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Abstract

Weuse QCD sum rules for the three point fiinction of a pseudoscalar and
tw o nuclkonic currents in order to estin ate the charge dependence of the pion
nuckon coupling constant gyy oom ing from isosoin violation In the strong
Interaction. The e ect can be attrbuted prin arily to the di erence of the
quark condensates< uu > and < dd > . Forthe splitting (Qp , Ynn )= N
wedbtain an intervalofl2 10? to3:7 102 ,theuncertainties com ingm ainly
from the input param eters. T he charged pion nuckon coupling is found to be

the average of gy, , and gun , - E Jectrom agnetic e ects are not included.
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The e ect of isogpin violating m eson nuckon couplings has recently seen a strong revival
of Interest In the mvestigation of charge symm etry breaking (CSB) phenomena [{4] (for
a com prehensive review see [§] and references therein). On a m icroscopical kevel, isospin
symm etry is broken by the electrom agnetic interaction aswell as the m ass di erence of up
and down quarksm , & m 4. It is the ain of this paper to exam ine the di erence between
the pion nucleon coupling constants g, o, Gyp 0 and g, + using theQCD sum rulem ethod,
which has been established as a powerful and fruitful technique for descrbing hadronic
phenom ena at interm ediate energies §{§]. Herewe willonly ook at e ects which arise from
isospin breaking in the strong interaction. In the QCD sum rulem ethod this is re ected by
m, & my aswell as by the isospin breaking of the vacuum oondensates. E lectrom agnetic
e ects are not exam ined. O ur work ©llow s the approach of refs. [7,8,10] and extends their
analysis to the isospin violating case.

W e start from the three point function oftwo nuckonic (Io e) 1] and one psesudoscalar

interpolating currents w ith the appropriate isospin quantum numbers [1,910,12/13], eg.:

it}

Z D E
Ayy i) = dxdxe® e ®? 0 y )P 0) v &) ; (1)
where i stands for + or 0 and N for proton or neutron, resoectively. T he expressions for

the psesudoscalar isovector currents read

PV ®) = u®isuk d&)1isdx); (a)

T=1 _p_ . .
P, ®= 2u®)idR); (@b)

and those for the Io e currents are
h i
p®)= 4 UTEIC UWER) s &°K) ; (3a)
h i
@)= ae FERC P 5 uE) : (30)
Them om enta p; and p, are those ofthenuclon, and g= p; p thatofthepion;C= i, 4
is the charge conjugation m atrix. In the llow ng we willonly keep term sup to st order

In isosgoin violation, ie.my4g my.



T he phenom enological side of the QCD sum rules for the three point functions A are
obtained by saturating the generalexpressions fortheA ’s {1) w ith the corresponding nucleon
and pion Intem ediate states. In order to connect to hadronic cbservables we have to know
the overlbp between the pion states and the interpolating elds. The axialW ard identity

a

@A °=ig sfM i 9 4)
gives
moh0fiisu disdji=m o*fo + O (m, my)?) (5a)
p- o . 5 X
2mog0jui sdj "i=m +“f£+ + O (fmy mg)“) (5b)
Wﬂ1q= ZIM =mo]1+ miuzmd 3andm0=m7“;md.

Hereby we have used that m mg)h0j1i su + di sdj 1= 0 (fm, my)?). Furthem ore

wecan sstm o°=m +°=m °aswellasfo= f+: = f , because the di erences between

the charged and the neutral quantities are also ofO (fm, mg)?) [4].

W e also need the current algebra relation
moluu+ ddi= ( )m ’f*+ 0 (m, mg)?) ©6)
which ©llows from eq.@) and the PCAC relation:
QA ®=m *f 2: )

T he pion nuckon couplings are de ned through the interactions:

Lpp 0= Gpp oPL 5 Opi (8a)

Loy o= ( )gn onis ’n; 8b)
b . +

Lpn + = 2G, +nis "p: 8c)

Tt should be ram arked that in our notation all three couplings are positive and have the

sam e value In the isospin conserving lim it.



