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QCD FROM A LARGE N PERSPECTIVE @

ANEESH V.MANOHAR
D epartm ent of P hysics 0319, University of C aliformnia at San D iego,
9500 G ilm an D rive, La Jolla, CA 92093, USA

T he 1=N ¢ expansion ofQ CD can be used to calculate properties of nucleons and
baryons, such asm asses, m agnetic m om ents, and pion couplings. T he predictions
of the 1=N . expansion are in excellent agreem ent w ith the experim ental data.
The 1=N . expansion also provides an understanding of the relation between the
quark m odel, the Skym e m odel, and QCD . This talk review s som e of the recent
developm ents.

1 Introduction

M any features of the baryon sector of QCD have recently belenl,understood
both qualitatively and quantitatively usihg the 1=N . expansiont € Here N is
the num ber of colors, which is three n the realworld. Them ain resuks are:

There is a new symmetry In the baryon sector of QCD 1n the large
N. Im i. For two light avors, the symmetry is a contracted SU (@)
symm etry which connectstheu ", u #,d",d # in abaryon. The SU @),
sym m etry relatesthe nuclkon and , which belong to a single irreduchble
representation of SU (4)c.

O ne can com pute the higher order 1=N. corrections in a system atic way.

M any results previously obtained in m odels such as the quark m odel
or the Skym e m odel can be proved to be true in QCD to order 1=N .
or order 1=N cz . The 1N . expansion explains why som e m odel predic—
tionsw ork better than others; resuls cbtained to order 1=N 3 work about
three tin es better than those cbtained to order 1=N .. The 1=N . expan—
sion provides a uni ed understanding of di erent hadronic m odels, and
m ore In portantly, allow s one to com pute som e quantities (eg. baryon
m asses, pion couplings, m agnetic m om ents) directly from Q CD w ithout
any m odel assum ptions.

The 1=, expansion is Intin ately connected w ith baryon chiral pertur-
bation theory. It explainswhy the must be ncluded to have a consis-
tent perturbative chiralexpansion for baryons. Including the converts
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baryon chiral perturbation theory from a strong coupling expansion in
powers of N . to a weak coupling expansion in powers of 1N ..

T he sigm a term puzzle, and the success of various baryon m ass form ul
such as the G ell:M ann {0 kubo form ula can now be understood

The 1=N, expansion provides som e informm ation on the nuckon-nuckon
potential? (See the tak by D B .K aplan in this proceedings.)

2 Large N. Counting Rules

LargeN.QCD 2 is a non-trivialtheory w ith con nem ent and chiralsym m etry
breaking. The physical states are m esonps and baryons. The 1=N . counting
rules In them eson sector are welkknow n ;EpT he pion decay constant £ , which
is ke a one-m eson am plitude, is of ord N_c . Every additionalmeson In a
vertex brings 2 suppression factor of 1= N_C . Thus, threem eson am plitudes
are oforder 1= N ., Purm eson am plitudes are oforder 1=N ., etc. T he count—
Ing rules mply that while large N, QCD is a strongly interacting theory In
term s of quarks and gluons, it is equivalent to a weakly interacting theory of
m esons (@nd, aswe w ill soon see, baryons). Loop corrections in the m eson the—
ory are suppressed by powers of 1=N ., which is consistent w ith a sem iclassical
expansion in powers of h=N..

Large N . baryons are more di cult to study than m esons, because the
num ber of quarks in the baryon isN .. T he large N . counting rules for baryon
am plitudes were given by W iten?d The baryon m atrix elem ents of any quark
bilinear such as are O (N.),because the operator can be inserted on N .
possbl quark lines. One ndsan inequality, rather than an equality, because
it ispossible that there is a cancellation between the various diagram s. T hese
possble cancellations w ill tum out to be very in portant in the analysis that
follow s. Tw ill assum e that the baryon massM and the axial coupling g, are
both oforderN , ie. that there isno cancellation for these two quantities. A 1l
m odels of the baryon, such as the Skym e m odel, the non-relativistic quark
m odel, or the bag m odel, satisfy this assum ption. For exam ple, In the non-
relativistic quark modelgy = N .+ 2)=3, which gives the wellknown value of
5=3 forN.= 3.

