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Abstract

The Nam bu{Jona-Lasinio (NJL) m odelhas been extensively studied by m any researchers. In

previous work we have generalized the NJL m odelto include a covariant m odelofcon�nem ent.

In the presentwork we considerfurtherm odi�cation ofthe m odelso asto reproduce the type of

Euclidean-spacem om entum -dependentquark m assvaluesobtained in lattice sim ulationsofQ CD.

Thism aybedonebyintroducinganonlocalinteraction,whilepreservingthechiralsym m etryofthe

Lagrangian.In otherwork on nonlocalm odels,by otherresearchers,them om entum dependenceof

thequark self-energy isdirectly related to theregularization schem e.In contrast,in ourwork,the

regularization isindependentofthenonlocality weintroduce.Itisofinteresttonotethatthevalue

ofthecondensateratio,h�ssi=h�udi,isabout1.7when evaluated usingchiralperturbation theory and

isonly about1.1 in standard applicationsoftheNJL m odel.W e�nd thatournonlocalm odelcan

reproducethelargervalueofthecondensateratio when reasonablevaluesareused forthestrength

ofthe ’tHooftinteraction. (In an earlierstudy ofthe �(547) and �’(958)m esons,we found that

useofthelargervalueofthecondensateratio led to a very good �tto them ixing anglesand decay

constantsofthese m esons.) W e also study the density dependence ofboth the quark condensate

and the m om entum -dependentquark m ass values. W ithout the addition ofnew param eters,we

reproduce the density dependence ofthe condensate given by a well-known m odel-independent

expression valid forsm allbaryon density. The generalization ofourm odelto include a m odelof

con�nem entrequired the introduction ofan additionalparam eter. The furthergeneralization to

obtain a nonlocalm odelalso requiresadditionalparam eters. However,we believe ourresultsare

ofsu�cientinterestso asto com pensate forthe introduction ofthe additionalparam etersin our

form alism .

PACS num bers:12.39.Fe,12.38.Aw,14.65.Bt

�em ail:casbc@ cunyvm .cuny.edu
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The Nam bu{Jona-Lasinio m odelhasbeen extensively studied forseveraldecades [1-3].

In recentyearstherehasbeen strong interestin thestudy ofquark m atterathigh densities,

using the NJL m odeland related m odels. In particular,one �ndscolorsuperconductivity

undercertain conditionsand ithasbeen suggested thatsom ecom pactstarsm ightbem ade

ofsuperconducting quark m atter[4-10].Itisourbeliefthatin such studiesoneshould use

a m odelwhich reproduces,aswellaspossible,know featuresofQCD.In thiswork wewish

to generalize the SU(3)-avorversion ofthe NJL m odelto be consistent with the type of

m om entum -dependentquark m assesfound in latticesim ulationsofQCD [11].Forexam ple,

in Figs. 1 and 2 we show som e ofthe resultsobtained in Ref. [11]. Itm ay be seen from

these �gures that,in Euclidean space,the quark m ass goes over to the current m ass for

Euclidean m om entum k & 2 GeV.On the other hand,the NJL m odel,in the standard

analysis[1],givesrise to a constantvalue forthe constituentquark m ass. Aswe willsee,

the form ofthe nonlocality used here is di�erent from that used in Refs. [6,12-16]. For

exam ple,in reference [12]the q�q vertex ism odi�ed by a form factorwhich dependson the

relative m om entum ofthe quark and antiquark,while,in anotherschem e,a form factoris

associated with each quark lineappearing in a diagram .In thelatterprocedure no further

regularization is needed. However,for the problem considered in this work,the nonlocal

m odelsthatappearin the literature are oflim ited applicability,since,in the lim itofzero

currentquark m ass,thequark self-energy isproportionalto theform factorsused to de�ne

the nonlocality [12]. In contrast,in the current work,we calculate the form ofthe quark

self-energy afterintroducing a regulatorand a nonlocalquark interaction. W e stress that

theprocedureused heredi�ersfrom any thatappearsin theliterature.

