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A bstract

W e Investigate, in the context ofQCD sum rules, the role of G oldstone bosons arising
from chiralsym m etry breaking, especially on the need ofm atching the world ofhadrons to
that of som e e ective chiral quark theory. W e descrdbe how such m atching yields predic-
tions on induced condensates which reproduce the observed value ofthe strong N N cou—
pling constant. O ur result indicate that the observed Jarge N N ooupling com es prim arily
from the nonperturbative induced-condensate e ect. O n the other hand, the prediction on
the parity-violatihgweak N N coupling, £ vy 30 0:5) 107 isin good agreem ent
wih the value ( 2 10’ ) obtained by A deberger and Haxton from an overall t to
the existing data, but m ay appear to be slightly too large (out not yet of statistical sig—
ni cance) as com pared to the m ost recent null experim ent. A ftogether, we w ish to argue
that the proposal ofm atching onto a chirally broken e ective theory should enable us to
treat, In a quantitative and consistent m anner, the various nonleptonic strong and weak

processes involving G oldstone bosons.
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I. Introduction

Theproblam ofstrong interaction physicshasbeen w ith us form ore than halfa century,
despite the fact that the very nature of the problem hasbeen changing w ith the socalled
\underlying theory" which nowadays is taken universally to be quantum chrom odynam ics
or Q CD . A lthough the asym ptotically free nature ofQCD allow s us to test the candidate
theory at high energies, the nonperturbative feature dom inates at low energies so that it
rem ains aln ost In possible to solve problem s related to hadrons or nuclei, except perhaps
through lattice sim ulations but it is unlikely that, through the present-day com putation
pow er w hich is still not quite adequate, sin ulations would give usm ost ofwhat we w ish to
know . A s a resul, it would be usefiil to evaluate the m erits of using the m ethod ofQ CD
sum rules [1]to bridge between the description of the hadron properties and what wem ay
expect from QCD .

The ground state, or the vacuum , of QCD is known to be nontrivial, in the sense
that there are non—zero condensates, lncluding ghion condensates, quark condensates, and
perhaps in niely m any higherorder condensates. In such a theory, propagators, ie. causal

G reen’s finctions, such as the quark propagator
ST k) < 03T (f &) 0) 30> ; O

carry all the di culties Inherent in the theory. H igherorder condensates, such as a four-

quark condensate,

<O03T( (@)  @dF &) Jo>;

wih (z) also labeling a quark eld, represent an in nite series of unknow ns unless som e
useful ways for reduction can be obtained. A s the vacuum, j0 >, is highly nontrivial,
there is little reason to expect that W ick’s theorem (of factorization), as obtained for free
quantum eld theories, is still of validiy. Thus, we must look for altemative routes in

order to obtain usefiil resuls or relations.



A ccordingly, it m ight be usefiil], before em barking on the sub gct of chiral sym m etry
breaking in relation to QCD sum rules, to detour slightly by considering the feasbility of
working directly w ith the various m atrix elem ents (rather than the operators). To this

end, we note that, at the classical level, we m ay start w ith the QCD lagrangian PR],

1 1
L =-G? G*? — @A ®)
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a
+ fi @ + ig?Aa) mg ; )
w ith the gauge- xing and ghost tem s (ie., the second and third tem s) shown explicitly.

W e then have the equations for interacting elds,

a

fi @ +ig-A%) mg =0; @3)

@ G*  2gf*°GP G+ g ; = 0; @)
which m ay be re-interpreted as the equations of m otion for quantized interacting elds.
A s the (standard) rule for quantization, the equaltin e (anti)com m utators am ong these
quantized Interating elds are identical to those am ong non-interacting quantized elds.

