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Abstract

QCD sum ruls forvectormesons ( , !, ) In nuckarm atter are reexam Ined
w ith an em phasis on the reliability of various sum rules. M onitoring the con—
tinuum contribution and the convergence of the operator product expansion
plys crucial roke in determ ining the validity ofa sum rule. T he uncertainties
arising from Jess than precise know ledge of the condensate values and other
Input param eters are analyzed via a M onte€ arlo error analysis. O ur analysis
leaves no doubt that vectorm eson m asses decrease w ith ncreasing density.
T his resolves the current debate over the behavior of the vectorm eson m asses
and the sum rulesto be used in extracting vector m eson properties in nuclkar
matter. We ndarmtioof mesonmassesofm =m = 0:78 008 atnuclear
m atter saturation density.
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I. NTRODUCTION

W hether the properties of vector m esons m ight change signi cantly w ith increasing nu-—
clearm atter density is of considerable current theoretical interest. T his interest ism otivated
by is relevance to the physics of hot and dense m atter and the phase transition ofm atter
from a hadronic phase to a quark-gluon plasn a at high density and/or tem perature. In
particular, the m odi cations of vectorm eson m asses in nuclkar m atter have been studied
extensively.

At Jeast three experin entally based studies have been cited as supporting the picture
of decreasing vectorm eson m asses in nuclkar m atter. These include the quenching of the
Iongitudinal response (relative to the transverse response) in quastelastic electron scattering
L1, ;€P) reactions R, and the discrepancy between the total cross section in K * -nucleus
scattering on *2C and that predicted from an in pulse approxin ation calculation using K * -
nuclkon scattering am pliudes (extracted from K ©-D elastic scattering) {3{i1]. M ore direct
Investigations of vectorm eson m asses in the nuckarm ediim have also been proposed. O ne
proposalisto study dilkptons asa probe ofvectorm esons in the dense and hotm atter form ed
during heavy-ion collisions §]. The dilepton m ass spectra should allow one to reconstruct
the m asses of vector m esons decaying electrom agneticly.

T heoretical investigations of vectorm eson m asses n nuclkar m atter have used various
approaches and m odels that include the scaling ansatz of Brown and Rho [], Nambu{
Jona-Lasinio m odel 0], W alecka m odel [L1{17], quark m odel 18], and the QCD sum tulk
approach [19{22]. P revious studies of vectorm esons at nite density via the QCD sum wule
approach have been m ade by Hatsuda and Lee [19], and subsequently by A sakawa and Ko
R2021]. & was found that the vectorm eson m asses decrease w ith increasing density. This

nding is consistent w ith the scaling ansatz proposed in Ref. B, the quark m odel {18] and
predictions obtained from the W alecka m odelprovided the polarizations ofthe D irac sea are
included L3 {17].

H owever, m ore recently, another Q CD sum -rule analysis has shed considerable doubt on
the fomm er conclusions. Ref. P2] clain s that the previous QCD sum —rule analyses of the
In-mediim vectorm eson m asses are incorrect and that the vectorm eson m asses should in
fact increase in the medium . In response, Hatsuda, Lee and Shiom i R3] have argued that
the scattering-length approach used in Ref. R2] is conceptually erroneous. In this paper,
we reexam ne the QCD sum rules for vector m esons in nuclkar m atter. O ur focus is on the
reliability and validity of various sum rules. W e w ill show that careful consideration of the
validity ofthe sum rules used to extract the phenom enological results is crucial to resolving
this debate.

Taking the three m om entum to be zero In the rest fram e of the nuclkar m edium , one
can only cbtain one (direct) sum rule In each vector channel. By taking the derivative
of this sum rule wih respect to the Inverse Borelm ass, one may get an in nie series of
derivative sum rules. Hatsuda and Lee [[9] used the ratio of the rst derivative sum rule
and the direct sum rule iIn their analysis while K oke P2] argued that one should use the



ratio of the second and  rst derivative sum rules. W e point out that In practical sum rule
applications, the derivative sum rules are much less reliabl than the direct sum rule and
eventually beocom e useless as the num ber of derivatives taken Increases. T he ratio m ethod
used by both previous authors does not reveal the validity of each Individual sum rule, and
hence can lead to erroneous resuls.

QCD sum rules relate the phenom enological spectral param eters m asses, residues, etc.)
to the fundam ental properties of Q CD . To m aintain the predictive power of the sum -rule
approach, the phenom enological side of the sum rul is typically described by the vector
m eson polk of interest plis a m odel accounting for the contrioutions ofallexcited states. By
working In a region where the polk dom nates the phenom enological side, one can m inin ize
sensitivity to the m odeland have assurance that it is the spectral param eters of the ground
state of Interest that are being determ ined by m atching the sum rules. In practice, these
considerations e ectively set an upper 1im it in the B orel param eter space, beyond which the
m odel for excited states dom inates the phenom enological side.