Theorganization ofourwork isasfollows.In Section IIwereview thestandard analysis

for the condensates and \gap equation" ofthe SU(3)-avor NJL m odel[1]. W e then go

on to review a procedureforincluding thecontribution to thequark self-energy dueto the

addition ofa con�ning interaction for the case ofthe SU(2)-avor m odel. In Section III

we introduce a nonlocalinteraction in the SU(3)-avorNJL m odelwhile m aintaining the

separablenatureoftheinteraction.W ealsodescribetheapproxim ation used forthe’tHooft

interaction in the nonlocalm odel. In Section IV and V we present som e ofthe results of

ournum ericalcalculations. In Section VIwe discuss the density dependence ofthe quark
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FIG .1:Q uark m assvaluesobtained in Ref.[11]forvariouscurrentquark m asses:m 0 = 91 M eV

[circles],m 0 = 54 M eV [crosses]and m 0 = 35 M eV [diam onds].

condensate and the m om entum dependentquark m ass. Finally,Section VIIcontainssom e

additionaldiscussion and conclusions.

II. T H E Q U A R K SELF-EN ER G Y IN T H E N JL M O D EL

In orderto bestintroducethenonlocalm odel,wewill�rstreview thecalculation ofthe

quarkself-energyin thelocalSU(3)-avorNJL m odeland then proceed toadd acon�nem ent

interaction,aswasdone in an earlierstudy ofthe quark self-energy [17]. W e considerthe

generalization to a m odelwith nonlocalshort-range and ’tHooftinteractions in the next

section.TheLagrangian ofthem odelis

L = �q(i/@ � m
0)q+

G S

2

8X

i= 0

[(�q�iq)2 + (�qi5�
i
q)2]

+
G D

2
fdet[�q(1+ 5)q]+ det[�q(1� 5)q]g: (2.1)

Here m 0 is the m atrix ofquark current m asses,m 0 = diag(m 0
u
;m 0

d
;m 0

s
) and the �i(i =

1;� � � ;8)are the Gell-M ann m atrices. Further,�0 =
p
2=311,with 11being the unitm atrix

in theavorspace.
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FIG .2:Q uark m assvaluesobtained in Ref.[11]using an extrapolation ofthecurrentquark m ass

to zero.(Thesm alldip atk � 1:6 G eV isnotstatistically signi�cant[11].

Thequark propagatoriswritten as

iS(k)=
i

/k� �(k)+ i�
; (2.2)

with

�(k)= A(k 2)+ B (k2)/k: (2.3)

W em ay de�ne

M u(k
2)=

A u(k
2)

1� B u(k
2)
; (2.4)

and

Zu(k
2)=

1

1� B u(k
2)
; (2.5)

with sim ilarde�nitionsforM d(k
2);M s(k

2);Zd(k
2)and Zs(k

2).

In the absence ofa con�nem entm odel,we have B (k2)= 0;A u(k
2)= A d(k

2)= m u and

A s(k
2)= m s,where m u and and m s areconstants.(Here,we have take m

0
u
= m 0

d
.) In this
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casewehave[2]

m u = m
0

u
� 2G Sh�uui� G D h

�ddih�ssi; (2.6)

m d = m
0

d
� 2G Sh

�ddi� G D h�uuih�ssi; (2.7)

m s = m
0

s
� 2G Sh�ssi� G D h�uuih�ddi: (2.8)

These equationsare depicted in Fig.3a,where the lastterm representsthe ’tHooftinter-

action.Theup quark vacuum condensateisgiven by

h�uui = �N ci

Z
d4k

(2�)4
Tr

C(k2)

/k� m u + i�
; (2.9)

= �4N ci

Z
d4k

(2�)4

m uC(k
2)

k2 � m 2
u
+ i�

: (2.10)

Here,C(k2)isa function needed to regulatetheintegral.In thiswork wewillusethePauli-

Villarsprocedureand evaluatetheintegralin Euclidean space,aswasdonein Ref.[17].In

thegeneralcasewem ay write

h�uui= �4N ci

Z
d4k

(2�)4

Zu(k
2)M u(k

2)C(k2)

k2 � M 2
u
(k2)+ i�

; (2.11)

whereZu(k
2)and M 2

u
(k2)werede�ned in Eqs.(2.4)and (2.5).

