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Quark M asses, Chiral Sym m etry, and the U (1) A nom aly

M ichael C reutz
P hysics D epartm ent, B rookhaven N ational Lalboratory, Upton, NY 11973; em ail:
creutz@ bnlgov

I discuss the m ass param eters appearing in the gauge theory of the strong inter—
actions, concentrating on the two avor case. I show how the e ect of the CP
violating param eter is sin ply interpreted in tem s of the state of the ther via
an e ective potential form eson elds. For degenerate avors I show that a rst
order phase transition is expected at = :I speculate on the iIm plications of this
structure for W ilson’s lattice ferm ions.

I. Introduction

This tak concemsthemassterm m  in the standard theory of quarks and
glions. It is an abridged version ofmy recent Phys. Rev. artickd. One of
my goals is to provide an intuitive picture for the physicalm eaning ofthe CP -
violating param eter of the strong interactions. This tem , often called the
term , isusually discussed in termm s oftopologicalexcitations ofthe gauge elds.
Here, however, I treat it entirely In term s of the chiral sym m etries expected In
the m assless lim it of the theory.

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

avors have a an alldegeneratem ass. T his transition can be rem oved if avor-

breaking is Jarge enough. At the transition, CP is spontaneously broken. Iw ill
also rem ark on the In plications for the structure of W ilson’s lattice ferm ions.

This is a sub fct with a long history, and m ost of what I say is buried in
num erous previous studies. The In plications of to the IEUE ion m ass m atrix

s

are well known to low-energy chiral Lagrangian discussion . The possib—
lity of a rstorder phase transition at large has been discussed . The
possbility of a spontaneous breaking of CP was pointed out even before the
signi cance of the param eter was apprecia . The relation of to Jattice

W ilson ferm ionswas elicidated som e tin e ago Seiler and Stam atescul and
w as the sub fect of som e recent work of my ownkd.

T he sign ofthe ferm ion m ass is som etin es regarded as a convention. T his
is indeed the case for ordinary quan electrodynam ics in four space-tim e di-
m ensions, where by Furry’s theorem L there are no triangle diagram s and cor—
responding anom alies. H ow ever, it is explicitly false for B assive Schw inger
m odel of electrodynam ics in tw o space-tin e din ensions Eﬂ Furthem ore, as
the rem aining discussion w ill argue, hadronic physics would change if the sign
of one ofthe quark m asseswere Ipped.
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Figure 1: The phase diagram for the one avor case. The wavy line represents a rst-order
phase transition, along which i s acquires an expectation value. The end point of this
transition line is renom alized away from the origin tow ards negativem j .

To start the discussion, consider a change of variables

S @)
Since 1= ( 5)?, thism odi esthe ferm jon m ass term to
m_ ! ml_ +jIT12_5 (2)

where
mq : m o?s( ) 3)

m,=m sin( ):
T he kinetic and gauge tem s of the quark-glion action are form ally invariant
under this transform ation. Thus, were one to start wih the m ore general
m ass tem ofEd. (2), one m ight expect a physical situation independent of
H owever, because of the chiralanom aly, thisisnot true. Theangle represents
a non-trivialparam eter ofthe strong interactions. Itsnon-vanishing would give
rise to CP violating processes. A s such are got observed In hadronic physics,
the num erical value of must be very sm alll.

IfEq. (1) jist representsa change of variables, how can thisa ect physics?
T he reason is entw ined w ith the div ces of quantum  eld theory and the
necessity of regqularization. Fujkawa has shown how to incorporate the
anom aly Into the path integral form ulation via the the fermm ionic m easure,
which m es non-invariant under the above chiral rotation. Under a Pauli-
V illarstHd approach  represents a relative 5 rotation between the m ass tem
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Figure 2: The two avor phase diagram . F irst-order lines run up and down the m; axis.
T he second order endpoints of these lines are separated by a avor breakingm assdi erence.
T he chiral lim it is pinched betw een these endpoints.

for the fundam entalparticle and them ass teaEbr a heavy regulator eld.On
the lattice with W ilson’s ferm jo;@ﬁscn’ptjon , the doublers play this role of
de ning the relative chiralpha .

