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W e revisit the work of K. G oeke, et al. t]:] who considered a chiral m odel for the nuclkon
based on the linear sigm a m odel w ith scalar-isoscalar scalar-isovector m esons coupled to quarks
and soled using the coherentpair approxin ation. In this way the quantum pion eld can be
treated in a non-perturbative fashion. In this work we review this m odel and the coherent pair
approxin ation correcting several errors In the earlier work. W e m inin ize the expectation value of
the chiralham iltonian in the ansatz coherent-pair ground state con guration and solve the resulting
equations for nucleon quantum num bers. W e calculate the canonical set of nucleon observables and
com pare w ith the H edgehog m odel and experin ent. U sing the corrected equations yield slightly
di erent values for nuclkon observables but do not correct the large virialdeviation in the -nucleon
coupling. O ur resuls therefore do not signi cantly alter the conclusions of G oeke, et al..
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I. NTRODUCTION

Tt is w idely believed that quantum chrom odynam ics (Q CD ) is the findam ental theory underlying the strong inter-
action. Regrettably, reliable rst principle calculations of hadronic structure and reactions based on QCD are still
som e tin e o . Nevertheless, sin pler Q CD -m otivated phenom enological m odels have been proposed which preserve
the In portant property of chiral sym m etry. Fam iliar exam ples include Skym eW itten m odels [2 and hybrid chiral-
soliton m odels such as those of K ahana and R ipka B B irse and Banerge [4], B irse ES], FJo]haJs, G oeke, G rumm er,
and U tbano Ed], G oeke, Harvey, G rumm er, and U rbano b. hereafter referred to as GHG U and others (see Ref. ['/Z])

Such approaches, in particularR ef. [4], argue that spontaneous sym m etry breaking ofthe Q CD Lagrangian gives rise
to an e ective chiral Lagrangian of the G ellM ann-Levy sigm a-m odel orm nvolving explicit quark, scalar-isoscalar
meson (sigma, ), and pseudoscalar-isovector m eson (pion, ~) degrees of freedom . The m odel has been solved in
m ean— eld using the \Hedgehog" ansatz which assum es a con guration-gpace—isogpin correlation for the pion eld,
~ = # , and for the quarks. One drawback to this ansatz is that it breaks both rotational and isogpin invariance
(@fthough \grand spin", K = I+ J, rem ains conserved) requiring som e pro gction onto physical states at the end.
C onsiderable attention has been given to the problem ofprofction In the calculation of cbservables ig].

In spite ofthis drawback the m odel is quite successfiil at predicting baryon properties. C onstraining the pion m ass
and decay constant w ith experin ental values, the m odel contains but two additional free param eters which can be
w ritten iIn tem s of the e ective quark and sigm a m asses), yet the m odelm akes quite respectable predictions for a
host of hadronic properties (m ass, m agnetic m om ents, sigm a com m utator, pion-nuclon coupling constant (g yn ),
axial vector coupling constant (ga ), as wellas weak and electrom agnetic form factors).