In theappendix ofRef.[17]weconsidered Lorentz-vectorcon�nem ent,with

V c(kE � k
0

E
)= 

�(1)�(2)V
c(kE � k

0

E
) (2.12)

and

V
c(kE � k

0

E
)= �8��

�
1

[(kE � k0

E
)2 + �2]2

�
4�2

[(kE � k0

E
)2 + �2]3

�

; (2.13)

wherek
�

E
� k

0�

E
denotestheEuclidean-spacem om entum transfer.Here,� isasm allparam eter

introduced to soften them om entum -space singularities.Notethattheform

V
c(~k� ~k

0)= �8��

(

1

[(~k� ~k0)2 + �2]2
�

4�2

[(~k� ~k0)2 + �2]3

)

; (2.14)

representstheFouriertransform ofV c(r)= �re��r ,so thatforsm all�;V c(r)approxim ates

a linear potentialover the relevant range ofr. In Fig. 3b we show the equation for the

self-energy when thecon�ning �eld isincluded.
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In Ref.[17]we obtained the following coupled equationsin the case ofthe SU(2)-avor

m odel

A(k2)= i

Z
d4k0

(2�)4

[�4V c(k� k0)+ 4N cnfG S]A(k
02)

k02[1� B (k02)]2 � A 2(k02)+ i�
; (2.15)

k
2
B (k2)= i

Z
d4k0

(2�)4

2(k� k0)[1� B (k02)]V c(k� k0)

k02[1� B (k02)]2 � A 2(k02)+ i�
: (2.16)

These equationswere solved afterpassing to Euclidean space and including a Pauli-Villars

regulatoroftheform

C(k2

E
)=

2�4

[k2
E
+ A 2(k2

E
)+ �2][k2

E
+ A 2(k2

E
)+ 2�2]

(2.17)

in Euclidean space.Notethattheform

eC(k2

E
)=

2�4

[k2
E
(1� B (k2

E
))
2
+ A 2(k2

E
)+ �2][k2

E
(1� B (k2

E
))
2
+ A 2(k2

E
)+ 2�2]

(2.18)

m ay also beused.(In Eqs.(2.15)and (2.16)V c appearswith a sign oppositeto thatgiven

in Ref.[17],since,in thatwork,weused a negativevalueof�.Forthepresentwork weuse

a positivevalueof� to beconsistentwith allofourotherpublications.)

III. A N O N LO C A L N JL M O D EL

In this section we describe the procedures we use to create a nonlocalversion ofour

generalized NJL m odel.W econsiderthesecond term ofEq.(2.1)and m akethereplacem ent

G S

2

8X

i= 0

[(�q(x)�iq(x))
2 + (�q(x)i5�iq(x))

2] (3.1)

�!
G S

2

8X

i= 0

f[�q(x)�if(x)q(x)� �q(y)�if(y)q(y)

+[�q(x)i5�
i
f(x)q(x)� �q(y)i5�

i
f(y)q(y)]g:

Thisreplacem entcorrespondsto theuseofa separableinteraction V (x� y)= G Sf(x)f(y).

A related m odi�cation m ay be m ade forthe ’tHooftinteraction. Itisuseful,however,

to describethesem odi�cationsasthey a�ectm om entum -spacecalculations.W ith reference
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FIG .3:a)A diagram m aticrepresentation oftheequation fortheself-energy fora quark ofm om en-

tum k.The �rstterm on the rightisthe contribution ofthe currentquark m assm 0.The second

term correspondsto the term proportionalto G S in Eqs.(3.6){(3.8)and the lastterm represents

the’tHooftinteraction.b)Theself-energy equation in thepresenceofacon�ninginteraction (wavy

line.) W ithoutthe’tHooftinteraction,wehave a representation ofSU(2)-avorm odelstudied in

Ref.[17].(See Eqs.(2.15)and (2.16).)

to Fig.4,wereplaceG S by f(k1� k2)G Sf(k3� k4):In theevaluation ofthesecond term of

Fig.2 weneed G S(k� k0)= f(k� k0)G Sf(k� k0)and chooseto write

G S(k� k
0) = exp[�(k� k

0)2n=2�]G S exp[�(k� k
0)2n=2�] (3.2)

= G S exp[�(k� k
0)2n=�]:

In thiswork we take n = 4 and � = 20 GeV 8. In Fig. 5 we exhibitthe function F(k2)=

exp[�k2n=�].Itisclearthatm any otherfunctionsm ay bechosen.

