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We examine the possibility, and its consequences, that in a relativistic local field theory, consisting of
color quarks g, scalar gluon o, color gauge field V,, and color Higgs field ¢, the mass of the soliton
solution may be much lower than any mass of the plane-wave solutions; i.e., the quark mass m,, the gluon
mass m,, etc. There appears a rather clean separation between the physics of these low-mass solitons and
that of the high-energy excitations, in the range of m, and m,, provided that the parameters £ =(u/m, )? and
n=p/m, are both << 1, where p is an overall low-energy scale appropriate for the solitons [but the ratio
7)/€ is assumed to be O(1), though otherwise arbitrary]. Under very general assumptions, we show that,
independently of the number of parameters in the original Lagrangian, the mathematical problem of finding
the quasiclassical soliton solutions reduces, through scaling, to that of a simple set of two coupled first-order
differential equations, neither of which contains any explicit free parameters. The general properties and the
numerical solutions of this reduced set of differential equations are given. The resulting solitons exhibit
physical characteristics very similar to those of a “‘gas bubble” immersed in a “medium”: there is a constant
surface tension and a constant pressure exerted by the medium on the gas; in addition, there are the
“thermodynamical” energy of the gas and the related gas pressure, which are determined by the solutions of
the reduced equations. Both a SLAC-type bag and the Creutz-Soh version of the MIT bag may appear, but
only as special limiting cases. These soliton solutions are applied to the physical hadrons; their static
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properties are calculated and, within a 10-15% accuracy, agree with observations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a previous paper! (hereafter called I), we have
made a systematic comparison between the quasi-
classical soliton results and the exact answer in
a quantum field theory, whenever the exact answer
is available. In a fully relativistic renormalizable
theory of a fermion field interacting with a scalar
gluon field, the exact answer is known only in the
weak-coupling region. There, it is found that the
quasiclassical result becomes exact when the
fermion number N is large. Even when N=2, the
quasiclassical result remains a fair approxima-
tion. For example, the ratio between the exact
two-body binding energy and the corresponding
quasiclassical soliton result is =0.77 in the weak-
coupling limit. When the fermions are nonrelativ-
istic (like electrons in a crystal), but the scalar
field remains relativistic, exact answers are also
known in the strong-coupling limit. We find that
the quasiclassical soliton result becomes exact for
arbitrary N, provided that the coupling is suffi-
ciently strong; it is also exact in any coupling
range, when N is sufficiently large. It is not dif-
ficult to trace the underlying reason for the valid-
ity of the quasiclassical description. When N is
>1, there are a large number of real particles
in the system. Similarly, when the coupling is
strong, the number of virtual particles becomes
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large. In either case, the system possesses
some large coherent modes of field quanta, which
are accessible to quasiclassical descriptions. It
is quite remarkable that even in the worst case,
N =2 and weak coupling, the quasiclassical binding
energy derived from the soliton solution remains
a fairly reasonable approximation to the exact
quantum value. (The same conclusion can be
reached if the conserved quantum number, say
N, is carried by a boson field, instead of a fer-
mion field.)

From these comparisons, we infer that strong
coupling is by no means detrimental to a quasi-
classical approximation.!’> Rather, because of
the large number of virtual quanta involved, and
because of the strong potential energy which may
develop against fluctuations, one expects the quasi-
classical approximation to be more reliable in the
strong-coupling region. With this assumption, we
shall in this paper extend our studies of quasi-
classical soliton solutions to quark models for
hadrons, where strong coupling is clearly re-
quired. Our starting point is identical to that of
Bardeen, Chanowitz, Drell, Weinstein, and Yan?
it is also similar to the work of many others.**
On the other hand, as we shall see, the details
are different; our analysis of the quasiclassical
soliton solutions will be more systematic. Both a
SLAC-type bag® and the Creutz-Soh version® of the
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MIT bag” will appear only as special limiting
cases.

The specific system that we wish to study con-
tains a quark field §, which has nine components
representing the (3, 3) representation of the color®
SU(3) times the usual® SU(3) symmetry. [The gen-
eralization to SU(4) is straightforward.] Instead
of a permanent confinement, we assume a very
large mass m, for the free quark, which accounts
for its escape from detection so far. A scalar
gluon field o is introduced to bind the quarks into
observed hadrons. By applying the same mech-
anism as that used in the discussions on abnormal
nuclear states,'® we can reduce the effective mass
of a bound quark to almost zero inside the hadron,
and thereby realize some of the well-known fea-
tures of a relativistic quark model, such as SU(6)
symmetry'! and the related electromagnetic prop-
erties. In addition, we follow the suggestion of
Nambu'? to introduce a color-gauge vector field V,
to unglue the color-nonsinglet states; this necessi-
tates that the vector forces be strong and long
range® inside the hadron. Consequently, the vec-
tor field must also be of a very small effective
mass inside the hadron, though its physical mass
my in a free state has to be rather large since it
has escaped detection so far. A color Higgs'* field
¢ is then introduced to achieve this purpose.

The general Lagrangian density £ of these four
fields ¥, o, V,, and ¢ is given by Eq. (3.8) in
Sec. III. In the Lagrangian density, the potential
function U (o, ¢) between the scalar gluon field ¢
and the color Higgs field ¢ is assumed to have
an absolute minimum at the vacuum value

0=0,.#0 and ¢=¢,,.#0 (1.1)
with the convention

U(Oyacr $rac) =0+ 1.2)
The free quark mass m, and the free vector mass
my are

My=80, and my=fb,.., (1.3)

where g and f are the appropriate coupling con-
stants in the theory. These two masses are both
heavy, >1 GeV. In addition, the potential function
U(o, ¢) is assumed to have a local minimum at

the origin

o= (i) = 0 N
where the effective masses of the quark and the
vector field are both zero. We define
p=U(0,0,)>0. (1.4)

For color-singlet states, the average value of
the color gauge field V, is zero; therefore, we
can simply ignore V, in a quasiclassical calcula-

tion for observed hadrons; since these are all
color singlets.

As we shall see, in accordance with the afore-
mentioned description inside the hadron, we ex-
pect the interior of our soliton solution to be in the
neighborhood of 0=¢=0. Consequently, the energy
scale of the low-lying solitons is expected to be
at least partly determined by p. Since, in this
paper, we are interested only in soliton models
for hadrons, which are supposed to be much lighter
than the quark and the gluon, we shall always as-
sume

m,>pt’* and my>pt/e, (1.5)

where m, is the mass of the gluon field 0. [In the
case of 0-¢ coupling, m, must be more carefully
defined. See (3.29) in Sec. IIL]

Near the surface of the soliton, as we shall also
see, there is a rapid transition of the scalar fields,
o and ¢, changing from values near (o, ¢)=(0, 0)
to (0yac Pvac)- The simplest way to calculate this
transition is to solve the corresponding mechanical
analog problem of a point particle, whose coordin-
ates are (0, ¢), moving in a potential -U(0, ¢),
starting from the origin (0, 0) at a finite time,
and reaching the point (o,,., ¢,,.) at an infinite
time. Such a transition of o and ¢ gives rise to
a surface energy density s, which will be denoted
by

s=surface energy/area=1 =10, 2, (1.6)

where p, thus defined, has the dimensionality of

a mass. It can be readily verified that if there

is only the o field, without the Higgs field ¢, then
m,=mg, the free o0 mass; thus, if one wishes, one
may regard m,, defined by (1.6), to be an effective
0 mass, relevant for the description of the soliton
surface. [See (2.44) and (3.27) below.] In paraliel
with (1.5), we assume

m,>u and my> u, (1.7)
q o

where, in accordance with (1.6),
p=(myo,,.2) 3. (1.8)

Under the assumptions (1.5) and (1.7), the low-
lying solitons are characterized by the energy
scales p'/* and u (or s!/3). For convenience in
order -of-magnitude estimations, the dimensionless
ratio between p and p*,

AEP/““’ (19)

though arbitrary, will be regarded as O(1); i.e.,
A'/4 is considered to be much smaller than either
(m,/u) or (m,/1), so that (1.7) implies (1.5).
Hence, in a soliton model of hadrons, we expect'®

I-L=O(m8), (1.10)
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where my=1316 MeV is the average baryon mass
of the observed lowest SU(6) 56 multiplet. It is
useful to define

(1.11)

Both dimensionless parameters are assumed to
be quite small.

In the limit £ and 7 both ~0, at a fixed but ar-
bitrary ratio n/¢, a rather remarkable simplifica-
tion arises. As we shall see, the low-lying soliton
solutions can be analyzed independently of the
high-energy excitations (which may involve free
quarks, free gluons, etc.). Furthermore, through
scaling, the mathematical problem can be reduced
to a simple system of two coupled first-order dif-
ferential equations neither of which contains any
explicit free parameters:

dn .

£=(u/my)? and n=(u/m,).

dp (-1+@% =020
and (1.12)
ar 2
— +—D=(1+0% -9
dp p (

This reduction is established first in Sec. II for a
simple system of only color quarks and scalar
gluons, and then in Sec. III for a more general
system including vector color gauge fields and
color Higgs fields. The general properties of the
reduced equations (1.12) together with the numeri-
cal solutions are given in Sec. IID.

In Sec. IV, it is shown that the resulting low-ly-
ing states exhibit physical characteristics very
similar to those of a “gas bubble” (i.e., the soliton)
immersed in a “medium” (i.e., the vacuum):
there is a constant pressure p exerted by the medi-
um on the gas and a constant surface tension s.

In addition, there are the “thermodynamical”
energy of the gas and the related gas pressure,
both are determined by the solutions of the re-
duced equations. Also in Sec. IV, we apply these
soliton solutions to the known hadrons. The static
properties agree with observations to within 10—
15% accuracy.

Because of the rather clean separation of physics
of the low-energy hadron states from the physics
at a much higher energy (~ quark mass), identical
results can be derived for these low-lying solu-
tions, whether we assume the quarks are integer-
charged'® or fractionally charged,!” whether they
are stable or unstable (provided that the interac-
tion causing the instability does not play a major
role in the binding). What emerges is the possi-
bility of a relatively self-contained description of
hadron physics in the GeV range that is based on
the quasiclassical soliton solutions of a relativis-
tic local field theory. The fact that these low-

lying states form almost a closed system indicates
that the theory can at least be regarded as a phen-
omenological one, somewhat analogous to Fermi’s
theory of 3 decay. The familiar current X current
description of the weak interaction, though not
fundamental, seems to be quite adequate up to

the present energy range; it can be formulated
without any specific reference to the precise nature
of the underlying structure of the weak interac-
tion. Likewise, the Lagrangian density used in
our derivation of the soliton solutions may not be
fundamental. Even some of the “local” fields used
in our description, such as gluon, quark, etc.,
may turn out to be approximate concepts, valid
only at relatively large distances, ~1073-10"!%

cm.

