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J. -L. Dethier and L. Wilets
Institute for Nuclear Theory, Department of Physics, FM-15, University of Washington, Seattle, Washington 98195
(Received 3 March 1986)

The pion cloud surrounding the nucleon and the A is studied in the soliton bag model. The
quark-antiquark substructure of the pion is fully taken into account using generator-coordinate tech-
niques. The one-gluon-exchange piece of the model Hamiltonian is responsible for creating the ¢g
pair. The results we obtain for various hadronic properties are in good agreement with experimental
data and qualitatively similar to those obtained in the cloudy bag model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The soliton bag model, introduced by Huang and
Stump' and by Friedberg and Lee,> is a phenomenologi-
cal attempt to bridge the gap between the fundamental
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) theory of strong in-
teractions and the description of observed hadronic prop-
erties at low energy in terms of quark and gluon degrees
of freedom. This is achieved by assuming that the com-
plicated nonperturbative features of QCD which yield
color confinement can be approximated by a colorless, fla-
vorless self-interacting scalar field: the soliton field o(x).
The model Lagrangian density is written as

LX)=L g+ Lo+ L o+Ls (LD
where
L 4(x)=W(x)p¥(x) (1.2)

is the free quark Lagrangian (¥ is the quark-field opera-
tor);

L o(x)=7(3,0)*—Ul(0o) (1.3)
is the self-interacting soliton field Lagrangian;
& go(x) = —gW¥(x)o(x)¥(x) (1.4)

represents the linear coupling between quark and soliton
fields; and
_ 1
L o=~ )FMFL, —g, Ty L vl (1.5)
represents the gluons self-interactions and their coupling
to the soliton field via the color-dielectric function k(o)
[constructed such that x(0)=1 and «(o,)=0] and to the

quark field. In our notation, V (x) is the gluon-field
operator,

Fp (x)=0,V., (1.6)

A! are the Gell-Mann matrices, generators of the color-
SU(3) group, and f'™" its structure constants. The QCD
strong coupling constant g, and the phenomenological
quark-soliton coupling constant g are not directly related.
The potential U(o) is taken as a polynomial in o (limited
to fourth order to ensure renormalizability):

—dVy+& S VRV,
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The model as presented here contains five parameters:
a, b, ¢, g and g, [p is not a true parameter since it only
contributes an overall constant to the Lagrangian density,
and is determined by requiring U(o,)=0]. It has been
extensively studied by the Seattle Nuclear Theory
Group.*~1? The general philosophy adopted in solving
the Lagrangian density (1.1) has been to consider first
only the quark and soliton pieces ., £, and £,
neglecting the gluons, and subsequently to incorporate the
gluons perturbatively. At every level of approximation,
e.g., as one includes more gluons, the phenomenological
parameters of the soliton bag model must be readjusted,
and one expects the soliton field to play less and less of a
role. In fact, in the limit where the gluons are treated ex-
actly, the soliton field should decouple completely from
the problem [that is, we expect g—0; x(0)—1]. In that
ideal limit, the Lagrangian density (1.1) gives the exact
QCD Lagrangian density:

Ulo)= (1.7)

ZLocp=—1F*'Fl, +i%y*d,¥ — gs\w"k Vv . (18)
Considering the simplest version of the model for now
(£ ¢ neglected), one obtains the Hamiltonian operator in

the following canonical way:

Ho= [ d*r[¥a-p¥++(r*+ | Vo |+ Ulo)+gTa¥],

(1.9
where 7 is the momentum canonically conjugate to o,
do
== 1.10
=73 (1.10)

The fields obey the usual equal-time commutation and
anticommutation relations

[o(r,t),m(r',t)]=i8%r—r1") , (1.11)

{W(r,), ¥ (r,1)} =8%r—r) .

Goldflam and Wilets* first extensively studied the
Hamiltonian H, in the mean-field approximation (MFA),
i.e., neglecting all quantum fluctuations of the soliton
field. Using the Schrodinger picture, the quantum opera-

(1.12)
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tor o(r) is replaced by a static c-number field o(r), while
mo(r) vanishes identically. We expand the quark-field
operator W(x) in a complete set of spinors,

W(x)= bth(r) , (1.13)
k

where b,I and b; have the usual meaning of quark
creation and annihilation operators. Neglecting vacuum-
polarization effects one finds the following coupled equa-
tions of motion:

[a-p+gBoon) Y (r) =€y (r) , (1.14)
dU(gy) -
—Vot ———+g 3 it =0. (1.15)
dUO k(val)