W e then obtain the Hllow ng expressions for the phenom enological sides of the three

point functions, egs.{):

m ‘f ()G o 1 1
2 =3 2 P M + :::; (9a)
pp © P m o (ﬁ +m 2 p12 Mp2 p22 Mp2 p 5 @ ’
2
m “f ( )Gn o 1 1
A =i, M, + iy %
me m o +m 2p12 an p22 an ° q ’ ( )
m %f  2g, - 1 1 M,+ M
Apn+ = 1,4 Fpn = s + 15 (%)

my d+m 2p? MSp? M’ 2
where the y ’sare the overlapsbetween the Io e currents (J) and the corresponding single
nuclkon states. The :::denote contributions from higher resonance Interm ediate states and
the continuum . W e w ill com e back to these contrdbutions later.

By saturating the three point function eg.(l) for the neutral current w ith pssudoscalar
isovector intemm ediate states and deriving egs.©d) and (95) we have assum ed so far that
the °m asseigenstate is a pure isovector state. H ow ever due to m ixing the correlator
in eq.@l) wih the current P 1t willpick up a contrbution from the j > state aswelll. Tn
order to avoid this we have to use a correlator where the psesudoscalar m eson current has
only overlap with the physical 7 >, ie. the m ass elgenstate and not with the j >. As
it has been shown in ref. {14] this is possble in lowest order chiral perturbation theory by

using the linear com bination ofthe SU (3) avor octet pssudoscalar currents
P a=371 P a=8 (10)
w here

Pos=u@®isu® d&1isdx) Py
1h P— i
Pa-g = 19—§ u®)isu )+ dx)isdx) 2s )1 ss(x) 11)
rather than the pure isovector current In the correlator eg. @@). The denotes the
m ixing angle which de nes them ass eigenstates j > and j > in tem s of the avor octet
eigenstates j ,=3 > and J .- > :

W e are grateflto K .M alm an for pointing this out to us.



J> =Ja3>+ Jas> (12a)

J> = Jas> Ja=3 > (12b)

Tt should be noted in this context that there exists actually a whole fam ily of possible
choices for Interpolating currents nvolving linear com binations ofP .- g and the avor singlkt
current P,_ o, which have no overlap with the but only with the .Our choice (10) is the

appropriate one if one ignores possible m ixing to the SU (3) avor singkt state, ie. the ¢,

because in this case the current (10) is the only choice which has no overlap w ith the avor
singlket state either.

Furthem ore it should be noted that we have neglected allhigher pssudoscalar, isovector
resonances °, @, ::: I other words we have assum ed that pion pole dom inance works
at spacelike 1G &V, where the three point fiinction m ethod can be applied {1;9]. W e
w ill discuss this point later aswell

T he next step is to perfom the operator product expansion (OPE) for the three point
functions under consideration. Typicaldiagram s are shown in F igil,. Follow Ing refs. [1;9/10]
we keep only termm swhich are proportionalto 6 s and have a é pol. W e identify the residua
of this pole w ith one on the phenom enological side, assum ing hereby that &¥j m 2, so
that the pion m ass can be neglected i egs.(9). Fially we take p,2 = p,2 = P2 in the
equation of the pole residua and perform a Borel transfom ation with respect to P2. It
should be noted that the OPE side contains, of course, also temm s which do not have a é
pole. They willgive rise to a om factor, ie. a o dependence of the pion nuclkon couplings
fl3], which we do not consider in the present context.

In our case one can easily convince oneself that up to and including order 4, only the
diagram s in Fjgsl:ll ) and '-_J: (©), which contain the quark condensates < uu > and < dd >
contribute. D iagram s containing the glion condensate < G2 > Figd(f)) come in at order
6, because from din ensional argum ents they are proportional to the current quark m asses
m, orm g, respectively. The m ixed condensates < uG u > and <dG d> Figl@)

are genuinely of two orders higher than the quark condensates. Four quark condensates



CFjg.'J: ()) enter already at order 8. Because reliablk values for the isogpin breaking of the
m ixed condensates and the four quark condensates are m issing, we prefer to stop the OPE
at order 4 and do not take the higher order pow er corrections into account.