The phase diagram in the (m;;m ;) plane is strongly dependent on the
number of form ion  avors. W ith a single species, a rst-order phase transition
line runs down the negative m ; axis, starting at a non zero valie form ;.
This is sketched in Fig. (1). Fortwo avors I argue ortwo rst-order phase
transition lines, starting near the origin and running up and down them , axis.
For degenerate quarks these transitions m eet at the chiral lim it of vanishing
ferm ion m ass, whilea amall avorbreaking can separate the endpoints ofthese

rst-order lines. Thisissketched nFig. 2). W th N¢ > 2 avors,the mi;m ;)
plane hasN ¢ rst order phase transition lnes all pointing at the origin. The
conventionally nom alized param eter isN¢ tin es the angle to a point in this
plane, and these transition lines are each equivalent to  going through

W henever the number of avors is odd, there is a rst-order transition
running down the negative m; axis. A long this line there is a spontaneous
breaking ofCP, w ith a naturalorder param eterbeing hi s i.This ossibility
of a spontaneous breakdown was noted som e tm@ ﬁo by D ashenl and has
reappeared at various tin es in the lattice contexttditd .

I concentrate m y discussion on the two avor case. Here several sin pli -
cations m ake the physics particularly transparent. I then discuss how the one
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avor result arises when the other avor is taken to a large m ass. Finally I
con gcture on an analogy w ith heavy doublers and W ilson lattice ferm ions.

II. The e ective potential
Ibegin by de ning eight eldsaround which the discussion revolres

= C_
_ 4)
= ic 5

c ~
Theferm ion  hastw o isospin com ponents, forwhich ~ representsthe standard
Paulim atrices. T he factor c is Inserted to give the eldstheirusualdin ensions.
Tts value is not particularly relevant to the qualitative discussion that follow s,
but one convention is take c= F =j1_ ijwhere F is the pion decay constant
and the condensate is in the standard ther.

C orresponding to each of these quantities is a physical spectrum . In som e
cases this is dom inated by a known particle. There is the fam iliar triplet of
pions around 140 M €V and the eta at 547 M €V . The others are not quie
so0 clean, with a candidate for the isoscalar being the f; (980) and for the
isovector being the g (980). I will use that the lightest particke in the
channel appears to be heavier than the

Now consideran e ectivepotentialV ( ;~; ;) constructed forthese elds.
I rst considerthe theory w ith vanishing quark m asses. In the continuum lm it,
the strong coupling constant is absorbed via the phenom enon of din ensional
tranam utationkd, and alldin ensionless quantities are In principle determ ined.
In the fiill theory w ih the quark m asses tumed back on, the only param eters
are those m asses and

For the m assless theory m any of the chiral sym m etries becom e exact. Be—
cause of the anom aly, the transform ation of Eq. (1), which m ixes the and

elds, is not a good symm etry. However avored axial rotations should be
valid. For exam ple, the rotation

1oets s T2 G)
mixes wih 3
' + cos() + sin() 3 ®)
3 ! sin() + cos() 3

T his transfom ation alsom ixes with ;5
' + cos() +
! sin() +

3
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Figure 3: The \som brero" potential representing the chiral lim it of m assless quarks.

Forthem asslesstheory, thee ective potential is invariant under such rota—
tions. In thistwo avor case, the consequences can be com pactly expressed by

going to a vectornotation. Ide ne the fourcomponentcbcts = ( ;~) and
= ( ;7). Thee ective potential is a finction only of nvariants constructed
from these vectors. A com plete set of nvariants is £ 2; ?; g. This

separation into two sets of elds is special to the two avor case, but m akes
the behavior of the theory particularly transparent.