W ith these assum ptions, the pion-nucleon coupling is of the form

@=f )N s °N @ °?;
. P— p— )
and isoforder N .,shcegy N.and f N .. Recoile ects are of order
1=N ., and can be neglected. T his allow s one to sin plify the expression for the

nuclkon axial current. The tin e com ponent of the axial current between two
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Figure 1: T he leading contribution to N scattering to order E in the large N . and chiral

nuclkons at rest vanishes. T he space com ponents of the axial current betw een
nucleons at rest can be w ritten as

N3 "5 Ni= gNCHN X 2 N i; @)

where IN X # § i and g are of order one. T he coupling constant g has been
factored out so that the nom alization ofX 2 can be chosen conveniently. X 2
is an operator (or4 4 matrix) de ned on nuckon statesp ", p #,n ", n #,
which hasa nieN.! 1 limit.

3 Consistency C onditions

O ne can use the qualitative 1=N . counting rules to obtain consistency condi-
tions for various baryonic quantities, such as the axial couplings X . These
consistency conditions can be solved to obtain resuls for baryons that are in
good agreem ent w ith the experin entaldata at N, = 3.

Consider pion-baryon scattering at xed energy E @sN. ! 1 ) in the
chirallim i. T he leading contribution is from the pole graphs in Fjg.:;I:, which
contrbute at order E provided the interm ediate state is degenerate w ith the
initialand nalstates. O therw ise, the pole graph contribution is of order E2.
In the large N . lim i, the pole graphs are of order N .. There is also a direct
twopion-N coupling that contributes at orderE , which isoforder 1=N . in the
large N . lin it and can be neglected.

T he pionnuclkon scattering am plitude or 2 @+ N k) ! P+ N &9
from the pole graphs is
Neg' 1o 1

f£2 qO qOO

igq” X ax ® @)



w here the am plitude is w ritten In the form of an operator acting on nucleon
states. Both initialand nalnuckons are on-shell, so = ¢°. The product
of the X 's in Eq. :j then sum s ovey, the possbl spins and isogoins of the
Intem ediate nuckon. Since f N_c, the overall am plitude is of order
N ., which violates uniarity at xed energy, and also contradicts the large
N. counting rules of W itten. Thus N, ! 1 QCD with a I = J = 1=2
nucleon m ultiplet interacting w ith a pion isan inconsistent eld theory. T here
must be other states that cancel the order N. am plitude in Eq. -'_2 so that
the total am plitude is order one, consistent wih unitarity. One can then
generalize X * to be an operator on this degenerate set ofbaryon states, w ith
m atrix elem ents equal to the corresponding axial current m atrix elem ents.
W ith this generalization, the form oflE:q.:g: is unchanged, and we obtain the
rst consistency condition for baryonsy

x¥;x¥® =0 @)

This consistency condition im plies that the baryon axial currents are repre—
sented by a set of operatorsX 2 which conmute in theN. ! 1 lin i, a result
also derived by G ervais and Sakita .t T here are additional com m utation rela—
tions,
Ji;X o = i ijk X kb; (4)
1%;X ¥ = 1apX jc;
since X # has spin one and isospin one.
The algebra in Eqs.:g and :ff is a contracted SU (4) algebra. To see this,

consider the algebra of operators in the non-relativistic quark m odel, which
hasan SU (4) symm etry. T he operators are

i a
Jr= qygq; I = qygq; Ge=¢ i ®)

where J! is the spin, I? is the isospin, and G 2 are the spin— avor generators.
T he com m utation relations nvolving G 2 are

i b i k, *

G®;6» = 7 ik abd 7 @b i I%;
Jh6%* = i G (6)
Ia;Gjb = 1 achjC;

The algebra forN. ! 1 baryonsin QCD is given by taking the lim it
G ia

x ia
4
N.! 1 N¢
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Figure 2: T he leading contrbution to N ! N in the large N. and chiral Iim its.

The SU (4) comm utation relations Eq.:_d tum into the com m utation relations
Egs.d{4 in theN. ! 1 lini. The lim itihg process Eq. il is a Lie algebra
contraction.

W e have juist proved that thetheN. ! 1 limi ofQCD hasa contracted
SU (4) symm etry in the baryon sector. T he unitary irreducible representations
of the contracted Lie algebra can be obtained using the theory of induced
representations, and can be shown to be in nite din ensional. The sinplest
irreducible representation isa towerofstateswith I = J = 1=2;3=2;etc:;, which
is the set of states of the Skym e m odel], or the lJarge N . non-relativistic quark
m odel. M ore com plicated irreducible representations correspond to baryons
containing strange quarks.

