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ABSTRACT

W e critically re-exam ine our earlier derivation ofthe e ective low energy action forQCD in
4 din ensions w ith chiral elds transform ing non-trivially under both color and avor, using the
m ethod of anom aly integration. W e nd several changes w ith respect to our previous resuls,
leading to m uch m ore com pact expressions, and m aking it easier to com pare w ith resuls ofother
approaches to the sam e problem . W ih the am ended e ective action, we nd that there are
no stable soliton solutions. In the context of the quark soliton program , we interpret this as
an indication that the full low -energy e ective action must include addiional tem s, re ecting
possible m odi cations at short distances and/or the non-trivial structure of the gauge elds in
the vacuum , such as F? 6 0. Such tem s are absent In the form alisn based on anom aly
iIntegration.
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1. Introduction and M otivation

In the recent years som e progress have been m ade towards establishing the
connection between the phenom enologically successfiil non-relativistic constituent—
quark model WRQM ), and QCD ’s fundam ental degrees of freedom . Kap]an[l]
proposed a physical picture combining som e of the features of the chiral quark
model”’ and the skymm ion ° 7. Ewas postulated that at distances an aller than
the con nem ent scale but large enough to allow for nonperturbative phenom ena
the e ective dynam ics of QCD is described by chiral dynam ics of a bosonic eld
which takes values in U N, N ). This e ective theory adm is classical soliton
solutions. A ssum ing that they are stable and m ay be quantized sam iclassically,
one then nds that these solitons are extended cob pcts wih soin 1=2, and that
they belong to the findam ental representation of colorand avor. Theirm ass is of
order gcp and radiusoforderl= gcp Jx is very tem pting to dentify them as
the constituent quarks. T hus the constituent quarks in thism odelare \skym ions"

In color space.

Tt tums out that In 2 spacetin e dim ensions this picture is exact'. Thanks
to exact non-abelian bosonization one can rew rite the action ofQCD 5 In tem s of
purely bosonic variables, which are chiral elds2 U N . N¢). It isthen straight—
forward to dem onstrate that the only non-trivial static solutions of the classical
equations ofm otion are those which contain either a soliton and an antisoliton or
N . solitons. The solitons transform under both avor and color, yet their bound

states are color singlets and have the quantum num bers ofbaryons and m esons.

In four spacetin e din ensions there is no exact bosonization, and therefore

any attem pt at derivation of a sin ilar picture in four dim ensions must rely on



certain approxin ations. In our previous work ' we have derived the approxin ate
low -energy e ective chiral lJagrangian w ith target space n U N . N ¢) using the
approach based on Integration of the anom aly eqt,la’cjons[9 o Equivalent results

were Independently obtained In ref. 13, using an a prioridi erent approadch.

T he purypose of the current work is to crtically re-exam ine the results of ref. 8,
w ith particular em phasis on the question whether the action we have derived can
support stable, tin e Independent classical solutions. T he existence of such solu—
tions appears to us to be a necessary condition for establishing the physical picture
In which constituent quarks are solitons ofa low -energy e ective action ofQCD In

four dim ensions.

W e nd several changes w ith respect to our previous resuls, leading to much
m ore com pact expressions, and m aking it easier to com pare w ith results of other
approaches to the sam e problem , and in particular w ith the action proposed by

Kap]anm.

W ith the am ended e ective action, we nd that there are no stabl soliton
solutions. In the context of the quark soliton program , we Interpret this as an
Indication that the fiill low -energy e ective action must include additional temm s,
re ecting possblem odi cations at short distances and/or the non-trivial stcructure
ofthe gauge elds i thevacuum, such as F? 6 0. Such tem s are absent i the

form alism based on anom aly integration.

T he layout of the paper is as follow s. In Section 2 we rederive the low energy
classical action, resulting In much m ore com pact nalexpressions. In Section 3 we
exam Ine the necessary conditions for existence of stable, tin e independent classical

solutionsw ith nite energy, and conclude that in order for such solutions to exist,



the e ective action must contain additional term s which are not present in our

derivation. Section 3 is devoted to discussion and interpretation of the results.

2 .D erivation ofthe e ective action

W e ollow the conventions and notation of ref. 8.

T he variation ofthe determ inant under the axial transform ation ofthe extemal

elds, ncluding tem s up to zeroth power ofthe cuto , is given by
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V is the external source coupled to the vector current of the ferm ions, whilk A

is the extermal source coupled to the axial current of the ferm jons.

An action which has equation (1) as is varation is given by

7
22
ibgZi= ~5 Tr@ A )+ S2g R] S2g L]
. 2z ,
- Tr 2@ +1L )fL ;R g+ @ L lLR+RR)LR
r — . _
48 2 2 g 2
7
Tr 2F ) ¥ B;A]}(DA)Z @ A )
12 2 4 2

@)



where Sg s isthe wve dim ensional C hem-Sin ons action
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whereD U=QU+ iR U UL ,D U'=@QU!+iL Ul WIR ,J =
UliRUuandg = UJgu?l.

In order to m ake contact w ith the usual formulation ofQCD , we w rite down
the e ective action forL,. = R = G in eg. (6), to odbtain
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wheeG =Ulc U uvliRru=ut!l@G +J)U.

