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Abstract

An e ective hadronic Jagrangian consistent w ith the sym m etries of quan—
tum chrom odynam ics and intended for applications to nitedensity system s
is constructed. T he degrees of freedom are (valence) nuckons, pions, and the
low lying non-G oldstone bosons, which account for the intermm ediaterange
nuclkon {nuclkon Interactions and conveniently describe the nonvanishing ex-—
pectation valies of nuclkon bilinears. Chiral sym m etry is realized nonlinearly,
w ith a light scalarm eson included as a chiral singlet to describe them id-range
nuclkon {nuclkon attraction. T he low -energy electrom agnetic structure of the
nuclon is described w ithin the theory using vectorm eson dom inance, so that
external form factors are not needed. The e ective lJagrangian is expanded
In powers of the elds and their derivatives, w ith the tem s organized using
G eorgi’s \naive din ensional analysis". Results are presented for nite nuclkei
and nuclkarm atter at onebaryon—loop order, using the singlenuclkon struc-
ture determ ined w ithin the m odel. Param eters cbtained from  ts to nuclkar
properties show that naive din ensional analysis is a usefulprinciple and that
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a truncation of the e ective lagrangian at the st few powers of the elds
and their derivatives is justi ed.

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum chrom odynam ics (QCD ) is generally accspted as the underlying theory of the
strong Interaction. At low energies relevant to nuclkarphysics, how ever, nucleons and m esons
are convenient and e cient degrees of freedom . In particular, relativistic eld theories of
hadrons, called quantum hadrodynam ics Q HD ), have been quite successful in describing
the buk and single-particle properties of nuclki and nuckar m atter in the m ean—- eld and
D irac{B rueckner{H artree{Fock approxin ations fL,2].

QHD studiesbased on renom alizablem odels, how ever, have encountered di culties due
to large e ects from loop integrals that incorporate the dynam ics of the quantum vacuum
B{8]. On the other hand, the \m odem" approach to renom alization G{1Q], which m akes
sense ofe ective, \cuto " theories’ w ith low -energy, com posite degrees of freedom , provides
an altemative. W hen com posite degrees of freedom are used, the structure ofthe particlkes is
described w ith increasing detailby including m ore and m ore nonrenomm alizabke interactions
in a derivative expansion {]. W e seek to m erge the successfiil phenom enology of the QHD
approach to nuclkiw ith the m odem viewpoint ofe ective eld theores.

T he present work is an extension ofRefs. {[1{13], which explored som e aspects of incor—
porating QCD symm etres into e ective hadronic m odels. Here we build a m ore com plte
e ective lJagrangian and apply it to nucliat the onebaryon-loop level. O urtwo m ain goals
are to Include e ects of com positeness, such as single-nuclkon electrom agnetic structure, in a
uni ed, selfconsistent fram ework and to test whether \naive din ensional analysis" (NDA)
and naturalhess (see below ) are usefiill concepts fore ective eld theories of nuclki. Eventu-
ally, we will need to dem onstrate a system atic expansion schem e that inclides corrections
beyond one-loop order. Nevertheless, Ref. [[3] describes how a general energy fiinctional
w ith classicalm eson elds can In plicitly incorporate higher-order contributions. W e there—
fore expect that higherorderm any-body e ects can be absorbed into the coe cients of our
one—loop energy functionalwhen we detem ne param etersby tting to nuckar cbservables.
W e retum to this point Jater in this section.

Im portant physical constraints on the e ective Jagrangian are established by m aintaining
the sym m etries ofQ CD . T hese include Lorentz invariance, pariy Invariance, electrom agnetic
gauge Invariance, isospin, and chiral symm etry. T hese sym m etries constrain the lagrangian
m ost directly by restricting the form of possble Interaction terms. In some cases, the
m agnitude of (or relations between) param eters m ay also be restricted.

Chiralsym m etry hasbeen known to play an in portant role n hadronic physics at low en—
ergies since the early days of current algebra [1415]; it is exploited system atically in tem s of
e ective elds in the fram ew ork know n as chiralperturbation theory ChPT) [L6{18]. T here

'm thiswork, \cuto " m eans a regulator that m aintains the appropriate sym m etries.



is also a Jong history of attem pts to unite relativistic m ean— eld phenom enology based on
hadrons w ith m anifest chiral sym m etry. In particular, it has been tem pting to build upon
the linear sigm a m odel 19{21], wih a light scalar m eson playing a dual rok as the chi-
ral partner of the pion and the m ediator of the Interm ediaterange nucleon {nuclkon NN)
attraction. T he generic failure of this type ofm odelhasbeen shown in Refs. [[1,1317 How-
ever, a light scalar is com pletely consistent w ith a nonlinear realization of chiral symm etry
1243]. M oreover, in a nonlinear realization, one need not assum e that the hadrons are
grouped into particular chiralm ultplets R4].

T he phenom enological success of ChP T establishes the dom lnant contrbutions of the
vector resonances to the low-energy constants in the pion sector R3{27]. In particular,
a treedevel e ective lagrangian w ith vector m esons is found to be essentially equivalent
to ChPT at onem eson-loop order. In the baryon sector, a satisfactory description of the
nucleon form factors from vectorm eson dom inance (VM D) R8{3(]alone hasnot been found
B1]. However, we can describe the long-range parts of the singlenuckon form factors (that
is, m agnetic m om ents and m ean-square radii) using an e ective lJagrangian that inclides
vector m esons and direct couplings of photons to nuckons. O ur approach is analogous to
that in plem ented long ago :n Ref. B2].

In virtually allprevious Q HD calculations of nite nuclki, the singlenuclkon electrom ag—
netic structure was incorporated \by hand." A fter the nuclkar structure calculation was
ocom pleted and \point-nuclkon" densities were cbtained, they were convoluted w ith em pir-
ical singlenuckon form factors to com pute the charge density. The results were typically
Insensitive to the nature of the form factor, as long as the nuckon charge radiis was ac—
curate. In the present work, we do not need extemal form factors. The large oscillations
in the point-nuckon charge density of a nuckus are signi cantly reduced by virtualm esons
Inherent in the m odel, and the low-m om entum parts of the charge form factors of various
nuclki are well reproduced. Thus we have a uni ed fram ework.

To achieve a system atic fram ework for calculating nuclki, however, we m ust develop an
expansion scheme. ChPT is an expansion In powers of an all extemal m om enta and the
pion m ass. W einberg B3] applies this an alkm om entum expansion firther to a calculation
ofthe N -nucleon \e ective potential", de ned as the sum of all connected diagram s for the
S matrix (in tin eordered perturbation theory) w ithout N -nucleon intermm ediate states. On
the other hand, an expansion ofthe NN interaction kemel in tem s of interm ediate states of
successively shorter range provides a successfill and econom ical way to accurately describe
NN scattering data [34]. Here we combine the ideas of the sn alkm om entum expansion and
the Interm ediate-state expansion by incliding the low —lying non-G oldstone bosons into the
low-energy e ective lagrangian. T hese bosons account for the intermm ediaterange interac—
tions and conveniently describe the nonvanishing expectation values of nuclkarbilinears such
asNN andN N.

2T he failire ofm odels based on the linear sigm a m odel liessm ore w ith the assum ed \M exican-hat"
potential than w ith the lnear realization of chiral sym m etry. Successfilm ean— eld m odels w ith
a linear realization and a light scalar m eson have been constructed using a logarithm ic potential
(seeRefs. P223)).



T here are wellde ned resonances in the vector channels, and thus it isnaturalto identify
them wih eldsin thee ective lagrangian; in contrast, the dynam ics In the scalar channel is
m ore com plicated. Num erous caloulations BH{39Y] show that correlated two-pion exchange
leads to a distrdboution of strength in the isoscalar-scalar channel at center-ofm ass pion
energies of roughly 500 to 600 M €V, even In the absence of a low-energy resonance. W e
therefore Introduce an isoscalarscalarmeson as an e ective degree of freedom to sim ulate
this strong interaction, jast like the non-G oldstone bosons in the vector channels. Such a
scalar, with am ass 0o£ 500 to 600 M €V, is essential in oneboson-exchange m odels of the NN
potential 34] and in relativistic m ean- eld m odels of nucki {Ij]. W e em phasize that at the
level of approxin ation used in this paper, the scalar eld can be Introduced w ithout loss of
generality. (For exam ple, it can be viewed as a way to ram ove tem s w ith m ore than two
nuckon elds from a generalpion-nuclkon lagrangian.) A desper understanding of the NN
Interaction In the scalar channel is an In portant pursuit, but is not needed for our purposes
here.

W e shallexpand oure ective hadronic lagrangian In powers ofthe eldsand theirderiva—
tives, and organize the tem s usihg \naive din ensional analysis" (NDA) [RQ]. The NDA
fram ew ork is used to identify the dim ensional factors of any tem . A fter these din ensional
factors and som e approprate counting factors are extracted, the ram aining dim ensionless
coe cientsare allassum ed to be oforderunity. T his is the socalled naturahness assum ption.
Ifnaturalness isvalid, the e ective Jagrangian can be truncated at a given orderw ith a rea—
sonable bound on the truncation error for physical observables. Thus we have a controlled
expansion, at least at the tree level.

Evidently, for an expansion in powers of the elds and their derwvatives to be ussful,
the naturalness assum ption must hold. Implicit in this assum ption is that all the short-
distance physics is lncorporated Into the coe cients of the e ective Jagrangian; otherw ise,
the truncation error will not be reliably given by NDA power counting when loops are
Included. Thus, Justasin ChP T or in heavy-baryon theories, the nuckon vacuum loopsand
non-G oldstone-boson loops w ill be \integrated out", w ith their e ects buried in plicitly in
the coe cients. i Nevertheless, the nuckon and non-6G oldstoneboson  elds are still needed
in the Jagrangian to acoount for the valence nuckons, to treat them ean elds conveniently,
and to apply the usualm any-body and eld-theoretic technigques. Any contributions from
vacuum nuckon or non-G oldstoneboson loops that arise in m any-body calculations can
fom ally be cancelled by the appropriate counterterm s. These cancellations can always
be achieved, since all possibk interaction tem s consistent w ith the symm etries are already
included in the e ective lagrangian. O n the other hand, long-distance, nitedensiy e ects
should be calculated explicitly In a system atic application of the e ective Jagrangian.

