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Q uark M asses,C hiralSym m etry,and the U (1)A nom aly

M ichaelCreutz

Physics Departm ent,Brookhaven NationalLaboratory,Upton,NY 11973;em ail:

creutz@ bnl.gov

I discuss the m ass param eters appearing in the gauge theory ofthe strong inter-

actions, concentrating on the two avor case. I show how the e�ect of the CP

violating param eter � is sim ply interpreted in term s ofthe state ofthe �ther via

an e�ective potentialfor m eson �elds. For degenerate avors I show that a �rst

orderphase transition isexpected at� = �:Ispeculate on the im plicationsofthis

structure forW ilson’slattice ferm ions.

I.Introduction

Thistalk concernsthe m assterm m   in the standard theory ofquarksand

gluons. It is an abridged version ofm y recent Phys. Rev. article1. O ne of

m y goalsisto providean intuitivepictureforthephysicalm eaning oftheCP-

violating param eterofthe strong interactions. This term ,often called the �

term ,isusually discussed in term softopologicalexcitationsofthegauge�elds.

Here,however,Itreatitentirely in term softhechiralsym m etriesexpected in

the m asslesslim itofthe theory.

I conclude that a �rst-order transition is expected at � = � when the

avorshavea sm alldegeneratem ass.Thistransition can berem oved ifavor-

breakingislargeenough.Atthetransition,CP isspontaneously broken.Iwill

also rem ark on the im plicationsforthe structureofW ilson’slattice ferm ions.

Thisisa subjectwith a long history,and m ostofwhatIsay isburied in

num erouspreviousstudies.The im plicationsof� to the ferm ion m assm atrix

are wellknown to low-energy chiralLagrangian discussions2� 9. The possib-

lity ofa �rst-order phase transition at large � has been discussed in3. The

possibility ofa spontaneousbreaking ofCP waspointed outeven before the

signi�cance ofthe param eter� wasappreciated4.The relation of� to lattice

W ilson ferm ionswaselucidated som etim eago by Seilerand Stam atescu5 and

wasthe subjectofsom erecentwork ofm y own11.

Thesign oftheferm ion m assissom etim esregarded asa convention.This

isindeed thecaseforordinary quantum electrodynam icsin fourspace-tim edi-

m ensions,whereby Furry’stheorem 12 thereareno trianglediagram sand cor-

responding anom alies.However,itisexplicitly falseforthem assiveSchwinger

m odelofelectrodynam icsin two space-tim edim ensions13;11.Furtherm ore,as

therem aining discussion willargue,hadronicphysicswould changeifthesign

ofoneofthe quark m asseswereipped.
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Figure 1: The phase diagram forthe one avor case. The wavy line represents a �rst-order

phase transition,along which i 5 acquires an expectation value. The end point ofthis

transition line isrenorm alized away from the origin towards negative m 1.

To startthe discussion,considera changeofvariables

 �! e
i5�=2 : (1)

Since 1= (5)
2,thism odi�esthe ferm ion m assterm to

m   �! m 1  + im 2 5 (2)

where
m 1 = m cos(�)

m 2 = m sin(�):
(3)

The kinetic and gauge term softhe quark-gluon action are form ally invariant

under this transform ation. Thus,were one to start with the m ore general

m assterm ofEq.(2),one m ightexpecta physicalsituation independentof�.

However,becauseofthechiralanom aly,thisisnottrue.Theangle� represents

anon-trivialparam eterofthestronginteractions.Itsnon-vanishingwould give

rise to CP violating processes.Assuch are notobserved in hadronic physics,

the num ericalvalueof� m ustbe very sm all6.

IfEq.(1)justrepresentsachangeofvariables,how can thisa�ectphysics?

The reason isentwined with the divergencesofquantum �eld theory and the

necessity of regularization. Fujikawa 14 has shown how to incorporate the

anom aly into the path integralform ulation via the the ferm ionic m easure,

which becom esnon-invariantunderthe abovechiralrotation.Undera Pauli-

Villars15 approach � representsa relative 5 rotation between the m assterm
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Figure 2: The two avor phase diagram . First-order lines run up and down the m 2 axis.

The second orderendpointsofthese linesareseparated by a avorbreaking m assdi�erence.

The chirallim itispinched between these endpoints.

forthefundam entalparticleand them assterm fora heavy regulator�eld.O n

thelatticewith W ilson’sferm ion prescription16,thedoublersplay thisroleof

de�ning the relativechiralphase10;11.

