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Abstract

An e� ective hadronic lagrangian consistent with the sym m etries ofquan-

tum chrom odynam icsand intended forapplicationsto � nite-density system s

isconstructed.Thedegreesoffreedom are(valence)nucleons,pions,and the

low-lying non-G oldstone bosons, which account for the interm ediate-range

nucleon{nucleon interactionsand conveniently describe the nonvanishing ex-

pectation valuesofnucleon bilinears.Chiralsym m etry isrealized nonlinearly,

with alightscalarm eson included asachiralsinglettodescribethem id-range

nucleon{nucleon attraction.Thelow-energy electrom agnetic structureofthe

nucleon isdescribed within thetheory usingvector-m eson dom inance,so that

externalform factors are not needed. The e� ective lagrangian is expanded

in powersofthe � eldsand theirderivatives,with the term sorganized using

G eorgi’s\naive dim ensionalanalysis".Resultsare presented for� nite nuclei

and nuclearm atteratone-baryon-loop order,using the single-nucleon struc-

ture determ ined within the m odel. Param etersobtained from � tsto nuclear

propertiesshow thatnaivedim ensionalanalysisisa usefulprincipleand that
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a truncation ofthe e� ective lagrangian at the � rst few powers ofthe � elds

and theirderivativesisjusti� ed.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Quantum chrom odynam ics(QCD)isgenerally accepted astheunderlying theory ofthe

stronginteraction.Atlow energiesrelevanttonuclearphysics,however,nucleonsandm esons

are convenient and e�cient degrees offreedom . In particular,relativistic �eld theories of

hadrons,called quantum hadrodynam ics (QHD),have been quite successfulin describing

the bulk and single-particle propertiesofnucleiand nuclearm atterin the m ean-�eld and

Dirac{Brueckner{Hartree{Fock approxim ations[1,2].

QHD studiesbased on renorm alizablem odels,however,haveencountered di�cultiesdue

to large e�ectsfrom loop integralsthatincorporate the dynam icsofthe quantum vacuum

[3{5]. On the otherhand,the \m odern" approach to renorm alization [6{10],which m akes

senseofe�ective,\cuto�"theories1 with low-energy,com positedegreesoffreedom ,provides

an alternative.W hen com positedegreesoffreedom areused,thestructureoftheparticlesis

described with increasing detailby including m oreand m orenonrenorm alizable interactions

in a derivative expansion [6].W e seek to m erge thesuccessfulphenom enology ofthe QHD

approach to nucleiwith them odern viewpointofe�ective�eld theories.

Thepresentwork isan extension ofRefs.[11{13],which explored som easpectsofincor-

porating QCD sym m etries into e�ective hadronic m odels. Here we build a m ore com plete

e�ectivelagrangian and apply itto nucleiattheone-baryon-loop level.Ourtwo m ain goals

aretoincludee�ectsofcom positeness,such assingle-nucleon electrom agneticstructure,in a

uni�ed,self-consistentfram ework and to testwhether\naive dim ensionalanalysis" (NDA)

and naturalness(seebelow)areusefulconceptsfore�ective�eld theoriesofnuclei.Eventu-

ally,we willneed to dem onstrate a system atic expansion schem e thatincludescorrections

beyond one-loop order. Nevertheless,Ref.[13]describes how a generalenergy functional

with classicalm eson �eldscan im plicitly incorporatehigher-ordercontributions.W ethere-

foreexpectthathigher-orderm any-body e�ectscan beabsorbed into thecoe�cientsofour

one-loop energy functionalwhen wedeterm ineparam etersby �tting to nuclearobservables.

W ereturn to thispointlaterin thissection.

Im portantphysicalconstraintson thee�ectivelagrangian areestablished by m aintaining

thesym m etriesofQCD.TheseincludeLorentzinvariance,parityinvariance,electrom agnetic

gaugeinvariance,isospin,and chiralsym m etry.Thesesym m etriesconstrain thelagrangian

m ost directly by restricting the form ofpossible interaction term s. In som e cases, the

m agnitudeof(orrelationsbetween)param etersm ay also berestricted.

Chiralsym m etry hasbeen known toplayan im portantrolein hadronicphysicsatlow en-

ergiessincetheearly daysofcurrentalgebra[14,15];itisexploited system atically in term sof

e�ective�eldsin thefram ework known aschiralperturbation theory (ChPT)[16{18].There

1In thiswork,\cuto� " m eansa regulatorthatm aintainsthe appropriatesym m etries.
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isalso a long history ofattem ptsto unite relativistic m ean-�eld phenom enology based on

hadronswith m anifestchiralsym m etry. In particular,ithasbeen tem pting to build upon

the linear sigm a m odel[19{21],with a light scalar m eson playing a dualrole as the chi-

ralpartnerofthe pion and the m ediatorofthe interm ediate-range nucleon{nucleon (NN)

attraction.Thegenericfailureofthistypeofm odelhasbeen shown in Refs.[11,13].2 How-

ever,a lightscalariscom pletely consistentwith a nonlinear realization ofchiralsym m etry

[12,13]. M oreover,in a nonlinear realization,one need not assum e that the hadrons are

grouped into particularchiralm ultiplets[24].

The phenom enologicalsuccess ofChPT establishes the dom inant contributions ofthe

vector resonances to the low-energy constants in the pion sector [25{27]. In particular,

a tree-levele�ective lagrangian with vector m esons is found to be essentially equivalent

to ChPT atone-m eson-loop order. In the baryon sector,a satisfactory description ofthe

nucleon form factorsfrom vector-m eson dom inance(VM D)[28{30]alonehasnotbeen found

[31].However,wecan describethelong-rangepartsofthesingle-nucleon form factors(that

is,m agnetic m om ents and m ean-square radii) using an e�ective lagrangian that includes

vectorm esonsand directcouplingsofphotonsto nucleons. Ourapproach isanalogousto

thatim plem ented long ago in Ref.[32].

In virtually allpreviousQHD calculationsof�nitenuclei,thesingle-nucleon electrom ag-

netic structure was incorporated \by hand." After the nuclear structure calculation was

com pleted and \point-nucleon" densitieswere obtained,they were convoluted with em pir-

icalsingle-nucleon form factorsto com pute the charge density. The resultswere typically

insensitive to the nature ofthe form factor,as long as the nucleon charge radius was ac-

curate. In the present work,we do notneed externalform factors. The large oscillations

in thepoint-nucleon chargedensity ofa nucleusaresigni�cantly reduced by virtualm esons

inherentin the m odel,and the low-m om entum partsofthe charge form factorsofvarious

nucleiarewellreproduced.Thuswehavea uni�ed fram ework.

To achieve a system atic fram ework forcalculating nuclei,however,we m ustdevelop an

expansion schem e. ChPT is an expansion in powers ofsm allexternalm om enta and the

pion m ass. W einberg [33]appliesthissm all-m om entum expansion furtherto a calculation

oftheN -nucleon \e�ectivepotential",de�ned asthesum ofallconnected diagram sforthe

S m atrix (in tim e-ordered perturbation theory)withoutN -nucleon interm ediatestates.On

theotherhand,an expansion oftheNN interaction kernelin term sofinterm ediatestatesof

successively shorterrange providesa successfuland econom icalway to accurately describe

NN scattering data [34].Herewecom binetheideasofthesm all-m om entum expansion and

the interm ediate-state expansion by including the low-lying non-Goldstone bosons into the

low-energy e�ective lagrangian. These bosons account forthe interm ediate-range interac-

tionsand conveniently describethenonvanishingexpectation valuesofnuclearbilinearssuch

asN N and N �N .

2Thefailureofm odelsbased on thelinearsigm am odelliesm orewith theassum ed \M exican-hat"

potentialthan with the linear realization ofchiralsym m etry. Successfulm ean-� eld m odels with

a linear realization and a lightscalar m eson have been constructed using a logarithm ic potential

(see Refs.[22,23]).
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Therearewell-de�ned resonancesin thevectorchannels,and thusitisnaturaltoidentify

them with �eldsin thee�ectivelagrangian;in contrast,thedynam icsin thescalarchannelis

m ore com plicated. Num erouscalculations[35{39]show thatcorrelated two-pion exchange

leads to a distribution ofstrength in the isoscalar-scalar channelat center-of-m ass pion

energies ofroughly 500 to 600 M eV,even in the absence ofa low-energy resonance. W e

therefore introduce an isoscalar-scalarm eson asan e�ective degree offreedom to sim ulate

thisstrong interaction,justlike the non-Goldstone bosonsin the vectorchannels. Such a

scalar,with a m assof500 to 600 M eV,isessentialin one-boson-exchangem odelsoftheNN

potential[34]and in relativistic m ean-�eld m odelsofnuclei[1]. W e em phasize thatatthe

levelofapproxim ation used in thispaper,thescalar�eld can beintroduced withoutlossof

generality. (Forexam ple,itcan be viewed asa way to rem ove term swith m ore than two

nucleon �eldsfrom a generalpion-nucleon lagrangian.) A deeperunderstanding ofthe NN

interaction in thescalarchannelisan im portantpursuit,butisnotneeded forourpurposes

here.

W eshallexpand oure�ectivehadroniclagrangian in powersofthe�eldsand theirderiva-

tives,and organize the term s using \naive dim ensionalanalysis" (NDA) [40]. The NDA

fram ework isused to identify thedim ensionalfactorsofany term .Afterthese dim ensional

factorsand som e appropriate counting factorsare extracted,the rem aining dim ensionless

coe�cientsareallassum ed tobeoforderunity.Thisistheso-called naturalnessassum ption.

Ifnaturalnessisvalid,thee�ectivelagrangian can betruncated ata given orderwith a rea-

sonable bound on the truncation errorforphysicalobservables.Thuswe have a controlled

expansion,atleastatthetreelevel.

Evidently,for an expansion in powers ofthe �elds and their derivatives to be useful,

the naturalness assum ption m ust hold. Im plicit in this assum ption is that allthe short-

distance physics isincorporated into the coe�cientsofthe e�ective lagrangian;otherwise,

the truncation error willnot be reliably given by NDA power counting when loops are

included.Thus,justasin ChPT orin heavy-baryon theories,thenucleon vacuum loopsand

non-Goldstone-boson loopswillbe \integrated out",with theire�ectsburied im plicitly in

thecoe�cients.3 Nevertheless,thenucleon and non-Goldstone-boson �eldsarestillneeded

in thelagrangian to accountforthevalencenucleons,to treatthem ean �eldsconveniently,

and to apply the usualm any-body and �eld-theoretic techniques. Any contributionsfrom

vacuum nucleon or non-Goldstone-boson loops that arise in m any-body calculations can

form ally be cancelled by the appropriate counterterm s. These cancellations can always

be achieved,since allpossible interaction term sconsistentwith the sym m etriesare already

included in the e�ective lagrangian.On theotherhand,long-distance,�nite-density e�ects

should becalculated explicitly in a system aticapplication ofthee�ectivelagrangian.

In principle, the naturalness assum ption can be veri�ed by deriving the e�ective la-

grangian from QCD.Since this is not yet feasible,one m ust �t the unknown param eters

3W e note that the one-nucleon-loop vacuum contributions to the coe� cients in renorm alizable

m ean-� eld m odels (included in the so-called relativistic Hartree approxim ation,or RHA [1]) are

notnatural[41].In lightofourcurrentresultsin favorofnaturalcoe� cients,weview theunnatural

RHA coe� cientsasevidence thatthe vacuum isnottreated adequately.
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to experim entaldata. At �nite density,however,the Ferm im om entum enters as a new

scale. This com plicates the situation,because a treatm ent ofthe e�ective lagrangian at

the levelofclassicalm eson �eldsand valence nucleons(the Dirac{Hartree approxim ation)

im plies that severaldi�erent physicale�ects are im plicitly contained in the param eters.

Notonly areshort-distancecontributionsfrom m eson and nucleon vacuum loopsabsorbed,

but long-distance, m any-body e�ects from well-known ladder and ring diagram s are in-

cluded approxim ately aswell[13].ThustheusefulnessofNDA,thenaturalnessassum ption,

and the expansion in powers ofthe �elds and their derivatives requires further exam ina-

tion when these ideas are applied to problem s at�nite density. Itis notobvious thatan

e�ective lagrangian with naturalcoe�cients that include only short-distance physics will

rem ain naturalin a one-loop calculation thataccountsforhigher-orderm any-body e�ects

by adjustm entsofthe coe�cients. Here we rely on �tsto the propertiesof�nite nucleito

determ inewhetherthecoe�cientsarenaturaland ourexpansion ofthelagrangian isuseful.

