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A bstract

U sing chiralperturbation theory and the largeN . expansion, we ocbtain expressions for

the %mass and 0

m ixing In term s of low -energy chiral Lagrangian param eters.
T his is acoom plished through an interm ediate step of hm atching’ the topological sus—
ceptbility in the lJargeN . and chiral Lagrangian descriptions. By Inserting the values
of wellkm easured param eters we obtain predictions involving the the second order pa-—
ram eters Lg;L+ and Lg. The prediction for L¢ is quite restrictive even after allow ing

for 1=N . corrections.
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1 Introduction

Chiralperturbation theory (CHPT) provides a usefiildescription of low -energy QCD In tem s
of the relevant light degrees of freedom [Ii]. These light degrees of freedom are sinply the
N ? 1 pseudo-6 oldstonebosons PGB ’s) which result from thebreaking of chiralsymm etry:

SU (N¢)g SUWNg)r ! SUN¢)y

W e do not nclude the U (1), symm etry in the above as it is violated by the axial anom aly
21. The axialanom aly hasphysicale ectsdue to the presence n QCD of eld con gurations
w ith non-trivialw inding number . W ere thisnot the case the chiral Lagrangian would have
to bem odi ed to accom odate an additional (hinth) pssudo-G oldstone boson, which has the
quantum numbers ofthe °. It isweltknown that this is what occurs in the Jarge N lin it {
the physicale ects of the anom aly are suppressed 3]7. In the largeN . Iin it the low -energy
e ective Lagrangian contains the °aswellasthe pions [Hl.

It m ight be regarded as a failure of the JargeN . expansion that the ° is so heavy {
m o= 958M &V { relative to theotherstrangePGB’ssuch astheK ;K %;K ®and .However,
we w ill argue here that this is a consequence of the an allness of the light quark m asses and
need not In ply a breakdown in largeN . thinking. The point is that if one form ally takes
thelinitN.! 1 withm,gs xed, it iseasy to see that the °becom es roughly degenerate
w ith the strange PGB's (see section 2) . However, it ism ore approprate for the realworld to
consideradoubke limitnwhichN.! 1 andmgg; ! O sinultaneously, n socme xed ratio.
Indeed, thebreaking ofthe chiralSU (3) SU (3) symm etry associated w ith the strange quark
mass m =4 f 15% isstillanallerthan 1N. N =3) 30% . Aswe willdiscuss below,
after taking this into account it becom es clear that the © is heavy relative to the PGB's
because ofthe an allness ofm ¢ ratherthan a failure of largeN .. U sing a sin ultaneous scaling
ofN. and m 4 we can contem plate a largeN . lin it w ith the follow ing hierarchy ofm asses:

M jaryon >> M o >> M x,; : 1)

W e note that a sin ilar point of view was taken by Leutwyler in ], where a bound on the
light quark m ass ratios was derived using a doublk expansion in largeN . and the quark
m asses.

W e will take the viewpoint that largeN . gives a qualitatively correct picture ofQCD
dynam ics, and exploi the tension between the standard CHPT e ective Lagrangian and
the one resulting from largeN .. In particular, we w ill utilize the special status of the °in

*D espite this, the -anglem ay still have physical consequences in the largeN lim it 'g]. A lso see ff!] fora
discussion of the possble largeN . behavior of Instantons.



determm Ining a quantity known as the topological susceptioility :

- L ; @)

where Z is the QCD partition function, V the volum e of spacetine and  is the winding
num ber given by 7
= L d'x ca : 3)
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In the large volum e Ilin it, Z can be expressed in temm s of the vacuum energy density g:

z = exp(V o): 4)

The problem is thus reduced to that of com puting the dependence of ;. This can be
done either in CHPT, which is equivalent to an expansion in the light quark masses m g,
or in the JargeN . e ective Lagrangian, which nvolves a double expansion in 1=N . and m 4.
E quating the two results for the susceptbility w illyield a relationship at keading order n N
between m o and low -energy param eters appearing in CHP T . An altemative way of view Ing
our calculation is In termm softwo di erent e ective Lagrangiansvalid at the two energy scales
1. moand , m g, .Atthe ower scal the °hasbeen ‘ntegrated out’. Requiring
that both Lagrangians (one with the 9 the other without) yield the sam e susoeptibility
In plies a non-trivial relation between their param eters.
In the follow Ing sections we w ill com pute the topological susoeptioility in both CHPT
and LargeN . CHPT to obtain the desired relation. In the nal section we w ill present our

results and som e nal comm ents.