At the sam e tin e, the truncated OPE must be su ciently convergent & as to accurately
describe the true OPE . Sihce the OPE is an expansion In the inverse squared Borelm ass,
this consideration sets a lower lim it In B orel param eter space, beyond which higher order
termm s not present in the truncated OPE are signi cant and in portant. M onitoring OPE
convergence is absolutely crucial to recovering nonperturbative phenom ena In the sum —rule
approadh, as it is the lower end of the B orel region where the nonperturbative inform ation
ofthe OPE ism ost signi cant. This infom ation m ust also be accurate and this point w ill
be further illustrated in Sec. IIT.

In short, one should not expect to extract Infom ation on the ground state spectral
properties unlss the ground state dom inates the contrlbutions on the phenom enological
side and the OPE is su ciently convergent. In this paper, we w ill analyze each individual
sum rule with regard to the above criteria. A sum rul w ith an upper lim it In Borel space
lower than the lower lim it is considered Invalid. A s a m easure of the relative reliability of
various sum rules we consider the size of the regin e In B orel space w here both sides of the
sum rules are valid. In addition, the size of continuum ocontributions throughout the Borel
region can also serve as a m easure of reliability, w th an all continuum m odel contributions
being m ore reliable.

The uncertainties in the OPE are not uniform throughout the Borel regine. These
uncertainties arise from an in precise know ledge of condensate values and other param eters
appearing In the OPE . A s sudh, uncertainties n the OPE are larger at the lower end of
the Borel region. To estin ate these uncertainties we adopt the M onte<€ arlo error analysis

'Here and in the ©llow .ng, \convergence" of the OPE sinply m eans that the highest din en—
sion tem s considered In the OPE, wih their W ilson coe cients calculated to leading order in
perturbation theory, are am all relative to the leading term s ofthe OPE .



approach recently developed in Ref. P4]. In tum, these uncertainties provide error estin ates
for the extracted phenom enological spectral properties. T his isthe rst system atic study of
uncertainties for in-m edium hadronic properties.

In the Pllow ng we will show in detail how the direct sum rule is valid and the m ost
reliable. The st derivative sum rule su ers from a small Borel region of validity and
relatively Jarge continuum m odel contributions throughout. Ik ism argial at best and any
predictions from this sum rule are unreliable. H igher derivative sum rules are found to
be nvalid. Both the direct sum mul and the st derivative sum ruk lad to the same
conclusion that vectorm eson m asses decrease as the nuclar m atter density increases.

T his paper is organized as follow s: In Sec. ], we sketch the nitedensity sum ruls for
vector m esons and discuss the reliabilities of various sum ruls. Tn Sec. 1], the sum rules
are analyzed and the sum tule predictions are presented and discussed. Sec. V! is devoted
to a conclusion.

II.LFINITEDENSITY SUM RULES

In this section, webrie vy review theQCD sum rules for vectorm esons in nuclkearm atter.
W e Hcuson som e issues raised In these sum rules and refer the reader to the literature {[9{21]
form ore details of the sum rules.

QCD sum rules for vectorm esons at nite-density study the correlator de ned by

Z
@ i d'xe?*h (FJ ®)J 0)F oi; 1)

where j o1 is the ground state of nuclkarm atter, T is the covariant tim e-ordering operator
R5], and J represents any of the three conserved vector currents of QCD :

J i@ wu dd; J 1@ u+rd d; JT S s: @22)
The nuckarm edium is characterized by the rest—fram e nuckon density y and the four-
velocity u . W eassum e that them edium is invariant underparity and tin e reversal. Lorentz
covariance and the conservation of the currents i ply that the correlator @) can be de-
com posed Into two Independent structures m ultiplying two nvariants, corresoonding to the
transverse and longiudinalpolarizations. Them edium m odi cations ofthese two nvariants
are In generaldi erent. To kesp our discussion succinct, we follow the earlierworks and take
g= 0 i the rest rame ofthemedium , u = £1;0g. Sihce there is no speci ¢ spatial direc—
tion, the two Invariants are related and only the longitudinalpart, 1 = =( 3q2)j3= 0, IS
needed.
A 1l three currents under consideration are neutral currents. T his In plies that both tim e
orderings In the correlator corresoond to the creation or annihilation of the vector m eson.
A ccordingly, the spectral fiinction is necessarily an even function ofthe energy variable. O ne



can write the invariant function as 1 () = &)=( 3F)A which satis es the ©llow ing
dispersion relation” {13]
1 m L)