(Friarand collaboratorshaverecently investigated naturalnessasexhibited by a m ean-�eld

point-coupling m odel[42].) An im portant topic for future study is to include the m any-

body dynam icsexplicitly,soastodisentangleitfrom theshort-rangeand vacuum dynam ics

already im plicitin theparam etersofthelow-energy e�ective lagrangian.

Theinteraction term softhenucleonsand thenon-Goldstonebosonscan bequitecom pli-

cated,and di�erentform shavebeen used in variousm odelsin theliterature[43{45].Som e

ofthese m odels are actually equivalent ifone uses the freedom of�eld rede�nitions [46],

which leave the on-shellS m atrix invariant[47{49].4 W e discusshow to take advantage of

thisfreedom to sim plify theinteraction term sbetween thenucleonsand thenon-Goldstone

bosons. Asa result,the lagrangian can be conveniently written in a \standard form ",in

which onem ainly hasthetraditionalYukawa interactions.

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,wediscusstheconstruction ofan

e�ectivehadroniclagrangian consistentwith chiralsym m etry,gaugeinvariance,and Lorentz

and parity invariance.Chiralsym m etry isrealized in thestandard nonlinearform ofCallan,

Colem an,W ess,and Zum ino(CCW Z)[48].Neutralscalarand vectorm esonsareintroduced

to e�ciently describe the m id-and short-range parts ofthe NN interaction,and the role

ofbroken scale invariance in QCD isconsidered. Georgi’snaive dim ensionalanalysis and

�eld rede�nitionsarealso discussed,with thenew featureofo�-shellnon-Goldstonebosons.

In Sec.III,we show how the electrom agnetic structure ofthe pion and the nucleon can

be described in the low-energy regim e. Applicationsto nuclearm atterand �nite nucleiat

the Dirac{Hartree levelare presented in Sec.IV,and the results are shown in Sec.V.A

discussion and sum m ary isgiven in Sec.VI.

II.C O N ST R U C T IN G T H E LA G R A N G IA N

W ebegin thissection by showinghow weim plem entnonlinearchiralsym m etry and elec-

trom agneticgaugeinvarianceusing nucleons,Goldstonepions,and non-Goldstoneisovector

m esons.Next,wediscusstheintroduction ofneutralvectorand scalarm esonsthatareused

4W e assum e thatthisisalso su� cientfor� nite-density observables,butwe know ofno proof.
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to providean e�cientdescription oftheshort-and m id-rangenucleon{nucleon interaction.

To usetheresulting lagrangian,which in principlehasan in�nitenum berofterm s,wem ust

have som e system atic truncation procedure,and we develop this using the ideas ofnaive

dim ensionalanalysisand naturalness,togetherwith som eobservationson thesizesofm eson

m ean �eldsin nuclei.

A .C hiralSym m etry

W eillustratea nonlinearrealization ofchiralsym m etry [48]using a system thatconsists

ofrho m esons,pions,and nucleons only. W e constructa generale�ective lagrangian that

respectschiralsym m etry,Lorentz invariance,and parity conservation. The role ofvector-

m eson dom inance (VM D)is also discussed. W e restrict ourselves to the chirallim it with

m asslesspionsand postponethegeneralization to a �nitepion m assforfuturestudy.

The Goldstone pion �elds�a(x),with a = 1;2;and3,form an isovector,which can be

considered asthephaseofa chiralrotation oftheidentity m atrix in isospin space:

�1� � U(x)= exp(i�(x)=f�)1exp(i�(x)=f�): (1)

Here f� � 93M eV is the pion-decay constant and the pion �eld is com pactly written as

�(x)� �(x)�1

2
�,with �a being Paulim atrices.The m atrix U isthestandard exponential

representation and the\squareroot" representation in term sof� isparticularly convenient

forincluding heavy �eldsin thechirallagrangian.Theisospinornucleon �eld isrepresented

by a colum n m atrix

N (x)=

 

p(x)

n(x)

!

; (2)

where p(x) and n(x) are the proton and neutron �elds respectively. The rho �elds �a�(x)

also form an isovector;we use the notation ��(x) � ��(x)�
1

2
�. (See Refs.[26,50,51]for

discussions ofthe form alequivalence between the vector and the tensor form ulations for

spin-1 �elds.)

Following CCW Z [48],we de�ne a nonlinear realization ofthe chiralgroup SU(2)L 


SU(2)R such that,forarbitrary globalm atricesL 2 SU(2)L and R 2 SU(2)R,we have the

m apping

L 
 R : (�;��;N )�! (�0;�0�;N
0); (3)

where

�
0(x)= L�(x)hy(x)= h(x)�(x)Ry ; (4)

�
0
�(x)= h(x)��(x)h

y(x); (5)

N
0(x)= h(x)N (x): (6)
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As usual,the m atrix U transform s as U 0(x) = LU(x)R y. The second equality in Eq.(4)

de�nesh(x)im plicitly asafunction ofL,R,and thelocalpion �elds:h(x)= h(�(x);L;R).5

Underparity,which isde�ned to be

P : L ! R ; R ! L ; (7)

the pion �eld transform s as a pseudoscalar: �(t;x) ! �y(t;�x). The existence of the

parity autom orphism (7)allowsthesim pledecom position U = �� in Eq.(1)[48].Itfollows

from Eq.(4)thath(x)isinvariantunderparity,thatis,h(x)2 SU(2)V ,with SU(2)V the

unbroken vectorsubgroup ofSU(2)L 
 SU(2)R. Eqs.(5)and (6)ensure thatthe rho and

nucleon transform linearly underSU(2)V in accordance with theirisospins. Note thatthe

m atrix h(x)becom esglobalonly forSU(2)V transform ations,in which caseh = L = R.

Itisstraightforward to show thatEqs.(3)to (6)indeed yield a realization ofthechiral

group [47]. W e em phasize that there is no localgauge freedom involved,since there are

no arbitrary localgauge functions in the transform ations. The nonlinear realization im -

pliesthatchiralrotationsinvolve theabsorption and em ission ofpions,asexpected from a

spontaneously broken sym m etry [24,53].Forexam ple,whilevectortransform ationsm ix the

proton with theneutron,axialtransform ationsm ix theproton with statesofnucleonsplus

zero-m om entum pions.

To com plete the building blocks ofthe chirale�ective lagrangian,we de�ne an axial

vector�eld a�(x)and a polarvector�eld v�(x)by

a� � �
i

2
(�y@�� � �@��

y)= a
y
� ; (8)

v� � �
i

2
(�y@�� + �@��

y)= v
y
� ; (9)

both ofwhich contain onederivative.Undera chiraltransform ation,we�nd

v� ! hv�h
y
� ih@�h

y
; (10)

a� ! ha�h
y
: (11)

Notethatto leading orderin derivatives,

a� =
1

f�
@�� + � � � ; v� = �

i

2f2�
[�;@��]+ � � � : (12)

To m aintain chiralinvariance,instead ofusing an ordinary derivative@� acting on a rho or

nucleon �eld,we should use a covariantderivative D �.The chirally covariantderivative of

therho �eld is

5W e can expressh in term sofL,R,and U ash(x)=

q

U 0y(x)L

q

U (x)=

q

RU y(x)LyL

q

U (x).

G iven the decom position [47] L = exp(i� ��)exp(i� ��), R = exp(� i� ��)exp(i� ��), and

h = exp(i ��),with �,�,and  real,thein� nitesim alexpansion ofh is = �� (�� �)=2f � +

O (� 2;�2;�2)[52].
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D ��� = @��� + i[v�;��]: (13)

W ealso de�nethecovarianttensors

v�� = @�v� � @�v� + i[v�;v�]= �i[a�;a�]; (14)

��� = D ��� � D ��� + ig[��;��]: (15)

Theterm proportionalto[��;��]ontheright-handsideofEq.(15)vanishesatthem ean-�eld

level,so thecoupling g willbeleftunspeci�ed.

To write a generale�ective lagrangian,we need an organizationalschem e for the in-

teraction term s. W e organize the lagrangian in increasing powers ofthe �elds and their

derivatives. W hile we do notconsistently include loopsin thisinvestigation,we assign to

each interaction term a sizeoftheorderofk�,with k a genericsm allm om entum ,and

� = d+
n

2
+ b; (16)

where d is the num ber ofderivatives,n the num ber ofnucleon �elds,and b the num ber

ofnon-Goldstone boson �eldsin the interaction term . The �rsttwo term sin Eq.(16)are

suggested by W einberg’swork [33]. The lastterm isa generalization thatarisesbecause a

non-Goldstone boson couples to two nucleon �elds. Equation (16) is also consistent with

�nite-density applicationswhen thedensity isnottoo m uch higherthan thenuclear-m atter

equilibrium density,aswewillseein Sec.II.D.

Taking into account chiralsym m etry,Lorentz invariance,and parity conservation,we

m ay writethelagrangian through quarticorder(� � 4)as

L1(x)= N
h

i
�(@� + iv� + ig���)+ gA 

�
5a� � M

i

N

�
f�g�

4M
N ����

��
N �

��

M
N v���

��
N

�
1

2
tr(����

��)+ m
2
�tr(���

�)� g���
2f2�

m 2
�

tr(���v
��)

+f2�tr(a�a
�)+

4��

M
N N tr(a�a

�)+ l1[tr(a�a
�)]2 + l2tr(v��v

��); (17)

where��� = i[�;�]=2,gA � 1:26 istheaxialcoupling constant,M isthenucleon m ass,g�
isthe �N N coupling,f� isthe so-called tensorcoupling,g��� isthe ��� coupling,and ��,

��,l1,and l2 are couplings forhigher-order �N and �� interactions. The pion couplings

can be determ ined from �N and �� scattering [18]. W e have om itted term s with higher

powersofthe rho �elds,which have sm allexpectation valuesin �nite nuclei,and four-or

m ore-nucleon \contact" term s,which can be represented by appropriate powers ofother

m eson �elds,asdiscussed shortly.A third-order(� = 3)term oftheform N N tr(���
�)will

be included by coupling a scalar to two rho �elds in Sec.II.E.The antisym m etry ofrho

m eson �eld tensor��� guaranteesthreeindependentdegreesoffreedom ,becausethereisno

m om entum conjugateto thetim ecom ponent�0,and �0 satis�esan equation ofconstraint.

Chiral sym m etry perm its isoscalar-scalar and isoscalar-vector term s like (N N )2 and

(N �N )
2.However,analysesofNN scatteringwithone-bosonexchangepotentials[34]shows

8



thatthelow-lyingm esonsaresu�cientfordescribing low-energy m any-nucleon system sand

that they dom inate the NN interaction. One m ay then expect that contact interactions

offour(orm ore)ferm ionscan be rem oved in favorofcouplingsto m assive non-Goldstone

bosons.Thefollowing exam ple showsthatthisshould bea good approxim ation.

Consider an additionalisovector-vector contactterm [N (�=2)�N ]
2. The contribution

ofthisterm can be absorbed com pletely into a renorm alization ofg� asfollows. Ifwe had

constructed L byretainingseveralisovector-vectornon-Goldstonebosons,wecouldelim inate

them using their�eld equationsto obtain

�
1

2

�g0�
2

m 2
�

+
g21

m 2
1

+ � � �
�

[N (�=2)�N ]
2
�
1

2

�g0�
2

m 4
�

+
g21

m 4
1

+ � � �
�

f@�[N (�=2)�N ]g
2 + � � � ; (18)

where g0� is the �N N coupling when the heavier m esons are retained,with couplings to

nucleonsgiven by g1,...and m assesgiven by m 1,....Evidently,thee�ectsoftheheavier

particlescan beabsorbed into a rede�nition ofthe�N N coupling:

g
2
� = g

0
�

2
+
m 2

�

m 2
1

g
2
1 + � � � : (19)

Ifweapproxim atethesecond term in Eq.(18)as

�

�
1

2

g2�

m 4
�

�

f@�[N (�=2)�N ]g
2
; (20)

theleading errorisgiven by thefollowing term :

g21

g2�

m 2
�(m

2
1 � m 2

�)

m 4
1

�

�
1

2

g2�

m 4
�

�

f@�[N (�=2)�N ]g
2
: (21)

Fora typicalresonance in the isovector-vector channel[54],we have m 1 = 1450M eV and

m 2
�(m

2
1 � m 2

�)=m
4
1 � 1=5. Ifg21=g

2
� is roughly 1=4,the error is about 5% ofthe already

sm allsecond term .Oneshould beableto testthesensitivity to theseerrorsby allowing the

non-Goldstoneboson m assesto vary in the�tto nuclearproperties.