In principl, the naturalness assum ption can be veri ed by deriving the e ective la-
grangian from QCD . Since this is not yet feasble, one must t the unknown param eters

3W e note that the onenuckon-boop vacuum contrbutions to the coe cients in renom alizable
mean— eld m odels (ncluded in the socalled relativistic H artree approxim ation, or RHA :_ﬁL]) are
not natural t_ll-}']. In light ofour current results in avorofnaturalcoe cients, weview the unnatural
RHA ooe cients asevidence that the vacuum is not treated adequately.



to experim ental data. At nite densiy, however, the Fem im om entum enters as a new
scale. This com plicates the situation, because a treatm ent of the e ective lagrangian at
the Jkevel of classicalmeson elds and valnce nuckons (the D irac{H artree approxin ation)
In plies that several di erent physical e ects are i plicitly contained in the param eters.
N ot only are short-distance contributions from m eson and nuclkon vacuum loops absorbed,
but long-distance, m any-body e ects from weltknown ladder and ring diagram s are in—
cluded approxin ately aswell [13]. Thus the usefilness ofND A , the naturalness assum ption,
and the expansion In powers of the elds and their derivatives requires further exam na-
tion when these ideas are applied to problem s at nite density. It is not obvious that an
e ective Jagrangian w ith natural coe cients that inclide only short-distance physics w ill
rem aln natural n a onedoop calculation that accounts for higherorder m any-body e ects
by ad-justm ents of the coe cients. Here we rely on ts to the properties of nite nuclki to
determm ine w hether the coe cients are naturaland our expansion of the lagrangian isuseful.
(Friar and ocollaborators have recently investigated naturahess as exhbited by a m ean— eld
point-coupling m odel 2].) An inportant topic or future study is to include the m any-
body dynam ics explicitly, so as to disentangle it from the shortrange and vacuum dynam ics
already in plicit in the param eters of the low -energy e ective Jagrangian.

T he Interaction tem s ofthe nuclkons and the non-G oldstone bosons can be quite com pli-
cated, and di erent form s have been used in variousm odels in the literature @3{45]. Som e
of these m odels are actually equivalent if one uses the freedom of eld rede nitions E6],
which leave the on-—shell S m atrix invariant @7{49]4 W e discuss how to take advantage of
this freedom to sin plify the interaction tem sbetween the nuclons and the non-G oldstone
bosons. A s a resul, the Jagrangian can be conveniently written in a \standard form ", In
which onem ainly has the traditional Yukawa interactions.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. IT, we discuss the construction ofan
e ective hadronic lJagrangian consistent w ith chiral sym m etry, gauge Invariance, and Lorentz
and party invarance. Chiral sym m etry is realized In the standard nonlnear form ofCallan,
Cokman, W ess, and Zum ;no (CCW Z) [A§]. Neutralscalar and vectorm esons are introduced
to e ciently describe the m id— and short-range parts of the NN interaction, and the rolk
of broken scale nvariance In QCD is considered. G eorgi’s naive dim ensional analysis and

eld rede nitions are also discussed, w ith the new feature ofo —shell non-G oldstone bosons.
In Sec. ITI, we show how the electrom agnetic structure of the pion and the nuclkon can
be describbed in the low-energy regin e. Applications to nuckar m atter and nite nucki at
the D irac{H artree level are presented In Sec. IV, and the results are shown in Sec.V.A
discussion and summ ary is given in Sec.V 1.

IT.CONSTRUCTING THE LAGRANGIAN

W e begin this section by show ing how we In plem ent nonlinear chiral sym m etry and elec—
trom agnetic gauge Invariance using nuclkons, G oldstone pions, and non-G oldstone isovector
m esons. N ext, we discuss the Introduction of neutral vector and scalarm esons that are used

‘W e assum e that this isalso su cient for nite-density observables, but we know ofno proof.



to provide an e cient description of the short—and m id-range nucleon {nuckon Interaction.

To use the resulting lagrangian, which in principle hasan in nite number oftem s, wemust
have som e system atic truncation procedure, and we develop this using the ideas of naive
din ensional analysis and naturalness, together w ith som e observations on the sizes ofm eson
mean elds n nucki.

A .Chiral Sym m etry

W e illustrate a nonlinear realization of chiral symm etry §8]usihg a system that consists
of rtho m esons, pions, and nuclkons only. W e construct a general e ective lJagrangian that
respects chiral sym m etry, Lorentz invariance, and pariy conservation. The rok of vector-
meson dom nance (VM D) is also discussed. W e restrict oursslves to the chiral lim it w ith
m asskss pions and postpone the generalization to a nite pion m ass for future study.

The Goldstone pion elds 2 &), wih a= 1;2;and3, form an isovector, which can be
considered as the phase of a chiral rotation of the identity m atrix in isospin space:

1 Uk =epl ®=Hlepld ®)=Ff): 1)

Here £ 93M €V is the pion-decay constant and the pion eld is com pactly written as

(%) (%) % ,with 2 being Paulim atrices. The m atrix U is the standard exponential
representation and the \square root" representation in temm sof is particularly convenient
for including heavy elds in the chiral lagrangian. T he isospinor nuclkon eld is represented
by a colum n m atrix

we- PR @)

where p (x) and n (x) are the proton and neutron elds resgpectively. The tho elds 2 (x)
also form an isovector; we use the notation  (x) ®) 7 . (See Refs. RG;5051] or
discussions of the fom al equivalence between the vector and the tensor form ulations for
soin-1 elds.)

Following CCW Z [A8], we de ne a nonlinear realization of the chiral group SU @),

SU (2)g such that, or arbirary globalm atrices L, 2 SU (2);, and R 2 SU @)z, we have the
m apping

L R: (; ;N) ! (%5°%N9; 3)
where
‘%)=L &N =hE) &R ; )
‘%)= h&) &h'E); 5)
N %)= h&)N &) : 6)



Asusual, thematrix U transbm s as U%&) = LU &)RY. The second equality n Eqg. @)
de nesh (x) in plicitly asa function ofL, R, and the localpion elds: h (x) = h( (x);L;R).E
U nder parity, which is de ned to be

P: L! R; R! L; (7)
the pion eld transfom s as a pseudoscalar: tx) ! Y(; x). The existence of the
parity autom orphisn 7) allow s the sin ple decom position U = nEq.'(l) @48]. & ©llows

from Eq. §4) that h ) is invardant under parity, that is, h x) 2 SU )y, with SU @)y the
unbroken vector subgroup of SU (2); SU @)z . Egs. ) and @) ensure that the tho and
nuckon transform lnearly under SU (2)y In accordance w ith their isospins. Note that the
m atrix h (x) becom es globalonly for SU 2)y transfom ations, n which cassh =L = R.

It is straightrward to show that Egs. () to (§) indeed yield a realization of the chiral
group K1]. W e em phasize that there is no local gauge freedom involved, since there are
no arbitrary local gauge functions In the transfomm ations. The nonlinear realization im -
plies that chiral rotations involve the absorption and em ission of pions, as expected from a
spontaneously broken symm etry P4,53]. For exam pl, while vector transform ationsm ix the
proton w ith the neutron, axial transform ationsm ix the proton w ith states of nucleons plus
zero-m om entum pions.

To com plte the buiding blodks of the chiral e ective Jagrangian, we de ne an axial
vector eld a x) and a polarvector eld v (x) by

a  —('e @Y= ; ®)
2
i

\% E(y@ + @ YN=v; 9)

both ofwhich contain one derivative. Under a chiral transform ation, we nd

v ! hvhY 1h@ h¥; (10)
a ! hah': 11)

N ote that to leading order in derivatives,
i

E[ ;@ 1+ : 12)

Tomantain chiral nvariance, instead of using an ordinary derivative @ acting on a rho or
nuckon eld, we should use a covarant derivative D . The chirally covarant derivative of
the rtho eld is

q qQ— q q
5WecanexpresshjntennsofL,R,andU ashx®)= UY%XR)L UK)= RUYXR)LYL U ).
G ven the decom position {_4:2] L = exp@d )exp (1 )y R = exp( 1 )exp (1 ), and
h=exp@@ )ywih , ,and 1real, thein nitesimalexpansion ofh is = ( y=2f +

o( % % 2 B2l



D = Q@ +iv; 1: @3)

W e alo de ne the covarant tensors

v =Qv Qv + i ;v 1= ik ;a ]; (14)
=D D +igl ; 1: (15)

Thetem proportionalto [ ; ]on the right-hand side ofEq. {13) vanishes at them ean— eld
Jevel, so0 the coupling g willbe left unsoeci ed.

To wrte a general e ective lagrangian, we need an organizational schem e for the in—
teraction temm s. W e organize the lagrangian In increasing powers of the elds and their
derivatives. W hik we do not consistently Include loops In this investigation, we assign to
each Interaction tem a size ofthe order ofk , wih k a generic an allm om entum , and

n
=d+5+b; (1e)

where d is the number of derivatives, n the number of nuckon elds, and b the number
of non-G oldstone boson elds in the interaction tem . The rst two tem s in Eq. (16) are
suggested by W einberg’s work 33]. The last temm is a generalization that arises because a
non-G oldstone boson couples to two nuckon elds. Equation {6) is also consistent w ith
nite-density applications when the density is not too m uch higher than the nuclkarm atter
equilbrium density, aswe will see In Sec. IID .
Taking into account chiral symm etry, Lorentz Invariance, and parity conservation, we

m ay w rite the lagrangian through quartic order ( 4) as
_h i
Lix)=N i @ +iv +ig )+ g sa M N
fg_ _
—gN N —N v N
4M M
1 ) 2f?
—tr( ) + m “tr( ) 9 —tr( v )
2 m 2
2 4 —
+ftr(aa)+M—NNtr(aa)+]1ftr(aa)]2+]2tr(vv ) ; @7)
w here =il ; E2,q 126 is the axial coupling constant, M is the nuclkon m ass, g
isthe NN coupling, £ isthe socalled tensor coupling, g  is the coupling, and

;, 1, and L are couplings for higherorder N and Interactions. The pion couplings
can be determ ned from N and scattering [i8]. W e have om itted term s w ith higher
powers of the rtho elds, which have an all expectation values In nite nucki, and our-or
m orenuclkon \contact" temm s, which can be represented by appropriate powers of other
meson elds, as discussed shortly. A third-order ( = 3) term ofthe form N N tr( ) will
be Inclided by coupling a scalar to two rtho elds In Sec. ITE . The antisym m etry of rho
meson eld tensor guarantees three iIndependent degrees of freedom , because there isno
mom entum conjigate to the tin e com ponent (, and , satis es an equation of constraint.

Chiral symm etry pem its isoscalarscalar and isoscalarwector tem s lke (NN )? and
N N )?.However, analysesofNN scattering w ith oneboson exchange potentials 2] show s

8



that the low -lying m esons are su cient for describing low -energy m any-nuclkon system s and
that they dom inate the NN Interaction. One may then expect that contact interactions
of four (orm ore) ferm ions can be ram oved in favor of couplings to m assive non-G oldstone
bosons. The follow ng exam ple show s that this should be a good approxin ation.

Consider an additional isovectorwector contact term N ( =2) N F. The contribution
of this term can be absorbed com pletely into a renom alization of g as follows. If we had
constructed L by retaining several isovector+ector non-G oldstone bosons, we could elin inate
them using their eld equations to cbtain
g”

02
Sy Z, N(= nf

|9,

+ + fe N (=2) N+ ; (18)

NI
3
N
3
=
NI
3
[15y
[SWN

m

where ¢° is the NN ocoupling when the heavier m esons are retained, with couplings to
nuclkons given by g, ... and massesgiven by m 1, ... . Evidently, the e ects of the heavier
particles can be absorbed into a rede nition ofthe N N ooupling:

2

3

g2 = g02+ —ng+ : @9)
m 7
If we approxin ate the second tem in Eq. (18) as
19 _
S fe N (=2 N ; 20)
2m

the lading error is given by the follow Ing tem :

m*@mf m? 1d —

%1—4 - — f@ N (=2 N : @1)

g m 73 2m
For a typical resonance in the isovector-vector channel H4], we have m ; = 1450M &V and
m?m? m?)=m{ 1=5. If =¢° is roughly 1=4, the error is about 5% of the already
an all sscond temm . O ne should be able to test the sensitivity to these errors by allow ing the
non-G oldstone boson m asses to vary in the t to nuclkar properties.