II. SYSTEMS OF QUARKS AND SCALAR GLUONS

A. Hamiltonian

From the discussions given in the previous sec-
tion, we see that for color singlets, the system
can be reduced to that of a spin-3 quark field and
some scalar fields. For clarity of presentation,
in this section we examine a simpler system, con-
sisting of only the quark field and the scalar gluon
field o, without the Higgs field. (The complete
Lagrangian, which contains the vector and Higgs
fields as well, is given in Sec. III.) The Hamil-
tonian density 3C of this simpler system may be
written as

3= 3124+ 3(Vo) + U(0)
+ 2 U (-ia - V4 gBo)y)
vk
+ counterterms, (2.1)

where @ and B are the standard Dirac matrices,

o is the gluon field, II its conjugate momentum,
and ¢* is the quark field, with the subscript j and
the superscript 2 varying independently from 1

to 3 representing, respectively, the color-SU(3)
index and the usual flavor-SU(3) index. In this
section, for definiteness, we assume U(0) to be

a fourth-order polynomial of ¢. Since, on account
of (1.4), 0=0 is assumed to be a local minimum,
we have

1
U(o):%a02+§17b03+;ﬁcc"+p, (2.2)
where
b >3ac, (2.3)

so that the absolute minimum of U(0) is at 0=0,,,
#0. In accordance with (1.2) and (1.4), the con-
stant p is introduced in order that

U(o,,.)=0 and U(0)=p. (2.4)

vac
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Without any loss of generality, we may choose
b <0, and therefore o, >0:

ovu=-—§?[—b+(b2——gac)’/2]. (2.5)

The free gluon mass m, and the free quark mass
m, are given, respectively, by

m2=d?U/do? at o=0,,,
and (2.6)

mﬂ =gcvac *
The parameters a, b, ¢, and p in U(0) and 3C all
refer to the appropriate renormalized constants,
and the counterterms in (2.1) are for renormaliza-
tion purposes.

By following exactly the same steps used in

Sec. I of 1, leading from Eq. (1.1) to Eq. (1.16) in
that paper, we can decompose our total Hamilton-

ian H= [ 3¢d®% into a sum of two terms: a quasi-
classical part H , and a quantum correction H .,
H=Hg +H .. 2.7

In the present paper, we are interested only in
states with quark number N=3. For these states,
just as in Eq. (1.19) of I, the lowest eigenvalue
E of H, is given by the minimum of the functional

E(0)=Ne+ f [$(Foy+U(0)]d%r, (2.8)

where o(F) is a c-number function of T and ¢ is
defined to be the lowest positive eigenvalue of
the c-number Dirac equation

(—ia +V 4+ gBoYY= €. (2.9)

It has been shown elsewhere! '8 that the eigenvalue
€ of (2.9) is never zero (in contrast to the topologi-
cal soliton'®). Furthermore, because of charge-
conjugation symmetry, € always appears in pairs:
t|e,|,+]€,],... . From (2.8) and (2.9), one sees
that the minimum of E(0) occurs when o is the
solution of

—V204+U'(0)= —gNY'8Y,

where U’(0)=dU/do and [ y"yd3r=1.
It is useful to define

(2.10)

A=maximum of U(c) between 0=0 and 0,
and

t=p/A.
As already mentioned in the Introduction [and as
we shall also show later in (2.44)], in the present
simple case, the mass m, defined by (1.6) is the
same as m,; thus, (1.8) becomes simply

p=(myo,,2) 3. (2.11)

vac

From (1.9) and (1.11), we see that p/(m,0,,.)*
=An. Thus, when -0, so does ¢, since in this
limit A=m0,,2/32, and therefore

vac
am=¢/32.

It is convenient to express the parameters a, b,
¢, and p in terms of {, 0,,., and m,. For { <1, we
find
a=mz[1-3t+0(?],
b=-6(m;*/0,,.)[1 - it +0(?)],
c= 12(m,,/o,ac)2[1 -735§+O(§2)], (2.12)
and
p = 3_12’7[(!20'13(:2[g + O(gz)] M

Through (1.11) and (2.11), m,, o, and m, may
in turn be expressed in terms of u, 7, and £. Thus
the problem defined by (2.9) and (2.10) contains a
mass u and four dimensionless parameters &, 7,

X, and N (or &, 7, ¢, and N).

B. Reduction of differential equations

In this section, we discuss the simplification of
the differential equations (2.9) and (2.10), when the
parameters £=(u/m,)? and 7 = p/m,, defined by
(1.11) and (2.11), are both small.

It is convenient to make the standard separation
of angular variables for the lowest positive-energy
solution of (2.9). We write

u
- s, 2.13
’ (i(& °F/r)v> @19

where G is the Pauli matrix, u=u(r), v=v(r), and

0 1
Equations (2.9) and (2.10) take on the radial form

%=(—€—g0)v,

dv

2
31_’+;l)=(€ -gou, (2.14)
and
d?c 2 do
4% 299 _yr(o)-Ngtr 07,

with [@?+v?)d3r=1. From (2.14), we see that

d 2 2y —

E(u —v%) = —dv[eu - (v/7)]. (2.15)
We define the dimensionless variable

p=€r. (2.16)

As we shall see, for N=2 or 3, in the limit £ and
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n both -0 at a fixed but arbitrary ratio n/%,
through scaling the above rather complicated set
of coupled equations in » can be reduced to the fol-
lowing simple set of two coupled first-order dif-
ferential equations in p:

dit
dp
and (2.17)

=(-1+2% - 92D

52 :
@ o (1ea— .
dp p

The relation between these two scts of equations,
(2.14) and (2.17), will be given below. It is quite
remarkable that (2.17) does not explicitly contain
any free parameter, while in the original set of
equations (2.14) there are five independent param-
etersa, b, ¢, ¢, and N (or p, & 7, A, and N).

To see how the solutions of (2.14) can be ex-
pressed in terms of those of (2.17), we first com-
ment on some simple properties of the reduced
equations (2.17). At p=0, the initial value 7(0)
can be arbitrary, while #(0)=0 because of the
term 29/p in the second equation of (2.17). By
assigning an initial value #(0), we can integrate
(2.17) from p=0 to the point when @(p) = #(p), say
at p=p,. Let us define

7, = (p,)=(p,), (2.18)
2
n=dn [ 0@+ 9)dp, (2.19)
o
and
q=4n f "2 (@2 - 92)2dp . (2.20)

0

Each initial value #(0) leads to a given set of @,
P, n, and g. It is just as convenient to choose n
to be the independent parameter, and regard #(0),
Py, i@,, and q as functions of n. The following
theorem (proved in the next section) establishes

the relation between the solutions of (2.14) and (2.17):

Theovem 1. In the limit £ and 7 both -0 at a
fixed though arbitrary ratio n/¢, for N=2 or 3,
the lowest soliton energy E(o), which is deter-
mined by (2.8) and (2.14), is given by

) (9 e ) B

() () e
and
) ) e ()Y
(3
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where 4 and X are defined by (2.11) and (1.9), re-
spectively.

Before giving the proof of the theorem, it may
be useful first to discuss its content. For definite-
ness, let us consider in (2.14) a given set of pa-
rameters a, b, ¢, g, and N. The other param-
eters such as p, u, n/&, and X are then all deter-
mined. On the other hand, from the solution of
(2.17), one has q=q(n), p,=p,(n), and @, =4,(n).
We may then use (2.22) to determine », and (2.21)
to determine E.

The physical meaning of the theorem becomes
clearer if we express (2.21) and (2.22) in the fol-
lowing alternative (but equivalent) form, (2.23) and
(2.24), also proved in the next section:

E=Ne[l+3(q/n)]+ 57R21u3+ 27R%p (2.23)
and

-2Nu*(€ =R+ 3(u3/R)+p=0, (2.24)
where

n=(ge/my)?N= ‘;ﬁ’g’ , (2.25)

R=p,/¢, (2.26)
and

u, = (€/m)" 4, . (2.27)

In this new form, we may first derive the func-
tions q=¢q(n), p,=p,(n), and @, =4,(n) from the so-
lution of (2.17), just as in the preceding paragraph.
Next, we use (2.25)-(2.27) to obtain e=¢(n), R
=R(n), and u, =u,(n). We then choose R to be the
independent parameter instead of »n; i.e., we re-
gard n=n(R), €=¢€(R), u,=u,(R), q=q(R), etc.
Equation (2.23) can now be used to derive E = E(R),
and (2.24) to determine R. The parameter R will
turn out to be essentially the radial extension of
the soliton solution. The physical origin of the
various terms in (2.23) for E(R) can be traced
rather directly. As we shall see, the fermions
contribute an energy Ne. The boson field gives a
surface energy 37R?u%; in addition, it has a volume
energy 7R+ 3Ne(q/n), in which the first term is
due to the integral of U(0) =p over the volume §HR3,
and the second term is due to the deviation 0#0,
and therefore U(0)#p, in the same volume. As
will be shown in the Appendix, Eq. (2.24) is sim-
ply the condition dE(R)/dR =0.

Since (2.21) and (2.22) depend on 1 and ¢ only
through their ratio n/¢, one sees that when the
parameters £ and 7 are both <1 the physics of
these low-lying states becomes separated from
that of high-energy excitations which may consist
of free quarks and free gluons.

As we shall see in Sec. III, theorem 1 is equally
applicable to the general case, which includes not
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only the quark and the scalar gluon fields but also
the gauge and the Higgs fields. The applications of
theorem 1 to the observed hadrons will be dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. Because of theorem 1, the re-
sulting soliton admits of a phenomenological de-
scription very similar to that of a gas bubble im-
mersed in a medium: there is a constant surface
tension s=%u3, and a constant pressure p exerted
by the medium on the gas bubble; in addition,
there is the thermodynamical energy Ne[1+ 3(g/n)]
of the gas bubble itself. The details are given in
Sec. IV A.