L Q° %) = ! ds———— + subtractions : 23)
0 s+ Q2

To facilitate our discussion of derivative sum rules, it is usefiil to derive the follow Ing dis-

persion relation or ' Q%) Q%" 1 Q?)
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For large Q?, one can evaliate the correlator by expanding the product of currents
acoording to the operator product expansion (OPE).The result can in generalbe expressed
as

(e} S (e}
L Q%)= C'o]n(Qz)"'&"'a"'E"'
where we have om itted the polynom ials in Q ?, which vanish under Borel transfom . The
rst tem corresponds to the perturbative contrlbution and the rest are nonperturbative
pow er corrections. The coe cients, ¢y, ¢, &, and &, have been given in literature. For
and ! mesons, one has [19,.20]
1 s

Q=55 1+t — o= 0;
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cz—mqhqq1N+ﬂh—G lN+ZlA2 My w 7

112 , 5
a= g e, SAUTMY w (2.6)
wherel’OAiﬂ h ($F oidenotes the in-m edium condensate, m 4 Sy, +my), gl =
lui, = hddi , ,and A isde ned as

N

2 T the baryon case, the correlation finction, considered in the rest fram e as a function of o,
has both even and odd parts. The reason is that, at nite baryon density, a baryon in m edium
propagatesdi erently than an antibaryon, yielding a correlation fuinction that is asym m etric in the
energy variablk (see Refs. £6,27)).

3Here we have om itted the In nitesin alas we are only concemed w ith Jarge and space-lke cﬁ .

; 2.5)



Here q(x; 2) and g(; ?) are the scale dependent distrbution fiinctions or a quark and
antiquark (©f avor g) in a nuckon. W e follow the standard linear density approxin ation
to the In-m ediuim condensates, I’OAiN = k(fio + I’OAiN N s With lré\io the vacuum condensate
and 101y the nuckon m atrix elm ent. The corresponding result orthe meson is 11

=

= —— g hssi —A M y : 2.8)

W e adopt the usualpolk plus continuum ansatz for the spectraldensity. Thisansatz was
recently tested in the Lattice QCD investigation ofRef. P§]where it was found to describe
nuclkon correlation finctions very well. T he phenom enological soectral density for vector
mesons In medium takes the form [19{21]

sc 2

1
— Im L(S)=p ©+F, s m,S +q 6 g); @.9)

wherethe rsttem denotesthe contribution ofthe Landau dam ping, m |, isthe vectorm eson
mass n themedium , and s, is the continuum threshold. In the calculations to follow , we
usemy, Fy and sy to denote the corresponding vacuum (zero density lin it) param eters.

Substituting Egs. 2.5) and €.9) into the dispersion relation of £.3) and applying the
Borel transform to both sides, one obtains the direct sum rule

m M2 _  sc 2
Fe = St aM R
& G Gn
+ g+ —+ + + + : 210
R VERRYVE (1)1 2y 1 @-10)
From the digpersion relation of €4), one nds
F, m,2)"e™ ™ =nlg M?)E,
" #
n Cht2 N GCn .
+ ( 1) Cn+l+ W-I- Q.un 0 l)!M 2)m 1 + ’ (2.11)
where we have de ned
n .#
Xk l S ki
E, 1 o™ — 0 : 2 12)
IIETIVE

O ne recognizes that Eq. @.17) corresponds to the derivative sum rules as they m ay also be
obtained by taking derivatives of Eq. @.10) with respect to 124 2.

Hatsuda and Lee used Eq. {2.10) and the rst derivative sum rmul (0 = 1) of @ II) :n
their calculations {13], whike K oike clain ed that one should use the rst and second (0 = 2)
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derivative sum rules P2]1. O f course, if one could carry out the OPE to arbitrary accuracy
and use a spectral density independent of the m odel for excited state contrdbutions, the
predictions based on Eq. €.10) and those based on the derivative sum rules should be the
sam e. In practical calculations, however, one has to truncate the OPE and use a sinplke
phenom enclogical ansatz for the spectral density. Thus it is unrealistic to expect the sum
rulestowork equally well. The question is, which sum rulesgive them ost reliabl predictions.
To answer this question, Jet us com pare the n® derivative sum rule w ith the direct sum rule
of @.10).W e cbserve the ollow ing:

1. The perturbative contribution In the derivative sum rule hasan extra factorn! relative
to the corresponding tem in Eq. €.10), in plying that the perturbative contribution
ism ore in portant in the derivative sum rulesthan in the direct sum rule, and becom es
Increasingly im portant asn increases. Since the perturbative term m ainly contributes
to the continuum of the spectral density, m aintaining dom nance of the lowest reso—
nance pok In the sum rul willbecom e Increasingly di cul asn Increases.

