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A bstract

Usingchiralperturbation theory and thelarge-N c expansion,weobtain expressionsfor

the �0 m ass and � � �
0 m ixing in term s oflow-energy chiralLagrangian param eters.

Thisisaccom plished through an interm ediate step of‘m atching’the topologicalsus-

ceptibility in the large-N c and chiralLagrangian descriptions.By inserting the values

ofwell-m easured param eterswe obtain predictionsinvolving the the second orderpa-

ram etersL6;L7 and L8. The prediction forL6 isquite restrictive even afterallowing

for1=N c corrections.
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1 Introduction

Chiralperturbation theory(CHPT)providesausefuldescription oflow-energyQCD interm s

ofthe relevantlightdegreesoffreedom [1]. These lightdegreesoffreedom are sim ply the

N 2
f � 1pseudo-Goldstonebosons(PGB’s)which resultfrom thebreakingofchiralsym m etry:

SU(N f)L � SU(N f)R ! SU(N f)V :

W e do notinclude the U(1)A sym m etry in the above asitisviolated by theaxialanom aly

[2].Theaxialanom alyhasphysicale�ectsduetothepresencein QCD of�eld con�gurations

with non-trivialwindingnum ber�.W erethisnotthecasethechiralLagrangian would have

to bem odi�ed to accom odatean additional(ninth)pseudo-Goldstoneboson,which hasthe

quantum num bersofthe�0.Itiswell-known thatthisiswhatoccursin thelargeN c lim it{

thephysicale�ectsoftheanom aly aresuppressed [3]x.In thelarge-N c lim itthelow-energy

e�ective Lagrangian containsthe�0aswellasthepions[5].

It m ight be regarded as a failure ofthe large-N c expansion that the �0 is so heavy {

m �0 = 958M eV {relativetotheotherstrangePGB’ssuchastheK � ;K 0;�K 0 and�.However,

wewillargueherethatthisisa consequence ofthesm allnessofthelightquark m assesand

need notim ply a breakdown in large-N c thinking. The pointisthatifone form ally takes

thelim itN c ! 1 with m u;d;s �xed,itiseasy to seethatthe�
0becom esroughly degenerate

with thestrangePGB’s(seesection 2).However,itism oreappropriateforthereal-world to

consideradoublelim itin which N c ! 1 and m u;d;s ! 0sim ultaneously,in som e�xed ratio.

Indeed,thebreakingofthechiralSU(3)� SU(3)sym m etryassociated with thestrangequark

m ass� m s=4�f� � 15% isstillsm allerthan 1=N c (N c=3)� 30% .Aswewilldiscussbelow,

after taking this into account it becom es clear that the �0 is heavy relative to the PGB’s

becauseofthesm allnessofm s ratherthan afailureoflarge-N c.Usingasim ultaneousscaling

ofN c and m q wecan contem plate a large-N c lim itwith thefollowing hierarchy ofm asses:

m �;baryon >> m �0 >> m �;K ;� : (1)

W e note thata sim ilarpointofview wastaken by Leutwylerin [6],where a bound on the

light quark m ass ratios was derived using a double expansion in large-N c and the quark

m asses.

W e willtake the viewpoint that large-N c gives a qualitatively correct picture ofQCD

dynam ics,and exploit the tension between the standard CHPT e�ective Lagrangian and

the one resulting from large-N c.In particular,we willutilize the specialstatusofthe �
0 in

xDespite this,the�-anglem ay stillhavephysicalconsequencesin thelarge-N lim it[3].Also see[4]fora

discussion ofthe possible large-N c behaviorofinstantons.
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determ ining a quantity known asthetopologicalsusceptibility:

h�2 i

V
= �

1

V Z

 
@2Z

@�2

!

