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Abstract

T he formm s of the neutral, non-strange pseudoscalar propagator m atrix and
m ixed axial current correlator, O (A3A 8 )i, are discussed at next-to—
Jleading (onedoop) order In chiral perturbation theory, and the resuls com —
pared to those obtained usihg QCD sum rules. T his com parison provides a
check of the truncations em ployed in the sum rul treatm ent of the current
correlator. Values or the slope of the correlator w ith of in the tw o approaches
are found to di erby m ore than an order ofm agnitude and the source of this

discrepancy is show n to be the incorrect chiralbehavior ofthe sum rul result.
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In the traditional treatm ent of charge sym m etry breaking (C SB) In the m eson-exchange
fram ew ork, contributions to CSB observables arising from isoscalar-isovector m eson m ixing
are obtained under the assum ption that the strength ofm eson m ixing is ¢ -independent. A
num ber of recent papers [1{L(], how ever, have dem onstrated that thisassum ption is suspect.
A though the quantity In question (the o -diagonal elem ent of the m atrix propagator) is
the element of an o —shell G reen function and, as such, not In general invarant under
allowable eld rede nitions (in the sense ofH aag’s theorem ), nonetheless, the existence of g —
dependence for any particular choice of interpolating eld throw s the standard treatm ent of
C SB into question. O f gpecial nterest, am ong the papersm entioned above, is the treatm ent
of ! and m xingusingQ CD sum rules [/8] since, w thout having m ade any apparent
explicit choice for the m eson Interpolating elds, the authors clain to extract the lading
f -dependence ofthe o -diagonalpropagatorelem ent. Iftrue, this result would be extrem ely
interesting, suggesting that at least the leading of-dependence, was eld reparam etrization
Independent, and hence to be incorporated in all treatm ents of CSB.

In this paper we critically investigate this clain i the pseudoscalar sector (cf. Ref. B])
and com e to two m aln conclusions. The rst is that it is not possbl to extract the -
dependence of the o -diagonal propagator m atrix elem ent from that of the o diagonal
elem ent of the axial vector current correlator m atrix. That this is true In general is a
consequence of the welkknown behavior of quantum eld theories under allowed eld redef-
initions [11] : S-m atrix ekm ents are unchanged, but o -shell G reen functions are not. The
o —diagonalelam ent of the propagator is not a physical cbservable; the axial vector current
correlator is. They cannot, therefore, in general, be related. T he second, and m ore usefi1l,
conclusion is that chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) provides form al constraints useful for
Investigating the reliability of the trunctations em ployed In the sum rule treatm ent of the
axial vector current correlator. The reason this is true is that ChP T, being constructed
sokly via symm etry argum ents, provides the m ost general possble representation of the
physics of the pssudoscalar G oldstone bosons realizing the exact symm etrdes of QCD and

breaking the approxin ate chiral sym m etries in exactly the way they arebroken n QCD .The



o -diagonalelam ent of the axial current correlator, therefore, has a low -energy expansion In
term s of current quark m asses, m om enta and the low -energy constants ofthe e ective chiral
Lagrangian, the tem s of which can be calculated In a reliable and system atic m anner. T he
only approxin ations enter when one truncates this expression to a given order In the chiral
expansion. However, even if the expansion converges slow Iy for a given observable (typi-
cally, expansion to one-loop order or SU (3); SU (3)r issu cient, but a an allnumber of
cbservables are know n for which this isnot the case { for a general discussion see the recent
review by Ecker [12]) the form al dependence on the current quark m asses and m om enta
obtained to a given order is a rigorous consequence of Q CD . For the case at hand, nam ely
the o -diagonal elem ent of the axial current correlator, we will see below that, whilke the
leading chiralbehavior of the o -independent part is correctly reproduced by the truncations
em ployed in Ref. 8], the kading chiralbehavior of the o -dependent piece is not. The sum
rule result or the slope w ith respect to ¢ of this correlator, which di ers num erically from
the oneJoop ChP T expression by m ore than an order ofm agnitude, thus cannot be correct.
T he ram ainder of the paper is organized as follow s. W e rst revisit the atteam pt to relate
the o -diagonalpropagator and axial current correlatorm atrix elem ents, xing our notation
In the process. A general expression for the m eson pole contrbutions to the axial current
correlator is then given in tem s of the m eson decay constants and two isospin breaking
param eters describing the couplings of the axial currents A3 and A® to the physical and
0, respectively. The calculation of these param eters is then reviewed, the developm ent
providing, in addiion, an explicit realization of the source of error in the treatm ent of the
relation of the propagator and correlator m atrix elm ents in Ref. §] . Finally, we com pare
the onedoop ChPT result for the o -diagonal elem ent of the axial correlator w ith that
obtained via the sum rul analysis. U sing the known dependences of the physical m eson
m asses on the current quark m asses we show that the truncations em ployed In the sum rule
treatm ent of Ref. ] rem ove the leading chiralbehavior of the slope w ith respect to f, and
hence are unsuitable for use in treating this feature of the correlator.