Ifwe were to assum e universalVM D in Eq. (1), then

f
g =9 ; = 7 ; 22)
and g = g in Eqg. -1:5). If we further assum e the K awarabayashi{Suzuki{R jazuddin {
Fayyazuddin ® SRF) p5,56] relation
i @3)
g - 2g £2 ’

then we may rede ne the tho eld to be + v =g and the covariant eld tensor to be
+ v =g, and recover the lagrangian of W einberg P4] or Bando et al. F11.



B . G auge Invariance and the Inclusion ofthe ! M eson

In nie nucki, electrom agnetism also plays an in portant role. W em ay include electro—
m agnetic gauge Invariance In our form alisn iIn a straightforward m anner by noticing how
the pion, tho, and nucleon elds transform under the localU (1) symm etry. Here the elec—
tric charge Q , the third com ponent of the isogoin T3, and the hypercharge Y are related by
Q=T+ Y=2.

UnderU (1)g , the electrom agnetic eld A transfom s in the fam iliarway

1
A ! A -0 &x): 24)
e
Thepion, rtho, and nuclkon eldstransform underthe localU (1), rotation just asin Egs. @)
to (§), with both I, and R set equalto
h 3+ Y i

h)=exp 1 ) > ; @5)

where Y = 0 for the pion and the rtho, and Y = 1 for the nuckon. Indeed, the resulting
transform ations for these hadrons are just as expected from their electric charges. That is,

(% )t (%et 26)
(% ! (%et ), @7)
n;p)! @;etp): 28)

E lectrom agnetisn breaks chiral symm etry. The lagrangian in Eq. @7) becom es gauge
Invarant if the ordinary derivatives are replaced w ith the covariant derivatives

h 5 i
@ ! @ + ieA E; ; 29)
i
@N ! @ +—-eA (1+ 3) N ; (30)
2 .
h 5 i
@ ' Q + ieA E; : (31)
A s a result, the axialand vector pion eldsbecom e
A = TR (32)
2 2 2
1
v =V +oen {g;y]+ y[33;]; (33)
regpectively, and the pion \kinetic" temm is
ftr@ e )= fitr@ a ) 2ef’A trw 3)+ : (34)

In addition to tem s arising from the preceding m inin al substitutions, there can be other
non-mm nin altem s in the generale ective lagrangian. For exam pl, it ispossible to have a
direct rtho-photon coupling term [5§]

10



SF (e ); 35)
29
where e isgiven by Eq. (I8) wih the replcements n Egs. €9) and @1),and F  isthe
usualelctrom agnetic eld tensor. In principle, a sin ilar tem proportionalto F  tr(ze )
is also possbl, although VM D applied to the pion form factor suggests that the coe cient
of this term is am all B1}]. Furthem ore, the photon can couple to the nuclkon as

e — e
—F N N +

o 228 F N (et N+ ; (36)
where
1 1
S pdFt )t o Al ) 37)
with , = 1793 and , = 1:913 the anom alous m agnetic m om ents of the proton and

the neutron, respectively. The rst tem in Eq. (36) is needed to reproduce the m agnetic
m om ents of the nucleons, and the second one contributes to the m s charge radii. N ote that
these tetm shave = 3 and = 4, respectively.

W em ay now write down the resulting m anifestly gauge-invariant lagrangian, which con—
tains the preceding \tide" elds. Instead of show ing this lagrangian in its entirety, how ever,
we om it temm sthat are irrelevant to our applicationshere. T he rem aining lJagrangian ism an—
ifestly chiral invariant, except for som e term s involving the photon eld that are proportional
to the electric charge. W e nd

1 — e
L, ®) = L; &) 5eA N @+ ;)N 2—F tr(s ) 2ef’A tr@ ;)
g
CF N N+-—@F N ( .+ )N lFF : (38)
4M oM 2 stV 4 .

&t iswellknown that the isoscalar<ector ! m eson is needed to describe the shortrange
repulsion of the NN Interaction. To have a realistic description of nuclkar system s, the
! meson should be included. Note that once the ! meson is introduced, an isoscalar-
vector fourferm on tetm (N N )? can be com pletely accounted for by adjistihg g, to t
experin ental data, as discussed above for the rho m eson.

W ith respect to chiral SU (2) symm etry, the ! m eson can be treated as a chiral singlet
represented by a vector eld V' (x). The relevant lagrangian can be w ritten as

1 1 _
L, ) = ZlV \Y% +§m$VV gN VN
oo — el
NV N —IF VvV + ; (39)
4M 29 3

where V Qv @ V . The kinetic temm s again re ect the spin-1 nature of the particle.
Analsesof NN scattering show that the ! tensor coupling isnot in portant, sinoe £, isan all,
and this is Indeed also the case from our ts (see below ). The factor of 1=3 In the coupling
to the photon arises naturally from SU (3) symm etry and the assum ption of idealm ixing of
the vector and ! mesons. The elljpsis represents higher-order temm s nvolving additional
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powers of the elds and their derivatives, som e of which w ill be considered explicitly In
Sec. ITE .
Before ending this section, we note that i is consistent to integrate out the vector
(1020) eld because it has a an all coupling to the nuckon. The e ects of the vector in
the isoscalar<ector channel can be absorbed into g, , as discussed near the end of Sec. ITA .
Forexam pl, ifwe Integrate out the ,we obtain a contrbutionto sof 2 2M 2g =@m %g )
and a ourfem fon tem N N )? wih a coe cient proportionalto g ?=m ?, where g is its
coupling constant to the nuckons and m  is itsm ass. T he contrlution of this latter term
is absorbed into the renom alization of g,. In general, one need only keep the lowest-lying
meson In a given channel at Iow energy.

C .The Isoscalar-Scalar C hannel

Unlike the vector channels, the absence of welkde ned, low-lying resonances in the
isoscalar-scalar channelm akes the dynam icsm ore di cul to identify and tom odel. Tk iswell
known from the em pirical NN scattering am plitude 59{61], from onedboson-exchange m od—
elsofthe NN interaction 4], and from ts to the properties of nite nucli [62)] that there
is a strong, m id-range NN attraction arising from the isoscalar-scalar channel, w ith a range
corresoonding to am ass of roughly 500 M €V . k hasalso been shown in calculationsbased on
either phenom enological scattering am plitudes [35{37] or explicit chirally sym m etric m odels
[38/39] that an attraction ofthe appropriate strength can be generated dynam ically by corre-
lated twopion exchange between nuckons. N o nearby underlying resonance at the relevant
m ass is needed[_e. N evertheless, thisdynam ics ise ciently, conveniently, and adequately rep—
resented by the exchange of a light isoscalar-scalar degree of freedom . T herefore, In analogy
to what we did w ith the vector m esons, we w ill Introduce an e ective scalar m eson w ith
a Yukawa ocoupling to the nuckon to incorporate the observed m id-range NN attraction,
and thereby avoid the explicit com putation ofm ultidoop pion contributions. Based on the
results of the tw opion-exchange calculations and the success of oneboson-exchange m odels,
it is su cient to give the scalar a well-de ned m ass, which we w ill choose here by tting to
properties of nite nuclki. M oreover, the light scalar is a chiral singlet, so it does not spoil
the chiral symm etry of the m odel.

In addition to the evidence from the NN interaction, one can ask what other inform ation
exists on the dynam ics In the isoscalar-scalar channel. A naturalplace to ook is the physics
of broken scale nvariance in QCD . This kads to an anom aly In the trace of the QCD
energy-m om entum tensor and also to \low -energy theorem s" on connected G reen’s fuinctions
constructed from this trace [p4]. In pureglie QCD, these low-energy theorem s can be
satis ed by Introducing a scalarglueball eld (\glionium ") with am assofroughly 1.6 GV .
W hen light quarks are added and the chiral symm etry is dynam ically broken, the trace
anom aly can acquire a contrbution in addition to that from glionimm . In Ref. 2], we
considered this additional contrdbution to arise from the self-interactions of the light scalar
m entioned above, and used the low -energy theorem s to constrain these interactions.

W e note, how ever, that there are som e recent indications for a narrow , light scalar [_63].
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The lagrangian, which contained the light scalar, heavy scalar (glueball), and other
degrees of freedom , was scale nvarant, except for som e m inin al scaledependent self-
Interactions am ong the glieballs and the light scalar. Since the glueballs are heavy, they
can be integrated out along w ith other heavy particles and high-m om entum m odes. If one
assum es no m ixing between the scalar and the glueball, the scalar potential is constrained
to satisfy the low -energy theorem s (at tree level), and the potential is given by [6504]

& s? 4 1 5% 1
S2 2d = sz 4 @0
Here S is the vacuum expectation valie ofthe light scalar eld S, m ¢ isismass, and S is
assum ed to have scale din ension d; that is, when x ! v, &) ! 95( x).

Ifwe Introduce the uctuation eld () Sy S X) and expand Vg as a power series
In , the coe cients are all determ ined by the three param eters S ¢, m 5, and d. The resuls
ofRef. {I4] showed, however, that nite-nucleus observabls are prin arily sensitive only to
the rst three tem s In this expansion; thus, even in this extrem ely sim pl m odel of the
scale breaking, the low-energy theorem s do not place signi cant constraints on the self-
Interactions of the light scalar eld. Iffwe allow for the possbility of scalar{glieballm ixing
and employ eld rede nitions to sim plify the interaction tem sbetween the light scalar and
the nuckons, the form of the potential Vg can be m odi ed and additional param eters need
to be ntroduced. T herefore, to take advantage of a sim ple Yukawa coupling to the nuckon,
we adopt here a general potential for the scalar m eson, which can be expanded In a Taylor
series:

+ : (41)

Here we have anticipated the discussion ofnaive dim ensional analysis in the next subsection
by Including a factorofl=f foreach powerof ;these factorsarethen elin inated In favor of
gs M =f .Varous counting factors are also included, as discussed in the next subsection.
If the naturalness assum ption is valid, the param eters 3, 4, ... should be of order unity.
T his is indeed supported by our tsto nite nucki, as shown in Sec.V .A sw ith the vector
m esons discussed earlier, only one low-m ass scalar eld is needed to a good approxin ation.

From a di erent point of view , chiral sym m etry allow s for fermm ion contact tem s, such
as NN ), R OWN)F, OWN )3, and so on. These tem s are rekvant if there are strong
Interactions between nuclkons In the isoscalarscalar channel. By introducing a scalar eld
wih mass mg, Yukawa coupling gs, and nonlihear couplings 3, 4, ... adjusted to t
experim ental data, we can account for all of the contact temm s. The only relevant questions
are which in plem entation allow s for the m ost e cient truncation and how m any temm s are
needed in practical calculations.