Ifwewereto assum euniversalVM D in Eq.(17),then

g��� = g� ; �� =
f�

4
; (22)

and g = g� in Eq. (15). If we further assum e the Kawarabayashi{Suzuki{Riazuddin{

Fayyazuddin (KSRF)[55,56]relation

g��� =
m 2

�

2g�f
2
�

; (23)

then we m ay rede�ne the rho �eld to be �� + v�=g� and the covariant �eld tensor to be

��� + v��=g�,and recoverthelagrangian ofW einberg [24]orBando etal.[57].
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B .G auge Invariance and the Inclusion ofthe ! M eson

In �nitenuclei,electrom agnetism also playsan im portantrole.W em ay includeelectro-

m agnetic gauge invariance in ourform alism in a straightforward m annerby noticing how

thepion,rho,and nucleon �eldstransform underthelocalU(1)Q sym m etry.Heretheelec-

tricchargeQ,thethird com ponentoftheisospin T3,and thehyperchargeY arerelated by

Q = T3 + Y=2.

UnderU(1)Q ,theelectrom agnetic�eld A � transform sin thefam iliarway

A � ! A � �
1

e
@��(x): (24)

Thepion,rho,and nucleon �eldstransform underthelocalU(1)Q rotation justasin Eqs.(4)

to (6),with both L and R setequalto

h(x)= exp
h

i�(x)
��3 + Y

2

�i

; (25)

where Y = 0 forthe pion and the rho,and Y = 1 forthe nucleon. Indeed,the resulting

transform ationsforthesehadronsarejustasexpected from theirelectriccharges.Thatis,

(�0;�� )! (�0;e� i��� ); (26)

(�0�;�
�
� )! (�0�;e

� i�
�
�
� ); (27)

(n;p)! (n;e+ i�p): (28)

Electrom agnetism breaks chiralsym m etry. The lagrangian in Eq.(17)becom es gauge

invariantiftheordinary derivativesarereplaced with thecovariantderivatives

@�� ! @�� + ieA�

h�3

2
;�
i

; (29)

@�N !
�

@� +
i

2
eA �(1+ �3)

�

N ; (30)

@��� ! @��� + ieA �

h�3

2
;��

i

: (31)

Asa result,theaxialand vectorpion �eldsbecom e

ea� = a� +
1

2
eA �

�

� [
�3

2
;�

y]� �
y[
�3

2
;�]

�

; (32)

ev� = v� +
1

2
eA �

�

� [
�3

2
;�

y]+ �
y[
�3

2
;�]

�

; (33)

respectively,and thepion \kinetic" term is

f
2
�tr(ea�ea

�)= f
2
�tr(a�a

�)� 2ef2�A
�tr(v��3)+ � � � : (34)

In addition toterm sarisingfrom theprecedingm inim alsubstitutions,therecan beother

non-m inim alterm sin thegenerale�ectivelagrangian.Forexam ple,itispossibleto havea

directrho-photon coupling term [58]
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�
e

2g
F�� tr(�3e�

��); (35)

where e��� isgiven by Eq.(15)with the replacem entsin Eqs.(29)and (31),and F�� isthe

usualelectrom agnetic�eld tensor.In principle,a sim ilarterm proportionalto F�� tr(�3ev
��)

isalso possible,although VM D applied to thepion form factorsuggeststhatthecoe�cient

ofthisterm issm all[31].Furtherm ore,thephoton can coupleto thenucleon as

�
e

4M
F��N ��

��
N +

e

2M 2
@�F

��
N �(�s+ �v�3)N + � � � ; (36)

where

� �
1

2
�p(1+ �3)+

1

2
�n(1� �3); (37)

with �p = 1:793 and �n = �1:913 the anom alous m agnetic m om ents ofthe proton and

the neutron,respectively. The �rstterm in Eq.(36)isneeded to reproduce the m agnetic

m om entsofthenucleons,and thesecond onecontributesto therm schargeradii.Notethat

theseterm shave� = 3 and � = 4,respectively.

W em ay now writedown theresulting m anifestly gauge-invariantlagrangian,which con-

tainsthepreceding \tilde"�elds.Instead ofshowingthislagrangian in itsentirety,however,

weom itterm sthatareirrelevanttoourapplicationshere.Therem aininglagrangian ism an-

ifestlychiralinvariant,exceptforsom eterm sinvolvingthephoton �eld thatareproportional

to theelectriccharge.W e�nd

L2(x)= L1(x)�
1

2
eA �N 

�(1+ �3)N �
e

2g
F�� tr(�3�

��)� 2ef2�A
�tr(v��3)

�
e

4M
F��N ��

��
N +

e

2M 2
@�F

��
N �(�s+ �v�3)N �

1

4
F��F

��
: (38)

Itiswellknown thattheisoscalar-vector! m eson isneeded to describe theshort-range

repulsion ofthe NN interaction. To have a realistic description ofnuclear system s, the

! m eson should be included. Note that once the ! m eson is introduced, an isoscalar-

vectorfour-ferm ion term (N �N )
2 can be com pletely accounted forby adjusting gv to �t

experim entaldata,asdiscussed abovefortherho m eson.

W ith respectto chiralSU(2)sym m etry,the ! m eson can be treated asa chiralsinglet

represented by a vector�eld V�(x).Therelevantlagrangian can bewritten as

Lv(x)= �
1

4
V��V

�� +
1

2
m

2
vV�V

�
� gvN 

�
V�N

�
fvgv

4M
N V���

��
N �

e

2g

1

3
F��V

�� + � � � ; (39)

whereV�� � @�V� � @�V�.Thekineticterm sagain reectthespin-1 natureoftheparticle.

AnalysesofNN scatteringshow thatthe! tensorcouplingisnotim portant,sincefv issm all,

and thisisindeed also thecasefrom our�ts(seebelow).Thefactorof1=3 in thecoupling

to thephoton arisesnaturally from SU(3)sym m etry and theassum ption ofidealm ixing of

the vector� and ! m esons. The ellipsisrepresentshigher-orderterm sinvolving additional
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powers ofthe �elds and their derivatives,som e ofwhich willbe considered explicitly in

Sec.II.E.

Before ending this section, we note that it is consistent to integrate out the vector

�(1020)�eld because ithasa sm allcoupling to the nucleon.The e�ectsofthe vector� in

theisoscalar-vectorchannelcan beabsorbed into gv,asdiscussed neartheend ofSec.II.A.

Forexam ple,ifweintegrateoutthe�,weobtain acontribution to�sof�2
p
2M 2g�=(3m

2
�g)

and a four-ferm ion term (N �N )
2 with a coe�cientproportionalto g 2

�=m
2
�,where g� isits

coupling constantto the nucleonsand m � isitsm ass.The contribution ofthislatterterm

isabsorbed into the renorm alization ofgv.In general,one need only keep the lowest-lying

m eson in a given channelatlow energy.

C .T he Isoscalar-Scalar C hannel

Unlike the vector channels, the absence of well-de�ned, low-lying resonances in the

isoscalar-scalarchannelm akesthedynam icsm oredi�culttoidentifyand tom odel.Itiswell

known from theem piricalNN scattering am plitude[59{61],from one-boson-exchangem od-

elsoftheNN interaction [34],and from �tsto thepropertiesof�nitenuclei[62]thatthere

isa strong,m id-rangeNN attraction arising from theisoscalar-scalarchannel,with a range

correspondingtoam assofroughly500M eV.Ithasalsobeen shown in calculationsbased on

eitherphenom enologicalscattering am plitudes[35{37]orexplicitchirally sym m etricm odels

[38,39]thatan attraction oftheappropriatestrength can begenerated dynam ically bycorre-

lated two-pion exchangebetween nucleons.No nearby underlying resonanceattherelevant

m assisneeded.6 Nevertheless,thisdynam icsise�ciently,conveniently,and adequately rep-

resented by theexchangeofa lightisoscalar-scalardegreeoffreedom .Therefore,in analogy

to what we did with the vector m esons,we willintroduce an e�ective scalar m eson with

a Yukawa coupling to the nucleon to incorporate the observed m id-range NN attraction,

and thereby avoid theexplicitcom putation ofm ulti-loop pion contributions.Based on the

resultsofthetwo-pion-exchangecalculationsand thesuccessofone-boson-exchangem odels,

itissu�cientto givethescalara well-de�ned m ass,which wewillchoosehereby �tting to

propertiesof�nite nuclei.M oreover,the lightscalarisa chiralsinglet,so itdoesnotspoil

thechiralsym m etry ofthem odel.

In addition totheevidencefrom theNN interaction,onecan ask whatotherinform ation

existson thedynam icsin theisoscalar-scalarchannel.A naturalplacetolook isthephysics

ofbroken scale invariance in QCD.This leads to an anom aly in the trace ofthe QCD

energy-m om entum tensorand alsoto\low-energytheorem s"on connected Green’sfunctions

constructed from this trace [64]. In pure-glue QCD,these low-energy theorem s can be

satis�ed by introducing ascalarglueball�eld (\gluonium ")with am assofroughly 1.6GeV.

W hen light quarks are added and the chiralsym m etry is dynam ically broken,the trace

anom aly can acquire a contribution in addition to that from gluonium . In Ref.[12],we

considered thisadditionalcontribution to arisefrom theself-interactionsofthelightscalar

m entioned above,and used thelow-energy theorem sto constrain theseinteractions.

6W e note,however,thatthereare som e recentindicationsfora narrow,lightscalar[63].
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The lagrangian, which contained the light scalar, heavy scalar (glueball), and other

degrees of freedom , was scale invariant, except for som e m inim al scale-dependent self-

interactions am ong the glueballs and the light scalar. Since the glueballs are heavy,they

can beintegrated outalong with otherheavy particlesand high-m om entum m odes.Ifone

assum esno m ixing between the scalarand the glueball,the scalarpotentialisconstrained

to satisfy thelow-energy theorem s(attreelevel),and thepotentialisgiven by [65,12]

VS =
d2

4
m

2
sS

2
0

�
S2

S2
0

�2=d� 1

2d
ln
S2

S2
0

�
1

4

�

: (40)

HereS0 isthevacuum expectation valueofthelightscalar�eld S,m s isitsm ass,and S is

assum ed to havescaledim ension d;thatis,when x ! �� 1x,S(x)! �dS(�x).

Ifwe introduce the uctuation �eld �(x)� S0 � S(x)and expand VS asa powerseries

in �,thecoe�cientsarealldeterm ined by thethreeparam etersS 0,m s,and d.Theresults

ofRef.[12]showed,however,that�nite-nucleusobservablesare prim arily sensitive only to

the �rst three term s in this expansion;thus,even in this extrem ely sim ple m odelofthe

scale breaking,the low-energy theorem s do not place signi�cant constraints on the self-

interactionsofthelightscalar�eld.Ifweallow forthepossibility ofscalar{glueballm ixing

and em ploy �eld rede�nitionsto sim plify theinteraction term sbetween thelightscalarand

thenucleons,theform ofthe potentialVS can bem odi�ed and additionalparam etersneed

to beintroduced.Therefore,to takeadvantageofa sim pleYukawa coupling to thenucleon,

weadoptherea generalpotentialforthescalarm eson,which can beexpanded in a Taylor

series:

VS = m
2
s�

2

�
1

2
+
�3

3!

gs�

M
+
�4

4!

g2s�
2

M 2
+ � � �

�

: (41)

Herewehaveanticipated thediscussion ofnaivedim ensionalanalysisin thenextsubsection

by includingafactorof1=f� foreach powerof�;thesefactorsarethen elim inated in favorof

gs � M =f�.Variouscounting factorsarealso included,asdiscussed in thenextsubsection.

Ifthe naturalnessassum ption isvalid,the param eters�3,�4,... should beoforderunity.

Thisisindeed supported by our�tsto �nitenuclei,asshown in Sec.V.Aswith thevector

m esonsdiscussed earlier,only onelow-m assscalar�eld isneeded to a good approxim ation.

From a di�erentpointofview,chiralsym m etry allowsforferm ion contactterm s,such

as (N N )2,[@�(N N )]
2,(N N )3,and so on. These term s are relevant ifthere are strong

interactionsbetween nucleonsin the isoscalar-scalarchannel. By introducing a scalar�eld

with m ass m s, Yukawa coupling gs, and nonlinear couplings �3, �4, ... adjusted to �t

experim entaldata,wecan accountforallofthecontactterm s.Theonly relevantquestions

arewhich im plem entation allowsforthem oste�cienttruncation and how m any term sare

needed in practicalcalculations.