W enow rewriteEqs.(2.15)and (2.16)fortheup,down and strangequarks.Forexam ple,

fortheSU(3)-avorcase

A u(k
2) = m

0

u
+ i

Z
d4k0

(2�)4

[�4V c(k� k0)+ 8N cG S(k� k0)]A u(k
02)

k02[1� B u(k
02)]2 � A 2

u
(k02)+ i�

; (3.3)

k
2
B u(k

2) = i

Z
d4k0

(2�)4

2(k� k0)[1� B u(k
02)]V c(k� k0)

k02[1� B u(k
02)]2 � A 2

u
(k02)+ i�

; (3.4)

with sim ilarequationsforA d(k
2);B d(k

2);etc.Again,theseequationsaresolved afterpassing

to Euclidean space and introducing regulator functions: Cu(k
2);Cd(k

2) and Cs(k
2). In

8



FIG .4:The �gure indicatesthe replacem entofthe localquark interaction,iG S,by the nonlocal

(separable)term ,iG S(k1 � k2;k3 � k4)= iG Sf(k1 � k2)f(k3 � k4). The distinction between our

separablem odeland thatofRef.[12],forexam ple,isthatin Ref.[12]thealternativereplacem ent

iG S �! iG S(k2 + k4;k1 + k3)= iG Sf(k2 + k4)f(k1 + k3)wasused.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

F(
k)

   
 

k  (GeV)

FIG .5:Thecorrelation function F (k)= exp[� k2n=�]isshown forn = 4 and � = 20 G eV 8.

Euclidean spacewewrite

Cu(k
2)=

2�4

[k2 + A 2
u
(k2)+ �2][k2 + A 2

u
(k2)+ 2�2]

; (3.5)

etc.Notethatwithoutthe’tHooftinteraction theequationsfortheup,down and strange

quarksareuncoupled.

Ourtreatm entofthe’tHooftinteraction isbased upon a generalization ofthelastterm

in Eqs. (2.6)-(2.8). W ith reference to the third term on the rightin Fig. 6,we introduce

a correlation between the quark ofm om entum k and the quark ofm om entum k0. W e
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FIG .6: The quark self-energy equation is depicted,with nonlocalterm s replacing G S and G D .

[See Fig.4.]

also include a correlation between the quark ofm om entum k and thatofm om entum k00.

(Therefore,ourprocedure doesnotintroduce a correlation between the two quarksin the

separate condensates. At this stage ofthe developm ent ofour m odelthat seem s to be a

reasonable approxim ation and avoids having to de�ne a three-quark correlation function,

f(k� k0;k0� k00;k� k00):)Forexam ple,wegeneralizetheterm �G D h
�ddih�ssito obtain the

contribution to A u(k):

A
t

u
(k)= �G D

�

�4N ci

Z
d4k0

(2�)4

Cd(k
02)Zu(k

02)M u(k
02)f2(k� k0)

k02[1� B u(k
02)]2 � A 2

u
(k02)

�

(3.6)

�

�

�4N ci

Z
d4k00

(2�)4

Cs(k
002)Zs(k

002)M s(k
002)f2(k� k00)

k002[1� B s(k
002)]2 � A 2

s
(k002)

�

in M inkowskispace.Thisexpression isthen evaluated in Euclidean spaceand added to the

right-hand sideofEq.(3.3).In a sim ilarfashion,wecalculateA t

d
(k)and A t

s
(k).

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S: C O N D EN SAT ES A N D C O N ST IT U EN T M A SS

VA LU ES

Thereisa good dealofexibility in choosing theregulatorsC u(k
2),Cd(k

2),and Cs(k
2).

Also,variousform scould bechosen forthe correlation functions,f(k� k0).Previously,in

ourM inkowski-space studiesofthe � m esonswe used GS = 11:84 GeV �2 and G D ’ �200

GeV �5 [18].However,in thatwork weused aGaussian regulatorin M inkowskispacesothat

10



a directcom parison with thepresentstudy can notbem ade.On theotherhand,wedo not

expectto�nd radicallydi�erentparam eters,iftheconstituentm assesin thetwocalculations

aresim ilar.Forexam ple,in ourearlierwork,in which m u and m s wereparam eters,weused

m u = 0:364 GeV,which can be com pared to the value ofM u(0)calculated here. W e have

also used either m s = 0:565 GeV [19-23]or m s = 0:585 GeV [18],values which m ay be

com pared to M s(0).

To proceed,we take � = 1:0 GeV,G S = 13:30 GeV �2 ,� = 0:055 GeV 2,m 0
u
= 0:0055

GeV,m 0
s
= 0:130 GeV,� = 0:010 GeV and � = 20:0 GeV 8. W e then consider values of

G D = 0,G D = �20G S,G D = �30G S and G D = �40G S. The resultsofourcalculations

are given in Table I.Recallthatthe function F(k)doesnot appearin ourexpression for

the condensates. The calculation ofthe condensates includes the Pauli-Villarsregulators,

Cu(k
2),Cd(k

2) and Cs(k
2),however. [See Eqs. (2.9)-(2.11).] In our calculation ofthe

propertiesofthe� m esons[18]wehad �GD =G S ’ 15� 18,sinceweused G D valuesin the

range�180 GeV �5 � G S � �220 GeV �5 in thatwork.