W e begin with som e notation. Let , represent the physical m ixed-isospin °© and



elds,and 3, gthepureI= 1; 0 avoroctet neutral elds. Then one has, in general, two

m ixing angles, and ,such that,toO ( ; ),
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(T here is, in general, -dependent m ixing so that 6 J ToO ( ,),1e,to rstorder

in isospin breaking, one de nes the isospin-breaking param eter, (), by
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where, from Eqns. (1), ()= F( )+ m? m? ) . The axial current correlator,

%%, is sin {larly de ned via
Z
F=i dx T A7 AT Fdag+ P 3)
where A%, A® are the 3;8 m anbers of the axial current octet A% = g 57aq. In Ref. B]
the authors evaluate this correlator using Q CD sum rnules, and attem pt to determ ine (&)
by considering the pseudoscalar pok contrbutions to the form factor 3°. Tnvoking the
PCAC relations OA*F s @i= if g and OA®js(@i= if g and, evaluating 3;° in the

pole approxin ation, they w rite
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which would allow the extraction of () if ;° were known (e. g. from the sum rules
treatm ent) . The expression (4), however, is ncorrect. The pol tem , corresponding to
the second term in Egn. (), arises from taking

A’ @i MR’ s+ ) @i=if g

A% @i MR+ ) @i=if g )

and the rsttem , corresponding to the pole, from
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T he second relations in Eqns. (5), (6) are, however, false. A fthough hOA3j gi= hOA%g ;i=
0 to kading order in the chiral expansion, beyond lading order, both m atrix elem ents are
non—zero. This is nevitable at som e order, given that Locp containsa I = 1 piece.
The result that the m ixed-isospin current m atrix elem ent vanishes at lkading order is a
consequence of chiral symm etry, and does not persist beyond this order. N ote, m oreover,
that, at leading order, s g M xing is qz—jndependent. T hus, at this order, = and
the ?-dependence of (f) vanishes. To detemn ine the o -dependence, one m ust go beyond
leading order, but, beyond lading order, the second of relations (5), (6) are not valid.

T he corrected version of the pok approxin ation to 3% follows from the relations
WOA°ji= if g ORA®i= if 1q
A®ji= if g A’ ji= if ,q : )

T he isospIn-breaking param eters ;; havebeen com puted to next-to-leading order in the chi-
ralexpansion by G asser and Leutw yler [13] (the calculation is reviewed below ) . In Eqn. (7),
f isthe physical © decay constant which di ers from that for the charged pions only at
O (g my)?) fi3],and f thephysical decay constant. ChPT inpliesf =f * 13 [[3].
To this mext-toJeading) order, 1,,f and f are all ndependent ofq2 .From Eqn. (7) one
cbtains, in the pol approxin ation,
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At lradingorder |, ,, and areallequalto o, the kadingorder ; g M xing angle

arising from the leading order o -diagonaltem in the m eson m ass-squared m atrix,
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wherem = My + my)=2. Alo at kadingorder £ = f = F o that, at this order, the

num erator in Eqn. (8) reduces to F ? ,, which is identical to the leading order expression



for £ £ (cf) . The expression (4) is thus correct at leading order In the chiral expansion.
Beyond lading order, however, ,f?6 £ f and f?6 f f (see below ), and know ing
the num erator n Egn. (8) no longer allow s one to cbtain that of Eqn. (3). In particular,
the crucial o -dependence of (f), which arises only at next-to-leading order and beyond,
is com pletely fnaccessble from the f-dependence of the num erator of 8).