W e shall not nclude an isovectorscalar eld in our e ective lagrangian since the NN
interaction in that channel is weak [B4]. There is no m eson w ith these quantum numbers
wih amassbelow 1 GeV, and two (ddentical) pionsin a J = 0 state cannot have T = 1.
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D .N aive D In ensional A nalysis and F ield R ede nitions

T he lJagrangian constructed thus far isbased on sym m etry considerations and the desire
to reproduce realistic electrom agnetic and NN interactions while kesping pion—loop calcula—
tionsto am nimum . W e have illustrated the lowest-order tem s In powers ofthe elds and
their derivatives, but In principle, an in nite number of tem s ispossble, and we m ust have
ameaningfiilway to truncate the e ective lJagrangian for the theory to have any predictive
power.

A naive din ensionalanalysis NDA ) for assigning a coe cient of the appropriate size to
any temm in an e ective lagrangian has been proposed by G eorgiand M anchar [66,40]. The
basic assum ption of \naturahess" is that once the appropriate din ensional scales have been
extracted using ND A , the ram aining overall din ensionless coe cients should allbe of order
uniy. For the strong interaction, there are two relevant scales: the pion-decay constant
f 93M eV and a larger scale 05 < < 1 GeV, whith characterizes the m ass scale of
physics beyond G oldstone bosons. The NDA ruls fora given term in the lagrangian density
are

1. Include a factor of 1=f foreach strongly Interacting eld.
2. Assign an overall factor of £2 2.
3. M uliply by factors of 1= to achieve din ension mass)?.

The appropriate m ass for may be the nuclkeon massM or a non-G oldstone boson m ass;
the di erence is not im portant for verifying naturalness but can be relevant for N . counting
argum ents f41].

A s noted by G eorgi @], Rule 1 states that the am plitude for generating any strongly
Interacting particle is proportional to the am plitude £ for em itting a G oldstone boson.
Rul 2 can be understood as an overall nom alization factor that arises from the standard
way ofw riting the m ass temm s of non-G oldstone bosons (or, In general, the quadratic tem s
In the lagrangian). For exam ple, one m ay w rite the m ass term of an isoscalarscalar eld

(x) as

2 2
Emi 2=% 2 2m_2s§; @2)
where the scalarm assm ¢ is treated as roughly the sam e size as . By applying Ruk 1 and
extracting the overall factor of £2 2, the dim ensionless coe cient is of O (1). Tem s w ith
gradients (or extemal elds) will be associated with one power of 1= for each dervative
(or eld) as a result of Integrating out physics above the scale . A sinplk exampl is
the expansion at low m om entum of a tree-level propagator for a heavy meson ofmassmy ,
which leads to term s w ith powers of @*=m 2 .) Tt isbecause ofthese 1= suppression factors
and din ensional analysis that one arrives at Rule 3.

A fter the dim ensional ND A factors and som e appropriate counting factors are extracted
(such as 1=n! orthe n® power *; see below), the naturalness assum ption in plies that any
overall din ensionless coe cients should be of order uniy. W ithout such an assum ption,

14



an e ective lagrangian w ill not be predictives) Until one can derive the e ective lagrangian
from QCD, the naturalhess assum ption m ust be checked by tting to experim ental data.
Asan examplk of NDA and naturahess, we can estin ate the sizes of the coupling con—
stants g, , g5, and g, by applying the rules to the ©llow ing Iteraction tem s: g, N sa N,
gN N,andgN V N .Notethatthepion ed i a isalready associated w ith an overall
factorof 1=f [seeEq. (12)] 0 a is sinply counted as a derivative. It is straightforward to
nd that

9 li @wig 4 (43)
That is, Eq. (43) gives the natural sizes of these couplings, where we use the symbol  to
denote order ofm agnimdeg Tt is reassuring that the preceding values are indeed consistent
w ith phenom enology.
A cocording toND A, a genericterm in the e ective lJagrangian involving the isoscalar elds
and the nuckon eld can be w ritten as (generalizing to inclide the pion, rtho, and photon is
straightforw ard)

gi i f2 2 _N—N '

mo oy no@ P
m'n! f2 f £ N

; (44)

which Includes 1nuckon bilnears,m scalar elds, n vector elds, and p derivatives. Gamm a
m atrices and Lorentz indices have been suppressed. T he coupling constant g isdin ensionless
Bnd of 0 (1) if naturalness holds].

N um erical counting factors for tem s w ith multiple powers of meson elds are included
because the NDA rules are actually m eant to apply to the tree-level am plitude generated
by the corresponding vertex. Thus, a term containing ™, for exam ple, should have a factor
1=m ! associated w ith it. These additional factors are certainly relevant when, say, m = 4.
An explict illustration of the origin of the counting factors can be found in the pion m ass
term n ChPT:

}mzfztr(U+Uy 2)=m2f2X1 ( 1)“(72)n : 45)
4 @n) £2n

n=1

An inportant feature of the e ective lagrangian is that each derivative on a el is
associated w ith a factor of 1= . T hus organizing the lJagrangian in pow ers of derivatives can
be a good expansion for describbing processes w here the dom nant energies and m om enta are

not too large. Neverthelkss, this organization is intim ately connected w ith the im portant

"T he assum ption of renom alizability would also Jead to a nite num ber of param eters and well-
de ned predictions, but we w ill not consider this option herel,2].

8Thebound < 4 f was orighally proposed by G eorgi and M anohar L6-_6] and subsequently

p— i
re nedto < 4 f= Ng,whereN¢ is the number of light quark avorsi[6/]. QCD appears to
essentially saturate this bound.
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issue of how to ram ove redundant tem s in the e ective lagrangian. By em ploying the
freedom to rede ne the elds, one can organize the Jagrangian such that there are no tem s
wih @% actingon aboson eldor @ actingon a form ion eld, except in the kinetic-energy
term s. These eld rede nitions do not change the on—shell S-m atrix elem ents K&{49].

In nitedensiy applications, however, the non-G oldstone bosons exchanged by the nu—
ckons are far o shell, which motivates a di erent de nition of the corresponding eld
variables. Short-distance e ects due to heavier particlkes, high-m om entum m odes, and dy—
nam icalvacuum ocontrlbutions are assum ed to be integrated out, so that their consequences
appearonly indirectly in the coe cients ofthe Jagrangian . D erivatives on the non-G oldstone

elds are already am all com pared to their m asses in our applications because the m om enta
are lim ited by the Ferm im om entum . T hus, we do not need to elin inate these derivatives.

Instead, we can use nonlinear eld rede nitions to sin plify the form of the interaction
term s between the nuckons and the non-G oldstone bosons so that they take the conven-—
tional Yukawa formm . T his ensures the consistency of the power counting rule (€6). Recall
that one of the m ain purposes for ntroducing the non-G oldstone bosons is to describe the
Intem ediaterange NN Interactions. Since thenonlnear eld rede nitionsdo not change the
quadratic kinetic and m ass tem s, no changes occur to the ranges of the oneboson-exchange
Interactions In free space. A 1l other heavy boson-exchange contributions are short-ranged,
SO0 we can e ciently param etrize them usihg m eson selfcouplings. W e can easily show the
Invariance of the onedoop energy functional under eld rede nitions, although a general
proof to all orders seam s di cult. Tt is still convenient to use the eld rede nitions to re—
m ove all derivatives on the nuclkon elds exospt In the kinetic tem . T hese derivatives can
be large because valencenuckon energies are of the order of the nucleon massM .

At nite density, the Fermm im om entum appears asa new scale and meson elds develop
expectation valies. W e must then also decide how to organize the nonderivative tem s.
The key cbservation is that at nom al nuckarm atter density (or in the center of a heavy
nuclkus), the scalar and vector m ean— elds are typically

025M < g 0; GVo < 04M ; 46)

and the gradients ofthem ean elds in the nuclkar surface, where they are largest, are

G¥X oF GF Vo ©O2M )7 : 47)
(N ote that the m agnitudes of themean elds are reduced in the surface.) Equations @8)
and f47) are our basis for estin ating the leading contributions to the energy of any tem in
our lagrangian.

To sum m arize, the assum ption of naturalness and the cbservation that the mean elds
and their derivatives are sm allcom pared toM up tom oderate densities allow s us to organize
the lagrangian In powers of the elds and their derivatives. W e w ill take advantage of the
freedom to rede ne the eldsto sim plify the nteraction termm sbetween the nucleons and the
non-G oldstone bosons. For the nuclkons, pions, and photons, we use eld rede nitions to
rem ove high-order derivatives, w hereas the scalar and vector m eson parts of the lJagrangian
can contain powers of @ in addition to the kinetic tem s, since these term s are sm all. By
truncating the lJagrangian at a given order in , we have a nite number of param eters to
determ ine through tting to nuclkar cbservables.
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E.The Full Lagrangian

Based on the preceding discussion, we illustrate here how nonlinear eld rede nitions
allow usto sin plify the tem s nvolving interactions between the non-G oldstone bosons and
the nuckons. D erivatives on the nuckon eld other than the kinetic term are rem oved by
rede ning the eld because these derivatives on the nearly on-shell nuckons are ofO M ).
For the photons and the G oldstone pions, eld rede nitions are used to rem ove higher
derivatives §6], so that their interactions with the nuclkons are unconstrained exoept by
gauge invariance and chiral symm etry. Through = 4, the part of the e ective lagrangian
Involing nuckons can then be w ritten as

Ly®& =N 1 D +g sa M +g, N

fg— fo g, — _
—gN N ng! N —N v N
aM M M
e — e )
MF N N o SN (st (IN@F 48)
w here the covariant derivative is
i
D =0 + iv + ig +ngV+§eA @+ 3): 49)

O ne m ght expect m ore general isoscalar-scalar couplings to the nuckons. However, all
possible isoscalarscalar eld com binations ofthe non-G oldstoneboson elds that can couple
to NN can be rede ned in tem s of a singke isoscalarscalar eld with a Yukawa coupling
NN .Forexamplk, the ollow ing couplings are redundant:

NN ?; NN ®; NN@ ; NNVV

The rede niion of the eld induces changes in the coe cients of the m esonic part of the
lagrangian, but sihce alltem s to a given order In = are already Included, there is no loss
of generality. A sin ilar observation holds for the isoscalarvector and the isovectorsector
couplings.

A tem ofthe om N N @ is irrelevant because the baryon current is conserved.
M oreover, a coupling of the form

NN@V 0)

can be ram oved from the ham iltonian by using the constraint equation for the vector eld.
The dentiy

@ = ( @+ @ ) 1)
and the equations of m otion allow us to reduce a tem ofthe orm N iV @ N i the la—
grangian to a sum ofYukawa and tensor tem s and the term in Q) in the ham iltonian. A s
noted, bilnears in the nucleon elds and derivatives acting on such bilinears can be elin —

inated I favor of low -m ass non-6 oldstone bosons. Furthem ore, we can use Eq. (51) and
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partial ntegrations to reduce m ixed-derivative tem s such as N@N)NQ N) to the om
Q@ N N)e N N ), which we assum e is sn all com pared to temn s that are retained
based on the m Inor rok of tensor m esons In m eson-exchange phencm enology.

