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Abstract

W e use Q CD sum rules for the three point function ofa pseudoscalar and

two nucleoniccurrentsin orderto estim atethechargedependenceofthepion

nucleon coupling constantgN N � com ing from isospin violation in the strong

interaction. The e�ect can be attributed prim arily to the di�erence ofthe

quarkcondensates< �uu > and < �dd > .Forthesplitting(gpp�0� gnn�0)=gN N �

weobtain an intervalof1:2� 10�2 to3:7� 10�2 ,theuncertaintiescom ingm ainly

from theinputparam eters.Thecharged pion nucleon coupling isfound to be

theaverage ofgpp�0 and gnn�0.Electrom agnetic e�ectsarenotincluded.
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Thee�ectofisospin violating m eson nucleon couplingshasrecently seen astrong revival

ofinterest in the investigation ofcharge sym m etry breaking (CSB) phenom ena [1{4](for

a com prehensive review see [5]and references therein). On a m icroscopicallevel,isospin

sym m etry isbroken by the electrom agnetic interaction aswellasthem assdi�erence ofup

and down quarksm u 6= m d. Itisthe aim ofthispaperto exam ine the di�erence between

thepion nucleon coupling constantsgpp�0,gnn�0 and gpn�+ using theQCD sum rulem ethod,

which has been established as a powerfuland fruitfultechnique for describing hadronic

phenom ena atinterm ediateenergies[6{8].Herewewillonly look ate�ectswhich arisefrom

isospin breaking in thestrong interaction.In theQCD sum rulem ethod thisisre
ected by

m u 6= m d aswellasby the isospin breaking ofthe vacuum condensates. Electrom agnetic

e�ectsarenotexam ined.Ourwork followsthe approach ofrefs.[7,9,10]and extendstheir

analysisto theisospin violating case.

W estartfrom thethreepointfunction oftwo nucleonic(Io�e)[11]and onepseudoscalar

interpolating currentswith theappropriateisospin quantum num bers[7,9,10,12,13],e.g.:

A N N �i(p1;p2;q)=

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2e

ip1x1e
�ip 2x2

D

0jT �N (x1)P
T= 1
i (0)��N (x2)j0

E

; (1)

where istandsfor+ or0 and N forproton orneutron,respectively. The expressions for

thepseudoscalarisovectorcurrentsread

P
T= 1
i= 0 (x)= �u(x)i
5u(x)� �d(x)i
5d(x); (2a)

P
T= 1
i= + (x)=

p
2�u(x)i
5d(x); (2b)

and thosefortheIo�ecurrentsare

�p(x)= �abc

h�

u
a(x)C
�u

b(x)
�


5

�
d
c(x)

i

; (3a)

�n(x)= �abc

h�

d
a(x)C
�d

b(x)
�


5

�
u
c(x)

i

: (3b)

Them om enta p1 and p2 arethoseofthenucleon,and q= p1� p2 thatofthepion;C = i
2
0

isthechargeconjugation m atrix.In thefollowing we willonly keep term sup to �rstorder

in isospin violation,i.e.m d � mu.
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The phenom enologicalside ofthe QCD sum rules for the three point functions A are

obtained bysaturatingthegeneralexpressionsfortheA’s(1)with thecorrespondingnucleon

and pion interm ediate states.In orderto connectto hadronicobservableswehaveto know

theoverlap between thepion statesand theinterpolating �elds.TheaxialW ard identity

@
�
A �

a = i�q
5fM ;
�a

2
gq (4)

gives

m 0h0j�ui
5u � �di
5dj�
0
i= m �0

2
f�0 + O ((m u � md)

2) (5a)

p
2m 0h0j�ui
5dj�

+
i= m �+

2
f�+ + O ((m u � md)

2) (5b)

with q=
�
u

d

�

,M = m 011+
m u �m d

2
�3 and m 0 =

m u + m d

2
.

Hereby we have used that(m u � md)h0j�ui
5u + �di
5dj�
0i= O ((m u � md)

2). Furtherm ore

we can setm �0
2 = m �+

2 = m �
2 aswellasf�0 = f�+ = f�,because thedi�erencesbetween

thecharged and theneutralquantitiesarealso ofO ((m u � md)
2)[14].