Applying the prescription describbed above one can easily derive the Borel sum rules for

the three point functions ofeq. (@):
( )

1 5 1 5 1
( ) %<uu>+%<dd> +p—§ g<uu> %<dd> =
2m £ M () Gp o . 3eb§4—p22 (13a)
( P m, P © M2 )
()i ()§<dd>+}<uu> + p= E<dd> }<uu> =
2 6 6 3 6 6
Zmsz ( )Gn o i3eMﬁz (13b)
B n n M2
and
Mp? M2
( )i }<uu>+}<dd> = m 7t Mp+Mngp . 1 fenr e
22 2 P omy 2 oM ? M2 M

(14)

Tt should be noted hereby that the strange quark in the current P._g (eq.@.0)) does not
contribute n the OPE up to that order which we are taking into acoount.

A Iready at this point we see by taking the di erence between eq.(133) and eq.(3b) and
com paring w ith eq.{14) that up to rst order in isospin breaking the charged pion nuclkon
coupling is exactly the arithm etic average of the two neutral pion nuckon couplings, ie. we

have:

1
gpn+=§bpp0+gnn0]: 15)

which is a sin ple consequence of the u and d quark contents of the three point fiinctions

and valid w ithin the approxin ations considered.

In order to obtain the splitting between g, » and g,, o we take the sum between eq.{134)

and eq.@3H) and divide by either one of them . Expanding again up to rst order in isospin

breaking, we cbtain:
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Here we have used the follow ing notations for the isospin splittings:
- _ 2 _ 2 2
My =M, Mp; 9= Ynn © Pp 07 N T n p 7 ()

and the average values

1

— l . — 3 2— l 2 2 .
MN_E(MH-FMp)lgNN _E(gnno'i_gppo)r N _§(n+ p)' (18)
Furthem ore we have ntroduced the param eter
< dd>
=" 1 19)
< uu >

to denote the isospin breaking in the quark condensates and sst
1
<qq>=§K uu> + < dd>1: (20)

From eq.{l6) we also see that we need to know thevalueof %, ie. the isospin breaking
in the overlaps betw een the nuckon states and the corresoonding interpolating currents. To

obtain y?,we Pllow refs. [7,910]and use the sum rules forthe nuckon two point fiinctions

z
d'xe™ 0Ty k) y OPi=& [ &)+ § &); (1)
which have been considered in the case of isogpin breaking in refs. [L5{17]. W e w ill take the
chiralodd sum rule forthe am plitudes ; (k?) which is known to work better than the chiral

even ones for , k?) [1§]. Including again condensates up to order 4 we have (cfegs.(8)

and (11) in ref. i7):

" #
., o 4t M® M3g<G?> M 2
)y —=enu? —F ————+ 2 ) —mg<dd> ; (22a)
4 8 32 4 .
s o0 ma2 M® M2g2<G2> M 2
=en? —m¢ —— + —m, < uu> ;
2 2 3 2 2 2 22b

Tt should be noted that in this sum rulk the gluon condensate o < G2 > enters in the same

order as the quark condensate (ie. order 4) and therefore is taken into account, whereas In



the sum rule for the three point function (egs.f133)—{4)) i enters two orders higher than
the quark condensate and was therefore om itted.

W e take the di erence between eq.£23) and eq.@220) orp and n and divide by either

one of them , giving

M M
N2 :( 2) N N2
y My M ) ,
M 2 mg m My My ?
2 2 2 d u N N
@y f)M6+ng<G2>MZ matm, 2M M 2 @3
4 Jc d u N
Putting eq.23) into eq.{1§) we obtain the nalsum rule
| |
2 4 M
9 - 2 4 ilp 4 il
O N 3 373 My . .
M 2 mgyg m My My?
+ 2 )%@m %f2 Ea 2 ;4
@) )M6+%g§<G2>M2 mg+ m, My M2 ' @)

where we have used eq.(@) .