In Eq. $8), we have om itted the Pllowing = 4 tem s:

N N ; NV N (52)

The kading e ect ofthe term s in (52) is a slight m odi cation ofthe tensor couplings £ and
f, at nite density due to the nonvanishing expectation value of the scalar eld. However,
the e ects of the tensor temm s are them selves already an all, so the further m odi cation is
negligbl. Thus, while we m ay keep temm s through = 4 in the lagrangian, notall = 4
term s contribute equally In a given application. In fact, the pion tem s do not contribute to
the energy of nuclki at treelevel.

T he m esonic part of the Jagrangian is also organized in powers of the elds and their

derivatives. K esping term s through = 4,we nd
1 s £2
L = -1+ @ @ +—tr@UQUY
u &) > lM 4 (t )
1 1 s 2f2
—tr ( ) — 1+ vV vV g —tr( v )
2 4 m 2

) e h 1 i
2ef°A trv 3) —F tr(s Y+ =V
29 3

1 Js 2t ? 5 1 2
+ = 1+ + = mivv + — \4
2 M 2M2 OV 4!@(\/ )
1 2
o1+ E ot ) m2? i+ 2 L 0% ; (53)
M s 2 3!'M 41 M 2

w here, apart from conventionalde nitionsof som e couplings (s, 9y, and g ) and them asses,
wehave de ned theparam eters so that they are oforderunity according to naive din ensional
analysis. (A gain, nuclei w ill test this hypothesis for us!) A Iso, since the expectation value
of the eld is typically an order of m agnitude sn aller than that ofthe V. eld, we have
retained nonlinear oouplings only through = 3. Note that the ; and , tem s have

= 5. However, from Egs. 46) and {47) we can estin ate that these two = 5 tem s are
num erically of the sam e m agnitude as the quartic scalar tem in the nuclkar surface energy,
0 we have retained them . Thus, num erical factors such as 1=n!, which are cancelled In
scattering am plitudes, are relevant in deciding the In portance of a tetm in the energy.

Our full lagrangian through = 4 isthen

L=Ly+ Ly : (54)

For applications to nom alnuclki, kesping these temm s should be su cient if the param eters
are natural. Thism ay be checked by including the following = 5 tem s:
lg§322+lg§312 1 g

s omate tgioys 2™V Ty

Ls= FWVV ) (55)

A s discussed below , the inclusion of L5 In proves our tsonly m arghally.
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IIT.ELECTROMAGNETIC STRUCTURE OF THE PION AND NUCLEON

For an e ective lagrangian to be useful for calculations of nuclear m atter and nite
nuclki, i should inocorporate the low-energy structure of the pion and the nuckon. This
physics has been extensively studied; there is a long history of vectorm eson dom inance
(VM D) descriptions of electrom agnetic form factors R8{31]. W e illustrate here how the
electrom agnetic form factors of the pion and the nuckon at low m om enta arise from our
e ective lJagrangian through VM D and also through direct couplings of photons to pion and
nuclkon elds B2].

T he electrom agnetic EM ) current can be obtained from the lagrangian {48), , and
®4) by taking L= (A ) after som e partial integration:

1 1
J=oN@+ 3 N+_@Wm N
1 1 ,
@ 5+ eV )+ 2fitry o) (56)
g

N ote that the photon can couple to two orm ore pions either directly or through the exchange
of a neutral rtho m eson at non—zero m om entum transfers. T he coupling of the photon to the
nuclkons is also direct or through the exchange of neutral vector m esons (tho or om ega).

W e can determ e the treelevel EM form factor of the pion F ( ) from the current
(66) and the lagrangian (53). For spacelke m om entum transfersQ? = o, we have

g Q°
g Q 2 +m 2
T hus the m ean-square charge radiis of the pion is

dr Q2 6
hr? i 6% - S = 0691 )? ; (58)
- gm
Q4=0

w here we have used the experin ental values @L g]

g g
o= 29; i 290 ; 59
which reproduce the rho widths = 150M &V and o, o+ = 6:B8keV, respectively.

T he cbserved charge radius ishr*i;2 = (0:66 0:01) fn .
Sin ilarly, we can determm ine the EM isoscalar and isovector charge form factors of the
nuclon,

1 0% g Q2

F3p%)y=- *S=_ =2 ;

N 3g Q%2+ m?2 ©0)
1 0% g Q*

v 2\ _ v

FYQY=3 Tu7 25 ofrme ; (61)

and the anom alous form factors
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»  £g9 Q7

s 2\ _ p
F7 Q%= 5 7w ; (62)
F,y Q%)= +2— t9 o
z 2 2g Q2%+ m?
T he corresponding m ean-square charge radiiare
29,
21 _ s .
hr151—6M2 3qmz (64)
. v g
hrzlvl— 6 W gm2 ’ (65)
and
. 4  fig
hrfip = ——— ——; (66)
p+ n gmv
. 6 fg
hrfi,= ——— S 67)
P n gm

Wewil tg, and g to the properties of nite nuclki and then choose 4, , and £ to
reproduce the experin ental charge radii of the nuclkon B1]:

h?il? Wi 0:d9f ; (68)

=2

hr’i,” = (088 0:05)fm : (69)
W edonotuseEq. 66) to x f, because the rem aining radius hr?is,” isnot su ciently well
determ ined 31].

Asin Refs. Bl]and B2], we have a contrbution from vector dom inance and a correction
to the Intrinic structure to second order in a derivative expansion, that is, to order Q2.
T his correction is adequate for our applications to nuclkar structure; applications involving
higherm om enta would require us to lnclide additional nonrenom alizable interaction tem s
[6] and Joop e ects. Thus we do not expect our nuckon form factors to be accurate at large
mom entum transfers.

IV.FINITE NUCLEIAND NUCLEAR MATTER

W ework at onebaryon-loop order In thispaper, which isequivalent to the D irac{H artree
approxin ation {62]. This should be su cient to test the consistency of NDA and the trun-
cation of our Jagrangian. A s discussed in Ref. [13], a Hartree calulation can be viewed as
equivalent to a density-functional approach, In which higherorder m any-body corrections
are treated approxin ately. Based on D irac{B rueckner{H artree{Fock calculations ofnuckar
m atter, exchange and correlation corrections to the nuckon selfenergies are expected to be
am all 9]. T he stability ofthe H artree results w illbe tested in a tw o—loop calculation, which
w ill be presented elsew here.
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T he derivation of the H artree equations and energy functional for nuclki is sim ilar to
that descrdoed in Ref. [12]. Because of the Jarge m asses of the nuclkons and non-G oldstone
bosons, loop Integrals nvolring these particles include dynam ics from distance scals that
are much shorter than the scale set by the valencenuckon mom enta, which are Iim ited
by the Fem imomentum k. As discussed above, these shortrange e ects are lncluded
In plicitly in the coe cients of the lagrangian. Fom ally, one can include countertem s to
rem ove these loop e ects to all orders, which is always possible, sihce all such tem s are
already contained in the e ective lagrangian.

O ur present approach di ers from Ref. [lZ] in that we take a m ore generalpoint of view
and employ eld rede nitions to sin plify the couplings between the nuckon and the non-—
G oldstone bosons. T he structure of the nuckon is now describbed within the theory, so that
no extermnal electrom agnetic form factors are needed, as in earlier calculations [64,74,71]. By
taking 3, 4,etc. In the scalarpotentialas free param eters, we also allow foram ore general
description ofthe dynam ics In the isoscalarscalar channel, aswell as form odi cations from

eld rede nitions.

T he single-particle D irac ham iltonian can be w ritten as {12]

hx)= i r +W ®+ 3 RE)+ ™ ®)+ 2@+ 3)A &)

ﬁ (f%3rR+fer)+M(s+ v 3)T °A 2M—l rA; (70)
where = ,, = 4, ,and wehavede ned scald mean eldsby incluiding the couplings
L2l

W &)= gVo&); (1)

®)=9gs 0 &) ; (72)
R &)= ghx); (73)
AX)=eAg): (74)

The D irac equation w ith eigenvaluiesE  and eigenfunctions  (x) is [62/1]
z
h ®=E &); Fx V&) ®)=1: (75)

W e llow the notation and conventions of Ref. {l] and write the eigenfunctions for
soherically sym m etric nuclki as

0o 1
i
=G (r) m
®) = nne)=¢ 5°° A ¢; a fn; img; (76)
Fa @) q
where [ isa soin soherical ham onic, t = 1=2 for protons, and t = 1=2 for neutrons.
The radial equations forG and F becom e
d
d_r+ g Galr) Ea Ui+ U@Fak) UsGalw)=0; (77)
d
@ T Fam+ Ea Ui Uo@Ga@+ UsFa@)= 03 (78)
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where we have de ned the single-particle potentials

1 1
Uil W @+ EREF G+ DAOF —— (26 ST A (@) ; (79)
U, @ M @) ; (80)
1 n o
Us@) - LW )+ LEf RO+ A o+ )=+t (p )] 81)

and a prin e denotes a radial derivative.
Themean- ed equations for ,W ,R,and A are

> im? g’ ) Me2 2y a5’
* Ms = 9s sy 2 3IM 41M 2
2 2 4
+ % ot 2 Mgz U
2M M 2M2 @ 4192 M
2
L & DRPp Ly )2+271 2]+ 2% W) ; (82)
oM o2 2M 2M g2
2 2 2 fv T 2 3 2 2
r “W +va =gv[B(}{)+ ﬂr (B(X)b)] 1+ EM—+ ?!W M—va
1 5 g,
— ot 11— Wi+ = W o+ W — ;63
3 o 1y M  r r ) 3 chg X) (83)
1 f g
r2R+m2R=592[3<x>+ PVIRi ¢ x)b)] M—mZR 5 g ®) 7 (84)
r’A =& 4q&): 85)
H ere the various densities are de ned as
RS _ RC 25 4 1
S (&) = ®) &)= 2 -G62@) F2@) ; (86)
a4z
XCC XCCz' + l
s &)= T &) = 2T o2+ FRE) ; 87)
=
Ro RC 24 4 1
Te)= T®i b &)= 26 @F. @) ; ©8)
a4z
XCC XCCz' + l
LK) = V&), &)= ffrz Ct) G2@) + F2 @) ; (89)
- XCC . XCC 2ja+ l
; X)) = Y (x)1 3 b &)= 1 @t)2G, OF, () ; (90)

a

where the summ ation superscript \occ" m eans that the sum runs only over occupied va-—
lence) states in the Fem i sea. Evidently, these densities depend only on the radial coordi-
nate. T he charge density is given by
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chg (X) aX)+ o &) (°1)

w here the \direct" nuclon charge density is

1
a®)= p&)+ oo (g(x)b)+2M2[srzB+ S 92)
and the vector m eson contrbution is
1 2 1 2
n®X)= —r R4+ —1r “W : (93)
gg 39 9

Here the \pohht" proton density and nucleon tensor density are determ ined (@salways) from
the solutions to the D irac equation in themean elds:

1 R 1

pX)= = YR)QL+ 3) ®)=—-(s+ 3); (94)
2 2
XCC

T x) = Y (x)i P &); (95)

with the anomalous magnetic moment from Eq. (31). As seen in the next section, the
vector m eson contrbution and the naltemm In Eq. ©2) generate the nuckon form factor
that reduces the uctuations ofthe point-nuclkon charge densities. N ote that them ean— eld
equations can be used to elin nate the second derivatives in the charge density in favor of
rst derivatives, which are m ore accurately calculated num erically.
T he energy functional is given by

XCC Z
E= E IxU, ; (96)
where
l T l T
Un > st W (g + 3)+ ZIR(3+ 3)+ EA d
Joe s, e s 2 mt o,
P M 12 24M 80M 3  4M QP
2 m2
— 1+ —+ —3—2 —w ?
4M M 2 o
1 31 4 1 2 2 2
I S R S W )?; 97
g T 2w 4g§M( ) 4g§M( )" i O7)

and we have applied the m ean— eld equations to arrive at this fom .
The centerofmass (cm . ocorrection to the nuckar binding energy can be estin ated
nonrelativistically using

i
Ecy = ——— ; (98)



where B = Z + N is the baryon number of the nuckus, and [/(]

A XCC XCC
s S h¥?ji+  Hh ¥3Jif; (99)
w ih
Z
hPji Px Y)Y ) : (100)

For sin plicity, we use an em pirical estin ate given by Reinhard [7Q]:
Ecy = 172=B™ Mev) ; (101)

which determ ines B 2, i aswell from Eq. {98). The binding energy  is then

=BM € Ecu): 102)

Note that we cannot replace BM by Zm , + N m ,, the sum ofthem asses of the protons and
neutrons, unless we use di erent m asses for the proton and neutron in the D irac equation.