A nother critician ofthis approach, how ever, is the approxin ate treatm ent of the pion whose very light m ass argues
for a quantum , as opposed to m ean— eld, treatm ent. However, treating light strongly-coupled elds is In general
di cul as perturbative m ethods are unreliable. In part to address such issues, the coherent-pair approxin ation was
developed by B olsterli E_Si] and used by GHGU to treat the pions as true quantum elds non-perturbatively. W e nd
this approach prom ising and in this work revisit the hybrid chiralm odel of G oeke, et al. correcting several errors.
Besides the inclusion of quantum pionic degrees of freedom non-perturbatively, another advantage is that one need
not invoke the so-called Hedgehog ansatz for the pion eld. Speci cally, the symm etry of the quarks w ith respect to
pem utation Induces the space-isospin correlations in the pion eld. Follow Ing the ground-breaking work ofGHGU,
we m inin ize the chiral ham iltonian w ith respect to the coherent-pair Fock-space ansatz ground-state con guration,
then calculate nuclkon properties, and com pare w ith other chiralm odels. W e nd that oncem inim ization w ith respect
to the coherence param eter is achieved, the resuls for calculated observables are not signi cantly di erent from those
calculated n GHGU . In addition we present results for the sigm a com m utator which m easures the degree of chiral
sym m etry breaking.
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For com pleteness and ease of com parison the organization of this paper closely follow s that of GHGU . W e present
the starting Lagrangian and the m a pr interm ediate resuls, refer the reader to the originalpaper for details, and note
where our resultsdi er from GHGU .W here appropriate, we w ill give the corregponding GHG U equation references.
W e present the background theory in section IT, a sum m ary of the coherent-pair approxin ation results in section ITT,
the variational equations in section IV, the derived nuclon properties in section V, the num erical resuls in section
V I, and our summ ary and conclusions in section VII.W e nd that the corrected equations do not signi cantly aler
the results originally reported n GHGU . W hen com pared w ith the H edgehog m odel the coherent-pair approxin ation
show s system atically sm aller m esonic contributions to the nucleon cbservables and the energy densities w hich m ay be
related to poor selfconsistency in the pionic sector.

II.CHIRALQUARK-MESON MODEL

W e begin w ith the chiralm odel Lagrangian ofG ell:M ann and Levy @-Q‘] but w ith explicit quark degrees of freedom .
O iscussion of how such a form may be argued from QCD are given In Refs. R and 5].) A fler chiral symm etry
breaking, inducing a pion m ass, the Lagrangian can bewritten GHGU Eqg.R.1]) as
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w here the carat (") denotes a quantum eld, £ isthe pion decay constant, m isthe pion mass,and ,gand are
constants to be determ ined. In the standard scenario spontaneous sym m etry breaking generatesm asses for the quark
and sigm a elds and the linear sigm a termm , which breaks the chiral symm etry and generates the an all pion m ass
w hich would be zero otherw ise as the G oldstone boson of the theory. The vacuum then has a unigue non-vanishing
scalar eld expectation value,

@—[i=0=) ~o = 0; @—U=0=) o= 1T : 3)
Then the three undeterm Ined constants In the original Lagrangian can be written In temm s of the three e ective
massesimgq= g o,m?= *@} 2),andm? = 2(¢ 2).

W e take the experim entalvaliesf = 93M &V andm = 139:6M &V, lkeavinggandm asthe only free param eters
which m ust be determ ined. T he addiionalparam eters introduced by the coherent-pair approxin ation are constrained
by m Inim ization.

Introducing the con jigatem om enta, one form ally convertsthe Lagrangian density to a H am iltonian density GHGU
Eg. R10]) :nto
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where ~ and are the usualD irac m atrices. In the above expression A; ~, and 2 are quantized eld operatorsw ith
the appropriate static angularm om entum expansions GHGU Egs. R11], R17], and R.13]),
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wherethe hjm wiand fijm wi form a com plete set of quark and antiquark soinorsw ith angularm om entum quantum
num bers and spin-isospin quantum numbers j m , and w, respectively. T he notation is slightly altered from GHGU
In that isogoin labels appear as superscripts and spin labels appear as subscripts. The corresponding conjigate
mom entum elds have the expansions GHGU Egs. R.14]and R.18]),
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Herethe &) destroysa -quantum w ith m om entum ¥ and frequency ! )= &%+ m2)? and al¥ (k) destroysa pin
w ith m om entum ¥ and corresponding ! = &®+m? )% in isospin-angularm om entum state £ 'm ;tw g. For convenience
one constructs the con guration space pion eld functionsneeded for the subsequent variationaltreatm ent by de ning
the atemative basis operators,

z
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where . (k) is the variational function. Taking this overto con guration space de nesthe pion eld function GHGU
Eqgq. B.11]),
Z
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In the ©llow ng only the ‘= 1 value is used and the angularm om entum labelw ill be dropped.