2. In Eq. 2.10), the term proportionalto g, is suppressed by a factor of 1I=m 1)/,
whilke i is only suppressed by 1= n 1)!in the dervative sum rule Mm > n).
This in plies that the convergence of the OPE ismuch slower in the derivative sum
rule than in the direct sum rule. This arises because the convergence of the OPE for

o= @ | ©Q?) iscbviously much sower than that or , Q2) frlarge Q2.

C onsequently, the high order power corrections are m ore in portant In the derivative

sum rul than n Eq. 2.10), and becom e m ore and m ore in portant as n increases.

If one would like to restrict the size of the last term of the OPE to m aintain some

prom ise 0of OPE convergence, the size of the Borel region in which the sum rules are

believed to be valid is restricted.

3. The pow er corrections proportionalto ¢ ;o ; . po not contribute to the n® deriva—
tive sum rule but do contrbute to Eq. .10) 29]. If one truncates the OPE, part or
all of the nonperturbative Inform ation w ill be lost in the dervative sum rules. It is
also worth noting that the lkading power corrections are the m ost desirable tem s to
have. They do not give rise to a term 1n the continuum m odel and they are not the
last term in the OPE, whose wlhative contrbution should be restricted to m aintain
OPE oconvergence.

In practice, the predictions based on the direct sum rule of £.10) are m ore reliable than
those from the derivative sum rules, w hich becom e Jess and Jess reliabl asn ncreases. This
can also be dem onstrated by analyzing the sum rules num erically.

ITT.SUM RULE ANALYSISAND DISCUSSION

If the sum rules were perfect, one would expect that the two sides of the sum rules
overlap for all values of the auxiliary Borel param eter M . A sm entioned above, one has to



truncate the OPE and use a phenom enological m odel for the spectral density in practical
calculations. Hence, the two sides of the sum rules overlap only in a lin ited range of M (at
best).

A 11 the previous works have used the ratio m ethod oftwo sum rules. T here, one chooses
the contihuum threshold to m ake the ratio of the two sum rules as at as possblk as a
function of Borelm ass (the residue F,, drops out in the ratio). A lthough it has also been
used In various sum rule calculations in vacuum , we note that the ratio m ethod has certain
drawbadks. F irst, the ratio m ethod does not check the validity ofeach individual sum rule.
Tt m ay happen that individual sum rules are not valid whik their ratio is at as function
of Borelm ass. Secondly, the ratio m ethod cannot account for the fact that sum rules do
not work equally well. The Borel region where a sum rule is valid can vary from one sum
rule to another. F inally, the continuum contrbutions to the sum rules are not m onitored in
the ratio m ethod. If the continuum contrbution is dom inant in a sum rile, one should not
expect to get any reliable Infom ation about the lowest resonance.

A .Outline of the m ethod

To overcom e these shortoom Ings of the ratio m ethod, we adopt here the optim izing
procedure originated in Ref. 3], which has been extensively used in analyzing various
vacuum sum rules Bl]and nitedensity sum rules PGl. In thism ethod, one optim izes the

t of the two sides of each individual sum rul In a ducial Borel region, which is chosen
such that the highest-dim ensional condensates contribbute nom ore than 10% totheQCD
side while the continuum ocontrdbution is essthan 50% ofthe totalphenom enological side
(ie., the sum of the pok and the continuum contriution). The fom er sets a criterion for
the convergence of the OPE while the latter controls the continuum contrbution. W hik
the selection of 50% is cbvious for pole dom inance, the sslection of 10% is a reasonably
conservative criterion that hasnot failed in practicesi This point is further ilustrated in the
discussions to follow . The sum rule should be valid in this ducial Borel region as the polk
contrbution dom inates the phenom enological side and the QCD side is reliable. W e then
select 51 points in the ducial region and use a 2 t to extract the spectral param eters.
T he reader is referred to Refs. 80,24] for m ore details of the m ethod.

Sihce QCD sum rules relate the spectral param eters to the properties of QCD , any in —
precise know ledge of the condensates and related param eters w ill give rise to uncertainties
In the extracted spectral param eters. T hese uncertainties have not been analyzed system —
atically in the previous works. Here we llow Ref. P4] and estin ate these uncertainties via
a M onte<€ arlo error analysis. G aussian distributions for the condensate values and related

‘R easonable altematives to the 10% and 50% criteria are autom atically explored in the M onte—

C arlo error analysis, as the condensate values and the continuum threshold change in each sam ple.



param eters are generated via M onte Carlo. The distrbutions are selected to re ect the
Foread of values assum ed in previously published Q CD sum -rule analyses and uncertainties
such as the factorization hypothesis. T hese distributions provide a distrdoution forthe OPE
and thus uncertainty estin ates for the QCD side which willbe used in the 2 t. In t—
ting the sum rules taken from the sam ples of condensate param eters one leams how these
uncertainties are m apped Into uncertainties in the extracted spectral param eters.