W e shallnot include an isovector-scalar �eld in our e�ective lagrangian since the NN

interaction in thatchannelisweak [34]. There isno m eson with these quantum num bers

with a m assbelow 1 GeV,and two (identical)pionsin a J = 0 statecannothaveT = 1.

13



D .N aive D im ensionalA nalysis and Field R ede�nitions

Thelagrangian constructed thusfarisbased on sym m etry considerationsand thedesire

to reproducerealisticelectrom agneticand NN interactionswhilekeeping pion-loop calcula-

tionsto a m inim um .W ehaveillustrated thelowest-orderterm sin powersofthe�eldsand

theirderivatives,butin principle,an in�nitenum berofterm sispossible,and wem usthave

a m eaningfulway to truncatethee�ective lagrangian forthetheory to have any predictive

power.

A naivedim ensionalanalysis(NDA)forassigning a coe�cientoftheappropriatesizeto

any term in an e�ectivelagrangian hasbeen proposed by Georgiand M anohar[66,40].The

basicassum ption of\naturalness" isthatoncetheappropriatedim ensionalscaleshavebeen

extracted using NDA,therem aining overalldim ensionlesscoe�cientsshould allbeoforder

unity. For the strong interaction,there are two relevant scales: the pion-decay constant

f� � 93 M eV and a largerscale 0:5 <� � <
� 1 GeV,which characterizes the m assscale of

physicsbeyond Goldstonebosons.TheNDA rulesforagiven term in thelagrangian density

are

1. Includea factorof1=f� foreach strongly interacting �eld.

2. Assign an overallfactoroff2��
2.

3. M ultiply by factorsof1=� to achieve dim ension (m ass)4.

The appropriate m assfor� m ay be the nucleon m assM ora non-Goldstone boson m ass;

thedi�erenceisnotim portantforverifying naturalnessbutcan berelevantforN c counting

argum ents[41].

Asnoted by Georgi[40],Rule 1 statesthatthe am plitude forgenerating any strongly

interacting particle is proportionalto the am plitude f� for em itting a Goldstone boson.

Rule 2 can be understood asan overallnorm alization factorthatarisesfrom the standard

way ofwriting them assterm sofnon-Goldstonebosons(or,in general,thequadraticterm s

in the lagrangian). Forexam ple,one m ay write the m assterm ofan isoscalar-scalar�eld

�(x)as

1

2
m

2
s�

2 =
1

2
f
2
��

2m
2
s

�2

�2

f2�
; (42)

wherethescalarm assm s istreated asroughly thesam esizeas�.By applying Rule1 and

extracting the overallfactoroff2��
2,the dim ensionless coe�cient isofO (1). Term s with

gradients (orexternal�elds) willbe associated with one powerof1=� foreach derivative

(or �eld) as a result ofintegrating out physics above the scale �. (A sim ple exam ple is

theexpansion atlow m om entum ofa tree-levelpropagatorfora heavy m eson ofm assm H ,

which leadsto term swith powersof@2=m 2
H .) Itisbecauseofthese1=� suppression factors

and dim ensionalanalysisthatonearrivesatRule3.

Afterthedim ensionalNDA factorsand som eappropriatecounting factorsareextracted

(such as1=n!forthenth power�n;seebelow),thenaturalnessassum ption im pliesthatany

overalldim ensionless coe�cients should be oforder unity. W ithout such an assum ption,
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an e�ectivelagrangian willnotbepredictive.7 Untilonecan derivethee�ectivelagrangian

from QCD,thenaturalnessassum ption m ustbechecked by �tting to experim entaldata.

Asan exam ple ofNDA and naturalness,we can estim ate the sizesofthe coupling con-

stantsgA ,gs,and gv by applying therulesto thefollowing interaction term s:gA N 
�5a�N ,

gsN �N ,and gvN 
�V�N .Notethatthepion �eld in a� isalready associated with an overall

factorof1=f� [seeEq.(12)]so a� issim ply counted asa derivative.Itisstraightforward to

�nd that

gA � 1 ; gs;gv �
�

f�

<
� 4� : (43)

Thatis,Eq.(43)givesthe naturalsizesofthese couplings,where we use the sym bol� to

denoteorderofm agnitude.8 Itisreassuring thatthepreceding valuesareindeed consistent

with phenom enology.

AccordingtoNDA,agenericterm in thee�ectivelagrangian involvingtheisoscalar�elds

and thenucleon �eld can bewritten as(generalizing to includethepion,rho,and photon is

straightforward)

g
1

m !

1

n!
f
2
��

2

�
N N

f2��

�l� �

f�

� m � V

f�

�n� @

�

�p

; (44)

which includeslnucleon bilinears,m scalar�elds,n vector�elds,and pderivatives.Gam m a

m atricesand Lorentzindiceshavebeen suppressed.Thecouplingconstantgisdim ensionless

[and ofO (1)ifnaturalnessholds].

Num ericalcounting factorsforterm swith m ultiple powersofm eson �eldsare included

because the NDA rulesare actually m eant to apply to the tree-levelam plitude generated

by thecorresponding vertex.Thus,a term containing �m ,forexam ple,should havea factor

1=m !associated with it. These additionalfactorsare certainly relevantwhen,say,m = 4.

An explicitillustration ofthe origin ofthe counting factorscan be found in the pion m ass

term in ChPT:

1

4
m

2
�f

2
�tr(U + U

y
� 2)= m

2
�f

2
�

1X

n= 1

(�1)n
(� 2)n

(2n)!f2n�
: (45)

An im portant feature ofthe e�ective lagrangian is that each derivative on a �eld is

associated with afactorof1=�.Thusorganizing thelagrangian in powersofderivativescan

beagood expansion fordescribing processeswherethedom inantenergiesand m om enta are

nottoo large. Nevertheless,this organization is intim ately connected with the im portant

7Theassum ption ofrenorm alizability would also lead to a � nitenum berofparam etersand well-

de� ned predictions,butwe willnotconsiderthisoption here[1,2].

8The bound � <
� 4�f� was originally proposed by G eorgiand M anohar [66]and subsequently

re� ned to � <� 4�f�=
p
N f,where N f is the num beroflight quark  avors [67]. Q CD appearsto

essentially saturate thisbound.
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issue ofhow to rem ove redundant term s in the e�ective lagrangian. By em ploying the

freedom to rede�nethe�elds,onecan organizethelagrangian such thatthereareno term s

with @2 actingon aboson �eld or�@� actingon aferm ion �eld,exceptin thekinetic-energy

term s.These �eld rede�nitionsdo notchangetheon-shellS-m atrix elem ents[46{49].

In �nite-density applications,however,thenon-Goldstonebosonsexchanged by thenu-

cleons are far o� shell, which m otivates a di�erent de�nition ofthe corresponding �eld

variables. Short-distance e�ectsdue to heavierparticles,high-m om entum m odes,and dy-

nam icalvacuum contributionsareassum ed to beintegrated out,so thattheirconsequences

appearonlyindirectly in thecoe�cientsofthelagrangian.Derivativeson thenon-Goldstone

�eldsarealready sm allcom pared to theirm assesin ourapplicationsbecausethem om enta

arelim ited by theFerm im om entum .Thus,wedo notneed to elim inatethesederivatives.

Instead,we can use nonlinear�eld rede�nitionsto sim plify the form ofthe interaction

term s between the nucleons and the non-Goldstone bosons so that they take the conven-

tionalYukawa form . Thisensuresthe consistency ofthe powercounting rule (16). Recall

thatone ofthe m ain purposesforintroducing the non-Goldstone bosonsisto describe the

interm ediate-rangeNN interactions.Sincethenonlinear�eld rede�nitionsdonotchangethe

quadratickineticand m assterm s,nochangesoccurtotherangesoftheone-boson-exchange

interactionsin free space. Allotherheavy boson-exchange contributionsare short-ranged,

so we can e�ciently param etrize them using m eson self-couplings. W e can easily show the

invariance ofthe one-loop energy functionalunder �eld rede�nitions,although a general

proofto allordersseem sdi�cult. Itisstillconvenientto use the �eld rede�nitionsto re-

m ove allderivativeson thenucleon �eldsexceptin thekinetic term .These derivativescan

belargebecausevalence-nucleon energiesareoftheorderofthenucleon m assM .

At�nitedensity,theFerm im om entum appearsasa new scaleand m eson �eldsdevelop

expectation values. W e m ust then also decide how to organize the nonderivative term s.

The key observation isthatatnorm alnuclear-m atterdensity (orin the centerofa heavy

nucleus),thescalarand vectorm ean-�eldsaretypically

0:25M <
� gs�0;gvV0

<
� 0:4M ; (46)

and thegradientsofthem ean �eldsin thenuclearsurface,wherethey arelargest,are

gsjr �0j;gvjr V0j� (0:2M )2 : (47)

(Note thatthe m agnitudes ofthe m ean �eldsare reduced in the surface.) Equations(46)

and (47)areourbasisforestim ating theleading contributionsto theenergy ofany term in

ourlagrangian.

To sum m arize,the assum ption ofnaturalnessand the observation thatthe m ean �elds

and theirderivativesaresm allcom pared toM up tom oderatedensitiesallowsustoorganize

the lagrangian in powersofthe �eldsand theirderivatives. W e willtake advantage ofthe

freedom torede�nethe�eldstosim plify theinteraction term sbetween thenucleonsand the

non-Goldstone bosons. Forthe nucleons,pions,and photons,we use �eld rede�nitions to

rem ovehigh-orderderivatives,whereasthescalarand vectorm eson partsofthelagrangian

can contain powersof@2 in addition to the kinetic term s,since these term sare sm all. By

truncating the lagrangian ata given orderin �,we have a �nite num berofparam etersto

determ inethrough �tting to nuclearobservables.
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E.T he FullLagrangian

Based on the preceding discussion,we illustrate here how nonlinear �eld rede�nitions

allow usto sim plify theterm sinvolving interactionsbetween thenon-Goldstonebosonsand

the nucleons. Derivativeson the nucleon �eld otherthan the kinetic term are rem oved by

rede�ning the �eld because these derivativeson the nearly on-shellnucleonsare ofO (M ).

For the photons and the Goldstone pions, �eld rede�nitions are used to rem ove higher

derivatives [46],so that their interactions with the nucleons are unconstrained except by

gaugeinvariance and chiralsym m etry. Through � = 4,the partofthe e�ective lagrangian

involving nucleonscan then bewritten as

LN(x)= N
�

i
�
D � + gA 

�
5a� � M + gs�

�

N

�
f�g�

4M
N ����

��
N �

fvgv

4M
N !���

��
N �

��

M
N v���

��
N

�
e

4M
F��N ��

��
N �

e

2M 2
N �(�s+ �v�3)N @�F

��
; (48)

wherethecovariantderivativeis

D � = @� + iv� + ig��� + igvV� +
i

2
eA �(1+ �3): (49)

One m ightexpectm ore generalisoscalar-scalarcouplingsto the nucleons. However,all

possibleisoscalar-scalar�eld com binationsofthenon-Goldstoneboson �eldsthatcan couple

to N N can be rede�ned in term sofa single isoscalar-scalar�eld with a Yukawa coupling

N N �.Forexam ple,thefollowing couplingsareredundant:

N N �
2
; N N �

3
; N N @

2
� ; N N V�V

�
:

The rede�nition ofthe �eld induces changes in the coe�cients ofthe m esonic partofthe

lagrangian,butsince allterm sto a given orderin � are already included,there isno loss

ofgenerality. A sim ilarobservation holdsforthe isoscalar-vectorand the isovector-vector

couplings.

A term ofthe form N �N @�� is irrelevant because the baryon current is conserved.

M oreover,a coupling oftheform

N N @�V
� (50)

can berem oved from theham iltonian by using theconstraintequation forthevector�eld.

Theidentity

@� �
1

2
(��@

� + �@
�
�) (51)

and the equations ofm otion allow us to reduce a term ofthe form N iV �@�N in the la-

grangian to a sum ofYukawa and tensorterm sand theterm in (50)in theham iltonian.As

noted,bilinearsin the nucleon �eldsand derivatives acting on such bilinearscan be elim -

inated in favoroflow-m assnon-Goldstone bosons. Furtherm ore,we can use Eq.(51)and
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partialintegrationsto reduce m ixed-derivative term ssuch as(N @�N )(N @
�N )to the form

@�(N 
��N )@�(N 

��N ),which we assum e issm allcom pared to term sthatare retained

based on them inorroleoftensorm esonsin m eson-exchange phenom enology.