C. Proof of theorem 1

In this proof, we shall assume £ and 71 both to be
infinitesimal, but regard their ratio n/f to be O(1).
It is convenient to divide the space into three re-
gions:

the inside region »=R,=R -O0(mn;"),

the outside region »=R,=R -O(m"),
and (2.28)
the transition region R, =v=R,,

where R is defined by (2.26), and R, and R, will be
determined below.

(¢) Inside region r=R,. According to (2.12),
when £ =p/A is «1, the local minimum o=0 of
U (o) is almost degenerate with the absolute mini-
mum o=0,,. Thus, we expect the classical scalar
fieldo tobe near g =0over a large region of space,
which is defined tobe the inside region» < R;. Aswe
shall see, R, < R, although their difference is small.

Let G be the average value of o in the inside region.

The volume energy due to the integral of U(c) is
~ %nR3[p+ 3(m,8)?], which should be < the total
energy E=0(u). [The justification of E=0(u), of
course, comes from (2.21) and (2.22), which are
yet to be proved. To faciliate our order-of-mag-
nitude estimations, we shall first assume it to be
true.] As already mentioned in the Introduction,
p=0(u?). Since n=p/m, and R will turn out to be
O(uY), it follows then that

g=0(un). (2.29)
From (2.11), we see that 0., 2= u3/m,= u’n; i.e.,
Gyae= (u'?). (2.30)

By using (2.12), we obtain
c=0"®) and b5/a=0n'"?). (2.31)

Since go,,.=m, and &= (u/m,)?, we also have
g=En ™ =0am). (2.32)

Thus, in the inside region, since 0=0(3) and
do/dr=0(G/R), we can approximate

U(o)=p+3m20%[1+0(n*'?)], (2.33)

and neglect the derivatives of o in the last equa-
tion in (2.14). This leads to

o= ~(Ng/m>2)w? - v?). (2.34)

As a result, (2.14) becomes

B[ e+ (Ng/m P — 1)

dr

and (2.35)

dn 2 \
pradii [e+ (Ng2/m2) - v?)Ju

with [@?+»%)d%r=1. By defining
u= (63/71)1/212 and » = (63/7!)1 /25 ,

where # is given by (2.25), we see that (2.35) be-
comes simply (2.17) on account of (2.16), and that
n is expressed in terms of # and 7 by (2.19).

(i7) Outside region v =ZR,. In the outside region,
we assume o rises from near zero to its asymp-
totic value o, at ¥==. As we shall see, although
R, <R, which is given by (2.26), R, is also
=R-0(m,"), like R,. From the definition (2.26)
of R, we see that the extrapolation of the inside
solution gives u? —»%2=0 at ¥=R (which is in the
outside region, but quite near »=R,). Therefore,
we expect #* -~ »? to be small in the entire outside
region; i.e.,

(2.36)

wi3w? -v?)<1. (2.37)

Thus, we may neglect u? — »? in the equation for o
in (2.14). Because ¥ 2 R=0(u™"), we may also
neglect the curvature term (2/7)do/dr. Since as
shown in Sec. IIA, {=p/A<< 1, we may regard
U(o) as approximate degenerate at 0=0 and ¢
=0, To the zeroth order in the small param-
eter (2.37), we find in the outside region

1

o(r)=30,, [1+tanhzm (v - R,)] (2.38)

and

u(r)=v(r)=exp [—f gc(r)dr} R (2.39)

where R, is a constant, and v =R lies wilhin the
outside region. The indefinite integral in (2.39)
carries an integration constant, which will be de-
termined by the connection to the inside solution.
By using (2.38), we can simplify (2.39), and de-
rive

u=p =y (1+ emo"Rod) Mo/ Mo

(2.40)

where u, is a constant. Since both &= (u/m,)* and
n=(u/m,) are <1, for £=0(n) we have n, > m_.

Thus, while ¢ changes rapidly from near 0 to o,
in the region » =R+ O(m,™"), u and v change much
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more slowly. The expression (2.40) can be further
approximated:

=
uEv%{u" for <R, @2.41)
u,exp( -m,(r -R,)] for »>R,.

To first order in the small parameter (2.37),
we may substitute (2.41) into the right-hand side
of (2.15), and approximate » ' =R ™. We obtain,
for =R, -O(m,*), but =R,

u? —v?= 2 (e ~Ry,)[m + 2R, - 7)], (2.42)
and for =R,
u? —v2=2u }(e~ R, )m expl -2m (r -R,)].
(2.43)

In passing, we note that, by using (2.38), the
energy [[3(V0)?+U(0)]d3r integrated over the out-
side region is given by

21R?>m 0, 2= STR?u® =41R%s (2.44)

0~ vac

where u is given by (2.11) and s is, as defined
before in (1.6), the surface energy per unit area.
By comparing (2.44) to (1.6), we see that m,=m,,
and (1.8) is the same as (2.11).

(iii) Transition region R, <v=<R,. In this region
o changes sign, so that neither V2o nor «? - »? can
be neglected in the last line of (2.14). However,
it is easily seen from the first two lines of (2.14)
that # and » do not change appreciably in this re-
gion, so that (2.42) continues to hold. We discuss
first the connection between the fermion wave
function # and v in the inside solution and that in
the outside solution. As before, let R be given by
(2.26). Although the boundary of the inside region
is within the surface =R, we may extend the in-
side solution of (2.35), which we shall denote by
u;, v;, up tor=R. At r=R, by definition, we
have u;(R)=v,(R)=u,. Thus, by using (2.15), we
find d(u;? - v;?)/dr=-4u*(e-R™") at »=R; i.e., in
the region »=R - O(m,) we have

P -2 4du (e~ R (R-7). (2.45)

By matching (2.42) and (2.45) as well as their de-
rivatives, at R,, one finds

R,=R - (2m )" (2.46)
and
U=, , (2.47)

where u, is given by (2.40) and u, by (2.27). So far,
the values of R, and R, are arbitrary, provided
both are R —O(m,™"), and

R,<R,<R,. (2.48)

Next, we consider the joining of the scalar field
0. Let us choose the boundary » =R, of the outside

region such that
exp[m (R, -R,)]> 1. (2.49)

The condition (2.49) is totally consistent with R,
=R-0(m,™") since, for n=0(¢), m, is >m, From
(2.38), one sees that

o(R,) = 0,,.exp[m (R, - R)] < 0,,,. (2.50)

From (2.29) and (2.30), it follows that |F|<«< o,,,.
Thus, in both the transition and the inside region

[o] <0 (2.51)

In the transition region, u? - v? is given by (2.42);
in addition, »!'<<m, Therefore, the third equa-
tion of (2.14) takes on the approximate form

2
(g—y—g - mf) 0=Ngw?® -v?)=AR -7), (2.52)
where
A=4u*(e-R™")Ng. (2.53)

The desired solution is
o= ~(A/mP)(R -7)+oexplm,(r -R,)], (2.54)

where 0, is a constant to be determined. By as-
suming £ =0(n), and by using (2.27), (2.32), and
€=0(u), we find A=0(u*/n). In the transition
region, since »=R -O(m™"), the first term (A/
m2)(R =) in (2.54) is O(un®*/?). According to
(2.31), 0, is O(un'/?). We shall choose ¢, and
R, such that

Tyae > 0 >> O (un*/?)

and (2.55)
erxp[-mu(Rz - Rl)] < O(“TIS/Z) .

As ¥ ~R,, (2.54) becomes 0= o exp[m(r -R,)],
which approaches the same outside solution (2.38),
provided

00 = Ovacexp[7;1o(R2 - Ro)] ; (2. 56)
at »=R,, (2.54) becomes
0= —(Ng/m? -v?), (2.57)

which is the same inside solution (2.34).

We note that (2.56) is consistent with o, > 0,
from (2.55) because of (2.49). Moreover, the two
parts of (2.55) are consistent, provided that
mq(R, =R )> 1. This in turn can be satisfied with
R,=R -O(m,") since m,> m, The above discus-
sion completes the joining of both the Dirac wave
function, # and v, and the scalar field o between
the inside solution and the outside solution. The
total energy E of the system is given by (2.8). In
the inside region (Vo)? is ~ (6/R)? ~ u*n?, which is
much smaller than U(0) ~p + 3m 202~ u*. There-
fore, the integral [[3(Vo)?+ U(0)]d3r over the inside
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region becomes, because of (2.34),

‘-3‘-1TR31> + %(Ng/m‘,)zf(u2 —v?)%d%r. (2.58)
The same integral over the transition region can
be neglected, and that over the outside region is
given by (2.44). By using (2.16), (2.20), (2.25),
(2.26), and (2.36), one sees that the second term
in (2.58) is 3 Neg/n. Thus, the total energy E is
given by (2.23).

To derive (2.24), the simplest way is to multiply
the last equation of (2.14) on both sides by do/dv,
and then integrate from » to . We find

b(t) o

o 2

=-/1: drl:% (Z—:—) - Ng?® —v'“’)g-g] . (2.59)
According to (2.54) and (2.57), at »=R,, 3(do/dr)?
=3(A%/m,*) = 0(u'n?), o=—(A/m?)R -R,)=0(un*’?),
and therefore U(0)=p+ 3m 20%=p+O0(u'n), where
p=0(u?). The right-hand side of (2.59) is domi-
nated by the integration over the region when o
changes rapidly from near zero to o,,.. After ne-
glecting O(n) as compared to 1, and by using
(2.38), (2.42), and (2.47), we find that, at =R,
(2.59) becomes

-p=3(u*/R) - 2Nu,?(¢ -R™),

which is (2.24). From (2.23) and (2.24), and by
using (1.11), (2.11), and (2.25), one derives (2.21)
and (2.22). This completes the proof of theorem 1.

There is an alternative way to derive (2.24),
which will be given in the Appendix. We recall
that from the solution of (2.17), we can obtain the
functions p, =p,(n), ¢=q(n), and 4, =4,(n). Conse-
quently, at a given set of parameters N, g, p, m
and m,, (2.25) and (2.26) may be used to define
€=¢€(n) and R=R(n). Of course, we may equally
well choose R to be the independent variable, and
regard € = €(R) and n=n(R). Equation (2.23) then
gives E=E(R). As will be shown in the Appendix,
(2.24) can also be established by setting

dE

E=O.

(2]

(2.60)

From the discussions given in the Appendix, one
sees that (2.59) implies dE/dR =0; thereby, one
gains a further insight into the interrelation be-
tween these equations.

We note that the discussion of the inside region
shows that the “reduced” functions # and 9 are
proportional to the actual quark wave function u, ».
Hence all physical averages with respect to the
quark density can be calculated from #, #, the con-
tribution from » >R, being negligible.