A s in the previous works [[9{21], we truncate the OPE at dim ension six and keep only
the tem s considered in the literature. In the lnear density approxin ation, the quark and
gluon condensates can be w ritten as

N

m gl = mqhogip + > ; 321)
— — Ms w
mshssi, =mghSsipg+ y— — y ; B2)
mg 2
h—G?%i, = h—=G%+ h—G%iy  ; (33)
wherey  ISsiy =togiy . The values of vacuum condensates we use are a = 4 2hgly =

062 005GeV?® P4],b= 4 *h( = )G?%iy= 04 045Gev* P4], and hssip=togiy = 08 02
B230]. The quark massmy is chosen to satisfy the GellM ann{O akes{Renner relation,
2m gl = m? £%, and the strange quark mass istaken tobem s = (26 25)m, B31. W e
adopt y = 45 7TMeV B3], h( = )G%y = 650 150MevV P, andy= 02 04 f31.
For the m om ents of the parton distrdoution fiinctions, AZ’s, we quote the valies given n
Ref. [l9] and assign a 20% uncertainty to each value, A} %= 0:9 0:8,A5"%= 0:12 0:024,
AS = 005 001, A7 = 0002 0:0004. The strong coupling constant is taken to be
= = 0117 0014 at1GeV scalke 24].

The values of both vacuum and n-mediim furquark condensates are not well deter-
m Ined. Early argum ents placed the values of vacuum fourquark condensates within 10%
of the vacuum factorized values [34]. However, later analyses suggested that factorization
underestin ates the fourquark condensates signi cantly B5,36]. P aram eterizing the conden-
sate as ogis, we willconsider valuiesof = 2 1land 190 35 3%,24]. As for the
In-medim fourquark condensates, previous authors have adopted the in-m edium factorized
valies mean eld approxin ation) fi3{21]. In the study of nite-density baryon sum rules
R627], it was ound that the .n-m edium factorized values of certain our-quark condensates
led to resuls in contradiction w ith experin ent. H owever, it should be pointed out that the
fourquark operators appearing in the baryon sum rulesare di erent from those in the vector
meson sum rulks. Here we param eterize the In-m ediim fourquark condensates as lrflqizN .

T he G aussian distributions for the condensate values and various param eters are gener-
ated using the values given above. T he errorbars In the extracted tparam eters (ssebelow)
are given by the standard deviation ofthe distrioution after 100 condensate values generated
via M onte Carl. It is perhaps worth em phasizing that the error bars do not represent the
standard error of the m ean, which is 10 tin es an aller for this case. Hence the error bars



are representative of the spread of input param eter values. In addition, the uncertainty
estin ates becom e lnsensitive to the num ber ofM onte C arlo sam ples after about 50 sam ples.
W e nom alize all nitedensity spectralparam eters m ., F, , and s,) to their coresponding
values In vacuum (ie., zero density lim it). T hus, the error bars in the ratios are dom inated
by the uncertainties in the density dependent temm s of the in-m edium condensates since the
errors In the vacuum sum rules and nitedensity sum rules are correlated.

B .N um erical results

Let us start with the sum rulks for and ! mesons. W e rst analyze the direct sum rule
of Eq. £.10). The Landau dam ping contrbution proportionalto . is very amall at the
densities considered here 19]. Treating . asa search param eter, we nd that the direct sum
rule predicts a value or .. in accord w ith the Fem igas approxin ation, </ 2 2 y =My
R2349]. In calculating the uncertainty of this param eter we found that there is insu cient
Inform ation in the sum rules to reliably determ ine this an all contrdbution. As a result we
use the Fem igas relation and treatm , F', and s, as search param eters In the ollow ing.

T he predictions for the ratiom =m as a function of the nuclkon density is plotted in
Fig.d. One can see that the -meson m ass decreases w ith increasing density. At nuckar
mattersaturation density y = 3 = (110Me&V)’,we ndm =m = 0:78 0:08. The residue
F and the continuum threshold s, also decrease as the density increases. T he predictions
forthe ratiosF =F and sy=s; are shown in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.

1.2 T T T T T T T

1.0 .

0.0 | | | | | | |
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16

py/Py

FIG .1. Predictions of the direct sum rule orm =m asa function ofthem edium density.
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FIG . 2. Predictions of the direct sum rul for the ratio F =F as a function of the m edium
density.