In orderto specify a value ofG D forthiswork,we note thata calculation based upon

chiralperturbation theory yieldsh�ssi=h�uui= 1:689 [24].Inspection ofTableIsuggeststhat

the values ofG D ,other than G D = 0,given in Table Iare acceptable. For G D = �266

GeV �5 wehaveM u(0)= 0:377 GeV and M s(0)= 0:555 GeV,which arereasonably closeto

thephenom enologicalparam etersm u = 0:364 GeV and m s = 0:565 GeV used in ourearlier

work [19-23].

Itisworth noting that,in standard application oftheSU(3)-avorNJL m odel,one�nds

h�ssi=h�uui � 1:1 [1],so that the results shown in Table Iare encouraging,given that the

value for h�ssi=h�uui obtained using chiralperturbation theory is about 1.7 [24],as noted

above.

V . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S:

M O M EN T U M D EP EN D EN C E O F T H E C O N ST IT U EN T Q U A R K M A SSES

In Fig. 7 we show M u(k),where k isthe m agnitude ofthe Euclidean m om entum . The

dashed line exhibits the resultwithoutthe con�ning interaction (� = 0). Itisinteresting

to see thatinclusion ofcon�nem entim provestheshapeofthecurve when wecom pare our

results to the lattice results shown in Figs. 1 and 2. W e note that M u(k) goes over to

11



G D [G eV �5 ] 0.0 -266.0 -399.0 -532.0

M u(0)[G eV] 0.334 0.377 0.396 0.416

M s(0)[G eV] 0.538 0.555 0.564 0.575

h�uui
1

3 [G eV] -0.207 -0.215 -0.217 -0.220

h�ssi
1

3 [G eV] -0.2605 -0.261 -0.261 -0.261

h�ssi

h�uui
2.00 1.80 1.73 1.68

A u(0)[G eV] 0.447 0.481 0.496 0.512

B u(0) -0.335 -0.276 -0.253 -0.233

A s(0)[G eV] 0.614 0.628 0.636 0.645

B s(0) -0.139 -0.131 -0.127 -0.122

TABLE I:Calculated valuesforthecondensatesand forA(0);B (0);and M (0)aregiven fortheup

and strange quarksfor fourvalues ofG D . The param etersm
0
u
= 0:0055 G eV,m 0

s
= 0:130 G eV,

� = 0:055 G eV 2,� = 20 G eV 8,� = 0:010 G eV,� = 1:0 G eV,G S = 13:30 G eV �2 were used.The

valuesof� and � were�xed in earlierwork [18-23].Valuesofh�uui’ h �ddi’ � (0:240� 0:025 G eV)3

have been suggested [28],so we see thatourcalculated valuesare at,ornear,the lowerlim itfor

thatquantity.

m 0
u
= 0:0055GeV forlargek.In Fig.8weshow B u(k).(RecallthatZu(k)= [1� B u(k)]

�1 .)

W e rem ark that B u(k) = 0 when � = 0. In Figs. 9 and 10 we show M s(k) and B s(k),

respectively.Asexpected,we�nd thatM s(k)goesovertom
0
s
= 0:130GeV when k islarge.

V I. D EN SIT Y D EP EN D EN C E O F T H E Q U A R K M A SS A N D Q U A R K C O N D EN -

SAT E

Asstated earlier,the behaviorofthe NJL m odelfor�nite valuesofthe baryon density

isan extensively explored topic [1,25,26],with particularrecentem phasison colorsuper-

conductivity [4-10]. In this section we explore the behavior ofourm odelat�nite baryon

density. (Itshould be noted thatthe nature ofthe phase transition describing chiralsym -

m etry restoration at�nitedensity isquite m odeldependent.Forexam ple,theinclusion of

12
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FIG .7: Values ofM u(k) are shown for the param eters m 0
u
= 0:0055 G eV,m 0

s
= 0:130 G eV,

� = 0:055 G eV 2,� = 0:010 G eV,� = 1:0 G eV,� = 20 G eV 8,G S = 13:3 G eV �2 ,and G D = � 266

G eV �5 .Thedashed line showsthe resultwithoutcon�nem ent(� = 0).

current quark m asses can change a strong �rst-order transition to a sm ooth second-order

transition [26].)