In Eq.(48),wehaveom itted thefollowing � = 4 term s:

N ����
��
N � ; N V���

��
N � : (52)

Theleading e�ectoftheterm sin (52)isaslightm odi�cation ofthetensorcouplingsf� and

fv at�nite density due to thenonvanishing expectation value ofthescalar�eld.However,

the e�ectsofthe tensorterm sare them selves already sm all,so the furtherm odi�cation is

negligible. Thus,while we m ay keep term sthrough � = 4 in the lagrangian,notall� = 4

term scontributeequally in a given application.In fact,thepion term sdo notcontributeto

theenergy ofnucleiattree-level.

The m esonic part ofthe lagrangian is also organized in powers ofthe �elds and their

derivatives.Keeping term sthrough � = 4,we�nd

LM (x)=
1

2

�

1+ �1
gs�

M

�

@��@
�
� +

f2�

4
tr(@�U@

�
U
y)

�
1

2
tr(����

��)�
1

4

�

1+ �2
gs�

M

�

V��V
��
� g���

2f2�

m 2
�

tr(���v
��)

� 2ef2�A
�tr(v��3)�

e

2g
F��

h

tr(�3�
��)+

1

3
V
��
i

+
1

2

�

1+ �1
gs�

M
+
�2

2

g2s�
2

M 2

�

m
2
vV�V

� +
1

4!
�0g

2
v(V�V

�)2

+

�

1+ ��
gs�

M

�

m
2
�tr(���

�)� m
2
s�

2

�
1

2
+
�3

3!

gs�

M
+
�4

4!

g2s�
2

M 2

�

; (53)

where,apartfrom conventionalde�nitionsofsom ecouplings(gs,gv,and g)and them asses,

wehavede�ned theparam eterssothattheyareoforderunityaccordingtonaivedim ensional

analysis. (Again,nucleiwilltestthishypothesisforus!) Also,since the expectation value

ofthe � �eld istypically an orderofm agnitude sm allerthan thatofthe V �eld,we have

retained nonlinear � couplings only through � = 3. Note thatthe �1 and �2 term s have

� = 5. However,from Eqs.(46)and (47)we can estim ate thatthese two � = 5 term sare

num erically ofthesam em agnitudeasthequarticscalarterm in thenuclearsurfaceenergy,

so we have retained them . Thus,num ericalfactors such as 1=n!,which are cancelled in

scattering am plitudes,arerelevantin deciding theim portanceofa term in theenergy.

Ourfulllagrangian through � = 4 isthen

L = LN + LM : (54)

Forapplicationstonorm alnuclei,keeping theseterm sshould besu�cientiftheparam eters

arenatural.Thism ay bechecked by including thefollowing � = 5 term s:

L5 = �
1

5!
�5
g3s�

3

M 3
m

2
s�

2 +
1

3!
�3
g3s�

3

M 3
�
1

2
m

2
vV�V

� +
1

4!
�1
gs�

M
g
2
v(V�V

�)2 : (55)

Asdiscussed below,theinclusion ofL5 im provesour�tsonly m arginally.
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III.ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC ST R U C T U R E O F T H E P IO N A N D N U C LEO N

For an e�ective lagrangian to be usefulfor calculations ofnuclear m atter and �nite

nuclei,it should incorporate the low-energy structure ofthe pion and the nucleon. This

physics has been extensively studied; there is a long history ofvector-m eson dom inance

(VM D) descriptions ofelectrom agnetic form factors [28{31]. W e illustrate here how the

electrom agnetic form factors ofthe pion and the nucleon at low m om enta arise from our

e�ectivelagrangian through VM D and also through directcouplingsofphotonsto pion and

nucleon �elds[32].

The electrom agnetic (EM )currentcan be obtained from the lagrangian (48),(53),and

(54)by taking �L=�(eA�)aftersom epartialintegration:

J
� =

1

2
N (1+ �3)

�
N +

1

2M
@�(N ��

��
N )�

1

2M 2
@
2[N (�s+ �v�3)

�
N ]

+
1

g
(@��

��

3 +
1

3
@�V

��)+ 2f2�tr(v
�
�3): (56)

Notethatthephoton can coupletotwoorm orepionseitherdirectlyorthrough theexchange

ofa neutralrho m eson atnon-zero m om entum transfers.Thecoupling ofthephoton to the

nucleonsisalso directorthrough theexchange ofneutralvectorm esons(rho orom ega).

W e can determ ine the tree-levelEM form factorofthe pion F(�q2) from the current

(56)and thelagrangian (53).Forspacelike m om entum transfersQ 2 = �q2,wehave

F(Q 2)= 1�
g���

g

Q 2

Q 2 + m 2
�

+ � � � : (57)

Thusthem ean-squarechargeradiusofthepion is

hr
2
�i� �6

dF(Q 2)

dQ 2

�
�
�
�
�
Q 2= 0

=
6g���

gm
2
�

= (0:69fm )2 ; (58)

wherewehaveused theexperim entalvalues[1,68]

g2���

4�
= 2:9;

g2

4�
= 2:0 ; (59)

which reproduce the rho widths ��! �� = 150M eV and ��0! e+ e� = 6:8keV,respectively.

Theobserved chargeradiusishr2�i
1=2
exp = (0:66� 0:01)fm .

Sim ilarly,we can determ ine the EM isoscalar and isovector charge form factorsofthe

nucleon,

F
s
1(Q

2)=
1

2
�
�s

2

Q 2

M 2
�

gv

3g

Q 2

Q 2 + m 2
v

+ � � � ; (60)

F
v
1(Q

2)=
1

2
�
�v

2

Q 2

M 2
�

g�

2g

Q 2

Q 2 + m 2
�

+ � � � ; (61)

and theanom alousform factors
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F
s
2(Q

2)=
�p + �n

2
�
fvgv

3g

Q 2

Q 2 + m 2
v

+ � � � ; (62)

F
v
2(Q

2)=
�p � �n

2
�
f�g�

2g

Q 2

Q 2 + m 2
�

+ � � � : (63)

Thecorresponding m ean-squarechargeradiiare

hr
2
is1 = 6

�
�s

M 2
+

2gv

3gm
2
v

�

; (64)

hr
2
iv1 = 6

�
�v

M 2
+

g�

gm
2
�

�

; (65)

and

hr
2
is2 =

4

�p + �n

fvgv

gm
2
v

; (66)

hr
2
iv2 =

6

�p � �n

f�g�

gm
2
�

: (67)

W e will�t gv and g� to the properties of�nite nucleiand then choose �s,�v,and f� to

reproducetheexperim entalchargeradiiofthenucleon [31]:

hr
2
i
1=2

s1 � hr
2
i
1=2

v1 � 0:79fm ; (68)

hr
2
i
1=2

v2 = (0:88� 0:05)fm : (69)

W edo notuseEq.(66)to �x fv becausetherem aining radiushr
2i
1=2

s2 isnotsu�ciently well

determ ined [31].

Asin Refs.[31]and [32],wehavea contribution from vectordom inanceand a correction

to the intrinic structure to second order in a derivative expansion,that is,to order Q 2.

Thiscorrection isadequateforourapplicationsto nuclearstructure;applicationsinvolving

higherm om enta would requireusto includeadditionalnonrenorm alizableinteraction term s

[6]and loop e�ects.Thuswedo notexpectournucleon form factorsto beaccurateatlarge

m om entum transfers.

IV .FIN IT E N U C LEI A N D N U C LEA R M AT T ER

W eworkatone-baryon-loop orderin thispaper,which isequivalenttotheDirac{Hartree

approxim ation [62].Thisshould besu�cientto testtheconsistency ofNDA and thetrun-

cation ofourlagrangian. Asdiscussed in Ref.[13],a Hartree calculation can be viewed as

equivalent to a density-functionalapproach,in which higher-order m any-body corrections

aretreated approxim ately.Based on Dirac{Brueckner{Hartree{Fock calculationsofnuclear

m atter,exchangeand correlation correctionsto thenucleon self-energiesareexpected to be

sm all[69].Thestability oftheHartreeresultswillbetested in atwo-loop calculation,which

willbepresented elsewhere.
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The derivation ofthe Hartree equations and energy functionalfor nucleiis sim ilar to

thatdescribed in Ref.[12].Because ofthelargem assesofthenucleonsand non-Goldstone

bosons,loop integralsinvolving these particlesinclude dynam icsfrom distance scalesthat

are m uch shorter than the scale set by the valence-nucleon m om enta,which are lim ited

by the Ferm im om entum kF. As discussed above,these short-range e�ects are included

im plicitly in the coe�cients ofthe lagrangian. Form ally,one can include counterterm s to

rem ove these loop e�ects to allorders,which is always possible,since allsuch term s are

already contained in the e�ective lagrangian.

Ourpresentapproach di�ersfrom Ref.[12]in thatwetakea m oregeneralpointofview

and em ploy �eld rede�nitionsto sim plify the couplingsbetween the nucleon and the non-

Goldstonebosons.Thestructureofthenucleon isnow described within the theory,so that

no externalelectrom agneticform factorsareneeded,asin earliercalculations[62,70,71].By

taking�3,�4,etc.in thescalarpotentialasfreeparam eters,wealsoallow foram oregeneral

description ofthedynam icsin theisoscalar-scalarchannel,aswellasform odi�cationsfrom

�eld rede�nitions.

Thesingle-particleDiracham iltonian can bewritten as[12]

h(x)= �i� �r + W (x)+ 1

2
�3R(x)+ �(M � �(x))+ 1

2
(1+ �3)A(x)

�
i

2M
���(f�

1

2
�3r R + fvr W )+

1

2M 2
(�s+ �v�3)r

2
A �

i

2M
����r A ; (70)

where � = 0,� =  0,and we have de�ned scaled m ean �eldsby including thecouplings

[72]:

W (x)= gvV0(x); (71)

�(x)= gs�0(x); (72)

R(x)= g�b0(x); (73)

A(x)= eA 0(x): (74)

TheDiracequation with eigenvaluesE � and eigenfunctions �(x)is[62,1]

h �(x)= E � �(x);

Z

d3x y
�(x) �(x)= 1 : (75)

W e follow the notation and conventions of Ref.[1]and write the eigenfunctions for

spherically sym m etricnucleias

 �(x)=  n�m t(x)=

0

@
i
rG a(r)��m

� 1rFa(r)�� �m

1

A �t ; a � fn;�;m g ; (76)

where ��m isa spin sphericalharm onic,t= 1=2 forprotons,and t= �1=2 forneutrons.

TheradialequationsforG and F becom e

�
d

dr
+
�

r

�

G a(r)� [E a � U1(r)+ U2(r)]Fa(r)� U3G a(r)= 0 ; (77)

�
d

dr
�
�

r

�

Fa(r)+ [E a � U1(r)� U2(r)]G a(r)+ U3Fa(r)= 0 ; (78)
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wherewehavede�ned thesingle-particlepotentials

U1(r)� W (r)+ taR(r)+ (ta +
1

2
)A(r)+

1

2M 2
(�s+ 2ta�v)r

2
A(r); (79)

U2(r)� M � �(r); (80)

U3(r)�
1

2M

n

fvW
0(r)+ taf�R

0(r)+ A
0(r)[(�p + �n)=2+ ta(�p � �n)]

o

; (81)

and a prim edenotesa radialderivative.

Them ean-�eld equationsfor�,W ,R,and A are

� r
2�+ m

2
s�= g

2
s�s(x)�

m 2
s

M
�2

��3

2
+
�4

3!

�

M
+
�5

4!

�2

M 2

�

+
g2s

2M

�

�1 + �2
�

M
+
�3

2

�2

M 2

�m 2
v

g2v
W

2 +
�1g

2
s

4!g2v

W 4

M

+
g2s��

2M

m 2
�

g2�
R
2 +

�1

2M
[(r �)2 + 2�r 2�]+

�2g
2
s

2M g2v
(r W )2 ; (82)

�r
2
W + m

2
vW = g

2
v[�B(x)+

fv

2M
r � (�TB(x)br)]�

�

�1 +
�2

2

�

M
+
�3

3!

�2

M 2

� �

M
m

2
vW

�
1

3!