W ealso need thecurrentalgebra relation

m 0h�uu + �ddi= (� )m�
2
f�

2
+ O ((m u � md)

2) (6)

which followsfrom eq.(5)and thePCAC relation:

@
�
A �

a = m �
2
f��

a
: (7)

Thepion nucleon couplingsarede�ned through theinteractions:

Lpp�0 = gpp�0�pi
5�
0
p; (8a)

Lnn�0 = (� )gnn�0�ni
5�
0
n; (8b)

Lpn�+ =
p
2gpn�+ �ni
5�

+
p: (8c)

It should be rem arked that in our notation allthree couplings are positive and have the

sam evaluein theisospin conserving lim it.
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W e then obtain the following expressions for the phenom enologicalsides ofthe three

pointfunctions,eqs.(1):

A pp�0 = i�p
2
m �

2f�

m 0

(+)gpp�0

� q2 + m �
2

1

p1
2 � Mp

2

1

p2
2 � Mp

2
M p
5 6q + :::; (9a)

A nn�0 = i�n
2
m �

2f�

m 0

(� )gnn�0

� q2 + m �
2

1

p1
2 � Mn

2

1

p2
2 � Mn

2
M n 
5 6q + :::; (9b)

A pn�+ = i�p�n
m �

2f�

m 0

p
2gpn�+

� q2 + m �
2

1

p1
2 � Mp

2

1

p2
2 � Mn

2

M p + M n

2

5 6q + :::; (9c)

wherethe�N ’saretheoverlapsbetween theIo�ecurrents(2)and thecorresponding single

nucleon states.The:::denotecontributionsfrom higherresonanceinterm ediatestatesand

thecontinuum .W ewillcom eback to thesecontributionslater.

By saturating the three pointfunction eq.(1)forthe neutralcurrentwith pseudoscalar

isovector interm ediate states and deriving eqs.(9a) and (9b) we have assum ed so far that

the�0 m asseigenstateisa pureisovectorstate.Howeverdueto �� �m ixing thecorrelator

in eq.(1)with thecurrentP T= 1
i= 0 willpick up a contribution from thej�> stateaswell1.In

orderto avoid thiswe have to use a correlatorwhere the pseudoscalar m eson currenthas

only overlap with the physicalj� >,i.e. the m ass eigenstate and not with the j� >. As

ithasbeen shown in ref.[14]thisispossible in lowestorderchiralperturbation theory by

using thelinearcom bination oftheSU(3)
avoroctetpseudoscalarcurrents

Pa= 3 + �Pa= 8 (10)

where

Pa= 3 = �u(x)i
5u(x)� �d(x)i
5d(x)� P
T= 1
i= 0

Pa= 8 =
1
p
3

h

�u(x)i
5u(x)+ �d(x)i
5d(x)�
p
2�s(x)i
5s(x)

i

(11)

ratherthan the pure isovector currentin the correlatoreq. (1). The � denotesthe �� �

m ixing angle which de�nesthem asseigenstatesj�> and j�> in term softhe
avoroctet

eigenstatesj�a= 3 > and j�a= 8 >:

1W e aregratefulto K .M altm an forpointing thisoutto us.
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j�> = j�a= 3 > +�j�a= 8 > (12a)

j�> = j�a= 8 > � �j�a= 3 > (12b)

It should be noted in this context that there exists actually a whole fam ily ofpossible

choicesforinterpolatingcurrentsinvolving linearcom binationsofPa= 8 and the
avorsinglet

currentPa= 0,which haveno overlap with the� butonly with the�.Ourchoice(10)isthe

appropriateoneifoneignorespossible m ixing to the SU(3)
avorsingletstate,i.e.the�0,

becausein thiscasethecurrent(10)istheonly choicewhich hasno overlap with the
avor

singletstateeither.

Furtherm oreitshould benoted thatwehaveneglected allhigherpseudoscalar,isovector

resonances �0,�00 ,:::. In otherwordswe have assum ed thatpion pole dom inance works

atspacelikeq2 � � 1GeV2,wherethethreepointfunction m ethod can beapplied [7,9].W e

willdiscussthispointlateraswell.