A llow ing the operator fi @ m g to act on the m atrix elem ent de ned by Eq. (1),
we obtan, m aking use of what we have just stated about Interacting eld equations and

(canonical) quantization rules,

n
fi @ mogiSPi&)=1%&) * 4+ < 03T (fg7An qa&)gid (0)) 30> :

©)

T his equation can be solved by splitting the propagator into a singular, perturbative part

and a nonperturoative part:

iSEP (x) = 15 5% &) + ST x); (6)



w ith
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A ccordingly, we have
n
fi @ mouiSP&) =< 03T fg—A" awgid©) 30> : ®)
W ith the xed-point gauge,
n l n
A" (x) = EG x + ; )

wem ay then solve the nonperturbative part 1Sfjb (x) asa power series in x ,

1 i
ST () = Eabij<qq> tam (% )y P <>
1 b_2
+l—92<qg Gag> *°x® 45+ ; (10)

The st tem isthe Integration constant which de nes the so—called \quark condensate",
w hile them ixed quark-gluon condensate appearing in the third term arisesbecause ofEgs.
(8) and (9). It isobviousthat the serdes (10) isa short-distance expansion, w hich converges
for sm allenough x .

A practitioner would recognize inm ediately that Eqg. (10) is just the standard quark
propagator cited in m ost papers in QCD sum rules. T he approach which we suggest here
is based upon two key elem ents, nam ely, the set of interacting eld equations plus the
rule of canonical quantization (for interacting elds). The equations which we obtain,
such as Eg. (5), are much the sam e as the set of Schw ingerD yson equations (for the
m atrix elem ents). An iIn portant aspect in our derivation is that the nontriviality of the
vacuum Jj0 > isobserved at every step  a centralissue in relation to QCD . A though Eq.

(10) seeam s to be standard (and natural), our approach m akes it intuitive and relatively
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straightforw ard to work out the problem to an arbitrary order as well as to treat m any
other (propagator-like) m atrix elem ents such as those to be used later in the paper.

In light of the fact that the vacuum j0 > is nontrivial (@ fact which renders useless
m any lessons from perturbative quantum eld theory), the route of starting directly from
the interacting eld equations, augm ented by the canonical quantization rule, m ay be
pursued seriously. The m ethod, in which renomm alizations need to be de ned order by
order In a consistent m anner, m ay be contrasted w ith the usualpath-integral form ulation
In which G reen’s functions m ay be derived, in an elegant m anner, from the generating
functional. The m ethod should be seriously exploited m ainly because, jist lke what we
have done in the above, i m ight o er som e new insights for the problem at hand, ie.
QCD.

A s another in portant exercise, we m ay solit the gluon propagator into the singu-
lar, perturbative part and the nonperturbative part. For the nonperturbative part, our

Interacting- eld-equation-based approach yields

&< 0%G" ®K)G™ (0):30>

nm

<gG*> GG g g g )

96

nm

192<g3G3>fx2(gg g g ) g xx +g xXx g XX +tg9g X Xg
+ 0 (x%); (11)

w ith

< g?G?> < 03g°G" (0)G™ (0):50>; (12a)

<3G > < 03g°Ef®g G2 0)G® (OGS (0):j0> : (12b)

Again, the rsttemm In Eq. (11) is the integration constant for the di erential equation
satis ed by the glion propagator. N ote that inclusion ofthe glion condensate < g?G? > i

Eqg. (11) is still standard but the triple glion condensate < g°G 3 > isa new entry required
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by the Interacting eld equation (4). O ur approach indicates when condensates of entirely
new typesshould be introduced aswe try to perform operatorproduct expansionsto higher
dim ensions.

The method of QCD sum rules may now be regarded as the various approaches in
which we try to exploit the roles played by the quark and glion condensates which enter
Egs. (10) and (11) for problem s involving hadrons. To this end, we wish to st up a
quantum eld theory in which the vacuum isnontrivial, while leaving som e condensates as
param eters to be detem ined via rst principle, such as from lattice simulations ofQCD .
The aim is such that, once the fuindam ental condensate param eters are given, one can
m ake predictions on the various physical quantities associated w ith hadrons. O f course,

the m ethod ofQCD sum rules in its present broad context has its orgin in [L].