D. Solutions of the reduced equations

Our starting point in this section is the pair of
differential equations (2.17). As explained before,
in the paragraph preceding (2.18)-(2.20), the so-
lutions of these equations form a one-parameter
family since the functions #(p), ?(p) are completely
determined when #(0) is given. Without loss of
generality we assume #(0)>0.

There is a critical value #,;, such that if #(0)
> @4, the functions @, » become infinite at some
value p, <1, with 2> for all 0<p<p,. Such solu-
tions are of no interest to us, since they do not
correspond to any solution of (2.14). Therefore
we restrict ourselves to the range

#(0) <a

=1.7419. (2.61)

crit

The parameter »n can take values from 0 to «.
When n -0, #(0)~0; when n—<«, #(0) =, In
Fig. 1, #* - 7% is plotted vs p for two initial values
of 7#(0), one near 0 and the other near #_,,. One
sees that the solution is volume-dominated for
small » [@#(0) ~0] and surface-dominated for large
n [@2(0) ~ i py)-

We shall first discuss the two limits n -0 (MIT -
type) and n -~ (SLAC-type).

(i) When n<<4w, both # and # remain small for
0<p<p,. Thus we may neglect the nonlinear terms
in (2.17), obtaining

(2.62)

140+ 4

n
T;<<l

1.5 2.0

P—e

FIG. 1. 22-%%vs p for (4m)n <1 (with an arbitrary
scale for #% —$?%) and for (@)% =3.53 X 10% (with the
exact scale for #2—?2).
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well known:
@=2(0)j o(p) =2(0)p™'sinp,
0=2(0)j,(p) =2(0)p*(sinp - p cosp).
We then have j(p,)=j,(p,) or
p, =2.0428,
(47)n=2(0)p, | sin(2p,) | = 1.65452(0)?,
#,2=[a(0)p, *sinp,]? = 0.1149(n/47),

(2.63)

o pyn
41:[ L0 (ar? — $0%)dp =
0 : 3(p1 - 1)

=0.65301,

P a _ (4[.)1 -3
41r_/0' p*avdp= 8o, =1

=0.61991,

(2.64)

Pl qpn | 22 =2pla_2p12+491—3
411/(; p*@+ 9*)dp 8.~ 1) n

=2.21751,

and
q=0(@?).

In Fig. 2 we plot 2, 9, 2%+ %, and 4% - #* against
p for this case.

(ii) The case of large n can best be understood by
considering first the limiting solution for #(0)
=u,... This initial value yields a definite pair of
curves for i, ¥ which are graphed in Fig. 3. As
p-17, a4, », and 4% - 9* all become large. The
manner in which this happens can be found by let-
ting

x=av,
y=a2 -2, (2.65)
T=2(p— 1))

and neglecting terms of relative order 7, 1/y, or
y/(xT). One thus obtains from (2.17) the approxi-

]

S~
I ~. N \\\
Sol T~

S o8 \\ ~o
% N >~

AN N 5
> AN ~. u
' . S
“aosl ~N >~
- \. Az AN
& N uiev N
~ AN ~.
= N " ~
Soat N y NG
< q
S AN
Soal Az _ AN 4
<3 -V \\
<3 \\

1 L 1 \\
o 05 1.0 15 2.0

p—

FIG 2. @(p)/@i(0), 9(p)/2(0), and [#%(p) £5%(p)]/2%(0)
vs p from p=0 to p=p; =2.0428 when n— 0.

FIG 3. #,% (solid curves) and #°+#° (dashed curves)
vs p from p=0to p=p;=1 when n— . For small p,
one uses the left-hand scale for the ordinate; for large
p, the right-hand scale.

mate equations

dx _
ar Y%
(2.66)
dy
ar- ™

The solution that becomes infinite as 7 - 0" is
x=3|7|3,

}7:3'7’['1, (267)

which explains why we regard 7, 1/y, and y/(x7)
to be the same order.

For finite n >> 47, the functions # and # lie very
close to the “critical” curves except in a region
p=1+0(n"''?). In this region the approximation
(2.66) still holds, but instead of obeying (2.67),

x and y remain finite at 7=0 and y decreases to
zero at 7=7,=2(p, - 1).

The finite solutions of (2.66) with which we must
deal can be reduced to a single universal solution
by the transformation

x=%=x72, y~j=y1,, T-T=7/T, (2.68)

which leaves (2.66) invariant. The functions (),
§(7) are now completely determined by

azx

'd?rfzyi})

@ -, (2.69)
E_‘z_——— X

with the boundary conditions =0 at 7=+1, and
%,9—-0at T——c. The first condition sets the
scale for 7, which would otherwise be adjustable
through a transformation like (2.68). The second
condition makes x,y obey (2.67) in the region
1>>1 - p>un1/2, Thus (2.67) provides the transi-
tion from the peak region described by (2.69) to
the region 0 <p<1-0(n"'/2), where # and 9 are
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almost the same as their limiting values for n - .
The results corresponding to (2.64) in the limit
n-—-> are

p,=1+(3.531n/n)*/2,
n=3.531r(p, - 1)2,

" 3.531 .
ulzzT(pl -1) 3’
1 1 1
an [ 0@ ~30%)dp=tn,
0 (2.70)

1 3 AA 1
4 f puvdp=zn,

0

P

41rf lp“12"’+z’52)dp=n,
0
and
q=0m""?).

The solutions of (2.69) are plotted in Fig 4, with
the asymptotic forms (2.67) shown for comparison.
The relation n=8n,*(p, - 1) is exact in this limit,
as seen from the equation | %df=#%%+ 3)%, which
follows from (2.69).

We note that it is possible to eliminate 7 in
(2.66), or 7 in (2.69). Let use define a=T73x=73%
and b=Ty=7§. From (2.66), we see that

B __b-a
da = a(b+3)

(iii) For intermediate values of n, the equations
(2.17) have been integrated numerically. The quan-
tities @, 9, A%+ 7%, and #i*> - 9* are graphed against
p for several values of » in Fig. 5.

From the arguments of the previous section, we
see that %%+ 9? is proportional to the quark density,
while #2 — 72 is proportional to the gluon field in-
side the hadron, 0= —(¢/g)(@? - ). The following
results on #* - #%, @, and 4%+ 9* are rigorously
true:;

Theovem 2, If #1(0) <V 2 (i.e., n<174.84), the

35r

FIG 4. Solutions (%) and §(%) of (2.69).

quantity #® — 9* decreases monotonically from p=0
to p=p,. If #(0)>V2 (i.e., N>174.84), the quantity
#i® - 9% increases monotonically from p=0 to a maxi-
mum at p=p<p,, and decreases monotonically
from p=pto p=p,.

Pyoof. Lety=a®-9%, and z=(0/f) - p. Then from
(2.17) we obtain

D _ypape

pr (2.71)
and

dz ., -1

D (y=-1)y-2p'z-1. (2.72)

For p~0, y—~#(0)?, p'z~dz/dp, and (2.72) be-
comes
dz

3—=0(0) -2.
> =20

p (2.73)

Let #(0) <V2, then z is initially negative.

Suppose that z(p)=0 has a root between 0 and p,.
Let p be the smallest such root. Then z must be
increasing at p, and so from (2.72) we have

0<L | ~ @y -1y~ 1,
P

% (2.74)

where the subscript p denotes p=p. Now, by
definition, p, is the (smallest) root of y(p)=0.
Hence,

0<y<#® for p<p,. (2.75)
Since p<p,, (2.74) and (2.75) imply
1<[@?(y - yl;<v(P) -1,
which, on account of (2.71), leads to
]
2<y(P)=y(0)+ f 475z <y(0)=2(0), (2.76)
o]

contrary to hypothesis. [We know that z <0 for
0<p<p; in addition, from (2.75), #>0 for p<p,,
and since from (2.17), d(p*v)/dp=p*(1+y)i>0, ¥
is also >0 for 0<p<p,.]

The contradiction shows that z has no root be-
tween 0 and p,. Therefore it remains negative,
and the first part of theorem 2 follows from (2.71).

Now let #(0)>v2. Then z is initially positive,
as seen from (2.73). By integrating (2.71) from 0
to p,, we see that z cannot remain positive through-
out; therefore it has a root. Let p be the smallest
positive root of z(p)=0.

If z(p)=0 possesses a second root between p
and p,, let p’ be the smallest such root. Then dz/
dp must be negative at p and positive at p’, so that
from (2.72) we find

[@2y(y - Dlp>1>[a"%y(y - 1)];,

which, because of #"%y=1- (/42 =1-(p+2)?>, may
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be rewritten as

[y(@) -1 -p")>1>[y() -1]1-7°). (2.77)

Now, y(p)>y(0)=7%(0)>>2 since z is positive be-
tween 0 and p. Therefore y(p) —1>0, so that

[y(®) -1](1 -5*) >[y(p) - 1](1 -p"). (2.78)
On the other hand, 1-p"%=(y#?)z >0 and y(p)
>y(p’) since z is negative (and therefore dy/dp is
negative) between p and p’. Thus

[v(@ -1]1-5")>[y(@") - 1](1 -p"). (2.79)

Combining (2.77), (2.78), and (2.79), we have
a contradiction. Therefore there is no second root

of z(p)=0. The second part of theorem 2 now fol-
lows from (2.71).

Theorem 3. If i(0)<1 (i.e., ©<20.47), the func-
tion #i(p) decreases monotonically from p=0 to
p=p,. Ifa(0)>1 (i.e., n>20.47), then @(p) in-
creases monotonically from p=0 to a maximum at
pP=p,<p,;, and decreases monotonically from
p=p, to p=p,.

Proof. The first equation in (2.17) may be writ-
ten as

dii

7{)—:1%0,

(2.80)

where
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w(p)=y(p) -1=42 -9*>-1. (2.81)

As p~0, w(p)—~#(0)> -1. Thus, when #(0)<1,

w(0) <0. Furthermore, when #(0) <1<v2, we know
from theorem 2 that dw/dp=dy/dp<0 for 0<p=p;
consequently w(p) <0, and therefore #(p) decreases
monotonically.

Next, we consider the case #(0)>1. Since w(0)
>1 and w(p,) = -1, in the interval from p=0 to
p=p,, there must be a root of w(p)=y(p)-1=0.
From theorem 2, one can show readily that there
is only one such root. By using (2.80) we establish
theorem 3.