T he pion-baryon couplingm atrix X # can be com pletely determ ined (up to
an overallnom alization g), since it is a generator ofthe SU (4). algebra. It is
easy to show thattheN.! 1 QCD predictions for the pion-baryon coupling
ratios are the sam e as those obtained in the Skym e m odel or non-relativistic
quark modef? 4 in theN. ! 1 In i, because both these m odels also have
a contracted SU (4) symmetry in this Iim it. In the Skym e m odel, the axial
current n theN. ! 1 lintisX*®/ TrA A ' 2. The X 'scommute (@nd
so form part ofan SU 4). algebra), shce A is a chumber. W e have already
seen how the quark m odel algebra reduces to SU (4). in the large N, lim it.

4 1=N. C orrections

W hat m akes the 1=N . expansion for baryons interesting is that it is possble
to com pute the 1=N . corrections. T his allow s one to com pute resuls for the
physicalcase N . = 3, ratherthan Prthe strict N, = 1 1 it, which isonly of
form al interest.

The 1=N . corrections to the axial couplings X ** are determ ined by con—
sidering the scattering process *+ N ! ®+ €+ N at low energies. The
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baryon pole graphs that contrbbute In the N, ! 1 Ilim it are shown in Fig. :_Z
T he axial coupling X * can be expanded in a serdes n 1=N ¢,

Xia=X3a+ X1ia+::: 8)

1
N.
T he am plitude for pion-nuclon scattering from the diagram s in F jg.:Z is pro—
portionalto .

NC3=2 x 2, x Poxke

and violates unitariy unless the double com m utator vanishes at least as fast
asN ¢ =2 , o that the am plitude is at m ost of order one. (In fact, one expects
that the double com m utator is of order 1=N 2 since the corrections should only
nvolve Integer powers of 1=N .. This resul also ollows from the N, ! 1
counting rules which in ply that each additional pion gives a factor of 1= N ¢
n the am plitude.) Substituting E q.:_é into the constraint gives the consistency
condition h h ii h h ii

x&; xPixke 4+ oxE; xPixke =o0; )

h i
using x #2;x > = 0 from Eq.d. The only solution to Eq. is that X 2 is
proportional to X ga:ll This can be veri ed by an explicit com putation ,of X;*
ushg reduced m atrix elem ents, or by usihg group theoretic m ethods2# T hus
we nd that
x#= 1+ 2 x 2+o =3

i (10)
N N

an

where ¢ is an unknown constant. The rst correction to X is proportional
to the lowest order valug X S‘a, so the 1=N . correction to the axial coupling
constant ratios vanishest W e have now shown that the predictions for the
ratios of pion couplings, such asg yn=dnx Org nn =9 are equalto the
prediction in the Skym e m odelup to corrections of order 1=N C2 . The Skym e
m odel results for the ratios of couplings are known to agree w ith experim ent
to about 10% accuracy®3

At order 1=N ., the baryons In an irreducble representation of the con-
tracted SU (4) Lie algebra are no longer degenerate, but are split by an order
1N .masstemn M . The intermm ediate baryon propagator in Eq. :2: should be
replaced by 1=E M ). Theenergy E ofthe pion isorderone, whereas M
is of order 1=N ., so the propagator can be expanded to order 1N . as

1 1 M
oY =% + oo 11)
E M E E?Z
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Figure 3: T he baryon m ass spectrum including the J?=N . tem .

Incliding the 1=N . corrections to the propagatordoesnot a ect the derivation
ofEqg. LJ% asthetwo temm s in Eq. :ll have di erent energy dependences. The

rst tem leads to the consistency oonthJolpllEq.-_B and the second gives the
consistency condition on the baryon m assesf#

x#, x P, xke, M = 0: 12)

This constraint can be used_to obtain the 1=N. corrections to the baryon
m asses. The constraint Eq. ;L@ is equivalent to a sin pler constraint obtained
by Jenkins using chiral perturbation theo

x#; x¥, M = constant: 13)

The solution of Eq. :_[g' or :_L-g: is that the baryon m ass splitting M myst be
proportionalto J2=N .= j(+ 1)=N ., where j is the spin of the baryon? This
is precisely the form of the baryon m ass splitting in the Skym e m odel.