IT. Induced C ondensates and the E ective ChiralQ uark T heory

T he quark condensate which enters the variousQCD sum rules, such as the Belyaev—
Io enuckon mass sum rul [B] and the sum rules ] for the nuclkon axial couplings, is

perhaps the best know n param eter am ong all condensates:

a 2 ¥ < gg>' 0546GeV>; 13)

w hich is the order param eter in the chirally broken phase ofQ CD . It is related to the pion
decay constant £ wih 4 f Dbeing the scale goveming the convergence property of the
expansion in chiralperturbation theory. O ne point which isworth m entioning at this junc—
ture is that, aswe vary Q ? in probing the hadron substructure, the nonzero condensate as
listed in Egs. (13) doesnot disappear suddenly although the e ectsm ay becom e negligibly
an all or su ciently large Q 2 unlike the situation when one varies the tem perature T

and sees som e phase transition at som e critical tem perature T.. A s long as we subm it to

the picture w here the condensate (13) di ers from zero, it is im portant to recognize that



we are working w ith a condensated phase ofQCD which already di ers from the naive

QCD (without condensation). It isalso naturalto ask what othere ects such condensation

(chase transition) brings to light. For instance, it isbelieved that the spontaneous sym m e-
try breaking leading to sizable condensates also gives rise to the dynam ically-generated or
constituent m ass to a quark. Such spontaneous sym m etry breaking refers to the breaking
ofSU N¢);, SU N¢)g chiralsymmetry orQCD ofN ¢ avors ofaln ost m assless quarks
Into the SU N ¢)y symmetry which, according to G oldstone theorem , m ust give rise to
N f 1 alm ost m assless G oldstone bosons, pssudoscalar bosons in the present case W ith
pions and other pseudoscalar m esons as the natural candidate) . If we restrict ourselves to
the world of up and down quarks (as we shalldo in the rest of this paper), there is little
reason to reect the role played by G oldstone pions while accepting quite large em pirical
valuies for the various condensates.

In light of the above consideration, we are led to investigate, in the context ofQCD
sum rules, the role of G oldstone bosons arising from chiral sym m etry breaking, especially
on the need ofm atching the world ofhadrons to that of som e e ective chiralquark theory.
W e in m ediately recognize that such proposalhasm any ram ini cations for the m ethod of
QCD sum muls. In any event, the proposal should zrst be chedked out to leading order
In the Goldstone eldss such as very small Goldstone pion elds. A natural problem
for such investigation is the detemm ination of the strong N N ooupling, for which we
shall show that the proposal indeed yields predictions on induced condensates which are
Just needed to reproduce the observed valie and that such large N N ocoupling com es
prim arily from the nonperturbative induced-condensate e ect. A closely related question
is the parity-+violating (p . weak N N ooupling which is considerably m ore com plicated
since it Involves calculation (and regularization) of three—loop diagram s. In any event, it is
of In portance to use the detem ination ofthe N N couplings as the st testing ground
for the proposal. This iswhat we w ish to do In the present paper, while having to put o

Investigations of som e other serious issues for the future.



W hat should we use while still insisting on using quarks and gluons as the e ective
degrees of freedom (O OF’s)? A plausble choice is to acospt the chiral lagrangian of
W einberg [B] and G eorgi [6] as the candidate e ective theory, In which G oldstone bosons
arising from chiralsym m etry breaking couple to quarks (and indirectly to gluons) but such
couplings should vanish in the long-wavelength lin it. T he choice m ay not be unique as far
as identi cation of G oldstone pions (w ith physicalpions) is concemed, but m any di erent
choicesm ay tum out to be equivalent (as som e people believe to be the case).