0.0 | | | | | | |
00 02 04 O6 08 10 12 14 16

Py /Py

FIG . 3. P redictions of the direct sum rule for the ratio (so=so)l=2 as a function of the m edium
density.
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FIG .4. The kft—and right-hand sides of the direct sum rule as functions of the Borelm ass M
at the nuclkar m atter saturation density.

In Fig. 4 the Jeft- and right-hand sides of the direct sum rul are plotted as fiinctions
ofM at the nuclear m atter saturation density. T he near perfect overlap of the two sides of
this sum rule istypicalofthe quality of tsseen at other densities. T he corresponding valid
Borelwindow and the relative contributions of the continuum and the highest order tem
in the OPE are displayed in Fig.§ as dashed curves. O ne notices that the direct sum rulke
is valid In a broad Borel regin e, where the highest order term contributes less than 10%
and the continuum contrbutes only about 15% at the lower bound and the required 50%
at the upper bound. Thus, the pol contrbution truly dom Inates the sum rul In the Borel
region of interest, In plying that the predictions are reliable. W e also nd that both lower
and upper bounds are functions of the density and decrease as the density Increases. The
rate of decrease for the upper bound is lJarger than that for the lower bound, which m eans
that the optin alBorelw Indow shrinks w ith Increasing density.

W e proceed now to analyze the rst derivative sim rule of Eq. @J11) withn = 1). &
is found that this sum rule is valid In a much an aller Borel regin e. The continuum and
highest order OPE tem contrbutionsare shown in Fig.§ asdot-dashed curvesfor y = .
Tt can be seen that the continuum contribution exoeeds 33% In the entire Borelw ndow and
the relative in portance of the highest order term increases as com pared to the direct sum
rule. Thus, the predictions ofthe rst dervative sum rule are lss reliabl than those from
the direct sum rule. At zero density, the st dervative sum rule predicts a very large

-m eson m ass and the continuum threshold is only about 100M €V above the pol position.
N evertheless, the st derivative sum rule also predicts that the ratiosm =m ,F =F , and
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FIG.5. Relative contrbutions of the continuum and the highest order OPE tem s to the
sum rules as functions of the Borelm ass at nuclkar m atter saturation density. T he dashed and
dot-dashed curves correspond to the direct sum rul and the rstderivative sum rule, respectively.
N ote the relatively broad regin e of validity for the direct sum rule.

S,=5p alldecrease as the density increases, which agrees qualitatively w ith the predictions of
the direct sum rule. T he reasons for the failure ofthe rst derivative sum rule to reproduce
the -meson m ass cbtained from the direct sum rule are discussed at length in Ref. 24].

In the second derivative sum rule of Eq. @.11) @with n = 2), the contributions of the
quark and glion condensates drop out and the nonperturbative power correction starts
wih din ension six condensates, the last temm of the truncated OPE . The perturbative
contrbution and hence the continuum contribution ismultiplied by an extra factor oftwo
relative to that for the direct sum rule. Num erical analysis indicates that there is no Borel
w indow where the sum rule is valid. Thus, one cannot get inform ation about ground-state
vector m esons from this sum rule. This is also true for the third and higher derivative sum
rules, where there are no power corrections at the kevel of the OPE truncation considered
here.

A 1l of the results above are forthe and ! mesons. A sin ilar analysis can be done for
the meson. Agan,we nd the sam e pattem. The direct sum rule gives the m ost reliable
predictions, the rst derivative sum rule yields a less reliablk result, and the sscond and
higherderivative sum rulesare invalid. W e nd from thedirect sum rmulem =m = 0299 001
at nuckar m atter saturation density. This rate of decrease is much am aller than that for
the and ! mesons. This isdue to the dom inance ofmghssi | and its slow change w ith the
m edium density.
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C .D iscussion

T he Borel transform plays in portant roles in m aking the QCD sum —rule approach vi-
able. It suppresses excited state contridbutions exponentially on the phenom enological side,
thus m inin izing the continuum m odel dependence. It also improves OPE convergence by
suppressing the high order pow er corrections factorially on the QCD side. W e observe that
taking derivatives of the direct sum rule w ith respect to 1=M 2 is equivalent to a partial re-
verse ofthe B oreltransform . It isthusnot surprising to nd that the continuum contribution
becom es m ore In portant and the convergence of the OPE becom es slower in the derivative
sum rules than In the direct sum rule. Sihce the excited state contributions are m odeled
roughly by a perturbative evaluation ofthe correlator starting at an e ective threshold, and
the higher order OPE temm s are not well determ ined, there are m ore uncertainties In the
derivative sum rulesthan in the direct sum rule. In fact, a sin ulaneous tofboth the direct
and rst derivative sum rules In vacuum reveals that the rst derivative sum rule plays a
negligble rok in detem ining the t param eters, when a 2 m easure weighted by the OPE
uncertainty and relative reliabilities of the sum rules isused R4].