The nextstep isto perform the operatorproductexpansion (OPE)forthe three point

functionsunderconsideration.Typicaldiagram sareshown in Fig.1.Following refs.[7,9,10]

wekeep onlyterm swhich areproportionalto6q
5 and havea
1

q2
pole.W eidentifytheresidua

ofthispole with one on the phenom enologicalside,assum ing hereby thatjq2j� m �
2,so

thatthe pion m ass can be neglected in eqs.(9). Finally we take p1
2 = p2

2 = � P2 in the

equation ofthe pole residua and perform a Boreltransform ation with respect to P 2. It

should be noted thatthe OPE side contains,ofcourse,also term swhich do nothave a 1

q2

pole.They willgiveriseto a form factor,i.e.a q2 dependenceofthepion nucleon couplings

[13],which wedo notconsiderin thepresentcontext.

In ourcase one can easily convince oneselfthatup to and including order4,only the

diagram sin Figs.1(b)and 1(c),which contain the quark condensates< �uu > and < �dd >

contribute. Diagram scontaining the gluon condensate < G 2 > (Fig.1(f))com e in atorder

6,because from dim ensionalargum entsthey are proportionalto the currentquark m asses

m u orm d,respectively. The m ixed condensates < �uG � �u > and <�dG � �d > (Fig.1(g))

are genuinely oftwo orders higher than the quark condensates. Four quark condensates
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(Fig.1(h))enteralready atorder8. Because reliable valuesforthe isospin breaking ofthe

m ixed condensatesand thefourquark condensatesarem issing,wepreferto stop theOPE

atorder4 and do nottakethehigherorderpowercorrectionsinto account.

Applying theprescription described aboveonecan easily derive theBorelsum rulesfor

thethreepointfunctionsofeq.(1):

(� )
1

�2

( �
5

6
< �uu > +

1

6
< �dd >

�

+
�
p
3

�
5

6
< �uu > �

1

6
< �dd >

�)

=

�p
2
m �

2f�

m 0

M p(+)gpp�0

�
1

M 2

�3

e
�

M p
2

M 2 (13a)

(� )
1

�2

(

(� )

�
5

6
< �dd > +

1

6
< �uu >

�

+
�
p
3

�
5

6
< �dd > �

1

6
< �uu >

�)

=

�n
2
m �

2f�

m 0

M n (� )gnn�0

�
1

M 2

�3

e
�

M n
2

M 2 (13b)

and

(� )
1

�2

�
1

2
< �uu > +

1

2
< �dd >

�

= �p�n
m �

2f�

m 0

M p + M n

2
gpn�+

�
1

M 2

�2 e
�

M p
2

M 2 � e
�

M n
2

M 2

M n
2
� Mp

2
:

(14)

It should be noted hereby that the strange quark in the current Pa= 8 (eq.(10)) does not

contributein theOPE up to thatorderwhich wearetaking into account.

Already atthispointweseeby taking thedi�erencebetween eq.(13a)and eq.(13b)and

com paring with eq.(14)thatup to �rstorderin isospin breaking the charged pion nucleon

coupling isexactly thearithm eticaverageofthetwo neutralpion nucleon couplings,i.e.we

have:

gpn�+ =
1

2
[gpp�0 + gnn�0]: (15)

which is a sim ple consequence ofthe u and d quark contents ofthe three pointfunctions

and valid within theapproxim ationsconsidered.

In ordertoobtain thesplittingbetween gpp�0 and gnn�0 wetakethesum between eq.(13a)

and eq.(13b)and divideby eitheroneofthem .Expanding again up to �rstorderin isospin

breaking,weobtain:
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�
�g

g�N N

!

+

 

�
��N

2

�N
2

!

+

 

�
�M N

M N

!

+ 2

 
�M N

M N

!  
M N

2

M 2

!