There are also cm . corrections to the nuckar charge density and charge radiis. W e
estin ate these In analogy to the wellkknown nonrelativistic resuls for ham onicoscillator
wavefunctions, which are exact. The charge density in m om entum space, ie., the charge
form factor, becom es

1 q?
Fchg (q) = — chg (CI) 1+ A ,
Z 8P 2, i

+ 7 103)

where 44 (q) is the Fourier transform of the charge density &g ). W e expect this cor-
rection to be accurate Hrmomenta [j< 2fn 1. W ith the cm . correction, the predicted
charge density in coordinate space is, to a good approxin ation,

1
f g ®)Gobs g &) 5L 7 g ) (104)
8P 2, 1
T he m ean-square charge radius is given by
3
hr'igg = hr'i el (105)
ap s, i
w here
z
2 1 3 2
hrei= E A'X X" g ) : (1006)

T he energy density forunifom , sym m etric nuclkarm atter in the one-loop approxin ation
can be obtalned from the preceding results by observing that the singleparticle energy
eigenvalue beocom es

qQ
EK)=W + k2+M ?; (107)
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whereM =M ,and and W arenow constant mean elds [see Egs. (72), and (7).
T he energy density E becom es
m 2 5 1 5 4 2 s 3

E Pl — - —— —— + ——
Mo g 2 3'M  4M2 5IM3

[\S]

1 3
— 1+

2 3 2 2
—+ S—+ ——— m’W
22 ‘M  2M2 3IM3 7
1 , 4 P T
—— o 1 — Wi+ W L+ d’k kZ+M *; (108)
419 M @ )

where k, isthe Fem imomentum and , = 2k’=3 ? is the baryon density. An extensive
analysis of energy densities of this form is given in Ref. [13]. O ne can also com pute the buk
sym m etry-energy coe cient [t]

P 2
12 2m 6 kF2_|_ M 2
where the e ective thomassm is de ned here by
2 2
m m° @+ =M ) : (110)

V.RESULTS

To test the physical ideas discussed In the preceding sections, we t our one-loop resuls
to the properties of nite nuclei. W e choose a st of spherical nuclki and solve the D irac
and m ean— eld equations for each nuckus by ieration, until sslfconsistency is reached [62].
W e then caloulate a s=t of ocbservables £X tﬁ)g for each nucleus and tune the param eters to
m inin ize the generalized 2 [71] de ned by

@ @
_ X X XL Xy 2 ) 111)
. W By @ !
i X X exp

2

where 1 runs over the set ofnuclkej, X runs over the set of cbservables, the subscript \exp"
indicates the experin ental value of the observable, and W X(l) are the relative weights. The
nuckiwe choose are 0, °C a, “8C a, 88sr, and ?°®pPb.

Sin ilar tting procedures have been standard for determ ining param eter sets for rela—
tivistic m ean— eld m odels [/0,71,73,74]. Tn the previous studies, however, the principal goal
was to determ ine m nin al param eter sets that provided a good description of bulk nuckar
properties, so as to m axin ize predictability. T he set of cbservables used tom ake the twas
also keptatam ninum . In these ts, the param eters included only the scalarm assm ¢, the
nuclkon-m eson couplings g, gy, and g , and two scalar self-interaction param eters, 3 and

4. (The exception is the point coupling m odel of Ref. [/1], which has a corresponding set
ofnuckon-only point couplings.) T he nuckon and vectorm eson m asses were generally xed
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at experim ental values. The resulting param eter sets provide good ts to nuclkar binding
energies, charge distrioutions, and singleparticke structure, for a w ide variety of nucki.

Oure ective lagrangian, truncated at = 4, containsm any additionalparam eters. T hus
we expect to nd good tsto nuclear properties. H ow ever, our goals are quite di erent from
the previous studies. W e are not concemed w ith m axin izing predictive power; Instead, we
want to use experin entaldata to test w hether the param eters ofthe e ective lagrangian are,
In fact, natural. In so doing we want to gain insight into an appropriate level of truncation.
T herefore we constrain the param eters by using every ocbservable we believe should be well
reproduced.

The ? function ;n Eq. {11) serves asa gure of mertt for our t. W e do not expect
ourm odel to reproduce the experim ental cbservables at the level of the actual experim ental
uncertainties in each case; this m eans that a direct statistical interpretation of 2 willnot
be m eaningful. Rather we choose the weights to be the relative accuracy we expect in a
good t.A \perfect t" corresponds to a contrbution ofunity to 2 from each cbservable.
In choosing weights we llow closely the prescription in Ref. [/1], so that we will have a
basis of com parision. D i erent choices of weights w ill em phasize di erent aspects of the
physics and Jead to di erent \optin al" param etrizations. H owever, we have tried a range of
reasonabl weights and the qualitative conclusions given below are independent.

T he choice of observables startsw ith thebasic physics ofthe sem iem piricalm ass form ula,
w hich should be reproduced by any reasonablem odelofnuclki. H ere this is achieved directly
by tting to the binding energies of individual nuclki. W e adopt a elative weight of 0.15%
foreach binding energy. T his in plies that binding energies per nuclkon should be reproduced
to two decim al places, w ith an uncertainty of roughly uniy in the ssocond place. But it is
also In portant that the system atics of the energies are follow ed; otherw ise, them inin ization
procedurem ay nd reasonable tsto energiesbut w ith poor system atics (particularly when
fewer param eters are used, aswih = 2 or = 3 tmuncations). Therefore we also use the
deviation of experim ental and calculated binding energies (1)exp (1) to determ ine

a, a&,and g acocording to

i= alA; alAi’ g WN; z)%A,: (112)

HereN; and Z; are the num ber of neutrons and protons in the i nucleusand A; = N+ Z;.
Thus an exact ttotheenergieswould alsohave & = &= &g = 0.Thedeviations g
and & are ncluded as separatetem sinEq. ((11) mtheform [ a=W . F,wihW _ = 0:08.
(T his weilght was selected based on the results for low -order truncations; it has no intrinsic
signi cance.)

W e also expect the e ective theory to accurately reproduce low-m om entum cbservabls,
which lads us to focus on the charge form factor. W e choose the m s charge radii of the
nuclki and the socalled di raction-m ininum -sharp (dm s.) radii as observables (@another
choice would have been the surface thickness [73]). Thedm s. radius ofa nucleus is de ned
to be 78]

Rans 44930 ; (113)

where Q (()1) is the threem om entum transfer at the st zero of the nuclear charge fom

factor F Q) Fag@) with Q = J. The dm s. radius is expected to be a clean low -
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mom entum quantity for a nuckus and should be welldescribed. T he weights chosen for the
radii correspond to an accuracy of roughly two decin alplaces.

F inally, we expect to reproduce various features of the sihgleparticle structure in nuclei.
W e focus In particular on soin-oroit splittings near the Fem i surface, which are reasonably
well known for both proton and neutron levels. These solittings are closely related to the
size of themean elds at the one-loop kvel. In a previous study, a good reproduction of
these splittings was fund even when they were not lncluded as cbservables [/3]. H owever,
our expanded param eter space m eans that this correlation m ay not follow w ithout explicitly
including them . In addition, we use the proton 1hg_, energy kevel .n ?°°Pb to x the overall
scale of the energy levels; the positioning of this level helps to detem ine param eters that
In uence the symm etry energy. F inally, the proton splitting E , (2ds—;) E (1hii—) ischosen
as a characteristic splitting between statesw ith large and an alll, which constrainsthe shape
of the e ective single-particle potential {/6]. The additional weight on cbservables for lead
also keads to a m ore sensitive determ Ination of the isovector param eters.

To summ arize, the ocbservables (@ total of 29) and their relative weights are taken as
follow s:

T he binding energies per nuckon =B, wih a relative weight of 0.15%

1
The m s charge radjihfiéhg, w ith a relative weight of 02%
Thedm s. radii Ry, s, wih a relative weight of 0:15%

T he spin-orbi splittings E 5o ofthe krastbound protonsand neutrons, w ith a relative
weight of 5% ©r%0, 15% r?%pb, 25% or*°Ca and *®Ca, and 50% frésr

T he proton energy E, (lhy—,) and the proton level splitting E, 2ds—;) E, (Ihi1—) In
208p b, w ith relative weights of 5% and 25% , respectively

The surfaceenergy and symm etry-energy deviation coe cients & and g [see
Eq. (112)], each with a weight of 0:08.

For further discussion of the relative weights or =B, hfiy , and E g, see Ref. [/1].
A dditional ocbservables that m ight be added in future Investigations incluide neutron radii,
quadrupole defom ations, m onopole resonance energies, and an enlarged set of test nuclei.
W e take the nuckon, !, and masses to be given by their experin ental values: M =
939M eV, m, = 782Me&v,andm = 770Me&V 8 T he anom alous m agnetic m om ents of the
nuckon are xedat ,= 1793and ,= 1913.Wealo xg = 501 asgiven n Eq. §9).
T he free-space charge radii of the nuclkon, asgiven in Egs. (68) and (69), areused to x g,
vrand f by solving Eqgs. 64) to 67). The rem aining thirteen param eters g;, G, 9 , 1,

Includingm ,, as a free param eter starting from theparametersetsjnTab]eLi]eadsto only a tiny
inprovement in 2 (lss than uniy) and a snallchange in m,, (@bout 10 M &V ). T herere we x
the ! and m asses, since the Jatter also has little e ect.
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TABLE I. Parameter sets from tsto nite nuclki.

w1 Cc1l Q1 Q2 G1 G2
m M 0.60305 0.53874 0.53735 0.54268 0.53963 0.55410
gs—4 0.93797 0.77756 0.81024 0.78661 0.78532 0.83522
g,=4 113652 0.98486 1.02125 0.97202 0.96512 1.01560
g= 0.77787 0.65053 0.70261 0.68096 0.69844 0.75467
1 029577 0.07060 0.64992
2 0.96161 0.10975
3 1.6698 1.6582 1.7424 22067 32467
4 6.6045 8.4836 10.090 0.63152
0 1.7750 3.5249 2.6416
02722 0.3901
1 1.8549 1.7234
9 1.7880 15798
fy,= 0.1079 0.1734
£f=4 0.9332 11159 1.0332 1.0660 1.0393 0.9619
s 0.38482 0.01915 0.10689 0.01181 0.02844 0.09328
v 0.54618 0.07120 026545 0.18470 024992 0.45964

2r v 37 ar orMg £y, 1,and , forthe = 4 param etrization are then obtained by the
optin ization proocedures described above.