If the soliton potential U(o) has two minima (a local
minimum at 0=0 and an absolute minimum for some
large positive value o=o0,), as shown in Fig. 1, these
mean-field equations admit baglike solutions: the radially
symmetric soliton field is small and negative inside a cavi-
ty, and large, approaching o, outside the cavity with a
smooth surface transition. As can be seen from the Dirac
equation (1.14), to this configuration of o(r) there corre-
sponds a whole spectrum of quark eigenstates, symmetric
with respect to zero energy (positive- and negative-energy
states). The lowest positive quark state (valence state) is
the 1s,/, state given by

u(r)
Yom(r)= Xs,m (1.16)

iv(r)ot

and corresponding to the eigenenergy €,. Here X, ,, is the
12-component spinor carrying the spin-(2), flavor-(2), and
color-(3) projection quantum numbers of the quark [we
will limit the present discussion to two flavors (up and
down) of quarks only]. Low-lying baryons and mesons
can be constructed from these single-particle quark states
(three quarks in the 1s,,, state for baryons, one quark in
the 1s,,, state, and one hole in the 15,/ negative-energy
state for mesons) by coupling them to the correct total
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FIG. 1. The soliton field self-interacting potential U(c) for
the following parameters: a=51.6, b= —799.9, and ¢=4000.

spin, total isospin, color-singlet state in the standard way.
Static physical properties of low-lying hadrons can then
be calculated and give reasonably good agreement with ex-
periment.* The results obtained are shown to be qualita-
tively similar to those of the MIT bag model."

This level of approximation of the soliton bag model (as
well as of the MIT bag model) presents, however, two im-
portant and related shortcomings. First, it is in direct
contradiction with some well-established experimental re-
sults of nucleon-nucleon scattering. Those data clearly
show that at medium and long separation distances two
nucleons interact by exchanging pions. A single nucleon
should also be able to exchange pions with itself, or be
dressed by a pion cloud. Neither the MIT nor the soliton
bag in the MFA form allow for such pionic dressing.
Furthermore, the model we have just presented grossly
violates what is considered to be an important symmetry
of nature: chiral symmetry. That symmetry is satisfied
in QCD in the limit of massless quarks, but by introduc-
ing the soliton field o(x) to achieve confinement, we have
given the quarks an effective mass goy(r), and by doing
so we have violated chiral symmetry in the surface region
of the cavity.

These two shortcomings (absence of a pion cloud and
violation of chiral symmetry) are related through the
Goldstone theorem: chiral symmetry is believed to be a
hidden symmetry associated with the existence of a mass-
less particle (the Goldstone boson). The abnormally low
mass of the pion (m, =140 MeV) compared to other had-
ron masses makes it a perfect candidate for that Gold-
stone boson. The fact that the pion is not absolutely
massless indicates that chiral symmetry is only partially
realized in nature. The corresponding conserved vector
current, the axial-vector current in this case, is only par-
tially conserved (PCAC).

These considerations have led a number of people to
modify the traditional bag models in order to restore ap-
proximate chiral symmetry to those models."*~1% All
these approaches have in common the introduction of a
new degree of freedom into the original Lagrangian: an
elementary pion field. PCAC is then achieved in two
steps: first, the massless pointlike pion is coupled to the
quarks at the bag surface in just the right way so as to re-
store exact chiral invariance to the model Lagrangian;
then that symmetry is broken by giving the pion its physi-
cal mass.

The approach adopted in this paper, however, treats the
pion in a completely different way. Instead of modifying
the original model Lagrangian, we investigate whether ap-
proximate chiral symmetry is restored dynamically. We
believe that the soliton bag model should be able to ade-
quately describe both baryons and mesons in terms of
their quark substructure. Therefore, we treat both the nu-
cleon and the pion surrounding it as bags containing
quarks and antiquarks.

As we describe in the next section, the generator-
coordinate method is used to handle the large amplitude
dynamics of these two interacting bags. There we also
show how the one-gluon-exchange (OGE) interaction can
produce the quark-antiquark pair forming the pion. In
Sec. III we give the formal solutions of the generator-
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coordinate equations with the correct treatment of total
angular momentum, isospin, and color quantum numbers.
The numerical method used to solve the radial part of
these equations is discussed as well. Finally, Sec. IV con-
tains a summary of the hadronic properties that can be
calculated in this model and how well they compare to ex-
periment.

II. PIONIC DRESSING OF N AND A

In this calculation, we choose to treat the gluon piece of
the soliton bag model (1.5) at the level of one-gluon-
exchange approximation. This choice corresponds to the
following model Hamiltonian:

H=H0+H’ ’

where H, is given by (1.9) and H' is the one-gluon-
exchange interaction

2.1

a,= i’ﬂ 2.4)

and G,,(r,r',w) is the gluon propagator. In principle, it
should be a confined propagator, calculated, for example,
as a functional of the soliton field o through the dielectric
function (o). Such a propagator has been obtained by
Bickeboller, Goldflam, and Wilets’ and has been shown®
to give an enhancement of the N-A mass splitting over the
results obtained with a free propagator by a factor of
about 2. However, in order to keep this calculation as
simple as possible, we have opted for the use of a free
gluon propagator, at least as a first step, hoping that most
of the enhancement due to confining the gluons can be ab-
sorbed in the strong coupling constant a; (which will be
treated as a parameter in this approach).