W e now provide explicit expressions for all quantities appearing in the above discussion,
at onedoop order in the chiral expansion, ocbtained using the low-energy e ective chiral
Lagrangian, L.¢¢, ofRef. {I3] . A llnotation is as de ned there. W e also keep tem s only to

rst order In isospin breaking, ie. drop tem s of O (g my)?).

Let us rst discuss the m eson propagatorm atrix, for the standard choice ofm eson elds

i31. 3(0) ’ éo) are thebare 3, g elds. The bare propagator m atrix, to one-loop order,
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where Z3,Zg and m %,mg are the 3( : ’ 8( ) one-loop wavefunction renom alization constants

and squared-m asses in the isospin symm etry lin it. Expressions form 5 andm § in term softhe
param eters of L s¢ are given in Ref. {[3], and those forZ;, Zg and ‘33 are easily com putable
from Leee. Nwhat Dllowswewrite Z,' = 1+ 2z3,24° = 1+ zg and g = ‘o + ‘P04 DI,
‘orr Y0 and YW are P—<ndependent and O tmy my). ‘) is of leading chiral order and
z3, 25, ‘P°, *®! nexttoJeading order. m 5 and m § contain both lading and next-to-leading

pieces. The renom alized 3, g elds, ;[ and [, are cbtained, asusual, by
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where Z is the wavefunction renom alization m atrix. From Eqgn. (10) one has
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and from this one obtains the renom alized propagatorm atrix, to O mg my),

0 1,
B m3; mi ¢
© (@ =5 ’ =g 13)
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wherem ¢, ) > m3+ mg) >0 (z3 + zg)]. Using the exp expressions
for zz, zg, ‘o, *P° and ‘P!, one may verify that mZ isnow nite, and diagonalize the

m ass-squared m atrix to nd the physical, renom alized °, elds. W riting

0 _ r r
- t+ r e
r r

= ¢t o (14)
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with .= m{=Mmg m3),one nds, explicitly,

= 51 3 +2g+ Jmgtms L, m og (m 2=m 2 )
e : 64 2F 2 m2 m? «
n
32B m
O(I;j b aLr+ LI o0+ ) (15)

where p = m2 ogmZ= ?)]=32 F?with the (dinensional reqularization) renom aliza-
tion scalk, L are the renom alized low -energy constants asde ned in Ref. I3], m ; isthe
average K m asssquared and F , B g are the two constants appearing In the lowest order part
ofthe chirmlLagrangian = f in lading order). T he expression (14) is not yet ofuse to

r

us since the | and elds have m ixed isospin. W em ay rew rite (14) as
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The Al;z are next-to—leading order quantities. If Y33 had had no ¢?-dependence, we would

have had 7} = ', at this point. To compare with Eqn. (1) we recast the above results In

. . . 0 0 . . .
tem s of the isospin-pure renom alized elds, 3( " and 8( ¥, ie., the renom alized elds in

the isospin symm etry lim i, ;O)r L+ %z3) 350) and S(O)r L+ %Zg) éO),obtajnjng
1 1
0 0) N 0)
= 5+ @+ 1"‘523 528)8]:
A 1 1 r r
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2 2

Thus, Pmally,we nd = @1+ A1+%z3 2zg), = o(l+ A2+%28 23).

Let us tum to the axial current correlator, . A though the low -energy representation
ofthe product A*A® contains contact tem s, thesedonota ect 7® to next-to—eading order,
SO wem ay restrict our attention to the product of representations of the individual currents.

These are easily read o from L¢r ofRef. [13], with the resul

16B 16B
a*= rFe O o+ 20)Le ‘i Ls@
F F
1
+—@" +K'K +K%%
3F( Q5
8B Mm my) 1
+—L %1 Pvp—®'K K%%e O+
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16B 16B
A*= re O ot A)LE g @m.+m)Lse g
1
+E(K+K + K%K %@ 4
8B m 1
+ 0%3 u)L5@ P4 p— KK KK e O+ 19)
3F 3F
where the + Indicates tem s higher order In the elds, and other tem s which do not

contrbute to  }* to one-Joop order. A s clain ed earlier, one sees, beyond the kading order

tems F@ P mA’*and F@  nA?,temswhihwillcoupkeA® to s andA® to ;.