ITI.GROUND STATE CONFIGURATION ANSATZ

The ansatz Fock state for the nuclon is taken tobe GHGU Eq. 23]
NTsJi= [ (hi Podro, + (i Pidro + G > P i 12)

where j i is the coherent sigm a  eld state w ith the property GHGU Eqg. BJ7):h  (r)ji= @), and P i P17 1)
are pion coherent-pair states to be determ ined. T he nomn alization of the nuclkon state requires 2+ 2+ 2= 1.
T he pem utation symm etric form ofthe SU 2) SU 2) SU ) quark wavefunctions in ply that the source tem s
In the pion eld equations w ill nduce an angular m om entum —isogon correlation for the pion eld. Thus, since the
pion is isovector, the only allowed angularm om entum ofthe pion willbe ‘= 1, so in the treatm ent to follow only the
‘= 1 tem ofthe pion eld expressions Eqs.fgi] and p:] is retained.

O ne constructs a pionic coherent-pair state wih quantum num bers of the vacuum as follow s f_ﬂ]. Consider the
scalar-isoscalar coherent state,
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w here the doubledot notation refers to spin-isospin (ie. fm wg) scalar contractions. A ooherent state w ith soin—

isospin= f11g, P £" 1, is constructed by operation of ( )* *¥ B} " upon P Ji. Sequentialsuch operationsappropriately
contracted are assum ed to close, yielding a recurrence relation for f,, nam ely,
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A ocontracted second application gives
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w here the spin-isospin multiplicity isT = (L + 1) @T + 1) = 9 and where closure is forced by associating the vacuum
quantum num ber m ultipion state uniquely w ji:hj?(?i. T he coherence is determ ined by the param eter, x, de ned by
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Here P i can be either ;P(?ior ;Plliand x = Tlab= 9ab servesasa (as yet free) coherence param eter and the sym bol
by ¥ :b ¥ indicates the coupling to a scalar-isoscalar. nserting these into Eq.{L3) and Eq.{16), we cbtain the recursion
relation GHGU Eq. ¢11]),
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which can be solved to give GHGU Eqg. B.12])
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where fj is given by the nom alization of ;P(?i. T he a and b param eters can be expressed as functions of x from the
nom alization of;Plli. W e obtained values for the fiinction fy, a (x) and c(x) (o is detem ined from a) di erent from
those of GHGU [1988].W e nd
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which should be contrasted with GHGU Egs. A.13], B21]and KB 22]. In addiion we found that we needed another
factor for the j?llim atrix elem ent of the ourpion tem (in plied sum m ation over repeated indices),
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w here greek subscripts inclide both soin and isospin and d (x) is given by
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IV.THE FIELD EQUATIONS
T he totalenergy of the baryon is given by
Z
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where B = N or . The eld equations are ocbtained by m inim izing the total energy of the baryon w ith respect
to variations of the elds, fu (r);w (r); (v); ()g, as well as the Fock-space param eters, £ ; ; g subfct to the
nom alization conditions. T he totalenergy ofthe system isw ritten as
Z
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W e nd the Pllow ing result for the energy density which di ers from GHGU Eq. b.3]. The di erences can be traced
to di erent resuls for coherentpairm atrix elem ents. W riting the quark D irac spinor as
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the energy density is given by
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where N is the average pion number GHGU Eq. [b.12]),
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and where takes the llow ing values for nucleon or delta quantum num bers,
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The function | (r) iscobtained from  (r) by the double folding,
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For xed ; j;and the stationary functional variations are expressed by
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w here the Lagrangian param eter, , enforces the pion nom alization condition,
Z
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and the Lagrangian param eter " xes the quark nom alization,
Z
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M inin izing the H am iltonian yields the four nonlinear coupled di erential equations,
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w ith eigenvalues " and . T hese consist oftwo quark equations foru and vwhere (r) and (r) appear aspotentials,