Theorem 4. If #(0)<1/V2 (i.e., n<9.618), the
quantity #° + #° decreases monotonically from p=0
to p=p,.

Proof. Let

Y=a%+9°
and (2.82)
Z=(@y/?)-po",

where, as before, y=#%-9% From (2.17), we find

As p~0, since 7/p—~3@(0)[1+#(0)?], we have
pZ - 2[1+a@(0)1[2(0) - 2].
Hence, for #(0)<1/V2, pZ <0 as p~0.
Suppose that, when #(0) <1/v2, Z(p)=0 has a root

between p=0 and p=p,. Let p=1 be the smallest
such root. Thus, Z(p) must increase at p=1; i.e.,

dz
_— >
(dp), 0,

where the subscript ! denotes p=1. Since Z(I)=0,
by using (2.83) we find

(&), =), (&),

- @,) [32(0%+ 22+ 1)+ 221 —28%)],.  (2.85)
1

(2.84)

For #(0) <1/v2, which is less than both 1 and V2,
we have (dy/dp), <0 by theorem 2, and (1 - 24?),
>0 by theorem 3. Hence, (2.85) leads to (dZ/dp),
<0, which contradicts the hypothesis that Z(p)=0
has a root between 0 and p,. From (2.82) and
(2.84), we also see that, when #(0)<1/V2, dy/
dp <0 as p—~0. Theorem 4 is then proved.

Remarks.

1. From our numerical solutions, we find that
for #(0)>1/V?2, (i.e., n>9.618), the quantity #>

+ 7 increases monotonically from p=0 to a maxi-
mum at p=1<p,, and then decreases monotonically
from p=1to p=p,.

2. From (2.17), one sees that as p~0, 9/p
~3%(0)[1+#(0)*] >0, and when p=p,, di/dp=[1 - (2/
p)}i(p,), which is positive if p, >2 (i.e., #(0)
<0.3066, n<1.901) and negative if p, <2. From
our numerical solutions, we find that #(p) has at
most one maximum between p=0 and p=p,. Thus,
if #(0) <0.3066, 7(p) increases monotonically from
p=0to p=p,. If #(0)>0.3066, ¥(p) increases mono-
tonically from p=0 to a maximum at, say p=p;
<p,, and then decreases monotonically from p=p]
to p=p,.

3. An exact relation among n, g, p,, and %, may
be derived by noting that (2.17) has the consequence

2A A

é’;[,f 42 _ 0% 4 203(0% + 3°) — 4pPitd)

=207 (@ + 0°) - pP(@* - 9°)*. (2.86)

Multiplying by 27 and integrating from 0 to p,,
we have

8ni,20,2(p, - )=n-3q. (2.87)

III. INCLUSION OF VECTOR AND HIGGS FIELDS

In this section we consider the general case in
which, in addition to the spin-3 quark field ¢ and
the scalar gluon field o introduced before, there
are also the color-SU(3) gauge field V, and the
color Higgs field ¢. Through the spontaneous-
symmetry -breaking mechanism,' the eight vector-
field components of V, are all going to be mas-
sive, the number of scalar-field components of
¢ must, therefore, be more than eight. Since the
color SU(3) is expected to remain a good (or, at
least, approximately good) symmetry after the
spontaneous-symmetry -breaking mechamism, the
Lagrangian density that one starts from should be
invariant under a larger group $§ which includes the
color SU(3) as a subgroup. There is a certain ar-
bitrariness in choosing the group § and the repre-
sentation of ¢. For definiteness, we adopt the
specific example discussed by Sirlin and ourselves
in an earlier paper.’*® We assume § to be SU(3)

X SU(3) and ¢ to form the (3, 3) representation of
¢. [In addition to §, there is the usual flavor
SU(3), or SU(4).] Thus, ¢ consists of nine com-
plex scalar fields ¢, and ¢, where, here as well
as throughout the paper, the subscripts
a, b, c vary from 1 to 8,
U, v, A vary from 1 to 4, (3.1)
and

i,j,k vary from 1to 3.
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It is convenient to represent the gauge field and
the Higgs field by 3 X3 matrices:

VIJ- = %)\a(vu)a )
¢ =3NPo+ 2XaPq s

where X, = (3)!/? times the 3 X 3 unit matrix, and
A,/ s are the 3 x 3 Gell-Mann matrices which satisfy
the usual relations

(3.2)

tr(xaxb): 28,4, [)‘a’ Ab] = 21.Fabc)\c ’
and (3.3)
{)\a’ 7\1)} = 2Dabc)‘c + % 6ab .

All repeated indices are to be summed over. The
gauge field forms a (8, 1) representation of §, the
gluon field o is invariant under ¢, and each of the
flavor components of the quark field y* forms a

(3, 1) representation of §. In terms of the com-
ponents z/)’j. introduced in Eq. (2.1), we may write

(
Yk = k. (3.4)

R
3.

The group § = SU(3) X SU(3) consists of the trans-
formations
vV, ~uV,u',
ll)k "ulpk’
where # and v are two arbitrary x-independent
3 X 3 unitary matrices with det=1.

The Lagrangian density £ is assumed to be invar-
iant under a local SU(3) gauge transformation

d"‘ud)l’T, (3.5)

g~0,

V= u()V ulx) ——]i;- (—a:T(f)) u(x)',

d—~u(x)p, V*—-ulx)y*,

where u(x)'u(x)=1 and detu(x)=1; in addition, £

is invariant under the global §x SU(3) transforma-
tions, where § is given by (3.5), and the extra
SU(3) group denotes the usual flavor transforma-
tions, under which V,, ¢, and o are all invariant,l

(3.6)

g—~0,

but
- why, (3.7

where w = (w ‘j.) is another x-independent 3 X 3 uni-
tary matrix with det=1. [The generalization of the
flavor transformation group to SU(4) is straight-
forward.] The general renormalizable form of

&£ can be readily found:

L= -tr[3V,,%+ (D, 6"ND, )]

3¢
"y, (v, D, + gk - 3 <a
x“

) -v6,0,

(3.8)
where
V“VE %xa(vuv)a
-2y, 2y, v,V
‘axu v‘axv =LV, Vo,
9
Dyp=——p—if V, o (3.9)
" axu f [ ’

9
Eud)'z—-—ax ¢T+if¢TVu,
N

9
Ax

D, y*= P -if VR,

[

and U(o, ¢) is a fourth-order polynomial in o and

¢. Because of our convention x, = (T, i), we have
D;¢'=(D;$)' and D,¢'=-(D,0)". (3.10)

As already explained in the Introduction, the

function U (o, ¢) satisfies (1.2) and (1.4); i.e., it

has an absolute minimum at (o, ¢)= (0, , ¢,.) and

a local minimum at the origin (o, ¢)= (0, 0), with
U(Uvac! ¢Vﬂc) = 0

and (3.11)
U(0,0)=p>0.

Both o, , ¢,,. are assumed to be #0. The general
form of U(o, ¢) that satisfies these properties still
contains a rather large number of constants a,
by..., a’',b'y..., a”,b"”,..., defined as follows:

U(0, d)=3a02+ L bo 3+ L corpra’tr(p'o)+ 3[b’ deto + (b’ deto)')

3! 4!

+c'tr[(¢To)]+ d’'[tr(oTd) P+ (a”0+ c”a2) tr(¢p ¢)+ s0[b"detd + (b” detp)'].

At first sight, it seems almost unmanageable to
discuss sucha general case with so many indepen-
dent constants. As we shall see, the problem is
actually quite simple, provided that the param-
eters £ and 7, introduced in (1.11), are both small,
«1. Of course, in the present general case, be-
cause o is coupled to ¢, there are many scalar
masses. The definition of m, used in (1.11) has to

(3.12)

-
be made precise. [See (3.30) below.]

To begin with, we may adopt the unitary gauge
by choosing the transformation «(x) in (3.6) so
that, for a=1,2,...8,

tr{x, (¢ - o")]=0 (3.13)

20

everywhere.”® We may then write
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- ’
O'—O'ac+R ’

D= Praet N (R+i)+H, (3.14)

where

H:%)‘aHa’

and R, R’, I, and H, are all Hermitian fields. For
simplicity, we assume the constants b’ and b” in
(3.12) to be real, and therefore ¢,,, is real. Be-
cause (0, ¢)=(0,,., Dyac) is the absolute minimum
of U, 8U/30=28U/8R=28U /3] =8U /6H =0 at (0, ¢)

= (ovac’ ¢vac)‘ Near (0’ Cb)= (ovac’ ¢'vac)3 we may ex-
pand

U(0, ¢) = 3(MgrR? + 2M g RR’ + M .. R'?)
(3.15)

where the three dots denote cubic and higher -order
terms in the fields R, R’, I, and H,. The mass
squares m,?, m,® and the eigenvalues m,” and m,’
of the matrix

M .
M 5( rRr  Mgg ) (3.16)
Mgp Mg g

1 1
+amPIl v smPH v

are all positive; these parameters are related to
the constants a, b, c,a’,b’,... by

mi=a’ =b' ¢, +2(c'+3d")0,,.°

+ (a” - b”¢vac+ C',Gvac)cvac ’
1
MmyP=a’ —zb" G+ 6(c’+d") o,

1
+ (a” - Eb”(bvac"’ C”ovac)ovac H

Mgr=a’'+b'd,, +6(c’+3d")d,,.° (3.17)

+ (a” + bl'¢vac+ C”ovac)avac ’
Mg.g.=a+ bovac+ %Covacz"' (s("”(bvac2 ’
and
Mgg. = 3 (a’ + %b”¢vac+ ZC”Gvac)(z)vac .

It can be readily verified that after the spontaneous
symmetry breaking, the system remains sym-
metric under a global (i.e., x-independent) color-
SU(3) transformation {u}:

V,~uV,u', H-uHu', P*-uy*, (3.18)

and R, R’ and I are all invariant, of course, the
flavor -SU(3) symmetry (3.7) also remains valid.