From the expressions (19) for A3# and the inverted orm ofthe relations (16), ie.,

1 1
©) 0 A
= @1 =z 1+ —Z
3 ( > 3) o 13 g)
o) _ 1 A 1 0
g = (@ 528) + @+ 523) (20)



(alid toO mg m,) , and to next-to-leading order In the chiral expansion) onem ay easily
verify the results of Gasser and Leutwylr for £ , £, ; and ,. The Pllow ing equivalent

fom s disgplay explicitly the problem s w ith the second of Eqns. (5), (6):

8Bofmg my) Cx:  Lxo)
3. . . _ . O“ d u KX K
OR“] @i  if .9 = ifqg  +ocpt Pz st TP (1)
!
8B m [, + ﬁ
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where f'; isthe tadpok Ioop integralf, = 494 Lk ey andce = o( 1 5+ 23

@) &2 m 2
zg). The rst tem s on the right hand sides of Egns. (1), (22) are the only ones retained
in the treatm ent of Ref. B] . The rem aining term s are present due to the direct couplings

of % (the ading piece of ) toA%,at0 g my),and of %

(the leading piece of °)
toA®,at0 tnqy my).Asalrady expected on general principls, the second of Eqns. (5),
(6) are seen explicitly to be noorrect at next-to-leading order as, In consequence, is Eqn.
@), which is based on theam : the isospin-breaking param eter, (), of the pseudoscalar
propagator m atrix cannot be extracted directly from the m ixed axial current correlator.

Tt is in portant to stress that this conclusion is nescapable, independent of whether or
not the chiral expansions for ;, are welkoconverged at one-loop order. The & -dependences
of 7® and () arise only at one-loop, and not at kading, order in the chiral expansion.
Egns. 1), (22) dem onstrate that tem s of the sam e order as those kept m ust be dropped
orthe o dependent piece of the num erator of Eqn. 8) to reduceto £ £ (&f). Since such a
procedure would be nconsistent (n oreover the additional termm s are not an all, num erically),
weoon m that the generalargum ent, based on the behavior ofquantum eld theories under

eld rede nitions, is not accidentally evaded in the pssudoscalar sector.

Letusnow tum to them ore interesting point ofusing the chiralexpansion asa constraint
on the truncations em ployed In the sum rule treatm ent of the axial current correlator. For
this we will give the explicit expressions for 7% to onedoop in ChPT and com pare the
form al quark m ass dependences of these expressions w ith those of the resuls of the sum

rule analysis. The latter m ay be cbtained from the resuls of Ref. Eﬂ] (w ritten In term s of

the physical °, masses) by using the known leading-plis next-to—leading expansions for



m , in tem softhe quark m asses [[3] . It is in portant to rem em ber that the axial current
correlator is a physical ob fct. A s such, its dependence on ¢ isnot to be identi ed w ith the
f-dependence ofthe angle w hich diagonalizes the inverse propagatorm atrix (as cbtained in
Refs. B/A/1]) . That angl, lke () (though distinct from i), is dependent on the choice
ofmeson elds.

The low-energy representation of the product of axial currents, A°A 8, consists of two
parts, (1) the product of the low -energy representations of the individual currents, as given
In Egns. (19), and 2) a set of contact tem s associated w ith those termm s in L.¢¢ quadratic
In the extemal axial elds. To next-toJeading order, explicit calculation show s that the

product of the representations of the individual currents contrbutes only to 3%, and the

contact tem sonly to  3°. For 3% one nds
" #

B m 3
> = O(mpd§ ») 5 bami="+1 8Ll 23)

A Tthough not discussed In detailin Ref. B], the pole approxin ation em ployed there leads to
a 3% (@sde ned here) which isproportionalto g and hence vanishesas® ! 0. It Dllows,
from Eqn. 23), that 3° cannot be properly m odelled using only pseudovector m eson pole
tem s, as in Ref. B] . Tuming to the rem aining form factor, ;°, we note that, to this order
in the chiral expansion, the pol approxin ation is exact. The correct one-loop expression
for 3? is, therefore, that already written down in Eqn. @), with £ , £, ; and , the one-
loop expressions of Ref. fl3] . Th obtaining num erical results below we have rescaled the
values of 1, quoted In Ref. [I3]1by a factor of 122, in order to account for the largerthan-
expected violations of D ashen'’s theorem [14{i16] . W e thus have as nput , = 1%67 10 7%,