For the isogpin breaking in the quark m asses we use the m ost recent analysis of current
quark m ass ratios {[9], giving a value ofﬁ;ﬂrimmi =029 005
Aswe can see, one of the crucial ingredients in eq.{4) is the num erical value for the pa-
ram eter . Various analyses conceming this quantity have been perform ed using di erent

m ethods: QCD sum rules for scalar and pseudoscalarm esons §20{22],QCD sum rule anal
yses of the the baryon m ass splittings R3] and theD and D isospin m assdi erences R4] as
well as e ective m odels for Q CD incorporating the dynam ical breaking of chiral sym m etry
l625]. The range for resulting from these analyses is rather large: 0002 < < 0010.
T his range is also consistent w ith the resul obtained from 1-loop chiralperturbation theory
assum ing reasonable values for the strange quark condensate hssi {[4].

Forthe m ixing angle we takethe value cbtained in lowest order chiralperturbation
theory [141:

1P —m
_ = 3le M (25)
4 mg mg

U sing the num ericalvalues forthe quark m ass ratios from ref. [9Jwe nd = (10 0:=8) 14 .

N ext to leading order corrections are typically of the order 30% , eg. the decay constants £



and £ di erby about 30% if Joops are Included. It seem s therefore appropriate to assign an
error of 30% to the contrbution com ing from m ixing, ie. to the tem %p—g in eq.@4).
W e have already m entioned that In the treatm ent of the - m ixing we have ignored the
m ixingbetween and %aswellas and °. The treatm ent ofthe °in the current approach
is di cul due to the anom aly In the SU (3) sihglkt psesudoscalar current. T he value of the
- mixing angle increasesby about 30% , ifthe ©is included R§].

In order to obtain M y, we correct the experin ental value for the proton and neu-

tron m ass di erence by electrom agnetic e ects, rendering an intervalof1l:eM &V < M y <

2:4M eV R1311. For g2 < G2 > we take the standard value of 0:474G &V *, noting that its

num erical contrbution to eg.¢4) is rather sm all.

The dashed curve of FigQ shows _—%- obtained from eq.(24) i the Borelw indow
01Gev? < M ? < 15GeV? using typical values for the param eters.

Up to now we have saturated the phenom enclogical side of the sum rules only wih
the N ground state and have om itted transittionsbetween N and excited N states aswell
as contributions from the pure continuum . As has been shown eg. In refs. RPE{30] n a

single variable digpersion sum rule, the transitionsN ! N gives rse to a single pole tem

= Ml = In addition to the double pole tem of eq.@). This single pole tem w ill not be
suppressed in the Borelsum rules @4). It iseasy to see that the inclusion ofthis contribution

would add a temm to the lhs. of eq.24) which is of the sam e general form muliplied by

2 Mg

an additional power of M 2, ie. i can be written as C M—12 e e . The constant C can
be treated as e ective param eter which is optin ized In order to obtain the best t to the
Borel curve. Tn the isospin conserving case {139,101 it seem s to be justi ed to neglect this
contribution due to the fact that the sum ril Por gyy saturated only with the ground
state is practically independent on the Borelm ass M . This indicates that the param eter
C is compatble wih zero. Furthem ore the on shell value for gyy is reproduced rather
well in this approach. A recent QCD sum rule analysis for gyy using two point functions

B0l also nds that this transition is very small. However, In our case we are Jooking at

isospin viclation, and there could be a an all di erence of the param eter C for the proton



and neutron contrbuting to the sum rule @4) in the sam e order of m agnitude as —<-.

9N N

It is not di cuk to take the excited states into account. The lhs. of eq.(@4) becom es

9 + AM ?, where the unknown param eter A is optin ized in the B orel analysis, which

9N N

m eans, e ectively, by tting a straight line to the dashed curve of F ig 2. D oing so results in

the f1ll Ine curve of Fig2, as the nalBorel curve for ﬁ , which is very stable in the
w indow under consideration.