2 LargeN_.E ective Lagrangian

A s previously m entioned, at largeN . the e ective Lagrangian must be m odi ed to Include
an additional ight m eson, the ° which plays the rok of an additional PG B associated w ith
U (1)a B,5]. & is convenient to describe allN 2 PGBsin tem sofaU N ¢) matrix edU x).
The Yisrelated to the phase of the determ inant of U (x):

detll x) = e * ® )
w ih q
2Ng o
x) = - (6)

The e ective Lagrangian at large N . is
Ly = S tr@UY@ U)+ RexrMUY) 5( VF; )
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where the pion decay constant ' O (N 17?), the chiral sym m etry breaking scale 0O N o)
(related to the quark condensate In the chirallim i) and O (1) (r=lated to the topological
susceptibility of pure gliodynam ics 3]). Note that the angle hasbeen absorbed from the
massmatrix M into a shift of . Ly rpresents the lading order tem s In the e ective
Lagrangian in the form al counting schem e where one takes the quark m assesm ¢ In them ass
matrix M tobe O (N_!) and derivatives@ O N_,'?) m

Taking the quark m assm atrix to be (We now restrict ourselvesto N = 3 and the SU (2)

isospin Imitm,=mg=m)

0 1
m O 0
£ e
EO m 0% (8)
0O 0 mg
we obtain the follow Ing m ass relations:
2m
2 _
m = =
) 2 @+ 2m )
m - 2 v &7 s/
3F2
5 2 @2m+mg 6
meoT T T Ee
2 (m )
2 _ m g .
m<, = F2 : )

The rsttwo equations are identical to the results of CHP T, and the last equation describes
Om ixing. N ote that both the anom alous and CHP T contrlbutions to m %, are form ally
O (1N .) In N, counting. A sm entioned previously i is possible to take the quark m asses
mg O N, Y1 0asN.! 1 such that the anom alous term continues to dom hate { ie.,
>> mg. This isthe lin it that we willconsider. Tn realQCD wheretheN. ! 1 Imit
is only approxin ate the anom alous contribution tom o is presum ably not suppressed below
the CHP T contrioution which is sm allbecause ofthe quark m asses. W e argue therefore that
the large N . form of /) is appropriate to QCD .
The param eter can be extracted at leading order by requiring that the eigenvalues of
the O m ass m atrix correspond to the phenom enologically observed values of 547 and
958 M &V respectively. Ifwe allow CHPT and 1=N . uncertainty of50% in them ass relations
@) (fom, eg., uncertainties in F o, and subleading interactions not in {]) which shift the
m ass relations {9}) etc.), we obtain the resul

137Mev)i< < eo2Mev) : (10)

In our calculations, we have used F = 93M &V, the allowed range of light quark m asses
my,’” mg’ 7TMé&V and m easured pion and kaon m asses to conlude thatm g ¥ 150M &V and
= 0 (200MeV) 3.



N ote that the above resuls are consistent w ith the clain that m s mahl due to
the an allness ofm .

T he next step is to com pute the topological susceptibility using Ly . This requiresm Ini-
m izing the potentialenergy at an all anglk and di erentiating tw ice w ith respect to i . The
SU N¢) dsospin Im it m = m ) of this problem was analyzed previously by Leutw yler and
Sm ilga f4]. In this case the globalm ininum ofthe potential occurs when U is a multiple of
theunitmatrix U = e * V¢, The vacuum energy is of the form

L oNem+ 1™ oy aw)
0 £ 2Nf+m !

and the topological susosptibility at = 0 is

h 21 m
= : 12)
\ N + m
In the lim i we are considering, the denom nator is dom nated by , so
hii,m o ) a3)
\% N ¢ Neg

The second tem isO m ?), and onem ay wonder whether it is consistent to retain it given
the neglect oftemm sofhigherorderin (M U) n L y . The ponnt is that due to an addiional
power of thetem in (I3) is larger by a factor of N . than the subleading corrections we
have neglected. W hen we m atch topological susceptibilites w ith the true low -energy theory
described by the SU (N ¢) chiral Lagrangian (o %, thistem will x a combination of L 6:7:8
at leading order In N ..