= �
2

3

 +

4

3

�
p
3
: (16)

Herewehaveused thefollowing notationsfortheisospin splittings:

�M N = M n � Mp;�g = gnn�0 � gpp�0;��N
2
= �n

2
� �p

2
; (17)

and theaveragevalues

M N =
1

2
(M n + M p);gN N � =

1

2
(gnn�0 + gpp�0);�N

2
=
1

2
(�n

2
+ �p

2
): (18)

Furtherm orewehaveintroduced theparam eter


=
< �dd >

< �uu >
� 1 (19)

to denotetheisospin breaking in thequark condensatesand set

< �qq>=
1

2
[< �uu > + < �dd >]: (20)

From eq.(16)wealsoseethatweneed toknow thevalueof��N
2
,i.e.theisospin breaking

in theoverlapsbetween thenucleon statesand thecorresponding interpolating currents.To

obtain ��N
2
,wefollow refs.[7,9,10]and usethesum rulesforthenucleon twopointfunctions

Z

d
4
xe

ikx
h0jT �N (x)��N (0)j0i=6k�

N
1
(k2)+ � N

2
(k2); (21)

which havebeen considered in thecaseofisospin breaking in refs.[15{17].W ewilltakethe

chiralodd sum rulefortheam plitudes� 1(k
2)which isknown towork betterthan thechiral

even ones for� 2(k
2) [18]. Including again condensates up to order 4 we have (c.f.eqs.(8)

and (11)in ref.[17]):

(2�)4
�p

2

4
= e

M p
2

M 2

"
M 6

8
+
M 2g2c < G 2 >

32
+ (2�)2

M 2

4
m d <

�dd >

#

; (22a)

(2�)4
�n

2

4
= e

M n
2

M 2

"
M 6

8
+
M 2g2c < G 2 >

32
+ (2�)2

M 2

4
m u < �uu >

#

; (22b)

Itshould benoted thatin thissum rulethegluon condensateg2c < G 2 > entersin thesam e

orderasthequark condensate(i.e.order4)and thereforeistaken into account,whereasin
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the sum rule forthe three pointfunction (eqs.(13a)-(14))itenterstwo ordershigherthan

thequark condensate and wasthereforeom itted.

W e take the di�erence between eq.(22a)and eq.(22b)forp and n and divide by either

oneofthem ,giving

 

�
��N

2

�N
2

!

= (� 2)

 
�M N

M N

!  
M N

2

M 2

!

� (2�)2(m �
2
f�

2
)

M 2

M 6 + 1

4
g2c < G 2 > M 2

"

2
m d � mu

m d + m u

+ 
� 2
�M N

M N

M N
2

M 2

#

: (23)

Putting eq.(23)into eq.(16)weobtain the�nalsum rule

 

�
�g

gN N �

!

= �
2

3

 +

4

3

�
p
3
+

 
�M N

M N

!

+ (2�)2(m �
2
f�

2
)

M 2

M 6 + 1

4
g2c < G 2 > M 2

"

2
m d � mu

m d + m u

+ 
� 2
�M N

M N

M N
2

M 2

#

; (24)

wherewehaveused eq.(6).

Fortheisospin breaking in thequark m assesweusethem ostrecentanalysisofcurrent

quark m assratios[19],giving a valueof m d�m u

m d+ m u
= 0:29� 0:05

Aswe can see,one ofthe crucialingredients in eq.(24)isthe num ericalvalue forthe pa-

ram eter
. Variousanalysesconcerning thisquantity have been perform ed using di�erent

m ethods:QCD sum rulesforscalarand pseudoscalarm esons[8,20{22],QCD sum ruleanal-

ysesofthethebaryon m asssplittings[23]and theD and D � isospin m assdi�erences[24]as

wellase�ective m odelsforQCD incorporating the dynam icalbreaking ofchiralsym m etry

[16,25].The rangefor
 resulting from these analysesisratherlarge:0:002 < � 
 < 0:010.

Thisrangeisalso consistentwith theresultobtained from 1-loop chiralperturbation theory

assum ing reasonablevaluesforthestrangequark condensateh�ssi[14].

Forthe�� �m ixingangle�wetakethevalueobtained in lowestorderchiralperturbation

theory [14]:

�=
1

4

p
3
m d � mu

m s � m0
(25)

Usingthenum ericalvaluesforthequarkm assratiosfrom ref.[19]we�nd�= (10� 0:8)� 10�3 .