Inow use the experin ental fact that chiral sym m etry appears to be spon—
taneously broken. Them Inin um ofthee ective potential should not occur for
all elds having vanishing expectation. W e also know that parity and avor
appear to be good sym m etries of the strong interactions, and thus the expecta—
tion valie ofthe elds can be chosen in the direction. Tem porarily ignoring
the elds , the potential should have the canonical \som brero" shape, as
stereotyped w ith the form

V= (% )= (P4 ) ®)

Herev isthem agnitude ofthe therexpectation value for ,and isa coupling
strength related to the m ass. T he nom alization convention m entioned below
Eqg. @) would have v = F=2. I sketch the generic structure of the potential
In Fig. 3). This gives the standard picture of pions as G oldstone bosons
associated with elds oscillating along degenerate m inim a.

Now consider the in uence ofthe elds on this potential. Considering
anall elds, I expand the potential about vanishing

v= (2% V¥)?+ 2 ( 4+ ::: )
Being odd under parity, appears quadratically.
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Figure 4: The e ect 0ofM; on the e ective potential. The ellipse in this and the follow ing
gures represents the m inin a of the e ective potential from Fig. (3). The dot represents
where the ther settles.

The tem s proportionalto and generatem asses forthe and parti-

cles. Sihce 2= 2+ "?,the tem contrbutesequally to each. Substituting
;0) gives ( 3 V% ?;thus,the tem breaksthe {~ degeneracy.

Here iswhere the observation that the is lighter than the ocom es into ply;
I have written a m Inus sign in Eq. (9), thus m aking the expected sign of
posiive.

Now Itum on the ferm ion m asses. I consider sn allm asses, and assum e
they appear as a general linear perturbation ofthe e ective potential

vV !I'V M, + M )=c: (10)

H ere the four-com ponent ob fctsM 1, represent the possblem ass term s. T he
nom alization constant c appears in Eq. (4). The zeroth com ponent of M ;
gives a conventionalm ass term proportional to o, contrbuting equally to
both avors. Them ass splitting of the up and dow n quarks appears naturally
In the third com ponent ofM z,mu]i'jp]yjng_ 3 .Thetem m, ofEqg. ) lies
n the zeroth com ponent ofM 5.

The chiral symm etries of the problem now tell us that physics can only
depend on invariants. For these I can takeM 7,M 7,and M ; M. That there
are three param eters is reassuring; there are the quark m asses f ,;m 4) and
the CP violating param eter . The m apping between these param eterizations
is non-linear, the conventionalde nitions giving

M ? = m2+m3)=4+ mymgcos( )=2
M2 = @Z+m?)=4 m,mgoos( )=2 11)
M, M = mumdsjn( )=2

If one of the quark m asses, say m ,, vanishes, then the dependence drops
out. W hilk thism ay be a possble way to rem ove any unwanted CP violation
from the strong Interactions, having a single quark m ass vanish represents a

ne tuning which is not obviously m ore com pelling than sim ply tunmﬁ to
zero. A 1so, havingm , = 0 appears to be phenom enologically untenable g

6



Figure 5: The e ect ofM; on the e ective potential. T he dots represent two places w here
the ther can settle.

Inow tum to a physicalpicture ofwhat thetwomasstem sM ; and M
do to the \M exican hat" structure of the m assless potential. For M ; this is
easy; its sim ply tilts the som brero. T his is sketched In Fig. 4). T he sym m etry
breaking is no longer spontaneous, w ith the tilt selecting the direction for

eld to acquire its expectation valie. This picture is well known, giving
rise to standard relations such @9 the square of the pion m ass being linearly
proportional to the quark m asskd.

The e ect ofM, ismore subtle. This quantity has no direct coupling to
the eld; so, Imust ook to higher order. The M, tem represents a force
pulling on the eld, and should give an expectation valie proportional to
the strength, h 1/ M ,. Once gains an expectation value, it then e ects

through the and term s of the potential in Eqg. (9). The tem is
a function only of 2, and, at least r snallM ,, should not qualitatively
change the structure of the symm etry breaking. On the other hand, the
term w illwarp the shape of our som brero. A s this temm is quadratic in ’
this warping is quadratic. W ith  positive, as suggested above, this favors
an expectation valie of lying along the vector M ,, but the sign of this
expectation is undetem ined. Thise ect is sketched in Fig. (5).