�

�0 + �1
�

M

�

W
3 +

�2

M
(r ��r W + �r 2

W )�
e2gv

3g
�chg(x); (83)

�r
2
R + m

2
�R =

1

2
g
2
�[�3(x)+

f�

2M
r � (�T3(x)br)]� ��

�

M
m

2
�R �

e2g�

g
�chg(x); (84)

�r
2
A = e

2
�chg(x): (85)

Herethevariousdensitiesarede�ned as

�s(x)=

occX

�

 �(x) �(x)=

occX

a

2ja + 1

4�r2

�

G
2
a(r)� F

2
a(r)

�

; (86)

�B(x)=

occX

�

 
y
�(x) �(x)=

occX

a

2ja + 1

4�r2

�

G
2
a(r)+ F

2
a(r)

�

; (87)

�
T
B(x)=

occX

�

 
y
�(x)i��� br �(x)=

occX

a

2ja + 1

4�r2
2G a(r)Fa(r); (88)

�3(x)=

occX

�

 
y
�(x)�3 �(x)=

occX

a

2ja + 1

4�r2
(2ta)

�

G
2
a(r)+ F

2
a(r)

�

; (89)

�
T
3(x)=

occX

�

 
y
�(x)i�3��� br �(x)=

occX

a

2ja + 1

4�r2
(2ta)2G a(r)Fa(r); (90)

where the sum m ation superscript\occ" m eansthatthe sum runsonly overoccupied (va-

lence)statesin the Ferm isea.Evidently,these densitiesdepend only on the radialcoordi-

nate.Thechargedensity isgiven by
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�chg(x)� �d(x)+ �m (x); (91)

wherethe\direct" nucleon chargedensity is

�d(x)= �p(x)+
1

2M 2
r �(�Ta(x)br)+

1

2M 2
[�sr

2
�B + �vr

2
�3]; (92)

and thevectorm eson contribution is

�m (x)=
1

gg�
r

2
R +

1

3ggv
r

2
W : (93)

Herethe\point"proton density and nucleon tensordensity aredeterm ined (asalways)from

thesolutionsto theDiracequation in them ean �elds:

�p(x)=
1

2

occX

�

 
y
�(x)(1+ �3) �(x)=

1

2
(�B + �3); (94)

�
T
a(x)=

occX

�

 
y
�(x)i����br �(x); (95)

with the anom alous m agnetic m om ent � from Eq.(37). As seen in the next section,the

vectorm eson contribution and the �nalterm in Eq.(92)generate the nucleon form factor

thatreducestheuctuationsofthepoint-nucleon chargedensities.Notethatthem ean-�eld

equationscan be used to elim inate the second derivativesin the charge density in favorof

�rstderivatives,which arem oreaccurately calculated num erically.

Theenergy functionalisgiven by

E =

occX

�

E � �

Z

d3xUm ; (96)

where
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2
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2
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g2�
R
2

�
�

4M
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�1 + �2
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M
+
�3

2

�2

M 2

�m 2
v

g2v
W

2

�
1

4!g2v

�

�0 +
3�1

2

�

M

�

W
4 +

�1

4g2s

�

M
(r �)2 �

�2

4g2v

�

M
(r W )2 ; (97)

and wehaveapplied them ean-�eld equationsto arriveatthisform .

The center-of-m ass (c.m .) correction to the nuclear binding energy can be estim ated

nonrelativistically using

E CM =
hP̂ 2

CM i

2M B
; (98)
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whereB = Z + N isthebaryon num berofthenucleus,and [70]

hP̂
2
CM i� �

occX

�

h�jr
2
j�i+

occX

�;�

jh�jr j�ij
2
; (99)

with

h�ĵOj�i�

Z

d3x y
�(x)Ô  �(x): (100)

Forsim plicity,weusean em piricalestim ategiven by Reinhard [70]:

E CM = 17:2=B 1=5 (M eV); (101)

which determ ineshP̂ 2
CM iaswellfrom Eq.(98).Thebinding energy � isthen

� = B M � (E � ECM ): (102)

NotethatwecannotreplaceB M by Zm p + N m n,thesum ofthem assesoftheprotonsand

neutrons,unlessweusedi�erentm assesfortheproton and neutron in theDiracequation.

There are also c.m .corrections to the nuclear charge density and charge radius. W e

estim ate these in analogy to the well-known nonrelativistic results forharm onic-oscillator

wavefunctions,which are exact. The charge density in m om entum space,i.e.,the charge

form factor,becom es

Fchg(q)=
1

Z
�chg(q)

�

1+
q2

8hP̂ 2
CM i

+ � � �
�

; (103)

where �chg(q)is the Fouriertransform ofthe charge density �chg(x). W e expect this cor-

rection to be accurate form om enta jqj<� 2fm � 1. W ith the c.m .correction,the predicted

chargedensity in coordinatespaceis,to a good approxim ation,

f�chg(x)gobs � �chg(x)�
1

8hP̂ 2
CM i

r
2
�chg(x): (104)

Them ean-squarechargeradiusisgiven by

hr
2
ichg = hr

2
i�

3

4hP̂ 2
CM i

; (105)

where

hr
2
i=

1

Z

Z

d3xx2�chg(x): (106)

Theenergydensity foruniform ,sym m etricnuclearm atterin theone-loop approxim ation

can be obtained from the preceding results by observing that the single-particle energy

eigenvaluebecom es

E (k)= W +

q

k2 + M �2 ; (107)
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where M � = M � �,and � and W are now constantm ean �elds[see Eqs.(72)and (71)].

Theenergy density E becom es

E[M �
;�B]=

m 2
s

g2s
�2

�1

2
+
�3

3!

�

M
+
�4

4!

�2
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+
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1
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+
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+
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2
vW

2

�
1

4!g2v
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�0 + �1
�

M

�

W
4 + W �B +

4

(2�)3

Z kF

d3k

q

k2 + M �2 ; (108)

where kF is the Ferm im om entum and �B = 2k3
F
=3�2 is the baryon density. An extensive

analysisofenergy densitiesofthisform isgiven in Ref.[13].Onecan also com putethebulk

sym m etry-energy coe�cient[1]

a4 =
g2�

12�2m �
�
2
k
3
F
+
1

6

k2
F

q

k2
F
+ M �2

; (109)

wherethee�ectiverho m assm �
� isde�ned hereby

m
�
�

2
� m

2
�(1+ ���=M ): (110)

V .R ESU LT S

To testthephysicalideasdiscussed in thepreceding sections,we�tourone-loop results

to the properties of�nite nuclei. W e choose a set ofsphericalnucleiand solve the Dirac

and m ean-�eld equationsforeach nucleusby iteration,untilself-consistency isreached [62].

W e then calculate a setofobservablesfX
(i)

th g foreach nucleusand tune the param etersto

m inim izethegeneralized �2 [71]de�ned by

�
2 =

X

i

X

X

�
X (i)

exp � X
(i)

th

W
(i)

X X
(i)
exp

�2

; (111)

where irunsoverthesetofnuclei,X runsoverthesetofobservables,thesubscript\exp"

indicatesthe experim entalvalue ofthe observable,and W
(i)

X are the relative weights. The

nucleiwechooseare 16O,40Ca,48Ca,88Sr,and 208Pb.

Sim ilar �tting procedures have been standard fordeterm ining param etersets forrela-

tivisticm ean-�eld m odels[70,71,73,74].In thepreviousstudies,however,theprincipalgoal

wasto determ ine m inim alparam etersetsthatprovided a good description ofbulk nuclear

properties,so astom axim izepredictability.Thesetofobservablesused to m akethe�twas

also keptata m inim um .In these�ts,theparam etersincluded only thescalarm assm s,the

nucleon-m eson couplingsgs,gv,and g�,and two scalarself-interaction param eters,�3 and

�4.(The exception isthe pointcoupling m odelofRef.[71],which hasa corresponding set

ofnucleon-only pointcouplings.) Thenucleon and vectorm eson m assesweregenerally �xed
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atexperim entalvalues. The resulting param etersetsprovide good �tsto nuclearbinding

energies,chargedistributions,and single-particlestructure,fora widevariety ofnuclei.

Oure�ectivelagrangian,truncated at� = 4,containsm anyadditionalparam eters.Thus

weexpectto�nd good �tstonuclearproperties.However,ourgoalsarequitedi�erentfrom

the previousstudies. W earenotconcerned with m axim izing predictive power;instead,we

wanttouseexperim entaldatatotestwhethertheparam etersofthee�ectivelagrangian are,

in fact,natural.In so doing wewantto gain insightinto an appropriateleveloftruncation.

Thereforewe constrain theparam etersby using every observablewe believe should bewell

reproduced.

The �2 function in Eq.(111)serves asa �gure ofm eritforour�t. W e do notexpect

ourm odelto reproducetheexperim entalobservablesattheleveloftheactualexperim ental

uncertaintiesin each case;thism eansthata directstatisticalinterpretation 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" correspondsto a contribution ofunity to �2 from each observable.

In choosing weights we follow closely the prescription in Ref.[71],so that we willhave a

basis ofcom parision. Di�erent choices ofweights willem phasize di�erent aspects ofthe

physicsand lead to di�erent\optim al" param etrizations.However,wehavetried a rangeof

reasonableweightsand thequalitativeconclusionsgiven below areindependent.

Thechoiceofobservablesstartswiththebasicphysicsofthesem i-em piricalm assform ula,

which should bereproduced by anyreasonablem odelofnuclei.Herethisisachieved directly

by �tting to thebinding energiesofindividualnuclei.W eadopta relative weightof0.15%

foreach bindingenergy.Thisim pliesthatbindingenergiespernucleon should bereproduced

to two decim alplaces,with an uncertainty ofroughly unity in the second place. Butitis

alsoim portantthatthesystem aticsoftheenergiesarefollowed;otherwise,them inim ization

procedurem ay �nd reasonable�tsto energiesbutwith poorsystem atics(particularly when

fewerparam etersareused,aswith � = 2 or� = 3 truncations).Therefore we also use the

deviation ofexperim entaland calculated binding energies��i� (�i)exp � (�i)th to determ ine

�a1,�a2,and �a4 according to

��i= �a1A i� �a2A
2=3

i � �a4(N i� Zi)
2
=A i : (112)

HereN iand Ziarethenum berofneutronsand protonsin thei
th nucleusand A i= N i+ Zi.

Thusan exact�tto theenergieswould also have �a1 = �a2 = �a4 = 0.The deviations�a2
and �a4 areincluded asseparateterm sin Eq.(111)in theform [�ai=W �ai]

2,with W �ai = 0:08.

(Thisweightwasselected based on theresultsforlow-ordertruncations;ithasno intrinsic

signi�cance.)

W ealso expectthee�ectivetheory to accurately reproducelow-m om entum observables,

which leadsusto focuson the charge form factor. W e choose the rm scharge radiiofthe

nucleiand the so-called di�raction-m inim um -sharp (d.m .s.) radiias observables (another

choicewould havebeen thesurfacethickness[73]).Thed.m .s.radiusofa nucleusisde�ned

to be[75]

R dm s � 4:493=Q
(1)

0 ; (113)

where Q
(1)

0 is the three-m om entum transfer at the �rst zero ofthe nuclear charge form

factor F(Q) � Fchg(q) with Q = jqj. The d.m .s.radius is expected to be a clean low-
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m om entum quantity fora nucleusand should bewelldescribed.Theweightschosen forthe

radiicorrespond to an accuracy ofroughly two decim alplaces.

Finally,weexpectto reproducevariousfeaturesofthesingle-particlestructurein nuclei.

W efocusin particularon spin-orbitsplittingsneartheFerm isurface,which arereasonably

wellknown forboth proton and neutron levels. These splittingsare closely related to the

size ofthe m ean �elds atthe one-loop level. In a previous study,a good reproduction of

these splittingswasfound even when they were notincluded asobservables[73].However,

ourexpanded param eterspacem eansthatthiscorrelation m ay notfollow withoutexplicitly

including them .In addition,weusetheproton 1h9=2 energy levelin
208Pb to �x theoverall

scale ofthe energy levels;the positioning ofthislevelhelpsto determ ine param etersthat

inuencethesym m etry energy.Finally,theproton splittingE p(2d3=2)� E p(1h11=2)ischosen

asacharacteristicsplittingbetween stateswith largeand sm alll,which constrainstheshape

ofthe e�ective single-particle potential[76].The additionalweighton observablesforlead

also leadsto a m oresensitive determ ination oftheisovectorparam eters.

To sum m arize,the observables (a totalof29) and their relative weights are taken as

follows:

� Thebinding energiespernucleon �=B ,with a relativeweightof0.15%

� Therm schargeradiihr2i
1

2

chg,with a relativeweightof0:2%

� Thed.m .s.radiiRdm s,with a relativeweightof0:15%

� Thespin-orbitsplittings�E SO oftheleast-bound protonsand neutrons,with arelative

weightof5% for16O,15% for208Pb,25% for40Ca and 48Ca,and 50% for88Sr

� The proton energy Ep(1h9=2)and the proton levelsplitting E p(2d3=2)� E p(1h11=2)in
208Pb,with relativeweightsof5% and 25% ,respectively

� The surface-energy and sym m etry-energy deviation coe�cients �a2 and �a4 [see

Eq.(112)],each with a weightof0:08.