Nextto leading ordercorrectionsaretypically oftheorder30% ,e.g.thedecay constantsf�
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and f� di�erby about30% ifloopsareincluded.Itseem sthereforeappropriatetoassign an

errorof30% to thecontribution com ing from �� �m ixing,i.e.to theterm 4

3

�p
3
in eq.(24).

W e have already m entioned thatin the treatm ent ofthe �-� m ixing we have ignored the

m ixingbetween �and �0aswellas�and �0.Thetreatm entofthe�0in thecurrentapproach

isdi�cultdue to the anom aly in the SU(3)singletpseudoscalarcurrent. The value ofthe

�-� m ixing angle� increasesby about30% ,ifthe� 0isincluded [26].

In order to obtain �M N ,we correct the experim entalvalue for the proton and neu-

tron m assdi�erence by electrom agnetic e�ects,rendering an intervalof1:6M eV < �M N <

2:4M eV [27,31]. Forg2c < G 2 > we take the standard value of0:474GeV 4,noting thatits

num ericalcontribution to eq.(24)israthersm all.

The dashed curve ofFig.2 shows
�

�
�g

gN N �

�

obtained from eq.(24)in the Borelwindow

0:7GeV 2
< M 2 < 1:5GeV 2 using typicalvaluesfortheparam eters.

Up to now we have saturated the phenom enologicalside ofthe sum rules only with

theN ground stateand have om itted transitionsbetween N and excited N � statesaswell

as contributions from the pure continuum . As has been shown e.g. in refs.[28{30]in a

singlevariabledispersion sum rule,thetransitionsN ! N � givesriseto a singlepoleterm

� 1

p2�M N
2 in addition to the double pole term ofeq.(9). Thissingle pole term willnotbe

suppressed in theBorelsum rules(24).Itiseasytoseethattheinclusion ofthiscontribution

would add a term to the l.h.s. ofeq.(24)which isofthe sam e generalform m ultiplied by

an additionalpowerofM 2,i.e. itcan be written asC
�

1

M 2

�
2

e
�

M
2

N

M 2 . The constant C can

be treated ase�ective param eterwhich isoptim ized in orderto obtain the best�tto the

Borelcurve. In the isospin conserving case [7,9,10]itseem s to be justi�ed to neglectthis

contribution due to the fact that the sum rule for gN N � saturated only with the ground

state ispractically independenton the Borelm assM 2. Thisindicatesthatthe param eter

C is com patible with zero. Furtherm ore the on shellvalue forgN N � isreproduced rather

wellin thisapproach.A recentQCD sum ruleanalysisforgN N � using two pointfunctions

[30]also �nds that this transition is very sm all. However,in our case we are looking at

isospin violation,and there could be a sm alldi�erence ofthe param eterC forthe proton

9



and neutron contributing to the sum rule (24) in the sam e order ofm agnitude as
�g

gN N �
.

It is not di�cult to take the excited states into account. The l.h.s. ofeq.(24) becom es
�

�
�g

gN N �

�

+ AM 2,wheretheunknown param eterA isoptim ized in theBorelanalysis,which

m eans,e�ectively,by �tting a straightlineto thedashed curveofFig.2.Doing so resultsin

thefulllinecurve ofFig.2 asthe�nalBorelcurve for
�

�
�g

gN N �

�

,which isvery stablein the

window underconsideration.

Itshould be noted thatthe M 2 dependence ofthe Borelcurve ispractically una�ected by

thelargeuncertaintyin theinputparam eter
and onlydependson theratio m d�m u

m d+ m u
,because

thenum ericalcontribution of
aswellas�M N to theM 2 dependentterm in eq.(24)isvery

sm all. The term � 2

3

+ 4

3

�p
3
only a�ectsthe intersection with the y-axisbutnotthe M 2

dependence.

Finallyletuslookatthee�ectofapurecontinuum startingatathreshold s,which would

resultin m ultiplying ther.h.softheeqs.(13a)-(14)with thefunction E 1(x)= 1� (1+ x)e�x

with x = s

M 2. Ifone assum esthatthe continuum thresholdsforproton sp and neutron sn

areequal,thereisnoe�ecttotheisospin breakingsum rule(24).Allowingforadi�erenceof

j�sj

s
= 0:2% (com patiblewith �M N

M N
),with sn > sp and using a typicalvalueofs= 2:25GeV 2

would give a contribution of� 0:17% to
�

�
�g

gN N �

�

at M 2 = 1GeV 2. This is noticeably

sm allerthan othererrorsinherentin thesum rulem ethod.