and two K lein-G ordon equations w ith u (r)v (r) and u? (r) V2 (r)) as source tem s. T he boundary conditions are for
r! O,
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which has one sign in the rst equation di erent from GHGU Eqg. [B.A8]. The eld equations are solved for xed
coherence param eter, x, and xed Fodk-gpace parameters, £ ; ; g. Then the expectation value of the energy is
m inin ized with respect to £ ; ; g by diagonalization of the \energy m atrix",
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Each H entry ofthem atrix is related to a corresponding density, E (r), as ollow s:
Z
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and analogously for the other entries. The E  (r) functions for a nuclkon are
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TheE (r) functions for a delta are the sam e except for
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which expresses the di erence in the -temm s Egs. B2-33]) appropriate to nuckon and delta respectively.
In the above expressions, E ¢ (r) is given by
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Substiuting for Uy and using the eld equations, this can be rew ritten as

2 2
EMﬂ=%W@ﬁ+ %2 '+ 39 @©@E) vm%+7<uf §V+%4(ﬁ £2)
m?f (@ f£)+ %x( @? £f%) @ 2xm?® @©?%; (49)

which show s an explicit rapid decay asr ! 1 .

W e solve this set of equations in the sam e iterative m anner as GHG U . T he iteration procedure is In plem ented as
follow s. For xed valuiesofx and ; ; the above di erential equationsw ith the corresponding boundary conditions
are solved by using the sam e num erical package (COLSY S f_l-]_;]) as used In the orighal GHGU paper. Then the
energy m atrix is diagonalized and them inin um eigenvector chosen. T hese solutions are then m ixed w ith the previous
solution and repeated until selfconsistency is achieved. T he procedure is started w ith an niialguess. W e used the
so—called \chiral circle" meson eld fom s EZJ:], but the actual starting point does not m atter, provided the iterations
converge.

V.NUCLEON PROPERTIES

In this section we review the severalnucleon observables which will be calculated from the solutions arising from
the procedure described in the previous section, noting di erences wih GHGU where they occur. From the electro—
m agnetic current operator,
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one derives the charge and m agnetic m om ent densities for the neutron and proton,

(r) 1 4
P = 2@2+ A 217 12 + 2 =
4 o W@+ v) + [3(u )+3 pl
4 2
+2§M+%>5 .F (1)
n(r)_ 22 2 VZ é
4 e Bu+v) 5 el
1 2
+ 2 5(uz+\72)+5 .F (52)
j o=
p@ MV o2, 243577
4 e 81
X 2 2 2\ 2.
+W(9a +X)(4 + ) H (53)
n 1 jo
W _mvop2 g2yl P50
4 e 81 2
X 2 2 2y 2.
o ©a%+ x)@ 2+ %) ?; (54)

which di er from GHGU Eqg. [6.6] and [6.7] for the m agnetic m om ent densities. T he axialsrector to vector coupling
ratio isgiven by GHGU Eqg. [6.9])
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from which we nd,
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which di erswih GHGU Eq. [6.10]1n the rsttem .Finally, the NN coupling constant can be calculated from the
pion eld or the pion source tem . U sing the pion eld form , one has
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which isih agreementwih GHGU Eq. [6.15]. Usihg the pion source tem , one can obtain an altermative form ofthe
NN ocoupling constant,
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which di ers from GHGU Eq.[6.14]by a factor of 3 in the last tem .
The -tem was not calculated in GHG U, but is an In portant quantity in that it m easures the degree of chiral
sym m etry breaking. For the linear sigm a m odel considered here this quantity is given by
Z
N =4 fm? drr® ( () f£): (9)

For a review ofthis quantity see Ref. t_l-§']

VI.NUMERICAL RESULTS

A sm entioned earlier, the chiral quark m odel of the nucleon has two free param eters once the pion m ass and pion
decay constant are xed at their experin ental values. O ne can choose the free param eters to be the -m ass and the
m eson-nuclkon coupling constant, g. For com parison wih GHGU and to illustrate the system atics of the m odel, for
the results to ollow , we x these two parameterstom = 700M &V and g=5.00.