O n the other hand, it is often said that the long-distance realization, or the low -energy
e ective theory, ofQ CD ischirmlperturbation theory ( PT) [7], in which G oldstonebosons
arethe only e ective DOF’s. Aswe go up In the energy scale, we m ust eventually end up
In having to dealdirectly with QCD itself. Thus, it is also natural to anticipate that, at
som e interm ediate energy scale, the two Janguages,namely PT and QCD, can bem atched
onto each other or, in som ew hat loose tem s, the DO F'’s of the two theories couple In a
way dictated by symm etries, yielding again the e ective chiral quark theory [B,6]. The
resultant theory is unique if sym m etries dictates com pltely the interactions, as sugoected
to be s0 In the present case.

T herefore, there leaves little room forwhatwem ay choose forthe e ective chiralquark
theory [5,6], onto which we shalltry tom ap the world ofhadrons. A sthe prin ary exam ple
ofthis paper, we consider the breaking ofthe SU 2);, SU (2)r chiralsymm etry into the
vector SU (2) symm etry. The e ective chiral quark theory is then speci ed, to din ension

six, by [B]

1
L= fi @ — @ ~ ~ o~
i 152 @ ~) g
9a 1 ~2
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to which the gluon DOF'’s should be added as In Eqg. (2), but with considerably weaker



coupling constant.

Them ethod ofQCD sum rules startsw ith a choice of som e correlation function which
m ay be evaluated at the quark level on the one hand (the socalled \left-hand side" or
LHS) whilem ay also be interpreted at the hadron level (the socalled \right-hand side" or

RHS).To study the nuckon properties, for instance, we m ay choose
Z

©E)=1 d'xe®*< 0T [, &) ,OIP> ; (15a)
w ith the usual choice [B] ofthe current (x)
L) = LT ®)C W) d&): (15b)

Here C is the charge conjugation operator and < 0 7 () JN () >= yuy ) wih

ny the am plitude for overlap and uy (p) the nucleon D irac spinor (nom alized such that
uy E)uy E) = 2my ). And wem ay work out both the LHS and RH S sides and obtain the
now welkknown QCD sum rules [3, 4].

This is \duality" in the sense that som e quantity assum es suitable m eaning both at the
quark level and at the hadron level. A s elucidated in detail so far, we w ish to Investigate
the proposal that, in such duality picture, the language to be used at the quark level is
the e ective chiral quark theory, rather than QCD In the chirally symm etric phase (In
which G oldstone bosons do not enter as relevant DO F’s) . Since chiral sym m etry breaking
has already taken place w ith the order param eter as given by Eq. (13), it appears quite
natural that we should be trying to m atch the world of hadrons to a world In which we
could talk about not only quarks and gluons but also sizable basic condensates.

To proceed further, we note P] that, on an em pirical ground, the quark propagator is

m odi ed in the presence of su ciently smallpion elds:

. lN ~
lSab(X): 42X2gq5ab
i
+ﬁ~ ~ g < qg> ab 5;
i
T3 Mo < W g X 16)



w ith

< aly sg> ggq 3< q@> 17a)

< gis j Gg> mygq 5<ag> : 17b)

Here g 4 is the pionquark coupling, which has been introduced on a purely em pirical
ground. The susceptibility enters in the evaluation of both strong and weak pion-
nucleon coupling constants, whilem ; enters only for the weak one.

W e m ay begin by working in the lin i of m assless G oldstone pions ( 2 = 0). In this
lim it, all the tem s nvolving G oldstone bosonsm ust contain the derivative @ ~, as shown
by the lagrangian of Eq. (14). D enote these tem s altogether by L. For the prin ary
purpose of the present paper, it is su cent to treat such pion elds as som e gn all classical

elds. Thus, we obtain the m odi cation to the quark propagator asde ned by Eq. (1).

Z
i sP) =< 03T @ d'z L@4 &) 30>
Z
= i d'z@ ~@ < 03T (~@f x)d ) 30>
Z
- izg—;* diz~ @) €< 03T E @ &KE0) I0>; (18)

wih A (x) the isovector axial vector current as given by

2f ~2 1
K = s~ — (@0 —)e ~

~ o~ 19
9a 4f2 2gA £ ( )

N ote that the second equality In Eq. (18) follow s since we shall treat pions elds ~ (x) as
som e am all classical eld. It is straightforward to show that PCAC holds:

2f 1
@RE = — “~40(—): (20)
9n bl

A little algebra yields, n the Imtwih 2 = 0,

ST = L) < 03T E&~qkidd 0) 30>
i%w ©) < 03T EEIEI0) 5~)§ 50> : 1)
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This is in fact a notable case in which the expectation value of the product of som e four-
quark operators can be reduced to an expression involving only two-quark operators via
the application ofPCAC.

