustin I, BondorfJ and RhoM 1993 Nucl Phys.A 555 215

[71M ishustin IN and GrenerW 1993 J.Phys.G :NucL Part. Phys. 19 L101

Bl W aindzoch T and W ambach J 1994 P rivate com m unication



O] Schechter J 1980 Phys. Rev.D 21 3393

M igdalA A and Shifman M A 1982 Phys. Lett. B 114 445

[l0]Gomm H,Jain P, Johnson R and Schechter J 1986 Phys. Rev.D 33 801, and references therein

l11Brown G E and RhoM 1991 Phys. Rev. Lett. 66 2720

[l2] Ellis J 1970 Nucl Phys.B 22 478

[L3]Collins J C,Duncan A and Jogkkar S D 1977 Phys.Rev.D 16 438

Nielsen N K 1977 Nucl Phys.B 210 212

[l4] Shiman M A, Vannshtein A Tand ZakharovV 11979 Nucl Phys.B 147 385, 448

[L5] Reinders L J, Rubinstein H and Yazaki S 1985 Phys. Reports 127 1

[l6] Narison S 1989 QCD gpectral sum ruls (Singapore: W orld Scienti c)

[[71BaliG S, Schilling K, Hulssbos A, Irving A C, M ichael C and Stephenson P W 1993 Phys.

Lett.B 309 378

[l8]M organ D 1993 RAL report RAL-93-078

[L9]Cohen T D, FumstahlR J and G riegelD K 1992 Phys. Rev.C 45 1881

RO]DrukarevE G and Levin E M 1990 Nucl Phys.A 511 679; A 516 715E)

Rl]Gasser J, Leutwylr H and SainioM E 1991 Phys. Lett. B 253 252, 260

P21 Kusaka K and W eise W 1993 U niversity of Regensbury preprint TP R -93-40

R31BirseM C 1994 Phys. Rev.C 49 (in press)