A com prehensive study ofthe therm odynam icsofthe three-avorNJL m odelhasbeen

reported in Ref. [27]. There itisfound thatthe up,down and strange quark m asses are

essentially constantup to thedensity wherea �rst-orderphasetransition appears.Atthat

point,theup and down quark m assesdrop from avalueofabout380M eV toabout30M eV.

Thatbehaviordi�ersfrom thebehaviorexpected atlow density.Forexam ple,wehavethe

well-known relation between thevalueofthecondensate and thebaryon density ofnuclear

m atter

h�qqi�

h�qqi0
= 1�

�N �B

f2
�
m 2

�

; (6.1)

where�N isthepion-nucleon sigm a term .Thisrelation isvalid to �rst-orderin thedensity.

Itm ay bederived,in thecaseofnuclearm atter,by writing

h�qqi� = h�qqi0 + hN j�qqjN i�B (6.2)

and m aking use ofthe de�nition ofthe pion-nucleon sigm a term ,�N ,and the Gell-M ann{

Oakes{Renner relation. Ifwe put �N = 0:045 GeV,we have h�qqi�=h�qqi0 = 1� 0:273�B ,
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FIG .8:ValuesofB u(k)are shown.(See caption to Fig.7.)
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FIG .9:ValuesofM s(k)are shown.(See caption to Fig.7.)

where �B is in GeV 3 units. For nuclear m atter �B =(0.109 GeV)3,so we see that the

condensateisreduced by about35% ,ifweevaluateEq.(6.1)atnuclearm atterdensity.W e

can check whetherthe density dependence given by Eq. (6.1)isreproduced in ourm odel,

sinceitshould notm atterwhetherthescalardensity ofthebackground m atterisgenerated

by quarksin nucleonsorby thepresence offreequarks.In the form ercase,we m ay write,

14



0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
-1.0

-0.9

-0.8

-0.7

-0.6

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

B
s(k

)

k   (GeV)

FIG .10:ValuesofB s(k)are shown.(See caption to Fig.7.)

forthebaryon density,

�B = 4

Z
kF d3k

(2�)3
(6.3)

where thefactorof4 isarisesfrom theproductofthespin and isospin factors.In thecase

ofquarks,wehave

�B = 4N c

�
1

3

�Z
kF d3k

(2�)3
(6.4)

where,in thiscase,the factorof4 again arisesfrom the spin and isospin factor. (Both up

and down quarksare presentin equalnum bers.) The colorfactor,N c = 3,iscancelled by

thebaryon num berof1/3 ofeach quark.

W e need to m odify the equations for the quark self-energy to take into account the

presence oftheFerm iseasofup and down quarkswhose Ferm im om entum iskF .W etake

oneFerm iseatobecom posed ofon-m ass-shellup quarkswith constituentm assM u(0).The

following term isthen added to theequation forA u(k).

A
(�)

u
(k)= �(2G S)N c2

Z
kFd3k0

(2�)3

M u(0)

E u(k)
f
2(k� k

0) (6.5)

where E u(k)=

h
~k2 + M 2

u
(0)

i1

2

.Thesecond factorof2 in Eq.(6.5)reectsthespin degen-

eracy.W enotethatM u(0)isdensity-dependentand could bewritten asM u(0;�)in keeping
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FIG .11:The valuesofM (k;�)are shown for�=�N M = 0:26 [dotted line],�=�N M = 0:52 [dashed

line],and �=�N M = 0:78 [dash-dotline].

with the labelling ofFig.11,where M u(k;�)isused.Also,iff(k� k0)= 1,A
(�)
u (k)would

then represent�2G S �S,where�S isthescalardensity associated with theup-quark Ferm i

sea.