The phase diagram in the (m 1;m 2) plane is strongly dependent on the

num berofferm ion avors.W ith a singlespecies,a �rst-orderphasetransition

line runs down the negative m 1 axis,starting at a non zero value for m 1.

Thisissketched in Fig.(1). Fortwo avorsIargue fortwo �rst-orderphase

transition lines,startingneartheorigin and runningup and down them 2 axis.

For degenerate quarks these transitions m eet atthe chirallim it ofvanishing

ferm ion m ass,whileasm allavorbreakingcan separatetheendpointsofthese

�rst-orderlines.Thisissketched in Fig.(2).W ith Nf > 2avors,the(m1;m 2)

plane hasN f �rstorderphase transition linesallpointing atthe origin.The

conventionally norm alized param eter� isNf tim estheangleto a pointin this

plane,and these transition linesareeach equivalentto � going through �.

W henever the num ber ofavors is odd,there is a �rst-order transition

running down the negative m 1 axis. Along this line there is a spontaneous

breakingofCP,with anaturalorderparam eterbeinghi 5 i.Thispossibility

ofa spontaneous breakdown was noted som e tim e ago by Dashen 4 and has

reappeared atvarioustim esin the latticecontext17;18.

Iconcentrate m y discussion on the two avorcase. Here severalsim pli�-

cationsm akethe physicsparticularly transparent.Ithen discusshow theone
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avor result arises when the other avoris taken to a large m ass. Finally I

conjectureon an analogy with heavy doublersand W ilson lattice ferm ions.

II.T he e�ective potential

Ibegin by de�ning eight�eldsaround which the discussion revolves

� = c  

~� = ic 5~� 

� = ic 5 
~� = c ~� :

(4)

Theferm ion  hastwoisospin com ponents,forwhich ~� representsthestandard

Paulim atrices.Thefactorcisinserted togivethe�eldstheirusualdim ensions.

Itsvalueisnotparticularly relevantto thequalitativediscussion thatfollows,

butone convention istake c = F=jh  ijwhere F isthe pion decay constant

and the condensateisin the standard �ther.

Corresponding to each ofthesequantitiesisa physicalspectrum .In som e

cases this is dom inated by a known particle. There is the fam iliar triplet of

pions around 140 M eV and the eta at 547 M eV.The others are not quite

so clean,with a candidate for the isoscalar � being the f0(980) and for the

isovector � being the a0(980). I willuse that the lightest particle in the �

channelappearsto be heavierthan the �.

Now consideran e�ectivepotentialV (�;~�;�;~�)constructed forthese�elds.

I�rstconsiderthetheorywith vanishingquarkm asses.In thecontinuum lim it,

the strong coupling constantisabsorbed via the phenom enon ofdim ensional

transm utation19,and alldim ensionlessquantitiesarein principledeterm ined.

In the fulltheory with thequark m assesturned back on,the only param eters

arethosem assesand �.

Forthem asslesstheory m any ofthechiralsym m etriesbecom eexact.Be-

cause ofthe anom aly,the transform ation ofEq.(1),which m ixes the � and

� �elds,isnota good sym m etry. Howeveravored axialrotationsshould be

valid.Forexam ple,the rotation

 �! e
i5�3�=2 : (5)

m ixes� with �3
� �! + cos(�)� + sin(�)�3
�3 �! � sin(�)� + cos(�)�3

(6)

Thistransform ation also m ixes� with �3

� �! + cos(�)� + sin(�)�3
�3 �! � sin(�)� + cos(�)�3

(7)
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Figure 3:The \som brero" potentialrepresenting the chirallim itofm asslessquarks.

Forthem asslesstheory,thee�ectivepotentialisinvariantundersuch rota-

tions.In thistwo avorcase,theconsequencescan becom pactly expressed by

going to a vectornotation.Ide�nethefourcom ponentobjects� = (�;~�)and

� = (�;~�).The e�ectivepotentialisa function only ofinvariantsconstructed

from these vectors. A com plete set ofinvariants is f�2; � 2; � � �g. This

separation into two sets of�elds is specialto the two avorcase,but m akes

the behaviorofthe theory particularly transparent.