T he structure ofthe 1=N . corrections show s that the expansion param eter
is JN ., where J is the soin of the baryon. For exam ple, the baryon m ass
spectrum  ncluding the J?=N . m ass splittihg has the orm shown in Fig. :;’
T he correction tem s are only sm allnear the bottom ofthe (In nite) baryon
tower. For this reason, the 1=N . expansion w illonly be considered for baryons
wih soin J held xedasN.! 1 .

5 Results

Tt is relatively sin ple to obtain consistency conditions such as Eq. :_3,:2{ or-'_l-gl
using the 1=N . expansion. Solving these equations is straightforw ard, but w ill
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not be described here. T he general solution for any physical quantity M  has
the form of a serdes expansion,

M =NIP X®;,—;— ; a4)

where P isa polynom ialin is argum ents, w ith each operator appearing w ith
a coe cient ¢ (1N ) which isorderoneasN. ! 1 . The overallpower of r
is given by the N . power counting rule for the quantity M being considered.
A llthe term s In the polynom ialP m ust have the sam e spin and isospin asM
In addition, there are a set of operator ddentities that allow one to elin inate
many termm s I31;1 P with contracted spin or isogoin Indices. Fortwo avors, these
identites are?

X oy o ab, x x 2= 1,
xagi= 1°; X = g% as)
X Bx P = ox ke abcX BX P = x ke

Forexam pl, ifM isthe baryon m ass, r= 1 since the baryon m ass is of order
N .. The general expansion has the form

J?2 J4
M =N, gtg—+—+ ::: : 16)
NZ N g

A1l other tertm s in P can be elimn nated using Eq. :_l-_‘ At present, it is not
known how to com pute the coe cientsc;.

O ne can obtain relations am ong baryon quantities by working to a given
order in 1=N ., neglecting all higher order term s In P . The accuracy of the
relations is determ Ined by the order in 1=N . of the neglected operators. As
a trivial exam ple, consider the baryon m asses in the two avor case. The
physical states are the N and ,wih I = J = 1=2 and 3=2, respectively. To
lowest order, one nds that

My =Ncgp+ 0 ANc); M =Ncg+ O AN ; a7

and the prediction
My =M +0 (1N,.): (18)

T his relation is a hom ogenous relation am ong the baryon m asses. It is conve—
=1
nient to write Eq.,18 i the om
M M x 5

O 1N

M FMy)=2 c i 1)
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where the num erator is the di erence of the two sides of Eqg. 'ié and the
denom inator is the average ¢ of the two sides. The form Eq. :19 does not depend
on the overall scale ofEqg. .18 Including the rst correction gives

3 15 3
+0 1IN; ;M =N+ qg + 0 1N (20)