The two propagators appearing in Eq. (1) can be solved in a way introduced in
the previous section for the propagator 1Sfjb x). Nam ely, we use Eq. (3) and equaltine

anticom m utators and obtain

fi @ +mgy < 03T (f s~gx ginD(O ) JO>
= i%®) ® 5~ < 03T (FO~ gEAn ax)gid 0) 30> ; (22a)
fi @ magy < 03T ®)EfqO) s~)g 0>

ab 5.4 < 05T (fg;?An qa&)gt£q0) °~g 0)) 30> : 22b)

The solutions to Egs. (22a) and (22b) are

< 03T (£ s~qx)gd 0) 30>

Z
d'p il @+m) "~ Lnn 1 i
— elpx ab J7 _— ab 5 < > —m < 5 ab< >
@ )4 P me+ i 12 EE 48 H
1
< Gg> * S~ + ; 23a
190 Qg q ; ( )
< 03T (f & (f 30 >
Z
dp . 1(@3+ m) °~limn 1 i
— elpx ab J7 _— ab 5 < > +—m < 5_ ab< >
@2 )¢ PP me+ i 12 = 48 EE
1
+—< Gg> * S~ + ; 23b
192 Q@ q ; (23b)

W e caution that the quark m assm in these equations is the one appearing in the e ective
chiral quark theory, Eqg. (14), rather than that In the bare QCD, Eq. 2) khe chirally
sym m etric phase ofQCD 1.

Substituting Egs. (23a) and (23b) back ntoEqg. (21) and treating ~ asa an allconstant

eld, we cbtain
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Z
_,em o dp e s
£ @ ) PP om?+ i
.9n 1 ab ab, 2
+ = ~—1P2 < qg> 5 Top <@ Gg> Tx" sg: (24)

In the e ective chiral quark theory [b], we use m 035G eV . Aswe usually take p?
1GeV?, wemay neglect m ? as com pared to p?> in the st term of Eq. (24) so that the

expression (24) reduces to Eq. (16) wih

gq= P (25a)

29;
gq= f—A; (25b)

_ 29
m0<qq>gq—f—<qg Gg> : (25¢)

A ccordingly, the pion-quark coupling g 4 and the induced condensates as characterized by
the susosptibbilities and m ; are com pletely determ Ined when the connection w ith the

e ective chiral quark theory ism ade. Num erically, wem ay use [6]
f = 93M &v; gn = 0:7524; (26a)

so that
2a 9
g q 2:83; a= ; 314GeV “: (26b)

2

Note that we also havem ; = 220 wih < gg Gg> nﬁ < ggq > but we shall discuss

the param eterm % later in the paper. W e re-iterate again that, since the whole derivation
ism ade by m aking connection w ith an e ective chiral quark theory, it is naturalto adopt

the constituent quark m ass in Egs. (26).
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IIT. P ion-N ucleon C ouplings

T o investigate the proposalthat them atching isdone betw een the hadron w orld and the
e ective chiralquark theory [5,6], wew ish to consider the evaluation ofboth the strong and
weak N N ooupling constants. Such evaluation, by itselfbeing of indam ental in portance,
can readily be generalized to treat a Jarge num ber ofphysical processes involving G oldstone
bosons, such asnonlptonic decays ofhyperonsorheavymesons ( ! N ,D ! K ,etc.).
To begin, it is usefiil to recall the Belyaev-Io e nucleon m ass sum rule, taking into

account the quark m ass tem s [3, 10],

22
a'mMg _ o-p7

1 61 a-0 1 2 21 4=9 1 2 4
ML E,+ < g.G">M4L Eo+ —-a'L
5 27 32 gﬁ 5 "6 24M é

8

maM 2 _ ,_ mami_ . By
; B 1,479 g, . 0 26=27 _ 2 M *=M;, 27)

wih 2 2@ )" 3 5 f. The factors containing L, L = 06211 (10M 5 ), give the
evolution in Q2 arising from the anam olous dim ensions, and the E; M é ) finctions take
into account excited states to ensure the proper largeM § behavior [3, 41.