To summ arize, the e ect ofM; is to tilt ourM exican hat, while thee ect
ofM ; is to lnstall a quadratic warping. The three param eters of the theory
are the am ount of tilt, the am ount of warping, and, nally, the relative anglke
between these e ects. To better understand the interplay of these various
phenom ena, I now consider two speci c situations in m ore detail.

IIT.Case A:M ;M ,

F irst considerM ; and M , parallelin the four vector sense. T his is the situation
when we have the twom ass term s ofEqg. (2) and no explicit breaking of avor
symm etry. Speci cally, TtakeM; = @ 1;0) and M , = M ,;0). In this case
the warping and the tilting are along the sam e axis.

Suppose I considerm ; at som e non-vanishing xed value, and study the
state of the therasm; isvaried. Them , tem has warped the som brero,
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Figure 6: Varyingm ; at xed m,. A  rst-order phase transition is expected at m; = 0.
T his corresponds to = . The dots represent places where the ther can settle.

but ifm; is large enough, the potential w ill have a unigue m inImum in the
direction of this pull. Asm; is reduced in m agnitude, the tilt decreases, and
eventually the warping generates a second localm ininum in the opposite
direction. A sm ; passes through zero, this second m Inin um becom es the lower
of the two, and a phase transition occurs exactly at m; = 0. The transition
is st order since the expectation of jum ps discontinuously. T his situation
is sketched In Fig. (6). From Eqg. (11), the transition occursatm , = m 4 and

A sm ; decreases, the warping decreases, reducing the barrier between the
twom Inim a. T hism akes the transition softer. A sm all further perturbation in,
say, the 3 direction, w ill tilt the som brero a bit to the side. If the warping is
an allenough, the eld can then rollaround the preferred side of the hat, thus
opening a gap separating the positive m , phase transition lne from that at
negativem ;. In thisway su cient avor breaking can rem ove the rst-order
phase transition at = . IfIstartat = 0wih am asssgplitting between the
up and down quarks, an isoscalar chiral rotation to non-zero w ill generate
Just such a tem .

IV.CaseB:M1? M,

Inow tum to a situation where M ; and M , are orthogonal. To be speci ¢,
takeM ;1 = Mm1;0) and M , = (0;0;0; m ), which physically representsa avor
symmetricmasstem mi; = My + mg)=2 combihed wih a avor breaking
m = fmy mq)=2. Now M , warps the sombrero downwards in the 3
direction. A largem ; would overcom e this warping, stillgiving an therw ith
only having an expectation valie. However, asm ; decreases in m agnitude
wih a xed m,there eventually com esa point where the warping dom inates
the tilting. At this point we expect a new symm etry breaking to occur, w ith
3 aoquiring an expectation value. This is sketched In Fig. (7). As 3 isaCP
odd operator, this is a gpontaneous breaking ofCP.
Tom ake this Into a proper two din ensionalphase diagram , Tadd anm 5 3

8



m1:O

X

m1<0 m1>0

Figure 7: Varyingm ; at xed quark m ass splitting. A second order phase transition occurs
when the tilting is reduced su ciently for a spontaneous expectation of 3 to develop. T he
dots represent places w here the ther can settle.

m3
AWAWAWAWAY \WAWAWAWAYA mq
(VAVAVAVAVIIVAVAVAVAVAS 4

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. T he light box on the right
show s how the one avor diagram ofFig. (1) is extracted.

piece to the potential. This e ectively twists M; away from beihg exactly
perpendicularto M ;. This temm explicitly breaks CP and can be expected to
rem ove the transition, jist as an applied eld rem oves the phase transition in
the Ising m odel. W e thus have a phase diagram in the (m 1;m 3) plane w ith
a rstorder transition connecting two symm etrically separated points on the
m; axis. This is sketched In Fig. 8).