[e} [e}

My =N+ g

In this sin ple exam ple, there is no relation incliding the 1=N . correction be-
cause two m asses are given In termm s of two param eters. H ow ever, one ocbtains
m any non-trivial predictions when the results are extended to three avors.
T he baryon m asses have been analyzed in a simultaneous expansion In
U (3), _b]:eakmg (due to mg), isospin breaking, and 1=N. by Jenkins and
Lebed?d T hey obtain a num ber of relations ofthe form Eqg. :19 T heir relations
for J'sospjn averaged m asses (such as M p + M y )=2) are shown graphically in
Fi. -4. W hat is plotted are m ass splittings of the form Eg. :19 the error bars
are the experin ental errors on the m easured baryon m asses. T he relations are
valid to some order in  and 1=N ., where 03 isameasure ofSU (3) break—
ng. It is clear from Fjg.:ff that the 1=N . expansion explains the hierarchy of
the baryon m ass relations. Forexam ple, there are three relationswhich should
be true up to corrections of order . One ofthem is order =N, one of order
=N ? and one oforder =N 2. T he hierarchy between these relations is obvious
from FJg:fI An SU (3) analysis alone does not explain why som e of the order
relations work better than others. Sim ilarly, the 1=N . expansion explains
the hierarchy in the two ? relations. One can also see that the 1N ? mass
relation, which isnot suppressed by SU (3) breaking, worksto about 11% . O ne
can understand the baryon m ass spectrum to a fractional error of 0.001 (ie.
1M eV) In the isospin averaged m asses using 1=N . and SU (3) symmgt_ty
A sin ilar analysis can be done for the baryon m agneticm om entst128 The
1=N . relations for the isovector and isoscalar m agnetic m om ents are shown in
F Jgi_'ﬂ M ost of the m agnetic m om ent relations derived using the quark m odel
can now be obtained directly from QCD, to some order n 1=N.. The 1=N.
expansion also explainswhy som e relationsw ork better than others; som ething
w hich is left unexplained by the quark m odel. T here is also one new relation.
Relation 7, which relatesthe * ! ptransitionmomenttop n,isa 1=NC2
relation which is also true in the quark m odel) which works to 30% . This is
one instance in which the 1N ? correction is substantial. A llthe 1=N . relations
are hom ogeneous, and do not set the scale of the m agnetic m om ents. In the
quark m odel, one can get a good estin ate of the size ofthe m agneticm om ents
from the constituent quark m ass. T his isnot explained by the 1=N . expansion.
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Figure 4: P lot of the isospin averaged m ass relations of Jenkins and LebedEe:. T he error
bars are the experin ental errors on the m easured baryon m asses. In tem s of the SU (3)
breaking param eter 0:33, and 1=N., the open circle is a relation of order 1=N CZ, the three
solid triangles are relations of order =N, =Nc2, and =NC3, the open squares are relations
oforder 2N 2, and 27 and the isa relation oforder 3=N 3. The 1N . hierarchy is
obvious.
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Figure 5: P Iot ofthe m agnetic m om ent relations. T he error bars are the experin ental errors
on the m easured m agnetic m om ents. T he open points are relations which are true in 1=N ¢
and in the non-relativistic quark m odel, the lled point is a relation which is true in 1=N .,
but has no quark m odelanalog. T he circles are relations of order 1=N ., the squares of order
1=N 2, and the triangles of order =Nc.
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6 Other Results

T here are m any other results that have been obtained using the 1=N . expan—
sion, som e of which are sum m arized here.

O ne loop corrections to the baryon axial currents are lJarge, and disagyree
with experim ent, unless one inclides interm ediate  states in loopstd
T here are Jarge cancellationsbetween N and  interm ediate states. The
best t values far the axial couplings when ‘s are nclided are close
to SU (6) va]uesﬁga The 1N . explains allof these results. O ne can show
that the one-loop corrections to the axial currents have the structure

N.K;K;iX 1] 1)

Eq:_il_: is a com m utator that is constrained by the large N . consistency
conditions, and is of order 1=N 2. T hus ncluding interm ediate  states
produces a cancellation to two orders in 1N ., so the one-loop correc—
tion is of order 1=N .. This cancellation converts an expansion in N,
to a sam iclassical expansion n h=N.. If intermm ediate  states are not
Inclided, the one-loop correction is of order N . tin es the tree level re—
sul, since the cancellation conditions on X do not hold in the nucleon
sector alone. Baryon chiralperturbation theory w thouta isa strong
coupling expansion in powers of N.. The strongly coupled theory pre—
sum ably dynam ically generates a

O ne loop corrections to the baryon m asses are large ( 500 M &V ).M ost
of the correction is SU (3) singlt or octet, sa the large non-lnearities
do not violate the G elkM ann {0 kubo form ula?? T his resolves the sigm a—
term puzz]eglaI

Certain Skym em odelresuls on baryons containing heavy quarks using
the bound state appl;cpag:h to strangeness of C allan and K kbanov follow
from large N . alone?®323

T he chiralbag m odel arises naturally in the N, ! 1 lin 2423

O ne can com pute t‘tld,e F=D ratio and an equal spacing rule for the axial
couplings in  decay®

0O ne understands the s-w ave hyperon non-kptonic decay am pliude£4#

One can analyze SU (3) breaking In the baryon axial vector current&]
One ndsthat u+ d 2 sisshifted from itsSU (3) sym m etric value of
06to03 0:d.Thisa ectsthe interpretation of the recent experin ents
on the g; structure fiinction of the nuclkon.
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7 Conclusions

The 1=N . expansion show s that m ost of the spin— avor structure of baryons
can be understood using contracted SU (4) symm etry. It provides a unifying
sym m etry which connects the various quark m odels (hon-relatiistic, bag), the
Skym e model, and QCD . The 1N . expansion explains m any resuls found
earlier in baryon chiral perturbation theory in a system atic way, and it is
possbleto com binebaryon chiralperturbation theory w ith the 1=N . expansion
ofQCD 28
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