F irst consider the coherence param eter. Figure 1 show s the baryon (nuclkon and delta) energy as the coherence
param eter isvaried. A swas sin ilarly shown n GHGU 'sFig. [1], there isa clearm inimum in the region ofx=1wih a
corresponding N = 43. Table I show sthe various energy contributions to the baryon m ass. W hile Table IT gives the
values of the derived param eters determm ined by the m inin ization procedure. T he values found are In good agreem ent
w ith that found n GHGU (selfconsistent case) even though a di erent coherence dependence (which show sup in the
d-tem term In Eqg. R9]) wasused. T his is expected how ever since the fourth-pow er pion self-interaction energy m akes
a relatively am all contribution to the totalenergy. T he nucleon-delta m ass di erence is found to be about 150 M €V .
Figure 2 show s the quark wave fiinctions and the meson elds for the x=1 case, and Figure 3 show s the pion eld
and its derived kinetic energy density function, ; (r). A llof these quantities are little changed from those reported
by GHGU.

N ext consider the nucleon physical properties. Table IT show s the results for severalnucleon cbservables com pared
w ith the proicted Hedgehog m odel of B irse t_E;] and w ith experin ent. For those nuclon quantities calculated by
GHGU our results are nearly identical despite the di erences in several quantities noted previously.

In com paring the predictions of the coherent-pair m odel to those of the Hedgehog m odel, we nd that the quark
contributions to each observabl are roughly sin ilar; how everthe pion contributions are signi cantly an aller, a feature
consistently seen throughout. T his is som ew hat surprising given the fact that both approaches are attem pting to solve
the nuclkon problm from the sam e starting m odel albeit with very di erent m ethods and resulting di erent m odel
param eters. Q uantities such asthe sigm a-com m utatorw hich depend on the sigm a eld are quite sin ilarto that ofthe
H edgehog m odel, both giving a sigm a com m utator of roughly 90 M &V . T he an allpion contributions to the calculated
observables seem s to be the coherent-pair approxim ation’s principal phenom enological short-com ing.

C onsider the nuclon charge radiis squared. For the H edgehog m odel the pion’s contribution to the proton’s charge
radius squared is roughly 40% that ofthe quarks; whilk for the coherent-pair approxim ation the pions contribution is
only 4% that ofthe quarks. The an all pionic contribution is com pensated for by a slightly larger quark contribution
leaving the totalproton charge radiis squared very close to that calculated In the Hedgehog m odel, but still about
20% that ofthe experim ental valie.



L kew ise for the m agnetic m om ents. T he quark contrbution to the m agnetic m om ents is about the sam e for both
m odels, but for the H edgehog m odel the pionsm ake a contribution to the proton m agneticm om ent which is 65% that
of the quarks while for the coherent-pair approxin ation the pionic contribution is only 12% that of the quarks. The
an aller pionic contribution to the m agnetic m om ents results in m agnetic m om ents roughly 60% that ofthe em pirical
values.

For the case of the axialvector coupling constant we nd again that the quark contrbutions in the two m odels are
sim ilar, but the m esonic contribution in the coherent-pairm odel is only halfthat ofthe H edgehogm odel. In this case
this actually helps in that the H edgehog m odel predicts too large a value for this quantity.

Finally we consider the NN ooupling constant calculated In two ways rst using the pion eld itself Eq.B9] and
secondly using the pion source term Eg.[60]. In the H edgehog m odel B irse found that both m ethods gave roughly the
sam e value, but In the coherent-pair approxin ation the two m ethods give very di erent results. This large di erence
In the two, supposedly equivalent, ways of calculating g yy hasbeen noted already in Fiohais, et al. iﬁi] w ho studied
the generalized profcted H edgehog m odel and com pared w ith otherm odels including GHGU . In Fiohais et al. the
dierence In g yy calculated from the pion eld and the pion source tem s along w ith the value expected from the
G oldberger-T rein an relation provide a virialm easure of how well the selfconsistency condition in the pion sector is
met. The Fiohais et al. relation for the fractional virial deviation is

_ 9nww gONN+2(1:O8gGNT§ NN, (60)

N 08y + Iy

where g yy is the sourcecaloulated value, Eq. [60], 9%, is eld-calulated value, Eq. [9], g%, is the average of
these two, and of I} is the value expected from the G oldberger-Trein an relation,

gGTR _ My g_A,
N N £ gv.