3. Stability analysis of classical solutions

Our initial hope was to nd nontrivial stable m Inin a of the action (7). In
the process of looking for such solutions, we cbserved som e num erical Instabilities,

which caused us to suspect that the action (7) m ight be unbounded from below .

In order to dem onstrate that this is indeed the case, it is su cient to show
this for one trial set of functions, Uiria1 &) and G 51 &) . In order to sin plify the
stability analysis, we w ill therefore begin w ith classical action w ithout gauge elds,

Gtrjal(x) = 0.

Had such an action lad to stable soliton solutions, it would am ount to an

(approxin ate) bosonization of free quarks in our dim ensions, which would have



been an interesting resul In its own right. A s the ollow Ing show s, this has not
been attained in the present form alisn . W e shallcom m ent Jater on w hat we believe
m Ight be the possbl reasons for this.

W e therefore set the gauge eld to zero, resulting In

Z Z
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M otivated by the Skym em odel, we are Jooking fora radially sym m etric hedge-

hog solution. W e choose the classical solution to be a eld of the form

w here ~ are paulim atrices, the generatorsofsom e SU (2) subgroup ofU (N N ¢) and
f (r) isa radial shape function w ith boundary conditionsf 0)= ,£@ )= 0. The
choice of the embedding w ill becom e relevant only if stable solutions exists, and
then i should be discussed togetherw ith quantization ofthe collective coordinates.

The W essZum ino temm vanishes and the rest of the tem s are given by
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Next, wede nean e ective potentialV, asm inusthe action divided by N N ¢

and integrated over space only,
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F inding stabl solutions of the action (8) is now reduced to functionalm ni-

m ization ofthe e ective potential (10).

Consider a fam ily of trdal functions
l a
f@=2tan" () 1)
r

where a is a variational param eter which also detem ines the soliton size. The

functions (11) satisfy the boundary conditionsatboth r= Oandr! 1 :

fr=0)=
12)

The rst condition is needed to ensure that the solution carries one unit of

w Inding num ber, which in our nom alization corresponds to one quark.

For this fam ily of trdal functions,

1
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Hence fora ! 0 thepotentialisunbounded below . T hus, when attem pting to solve

the equations of m otion, we will nd that the soliton pro Je willbe \squeezed" to



zero w idth around the origin. This shrinking of the classical solution to zero size
occurs despite the presence of both two— and fourderivative term s in the action

@8).

A sin ilare ect occurs already In the m odel ™. Alwo there, the approxin ate
action w ith up to urderivatives on the and ~ elds, constrained to %+ ~2 = £2
has its classical solutions \squeezed" to zero width, and with energy tending to

1.

In two din ensions, stabilization of the soliton is provided by the m ass temm .

In four din ensions, onem ay add a m ass tem
2mg I cos(f)] (14)

wherem o is som e scale related to the orighalquark m ass in the Q CD Lagrangian,
(not quite the bare m ass iself, as there is nom al ordering to be perfom ed; see
Appendix ofref. [7]). Such am ass tem does not provide the desired stabilization,
however. For the trial function above, this tem w ill have a divergent contribution
to the potential com Ing from the integration over large r. Since the stabilization
problem occurs at am all distances, this larger divergence due to the m ass tem

cannot cure the problm . In order to isolate the lJarger divergence, we w ill treat
the problem of large r by putting a cuto R . W e expect that eventually such a

auto willactually be provided by the con nement n QCD .

Now the contrbution ofthem ass term to the potentialw illbe

16méa3
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a

which tends to zero as \a" tends to zero, thus not changing the fact that the
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potential is unbounded below for an all scales a.

4.D iscussion and Interpretations

T here are various options to overcom e these di culties. The rst isby choosing
a di erent regularization schem e. Thism ay change the coe cients of the din en—
sion four operators which appear in the Lagrangian. In particular it m ay change
the tem s In such a way that we w illhave a com m utator squared as In the Skym e
m odel. Thisprobably isthe only known action which produces a positive H am ilto—
nian. A second way out of this problam is to refer to non-perturbative corrections
w hich w ill change the form ofthe coe cients in such a way as to get a Skym e lke

action.

W e should rem ark, however, that In general we would not expect a scheme
change to in uence physical resuls, lke the em ergence of constituent quarks. It
m ay happen, however, that due to the approxin ations m ade, we m ay be ablk to

derive certain quantities in one schem e and not in another.

Recall that n two din ensions, the schem e was com pktely xed by requiring
vector conservation and that the axial be the dual of the vector. The latter re-
quirem ent was a result of our w ish to have the bosonic version correspond to the
ferm ionic one, and In the latter the axial is ndeed the dual of the vector (see
our work, ref. B] for details). W e do not have an analogous requirem ent in four

din ensions as yet.

Let us also ram ark that our classical con gurations tend to be \squeezed" to

zero size, and with energy tending to 1 . The troublesom e part is at short

11



distances. But this is precisely the regin e of high m om enta, where our approxi-
m ations are Inadequate, as we have neglected temm s w ith six derivatives or m ore.
So we either have to nd a better approxin ation, or m aybe exclude som e short
distance region.

A nalcomment. W e expect the e ective action (7), after integrating out the
gauge elds and taking trace over color, to yield an e ective action in avor space.
But due to the non-positive nature of the potential that we discovered above, we
do not expect, within the present approxin ation, to get the Skym e m odel w ith

[3;41

the assum ed standard positive-de nite stabilizing fourderivative term .
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