�= 0

; (2)

where Z is the QCD partition function,V the volum e ofspacetim e and � is the winding

num bergiven by

� = 1

32�2

Z

V

d
4
x G ~G : (3)

In thelargevolum elim it,Z can beexpressed in term softhevacuum energy density �0:

Z = exp(�V �0): (4)

The problem is thus reduced to that ofcom puting the � dependence of�0. This can be

done either in CHPT,which is equivalent to an expansion in the light quark m asses m q,

orin thelarge-N c e�ective Lagrangian,which involvesa doubleexpansion in 1=N c and m q.

Equating thetwo resultsforthesusceptibility willyield arelationship atleading orderin N c

between m �0 and low-energy param etersappearing in CHPT.An alternativeway ofviewing

ourcalculation isin term softwodi�erente�ectiveLagrangiansvalid atthetwoenergyscales

�1 � m �0 and �2 � m �;K ;� . Atthe lowerscale the �
0 hasbeen ‘integrated out’. Requiring

that both Lagrangians (one with the �0,the other without) yield the sam e susceptibility

im pliesa non-trivialrelation between theirparam eters.

In the following sections we willcom pute the topologicalsusceptibility in both CHPT

and Large-N c CHPT to obtain the desired relation.In the�nalsection we willpresentour

resultsand som e�nalcom m ents.

2 Large-N c E�ective Lagrangian

Aspreviously m entioned,atlarge-N c the e�ective Lagrangian m ustbe m odi�ed to include

an additionallightm eson,the�0,which playstheroleofan additionalPGB associated with

U(1)A [3,5].ItisconvenienttodescribeallN 2
f PGBsin term sofaU(N f)m atrix �eld U(x).

The�0isrelated to thephaseofthedeterm inantofU(x):

detU(x)= e
� i�(x) (5)

with

�(x)= �

q

2N f

F
�
0
: (6)

Thee�ectiveLagrangian atlargeN c is

LN = F 2

4
tr(@�U

y
@
�
U)+ �Retr(M U

y)� �

2
(� � �)2 ; (7)
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wherethepion decay constantF � O (N 1=2
c ),thechiralsym m etry breakingscale�� O (N c)

(related tothequark condensatein thechirallim it)and � � O (1)(related tothetopological

susceptibility ofpuregluodynam ics[3]).Notethatthe� anglehasbeen absorbed from the

m ass m atrix M into a shift of�. LN represents the leading order term s in the e�ective

Lagrangian in theform alcounting schem ewhereonetakesthequark m assesm q in them ass

m atrix M to be� O (N � 1
c )and derivatives@ � O (N � 1=2

c )� m �.

Taking thequark m assm atrix to be(wenow restrictourselvesto N f = 3 and theSU(2)

isospin lim itm u = m d = m )
0

B
B
@

m 0 0

0 m 0

0 0 m s

1

C
C
A (8)

weobtain thefollowing m assrelations:

m
2

� =
2�m

F 2

m
2

� =
2�(m + 2m s)

3F 2

m
2

�0 =
2�(2m + m s)

3F 2
+
6�

F 2

m
2

��0 =
2
p
2�(m � m s)

3F 2
: (9)

The�rsttwo equationsareidenticalto theresultsofCHPT,and thelastequation describes

� � �0m ixing.Notethatboth theanom alousand CHPT contributionsto m 2
�0 areform ally

O (1=N c)in N c counting. Asm entioned previously itis possible to take the quark m asses

m q � O (N � 1
c )! 0 asN c ! 1 such thattheanom alousterm continuesto dom inate{ i.e.,

� >> �m q. Thisisthe lim itthatwe willconsider. In realQCD where the N c ! 1 lim it

isonly approxim atetheanom alouscontribution to m �0 ispresum ably notsuppressed below

theCHPT contribution which issm allbecauseofthequark m asses.W earguethereforethat

thelargeN c form of(7)isappropriateto QCD.