T he factor of1.08 accounts forthe e ects ofexplicit chiralsym m etry breaking. U sing the coherent-pair approxin ation
results of GHGU, Tabl 3 of Fiohais et al. reports a fractional virial violation 0of 173% . This should be com pared
w ih 51% for the m ean— eld H edgehog m odel of B irse and B annerfge and 6% for the generalized pro fcted H edgehog
m odel of Fiohais et al. Using the values in Tabl ITT, we nd a fractional virial violation of 149% which is a little
better than that previously reported, but still show s a clear and substantial problem w ih selfconsistency in the pion
sector.

O ne must question why this should be so. That the two m odels should give such di erent pionic contributions is
a bit puzzling as the starting m odel is the sam e and both em ploy a selfconsistent m ean— eld type approach which
m inin izes the energy. In com paring the quark wavefiinctions and meson eld solutions in the two m odels one nds,
not surprisingly, that the quark wavefunctions and sigma eld are nearly identical in the two m odels, but, though
the pion eld function In the coherent-pair approxim ation is sm aller by a factor of about two from that found in the
H edgehog m odel, this cannot be the source of the discrepancy since the pion eld in the coherentpair approxin ation
is nom alized but the m agniude of the pion eld (treated as a classical eld) in the Hedgehog m odel is determ ined
by the source term s. The m agniude of the pionic contribution to any quantity in the coherent-pair approxin ation
is determm ined by the Fock space coe cients, £ ; ; g and by the various coherent fiinctions fa;b;c;dg. W ih the
m Inin ized solution around x  1:0 the m ean num ber of pions In the coherent pair approxin ation case isN = 043
which apparently yields the snall pionic contrbutions to the various baryon observables. A com parison of the
m agnitude of the pion eld resulting from the Hedgehog m odelw ith the nom alized eld arising in the coherent-pair
modelwould In ply an e ective num ber of pions about 3 tin es greater in the Hedgehog m odel. A prelin nary search
of the param eter space to see if som e other param eter set m ay correct this de ciency was not successfiil. W e have
exam Ined the m odel up to a coherence param eter of x=225. Larger coherence param eters do Indeed give rise to
greater pionic contrbutions to the various nuclkon observables, but at the expense of greater energy aswell. W hilke
the issue is being investigated further, we suspect the problem w ith selfconsistency as revealed in the large fractional
virial violation to be the principaldi culy.

A nother usefiill com parison is shown in Figs. :f! and E w here the energy densities for various tem s are shown for
both the H edgehog m odel and the coherent-pair approxin ation. A gain there is a systam atically sm aller contribution
to each tetm In the ocoherentpair m odel than in the Hedgehog m odel. Yet the total energy of both solutions are
roughly the same (1070 M &V and 1120 M €V respectively).

(61)

VII.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

In thiswork we reexam ined a linear sigm a m odel of the nucleon using quarks and sigm a and pion m esons as the
fundam ental degrees of freedom . To solve this m odel we have em ployed the coherent-pair approxin ation follow ing



the work of G oeke, et al. correcting severalerrors. W e solved the m odelusing a Fock space ansatz treating the sigm a

eld as a classical eld and treating the pions as quantum elds using the coherent-pair approxin ation of B olsterli
i_ﬁ]. W e neglect vacuum e ects and center-ofm ass corrections. D espite the several corrections to the work of G oeke,
et al., the num erical solutionswe nd are very close to those presented in their originalpaper as are all the calculated
nuclon observables. W e nd that the calculated nucleon observables are reasonably close to experin ent, but, in the
case of electrom agnetic quantities such as charge radii or m agnetic m om ents, the pionic contributions seem too an all
when com pared to that of other chiralnuclkon m odels such as the H edgehog m odel of B irse and B annerpe Ef;;'i] The
origin of this di erence is not fully understood but probably arises from the lack of selfconsistency in pionic sector
using this approach as was noted previously by Fiohais, et al.. Therefore, at this stage we m ust concur w ith the
rather disappointing conclusion of G oeke, et al, nam ely, that a better description of the pionic sector is required
before a m ore satisfactory nucleon phenom enology can be expected in thism odel
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TABLE I. Energy contrbutions to coherent-pair nuclkon using g=5 and m =700 M&V. A1 values are n M &V .)
Selfconsistent solution evaluated using a coherent param eter valie x=1. The details of this solution are discussed in the
text.

