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ABSTRACT

W ecritically re-exam ineourearlierderivation ofthee�ectivelow energy action forQ CD in

4 dim ensionswith chiral�eldstransform ing non-trivially underboth colorand avor,using the

m ethod ofanom aly integration. W e �nd severalchanges with respect to our previous results,

leading to m uch m orecom pactexpressions,and m aking iteasierto com parewith resultsofother

approaches to the sam e problem . W ith the am ended e�ective action,we �nd that there are

no stable soliton solutions. In the context ofthe quark soliton program ,we interpret this as

an indication thatthe fulllow-energy e�ective action m ust include additionalterm s,reecting

possible m odi�cations atshortdistancesand/orthe non-trivialstructure ofthe gauge �elds in

the vacuum ,such as


F
2

��

�
6= 0. Such term s are absent in the form alism based on anom aly

integration.
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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 thephenom enologically successfulnon-relativisticconstituent-

quark m odel(NRQM ),and QCD’s fundam entaldegrees offreedom . Kaplan
[1]

proposed a physicalpicture com bining som e ofthe features ofthe chiralquark

m odel
[2]

and the skyrm ion
[3� 5]

. Itwas postulated thatatdistances sm aller than

the con�nem ent scale but large enough to allow fornonperturbative phenom ena

the e�ective dynam icsofQCD isdescribed by chiraldynam icsofa bosonic �eld

which takes values in U(N c�N f). This e�ective theory adm its classicalsoliton

solutions. Assum ing that they are stable and m ay be quantized sem iclassically,

one then �nds that these solitons are extended objects with spin 1=2,and that

they belongtothefundam entalrepresentation ofcolorand avor.Theirm assisof

order�Q C D and radiusoforder1=�Q C D .
[6]

Itisvery tem pting to identify them as

theconstituentquarks.Thustheconstituentquarksin thism odelare\skyrm ions"

in colorspace.

Itturnsoutthatin 2 space-tim e dim ensions this picture isexact
[7]

. Thanks

to exactnon-abelian bosonization onecan rewritetheaction ofQCD 2 in term sof

purely bosonic variables,which arechiral�elds2 U(N c� N f).Itisthen straight-

forward to dem onstrate that the only non-trivialstatic solutions ofthe classical

equationsofm otion arethosewhich contain eithera soliton and an anti-soliton or

N c solitons. The solitonstransform underboth avorand color,yettheirbound

statesarecolorsingletsand havethequantum num bersofbaryonsand m esons.

In four space-tim e dim ensions there is no exact bosonization,and therefore

any attem pt at derivation ofa sim ilar picture in four dim ensions m ust rely on
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certain approxim ations. In ourpreviouswork
[8]

we have derived the approxim ate

low-energy e�ective chirallagrangian with target space in U(N c� N f) using the

approach based on integration ofthe anom aly equations
[9� 12]

. Equivalent results

wereindependently obtained in ref.13,using an a prioridi�erentapproach.

Thepurposeofthecurrentwork istocritically re-exam inetheresultsofref.8,

with particularem phasison thequestion whethertheaction we have derived can

supportstable,tim e independent classicalsolutions. The existence ofsuch solu-

tionsappearstoustobeanecessary condition forestablishing thephysicalpicture

in which constituentquarksaresolitonsofa low-energy e�ectiveaction ofQCD in

fourdim ensions.

W e �nd severalchangeswith respectto ourpreviousresults,leading to m uch

m ore com pactexpressions,and m aking iteasierto com pare with resultsofother

approaches to the sam e problem ,and in particular with the action proposed by

Kaplan
[1]

.

W ith the am ended e�ective action,we �nd that there are no stable soliton

solutions. In the context ofthe quark soliton program ,we interpret this as an

indication thatthe fulllow-energy e�ective action m ustinclude additionalterm s,

reectingpossiblem odi�cationsatshortdistancesand/orthenon-trivialstructure

ofthegauge�eldsin thevacuum ,such as


F 2
��

�
6= 0.Such term sareabsentin the

form alism based on anom aly integration.