The param eter� can be extracted atleading orderby requiring thatthe eigenvaluesof

the � � �0 m ass m atrix correspond to the phenom enologically observed values of547 and

958 M eV respectively.Ifweallow CHPT and 1=N c uncertainty of50% in them assrelations

(9)(from ,e.g.,uncertainties in F�0,and subleading interactionsnotin (7)which shiftthe

m assrelations(9)etc.),weobtain theresult

(137M eV)4 < � < (202M eV)4 : (10)

In our calculations,we have used F = 93M eV,the allowed range oflight quark m asses

m u ’ m d ’ 7M eV and m easured pion and kaon m assesto conludethatm s ’ 150M eV and

�= O (200M eV)3.
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Note thatthe above resultsare consistentwith the claim that� � �m s m ainly due to

thesm allnessofm s.

Thenextstep isto com putethetopologicalsusceptibility using LN .Thisrequiresm ini-

m izingthepotentialenergy atsm all� angleand di�erentiatingtwicewith respecttoi�.The

SU(N f)isospin lim it(m = m s)ofthisproblem wasanalyzed previously by Leutwylerand

Sm ilga [7].In thiscasetheglobalm inim um ofthepotentialoccurswhen U isa m ultipleof

theunitm atrix U = e� i�=N f.Thevacuum energy isoftheform

�0 = � N f�m + 1

2
�
2

��m

N f� + �m
+ O (�4); (11)

and thetopologicalsusceptibility at� = 0 is

h�2 i

V
=

��m

N f� + �m
: (12)

In thelim itweareconsidering,thedenom inatorisdom inated by �,so

h�2 i

V
’

�m

N f

(1 �
�m

N f�
): (13)

The second term isO (m 2),and one m ay wonderwhetheritisconsistentto retain itgiven

theneglectofterm sofhigherorderin (�M U)in L N .Thepointisthatduetoan additional

powerof� the term in (13)islargerby a factorofN c than the subleading correctionswe

haveneglected.W hen wem atch topologicalsusceptibiliteswith thetruelow-energy theory

described by theSU(N f)chiralLagrangian (no �
0),thisterm will�x a com bination ofL6;7;8

atleading orderin N c.

It is im portant to note that the �0 and the PGB’s play a unique role in determ ining
h �2 i

V
.Theotherparticlesnotdescribed by U(x),such asthe� m eson,orthebaryonsp;n;:::

are expected to have zero expectation value in the vacuum ,and hence do not contribute

to the susceptibility even iftheirinteractionshave som e �-dependence. Thisobservation is

independentoflarge-N c,which only guaranteesthat(12)isaccurateto leading order.

The extension of(12)to the case ofa heavy strange quark is straightforward,and we

obtain
h�2 i

V
=

��M

� + �M
; (14)

where M = (1=m u + 1=m d + 1=m s)
� 1 = m m s=(m + 2m s).Notethatthisreducesto m =N f

where N f = 3;2 form s ! m and m s ! 1 respectively. �M isapproxim ately �m ,which

isdeterm ined by thepion m assrelation in (9).

The rangein � given in (10)translatesto thefollowing rangein thetopologicalsuscep-

tibility

3:7� 107 <
h�2 i

V
< 4:05� 107 (15)
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The uncertainty in � does not lead to a large variation in h�2 i=V . There are,however,

additional1=N c correctionsto the relation (14)which we have notyetexam ined in detail.

Asm entioned previously,the uncertaintiesrepresented in (15)are due to 1=N c corrections

to them assrelations(9).However,subleading interactionswhich do notappearin (7)m ay

also alterthecalculation ofthesusceptibility.

There are two types ofsubleading corrections,both form ally oforder 1=N c,which we

m ustconsider.

� Higher orders in (�M U) which induce corrections suppressed by O (m q). The m ost

im portantoftheseareoftheform oftheL6;7;8 interactionsin (19)below.In large-N c

counting L6;7 aresuppressed by Zweig’sruleso itisL8 which ism ostim portant
{.

� O (1=Nc)interactionsofthe�
0inLN which violatetheU(N f)� U(N f)
avorsym m etries

butwhich preserveSU(N f)sym m etries.Thesecorrectionsrepresentthefactthatthe

�0isonly a PGB in thelarge-N c lim it.Them ostim portantoftheseisoftheform

(� � �)2�Retr(M e
i�=NfU

y); (16)

wherethecoe�cientisO (1=N c).