When (0, ¢)= (0,0, Pvac), the masses of the vec-
tor field V, and the quark field y* are given, re-
spectively, by

My=fo,. and m,=go,.; (3.19)

they are both also assumed to be large, >>1 GeV.
When (o, ¢)= (0, 0), both fields V, and ¢* are of

Zero mass.
Near the origin (o, ¢)=(0,0), we have

U(o,d)=p+3ac?+a'tr(epTe)+ -+, (3.20)

where the three dots denote cubic and higher-order
terms in 0 and ¢. Clearly, both constants a and
a’ are >0, in order that the origin be a local mini-
mum of U. In the present case, there are many
scalar masses. For simplicity, we assume all
scalar masses in the theory wi;,, my, m,, m,,

a'’?, and a’'/? to be large [where m ® and m,? are
the eigenvalues of the matrix (3.16)], > the lowest
soliton mass ~1 GeV. Furthermore, for simpli-
city we assume them to be all of the same order
of magnitude. It is appropriate to call

a'/?=“c mass” near the origin. (3.21)

As we shall see, a'/? is relevant for the descrip-
tion of the interior of the soliton. For the surface
of the soliton a different definition of o mass” will
be introduced. In order to do that, let us consider
the following (hypothetical) problem of a topologi-
cal soliton solution in one space dimension.

In this (hypothetical) problem, x, = (x,i{) and the
Lagrangian density is

) 1/80\2 agl 8¢
J.aoz - g <"‘—> _{r<_¢_0 ——0'> "Uo<0: (Do)a

9x, 9x, 9x,
(3.22)
where
Do = Dyac+ 3A(R +4I)
and U, is related to the same U in (3.8) by
(3.23)

Uolo, o) =LimU (o, &),
p-0

such that the limiting function U,(0, ¢,) has two
absolute minima, at (o, ¢,) = (0,,., ®,,.) and
(o, ¢,) = (0,0), with

Uy(0,0)=Uy(0ya0r Dyac) =0-

It is straightforward to see that there is a /-inde-
pendent topological soliton solution, which satis-
fies

1/do\? 1/dR\*® 1/dI\? _

3() +2() +2l@) -vo=0.
A convenient way to visualize the solution is to
consider the mechanical analog problem of a point
particle of unit mass, whose position coordinate
is (0, ¢,) [i.e., (0,R,I)] and whose time coordinate
is x, moving in a potential - U,. Equation (3.25),
then, denotes simply the law of conservation of
energy of the particle. According to (3.24), the
potential —U, has two peaks at (o, ¢,) = (0, 0) and
(0, dg) = (0205 Dyac)- There is clearly a solution,
described by a path P, in which at “time” x =—
the particle is on one of the two peaks, but when
x =+ < it moves onto the other peak. The corre-
sponding one-space-dimensional soliton solution

(3.24)

(3.25)
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is
op(x) = 0(x)

and (3.26)
¢ p(x)=p,(x) along P.

Its energy is given by the path integral along P:

2 f Uydx= 2a'/%0,, 2= Lin,0,,%, (3.27)
where a'/? is as introduced in (3.21) and y is a
dimensionless number. In accordance with (1.6)
and (1.8),

n,=a''?y
and (3.28)

b= (70 .

We now define
my=my/v>=a'?/y (3.29)

and, as before in (1.11),
E=(u/m) and n=(u/m,). (3.30)

The purpose of these definitions is to make the
quantity u2#/n independent of ¥, so as to justify
the second line of (3.35) below. Then y will not
appear in the final equations (3.41) and (3.42).
We recall again that if the system consists of
only the quark field and a single scalar field o,
without the Higgs field ¢, then as in Sec. II, by
solving the corresponding one-dimensional prob-
lem for U,=3a(0 - 0,,,)%(0/0,,.)%, we would obtain

y=1 and m,=my=a"/?.

The definition of u given above by (3.28) then be-
comes identical to that of (2.11) in Sec. II; the
same applies to the definitions of £ and n. In the
following, for convenience of order-of-magnitude
estimations, we regard

y=0(1). (3.31)

We now return to the original Lagrangian (3.8).
For color-singlet states, we may set in the quasi-
classical solution

V,=H=0,
and o, R, I to be all c-number functions. Just as
in (2.8), for color-singlet states with a quark
number N =2 or 3, the soliton energy is given by
E=Ne+ f [L(F0)2+ (TR + L(TI)2 + U o, $))dr,
(3.32)

where ¢ = ¢,,.+ 32, (R+iI), € is the lowest positive
eigenvalue of the c-number Dirac equation

(~ia-V+gBol=ep, (3.33)

and o, R, and ] satisfy

~ V204U = —gNY'BY
)

90
—V2R+—RU 0, (3.34)
and
)
2 —_— =
-V ]+BIU 0.

Assuming that the two parameters ¢ and n defined

above are both small, <<1, we may now go through

exactly the same argument used in Sec. IIC. We

first divide the space into three regions: inside,

outside, and transition, in accordance with (2.28).
In the inside region »=R,, we have

$=0.

So far as the solution ¢ and ¥ is concerned, the
entire discussion given in Sec. IIC, from (2.33)-
(2.36), can be carried over to the present case,
without any change except that m, is replaced by
a'’?, therefore, just as in (2.16), (2.25), (2.26),
(2.34), and (2.36), we have, for the present case,
also

p=¢r, p =€R,
n=(g€)*N/a=e2Nn/(u2f),
u=(€3/n)1/212, Z!=(€3/n)1/2z3,

and (3.35)

o= —(Ng/a)(W? -1?),

where u, &, and n are defined by (3.28) and (3.30).
Equations (3.33) and (3.34) can now be again re-
duced to (2.17), with 4 and # related to ¢ through
(2.13) and (3.35).

In the outside region » =R,, the present case is
slightly more complicated than the simple system
discussed in Sec. II. Both ¢ and o rise from zero,
or near zero, to their respective vacuum values

Oyac @nd ¢ This results in the replacement of
(2.38) by

vac*

o(R)=0p(r —R,)
and (3.36)
(b (12) = q51>(7f - 120) ’

where 0, and ¢, are the appropriate one-space-
dimensional solutions given by (3.26). Equations
(2.39) and (2.41)-(2.43) remain valid. Just as in
(2.44), in the present general case, the energy
integrated over the outside region is, because of
(3.27),
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S TR*M 0,2 = STR2 3 =41R%s,
in accordance with (1.6).

In the transition region R, =¥ =R,, the entire
argument in Sec. IIC, leading from (2.45) to (2.58),
is applicable, except that m, is replaced by a'/2.
Thus, the soliton energy E, defined by (3.32), is
given by

E=Ne[1+3(qg/n)]+ $1R2u3+ 27R% , (3.37)
3

which is identical to (2.23). Next, we multiply the
three equations in (3.34) by do/dr, dR/dr, and
dl/dr, respectively; after integrating from 7 to
o, we obtain the generalization of (2.59):

o) (o) ()
<[ () () (%)
—Ngle? _02)%] % (3.38)

By going through the same argument, which is
given immediately after (2.59) in Sec. IIC, but
with (2.38) replaced by (3.36) and m, by a'/?, we
find that at »=R,, after neglecting O(7n) as com-
pared to 1, (3.38) becomes

-p=3(u3/R) - 2Nu (e =R™), (3.39)

which is again identical to (2.24). By using the
third equation in (3.35), one sees that

€= p(n/N)V2(&/n)M/2. (3.40)

Consequently, (3.37) and (3.39) can also be written
in a form identical to (2.21) and (2.22):

£ ) () b))

3/2 3/2
+§1r<—21> (g) oS (3.41)
and
_ n 1/2 E 1/2 . 1 n
0--2(3) (5) ton-var+5(3)
N 1/2 3/2
() (@) e (042

where A=p/u* is defined by (1.9). Thus, the theo-
vem stated in Sec. II B is applicable to the general
case as well, provided that yu, £, and 7 are de-
fined by (3.28)-(3.30).

Through (3.35) we may also use (3.37) to deter-
mine the function E = E(R). By following the same
argument given in the Appendix, but replacing m,
by a'/2, we can show that (3.39) is equivalent to
the condition dE(R)/dR =0, just as in the simple
case, discussed in Sec. II

IV. STATIC PROPERTIES OF HADRONS

We start from the general system considered in
Sec. III, and assume, as before, that the param-
eters £=(u/m,) and n=(u/m,)are both small,
«1. As we have seen, independently of the num-
ber of parameters in the original Lagrangian (3.8),
in the limit when £ and 7 -0, at a fixed though
arbitrary ratio 1/, the low-lying soliton states,
at a given N=2 or 3, depend only on an overall
energy scale u and two dimensionless parameters
x =p/ u* and n/¢. The application of these soliton
solutions to the observed hadrons will be discussed
in this section.

A. Phenomenological description

For the moment, let us leave aside the soliton
problem and discuss instead a hypothetical analog
system, consisting of a gas bubble of radius R
immersed in 2 medium. We define

E,=thermodynamical energy of the gas,

s =surface tension,
and (4.1)
p=pressure exerted on the gas by the medium.

Each of these terms contributes a part to the
(total) energy of the system, which may be written
as a sum

E=E,+E+E,, 4.2)

where, under the assumption that s and p are both
constants,

E =47R%*s and E,=4T”R3p. (4.3)

The radius R is determined by

dE _

R (4.4)

The appropriate thermodynamical energy E, to
be used depends on, among other things, the heat-
transfer condition (e.g., isothermal or adiabatic);
itsdependenceonR can be rather complicated.
However, so far as the equilibrium configuration
and its immediate neighborhood are concerned,
we may assume a simple power law

E,=K/R*, (4.5)

where £ and K are both positive constants. Equa-
tion (4.4) gives

kE,=2E +3E,. (4.6)
It is convenient to introduce
1=—Ls_ @7

E,+E "’
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FIG 6. (a) » (solid curve) and logyyn (dotted curve) vs #(0). As 7(0)—#%,=1.7419, n—=. (b) p, (dotted curve), k
(solid curve), and q/n (dashed curve) vs #(0). See (2.18)—(2.20) and (4.12) for their definitions.