This optin ization program faces serious di culties. W ih such a large param eter set
and because the observables them s=elves are highly correlated, there is a de nie problem of
underdeterm ination. Them Inin ization routines used here are reliablk for determ ining local
m Inin a but are not guaranteed to nd a globalm ninum , SO we cannot be sure to have
sam pled all relevant values of the param eters. T here are further com plications in cbtaining
am oreglobal tbecause the required stability ofthe H artree iterations preclides large steps
through param eter space. Thus the m inim ization routines must be e cient in navigating
narrow valleys in param eter space. To m ake our resuls as robust as possble, we used two
di erent codes and m ade m any runs w ith di erent starting param eters.

Our studies of the full = 4 param etrization yielded two distinct param eter ssts G 1
and G 2) with essentially the sasme 2 values!% These sets and several truncated param eter
sets described below are presented in Tabl . The observables of the ve nucki for the
G 1 and G 2 param eter sets are summ arized In the tables and gures. Buk binding-energy
system atics are given in Tabl Ti. The m s charge radiiand dm s. radii are sum m arized in
Tabl II]; we have consistently used the experin ental Fourier{B essl charge densities and
charge radii of Ref. {77] for allnuclei. The spin-orbit splittings of the leastbound nuclkons
are given in Tablk IV!. For com parison, we also nclude results from the point-coupling
m odelofRef. [/1]. Note that our m s radii contains cm . corrections, whik those de ned in
Ref. [/1] do not. The charge densities (and pointoroton densities) and charge form factors

105m all changes in the weights can m ake the 2 lower for one or the other, but not signi cantly.
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TABLE II. Binding-energy systam atics for sets G1, G2, and the point-coupling m odel of
Ref. Ej}.'] (set PC).B inding energies per nuckon are given In M €V .

Set 160 40¢ 5 48 4 885y 208p1,
G1 7.98 8.55 8.67 8.72 7.88
G2 7.97 8.55 8 .68 8.72 787
PC 7.97 8.58 8.69 8.75 786

expt. 7.98 8.55 8.67 8.73 787

TABLE III. Rms charge radii (n fm) and dm s. radii (In ) for sets G1, G2, and the

point-coupling m odel of Ref. [/1] (set PC).

Set 160 4OCa 48ca SBSr ZOSPb

L 1 L 1 L
r?iZ Rams P33 Rams WPi2 Rams WPi2 Rans WPi2 Rans

G1 2.72 2.77 346 3.84 345 3.95 419 4.99 550 6.80
G2 2.73 2.77 346 3.84 345 3.95 419 5.00 550 6.80
PC 2.73 345 348 421 5.50

expt. 2.4 2.76 345 3.85 345 3.96 420 4.99 5.50 6.78

oro,*ca, *®Ca, and ?°®Pb are shown in Figs. to'§. T he singleparticle spectra or°Ca
and “%*Pb are presented in Figs.9 toill.

The tsto nuckar charge radii, dm s radii, binding energies, and soin-orbit solittings
are quite good; they are alm ost all at the relative accuracy prescribed by the corresponding
welghts. A good reproduction ofthe spin-orbit force In  nite nucleinecessarily leadsto large
scalar and vectorm ean elds in the interdiors of nuclei or In nuclear m atter near equilibrium
density. O ur calculations show that our param eters produce scalar and vectormean elds
consistent w ith the estin ates given in Egs. @6) and @7). The singleparticle spectrum in
Jead is also quite good, although the level density near the Fem i surface is som ewhat too
low , asusual in the D irac{H artree approxin ation.

T he Jow -m om entum behavior of the nuclkar charge form factors iswell reproduced, w hile

TABLE IV. Spin-orbit golittings for the leastbound neutrons and protons for setsG 1, G 2, and
the point-coupling m odel of R ef. Ijl:] (sstPC).

neutron Ego M €&V) proton Ego Me&V)
G1l G2 PC expt. G1l G2 PC expt.
60 6.0 6.0 6.4 62 6.0 6.0 64 63
Oca 6.6 65 6.8 63 6.6 65 6.8 72
8ca 58 5.6 5.9 36 63 6.1 6.1 43
885y 21 2.0 1.9 152 62 6.0 6.1 352
208pp 038 09 0.9 09 138 138 20 13

®Calculated from Bohrand M ottelson [78]as .n Ref. [/1].
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FIG .1. Charge density of 1°0 . The solid line is taken from experin ent W] Charge densities
are shown for the G1 and G 2 param eter sets from Tabl I.A Iso shown is the pointproton density
[p ofEq. (94)] Preet G 1.
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FIG .2. Charge form factor of 10 . T he solid line is taken from experin ent i'jj] Fom factors
are shown forthe G1 and G 2 param eter sets from Tabl I.
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FIG .3. Charge density of“°C a. The solid line is taken from experin ent ijj] Charge densities
are shown forthe G 1 and G 2 param eter sets from Tabl I.A Iso shown is the pointproton density
forsst G 1.
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FIG .4. Charge orm factor of*°Ca. The solid line is taken from experin ent [77]. Fom factors
are shown forthe G1 and G 2 param eter sets from Table I.
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FIG .5. Charge density of“8C a. The solid line is taken from experin ent i']-j] Charge densities
are shown for the G 1 and G 2 param eter sets from Tabl I.A Iso shown is the pointproton density
for sst G 2.
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FIG .6. Charge orm factor of*Ca. The solid line istaken from experin ent [/1]. Fom factors
are shown forthe G1 and G 2 param eter sets from Table I.

32



0,08 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T | T T T T
-~._‘ 208Pb 4
~. i
o ~ _ expt. -
0.06 [— — —-set G1
— i \ --—-set G2 |
(2]
E L
< -
£ 004
g L
o L
[9]
3 L
0.02 —
0’00 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1
0 2 4

r (fm)

FIG .7. Charge density of?°®Pb. T he solid lne is taken from experin ent [_7-:/.]. Charge densities
are shown forthe G 1 and G 2 param eter sets from Tabl I.A Iso shown is the pointproton density
for set G 2.
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FIG .8. Charge orm factor of?°®Pb. The solid line is taken from experin ent [/74]. Fom factors
are shown forthe G1 and G 2 param eter sets from Tabl I.
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FIG.9. Predicted singleparticke spectra for °Ca using the G 1 and G 2 param eter sets from
Tabl I.The lefim ost values are from experin ent t7__§]

the high-m om entum parts show som e departure from the experim ental data. This is ex-—
pected, since our approxin ations are not as accurate at higher m om entum transfers and
we have only constrained the low-m om entum form factor. In coordinate space, the vec-
torm eson and gradient contributions to the charge densities are im portant in reducing the
pointnuclkon charge uctuations. This is evident In the gures, where the pointproton
density is also shown. W e en phasize that the charge density is obtained directly from the
H artree solutions; there is no convolution w ith extemal single-nuclon form factors.

E xperience w ith a broad class of relativistic m ean— eld m odels show s that m odels that
successfiilly reproduce bulk properties of nite nuclki share characteristic properties in in -
nite nuckarm atter 1113]. T hese properties are the equilbrim binding energy and density,

TABLE V. Nuclkar matter equilbriim properties for sets from Table :_i and for the
point-coupling m odel of R ef. if}'] (set PC).Values are given for the binding energy per nuckon
(n MeV), the Fermimomentum k. (n fn '), the com pression m odulus K (in M &V ), the buk
symm etry energy coe cientay, (inMeV),M =M , and g,Vy (h M &V) at equilborium .

Set E=B M Ke K as M =M Vo
W1 1646 1279 569 409 0532 363
c1l 16:19 1293 304 320 0.657 255
01 16:10 1299 242 364 0597 306
Q2 16:13 1.303 279 352 0.614 292
G1 16:14 1314 215 385 0.634 274
G2 16:07 1315 215 364 0.664 248
PC 16:13 1299 264 370 0575 322
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G1 and G2 param eter sets from Table I. The lefim ost values are from experin ent [79], and PC
stands for the point-coupling m odelof Ref. [71].

the com pression m odulus K , the value ofM =M at equilbbrium , and the sym m etry energy
a; . O ne fiirther condition is that the light scalarm ass satis es 500 < m 4 < 550M &V . This
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FIG .12. Contrbutionsto the energy perparticle in nuclkarm atter for param eter setsG 1 and
G2 from the n®-ordertem softhe orm W ™ ,wheren = 1+ m . The boxes are term sw ith 1= 0,
the circles are tetm swih m = 0, and absolute values are shown. Results from set G1 are open
and those from G2 are lled. The crosses are estin ates based on Eq. :_(21_'4) . The arrow indicates
the totalbinding energy o= 161 M &V .

condition ensures reasonably an ooth charge densities, good surface-energy system atics, and
an appropriate shape for the single-particle potentials 11]. This iscon m ed from the prop-
erties of nuclear m atter predicted from our tsto nite nucli, as shown in Table V! for the
param eter sets .n Tablk J.

Tt is instructive to exam ine the contributions to the energy ofnuclkarm atter from various
temm s in the energy density. This is shown i F ig.12, where the contrdutions to the energy
per nuckon at equilbbriim from the quadratic, cubic, and quartic powers ofthe elds and
W inEq. {108) are indicated separately. W e set the scale for the naturalsize of contributions
expected from an n™-order temm using the power counting estim ate Eq. @4)] or an n®-
order contact temm and the approxination NN i W YNi= ,,wih , behg the baryon
density and the bracket indicating an expectation valie. These estin ates are m arked w ith
crosses, and the error bars re ect a range of from 500 M €V to 1 G&V . W e observe that
the estin ates are consistent w ith the eld energies found from the ts. Furthem ore, these
estin ates also set the scales orthemean meson elds, which are consistent with Eq. 6).
This is an indication that the naturalness assum ption is valid (see below).

Several cbservations can be m ade based on the gure:

The contrbutions decrease steadily with increasing powers of the elds, so that a
truncation is justi ed. N ote that this decrease w illbecom e m ore gradualas the density
is increased above equilbbrium density.

T he nuckar m atter binding energy (ndicated by the arrow ) is an order ofm agnitude
an aller than the individual = 2 contrbutions. This iInplies that the = 2 scalar
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and vector contrbutions cancel aln ost com pltely and also that = 4 contrbutions
are still quite signi cant (at least or st G 1).