By analyzing the observed m ass splittings in heavy quarkonia, N arison [11] extracted

an updated average value on the glion condensate:
< FG?>= (89 11)Gev?; (28)

w hich, albeit som ew hat Jarger than the early value obtained by SV Z [1], appearstobem ore
approprate for future QCD sum rule analyses. It is unlikely that the glion condensate
suitable for light quark system s would be an aller than this value (as extracted prim arily
from cham onium system s). O n the otherhand, the quoted value on the quark condensate
(as an order param eter of the phase transition), nam ely Eq. (13), m ay have an uncertainty
as large as 20 % , should we use the Instanton picture ofthe QCD vacuum [12] as a guide.
M aking use of the W ard-Takahashi identities associated w ith a speci ¢ nonlinear chiral

transform ation, Jacquot and R ichert [13] obtain

mayn ()< ag>= < F()G%>; 29)

48 ?
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where m gy ( ) is the dynam ically generated quark mass at the scale . This relation
also follow s from a dilutegas approxin ation of the instanton Q CD vacuum . Substituting
the current values of the condensates into this relation, it is seen that the dynam ically
generated quark m assm ay be interpreted as the constituent quark m ass. Since the relation
(29) would failbadly w ith the current quark m ass as the input, this result m ay be regarded
as one of the reasons w hy the constituent or dynam ically generated m ass m ight be m ore
approprate or QCD sum rule studies.

Tt ispossble to adopt Eq. (29) as a constraint am ong the quark m ass, and the quark
and gluon condensates. Such constraint leads to the gluon condensate which isa few tim es
larger than the original SVZ value [L] but which is pretty much in line w ith the resuls
from lattice sin ulations.

A s Indicated earlier, it is likely that the m ixed quark-glion condensate is sm aller than
the current value m % 0:8G eV ? especially when the e ective chiral quark theory isused.
Ladking any further guideline on the m atter, we recall the reduction factor in ¢ [6] and
arbirarily takem (2) 0:4G eV ?, but caution that fiirther justi cation is needed for com ing
up w ih a better value ofm % . The convergence property of them ass sum rul, Eqg. 27),
would be a suspect form % 0:8G eV ? but becom es very stable when a sn aller value is
assum ed. In a sense we can m ake use of the nucleon m ass sum rule to constrain them ixed
quark-glion condensate but the sum rule becom es so well behaved for su clently an all
m Z that the constraint loses its e ciency.

T he logarithm ic derivative ofthe LH S of Eq. (27) gives the prediction on the nuclkon
massM , a prediction which tums out to be quite stable w ith respect to the Borelm ass
Mpg.WeobtanM = (094 0:02)GeV orMp = (110 0:05)GeV . Substituting this
value back into Eg. (27), we obtain f] = (0177 0:005)GeV°®. An additional error of
at least 04GeV forthe predicted nucleon m ass should be understood if we consider the
uncertainty in the various condensates.

W e tum our attention to the QCD sum rule for the strong N N coupling [14, 9].
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1 _ a _ 11 1, .
"ML E, ?M§L2‘9E1 3 < gG2> M 2E,+ §a2L4_9

4
3. M2 49 1 L 2727
+mam gL " fom—2 + —g+ —mia’——
2" 48”12 M 2
2 ., 2
=g1quNN+BM§g§]eM M, (30)

N ote that the tetm B M g is Introduced to absorb som e e ect from excited states (with
less singular pole behavior).