Q uantity N ucleon D elta
Q uark eigenenergy 150 219
Quark kinetic energy 1124 975
Sigm a kinetic energy 304 268
P ion kinetic energy 236 185
Q uark-m eson interaction energy {675 {318
M eson interaction energy 84 114
Baryon M ass 1073 1224
Nuclon-D elta m ass di erence 140

TABLE II. Num erical values of various param eters for the coherent-pair nuclon w ith a coherence param eter of x=1 and
usingg=5andm =700M eV after selfconsistent m nin ization. N /A m eans \not availabl".)

Q uantity T his work G oeke, et al. EE]
M ass Gev) 1.073 1.08
820 82
379 38
429 43
Pion eigenvalue, (Ge&v) {173 N /A
Quark eigenvalie, (GeV) 150 14
N 43 N /A
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TABLE III. O bservables for the coherent-pair nuckon w ith a coherence param eter of x=1 and using m
= 5. M agnetic m om ents are In nuclar m agnetons. Charge radiis is In fm . For com parison the resuls from the profcted
Hedgehog m odelof B irse [B] is also presented.

=700 M &V and g

Coherent Pair H edgehog ﬁ]

Q uantity Q uark M eson Total M eson Total Exp.
hr’ich proton (f0°) 0533 023 0.556 016 055 0.70
hr’icn neutron (%) 0.019 {.023 {0.004 {016 {0.070 {012

h iproton 153 18 171 113 2.88 2.79

h ineutron {113 {18 {131 {113 {229 {1.91

;% 1.07 39 1.46 75 1.86 125
g nn 5 Eq.B9) 025 0.93 1.0
g vy 5 €g.60)) 111 24 135 379 153 10 _.
Sigm a term (M eV ) 88.9 9. 45 5 18]
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Nucleon and Delta Mass

Coherence Parameter Dependence
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FIG .1. Dependence of chiral nuckon and delta m ass w ith respect to the coherence param eter, x, using g=5 and m =700
Mev.

Quark Wavefunctions and Meson Fields

1.0 u(r)
v(r)
sigma(r)
pion(r)

0.5

0.0

-0.5 L .
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0

r (fm)

FIG .2. Quark wavefunctions and m eson elds using coherence param eter of x=1wih g=5andm =700M &V .
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Pion Fields
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FIG .3. Pion eld shown with kinetic energy pion eld function, ; (r), using coherence param eter of x=1 with g=5 and
m =700MevV.

Coherent Pair and Hedgehog Models

Kinetic Energy Densities
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FIG .4. Com parison ofkinetic energy densities for the H edgehog m odeland the coherent-pair approxin ation using coherence
param eterof x=1wih g=5andm =700M &V .
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Coherent Pair and Hedgehog Models

Quark-meson Energy Densities
“\ // ——
\\ pele
r
N/
-20 N\ AT 1
N / —— CPA Quark-Sigma
_ N7 —— CPA Quark—Pion
v / —— - HH Quark-Sigma
:E: / ——- HH Quark-Sigma
> i
3 /
s !
3 |
S !
§ 101/ ] 1
C
w !
i
!
|
!
!
/
/
./
-120 .
0.0 1.0 20
r (fm)
FIG .5. Com parison ofquark-m eson interaction energy densities for the H edgehogm odeland the coherent-pair approxin ation
using coherence param eterof x=1wih g=5andm =700M eV .
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