The layoutofthepaperisasfollows.In Section 2 werederive thelow energy

classicalaction,resulting in m uch m orecom pact�nalexpressions.In Section 3 we

exam inethenecessary conditionsforexistenceofstable,tim eindependentclassical

solutionswith �niteenergy,and concludethatin orderforsuch solutionsto exist,
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the e�ective action m ust contain additionalterm s which are not present in our

derivation.Section 3 isdevoted to discussion and interpretation oftheresults.

2.Derivation ofthee�ectiveaction

W efollow theconventionsand notation ofref.8.

Thevariation ofthedeterm inantundertheaxialtransform ation oftheexternal

�elds,including term sup to zeroth powerofthecuto� �,isgiven by

�i
�logZ

��
=

1

4�2

�

�
����

�
1

4
F��F�� +

1

12
H ��H �� �

2i

3
(A�A�F�� + A�F��A�

+ F��A�A�)�
8

3
A�A�A�A�

�

+ 16�2D �A
�

+
2i

3
[D �

F��;A
�]+

i

3
[F��;D

�
A
�]

+
1

3
fD

�
A�;A�A

�
g� 2A�D �A

�
A
�
�

�
2

3
fD

�
A
�
;fA�;A�gg+

1

3
(D �

D �D
�
A�)

�

+ O (��2 )

(1)

whereF�� = @�V�� @�V� + i[V�;V�]+ i[A�;A�]=
1

2
(L�� + R ��);D �A� = @�A�+

i[V�;A�]and H �� = 1

2
(R �� � L��)= (D �A� � D �A�). (cf. eq. (4.1)ofref.8).

V� isthe externalsource coupled to the vectorcurrentofthe ferm ions,while A�

istheexternalsourcecoupled to theaxialcurrentoftheferm ions.

An action which hasequation (1)asitsvariation isgiven by

�ilogZ1 = �
2�2

�2

Z

Tr(A�A
�)+ S

5
C S [R]� S

5
C S [L]

�
i

48�2

Z

�
���� Tr

�
i

2
(R �� + L��)fL�;R �g+ (L�L� �

1

2
L�R � + R �R �)L�R �

�

�
1

12�2

Z

Tr

�
1

4
(F��)

2
� iF

�� [A�;A�]�
1

2
(D �A

�)2 � (A�A�)
2

�

(2)
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whereS5
C S

isthe�vedim ensionalChern-Sim onsaction
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S
5
C S [R]=

1

24�2

Z

�
����� Tr(R �@�R �@�R � +

3

2
iR �R �R �@�R � �

3

5
R �R �R �R �R �):

(3)

To deriveequation (2),itisusefulto em ploy

�S
5
C S [R]=

1

8�2

Z

d
5
x�

����� Tr[�R � (@�R �@�R � + ifR �R �;@�R �g� R �R �R �R �)]

+
1

24�2

Z

d
4
x�

���� Tr

�

�R �

�

fR �;@�R �g+
3

2
iR �R �R �

��

:

(4)

Forthespecialcasewhere�R � = @��! + i[R �;�!]wehave

�S
5
C S [R]=

1

24�2

Z

d
4
x�

���� Tr

�

�!

�

@�R �@�R � +
1

2
ifR �R �;@�R �g�

1

2
iR �@�R �R �

��

:

(5)

Theresulting e�ective action takestheform

S
e�

=
�2

2�2

Z

Tr
�
D �UD

�
U
�1

� (L� � R �)
2
�

�
1

240�2

Z

�
����� Tr(J�J�J�J�J�)

+
i

48�2

Z

�
���� Tr

�
i

2
R ��

�
R �;

�J�
	
+ R �R �R �

�J�

+
1

2
R �

�J�R �
�J� � �J� �J� �J�R �

�

�
i

48�2

Z

�
���� Tr

�
i

2
(R �� + L��)fL�;R �g+ (L�L� �

1

2
L�R � + R �R �)L�R �

�

+
i

48�2

Z

�
���� Tr

�
i

2
(U �1

R ��U + L��)

n
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U
�

o
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1

2
L�R

U
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U
� R

U
� )L�R

U
�

�

+
1

192�2

Z
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�

[2(D �(U
�1
D
�
U))2 � (D �U

�1
D �U)

2

� 4i(L��D
�
U
�1
D
�
U + R ��D

�
UD

�
U
�1 )+ 2(U �1

R ��UL
��
� L��R

��)]

+ 16[iF �� [A�;A�]+
1

2
(D �A

�)2 + (A�A�)
2)]

�

(6)
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where D �U = @�U + iR �U � iUL�,D �U
�1 = @�U

�1 + iL�U
�1 � iU �1 R �,J� =

U �1 i@�U and �J� = �UJ�U
�1 .