In Fig.11weshow M (k;�)calculated forfourvaluesof� and in Fig.12weshow M (0)as

a function ofk3
F
.Sincethequarksin theFerm isea aretaken to beon-m ass-shell,wewould,

in principle,require M u(k;�)in M inkowskispace. However,since kF = 0.268 GeV forthe

case ofnuclearm atter,only a very m odestextrapolation ofthe curvesshown in Fig.11 is

needed forthedensitiesconsidered in thiswork.In Fig.13weshow thevalueoftheup quark

condensate asa function ofk3
F
. (Note thatk3

F
= 19:2� 10�3 GeV 3 representsthe density

ofnuclearm atter.) Itisseen that,forsm allvaluesofthe density,the density dependence

ofthecondensatereproduceswhatisexpected from Eq.(6.1).(Ifweextrapolatethecurve

using a linear approxim ation,the condensate is reduced by about 30% at nuclear m atter

density.)
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F
:

V II. D ISC U SSIO N

W e have rem arked earlier in this work that the large values ofthe condensate ratio

h�ssi=h�uui seen in Table Iplay a role in obtaining a good �t to the m ixing angles ofthe
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�(947) and �0(958) m esons [18]. To understand this rem ark we note that the e�ective

singlet-octetcoupling constantsforpseudoscalarstatesare[3]

G
P

00
= G S �

2

3
(� + � + )

G D

2
; (7.1)

G
P

88
= G S �

1

3
( � 2�� 2�)

G D

2
; (7.2)

and

G
P

08 = �

p
2

6
(2 � � � �)

G D

2
; (7.3)

where� = h�uui,� = h�ddiand  = h�ssi.W etake� = �,so that

G
P

08 = �

p
2

3
( � �)

G D

2
: (7.4)

If = 1:7�,theresultforG P

08 issix tim eslargerthan when  = 1:1�.

In addition to thee�ectsofG P

08
,singlet-octetm ixing isinduced by thequantity [18]

E 08(k)=
2
p
2

3
[E u(k)� E s(k)]; (7.5)

whereE u(k)=

h
~k2 + m 2

u

i1

2

,etc.Itisfound that,sinceG P

08
and E 08(k)tend to cancelin our

form alism ,thesigni�cantsinglet-octetm ixing generated by E 08(k)isreduced by thevalues

ofG P

08 obtained forthelargervalueoftheratioh�ssi=h�uui,with theresultthatwereproduce

the valuesofthe m ixing anglesfound in otherstudiesthatm ake use ofexperim entaldata

to obtain valuesforthem ixing angles[18].

In ourearlierwork,which wascarried outin M inkowskispace,the valuesofm u = m d

and m s were taken asparam eters. Inspection ofour�gureswhich exhibitvaluesofM u(k)

and M s(k)suggeststhatan extrapolation into M inkowskispace m ay be m ade ifk2 isnot

too large.ThefactthatM u(0)and M s(0)arecloseto ourphenom enologicalparam etersfor

G D = �266 GeV �5 isencouraging and suggeststhatsom e supportforourchoice ofquark

m assparam etersm ay befound in ourEuclidean-space analysis.

Thefullconsequencesofseparatingthespeci�cation ofthenonlocality ofthequark inter-

action from thechoiceoftheregulatorofthetheoryshould beexplored m orefully.Although

thatfeatureofourm odelintroducesgreaterexibility,thatcom eswith thedisadvantageof

having to introduceotherparam etersin them odel.W ehavem adeonly lim ited variation of

theform ofthenonlocality and theregulator.Forfurtherapplicationsitm ay beofinterest
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to explore a m ore com prehensive param eter variation. It is also necessary to extend the

calculations reported in Figs. 11{13 to largervalues ofthe density than those considered

here.Thatstep willrequire m orecom plex m ethodsforsolving ournonlinearequationsfor

theself-energy than thesim ple iteration schem e wehaveused thusfar.

Ourwork m ay becom pared to thatofAlkofer,W atson and W eigel[29]who havesolved

the Schwinger-Dyson equation using a gluon propagator whose low-m om entum behavior

is enhanced by a Gaussian function. (That m odi�cation requires the introduction oftwo

phenom enologicalparam eters [30].) The behavior found for A(k) and B (k) in Euclidean

space is sim ilar to that obtained in this work. (See Fig. 1 ofRef. [29].) Those authors

also solve the Bethe-Salpeterequation to obtain the properties ofvariousq�q m esons with

generally satisfactory results.Itisofinterestto notethattheM inkowskispacesolution for

A(k)and B (k)issuch thatthequark can go on-m ass-shell.Thatfeaturem ay berelated to

ourwork [18-23]in which we use on-m ass-shellquarkswith m assesm u = m d = 0:364 GeV

and m s = 0:565 GeV (or0.585 GeV [18])when solving the Bethe-Salpeterequation in our

study ofq�q m esons.
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