It should be noted that the M ? dependence of the Borel curve is practically una ected by

the Jarge uncertainty in the nput param eter and only depends on the ratio =4 mm %, because

Mgt
the num erical contribbution of aswellas M y to theM ? dependent tem in eg.@3) is very
snall. The temn £ + %p—g only a ects the Intersection w ith the y-axis but not the M 2
dependence.

Finally ket uslook at thee ect ofa pure continuum starting at a threshold s, which would
result in multplying the rhsofthe egs.(134)-14) with the function E; x) = 1 (1+ x)e*
with x = ;% . If one assum es that the continuum thresholds for proton s, and neutron s,

are equal, there isno e ect to the isospin breaking sum rule @4). A llow ing fora di erence of

189- 02% (compatbl wih

S

), wih s, > s, and using a typicalvalue of s = 225G ev?

My
My

would give a contrdbution of 0417% to 5 9. atM? = 1Gev?. This is noticeably

N N

an aller than other errors Inherent In the sum rule m ethod.

In order to obtain an estin ated error for o Ng we calculate the m mInum and the
maxinum values obtained from eg. (24) affer tting the constant A and using the extrem e

values for the input param eters ,2allu M aswellas the the contrbution from

mg+my
m ixing, as discussed above. This gives an Interval of
!

17 10 < 9 <3 10 26)
[S\BY

Furthem ore, from various other isospin viclating sum rul analyses (eg. ref. {L7]) we know
that the next higher order condensate hoG ai, which has been om itted here due to the
reasons m entioned above, m ay account for about 25% of the lading term . This m eans

that we can expect an additional uncertainty of thism agnitude. This lravesuswith a nal

10



interval of

12 10 < 9 <37 1¢: ©7)
[S\BY

The contrbution com ng from - m ixing, the tem %P—g in eq.@3) am ounts to about 8
25 10 . As stated above this valuie would be about 30% larger if °m ixing was
Included. T he large uncertainty In the input param eter and the Jack of phenom enological
data do not call for a m ore detailed investigation at the present stage.

F inally let us com pare our result w ith those ofprevious studies, which analyze the isospin

olitting of the pion nuckon ocouplings arising from the strong interaction, ie., essentially

the quark massdi erencem 4 m, . It should be noted that direct experim ental values are

2331

which is consistent w ith data from N scattering [B4], but includes electrom agnetic e ects,

not available. The N ijn egen phase shift analysis for NN and N N scattering data

nds —&

= 0.002, but with an error of 0.008; thus, there is no evidence or a di erence
and they also nd no evidence fora di erencebetween g, + and gy y o within the statistical
errors of their analysis.

From table T we see that our range for = Ng in @7) is com patble wih the values

obtained by other authors, both In sign and order ofm agnitude:

(1) The quark gluon m odel of Henlky and Zhang [B3];

() the quark pion model of M itra and Ross 365]. This has recently been used by
P iekarew icz [li], who obtained a violation of the \trianglk identity" consistent w ith the N
data analysis of ref. B7]);

(3) the use ofthe quark massdi erencem 4 m, and m xing [_3-_8];

(4) the chiralbag m odel 9], which also has our relation (eq.(5)) for the charged coupling
to be valid.

(5) On the other hand, the use of the cloudy bag m odel (] leads to - f 0:006, w ith

the opposite sign to our result.
Tt should be noted that there are electrom agnetic corrections, whose direction are un—

known. The charge di erence we obtain due to the strong interaction would, by itself, lead

11



to a di erence on the scattering ¥ngths B,nJ]  RpJ 05 02fm, an aller than, but in
the opposite direction to the observed di erence Bj]. O foourse, there are othere ectswhich
ply a ok, eg. ! m xing.