For further discussion ofthe relative weights for �=B ,hr2i
1=2

ch ,and �E SO ,see Ref.[71].

Additionalobservablesthatm ightbe added in future investigationsinclude neutron radii,

quadrupoledeform ations,m onopoleresonanceenergies,and an enlarged setoftestnuclei.

W e take the nucleon,!,and � m asses to be given by theirexperim entalvalues: M =

939M eV,m v = 782M eV,and m � = 770M eV.9 The anom alousm agnetic m om ents ofthe

nucleon are�xed at�p = 1:793and �n = �1:913.W ealso�x g = 5:01asgiven in Eq.(59).

Thefree-spacechargeradiiofthenucleon,asgiven in Eqs.(68)and (69),areused to �x �s,

�v,and f� by solving Eqs.(64)to (67). The rem aining thirteen param etersgs,gv,g�,�1,

9Including m v asa freeparam eterstarting from theparam etersetsin TableIleadsto only a tiny

im provem entin �2 (lessthan unity)and a sm allchange in m v (about10 M eV).Therefore we � x

the ! and � m asses,sincethe latteralso haslittle e� ect.
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TABLE I.Param etersetsfrom � tsto � nitenuclei.

W 1 C 1 Q 1 Q 2 G 1 G 2

m s=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

gv=4� 1.13652 0.98486 1.02125 0.97202 0.96512 1.01560

g�=4� 0.77787 0.65053 0.70261 0.68096 0.69844 0.75467

�1 0.29577 0.07060 0.64992

�2 � 0.96161 0.10975

�3 1.6698 1.6582 1.7424 2.2067 3.2467

�4 � 6.6045 � 8.4836 � 10.090 0.63152

�0 � 1.7750 3.5249 2.6416

�� � 0.2722 0.3901

�1 1.8549 1.7234

�2 1.7880 � 1.5798

fv=4 0.1079 0.1734

f�=4 0.9332 1.1159 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 � 0.26545 � 0.18470 � 0.24992 � 0.45964

�2,��,�3,�4,�0,m s,fv,�1,and �2 forthe� = 4 param etrization arethen obtained by the

optim ization proceduresdescribed above.

This optim ization program faces serious di�culties. W ith such a large param eter set

and becausetheobservablesthem selvesarehighly correlated,thereisa de�niteproblem of

underdeterm ination.Them inim ization routinesused herearereliablefordeterm ining local

m inim a but are not guaranteed to �nd a globalm inim um ,so we cannot be sure to have

sam pled allrelevantvaluesoftheparam eters.Therearefurthercom plicationsin obtaining

am oreglobal�tbecausetherequired stability oftheHartreeiterationsprecludeslargesteps

through param eterspace. Thus the m inim ization routinesm ust be e�cient in navigating

narrow valleysin param eterspace.To m ake ourresultsasrobustaspossible,we used two

di�erentcodesand m adem any runswith di�erentstarting param eters.

Ourstudies ofthe full� = 4 param etrization yielded two distinct param etersets (G1

and G2)with essentially thesam e�2 values.10 Thesesetsand severaltruncated param eter

sets described below are presented in Table I. The observables ofthe �ve nucleifor the

G1 and G2 param etersetsare sum m arized in the tablesand �gures. Bulk binding-energy

system aticsaregiven in TableII.Therm schargeradiiand d.m .s.radiiaresum m arized in

Table III;we have consistently used the experim entalFourier{Besselcharge densities and

chargeradiiofRef.[77]forallnuclei.Thespin-orbitsplittingsoftheleast-bound nucleons

are given in Table IV. For com parison,we also include results from the point-coupling

m odelofRef.[71].Notethatourrm sradiicontainsc.m .corrections,whilethosede�ned in

Ref.[71]do not.Thechargedensities(and point-proton densities)and chargeform factors

10Sm allchangesin the weightscan m ake the�2 lowerforone ortheother,butnotsigni� cantly.
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TABLE II. Binding-energy system atics for sets G 1, G 2, and the point-coupling m odel of

Ref.[71](setPC).Binding energiespernucleon aregiven in M eV.

Set 16O 40Ca 48Ca 88Sr 208Pb

G 1 7.98 8.55 8.67 8.72 7.88

G 2 7.97 8.55 8.68 8.72 7.87

PC 7.97 8.58 8.69 8.75 7.86

expt. 7.98 8.55 8.67 8.73 7.87

TABLE III. Rm s charge radii (in fm ) and d.m .s. radii (in fm ) for sets G 1, G 2, and the

point-coupling m odelofRef.[71](setPC).

Set 16O 40Ca 48Ca 88Sr 208Pb

hr2i
1

2

ch
R dm s hr2i

1

2

ch
R dm s hr2i

1

2

ch
R dm s hr2i

1

2

ch
R dm s hr2i

1

2

ch
R dm s

G 1 2.72 2.77 3.46 3.84 3.45 3.95 4.19 4.99 5.50 6.80

G 2 2.73 2.77 3.46 3.84 3.45 3.95 4.19 5.00 5.50 6.80

PC 2.73 3.45 3.48 4.21 5.50

expt. 2.74 2.76 3.45 3.85 3.45 3.96 4.20 4.99 5.50 6.78

for16O,40Ca,48Ca,and 208Pb areshown in Figs.1to8.Thesingle-particlespectra for40Ca

and 208Pb arepresented in Figs.9 to 11.

The �tsto nuclearcharge radii,d.m .sradii,binding energies,and spin-orbitsplittings

arequitegood;they arealm ostallattherelativeaccuracy prescribed by thecorresponding

weights.A good reproduction ofthespin-orbitforcein �nitenucleinecessarily leadstolarge

scalarand vectorm ean �eldsin theinteriorsofnucleiorin nuclearm atternearequilibrium

density. Ourcalculationsshow thatourparam etersproduce scalarand vectorm ean �elds

consistentwith the estim atesgiven in Eqs.(46)and (47). The single-particle spectrum in

lead isalso quite good,although the leveldensity nearthe Ferm isurface issom ewhattoo

low,asusualin theDirac{Hartreeapproxim ation.

Thelow-m om entum behaviorofthenuclearchargeform factorsiswellreproduced,while

TABLE IV. Spin-orbitsplittingsfortheleast-bound neutronsand protonsforsetsG 1,G 2,and

the point-coupling m odelofRef.[71](setPC).

neutron � E SO (M eV) proton � E SO (M eV)

G 1 G 2 PC expt. G 1 G 2 PC expt.
16O 6.0 6.0 6.4 6.2 6.0 6.0 6.4 6.3
40Ca 6.6 6.5 6.8 6.3 6.6 6.5 6.8 7.2
48Ca 5.8 5.6 5.9 3.6 6.3 6.1 6.1 4.3
88Sr 2.1 2.0 1.9 1.5a 6.2 6.0 6.1 3.5a

208Pb 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.9 1.8 1.8 2.0 1.3

aCalculated from Bohrand M ottelson [78]asin Ref.[71].
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FIG .1. Charge density of16O .The solid line istaken from experim ent[77]. Charge densities

areshown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom TableI.Also shown isthepoint-proton density

[�p ofEq.(94)]forsetG 1.

FIG .2. Charge form factorof16O .The solid line istaken from experim ent[77].Form factors

are shown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom Table I.
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FIG .3. Chargedensity of40Ca.Thesolid lineistaken from experim ent[77].Chargedensities

areshown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom TableI.Also shown isthepoint-proton density

forsetG 1.

FIG .4. Chargeform factorof40Ca.Thesolid lineistaken from experim ent[77].Form factors

are shown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom Table I.
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FIG .5. Chargedensity of48Ca.Thesolid lineistaken from experim ent[77].Chargedensities

areshown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom TableI.Also shown isthepoint-proton density

forsetG 2.

FIG .6. Chargeform factorof48Ca.Thesolid lineistaken from experim ent[77].Form factors

are shown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom Table I.
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FIG .7. Chargedensity of208Pb.Thesolid lineistaken from experim ent[77].Chargedensities

areshown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom TableI.Also shown isthepoint-proton density

forsetG 2.

FIG .8. Chargeform factorof208Pb.Thesolid lineistaken from experim ent[77].Form factors

are shown fortheG 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom Table I.
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FIG .9. Predicted single-particle spectra for 40Ca using the G 1 and G 2 param etersetsfrom

Table I.Theleftm ostvaluesare from experim ent[79].

the high-m om entum parts show som e departure from the experim entaldata. This is ex-

pected,since our approxim 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 gradientcontributionsto thechargedensitiesareim portantin reducing the

point-nucleon charge uctuations. This is evident in the �gures,where the point-proton

density isalso shown. W e em phasize thatthe charge density isobtained directly from the

Hartreesolutions;thereisno convolution with externalsingle-nucleon form factors.

Experience with a broad classofrelativistic m ean-�eld m odelsshowsthatm odelsthat

successfully reproducebulk propertiesof�nitenucleisharecharacteristicpropertiesin in�-

nitenuclearm atter[11,13].Thesepropertiesaretheequilibrium bindingenergy and density,

TABLE V. Nuclear m atter equilibrium properties for sets from Table I and for the

point-coupling m odelofRef.[71](set PC).Values are given for the binding energy per nucleon

(in M eV),the Ferm im om entum kF (in fm � 1),the com pression m odulus K (in M eV),the bulk

sym m etry energy coe� cienta4 (in M eV),M �=M ,and gvV0 (in M eV)atequilibrium .

Set E =B � M kF K a4 M �=M gvV0

W 1 � 16:46 1.279 569 40.9 0.532 363

C1 � 16:19 1.293 304 32.0 0.657 255

Q 1 � 16:10 1.299 242 36.4 0.597 306

Q 2 � 16:13 1.303 279 35.2 0.614 292

G 1 � 16:14 1.314 215 38.5 0.634 274

G 2 � 16:07 1.315 215 36.4 0.664 248

PC � 16:13 1.299 264 37.0 0.575 322
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FIG .10. Predicted neutron single-particle spectra for208Pb nearthe Ferm isurfaceusing the

G 1 and G 2 param eter sets from Table I.The leftm ost values are from experim ent [79],and PC

standsforthe point-coupling m odelofRef.[71].

thecom pression m odulusK ,thevalueofM �=M atequilibrium ,and thesym m etry energy

a4.Onefurthercondition isthatthelightscalarm asssatis�es500 <� m s
<
� 550M eV.This

FIG .11. Predicted proton single-particle spectra for 208Pb nearthe Ferm isurface using the

G 1 and G 2 param eter sets from Table I.The leftm ost values are from experim ent [79],and PC

standsforthepoint-coupling m odelofRef.[71].Notethatthe1h9=2 levelisthelowestlevelin the

� rstunoccupied shell.
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FIG .12. Contributionsto theenergy perparticlein nuclearm atterforparam etersetsG 1 and

G 2 from thenth-orderterm softheform �lW m ,wheren = l+ m .Theboxesareterm swith l= 0,

the circles are term s with m = 0,and absolute values are shown. Results from set G 1 are open

and those from G 2 are � lled. The crosses are estim ates based on Eq.(44). The arrow indicates

the totalbinding energy �0 = 16:1 M eV.

condition ensuresreasonably sm ooth chargedensities,good surface-energy system atics,and

an appropriateshapeforthesingle-particlepotentials[11].Thisiscon�rm ed from theprop-

ertiesofnuclearm atterpredicted from our�tsto �nitenuclei,asshown in TableV forthe

param etersetsin TableI.

Itisinstructivetoexam inethecontributionstotheenergyofnuclearm atterfrom various

term sin theenergy density.Thisisshown in Fig.12,wherethecontributionsto theenergy

pernucleon atequilibrium from thequadratic,cubic,and quarticpowersofthe�elds� and

W in Eq.(108)areindicated separately.W esetthescaleforthenaturalsizeofcontributions

expected from an nth-orderterm using the power counting estim ate [Eq.(44)]foran nth-

ordercontactterm and theapproxim ation hN N i� hN yN i= �B,with �B being thebaryon

density and the bracketindicating an expectation value.These estim atesare m arked with

crosses,and the errorbarsreecta range of� from 500 M eV to 1 GeV.W e observe that

theestim atesareconsistentwith the�eld energiesfound from the �ts.Furtherm ore,these

estim atesalso setthescalesforthem ean m eson �elds,which areconsistentwith Eq.(46).