It is in portant to note that the ° and the PGB’s play a unijue role in determ ining
hTZi . The other partickes not described by U (x), such asthe meson, orthe baryonsp;n; :::
are expected to have zero expectation value in the vacuum , and hence do not contrbute
to the susceptibility even if their interactions have some -dependence. This cbservation is
independent of largeN ., which only guarantees that {12) is accurate to lading order.

The extension of {2) to the case of a heavy strange quark is straightforward, and we
obtain

h 214 M
\Y% B + M 7 d4)
whereM = (I=m,+ l=m4+ 1l=m.) ‘= mm.=(m + 2m.). Note that this reduces tom =N ¢
whereN¢ = 3;2 ormg ! m andmg ! 1 resgpectively. M isapproxinately m, which
is determ ined by the pion m ass relation n (9).

The range in  given in {10) translates to the ollow ing range in the topological suscep—

24

37 10’ < < 4905 10’ (15)



The uncertainty in ~ does not lead to a Jarge variation .n h 2 i=V . There are, however,
additional 1=N . corrections to the relation {14) which we have not yet exam ined in detail.
A s m entioned previously, the uncertainties represented in (15) are due to 1=N . corrections
to the m ass relations (§) . However, subkading interactions which do not appear n {]) m ay
also alter the calculation of the susceptibility.

There are two types of sublkading corrections, both form ally of order 1=N ., which we
must consider.

Higher orders In (M U) which induce corrections suppressed by O (mg). The most
in portant of these are of the form ofthe L¢;;,s Interactions in (1Y) below . Tn largeN
oounting L¢;; are suppressed by Zwelg’s rule so it is Lg which ism ost in portant¥;.

O (1=N.) Interactionsofthe °in Ly which violatetheU N¢) U N¢) avor sym m etries
but which preserve SU (N ¢) symm etries. T hese corrections represent the fact that the
Oisonly a PGB in the largeN . lim it. The m ost in portant of these is of the form

( ¥ RetrM e® NryuY) ; 16)
w here the coe cient isO (1=N ).

W e can estin ate the size of the uncertainties introduced in the largeN . susosptibbility
by corrections of the above type. N aiely, the Lg,;,3 Interactions will lead to a correction of
orderO @ ¢) which would be oforder 15% . H owever, the issue is som ew hat m ore com plicated
than this. T he structure of Ly is such that itse ect on the calculation ofthe susceptibility is
equivalent to a shift n thequarkmassesin @4):m; ! m;(1+0 (m;)). Henceonlym , receives
a non-negliglble correction. H ow ever, the strange quark m ass hasonly a very am alle ect on
the susceptioility because it is so much m ore m assive than the u,d quarks. T he param eter
M =m@+ 0 m=my)) In {1:4) depends only weakly on m 5. The Lg;; operators, although
suppressed relative to Lg by a power of 1=N ., have a Jarger e ect on the susceptibility. An
explicit calculation show sthat Lg,; shift the susceptibility by O m s 1=N (), leading to a Jarger
uncertainty than is given by the range {15). T his is the dom inant sublading correction. W e
w ill associate an additional error of 5% to this correction, leading to the follow ing range
of susosptibility (representing roughly 10% error) :
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{In the realworld the centralvalues of L 6;7 are roughly (1=N .)Lg, which is at least consistent w ith the
1=N . expansion approxin ation.



The seocond type of correction leads to a only a sn all uncertainty in the susceptibbility.

Let o bethevaluie of which m inin izes the vacuum energy o in ({1) at non—zero

= _— 18

° 1+ M =) a8
W e can then estin ate the shift in the susceptibility by substituting ( into {16) and di er-
entiating tw ice w ith respect to . This leads to a correction which is suppressed by a factor
of0 N_' M = ),making it kssthan 5% of (I4).

3 Chiral Lagrangian

W e next com pute the topological susceptibility using the standard SU (N ¢) chiralLagrangian
appropriate below the °mass. The heavy °hasbeen ‘ntegrated-out’ and its e ects are
exhbied only in the chiral coe cients. T he susosptbility only depends on the potential of
the chiral Lagrangian. Tem s w ith derivatives are irrelevant.
AtO (n?) the potentail is [I]
v o= RetrM UY) L2 RetrM UY)? 1,27 @mtM UY)?