Inow usetheexperim entalfactthatchiralsym m etry appearsto bespon-

taneously broken.Them inim um ofthee�ectivepotentialshould notoccurfor

all�elds having vanishing expectation. W e also know that parity and avor

appeartobegood sym m etriesofthestronginteractions,and thustheexpecta-

tion valueofthe�eldscan bechosen in the� direction.Tem porarily ignoring

the �elds �,the potentialshould have the canonical\som brero" shape,as

stereotyped with the form

V = �(�2 � v
2)2 = �(�2 + ~�

2 � v
2)2 (8)

Herevisthem agnitudeofthe�therexpectation valuefor�,and � isacoupling

strength related tothe� m ass.Thenorm alization convention m entioned below

Eq.(4) would have v = F=2. Isketch the generic structure ofthe potential

in Fig.(3). This gives the standard picture ofpions as G oldstone bosons

associated with �eldsoscillating along degeneratem inim a.

Now considerthe inuence ofthe �elds� on thispotential. Considering

sm all�elds,Iexpand the potentialaboutvanishing �

V = �(�2 � v
2)2 + �� 2 � �(� � �)2 + ::: (9)

Being odd underparity,� � � appearsquadratically.
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M 1

Figure 4: The e�ect ofM 1 on the e�ective potential. The ellipse in this and the following

�gures represents the m inim a ofthe e�ective potentialfrom Fig.(3). The dot represents

where the �ther settles.

Theterm sproportionalto � and � generatem assesforthe� and � parti-

cles.Since� 2 = �2 + ~�2,the� term contributesequally to each.Substituting

� � (v;~0)gives(� � �)2 � v2�2;thus,the � term breaksthe �{~� degeneracy.

Hereiswheretheobservation thatthe� islighterthan the� com esinto play;

I have written a m inus sign in Eq.(9),thus m aking the expected sign of�

positive.

Now Iturn on the ferm ion m asses. Iconsidersm allm asses,and assum e

they appearasa generallinearperturbation ofthe e�ective potential

V �! V � (M 1 � � + M2 � �)=c: (10)

Herethefour-com ponentobjectsM 1;2 representthepossiblem assterm s.The

norm alization constant c appears in Eq.(4). The zeroth com ponent ofM 1

gives a conventionalm ass term proportionalto   ,contributing equally to

both avors.Them asssplitting oftheup and down quarksappearsnaturally

in the third com ponentofM 2,m ultiplying  �3 .Theterm m 2 ofEq.(2)lies

in the zeroth com ponentofM 2.

The chiralsym m etries ofthe problem now tellus that physics can only

depend on invariants.FortheseIcan takeM 2

1
,M 2

2
,and M 1 � M2.Thatthere

are three param etersisreassuring;there are the quark m asses(m u;m d)and

the CP violating param eter�.Them apping between theseparam eterizations

isnon-linear,the conventionalde�nitionsgiving

M 2

1
= (m 2

u + m 2

d)=4+ m um d cos(�)=2

M 2

2
= (m 2

u + m 2

d
)=4� m um d cos(�)=2

M 1 � M2 = m um d sin(�)=2

(11)

Ifone ofthe quark m asses,say m u,vanishes,then the � dependence drops

out.W hile thism ay be a possible way to rem oveany unwanted CP violation

from the strong interactions,having a single quark m ass vanish representsa

�ne tuning which is not obviously m ore com pelling than sim ply tuning � to

zero.Also,having m u = 0 appearsto be phenom enologically untenable8;9.
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M 2

Figure 5: The e�ect ofM 2 on the e�ective potential. The dots represent two places where

the �ther can settle.

Inow turn to a physicalpicture ofwhatthe two m assterm sM 1 and M 2

do to the \M exican hat" structure ofthe m asslesspotential. For M 1 this is

easy;itssim ply tiltsthesom brero.Thisissketched in Fig.(4).Thesym m etry

breaking is no longer spontaneous, with the tilt selecting the direction for

� �eld to acquire its expectation value. This picture is wellknown,giving

rise to standard relationssuch as the square ofthe pion m ass being linearly

proportionalto the quark m ass20.

The e�ectofM 2 ism ore subtle. Thisquantity hasno directcoupling to

the � �eld;so,Im ustlook to higherorder. The M 2 term representsa force

pulling on the � �eld,and should give an expectation value proportionalto

the strength,h�i/ M 2. O nce � gains an expectation value,it then e�ects

� through the � and � term s ofthe potentialin Eq.(9). The � term is

a function only of�2,and,at least for sm allM 2,should not qualitatively

change the structure ofthe sym m etry breaking. O n the other hand,the �

term willwarp the shape ofoursom brero.Asthisterm isquadraticin � � �,

this warping is quadratic. W ith � positive,as suggested above,this favors

an expectation value of � lying along the vector M 2, but the sign of this

expectation isundeterm ined.Thise�ectissketched in Fig.(5).