In orderto obtain an estim ated errorfor
�

�
�g

gN N �

�

we calculate the m inim um and the

m axim um valuesobtained from eq.(24)after�tting theconstantA and using theextrem e

valuesfortheinputparam eters� 
,m d�m u

m d+ m u
,�M N aswellasthethecontribution from �� �

m ixing,asdiscussed above.Thisgivesan intervalof

17� 10�3 <

 

�
�g

gN N �

!

< 30� 10�3 : (26)

Furtherm ore,from variousotherisospin violating sum ruleanalyses(e.g.ref.[17])weknow

thatthe next higherordercondensate h�qG � �qi,which hasbeen om itted here due to the

reasons m entioned above,m ay account for about 25% ofthe leading term . This m eans

thatwecan expectan additionaluncertainty ofthism agnitude.Thisleavesuswith a �nal
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intervalof

12� 10�3 <

 

�
�g

gN N �

!

< 37� 10�3 : (27)

The contribution com ing from �-� m ixing,the term 4

3

�p
3
in eq.(24)am ountsto about8�

2:5 � 10�3 . As stated above this value would be about 30% larger if�� �0 m ixing was

included.Thelargeuncertainty in theinputparam eter
 and thelack ofphenom enological

data do notcallfora m oredetailed investigation atthepresentstage.

Finallyletuscom pareourresultwith thoseofpreviousstudies,which analyzetheisospin

splitting ofthe pion nucleon couplings arising from the strong interaction,i.e.,essentially

thequark m assdi�erence m d � mu.Itshould benoted thatdirectexperim entalvaluesare

notavailable. The Nijm egen phase shiftanalysisforN N and N �N scattering data [32,33]

which isconsistentwith data from �N scattering [34],butincludeselectrom agnetice�ects,

�nds
�

�g

gN N �

�

= 0.002,butwith an errorof0.008;thus,thereisno evidence fora di�erence

and theyalso�nd noevidenceforadi�erencebetween gpn�+ and gN N �0 within thestatistical

errorsoftheiranalysis.

From table Iwe see thatourrange for
�

�
�g

gN N �

�

in (27)iscom patible with the values

obtained by otherauthors,both in sign and orderofm agnitude:

(1)Thequark gluon m odelofHenley and Zhang [35];

(2) the quark pion m odel of M itra and Ross [36,5]. This has recently been used by

Piekarewicz [1],who obtained a violation ofthe\triangleidentity" consistentwith the�N

data analysisofref.[37];

(3)theuseofthequark m assdi�erencem d � mu and �� � m ixing [38];

(4)thechiralbag m odel[39],which also hasourrelation (eq.(15))forthecharged coupling

to bevalid.

(5)On theotherhand,theuseofthecloudy bag m odel[40]leadsto
�

�g

gN N �

�

� 0:006,with

theoppositesign to ourresult.

Itshould be noted thatthere are electrom agnetic corrections,whose direction are un-

known.Thechargedi�erenceweobtain dueto thestrong interaction would,by itself,lead
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to a di�erence on the scattering lengthsjannj� jappj� � 0:5� 0:2fm ,sm allerthan,butin

theoppositedirection to theobserved di�erence[5].Ofcourse,thereareothere�ectswhich

play a role,e.g.�� ! m ixing.