Hence,
E 2+1
—&= . 4.8
E 2+1+k (4.8)

This simple system carries four constants: s, p,
k, and K or, the equivalent set,

E, R, k, and [. (4.9)

Returning now to the field- theoretic problem
we see that, by comparing (4.2) with (3.37), the
phenomenological description used above can be
directly transferred to the soliton solution. The
thermodynamical energy of the gas is

E,=Ne[1+3(q/n)]. (4.10)

In addition, there is a surface energy E =47R’s
= 27R?u3 due to the surface tension s=Lpu3 and a
volume energy E,=(47/3)R%p due to the pressure
p of the surrounding medium, which is really the
vacuum since, according to (1.2) and (1.4), p
=U(0,0) —=U(0,,, $vac)- The resulting sum of these
three energies is exactly (3.37). A more general
definition of the exponent % introduced in (4.5) is
dInE

k———‘dlnR . (4.11)
By comparing (3.39) with (4.6) [or by directly dif-
ferentiating (4.10), as done explicitly in the Ap-

pendix], and by using (2.87), we find that for the
soliton problem % is a function only of n, given by

k(n)=8mi1,%p,2(p, - 1)/ (n+ 3q)

1
Szt (4.12)
n+ 2q
where @,(n), p,(n), and ¢(n) are all defined in Sec.
II; these functions are determined by the solutions
of the reduced equation (2.17). In Fig. 6(a), # is
plotted vs the initial value #(0) of the solution #(p)
of (2.17); likewise, in Fig. 6(b), p,, k, and q/n
are also plotted vs #(0). The functions p,(n), k(n),
and ¢(n) can then be deduced from these two figures
by eliminating 7(0).

As noted in (4.9), the gas-bubble problem is
characterized by four phenomenological constants.
On the other hand, the soliton solution (at a given
N=2 or 3) depends only on three parameters: u,
Ax=p/u4, and n/¢. By using (2.26), (4.8), and
(4.10), we find

_ 2+1+k 1
RE_VT(—Z—m(n+ zq)Npl, (4.13)

which together with (4.12) introduces a constraint
on the four parameters in (4.9).

If the complete Lagrangian is known, then 7/,
u=(6s)'/3, and p are all determined; among these,
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1 and p can be directly used in a phenomenological
description, while the physical interpretation of
n/t is a less direct one. For phenomenological
descriptions, a different choice of the three inde-
pendent parameters can be either %, s, and p or,
since k=k(n),

n, s, and p. (4.14)

Of course, since n/¢, A=p/uf, and n satisfy (3.42),
all these sets of parameters are equivalent. We
note that from Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), the function %(n)
is single-valued, while its inverse (k) is double-
valued. Hence, the set (4.14) may well be the most
convenient one to use.

From Fig. 6(b), one sees that k=1 and ¢/n=0 at
both limits n -0and n—=. At n=179 [#(0)=1.42],
k has a minimum and ¢/» a maximum, the bounds
thus set are

£=0.7895 and ¢/n=0.2352. (4.15)

As the ratio A=p/u* varies from 0 to ©, one sees
that by using (4.3) and (4.7) 1 also varies from 0 to
1. Thus, from (4.8), it follows that at any given
k=k(n)

2 E 3

L <Cg< .

2+k<E 3+k’ (4.16)
which together with (4.15) leads to

2 _E

—=<=£=<0, . .

3 = £=0.7917 (4.17)
Also, from (4.10) and (4.15) we obtain

0.89475%".5 1. (4.18)

4

Similarly, we can set bounds on N¢/E and RE/N.
At a given n, we have

2n < Ne_ 3n

B - F -G R (4.19)

and, since Re=p,,

[1+ 3a/m(L+ 3e)p, = ZE <[14 Ha/m)(1+ 3)p, -

N
(4.20)
By using (4.12) and (4.15), we find
Ne _ 3
0.641= ==
and (4.21)

4 _RE
==
35N 3.0642.

The upper bound on RE/N is reached as n—0.

B. Baryon and meson masses

In our model, the low-lying solitons are color
singlets; the color nonsinglets have all been un-
glued by the strongly interacting vector gauge
field. These low-lying solitons will be identified
as the observed hadrons. Within our approxima-
tion, the energy levels exhibit a typical SU(6) de-
generacy.!' (For the present discussion, we as-
sume the quarks have only three flavors.) The
baryons are the color singlets of the three-quark
system; the lowest energy state belongs to the 56
representation of SU(6), which consists of the
usual spin-3 SU(3) decuplet and the usual spin-3
SU(3) octet. The mesons are the color singlets of
the quark-antiquark system. The lowest-energy
meson states have a 36-fold degeneracy, consist-
ing of two SU(6) representations, 35 and 1; alter-
natively, these states can also be resolved into the
usual vector and pseudoscalar nonets. The mass
of these soliton solutions is given by (3.37) and
(3.39). We have

E=mg for N=3
and (4.22)
E=m, for N=2,

where my denotes the lowest baryon mass averaged
over the 56 representation, and m, the corre-
sponding lowest meson mass averaged over the
vector and pseudoscalar nonets.

Of course, we may also adopt the phenomeno-
logical description developed in the previous sec-
tion. For definiteness, we may choose, as in
(4.14), n, s=%u% and p to be the independent
phenomenological constants in the theory. It is
instructive to first examine some limiting cases:

(¢) n—=0. From (2.64), (4.10), and Fig. 6(b), we
see that in this limit

p,=2.0428,
q/n=0,

k=1,
E,=Np,/R.

(4.23)

Hence, (4.2) and (4.6) become
E=Np,R™ +471R%s + 27R%

and (4.24)
Np,=8nR3s +41R* .

The problem is then completely determined by the
two remaining constants s = éu3 and p. By using
(2.13), (2.63), and (3.35), we know that in this
limit the charge density ') and the scalar density
'8y of the quark wave functions are distributed
entirely within the soliton volume. (See especially
theorems 2 and 4 in Sec. IID.) Furthermore, in
this limit, since E,=Ne¢, the scalar fields (gluon
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o and Higgs ¢) only contribute directly to the vol-
ume energy E,= %nR3p and the surface energy E
=47R2s=%7R?u3. The following are two extreme
cases:

Case (ia). In addition to n—~0, we may take the
limit s -0. Thus, E =0, and we find

N=4n(p/2.0428)R*,
E=£Ne=£V2 (mp)'/%(2.0428)2/1N%/1,

and

my _(2\3/4

@)
This double limit » -0 and s -0 gives the Creutz-
Soh version® of the MIT bag.” (We note that the
description of the vector gauge field in our model
is quite different from that in the MIT bag. Also,
our model does not give permanent quark confine-
ment, except in the limit when m = =.)

Case (ib). In the double limit -0 and p -0,

then E,=0, and because s= +u® we have in place
of (4.25)

N=27(uR)*/2.0428,
E=3Ne=(97/2)"/3(2.0428)2/3 uN2/3
and (4.26)

My 2 2/3
ey

(i) n—~. From (2.70), (4.10), and Fig. 1(b), we
see that in this limit

(4.25)

p,=1, k=1,

and (4.27)
a/n=0, E,=N/R.

Hence, (4.2) and (4.6) become
E=NR™+41R%s + ;—wRap

and (4.28)
N=8nR3s+4nR%.

By using (2.67)-(2.69), we find that the charge
density of the quark wave function y%p a2 + 92
= 2x of (2.65) now concentrates entirely on the
surface v=R of the soliton solution. The corre-
sponding scalar density '8y <42 - #2=y of (2.65)
also peaks near the surface at »=R[1 - 0(n"'/?)],
but then drops quickly to zero at »=R. While the
quark wave function in these two limiting cases,
n—0 and ©, behaves totally differently, the gluon
and the Higgs fields exhibit the same character-
istics. Since E,=Ne¢ in both limits, the scalar
fields contribute only directly to E; and E,. Again,
we examine two extreme cases:

Case (iia). In the double limit n -« and s -0,

we have E =0,

and (4.29)

Case (iib). In the double limit »—-= and p -0,
we have E,=0 and, since s=21p3

N=27(uR),
E=3Ne=(97/2)"/°uN?/3,
and (4.30)

my 2\2/3
ee(s)

In case (iib), both the quark wave function and
the energy density of the gluon and the Higgs field
concentrate on the surface of the soliton, similar
to the SLAC bag.? [Note, however, in our field-
theoretic model the symmetric point (o, ¢)= (0, 0)
is a local minimum of U(o, ¢), while in the SLAC
version it corresponds to a local maximum. In
order to have the vector gluon be effective in un-
gluing the color nonsinglets, we must have m, =0
inside the soliton solution,'® which makes it de-
sirable to have the symmetric point (o, ¢)= (0, 0)
be a local minimum of U.]

Remavrks.

A. At any finite n#0, inside the soliton the gluon
field 0 may deviate appreciably from being a con-
stant 0=0. Hence, in accordance with (4.10), E,
contains an additional part 3 Ne(q/n), besides the
total quark energy Ne. In addition, k=-dInE,/
dInR becomes different from 1. Only in the limit
n—0, or ©, is k=1 and Ne=E,.

B. We may choose, instead of n, s=%+u° and
b,

u, X=p/ut, and /¢ (4.31)

as the set of independent parameters, where n and
¢ are defined by (1.11), as before. Then

n=n(x,n/t)

is given by (3.42). Both A and 1/£ vary from 0 to
At any finite fixed value of A,

n=0(n/t) as n/& —either 0 or . (4.32)

At any finite fixed n/£+0, as A =0 (3.42) reduces
to

n_ _(n 1/3 212/
E“”""(w) [6(p, - 12,2/, (4.33)

which gives a finite nonzero n; as X -« (3.42)
leads to, because of (2.70),
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n=(4nNA)} 20/t~ (4.34)
Thus, »—0 only when /£ -0, while n —~ when
either 1/£ -, or A—~=, or both.

C. Charge radius, magnetic moment, and g, /gy of the nucleon

Let vy, 1y, and g,/g, be, respectively, the
root-mean-squared charge radius, the magnetic
moment, and the ratio between the axial-vector
and the vector B-decay coupling constants of the
nucleon, where the subscript N denotes either the
neutron n or the proton p. In our model, we have

Vp2=<p2>/€2, Tn2=0?

where
(pz>=n"f°’ 4rp*@2 + 9%)dp;;
0
“pzﬁp/iy “n="%#p
where (4.35)

0
g,= %n“f “anpPandp;

]

and

5 e R
gA/gv=§;_/o- 14'”02(742 —%oz)dp,

where, as before

n=41r./“’1 p?(@%+ 9®)dp .