To sum m arize,thee�ectofM 1 isto tiltourM exican hat,whilethee�ect

ofM 2 is to installa quadratic warping. The three param etersofthe theory

are the am ountoftilt,the am ountofwarping,and,�nally,the relative angle

between these e�ects. To better understand the interplay of these various

phenom ena,Inow considertwo speci�c situationsin m oredetail.

III.C ase A :M 1jjM 2

FirstconsiderM 1 and M 2 parallelin thefourvectorsense.Thisisthesituation

when wehavethetwo m assterm sofEq.(2)and no explicitbreaking ofavor

sym m etry. Speci�cally,Itake M 1 = (m 1;~0) and M 2 = (m 2;~0). In this case

the warping and the tilting arealong the sam eaxis.

Suppose Iconsiderm 2 atsom e non-vanishing �xed value,and study the

state ofthe �ther as m 1 is varied. The m 2 term has warped the som brero,

7



m  <0 m  =0
1 11

m  >0

Figure 6: Varying m 1 at �xed m 2. A �rst-order phase transition is expected at m 1 = 0.

Thiscorresponds to � = �.The dots representplaces where the �ther can settle.

but ifm 1 is large enough,the potentialwillhave a unique m inim um in the

direction ofthispull. Asm 1 isreduced in m agnitude,the tiltdecreases,and

eventually the warping generates a second localm inim um in the opposite �

direction.Asm 1 passesthrough zero,thissecond m inim um becom esthelower

ofthe two,and a phase transition occursexactly atm 1 = 0. The transition

is�rstordersince the expectation of� jum psdiscontinuously.Thissituation

issketched in Fig.(6).From Eq.(11),the transition occursatm u = m d and

� = �.

Asm 2 decreases,thewarping decreases,reducing the barrierbetween the

twom inim a.Thism akesthetransition softer.A sm allfurtherperturbation in,

say,the �3 direction,willtiltthe som brero a bitto the side.Ifthe warping is

sm allenough,the�eld can then rollaround thepreferred sideofthehat,thus

opening a gap separating the positive m 2 phase transition line from that at

negative m 2. In thisway su�cientavorbreaking can rem ove the �rst-order

phasetransition at� = �.IfIstartat� = 0 with a m asssplitting between the

up and down quarks,an isoscalarchiralrotation to non-zero � willgenerate

justsuch a term .

IV .C ase B :M 1 ? M 2

Inow turn to a situation where M 1 and M 2 are orthogonal. To be speci�c,

takeM 1 = (m 1;~0)and M 2 = (0;0;0;�m ),which physically representsa avor

sym m etric m ass term m 1 = (m u + m d)=2 com bined with a avor breaking

�m = (m u � m d)=2. Now M 2 warps the som brero downwards in the � �3
direction.A largem 1 would overcom ethiswarping,stillgiving an �therwith

only � having an expectation value. However,asm 1 decreasesin m agnitude

with a �xed �m ,thereeventually com esa pointwherethewarping dom inates

the tilting. Atthispointwe expecta new sym m etry breaking to occur,with

�3 acquiring an expectation value.Thisissketched in Fig.(7).As�3 isa CP

odd operator,thisisa spontaneousbreaking ofCP.

To m akethisinto a propertwodim ensionalphasediagram ,Iadd an m 3�3

8



m  <0 m  >01

m  =01

1

Figure 7:Varying m 1 at�xed quark m asssplitting.A second orderphase transition occurs

when the tilting isreduced su�ciently fora spontaneous expectation of� 3 to develop. The

dots represent places where the �ther can settle.

1m

m3

Figure 8: The (m 1;m 3) phase diagram for unequalm ass quarks. The wavy line represents

a �rst-order phase transition ending at the second order dots. The light box on the right

shows how the one avor diagram ofFig.(1)isextracted.

piece to the potential. This e�ectively twists M 1 away from being exactly

perpendicularto M 2.Thisterm explicitly breaksCP and can be expected to

rem ovethe transition,justasan applied �eld rem ovesthe phasetransition in

the Ising m odel. W e thus have a phase diagram in the (m 1;m 3) plane with

a �rst-ordertransition connecting two sym m etrically separated pointson the

m 1 axis.Thisissketched in Fig.(8).