Thisisan indication thatthenaturalnessassum ption isvalid (seebelow).

Severalobservationscan bem adebased on the�gure:

� The contributions decrease steadily with increasing powers ofthe �elds, so that a

truncation isjusti�ed.Notethatthisdecreasewillbecom em oregradualasthedensity

isincreased aboveequilibrium density.

� Thenuclearm atterbinding energy (indicated by thearrow)isan orderofm agnitude

sm allerthan the individual� = 2 contributions. Thisim plies thatthe � = 2 scalar
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and vectorcontributionscancelalm ostcom pletely and also that� = 4 contributions

arestillquitesigni�cant(atleastforsetG1).

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

� = 4 �t is extended. (They correspond to the lowest values of�2). They are not

welldeterm ined;alm ostidenticalvaluesof�2 can be found forvery di�erent� = 5

param eters.Nevertheless,even when unnatural� = 5param etersareintroduced,their

netcontribution to theenergy istypically a few tenthsofan M eV.Thusa truncation

at� = 4 isconsistentand adequate.

� Thesystem aticsofthetwoparam etersetsat� = 4arequitedi�erent.SetG1parallels

thesystem aticsofthestandard param etersetsfrom Refs.[73,70,74],while the � = 4

term sforG2arequitesm all.Thisispossiblebecauseofthecontributionsfrom the�1
and �2 term s,which involvegradientsofthem eson �eldsand thusdonotcontributein

nuclearm atter.Thecontributionsofthesegradients[notethesignsofthe�i and the

signsin Eq.(53)]to thespin-orbitsplittingsin �nitenucleiallow setG2 to accurately

reproducetheem piricalspectra,even though M �=M in nuclearm atterislargerthan

in conventionalm odels.

Ifwereturn now totheparam etersinTableI,weseethatwhiletheYukawacouplingsand

the scalarm assareclose forthe two sets,them eson self-couplingsare very di�erent.This

isconsistentwith ourearlierHartree calculations[62,13],which showed thatthe bulk and

single-particle observablesofinterestaredeterm ined to a largeextentby a relatively sm all

num berofnuclearproperties.Asnoted above,by reproducing �ve im portantpropertiesof

nuclearm atterandbychoosinganappropriatescalarm ass,oneessentially�xesthepredicted

propertiesofdoubly m agicnuclei,and thusthethirteen param etersin thepresentm odelare

underdeterm ined. The param etersare therefore highly correlated and are sensitive to the

relativeweightschosen fortheobservables,including thespin-orbitsplittings.To determ ine

theparam etersbetter,onem ustincludeadditionalobservablesthataresensitivetodi�erent

aspectsofthedynam ics.

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

�nd param etersetsform ore constrained truncations. Ifwe optim ize with the \standard"

m ean-�eld m odel,which includes the Yukawa couplings,the scalar m ass,and �3 and �4,

we �nd �2 � 110,and the param eterset(which we labelQ1)isqualitatively close to the

\best-�t" setsofthepastand also to thecorresponding param etersofsetG1 (seeTableI).

Adding the � = 4 vectorself-interaction,with param eter�0,im proves the �
2 to about90

(set Q2). The �2 values ofsets G1 and G2 are slightly less than 50,so it is clearthat a

better�tisobtained with m oreparam eters,butnotdram atically so.

Ifwe truncate our m odelat � = 2 (set W 1),keeping only the Yukawa couplings and

the scalar m ass and setting allother param eters to zero,the best �2 is over 1700. The

\optim al" setin thiscase dependsstrongly on the relative weights,because only a subset

ofthe observables can be reproduced accurately. The standard choice [62]has been to

reproducethechargeradiiaccuratelyattheexpenseofsigni�cantunderbinding.Thepresent

setofweightsleadstom uch betterbindingenergies(despitealargecom pressibility)butthe

system atics ofthe charge radii(oxygen in particular)isbadly reproduced. The spin-orbit

splittingsaretoo largein allcases,corresponding to a low valueforM �=M (seeTableV).
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At� = 3(setC1),weadd twoparam eters,�3 and �1.(W ehold �� atzeroforsim plicity.)

Ifthe num ber ofparam 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

practicethe�1 contribution playsthesam eroleas�4 ifonelooksatenergy contributionsin

nuclearm atter,butitisinsu�cientto accurately reproduce nuclearsizes. Itislikely that

the density dependence ofthe two � = 3 term sistoo sim ilarto provide enough exibility

fora good �t.

Thus we �nd that we need at least � = 4 term s to �nd a good �t to nuclear prop-

erties. Exam ples are sets Q1 and Q2. Once we allow all� = 4 term s,however,the �t

is underdeterm ined, as is evident by the di�erences between our sets G1 and G2. One

ofthe im portantnew featuresare the �1 and �2 param eters,which accom pany derivative

corrections.W ithouttheseincluded in the�t,setG2 cannotachieve a �2 betterthan 100.

Ifwe include � = 5 param eters from Eq.(55) in the �t,only sm allim provem ents in

�2 (< 2 units) are found. The net contribution to the energy from these term s is very

sm all(roughly a few tenthsofan M eV)in these �ts,even ifthe coe�cientsare arti�cially

m adelargeso thatindividualcontributionsaresigni�cant.Furtherm ore,thechangesin the

lower-order coe�cients from the � = 4 �ts are sm all. Thus we �nd � = 4 contributions

are necessary and su�cient for this set ofobservables. Clearly the � = 5 results,when

included,do notdrive the physics,and theire�ectscan be absorbed into sm allchangesin

the lower-ordercouplings.The insensitivity to the � = 5 term svalidatesourtruncation of

thelagrangian.

Theparam etersin TableIhavebeen displayed in such a way thatthey should allbeof

orderunity accordingtoNDA and thenaturalnessassum ption.Thisisseen tobethecase.11

Itisim portantto em phasize thisnontrivialresult:W ithouttheguidancefrom NDA,these

coe�cientscould beany sizeatall!W econcludethatNDA and thenaturalnessassum ption

are indeed com patible with and im plied by the observed properties of�nite nuclei,even

though weareabsorbing m any-body e�ectsin thecoe�cients.

However,thedetailed m echanism by which thenuclearobservablesconstrain theparam -

etersto be naturalisnottransparent. Second-order(� = 2)coe�cientsvary only slightly,

regardlessofthenum berofparam etersused.The otherparam eters,while natural,arenot

aswelldeterm ined. W e searched forunnaturalparam etersetsby starting from unnatural

values,buttheoptim ization alwaysproduced naturalresults.The� = 5 param eterscan be

m ade large,butthey are tuned by the optim ization so thatthey cancelalm ostcom pletely

in the Hartree equations. Despite the narrow range ofdensitiespresentin ordinary nuclei,

the di�erent density dependence ofvariousterm sin the energy is apparently su�cient to

enforcenaturalness.

11Them ostunnaturalcoe� cientis�4 from setG 1.Itscontribution totheenergyisstillcom patible

with naturalestim atesdespiteitssize becauseofthe 1=4!counting factor.
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V I.D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A RY

Ourgoalsin thispaperareto constructan e�ective �eld theory based on hadronsthat

isappropriateforcalculationsof�nite-density nuclearsystem sand to proposem ethodsfor

m aking thesecalculationstractable.Thelagrangian isconsistentwith theunderlying sym -

m etriesofQCD,and heavy,non-Goldstonebosonsareintroduced toavoid thecalculation of

(som e)virtualpion loops.To organizethelagrangian,werely on NaiveDim ensionalAnaly-

sis(NDA),which allowsustoextractthedim ensionalscalesofany term ,on theassum ption

ofnaturalness,which saysthattherem aining dim ensionlesscoe�cientforeach term should

be oforderunity,and on the observation thatthe ratiosofm ean m eson �elds (and their

gradients) to the nucleon m ass (which generically represents the \heavy" m ass scale) are

good expansion param eters.Sincethem eson �eldsareroughly proportionalto thenuclear

density,and since the spatialvariationsin nucleiare determ ined by the m om entum distri-

butionsofthe valence nucleon wave functions,thisorganizationalschem e isessentially an

expansion in kF=M ,wherekF isa Ferm iwavenum bercorresponding to norm alnuclearden-

sities.IfNDA and thenaturalnessassum ption arevalid,onecan expand thelagrangian in

powersofthe�eldsand theirderivatives,truncateatsom e�niteorder,and thushavesom e

predictive power for the properties ofnuclei. Our �ts to bulk and single-particle nuclear

propertiesshow thatthisisindeed thecase.

Asin alle�ective�eld theories,thecoe�cientsin ournonrenorm alizablelagrangian im -

plicitly include contributions from energy scales heavier than our generic m ass �. Thus

contributionsfrom baryon vacuum loopsand non-Goldstoneboson loops(including,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 one-baryon-loop or

Hartree level,�tting the param eters to nucleim eans thatthey also im plicitly include the

e�ects ofm any-body corrections. These consist ofnucleon exchange and correlation con-

tributions,which m ay involve virtualstateswith largeexcitation energies,m odi�cationsof

the vacuum dynam icsat�nite density,like the nuclearLam b shift,and virtualpion loops,

sincethem ean pion �eld vanishesin sphericalnuclei.Thesem any-body e�ectsinvolveboth

short-and long-rangedynam ics,so itisnotablethatour�tted param etersarestillnatural.

W e can understand this result with the following argum ents. First,itis unlikely that

naturalparam etersarisefrom a sensitivecancellation between unnaturalparam etersin the

lagrangian and com pensating large m any-body e�ects. It is m uch m ore likely that the

param etersin thelagrangian arenatural,and them odi�cationsfrom m any-body e�ectsare

sm all. Thisisconsistentwith explicitcalculationsofrelativistic exchange and correlation

e�ects,which show that these contributions do not signi�cantly m odify the nucleon self-

energiesnorintroduce large state dependence,atleastforstatesin the Ferm isea.12 This

\Hartreedom inance" ofthem ean �elds[13]and oftheparam etersneeded to producethem

12A well-known, but som ewhat exceptionalexam ple concerns the sym m etry energy in nuclei.

Explicit calculations show that one-pion exchange graphs m ake a signi� cant contribution to the

sym m etry energy [80],butthese e� ectscan be sim ulated atthe Hartree levelby sim ply choosing

a rho-nucleon coupling thatislargerthan whatone would expectfrom free-space considerations.
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isa crucialelem entin theexpansion and truncation schem edescribed above.An im portant

topic forfuture work isthe explicitevaluation ofcorrelation e�ectsin thism odel,both to

disentangle these contributions from the �t param eters and to verify the extent to which

Hartreedom inanceisvalid.

W ecan also understand why earlierrelativisticHartreeapproachesto nuclearstructure

weresuccessful.M any ofthesecalculationsused lagrangiansthatweretruncated arbitrarily

atquartic interactionsin the m eson �elds,butwe have seen thatquintic and higher-order

term sareunim portant(and undeterm ined)forthenuclearobservablesofinterest.M oreover,

even though m ostoftheseinvestigationsarbitrarily setsom eofthecubicand quarticm eson

param eterstozero,wehavealsoseen thatthefullcom plem entofparam etersthrough fourth

order (� � 4) are underdeterm ined by the data. Therefore,keeping only a subset ofthe

param etersdoesnotprecludethepossibility ofa realistic�tto nuclei.

In sum m ary,wehaveconstructed an e�ectivelagrangian thatm aintainsthesym m etries

ofQCD,such asLorentzinvariance,parity conservation,chiralsym m etry,and electrom ag-

netic gauge invariance. The bulk and single-particle propertiesofnucleican be described

realisticallybythise�ectivehadronictheoryattheone-baryon-loop level.Naivedim ensional

analysisand thenaturalnessassum ption arefound to becom patible with theobserved nu-

clearproperties. The �tted param etersare natural,and the resultsare notdriven by the

lastterm skept.Thedescription ofthespin-orbitsplittingsoftheleastbound nucleonsand

theshellstructurearegenerally good,although theerrorsarerelatively largecom pared with

the otherobservables. The long-rangeelectrom agnetic structure ofthe nucleon isincluded

explicitly using vector-m eson dom inance and derivative couplings to the photon;itis not

necessary to introducead hoc electrom agneticform factors.Them esonicand gradientcon-

tributionsareim portantforreducing uctuationsin the point-nucleon charge density,and

theresulting nuclearchargeform factorsagreewellwith experim ent.Theextension ofthese

calculationsbeyond one-baryon-loop orderiscurrently in progress.
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