W e are aware that using the threepoint function is a priori lss suitable than the two—
point function for caloulating the pion nuclkon coupling on shell, because it works at spacelike
I 1G eV and needs the detour of com paring the é

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

polke residua [1;9;10]. Aswe have

stillbe applied in this region and higher pssudoscalar resonances are neglected, or, In other
wordsweuse the PCAC interpolating pseudoscalar el at those valuesofq’ . A quantitative
analysis of the contribution of these higher resonances would require som e know ledge about
their coupling to the nuckon. T here are various indications and consistency chedks that the
concept proposed in refs. [1;9/10] is a reasonablk one: F irst ofall in the isogpin violating case
one is lkely to be less sensitive to the higher resonance contributions due to cancellation
which presum ably occur if summ Ing over the higher pionic excitations. Furthem ore in
the isospin conserving case [1j9/10] the experin ental value of gyy  Is reproduced rather
well. The Borel stability In both the isospin conserving [4,9,11] and the isospin violating
case (this work) is a further consistency chedk, although this of course only a necessary
but not su cient condition. Finally there is the analysis ofthe NN form factor [13} using
this approach. The ¢ dependence of gy y (@), which contains e ectively the higher pionic
resonances In the spectral function (1), is consistent w ith various other approaches using the
sam e Interpolating current but working at lower f . T his indicates that the interpolation
between low and high ¢ region is done reasonably well. D espite all these argum ents the
In portance of the higher pssudoscalar resonances ram ains a m atter to be settled and needs
further quantitative nvestigation [42].

On the other hand the use of a two-point function [};10,41,30] has other, and we believe
worse problm s in the consideration of isogoin violation. T he single nuckon pol sum rule, as

it hasbeen used In refs. [},10/41], su ers principally from the problem that the contribution

from the transition N ! N enters exactly n the same form as gyy itself, namely as

12



single pole. A fter Borel transform one obtains a tem gyy + A instead of gyy + AM 2
as In case of the doubl polk sum rul. Hence w ithin the singlke pole sum rule itself there
is a priorino way to separate the N !| N contrbution A from gyy . In refs. [11041]
theN ! N transition hasbeen ignored. In the isospin conserving case this is a posteriori
Justi ed because the num erical value of this tetm tums out to be an all, as it has been
discussed above. However we do not know if this is true in the isogpin violating case. The
doubl nuclkon polk sum nile B0] would avoid this problm and m oreover is able to give
avalie orthe N ! N oontrbution. Unfortunately as one can see from the analysis In
ref. B0] already in the isospin conserving case this sum rule seem s to be rather sensitive
to the condensate nput, which is the quark condensate < gg > and especially the higher
orderm ixed condensate OG  gj i, which hasto be lncluded to give a reasonabl value for
Ogyn - In case ofthe three point function the condensate input param eters are m uch better
under control. For these reasons we prefer to work w ith the three point function sum rile.
To sum m arize we have calculated the splitting between the pion nuckon coupling con-—
stants gy, 0y Gon 0 @and g, + due to isospin breaking in the strong interaction by using the
QCD sum mules for the corresponding pion nuclkon three point functions. W e have taken
OPE diagram s up to order 4 into acoount. O ur result for the solitting in the neutral cou-

Jop © 9nn O

plingsisl1l2 1¢ < < 377 10 . The charged coupling g, + is found to be the

9N N

average of the two neutral ones.
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FIGURES
FIG.l.Diagram s n the OPE.

FIG.2. Dependence of (Qp ;  Gnn ,)=Onn On the square ofthe Borelm assM 2. Asexamplk
we have used theparameters = 001, My = 2M eV and%= 028. The dashed curve is

mg+my

obtained by om itting the transitionsN ! N . In the fiill curve these contrbutions are inclided.
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TABLES
TABLE I. Comparison of (G , Gnn ,)=Ovn Obtained In di erent approaches including
isogpin violation e ects from strong interaction. In order to com pare the num erical values of

refs. [,35] w ith the other resultswe have used M y =M y = 0:002.

Gpp Gan ¢ )= N

this work

0012 :::0:037
Ref. [33] 0:010:::0:014
Ref. f1] 0:006
Ref. [3d] 0:005 00018
Ref. B9] 0:0067
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