W e can estim ate the size ofthe uncertainties introduced in the large-N c susceptibility

by correctionsoftheabove type.Naively,theL6;7;8 interactionswilllead to a correction of

orderO (m s)which would beoforder15% .However,theissueissom ewhatm orecom plicated

than this.ThestructureofL8 issuch thatitse�ecton thecalculation ofthesusceptibility is

equivalenttoashiftinthequarkm assesin(14):m i! m i(1+O (m i)).Henceonlym s receives

a non-negligiblecorrection.However,thestrangequark m asshasonly a very sm alle�ecton

the susceptibility because itisso m uch m ore m assive than the u,d quarks. The param eter

M = m (1+ O (m =m s))in (14)dependsonly weakly on m s. The L6;7 operators,although

suppressed relative to L8 by a powerof1=N c,have a largere�ecton the susceptibility. An

explicitcalculation showsthatL6;7 shiftthesusceptibility byO (m s 1=N c),leadingtoalarger

uncertainty than isgiven by therange(15).Thisisthedom inantsubleading correction.W e

willassociate an additionalerrorof� 5% to thiscorrection,leading to the following range

ofsusceptibility (representing roughly 10% error):

3:5� 107 <
h�2 i

V
< 4:3� 107 : (17)

{In therealworld thecentralvaluesofL6;7 areroughly � (1=N c)L8,which isatleastconsistentwith the

1=N c expansion approxim ation.
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The second type ofcorrection leadsto a only a sm alluncertainty in the susceptibility.

Let�0 bethevalueof� which m inim izesthevacuum energy �0 in (11)atnon-zero �:

�0 = �
�

(1+ �M =�)
: (18)

W e can then estim ate the shiftin the susceptibility by substituting �0 into (16)and di�er-

entiating twicewith respectto �.Thisleadsto a correction which issuppressed by a factor

ofO (N � 1
c �M =�),m aking itlessthan 5% of(14).

3 C hiralLagrangian

W enextcom putethetopologicalsusceptibility usingthestandard SU(N f)chiralLagrangian

appropriate below the �0 m ass. The heavy �0 has been ‘integrated-out’and its e�ects are

exhibited only in thechiralcoe�cients.Thesusceptibility only dependson thepotentialof

thechiralLagrangian.Term swith derivativesareirrelevant.

AtO (m 2)thepotentailis[1]

V� = � �Retr(M �U
y) � L6

16� 2

F 4 (RetrM �U
y)2 � L7

16� 2

F 4 (Im trM �U
y)2

� L8
8� 2

F 4
Retr(M �U

y
M �U

y); (19)

wherethem assm atrix M � now incorporatesthe�-angle,M � = M expi�=Nf.HeretheU(x)

m atrix �eld isrestricted to unitdeterm inantand isparam eterized as

U(x) = exp(i2�a(x)Ta
=F): (20)

Thetopologicalsusceptibility isagain found bym inim izingthepotentialforU and taking

thesecond derivativeofZ with respectto (i�)atthem inim um .W e�nd

h�2 i

V
=

2

9

"
�(2m + m s)

2
+
16�2

F 4
((L6 + L7)(2m + m s)

2 + L8(2m
2 + m

2

s)) � (21)

4(m s � m )2( �

2
+ 16� 2

F 4 ((L6 + L7)(2m + m s)+ L8(m + m s)))
2

�(m + 2m s)+
16� 2

F 4 (2L6(2m + m s)(m + 2m s)+ 4L7(m s � m )2 + 2L8(m
2 + 2m 2

s))

3

5 :

By equating this result,which is a function ofthe second order param eters ofthe chiral

Lagrangian (19),with therange(15)determ ined from thelargeN c expansion wecan im pose

constraintson thevaluesoftheparam etersL6;L7 and L8 in thechiralLagrangian (19).