Physically,the endpoints ofthis transition line are associated with the

pointswherethe respectivequark m assesvanish.Thephasetransition occurs

when thetwo avorshavem assesofoppositesign.Sim ultaneously ipping the

signsofboth quark m assescan alwaysbe done by a avored chiralrotation,

say aboutthe �3 axis,and thusisa good sym m etry ofthe theory.

Taking one ofthe avors to in�nite m ass provides a convenient way to

understand the one avorsituation. As sketched in Fig.(8),this represents

looking only atthe vicinity ofone endpointofthe transition line.In term sof

thelightspecies,thistransition representsa spontaneousbreaking ofCP with

9



a non-vanishing expectation for i 5 . In the lattice context the possibility

ofsuch a phasewasm entioned briey by Sm it17,and extensively discussed by

Aokiand G ocksch18.

V I.Im plications for W ilson’s lattice ferm ions

The Lagrangian forfreeW ilson latticeferm ionsis16

L(K ;r;M )=
P

j;�
K

�

 j(i� + r) j+ e� +  j+ e�
(� i� + r) j

�

+
P

j
(m 1 j j + im 2 j5 j)

(12)

Here j labels the sites ofa four dim ensionalhyper-cubic lattice,� runs over

the space tim e directions,and e� is the unit vector in the �’th direction. I

havescaled outallfactorsofthelatticespacing.Theparam eterK iscalled the

hoppingparam eter,and rcontrolsthestrength ofthesocalled \W ilson term ,"

which separateso� thefam ousdoublers.Ihavealso added an unconventional

m 2 type m assterm to connectwith m y earlierdiscussion.

Being quadratic with only nearest neighbor couplings, the spectrum is

easily found by Fouriertransform ation.Conventionally,a m asslessferm ion is

obtained by taking m 1 = 8K r,butthere are otherplaceswhere thisoriginal

particleism assivewhileotherdoublersfrom thenaivetheorybecom em assless.

Atm 1 = � 8K ronesuch speciesdoesso,ateach ofm 1 = � 4K rtherearefour

m asslessdoublers,and atm 1 = 0 I�nd therem aining 6 ofthetotal16 species

presentin the naivetheory.

I conjecture that these various species should be thought ofas avors.

W hen the gauge �elds are turned on, then the fullchiralstructure should

be a naturalgeneralization ofthe earlierdiscussion. Thusnear m 1 = 8K r I

expect a �rst-ordertransition to end,m uch as is indicated in Fig.(1). This

m ay join with num erousothertransitionsattheinterm ediatevaluesofm 1,all

ofwhich then �nally m erge to give a single �rst-ordertransition line ending

nearm 1 = � 8K r.The situation near0 and � 4K r involveslargernum bersof

avors,and properly requiresa m ore generalanalysis. O ne possible way the

linescould join up isshown in Fig.(9a).

For two avorsofW ilson ferm ions,ifwe look near to the singularity at

8K r we should obtain a picture sim ilar to Fig.(2). However,further away

theselinescan curveand eventually end in thestructureattheotherdoubling

points.O nepossiblepicture issketched in Fig.(9b).
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m

2

1

8Kr-8Kr

Figure9:Possiblephasediagram sforlatticegaugetheory with W ilson ferm ions.Thedashed

lines represent �rst-order phase transitions and the dots represent points where m assless

excitations should exist.Parts(a)and (b)are forthe one and two avorcases,respectively.

V III.Sum m ary and conclusions

I have presented a physicalpicture ofthe param eter � in the context ofan

e�ective potentialfor spin-zero bilinears ofquark �elds. Ihave argued for a

�rst-ordertransition at� = � when allavorsaredegenerate,and shown how

avorbreaking can rem ovethistransition.

A num ber ofyears ago Tudron and I23 conjectured on the interplay of

the con�nem ent m echanism with �,and speculated that con�nem ent m ight

m ake� unobservable.Recently Schierholz24 argued thatkeeping con�nem ent

in the continuum lim it m ay drive the theory to � = 0. The connection with

presentdiscussion isunclear,butthe sym m etriesseem to indicate no obvious

problem with � being observable. Furtherm ore,the factthatthe � is lighter

than particle candidatesin the � channelsuggeststhatthere indeed m ustbe

the � term ofEq.(9),and itisthisterm which isdirectly responsible forthe

physicaldependence on �.
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