Following Ref. 7 we write the free propagator
G, 9 Ar,r',0) in the Coulomb (or transverse) gauge in terms

H'=7a, f d3r f d3r TG (T, 0) (1) . (2.2) of scalar and vector spherical harmonics:
Here J¥(r) represents the quark-color current operator GO0 0 O
(color index c): 0 0
AS G#"z 0 Gii' ’ (2.5)
Jé‘(r)=if(r)y“—2—\wr) , (2.3) 0
a, is the QCD strong coupling constant where G and G*' are given by
|
1 r'e
G(r,r')= Ir—r| —2 21+1 1 Yim(®) Y ('), (2.6)
G (r,r0) =413 | —wji(or Inger, (Y im® )] <[H @)1
1
— = [V X jilor OF (@ T[T X0 (3]
) iy
-W[er < im(T )] < AVX =7 1+1 X im (T )I (2.7
>
An even further simplification adopted here is to consider the static (w=0 limit) of the tensor propagator:
o 4 142 ; i
G (r,r')= [9’11 (? )] [9’” (? )] "—[VXI' 3/” (Tt )] <IAVX —— 9’" (1' )
2 2 +1 ’+1 m m 2021 + m < ’;' m
i>
(Vxrl &, @, )] T @,‘,,,,(@)’ J . (2.8)

2(21—1)

We relax that approximation below by doing the calcula-
tion for different values of w and show that a static limit
makes sense.

In order to find the eigenstates (and especially the
ground state) of the total Hamiltonian H, we use a per-
turbativelike treatment, building upon the MFA solutions
of H, obtained by Goldflam and Wilets,* because they
provide a good description of the low-lying hadron prop-
erties and because the one-gluon-exchange corrections are

>

small effects (as demonstrated by the smallness of the N-
A mass splitting compared to the nucleon or A mass).
However, we also need to allow for large amplitude defor-
mations such as the emission of a pion bag by the nu-
cleon.

The generator-coordinate method (GCM) is well suited
for these two purposes. A dynamical state is constructed
from a superposition of static states each characterized by
a parameter called the generator coordinate and weighted
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by a function (in general complex) of that parameter.
That function is then determined by variation. Let |B;)
be a known approximate baryon eigenstate of H, obtained
in the MFA. The index i indicates the spin (S, projection
s), flavor (T, projection t), and radial excitation (n) quan-
tum numbers:

| B;)= | Si,s0, Tistizny ) - 2.9

Our generator-coordinate ansatz for the dressed ground
state of H will be

| B,)*=C; |B)+3, [ d’adyla)| BymTita),
j

(2.10)

where the parameter a is the generator coordinate and the
state |Bj,71;T,-,t,-,a) represents a baryon with quantum
numbers j accompanied by a pion |7) at a “distance” a,
the baryon and pion isospins being coupled to give a total
isospin of T;, projection t;. The weight factors C; and
¢j(a) have to be determined variationally. The sum over
Jj should be over all possible quantum numbers (spin, fla-
vor, and radial excitation) of the baryon |Bj), but for
simplicity we will restrict it to the lowest radial excitation
(no sum over n). Furthermore, only two types of baryons,
the nucleons (S=%, T=%) and the A’s (S=%, =-§-)
will be considered.

The states | Bj,m; T;,t;,a) should be chosen very care-
fully and built from the MFA solutions if the model is to
make any sense. For example, one feature we require is
that for large baryon-pion separation distances (@— o),
the state | B;,m;T;,t;,a) should go over to two separated
bags:

| B;,m;T;,t;,a) — | Bj)o® |T)q asa—ow . (2.11)

Recoil and center-of-mass corrections are serious prob-
lems affecting all relativistic quark models. The MFA
treatment described above is no exception. By “nailing
down” the bag at the origin, one finds localized solutions
that are not eigenstates of the total momentum operator.
A thorough treatment of that problem in the framework
of the soliton bag model has been obtained by Liibeck,
Birse, Henley, and Wilets.’ It involves variation after pro-
jection. We will not attempt to solve the delicate question
of center-of-mass corrections in this calculation even
though the treatment by Liibeck, Birse, Henley, and Wi-
lets could in principle be applied here. The baryons |B)
will be “nailed down” at the origins as in the MFA. No-
tice, however, that by considering pion states at different
distances from the origin in the generator-coordinate state
(2.10), we are in effect making center-of-mass corrections
for the pion.