F4 F4

Lel RetrM UM UY); (19)

wherethemassmatrix M now ncorporatesthe -angle,M = M expi =N¢.HeretheU (x)
matrix eld is restricted to unit determm nant and is param eterized as

URK) = exp(2 *®)T?=F) : 20)

T he topological susosptibility isagain found by m inin izing the potential forU and taking
the seoond derivative of 2 wih respect to (1 ) atthem ninum . W e nd

"

Cm+myg) 16 2
+

5 s (@e+ L)@m+mo) + Le@m+m3) ) 1)

2
9

3

A, m)P(5+ TS (Le+ L) Cm +mg)+ Lo +my) ) )2

F4

M+ 2m )+ 2 0LeCm +m)m + 2m.)+ 4L, m. m)2+ 2Ly m2+ 2m 2))

T4

S

By equating this resul, which is a function of the second order param eters of the chiral

Lagrangian (19), w ith the range {I3) determ ined from the Jarge N . expansion we can in pose

constraints on the values of the param eters Lg; L, and Lg in the chiral Lagrangian (19).
The expression (Z1) has som e interesting properties. T he lading order behavior is

= M + ; (22)



which agrees w ith the leading order largeN . resul (14) or >> M . Expanding @I)
In powers of the light quark m asses, we can see that its leading dependence on Lg is
Le(m)(m =F*), whereas the lading dependence n L5 is Lqyg(m)(m=F ?). This
In plies that the susceptbility ismuch m ore sensitive to changes In L than L. W hen we
perform the m atching of susceptibilities below , we will nd that L ism ore restricted than
Log-

W e can derive further constraints on the Lg;,s by m atching higher derivatives of the
vacuum energy wih respect to i in the lJargeN. and chiral descriptions. T his corresoonds
to m atching h “i, h °i, etc. Unfrtunately, we have checked that in the chiral Lagrangian
description h “i is still only weakly dependent on Lyg. The lading dependence on Lg is
again largerby a factor of O (m =m ) than the dependence on Ly, . Thus we do not believe
that additional constraints on L3 w illbe obtained by furtherm atching.

4 M atching

A tto theparameters L4;L; and Ly from low energy data yields the follow Ing one-sigm a

range of values {1,]:

Ly = 0002 0003
L, = 0004 0002
Lg =+ 0009 0003 : @3)

Upon m atching the results for the topological susceptibility in the large N. (14) and
standard chiral lagrangian 1) we obtain a m ore restrictive prediction for the volim e in
Lg;L7 and Lg space consistent w ith the observed m eson m asses upto the errors described
above n {17). The combined constraints are shown in Fig. 1. The param eter L; is well
determm ined by the t.L; and Lg are not so wellconstrained. In Fig 2 and Fig.3 we proct
our lim its onto the Ly Lg and Lg Ly planes. Figure 2 shows the allowed regions of
L¢ Lg with L, unoonstrained and Figure 3 show s the allowed regions of Ly L, with Lg
unconstrained.
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5 D iscussion

The “hascertain specialproperties in Q CD as it is \Im ost’ the G oldstone boson associated
w ith sopontaneously broken U (1), symm etry. W ihin the lJargeN . expansion this alm ost’ can
be m ade quantitative and relations derived (see (14)) between the and °m asses and the
topological susceptioility. The latter quantity m easures the sensitivity ofthe QCD vacuum
energy to smallchangesn  at = 0. W e can also com pute the susosptibility directly In
chiralperturoation theory. T he leading order result in CHP T isprecissly that cbtained from
the lJargeN . Lagrangian if the °is taken to be very massive ( >> M ). However, the
subleading corrections In CHPT come from Lg;,s Wwhereas in the JargeN . expansion they
depend ontheratio M = .W ehave exploited this observation to derive w hat are essentially
largeN . predictions for the second order CHP T coe cients (particularly L ¢) In tem s ofthe

mass which is taken as an input. Our prediction for Lg is restrictive even when 1=N
corrections are lncluded. The central value we predict is within the 1 region previously
extracted from low -energy data (@lso using largeN.) [i].

A sin pke way of understanding our calculation is In tem s of e ective Lagrangians valid
at two scales, m o and m x,; . At the ower scal the ® has been ‘ntegrated
out’. The e ect of virtual ‘s appears in the coe cients L 4,75 and is determ ined at leading
order in lJargeN .. In this sense our calculation is sin ilar to that of B], which estin ated the

param eters L; from resonance exchange.
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