In orderto m ake contactwith the usualform ulation ofQCD,we write down

thee�ective action forL � = R � = G � in eq.(6),to obtain

S
e�

=
�2

2�2

Z

Tr(D �UD
�
U
�1 )�

1

240�2

Z

�
����� Tr(J�J�J�J�J�)

+
i

48�2

Z

�
���� Tr

�
i

2
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�
G �;

�J�
	
+ (G �G � +

1

2
G �

�J� + �J� �J�)G �
�J�

�

+
i

48�2

Z

�
���� Tr

�
i

2
(U �1

G ��U + G ��)

n

G �;G
U
�

o

+ (G �G � �
1

2
G �G

U
� + G

U
� G

U
� )G �G

U
�

�

+
1

192�2

Z

Tr

n

2
�
D �(U

�1
D
�
U)
�2
� (D �U

�1
D �U)

2

�4iG ��

�
D
�
U
�1
;D

�
U
�
+ 2(U �1

G ��UG
��
� G ��G

��)
	
;

(7)

whereG U
� = U �1 G �U � U �1 i@�U = U �1 (G � + �J�)U.

3.Stability analysisofclassicalsolutions

Our initialhope was to �nd nontrivialstable m inim a ofthe action (7). In

theprocessoflooking forsuch solutions,weobserved som enum ericalinstabilities,

which caused usto suspectthattheaction (7)m ightbeunbounded from below.

In order to dem onstrate that this is indeed the case,it is su�cient to show

thisforonetrialsetoffunctions,Utrial(x)and G trial(x).In orderto sim plify the

stability analysis,wewillthereforebegin with classicalaction withoutgauge�elds,

G trial(x)= 0.

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

(approxim ate) bosonization offree quarks in fourdim ensions,which would have
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been an interesting result in its own right. Asthe following shows,this hasnot

been attained in thepresentform alism .W eshallcom m entlateron whatwebelieve

m ightbethepossiblereasonsforthis.

W ethereforesetthegauge�eld to zero,resulting in

S
e�

[0;0;U]=
�2

2�2

Z

Tr(J�J
�)�

1

240�2

Z

�
����� Tr(J�J�J�J�J�)

�
1

192�2

Z

Tr[2(@�J
�)2 + (J�J�)

2]

(8)

M otivated bytheSkyrm em odel,wearelookingforaradiallysym m etrichedge-

hog solution.W echoosetheclassicalsolution to bea �eld oftheform

Uc = e
if(r)~��̂r

where~�arepaulim atrices,thegeneratorsofsom eSU(2)subgroup ofU(N cN f)and

f(r)isaradialshapefunction with boundary conditionsf(0)= �,f(1 )= 0.The

choice ofthe em bedding willbecom e relevant only ifstable solutions exists,and

then itshould bediscussed togetherwith quantization ofthecollectivecoordinates.

TheW ess-Zum ino term vanishesand therestoftheterm saregiven by

�(Jc�)
2 = (f0)2 +

2sin2f

r2

(Jc�J
c
�)
2 = (f0)4 �

4(f0)2sin2f

r2
(9)

(@�J
c�)2 =

�

f
00+

2f0

r
�
sin2f

r2

�2

Next,wede�nean e�ectivepotentialV
e�

asm inustheaction divided by N cN f

and integrated overspaceonly,
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V
e�
(f)=

2�2

�

1Z

0

dr[r2(f0)2 + 2sin2f]

+
1

48�

1Z

0

dr

"

2

�

rf
00+ 2f0�

sin(2f)

r

�2

+ [r2(f0)4 � 4(f0)2sin2f]

# (10)

Finding stable solutions ofthe action (8)is now reduced to functionalm ini-

m ization ofthee�ective potential(10).