The first problem we address when working with the
states | B) obtained from the MFA concerns the soliton
field part of that state. The MFA is a classical approxi-
mation for o and knowing the soliton mean field o(r)
alone does not tell us what the quantum state is. A simple
and elegant way of constructing a full quantum state from
a classical field is the coherent-state approximation. First,
let us expand the soliton field o and its momentum conju-

gate 7 in plane waves, taking out the vacuum value o, for
convenience:

172

1 3 1 t —ik- ik-
a(r)=av+w fd k [-———-— (age "™ T+ape'™™ ,

200

(2.12)
172

i Ok
Gyt J

2

(r)= (afe %7 —a e’ |

(2.13)

The operators al and a, have the usual meaning of

creation and annihilation operators for the soliton field
quanta, and the vacuum state is defined by

ay |vac)=0 forall k. (2.14)

Starting from a given mean field o(r) (a ¢ number) one
first constructs f(k), the Fourier transform of f(r)
=0y(r)—oy, as

F)= 5 1)3/2 [ d* flre=ivr (2.15)
T
The coherent state corresponding to o(r) is then
172
| f)=exp fd3k w—zk- FK)a} |vac) .  (2.16)

Such a state has the interesting property that the expecta-
tion value of any normal-ordered operator involving o or
m gives the mean-field result. More generally,

(fi]:0™]f2) l Sir)+£5(r) ]"
AR Fh LA P AL Lk LA

(filf2) 2
o
-G e
(il f2) | &0 —g(1) ]2 (2.18)
(filf2) 2 ’ :
where the function g(r) is defined by
gn=—— [ dk o fker. 2.19)

(2m)3?

Thus the state | f) is what we are looking for; it is a true
quantum state and the expectation value of H, in that
state gives the MFA (except for renormalization factors
arising from normal ordering):

(f|:Ho:| f)

T =fd3r[‘ll*a-p\l’+%(#2+ | Vao|?) .

+U(og)+g¥oV¥] . (2.20)

Since the state lBj,ﬂ';T,-,t,,a) describes two possibly
overlapping bags, we choose to describe the soliton part of
that state by a coherent state constructed from the follow-
ing mean field:
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e—“lr_r,‘

b

2
) — . =___E__ 3.0 o’
ola;r)—a, = fla;r) 41ra,fd rela) S

(2.21

where the © function O(a;r) is determined by the
geometry of the system,

Ola:r)= 1 if r<Rpor |r—a| <R,

0 otherwise 2.22)
and is folded with a Yukawa function to give the approxi-
mate surface smoothness. At r~0 or r~a (in the center
of either bag), f~—o, for large enough u. So, this soli-
ton mean field contains four parameters: Rg, R, u, and
oy, determined by least-square fits with the isolated MFA
solutions for each individual bag. This choice was also
the one adopted by Schuh, Pirner, and Wilets® in their
nucleon-nucleon scattering calculations.

When it comes to choosing the quark part of the state
| Bj,m; T;,t;,a), several options are available. One possi-
bility is to keep the same quark wave functions as for the
isolated system, regardless of whether the bags overlap or
not. This can be called a sudden approximation for the
quarks: as the separation distance a changes, they are not
affected by the changing soliton field configurations. The
single-particle baryon quark states are exactly the same as
for an isolated baryon centered at the origin of the coordi-
nate system, while the pion quark and antiquark wave
functions are simply translated by @. On the other hand,
one could also carry out the calculations for an adiabatic
approximation where the quark wave functions would
readjust instantly to the different soliton mean fields, by
solving a different Dirac equation,

[v p+gola;n)lyila;r) =€ B (asr) , (2.23)

for different values of a. Better than either of these two
extreme cases, a large set of single-particle quark states
can be included in the ground state (2.10) by enlarging the
sum over j.

In this calculation we have opted for the first choice
(sudden approximation) for reasons of simplicitly. The
quark-field operator is expanded in different orthonormal
bases:
|

(B;|H—E |B;)C;+3 [ d*a(B;|H—E |B;,m;T;,1;,a)$yy(@)=0,
J

<Bj:71;Ti:ti)a IH-EIBI)C1+2 f d3a’<Bj’7I;Ti’tha IH_E lBj"E;Thti’a’)¢ij'(a’)=o ’
I

where E is the total energy of the system in the state
(2.10):
“(B; |H |B;)*
E=—3 d
(B;|B;)
Since we wish to study the bound-state problem of a
baryon dressed by a pion, we regard these homogeneous

coupled equations as an eigenvalue problem: the eigen-
value is the total energy E and the eigenvector is the set

(2.31)

W(x)=3 bfYi(r) baryon expansion , (2.24)
K

W(x)=1 byi(r—a) pion expansions . (2.25)
k

Neglecting vacuum-polarization effects arising from the

transformation properties between these different bases,

we write the quark part of the state | B;,7;T;,;,a) as

’ Bj:E;Tivtha)qu= 2 C’j’mq’mlb;mq(b:’"q )T | BJ> ’

’j,mq,mq
(2.26)

where the coefficients C,I,,,,q,,,,y are the Clebsch-Gordan

combinations needed in order to obtain the correct pseu-
doscalar, isovector, color-singlet properties of the pion
and to couple the baryon and pion isospins to give the to-
tal isospin Tj, projection ¢;.