To In prove the reliability ofthe derivative sum rules, onem ust lnclude m ore higher order
term s in the OPE . However, one usually does not have much control of the values of the
higherdin ensional condensates. In addition, the derivative sum rule w illalways su er from
a factorial enhanocam ent of the tem s contributing to the continuum m odel. T herefore, the
direct sum rule willalways yield the m ost reliable results for vector m esons.

Hatsuda and Lee invoked both the direct and the rst derivative sum rules [L9]. Their
results for the rmatiom =m are som ewhat larger than those we obtained from the direct
sum rule but are som ewhat an aller than those from the rst derivative sum rule. This
discrepancy is obviously attribbuted to theiruse ofthe two sum rules sin ultaneously w ithout
weighing the relative m erits of the sum rules. n Ref. R2], K oike adopted both the rst and
second derivative sum rules. H is conclusion of slightly increasing vector eson m asses in
the m edium depends on the use of the second derivative sum rule, which we have found to
be invalid when the OPE is truncated at dim ension six. Hatsuda et al. R3] also pointed
out som e shortcom ings of the seocond derivative sum rule. However, their argum ents are
based on concems over the lack of nformm ation on the QCD side of the second derivative
sum rule and the absence of a \plateau" in the ratio of the second and  rst derdvative sum
rules from which am ass is extracted. In this paper, we have extensively explored why these
observations com e about, and why even H atsuda et al.’s analysis is less than satisfactory.

The use of the ratio m ethod ism ainly driven by the expectation that if the sum rules
work well one should see a plateau in the predicted quantities as functions of the Borel
m ass. The usual interpretation of this crterion is that the ratio oftwo di erent sum rules,
proportionalto certain soectral param eter of interest (eg. m ass), should be at as function
of the Borelm ass. A Ihough it is true ideally, this interpretation is potentially problem atic
In practice. W e have seen that the rwliabilities and validities of two sum rules are usually
di erent. This feature cannot be revealed In the ratio of the two sum ruls. In addition,
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one can always achieve the atness of the ratio in the large Borelm ass region, where both
sides of the sum rules are dom inated by the continuum . However, one lkams little about
the Iowest polk in this case.

Tom ake contact w ith the plateau criterion, we propose that ifa sum rule workswell, one
should see a plateau In the plot of an extracted quantity expressed as a function ofthe Borel

m ass. For example, from the direct sum rule of €.10), one can express the vectorm eson

m ass as

Vi
) P 1=2
m_= M*h ; 34
S

where ¢ M ) denotes the right-hand side of Eq. £.10). In Fi. 4, we plot the right-hand
side of Eq. (3.4) forthe -meson case at four di erent densities, w ith optin ized valies for
F, and s,. One Indeed sees very at curves w ithin the region of validity denoted by the
error bars. Tt should be em phasized that (1) this Interpretation only involves one sum rule
and is thus di erent from the ratio m ethod previously used in the literature; (2) the value
ofm, is only meaningfil n the vald region of a sum ml; (3) In this nterpretation, the
plateau criterion is a true crterion, m easuring the quality of the overlap between the two
sides of a valid sum rule. For curosity, we also digplay the curve outside the validiy region

0.9 T I | I
8% ]

T T
0.7 | Fomrmime e I .

0.6 - [1 “““““““““ ] ------ [T g

o0 N J’ i

«0.3 n
02 r n

/TL(M)) )Z (GeV)

F*

(M? In(
o
I
|

OO ] ] ] ]
0.5 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3 1.5
M (GeV)

FIG.6. The -meson mass as obtained from the right-hand side of Eq. (3.4) as a function
of M at various nuckar m atter densities. The curves from top down correspond to y = 0,
n = 05 8 ;) N = 13 ,yand y = 15 8 . The error bars denoting the valid regin es are cbtained
from the relative errors ofFjg.:;. Note how the Borel regin e shifts and becom es sn aller as the
density ncreases. The curve for y = S, is plotted outside the valid region to dem onstrate the

In portance of carefully selecting a Borel region.
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forthe casesof y = Y i Fig.$§. One notices a deviation from the plateau just outside
the valid Borel region. This feature supports our selection 0of 10% as the criterion or OPE
convergence.