Considera fam ily oftrialfunctions

f(r)= 2tan�1 (
a

r
) (11)

where a is a variationalparam eter which also determ ines the soliton size. The

functions(11)satisfy theboundary conditionsatboth r= 0 and r! 1 :

f(r= 0)= �

f(r! 1 )= 0

(12)

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

winding num ber,which in ournorm alization correspondsto onequark.

Forthisfam ily oftrialfunctions,

V
e�
(a)= 6�2a�

1

96a
(13)

Hencefora ! 0thepotentialisunbounded below.Thus,when attem ptingtosolve

theequationsofm otion,wewill�nd thatthesoliton pro�lewillbe\squeezed" to
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zero width around the origin. Thisshrinking ofthe classicalsolution to zero size

occurs despite the presence ofboth two-and four-derivative term s in the action

(8).

A sim ilare�ectoccursalready in the� m odel
[14]

.Also there,theapproxim ate

action with up tofourderivativeson the�and~��elds,constrained to� 2+ ~�2 = f2

has its classicalsolutions \squeezed" to zero width,and with energy tending to

�1 .

In two dim ensions,stabilization ofthe soliton isprovided by the m assterm .

In fourdim ensions,onem ay add a m assterm

2m 4
Q [1� cos(f)] (14)

wherem Q issom escalerelated totheoriginalquark m assin theQCD Lagrangian,

(notquite the bare m assitself,asthere isnorm alordering to be perform ed;see

Appendix ofref.[7]).Such a m assterm doesnotprovidethedesired stabilization,

however.Forthetrialfunction above,thisterm willhavea divergentcontribution

to the potentialcom ing from the integration overlarge r. Since the stabilization

problem occurs at sm alldistances,this large-r divergence due to the m ass term

cannotcure the problem . In orderto isolate the large-r divergence,we willtreat

the problem oflarge r by putting a cut-o� R. W e expectthateventually such a

cut-o� willactually beprovided by thecon�nem entin QCD.

Now thecontribution ofthem assterm to thepotentialwillbe

16�m 4
Q a

3

�
R

a
� tan�1 (

R

a
)

�

(15)

which tends to zero as \a" tends to zero,thus not changing the fact that the
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potentialisunbounded below forsm allscalesa.

4.Discussion and Interpretations

Therearevariousoptionstoovercom ethesedi�culties.The�rstisbychoosing

a di�erentregularization schem e. Thism ay change the coe�cientsofthe dim en-

sion fouroperatorswhich appearin the Lagrangian. In particularitm ay change

theterm sin such a way thatwewillhavea com m utatorsquared asin theSkyrm e

m odel.Thisprobably istheonly known action which producesapositiveHam ilto-

nian.A second way outofthisproblem isto referto non-perturbativecorrections

which willchangetheform ofthecoe�cientsin such away asto getaSkyrm elike

action.

W e should rem ark,however,that in generalwe would not expect a schem e

change to inuence physicalresults,like the em ergence ofconstituentquarks. It

m ay happen,however,thatdue to the approxim ationsm ade,we m ay be able to

derivecertain quantitiesin oneschem e and notin another.

Recallthatin two dim ensions,the schem e wascom pletely �xed by requiring

vector conservation and that the axialbe the dualofthe vector. The latter re-

quirem entwasa resultofourwish to have the bosonic version correspond to the

ferm ionic one,and in the latter the axialis indeed the dualofthe vector (see

ourwork,ref. [8]fordetails). W e do nothave an analogousrequirem ent in four

dim ensionsasyet.

Letusalso rem ark thatourclassicalcon�gurationstend to be \squeezed" to

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

11



distances. Butthisisprecisely the regim e ofhigh m om enta,where ourapproxi-

m ationsare inadequate,aswe have neglected term swith six derivativesorm ore.

So we either have to �nd a better approxim ation,or m aybe exclude som e short

distanceregion.

A �nalcom m ent.W eexpectthee�ective action (7),afterintegrating outthe

gauge�eldsand taking traceovercolor,to yield an e�ectiveaction in avorspace.

Butdue to the non-positive nature ofthe potentialthatwe discovered above,we

do notexpect,within the present approxim ation,to getthe Skyrm e m odelwith

theassum ed standard positive-de�nite stabilizing four-derivativeterm
[3;4]

.
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