W e are aware thatusing the three-pointfunction isa priorilesssuitable than the two-

pointfunctionforcalculatingthepionnucleon couplingonshell,becauseitworksatspacelike

q2 � � 1GeV2 and needsthe detourofcom paring the 1

q2
pole residua [7,9,10]. Aswe have

already m entioned earlier this m eans that one has to assum e that � pole dom inance can

stillbeapplied in thisregion and higherpseudoscalarresonancesareneglected,or,in other

wordsweusethePCAC interpolatingpseudoscalar�eld atthosevaluesofq2.A quantitative

analysisofthecontribution ofthesehigherresonanceswould requiresom eknowledgeabout

theircoupling to thenucleon.Therearevariousindicationsand consistency checksthatthe

conceptproposed in refs.[7,9,10]isareasonableone:Firstofallin theisospin violatingcase

one is likely to be less sensitive to the higher resonance contributions due to cancellation

which presum ably occur ifsum m ing over the higher pionic excitations. Furtherm ore in

the isospin conserving case [7,9,10]the experim entalvalue ofgN N � is reproduced rather

well. The Borelstability in both the isospin conserving [7,9,10]and the isospin violating

case (this work) is a further consistency check,although this ofcourse only a necessary

butnotsu�cientcondition.Finally thereistheanalysisofthe�N N form factor[13]using

thisapproach.Theq2 dependence ofgN N �(q
2),which containse�ectively thehigherpionic

resonancesin thespectralfunction (1),isconsistentwith variousotherapproachesusingthe

sam e interpolating current butworking atlower q2. This indicates thatthe interpolation

between low and high q2 region is done reasonably well. Despite allthese argum ents the

im portanceofthehigherpseudoscalarresonancesrem ainsa m atterto besettled and needs

furtherquantitativeinvestigation [42].

On theotherhand theuseofa two-pointfunction [7,10,41,30]hasother,and webelieve

worseproblem sin theconsideration ofisospin violation.Thesinglenucleon polesum rule,as

ithasbeen used in refs.[7,10,41],su�ersprincipally from theproblem thatthecontribution

from the transition N ! N � enters exactly in the sam e form as gN N � itself,nam ely as

12



single pole. After Boreltransform one obtains a term gN N � + A instead ofgN N � + AM 2

asin case ofthe double pole sum rule. Hence within the single pole sum rule itselfthere

is a priorino way to separate the N ! N � contribution A from gN N �. In refs.[7,10,41]

theN ! N � transition hasbeen ignored.In theisospin conserving casethisisa posteriori

justi�ed because the num ericalvalue ofthis term turns out to be sm all,as it has been

discussed above. Howeverwe do notknow ifthisistrue in the isospin violating case. The

double nucleon pole sum rule [30]would avoid this problem and m oreover is able to give

a value forthe N ! N � contribution. Unfortunately asone can see from the analysis in

ref.[30]already in the isospin conserving case this sum rule seem s to be rather sensitive

to the condensate input,which isthe quark condensate < �qq > and especially the higher

orderm ixed condensateh0j�q~G
�qj�i,which hastobeincluded togiveareasonablevaluefor

gN N �.In caseofthethreepointfunction thecondensateinputparam etersarem uch better

undercontrol.Forthesereasonswepreferto work with thethreepointfunction sum rule.

To sum m arize we have calculated the splitting between the pion nucleon coupling con-

stantsgpp�0,gnn�0 and gpn�+ due to isospin breaking in the strong interaction by using the

QCD sum rulesforthe corresponding pion nucleon three pointfunctions. W e have taken

OPE diagram sup to order4 into account. Ourresultforthe splitting in the neutralcou-

plingsis1:2� 10�2 <
g
pp�0

�g
nn�0

gN N �
< 3:7� 10�2.Thecharged coupling gpn�+ isfound to bethe

averageofthetwo neutralones.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Diagram sin the O PE.

FIG .2. Dependenceof(gpp�0 � gnn�0)=gN N � on thesquareoftheBorelm assM
2.Asexam ple

we have used the param eters
 = � 0:01,�M N = 2 M eV and
m d�m u

m d+ m u
= 0:28. The dashed curve is

obtained by om itting thetransitionsN ! N �.In the fullcurvethese contributionsare included.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Com parison of (gpp�0 � gnn�0)=gN N � obtained in di�erent approaches including

isospin violation e�ects from strong interaction. In order to com pare the num ericalvalues of

refs.[1,35]with theotherresultswe have used �M N =M N = 0:002.

(gpp�0 � gnn�0)=gN N �

thiswork � 0:012:::0:037

Ref.[35] � 0:010:::0:014

Ref.[1] � 0:006

Ref.[38] 0:005� 0:0018

Ref.[39] � 0:0067
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