The second quantized notation used here ensures
the complete antisymmetry of the resulting state
| B;,m;T;,t;,@) under permutation of any two quarks
(Pauli principle). The Pauli principle was already built
into the baryon | B;), but now a new antisymmetrization
arises when the quark in the pion is exchanged with one
of the quarks in the baryon. Of course this type of effect
is completely ignored in calculations treating the pion as
an elementary field.

Now that we have specified the state |Bj,1_r;T,~,t,«,a)
unambiguously, we determine the unknown coefficients
C; and ¢;(a) in (2.10) by invoking the variational princi-
ple

5 |%B;|H|B;)*?
scr | «B 1By | @27
8¢‘8(a) d(‘gl ] Bl yd =0 foralla,j, (228
i i | Bi

where H is the total Hamiltonian (2.1), including the one-
gluon-exchange interaction. These equations give, respec-
tively,

(2.29)

(2.30)

[

[Ci,#ij(a@)]. The eigenvector can only be determined up
to an arbitrary multiplicative constant corresponding to
the arbitrary normalization of the state (2.10). Equations
(2.29) and (2.30) yield a spectrum of discrete and continu-
ous eigenvalues E. However, the same equations could
also be used to study scattering problems (e.g., pion-
nucleon elastic scattering). In that case, the energy E and
the asymptotic form of ¢;;(a) for large a are given and
(2.29) and (2.30) are to be regarded as nonhomogeneous
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equations yielding ¢;;(a) (for small @), phase shifts, and
cross sections. We will not investigate scattering prob-
lems any further here, even though they are a nice appli-
cation of the generator-coordinate formalism.

III. SOLUTIONS OF THE
GENERATOR-COORDINATE EQUATIONS

In order to solve Egs. (2.29) and (2.30) we must first
evaluate the two nontrivial matrix elements

<Bjy7_T;T1tua IH_E *B,>

(because we neglect vacuum-polarization effects) and
| B;) is an eigenstate of H,, the first of these two matrix
elements only involves the OGE operator H':

(Bij;Ti’ti)a IH_E |Bi):<Bj,7_7_';Ti’ti,a IHI | B[> .
(3.1

This shows that the OGE interaction is entirely respon-
sible for creating the pion in our approximation. After
writing the OGE interaction H’ explicitly in terms of the
quark-field operator ¥, as in (2.2), and expanding that
quark field in the appropriate basis, Eq. (3.1) gives two

and terms:
(Bj,z_r;T,-,t,-,a|H-—E |Bj',71;T,»,t,-,a') . (B]-,1_r;T,-,t,~,aIH'IB,-)=fd(a)+Ye(a) » (32)
Since the states |B;) and | Bj,m; T;,t;,a) are orthogonal  where
|
FUa)=a, 3 (B; | 6D |B;)
kI
* 3 g A B 0 vAS
X B Chmpmy [ @ [ & BT (r—adp* S gf0) |G (r =) (FREYUE, (Fe) | (3
tj,mq,mq e 7 2 2
is represented by the direct diagram of Fig. 2, and
Fa)=a, 3, (B;| b bE)bIbE|B,)
K LKT
X 3 Chmom [d'r [ & [y, i —a)]
tj mq mq.
=B, v ul w GO " ——¢ (3.4
Py —2—¢?,mq(r—-a (r—r') |[$RA(r)y r .

corresponds to the exchange diagram of Fig. 3, and results directly from the antisymmetrization discussed above. The
evaluation of these two diagrams is lengthy and will not be reproduced here, but some general features can be obtained
immediately using symmetry arguments. Since the operator H' is invariant under rotations in spin, isospin, and color

spaces, and the pion is a pseudoscalar, isovector, color-singlet object, it is easy to see that #%a) and .#*(a) must have
the general form

(T14r | T;t;)
)=R d( ) ____.____<B r a B,> , 3.5
Ya 2 QT+ %T"a" @ -3
(T14r | T;t;) AL Af (op XO7)
Felg)— _____*___J_J_<B, r M M 29k X9 SRe > .
(a) 2’ (2Tj—+—l)‘/2 J kE;eITk 5 5 |k ‘@R$(a)+o;-aR5(a)+ ‘@Ri(a) | |B;) , (3.6)

where the sums over k and / are over quarks and R%a),
$(a), R5(a), and R§(a) are scalar functions of the
magnitude of a only. Using the result

where a™ is the m component of the unit vector @ in the
spherical basis, (f%|f) is a soliton overlap factor, and
the functions S;;(a) only depend on the scalar quantity a
and on the total spins and isospins, not on the magnetic