In the present analysis as well as the previous works, the linear density approxin ation
has been assum ed for the In-m ediim condensates. For a general operator there is no sys—
tem atic way to study contrbutions that are ofhigher order in the m edium density. M odel-
dependent estin ates in Ref. 37] suggest that the linear approxin ation to Hogi , should be
good (higherorder corrections 20% of the linear tem ) up to nuckar m atter saturation
density. In our analyses, we have assigned generous uncertainties to various condensate
values and param eters. W e expect these will cover the uncertainties arising from the lin—
ear density approxin ation. A s the m ediuim density ncreases, the deviation from the linear
density approxin ation w ill ncrease. O ne then needsm ore precise know ledge of the density
dependence of various condensates in order to have reliable Q CD sum -rule predictions.

A s In previous works, we have neglected the din ension-six tw ist-four operators n €.6),
as the nucleon m atrix elem ents of these operators are unknown. However, estin ates m ay
be obtained from desp-inelastic-scattering data provided one is willing to m ake a few ad-—
ditional assum ptions R3]. Taking the estin ates given in Ref. R3], we nd these additional
contributions have little e ect on our resuls. At saturation density, our present in-m edium

-meson mass 0of 0.59 G &V is increased slightly to 0.62 G &V . Taking a 100% uncertainty on
the tw ist-four contributions has no apparent e ect on the present uncertainty of 011 G&V.
At saturation density, the matiom =m ischifted from 0.78 to 0.82 which is an all relative to
the uncertainty of 0.08. Certainly further study of the tw ist—four contributions is required.
However, we do not expect such contrbutions to signi cantly alter the conclusions of this
paper.

Asa nalremark, we comm ent on the electrom agnetic width ofthe meson, (° !
e"e ). In free space, it is given by [3§,34]

| |

, F
— 35)
m

E

(01 &

_12 4
ee)—gEm —

4
g 3

where ; istheelectrom agnetic coupling constant. Them odi cation ofthisresult in m edim
m ay be estin ated by replacingm  and F w ith their corresponding values in m edium . The
ratio of the free space and In-m edium w idths can be expressed as

(%1 e'e) m

F .

(91! ee) m F 3.6)
Note that m =m mcreases whike F =F decreases with increasing density. However, the
rate of decrease for F =F is Jarger than the rate of increase form =m . Consequently, the
ratio orthe widths is lessthan 1. At = E, ,ourestinateis = = 085 0:40. This
In plies that the -meson electrom agnetic w idth becom es sn aller in nuckar m atter. This
behavior m ight be observed In the proposed experin ent studying dikptons as a probe of
vector m esons In the dense and hot m atter B].
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IV.CONCLUSION

In thispaper, we have carefully exam ined theQ CD sum rules forvectorm esons In nuckar
m atter. O ur prin ary concem has been on the validity and reliability of various sum rules.
W e em phasize that the sum rules do not work equally well due to the truncation ofthe OPE
and theuse ofam odel forthe phenom enological spectraldensity. In particular, the derivative
sum rulesare less reliable than the direct sum rule. Thisisattributed to: (1) the perturbative
contribution and hence the continuum ocontribution becom e increasingly in portant in the
derivative sum rules; (2) the high order term s In the O PE becom e Increasingly in portant in
the derivative sum rules; (3) part (or all) of the nonperturoative inform ation is lost n the
derivative sum rules. W e therefore conclude that any predictions based on (or partially on)
second or higher derivative sum rules are incorrect given the level of the OPE truncation
adopted In the literature. One should avoid using the derivative sum rules in practical
applications.

W e tested this conclusion num erically by analyzing the sum rules w ith regard to pol
dom inance and OPE convergence [30]. A M onte Carb based error analysis was used to
provide reliable uncertainties on our predictions and rem ove the sensitivity of the resuls to
the input param eters P4]. W e und that the direct sum rule satis es our criteria and leads
to reliable predictions. The st derivative sum rule su ers from a an all region of validity
and large continuum contributions throughout. T he second and higher derivative sum rules
are invald.

Our analysis con m s that the QCD sum —rule approach predicts a decrease of vector-
m eson m asses w ith increasing density, and resolves the debate between H atsuda et al. R3]
and Koke RZ]. The prediction of a slight increase of vectorm eson masses in medim is
based on an invalid sscond derivative sum rule.

W e note that all previous authors have used the ratio m ethod in the analysis of the
sum rules, which has m any drawbacks and m ay lead to incorrect results. W e encourage
the comm unity to adopt the approach developed in Ref. P4] which checks the qualiy of
the overlap between two sides of each individual sum rule by m onitoring pole dom inance
and the convergence ofthe OPE . T his approach also allow s one to realistically estin ate the
uncertainties and reveal the predictive ability ofQCD sum rules.

T he analysis presented here isthem ost reliable Q CD analysis of in-m edium vector-m eson
properties. At nuclar m atter saturation density, we predict

(%! &e)

m
— = 0:8 0:08; = 085 010 ; 421)
m (%! ete)

and look forward to experin ental vindication of these results B].
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