Num erically, we cbtain g yy = 148 0:7) PrMg = (110 0:05)GeV, again a
fairly stable result with respect to the Borelm ass. An additional error of at least 20
should be understood in view of the uncertainties nvolved in the various condensates.

W e wish to point out that about 50 % of the contrbution in fact com es from the

a tem , a nonperturbative e ect. This result con m s the long-standing conviction that
pion physics associated w ith nuclons is non-perturbative and can only be obtained by
taking into acocount the e ects related to the nontrivial vacuum . E xperim entally, we have
Jg xn J 135, which is in general agreem ent w ith the sum rule prediction.

Tt is iIndeed rem arkable that the observed strong N N coupling hasbeen reproduced in
QCD sum rulesprin arily because of the inclusion ofthe nonperturbative term s the st
term on the LH S is the leading perturbative contridbution but it is not ofm uch num erical
In portance. In other words, we have essentially shown that the large N N coupling is
nonperturbative in origin.

Finally, wem ay also tum our attention to the weak p v. pion-nucleon coupling, w hich
isde ned as follows [15, 16, 17].

. £
R L G1)

Only charged pions can be em itted or absorbed. Here wem odify the QCD sum rule which

we obtained earlier P] (@nd which has som e pathological behavior) by m ultiplying both
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sides LHS and RHS) by the factor ©® M ?) Inm ediately befre the Borel transform .

This has helped to produce a QCD sum rule which is very wellbehaved.

Gp sin® 4y & )

@m2° MM 5L E,

9% 2
8 2 2 6 4=9 6 1 2 4 4=9
@4 MMS) aL'UE; Mg M M{m,aEBL
=gl ffyy +BM2g 2 oM 2e® M, (32)

This sum rule still su ers from the fact that the contrbution from the glion condensate
diagram s is yet to be included; these diagram s are much m ore com plicated to evaluate
although they are of the sam e order or an aller than uncertainties of our calculation.

Num erically, we obtain f yy = (304 0:01) 10’7 forMy = (110 0:05)Gev,
a prediction which is even m ore stable than the previous two sum rules (on the nucleon
m ass and the strong pion-nucleon coupling). T he uncertainties in the condensates and in
the tem s which have been neglected am ount to at least 0:5 107 .About 50 $ ofthe
contribbution com es from the nonperturbative a tem .

Ourprediction of f yy B30 0:5) 107 @My 10GeV) is In good agreem ent
wih the value ( 2 107 ) obtained by Adeberger and Haxton [15] from an overall t
to the existing data, but m ay appear to be slightly too large (out not yet of statistical
signi cance) as com pared to the m ost recent experim ent [18]. Once again, we see that
the non-perturbative physics dictates in the prediction of the parity-violating weak N N
coupling, a typical case of nonleptonic weak interactions. O ur results suggest the need to
Incorporate such non-perturbative e ects Into any system atic study of nonleptonic weak
interactions. W e suspect that m any in portant issues, such asthe I= % rule, in relation
to nonleptonic weak interactions cannot be addressed in any m eaningfiilm anner w ithout

suitable incorporation of non-perturbative condensate e ects.
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IV . D iscussion and Sum m ary

In light of the very encouraging results which we have obtained for the nucleon m ass
and the strong and weak N N oouplings, it is tem pting to take seriously the proposal
that the m atching In QCD sum rules is done between the hadron world and the e ective
chiral quark theory [5,6]. In particular, non-perturbative QCD e ects in a lJarge num ber
ofphysical processes involving G oldstone bosonsm ay now be treated on the sam e footing.