AL Af s quantum numbers. There are only three different func-
Bj|— = |Bi)=—7 for k=l (3.7 tions S;;(a) in our case, given by
2 2 j
Syv(@)=10R%a)— 3[R5(a)—R§(a)], (3.9)
and the Wigner-Eckart theorem, the matrix element 3
(Bj,m;T;,t;;a| H—E | B;) can be written as Syala)=8V2R¥ )+—li3—2-
(B;,m;T;,t;,a | H'|B;
pmTotiel H' 1B X[—2RS(@)+R§(@)+3R5(@)],  (3.10)

(S'ls;m | S;s;)

—yMm* a A I
AT (28;+1)'7?

Sijla),  (3.8) Saal@)=20R%a)—2[R{(a)+R5(a)] . (3.11)
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| B>
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¥4
|
| B;>

FIG. 2. The direct OGE diagram.

To  evaluate the second matrix element
(Bj,m;T;,t;,a | H—E| Bj,m; T;,t;,a’) we have shown that
antisymmetrization terms of the kind discussed above are
small and can be neglected. Their inclusion would com-
plicate the algebra but not add any serious conceptual dif-
ficulties. In that approximation the matrix element in
question has a very simple diagonal form
( Bjaz;nvti’a | H'_E l Bj""_r;Tiytiyal)

=(B; | B;)[¥/(a,a')—En(a,a’)] . (3.12)

The Hamiltonian piece depends on S; and 7; only,
through the OGE interaction (it splits the nucleon and A).
Both functions #”(a,a’) and n(a,a’) actually depend only
on the difference a—a’' or the magnitudes a and a’ and
the angle between a@ and a’. Their angular dependence
can be expanded in Legendre polynomials

(Bj,E;Ti’ti’a l H'—E |Bj’yﬂ.';Ti’ti’a')
=(B;|B;) 3 P(@-a")[#{a,a)—Emnla,a’)].
1=0
(3.13)

|B¢>

FIG. 3. The exchange OGE diagram.

Using the matrix elements [(3.8) and (3.13)] just de-
rived, the second generator-coordinate equation (2.30)
(also called the Hill-Wheeler equation) becomes

(S‘ls,-m |Sjsj)
(2S1+1)1/2
+ [ da'[H#(a,a)—Ena,a)]la™$;(a’)=0 .
(3.14)

C(f*1f) Sij(a)

The solution of this integral equation has the general form
me (Silsim I SJSJ>

(3.15)
(zsj+1)1/2

¢,-,-(a)=a ,-j(a) »

where the radial function Fj;j(a) depends only on the total
spins and isospins, not on their projections [like Sj;(a)].
We have four unknown functions Fyy(a), Fyala),
Fay(a), and Fpala). Note that Fj;(a) is not necessarily
symmetric in i,j.

The only remaining unknown quantities C; and Fj;(a)
are solutions of the eigenvalue problem

C(B; |[H~E |B;)

1

AT R daF(@)S(a)=
+(2s,-+1)§ 3 [, @daFy@s;@)=0, (.16

Ci<fa [f)S,](a)
47

+_3— fow alzdal[%]l(a,al)_Enl(a,al)]Flj(al)zo .

(3.17)

Solving these equations numerically in a straightfor-
ward way, i.e., by discretizing the @ and a’ axes and using
an ordinary integration scheme, leads to numerical insta-
bility. Such problems are characteristic of Fredholm in-
tegral equations of the first kind, of which (3.17) is an ex-
ample. They are caused by the fact that any arbitrarily
large, high-frequency function is killed by the smooth ker-
nel after integration. The instabilities build up in the
solution in the form of large oscillations with a higher and
higher frequency as the grid size becomes finer and finer.
An elegant solution to this numerical problem was pro-
posed by Phillips'® and Tikhonov.”® In matrix notation
(3.17) has the general form of a linear system

Kf=g,

where f is the unknown function. This equation can be
derived from the variational principle

(3.18)

S kfelr=

Sf“Kf gll*=0, (3.19)
where the norm || || is defined as

|IF|*= [ da [ da’Fl@)F(a') . (3.20)

Phillips and Tikhonov proposed to regularize this equa-
tion by replacing it by the more stable

S o2 _
5f[HKf glP+AZ(N)]=0, 3.21)
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FIG. 4. Solution of the Hill-Wheeler equation Fyy(a) for the
nucleon.

where .£(f) is a functional of f and A is a regularization
parameter, to be chosen carefully: large enough so that
the solution is numerically stable and small enough so
that it remains an approximate solution of the original
equation (3.18). The new regularization term forces the
solution to be smooth. For our particular problem, we
found good results with the following choice of £ (f) and
A:

477’ [, c*dal#{(a,B)—Eny(a,B)] 47” [, a¥da'[#la,a)—Enia,a)]Fy@)+Cl 2| £)Sy(a)

Figures 4 and 5 show the smooth behavior of the func-
tions Fyy(a) and Fya(a), respectively, obtained using
this regularization technique. As expected, they start out
linear in a, as must be the case for p waves, and die out
exponentially without any further node, as is required for
the ground state. Also shown in these figures is a Yu-
kawa tail proportional to

—m_a

1
m,a

e
m,a

Y(a)=

14+ , (3.25)

where m, is the physical pion mass (m,=140 MeV).
The tail Y(a) is attached to the functions Fyy(a) and
Fya(a) at a point of least sensitivity (where the functions
and their derivatives match). The functions Fyy(a) and
Fyala) should be proportional to Y(a) as a becomes
large. However, we see in the graphs that Fyy(a) and
Fya(a) fall off faster than Y(a). This discrepancy is due
to the rearrangement energy: the rate of falloff is deter-
mined by the energy required to remove one pion com-

20T T

—— Hill -Wheeler sol.

- = — Yukawa tail

LA B S B

o
T

0.5

e e v e b by

delta weight function (in fm™3)

LA AL

| T R SR S R

o} 0.5 1.0 1.5
generator coordingte a (in fm)

FIG. 5. Solution of the Hill-Wheeler equation Fy(a) for the
nucleon.

LN =||VfI*, (3.22)

A=10"*fm~9. (3.23)

The method can be easily generalized for a three-
dimensional problem. We replace (3.17) by the regular-
ized version

Al L@ pp 2Zr 0. (324)
AVPT: (B ij(B)]""B2 ii(B) |=0. .

f

pletely from the nucleon. In reality, when one pion is re-
moved the system gets rearranged and the nucleon be-
comes dressed with another pion. Such effects are miss-
ing in this calculation and therefore the removal energy is
not the physical pion mass as it should be.

IV. HADRONIC PROPERTIES

The model we have studied contains five parameters:
the four original soliton bag parameters a, b, ¢, and g
plus the strong coupling constant a,. We were able to
determine three of those parameters by fitting three
known properties of nucleons and A’s, namely, the nu-
cleon and A masses and the proton root-mean-square ra-
dius. We choose the two remaining parameters to be ¢
and the dimensionless combination

f=b?*/ac .

Table I gives a summary of all the hadronic properties we
have calculated for the case f=3.1 and ¢=4000, and the

(4.1)
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TABLE 1. Summary of hadronic properties in the case a=51.6, b =—799.9, c=4000, and g=14.8,
and comparison between the MFA and the pionic dressing calculations.

Property MFA With pion Experiment
A (nucleon) 1 1.14
A (D) 1 1.11
A (pion) 1 1.18
as (N,A) 2.72
a’ (pion) 3.17
Nucleon mass 1736 MeV 939 MeV 939 MeV
N-A splitting 271 MeV 293 MeV 293 MeV
Pion mass 1330 MeV 140 MeV
with ay 252 MeV 140 MeV
with o 140 MeV 140 MeV
Fane 0 0.14 0.28
fnan 0 0.27 0.59
Py, 0 0.28
Pan 0 0.17
(r?)'/2 (proton) 0.69 fm 0.83 fm 0.83 fm
(r?) (neutron) 0 —0.08 fm? —0.12 fm?
84 0.97 0.86 1.26
D 0.45 fm™! —0.09 fm™! small

comparison with the mean-field calculation of Goldflam
and Wilets* for the same set of parameters. Where experi-
mental values are available, they are also given.

The results presented there go one step beyond the sim-
ple generator-coordinate method, which is a perturbative-
like treatment building upon the mean-field solutions.
But instead of a full self-consistent treatment, some of the
effects of the pion cloud on the quark and soliton fields
have been incorporated by considering a simple rescaling.
For a given set of soliton bag parameters we can define
new quark and soliton fields, scalgd accoiding to their di-
mensions. Let us denote them by ¥ and f(f=0—0,):

W(Ar)=A"32(r) , 4.2)

Fn)=A"1£(r) . 4.3)

Starting with these scaled functions, we can treat the
dressed nucleon problem by solving the Hill-Wheeler
equations and determining the new ground-state eigenen-
ergy E(MA). The scale A is then determined by requiring E
to be stationary

0E(A)
aA

This will tell us in a very crude way (using only one de-
gree of freedom) how much the pion cloud shrinks or di-
lates the bag. The results of Table I show a slight increase
in bag size coming from pionic effects.