The = 5 contrbutions [see Eq.1(55)] are representative results obtained when the

= 4 t isextended. (They correspond to the lowest values of 2). They are not
well determ ined; alm ost dentical values of 2 can be found Prvery di erent = 5
param eters. N evertheless, even when unnatural = 5 param eters are introduced, their
net contribution to the energy is typically a few tenths ofan M €V . Thus a truncation
at = 4 is consistent and adequate.

T he system atics ofthe two param eter setsat = 4 arequite di erent. Set G 1 paralkels
the system atics of the standard param eter sets from Refs. [/3;70;74], while the = 4
temm s for G 2 are quite am all. T his ispossible because of the contrlbutions from the ;
and , tem s, which Involve gradients ofthem eson elds and thus do not contrbute in
nuclearm atter. T he contrbutions of these gradients hote the signs of the ; and the
signs in Eq. (63)]to the spin-orbit splittings n  nite nuckiallow set G 2 to accurately
reproduce the em pircal spectra, even though M =M 1n nuclarm atter is larger than
In conventionalm odels.

Ifwe retum now to the param eters in Table i}, we see that while the Yukawa couplings and
the scalarm ass are close for the two sets, the m eson selfcouplings are very di erent. This
is consistent w ith our earlier H artree calculations 62131, which showed that the buk and
singleparticle cbservables of Interest are determm ined to a large extent by a relatively sm all
num ber of nuckar properties. A s noted above, by reproducing ve in portant properties of
nuclearm atterand by choosing an appropriate scalarm ass, one essentially xesthepredicted
properties ofdoubly m agic nuclei, and thus the thirteen param eters in the present m odelare
underdeterm ined. The param eters are therefore highly correlated and are sensitive to the
relative weights chosen for the cbservables, including the spin-orbit splittings. To determ ine
the param etersbetter, onem ust lnclude additional observables that are sensitive to di erent
aspects of the dynam ics.

To explore these issues further and to put our = 4 t in perspective, it is useful to

nd param eter sets for m ore constrained truncations. If we optim ize w ith the \standard"
m ean— eld m odel, which includes the Yukawa couplings, the scalar mass, and 3 and 4,
we nd 2 110, and the param eter sest which we label Q1) is qualitatively close to the
\best- t" sets of the past and alo to the corresponding param eters of set G 1 (see Tablke ).
Adding the = 4 vector selfinteraction, w ith param eter ,, in proves the 2 to about 90
(et 02). The 2 values of sets G1 and G2 are slightly less than 50, so it is clear that a
better t is obtained w ith m ore param eters, but not dram atically so.

Ifwe truncate ourmodelat = 2 (st W 1), keeping only the Yukawa ocouplings and
the scalar m ass and setting all other param eters to zero, the best 2 is over 1700. The
\optin al" set in this case depends strongly on the relative weights, because only a subset
of the observables can be reproduced accurately. The standard choice 2] has been to
reproduce the charge radiiaccurately at the expense of signi cant underbinding. T he present
set of weights leads to m uch better binding energies (despite a Jarge com pressibility) but the
system atics of the charge radii (oxygen In particular) is badly reproduced. The soin-orbit
splittings are too large in all cases, corresponding to a Iow value forM =M (see TabkV)).
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At = 3 (setCl),weaddtwoparameters, ;and ;. W ehold at zero forsm pliciy.)
If the number of param eters was the sole key to a good t, we would expect 2 to be
com parable to that from the standard m odels. However, the best t has 2 400. In
practice the ; contrlbution plays the sam e roke as 4 if one looks at energy contrilbutions in
nuclkar m atter, but i is insu cient to accurately reproduce nuckar sizes. It is lkely that

the density dependence of the two = 3 tem s is too sim ilar to provide enough exibility
fora good t.

Thus we nd that we need at lrast = 4 temimms to nd a good t to nuclkar prop—
erties. Exampls are sets Q1 and Q2. Once we allow all = 4 tem s, however, the t

is underdetermm ined, as is evident by the di erences between our ssts G1 and G2. One
of the in portant new features are the ; and , param eters, which accom pany derivative
ocorrections. W ithout these ncluded in the t, set G2 cannot achieve a 2 better than 100.
Ifwe include = 5 parameters from Eqg. (5%) in the t, only amall in provem ents in
2 (K 2 units) are und. The net contrbution to the energy from these tem s is very
an all (mughly a few tenthsofan M €V) In these ts, even if the coe cients are arti cially
m ade large so that individual contrbutions are signi cant. Furthem ore, the changes In the
lowerorder coe cients from the = 4 tsare anall Thuswe nd = 4 contrbutions
are necessary and su cint for this sst of observables. Clearly the = 5 results, when
Included, do not drive the physics, and their e ects can be absorbed into an all changes in
the lowerorder couplings. The insensitivity to the = 5 tem s validates our truncation of
the lagrangian.

T he param eters in Table il have been displayed in such a way that they should allbe of
order unity according toNDA and the naturalness assum ption. T his is seen to be the case’
Tt is in portant to em phasize this nontrivial resul: W ithout the guidance from NDA, these
coe cients could be any size at all! W e conclude that NDA and the naturahess assum ption
are indeed ocom patible with and implied by the ocbserved properties of nite nuclki, even
though we are absorbing m any-body e ects In the coe cients.

H owever, the detailed m echanian by which the nuclear observables constrain the param —
eters to be natural is not transparent. Second-order ( = 2) coe cients vary only slightly,
regardless of the num ber of param eters used. T he other param eters, whik natural, are not
as well detem ined. W e searched for unnatural param eter sets by starting from unnatural
values, but the optin ization always produced natural results. The = 5 param eters can be
m ade large, but they are tuned by the optin ization so that they cancel alm ost com pletely
in the H artree equations. D egpite the narrow range of densities present In ordinary nuclki,
the di erent density dependence of various termm s In the energy is apparently su cient to
enforce naturaness.

1T hem ostunnaturalcoe cientis 4 from setG 1. Tkscontribution to the energy is stillcom patible
w ith natural estin ates despite its size because of the 1=4! counting factor.
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VI.DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

O ur goals in this paper are to construct an e ective eld theory bassd on hadrons that
is approprate for calculations of nite-density nuclar system s and to propose m ethods for
m aking these calculations tractable. T he lJagrangian is consistent w ith the underlying sym —
m etries ofQ CD , and heavy, non-G oldstone bosons are introduced to avoid the calculation of
(som e) virtualpion loops. To organize the Jagrangian, we rely on N aive D in ensional A naly—
sis NDA ), which allow sus to extract the dim ensional scales of any tem , on the assum ption
ofnaturalness, which says that the rem aining dim ensionless coe cient foreach term should
be of order unity, and on the observation that the ratios of mean meson elds (and their
gradients) to the nuckon mass (which generically represents the \heavy" m ass scak) are
good expansion param eters. Since them eson elds are roughly proportional to the nuclear
density, and since the spatial variations in nuclki are determm ined by the m om entum distri-
butions of the valence nuclkon wave functions, this organizational schem e is essentially an
expansion n ky=M , where ky is a Fem iwavenum ber corresponding to nom alnuclkar den—
sities. IENDA and the naturahess assum ption are valid, one can expand the lagrangian in
powers of the elds and their derivatives, truncate at som e nite order, and thus have som e
predictive power for the properties of nuckei. Our ts to buk and sihgle-particke nuclkar
properties show that this is lndeed the case.

Asin alle ective eld theordes, the coe cients in our nonrenom alizable lagrangian in —
plicitly include contrlbutions from energy scales heavier than our generic mass . Thus
contrbutions from baryon vacuum loops and non-G oldstone boson loops (ncluding, in prin—
ciple, particles m ore m assive than those considered here) are param etrized in this way.
M oreover, since we presently com pute the nuclear observables at the onedbaryon—loop or
Hartree kevel, tting the param eters to nuckim eans that they also in plicitly nclude the
e ects of m any-body corrections. These consist of nuckon exchange and correlation con-
trbutions, which m ay involve virtual states w ith Jarge excitation energies, m odi cations of
the vacuum dynam ics at nite density, like the nuckar Lamb shift, and virtual pion loops,
since them ean pion eld vanishes in spherical nucki. Thesem any-body e ects Involve both
short—and long-range dynam ics, so it is notable that our tted param eters are stillnatural.

W e can understand this result with the follow ing argum ents. First, it is unlkely that
natural param eters arise from a sensitive cancellation between unnatural param eters In the
lagrangian and com pensating large m any-body e ects. It is much more likely that the
param eters in the lagrangian are natural, and them odi cations from m any-body e ects are
an all. This is consistent w ith explicit calculations of relativistic exchange and correlation
e ects, which show that these contrbutions do not signi cantly m odify the nuclkon self-
energies nor ntroduce large state dependence, at kast for states in the Fem iseaf’d This
\H artree dom inance" ofthemean elds [13]and of the param eters needed to produce them

127 wellknown, but som ewhat exceptional exam ple concems the symm etry energy in nuclei
Explicit calculations show that onepion exchange graphs m ake a signi cant contribution to the
symm etry energy [_8-9], but these e ects can be sim ulated at the H artree level by sin ply choosing
a rho-nuclkon coupling that is larger than what one would expect from free-gpace considerations.
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isa crucial elem ent in the expansion and truncation schem e describbed above. An in portant
topic for fiture work is the explicit evaluation of correlation e ects in this m odel, both to
disentangle these contributions from the t param eters and to verify the extent to which
H artree dom lnance is valid.

W e can also understand why earlier relativistic H artree approaches to nuclear structure
were successfiil. M any ofthese caloulations used lagrangians that were truncated arbitrarily
at quartic interactions in the meson elds, but we have ssen that quintic and higherorder
termm sare unin portant (@nd undetermm ined) forthe nuclkar cbservables of interest. M oreover,
even though m ost of these investigations arbitrarily sst som e of the cubic and quarticm eson
param eters to zero, we have also seen that the full com plam ent ofparam eters through fourth
order ( 4) are underdeterm ined by the data. Therefore, kesping only a subset of the
param eters does not prechide the possbility of a realistic t to nucki.

In sum m ary, we have constructed an e ective lJagrangian that m aintains the sym m etries
0ofQCD, such as Lorentz nvariance, parity conservation, chiral sym m etry, and electrom ag—
netic gauge invariance. The bulk and sihgleparticle properties of nucli can be described
realistically by thise ective hadronic theory at the onebaryon—Jloop level. N aive dim ensional
analysis and the naturalness assum ption are found to be com patible w ith the observed nu-
clear properties. The tted param eters are natural, and the results are not driven by the
last tem s kept. T he description of the spin-orbit solittings of the least bound nuckons and
the shell structure are generally good, although the errors are relatively Jarge com pared w ith
the other observables. T he Iong-range elctrom agnetic structure of the nuckon is lncluded
explicitly using vectorm eson dom lnance and derivative couplings to the photon; it is not
necessary to introduce ad hoc electrom agnetic form factors. The m esonic and gradient con—
tributions are im portant for reducing uctuations in the point-nuckon charge density, and
the resulting nuclear charge form factors agree wellw ith experin ent. T he extension ofthese
calculations beyond onebaryon-loop order is currently in progress.
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