T he uncertainties involved in the various condensatespose som e problem in the analysis
ofQCD sum rules. A sa num erical indicator, we note that an increase 0£10 % in the gluon
condensate produces little change in the predicted nuclkeon massM ( 04 %) and thepwv.
pion—nucleon coupling £ yy ( 1:5 %) but reduces the value of the strong pion-nucleon
coupling jg yxy Jby 5.7 % . A reduction ofm% by 20 % (on the m ixed quark-glion
condensate) produces the changesof 21 %, 126 %, and +15:1 % regectively forM ,
Jjgnn FJand f yy . On the other hand, a reduction of the quark condensate by 10 %
Increases M by 4 %, decreases jg yny Jby 22 %, and reduces £ yy by 124 $ . Thes
results enable us to assign som e errors to our predictions cited in the previous section.
N evertheless, som e room rem ains for an entirely di erent set of param eters. For instance,
wem ay rem ark that a relativistic version of the e ective chiral quark theory based on the
BetheSalpeter equation B SE) and Schw IngerD yson equation (SDE), such as [1L9], could
also lead to sin ilar nalnum erical resuls. T herefore it is prem ature to take the present
num erics as the credence tow ards only the nonrelativistic chiral quark m odel [6].

There are also m any other In portant issues related to the proposal. For exam ple,
the adoption of the constituent quark m ass could m odify the existing QCD sum mule
calculations, perhaps quite severely in som e cases. Furthem ore, pionsm ay also be treated
as \quantized elds", leading to the concept of \pion condensation" in addition to the
better known pion-loop corrections, should we take the e ective chiral quark theory to

the next level of sophistication . F inally, there are issues conceming the in portance of the
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instantons [12] when pions are involved.

First, we discuss brie y how G oldstone pions can be treated as \quantized elds".
T his Involves integration ofthe renom alization procedure asnow w idely adopted for chiral
perturbation theory w ith the standard renomm alization for quantized gauge eld theordies.
This is not a trivial task which requires further studies. To a given order (in tem s of,
eg., the num ber of pion loops), it m ight be possible to cbtain the \renom alized" e ective
chiral quark theory which can then be used for m apping onto the world of hadrons. For
the purpose of the present paper, how ever, we note that the problem s which involve such
renom alizations involre term s at least bi-linear in pion elds and thus are always ofhigher
order in nature.

N ext, wem ay discuss the changes w hen the constituent quark m ass instead of the very
an all current quark m ass is adopted. A s a qualitative estin ate, we approxin ate the rst
term ofEqg. (24) by the st temm ofEqg. (16) we neglect a term of order m 2=p2 (w ith
p° 1Gev?),a (1020) $ e ect. It a ectsm ost of the existing Q CD sum rule predictions
only in quantitative detail, but not qualitatively. T his point is also exem pli ed In detail in
our analysis of the sum rules on the nuclon m ass and the strong pion-nucleon coupling.

Tt is clear that the proposal of m atching the world of hadrons to that of the e ective
chiralquark theory raisesm any interesting questions related to fundam entals in QCD sum
rules. It is also clear that it would be well beyond the scope of the present paper to
address m any such questions in detail. Tt is hoped that the encouraging results which we
have obtained in the present paper would help to m otivate further Investigations along this
direction.

To sum up, wehave Investigated, In the context ofQ CD sum rules, the role ofG oldstone
bosons arising from chiralsym m etry breaking, especially on the need ofm atching the world
ofhadrons to that of som e e ective chiral quark theory. W e have shown how the proposal
yieldspredictions on induced condensates w hich reproduce the observed value ofthe strong

N N coupling constant. O ur result indicate that the observed lJarge N N ooupling com es
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prin arily from the nonperturbative induced-condensate e ect. On the other hand, the
prediction on the party-violating weak N N ocoupling, £ y B0 0:5B) 107 ,isi
good agreem ent w ith thevalue ( 2 107 ) cbtained by A deberger and H axton [15] from

anoverall t to the existing data, but m ay appear to be slightly too large (out not yet of
statistical signi cance) as com pared to the m ost recent null experin ent [18]. A logether,
we wish to argue that the proposal of m atching onto a chirally broken e ective theory
should enable us to treat, in a quantitative and consistent m anner, the various nonleptonic

strong and weak processes involving G oldstone bosons.
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