Theexpression (21)hassom einteresting properties.Theleading orderbehavioris

h�2 i

V
= �M + � � � ; (22)
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which agrees with the leading order large-N c result (14) for � >> �M . Expanding (21)

in powers ofthe light quark m asses,we can see that its leading dependence on L6 is �

L6(�m )(�m s=F
4),whereas the leading dependence in L7;8 is � L7;8(�m )(�m =F

4). This

im pliesthatthesusceptibility ism uch m oresensitive to changesin L6 than L7;8.W hen we

perform the m atching ofsusceptibilitiesbelow,we will�nd thatL6 ism ore restricted than

L7;8.

W e can derive further constraints on the L6;7;8 by m atching higher derivatives ofthe

vacuum energy with respectto i� in thelarge-Nc and chiraldescriptions.Thiscorresponds

to m atching h�4i,h�6i,etc. Unfortunately,we have checked thatin the chiralLagrangian

description h�4i is stillonly weakly dependent on L7;8. The leading dependence on L6 is

again largerby a factorofO (m s=m )than the dependence on L7;8.Thuswe do notbelieve

thatadditionalconstraintson L7;8 willbeobtained by furtherm atching.

4 M atching

A �tto the param etersL6;L7 and L8 from low energy data yieldsthe following one-sigm a

rangeofvalues[1]:

L6 = � :0002� :0003

L7 = � :0004� :0002

L8 = + :0009� :0003 : (23)

Upon m atching the results for the topologicalsusceptibility in the large N c (14) and

standard chirallagrangian (21) we obtain a m ore restrictive prediction for the volum e in

L6;L7 and L8 space consistent with the observed m eson m asses upto the errorsdescribed

above in (17). The com bined constraints are shown in Fig. 1. The param eter L6 is well

determ ined by the�t.L7 and L8 arenotso wellconstrained.In Fig 2 and Fig.3 weproject

our lim its onto the L6 � L8 and L6 � L7 planes. Figure 2 shows the allowed regions of

L6 � L8 with L7 unconstrained and Figure3 showsthe allowed regionsofL6 � L7 with L8

unconstrained.
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Fig.1:Theregion ofL6;7;8 spaceconsistentwith theobserved m eson m asses.
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Fig.2:Projection ofallowed region ofparam eterspaceonto L6 � L8 plane.
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Fig.3:Projection ofallowed region ofparam eterspaceonto L6 � L7 plane.
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5 D iscussion

The�0hascertain specialpropertiesin QCD asitis‘alm ost’theGoldstoneboson associated

with spontaneouslybroken U(1)A sym m etry.W ithin thelarge-N c expansion this‘alm ost’can

bem ade quantitative and relationsderived (see (14))between the� and �0m assesand the

topologicalsusceptibility.The latterquantity m easuresthe sensitivity ofthe QCD vacuum

energy to sm allchangesin � at� = 0. W e can also com pute the susceptibility directly in

chiralperturbation theory.Theleadingorderresultin CHPT isprecisely thatobtained from

the large-N c Lagrangian ifthe �0 istaken to be very m assive (� >> �M ). However,the

subleading corrections in CHPT com e from L6;7;8 whereas in the large-N c expansion they

depend on theratio�M =�.W ehaveexploited thisobservation toderivewhatareessentially

large-N c predictionsforthesecond orderCHPT coe�cients(particularly L 6)in term softhe

�0 m ass which is taken as an input. Our prediction for L6 is restrictive even when 1=N c

corrections are included. The centralvalue we predict is within the 1� region previously

extracted from low-energy data (also using large-N c)[1].

A sim ple way ofunderstanding ourcalculation isin term sofe�ective Lagrangiansvalid

attwo scales,�1 � m �0 and �2 � m �;K ;� . At the lower scale the �0 hasbeen ‘integrated

out’.The e�ectofvirtual�0sappearsin thecoe�cientsL 6;7;8 and isdeterm ined atleading

orderin large-N c.In thissenseourcalculation issim ilarto thatof[8],which estim ated the

param etersLi from resonanceexchange.
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