, =135 102%,f = 93MeV,and £ =f = 13. Then, settingg = f? , andg = f?

and rew riting Egn. (8) in the fom
| |

s_ 9 g _ 2@ g9)+ @m? gm?) ”
"¢ m? ¢ m? @ m3)@E@ m?)

to facilitate com parison with Ref. B] , we nd g = 197 MeV?, g = 144 MeV?, to be

com pared with the valuies g = 143 M eV?, g = 139 M eV? extracted via the sum rule

10



analysis B] . (These values have been rescaled from those quoted in Ref. B] by the same
factor of 122 discussed above.) To lading order in the Borelm ass, M 5 ofRef. B],

m P0juPi mHOFAPL
T3 Mm?2 m?2)

g =9 = @5)

which, since WOjuPi= WOPdPi= F?B, to keading order in the chiral expansion, in plies
(@gain to leading order) g = g = (F? , the lading order chiral result. The procedure
of truncating the operator product expansion (OPE) r A3A® at operators of din ension
6 and dropping tem s of O (m é) employed in Ref. B] thus correctly reproduces the kading
order chiral constraints. The interesting o dependence of 3%, however, enters rst only
at next-toJeading order in the chiral expansion and here, com paring the results of the two
approaches or the coe cient, g g ,of ¢ In the num erator of the last expression for 3°
in Egn. (24),ChPT toone loop predictsg g = 53 M eV?, whereas the results of Ref. §],
rescaled for the violations of D ashen’s theorem , produceg g = 3:9M V2, more than an
order of m agnitude an aller. If we consider the lading chiral behavior in plicit in the sum
rule result we can easily discover the source of the discrepancy. U sing the expressions from
Ref. Blto evaluateg g ,onecbtains, toO myg my),

2+ 2
g g = ﬂpém—‘l)hojqq—pi mTT)+o =M 5) 26)

B
where WOpgPi = WOjuPi’ WOPdPi, M 5 is the Borelm ass and the higher order tem s
are also higher order in the m eson m asses (and hence higher order In the chiral expansion).
U sing the known chiral expansions of the m eson m asses, one obtains, for the leading tem

In the chirmlexpansion ofg g,

8B, 1)fm.+ 2)

277

g g = oF°

where + represents tem s higher order in the chiral expansion. In contrast, m aking the
sam e expansion org = £? , and g = £? ; using the relevant expressions from Ref. [L3],
one nds

m* mZ)
8 2F =2

Bomg rﬁ)+ 32Bofms m)

g g = oF’ bgmyg="7 s ip7 o L5t : (28)
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The result of Eqn. 27) beginsat O m é), that of Egqn. (28) at O fm4) (lus the ubiquitous
chiral Iogs) : the truncation schem e ofRef. §] has thus rem oved the leading contrbution to
the slope of 3%, which accounts for the sn allhess of the num erical result. It would be of
Interest to determm ine which aspect of the truncation scham e is the source of the problam .
T he situation here appears analogous to that encountered in the sum rules analysis of the
nuclkon m ass, where the usual approxin ate treatm ent of the continuum contributions to
the phenom enological side of the sum rule leads to violations of the known chiral behavior
ofM y wih i, and only a m ore carefiil analysis restores the correct next-to—-Jleading order
behavior {17/18] .

In summ ary, we have dem onstrated (1) that the m ixing param eter, (of), of the pseu—
doscalarm eson propagatorm atrix cannot be extracted, excspt at leading order in the chiral
expansion (where it is independent of ¢f), from a treatm ent of the m ixed axial correlator

3%, and (2) that the QCD sum rules treatm ent of %, in the approxin ation of dropping
tem sofO (m é) and truncating the OPE to operators ofdim ension 6 or less, fails com pletely
at next+to-Jeading order. Since the polk approxin ation for ;° breaks down beyond next-to-
leading order, the sum rule m ethod appears unlikely to provide any inform ation about the
F-dependence of *® beyond that already known, at next-to—Jeading order, from the chiral
expansion, unless them ultim eson continuum is taken Into acoount in the phenom enological
side of the sum rule analysis. One could, however, pro tably use the results of ChPT to

provide usefill constraints on the application ofthe sum rulesm ethod to few body system s.
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