0

Thus, {(p?), d,, and g,/g, are functions only of
n; their values are plotted in Fig. 7. Because of
(2.26) and (2.25), each quark carries an energy

€=p,/R=pm/N}"?(n/E)"/2. (4.36)

The derivation of (4.35) follows the standard
route®” Let ¢ denote the quark wave function
whose total z-component angular moment is 3;
i.e., ¥ is given by (2.13) with

()

In either the Gell-Mann-Zweig quark model, or
the Han-Nambu model, one can readily show that

rp= [ wortasy/ [ wyasy,
([ Fxviva) [ froer g

and

gA/gv=—§f¢'o,¢d3r /[ WHd3r

Hence, the expressions for 7,, p, and g,/gy

1.6 -

0.4
;Pp \
02
O 1 1 1 L l A 1 L IL l
0] 1 A 2

G (o)

FIG. 7. The integrals (p)!/?, #,=¢f,, and g /gy vs
#(0), which ranges from 0 to #,=1.7419. See (4.35) for
their definitions.

given in (4.35) follow. The corresponding expres-
sion for 7, is obvious, and that for u, is due to the
relevant SU(6) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. We
list below the values of these quantities for the
limiting cases that have been examined in the pre-
vious section.

(2) n~ 0. In this limit, p, =2.0428, #, and 9
are given by (2.63). By using (2.64), we find (4.35)
becomes

2p.3 _ 2 _ 1/2
yp=€-1[pl 20,2+ 4p, 3} - 1.4891/c,

6(91—1)
7,=0,
__ 40, -3 _
M= Toe(p o1 =0.4133/¢, (4.38)
“’n="§“p’

and

% _
gA/gy—g—(p—x_—ly =1.088.

Case (ia). If in addition to » -0 we assume s -0,
then by using (4.25), since N =3, we have
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€=4mp (4.39)
and therefore, from (4.38),
7,=5.956/my and p,=1.653/mp. (4.40)

Case (i b). If in addition to n -0 we assume p —~0,
then by using (4.26) we have

€=%mp, (4.41)
and therefore, from (4.38),
V= 6.701/m, and pp=1.860/mp . (4.42)

(i¢) n — . In this limit, p, =1 and the fermion
wave functions # and # both concentrate on the
surface »=R. Hence,

vy=€t, 7,=0,
- 2

“p=(3€) 1, Hp= =3 Up, (4.43)

and

gA/sz.% .

Case (iia). If in addition to n -« we assume
s -0, then we have, just as in (4.39),

€= ::‘HZB N
and therefore, from (4.43).
7p=4/’”3 and p,=4/(3mp). (4.44)

Case (iib). If in addition to n — >~ we assume
p —0, then, just as in (4.41).

€=72,HIB
and therefore, from (4.43),
1‘,,:9/(2mB) and up=3/(2m3) . (4.45)

These limiting values are also summarized in
Table I. For comparison with experimental re-
sults, it is more convenient to use the average nu-

cleon mass m,= 939 MeV as the basic energy
scale, rather than miy=1316 MeV, the baryon
mass averaged over the 56 representation of SU(6).
From Table I, we conclude that for applications
to hadrons, the parameter n could be either O(1)
or smaller. In any case, it should be away from
the n ~« limit. Otherwise, g,/g, would be £
and the charge density would be distributed only
on the surface of the soliton; both features seem
to be quite different from those of the physical
nucleon.

V. REMARKS

In this paper, we have presented a new formula-
tion of the relativistic quark model of hadrons,
based on the quasiclassical soliton solutions of
local field theories. We have shown that, once
the low-lying soliton mass is assumed to be much
smaller than the masses of the plane-wave solu-
tions (i.e., quarks, gluons, etc.), then under very
general conditions, independently of the number of
constants in the original Lagrangian, the descrip-
tion of the solitons depends only on three pheno-
menological parameters: n, s, and p, as given
by (4.14). There is a direct physical interpretation
of these parameters. The soliton (i.e., the had-
ron) resembles a gas bubble immersed in a medi-
um {i.e., the vacuum); p is the pressure exerted
by the medium on the gas bubble, s is the surface
tension, and n determines the thermodynamic func-
tions of the gas. In the double limit » -0 and s -0,
one obtains an MIT -type bag, while in the opposite
extreme n— and p -0, a SLAC-type bag.

Such reductions occur frequently in physics,
whenever the system under consideration contains
two or more very different scales of length (or
energy). As examples, one may mention Fermi’s

TABLE I. Root-mean-squared charge radius vy, magnetic moment iy, and g4/gy of the
nucleon N. The parameters A =p/u’=p/(6s)*/? and » are defined by (1.9) and (2.19). In the
last two rows, ‘“volume” and “surface” mean, respectively, ‘“within the volume’” and “on the

surface” See Sec. IV C for further details.

Theoretical value in some limiting cases

Physical Experimental n—0 n—
observable value A—o0 A—~0 A A—~0
7 3.86/my 4.25/my 4.78/my 2.86/my 3.21/my
ity 2.79/ 2my) 2.36/(2my) 2.66/ (2my) 1.90/(2my) 2.14/(2my)
2 2 2
Ho —0.6851, ~%u, ~%u, -4, ~%u,
ga/gv 1.25 1.09 1.09 : 2
scalar-field volume surface volume surface
energy density
charge density volume surface
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B-decay theory of weak interactions, the usual
scattering length and effective-range approxima-
tion of nuclear forces, etc. In all these cases, if
one starts from the underlying Lagrangian, it may
be difficult to give a rigorous proof of the validity
of the approximations used. Quite often, this dif-
ficulty is compounded by lack of knowledge of the
correct basic theory. The same is true here. In
our case, one of the important questions is the
validity of quasiclassical soliton solutions in the
strong-coupling region. For a fully relativistic
local quantum field theory, this question is not
resolved. However, in the case of nonrelativistic
fermions interacting with bosons (which can be
relativistic), the answer is known: the quasiclas-
sical solution does give an accurale descviption
when coupling is sufficiently sivong.

Because the solitons are solutions of a local
field theory, it should be possible to calculate ma-
trix elements of operators between different soli-
ton states, e.g., nuclear charge form factors with
large momentum transfer, m-decay rate, etc. Some
of these calculations are under investigation.

APPENDIX

In this appendix, we give an alternative proof
of (2.24). In accordance with (2.60) and the dis-
cussion preceding it, in this alternative proof one
should first start from the expression E =E(R),
given by (2.23), and then derive (2.24) by setting

dE
=0 (A1)

By using (2.58), we may rewrite (2.23) as
E(R)=Ne+ 211(Ng/m,,)2f v 2dr(u? - v?)?
0

+ 3mR? P+ 2R, (A2)

where u and v are solutions of (2.35), and u=v at
r=R. Thus, the variation of E is

2 R
O6E =Nb¢€ +4m (Ng) f ¥2dr(u? = v?)6u® - v?)
L4 0
+4TR?*6R[3(L3/R) +p]. (A3)

Throughout this appendix, we keep the param-
eters N, g, p, m,, and u fixed. Since in (2.17)
each solution determines a definite value of n, de-
fined by (2.19), we may regard the solution of
(2.17) as a function of p and u; i.e.,

#=1(p,n) and 5=2(p,n), (A4)

where p varies from 0 to p,(z). We may then use
(2.25) and (2.26) to define € = €(r) and R=R(n), or
its inverse function » =n(R). Through (2.16),
(2.36), and (A4), we may regard the solution of

(2.35) as a function of » and n; i.e.,

u=u(r,n) and v=0v(r,n) (A5)
with
R
41rf @+ 0¥)r2dr=1, (A6)
0

where, at »=R(n),
u(R,n)=v(R,n)=u,(n). (A7)

Equation (2.35) can be written in its original form
(2.9):

Hey=¢y, (a8)
where

Hp=—-ia V+gBo, (A9)

o0=0(T,n)= -(Ng/m>2)u® - v?) (A10)

and = y(T, n) is related to u(r, n) and v(r, n) by
(2.13). From (A8), one has

(GHF)ll)+ HpoY= (6€)p+ e(él,b), (A11)
where
6H = gB60= —(N g/m2)6(u? — v?). (A12)

In this variation, T is kept fixed, but n—n+ on.
Since 47 f:' PTPr2dr=1, on account of (AB), we
find, upon multiplying (A11) by ¢' and integrating
from =0 to R,

R
be =4 f r2ar{yt(Hp - €)60+ gyt Bvo0]
o

which, through partial integration and because
of (A8)-(A10), may be written as

R
b€ =4mR*(ubv — vbu)g — 4m f (m2/N)odor3dr,

0

(A13)
where the subscript R denotes =R,
0
ou = -5;—14(’}’, n) 571,
and (A14)
9
v = a—nv(r, n)| on.
Because
u(r,n)=(*/n)""?(p, n),
(A15)

v(r, n)=(/n)?5(p, n),

where p=7¢ and €=¢(n), we have

e PO P A
udy —vdu=— |rde\il —0 -V —1u
n 3p [

9 9
+6n<12—a 5_p a)] (A16)
n

$—
on
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By using (2.17), and noting that the derivative
d/dp there is the partial derivative 8/3p above,
we obtain

A0 L L0, 2 o ap an a2 oA
U—0 =D —fi= ——AD+ A+ D> + (@ = D%)> (AL7T)
p 9p p
and
2]
T3 @2 —1?) = 40 - (3/p)]. (A18)

At =R, p=p,, #=0=i,, and therefore
2] 9 1729
(a-—a_a—a) -5 [ @ _52)] . (AL9)

Let us define
X(p,n)=4*(p, n) - *(p, n) . (A20)

Since X(p,n)=0 at p=p,(n), it follows then that
X(p,n+ 6n)=0 at p=p,(n)+ 6p,, where 6p, = (dp,/
dn)bén. In the (X, p) plane, we may consider an in-
finitesimal right-angle triangle ABC, whose ver-
tices are A= (0, p,), B=(0, p, + 6p,), and C = (5X,
p,), where 6X=[8X(p,n)/9n]6n. Hence, the point
A lies on the curve X(p, n) vs p, and the points B
and C on the curve X(p,n+ 6n) vs p; CA is L AB,

and their lengths are, respectively, L., =6X and
L,5=0p,. The ratio -L,,/L,, is the slope of CB.
By using (A18) and setting p=p,, we find that this
slope is

—44.2°(1 -p,Y).
Thus

9
%m: 85X =44 2(1 - p,")op, - (A21)

Because of (A17)-(A21), at »=R (i.e., at p=p,),
(A16) becomes
e .,
ubv —vou)p = 2n—i2l“(1 - p, ") (R6€ —6p,);
therefore, (A13) reduces to

R
de+4m f (my2/N)obdor 2dr = -81R%,%*(€ - R™')6R .
0

(A22)
By using (A3), (A10), and (A22), we obtain
OE =4mR*6R[-2Nu,?(¢ =R™)+p+ 3(u*/R)].
(A23)
Thus, dE/dR=0 gives (2.24).
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