P hysically, the endpoints of this transition line are associated w ith the
points where the respective quark m asses vanish. T he phase transition occurs
when thetwo avorshavem assesofopposite sign. Sin ultaneously ipping the
signs of both quark m asses can always be done by a avored chiral rotation,
say about the 3 axis, and thus is a good sym m etry of the theory.

Taking one of the avorsto n nite m ass provides a convenient way to
understand the one avor situation. A s sketched In Fig. (8), this represents
looking only at the vicinity of one endpoint of the transition line. In tem s of
the light species, this transition representsa soontaneous breaking of CP w ith
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a non-vanishing expectation for i 5 . In lattice context the possibility
ofsuch a phasew entioned brie y by Sm ird, and extensively discussed by
Aokiand G ockschid.

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

T he Lagrangian for free W ilson lattice ferm ions JSB

LEK;,;;M )=
P _ _

p K D e+ e (4 4D 12)
t 4y 5 5+ dmy 55 )

Here j labels the sites of a four dim ensional hypercubic lattice, runs over
the space tin e directions, and e is the unit vector in the ‘th direction. I
have scaled out all factors ofthe lattice spacing. T he param eterK is called the

hopping param eter, and r controls the strength ofthe so called \W ilson temm ,"

which separateso the fam ous doublers. I have also added an unconventional
m, typem ass temm to connect w ith m y earlier discussion.

Being quadratic wih only nearest neighbor couplings, the spectrum is
easily found by Fourder transform ation. C onventionally, a m assless ferm ion is
obtained by takingm ; = 8K r, but there are other places where this origihal
particle ism assive w hile otherdoublers from the naive theory becom em assless.
Atmi = 8K rone such soeciesdoes so, at each ofm ; = 4K r there are our
m asslessdoublers, and atm; = 0 I nd the rem aining 6 ofthe total16 species
present In the naive theory.

I conEcture that these various species should be thought of as avors.
W hen the gauge elds are tumed on, then the full chiral structure should
be a natural generalization of the earlier discussion. Thusnearm; = 8K r I
expect a rstorder transition to end, much as is indicated n Fig. (1). This
m ay pin with num erous other transitions at the interm ediate values ofm ;, all
of which then nally merge to give a single rst-order transition line ending
nearm; = 8K r. The situation near 0 and 4K r involves larger num bers of

avors, and properly requires a m ore general analysis. O ne possible way the
lines could Ppin up is shown In Fig. (9a).

Fortwo avorsofW ilson ferm ions, if we look near to the singularity at
8K r we should obtain a picture sim ilar to Fig. (2). However, further away
these lines can curve and eventually end in the structure at the other doubling
points. O ne possble picture is sketched in Fig. (9b).
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Figure 9: P ossible phase diagram s for lattice gauge theory w ith W ilson ferm ions. T he dashed
lines represent rst-order phase transitions and the dots represent points where m assless
excitations should exist. Parts (@) and (b) are for the one and two avor cases, respectively.

V ITIT. Sum m ary and conclusions

I have presented a physical picture of the param eter in the context of an

e ective potential for spin—zero bilinears of quark elds. I have argued for a
rst-order transition at = when all avors are degenerate, and shown how
avor breaking can rem ove this transition.

A number of years ago Tudron and IE con ectured on the interplay of
the con nem ent mechanismn with , and _speculated that con nem ent m ight
make unobservable. Recently Schierho argued that keeping con nem ent
In the continuum Im it m ay drive the theory to = 0. The connection w ih
present discussion is unclear, but the sym m etries seem to indicate no obvious
problem with beihg ocbservable. Furthem ore, the fact that the is lighter
than particlke candidates in the channel suggests that there Indeed m ust be
the tem ofEq. (9), and i is this temm which is directly responsible for the
physical dependence on
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