When the general formalism described in Sec. III is ap-
plied to the case where no baryon is present, i.e., for a free
pion, one obtains a simple center-of-mass projection, in-
cluding OGE effects. The value of A for that case is also
greater than 1 (dilation). In order to get the physical pion
mass we were forced to use a slightly greater value of the
strong coupling constant than for the baryon case. The
resulting a; is an effective coupling constant that simu-
lates higher-order gluon exchanges. However, as shown in
Table I, it is not much greater than a,. If one were to use

=0 for A=Aq. (4.4)

the same value of @, as for the baryon case, one would
find a pion that is 80% too heavy.

The comparison of hadron masses in the MFA and
pionic dressing calculations shows a substantial reduction
in mass from the MFA. This is especially true for the
pion, where the reduction is about a factor of 10. When
compared to the mean N-A mass, the N-A splitting is in-
creased when pions are included (almost doubled). This is
in qualitative agreement with other pionic dressing calcu-
lations such as the cloudy bag model (CBM),'* where it is
shown that a large fraction of the N-A mass difference is
due to the pion cloud.

The nucleon-nucleon-pion and N-A-pion coupling con-
stants are quantities that were not accessible in the MFA,
but that we can now compute. To do so, we first con-
struct a state | B;,m;T},t;,k) consisting of a baryon | B;)
dressed with a pion of good momentum k: |7,),

IBj"’_r;T'hti’k):Nk fdlaeik'a,Bij;Ti’tha> » (45)

where N is a normalization constant required to satisfy
<Bj’7_7';Ti’ti:kIBijr;n’ti,k>=ﬂ . (46)

In general N can depend on k, and ) is the volume in
which we normalize the plane wave (box normalization).
The general BB vertex can be computed using (3.8):

(Silsim |S]SJ)

vUV=4rN k™ @5, + D\

x [ a¥dajika)(f*| £)S;(a) . (4.7)

Comparing this result to the Chew-Low theory?' and tak-
ing the zero-momentum limit, one can identify the cou-
pling constants fyy, and fyas:

N o
fNNﬂ_—.TO\/ 2mm.,>"? fo adaa(f®|f)Syyla), 4.8)
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TABLE II. Quark and pionic contributions to magnetic moments (in nucleon magnetons) in the case a=51.6, b=—799.9,

¢=4000, and g=14.8.

“Quark Pion Pion Total Total Experiment
effects” (not modified) (modified) (not modified) (modified)
AWplulp)? 1.91 0.10 0.95 2.01 2.86 2.76
Wn|p|n)? —1.37 —0.10 —0.95 —1.47 —2.32 —191
UWp|ulAa*t)? 1.58 0.05 0.48 1.63 2.06 3.25

N o
fNA,,_:——éo—\/Z}m,,”Z fo adaalf®|f)Syala), 4.9)

where N is the k—0 limit of N,. It is given by

VQ (= , © 2 0|12
N0=? [fo a‘da fo a'“da'nya,a’) (4.10)

These results do not take into account the distortion from
a plane wave of the pion field as it comes close to the nu-
cleon or the A. A treatment allowing for such distortion
would require solving the scattering problem discussed
above. It has not been investigated here. These also do
not take into account multimeson effects, which might be
important.

Py, and P,, are the probabilities of having a nucleon
turn into nucleon + pion and A + pion, respectively.
They are given by

2
1 |47 ® © L,
Pu=7 |5 ] [, @¥da [ ~ada’Fya)
Xm(a,a’)FNj(a’) (4.11)
if the eigenstate [Cy,Fy;(a)] is normalized so that
4.12)

1= |CN|2+2Pjﬂ’
j

The total pionic dressing probability is about 45% in our
model, which is slightly higher than the cloudy bag model
result (where it depends on the bag radius but is around
33%).

The neutron charge radius results entirely from the
pionic dressing here (it vanishes in the mean-field approx-
imation). As can be seen in Table I, the values we obtain
are in reasonable agreement with the experiment value of
(r?),=—0.12 fm?, considering that other mechanisms
could be invoked to explain the negative charge radius
(such as the up-down quark mass difference).

The proton and neutron magnetic moments as well as
the M1 proton-A* transition are shown next in Table II.
They are all smaller in absolute value than the experimen-
tal quantities. Their expression in this model is

16V2

“plmlpY=po||Cy|*+5Pyo+ ‘i‘g‘PAﬂ-FTPNAﬂ

+ I MMy, 4.13)

“n|p|n)'=po|—%|Cx|*— 5 Pys—3Pay

_16v2

4
27 Pyag |— 5 MN—5 My,

(4.14)

2V72
3

11V2
+ 27 PNA‘YI’

Up || AT )Y =p, |Cx |2+ 57 Pyr+ 37 Pan

+%V/{N+%‘1Ar

(4.15)

where p, is the proton magnetic moment in the MFA and
Pyar is defined in analogy with P, (4.11) by

1

41
PNAﬂ=z

2
T | Jo @ [ adaFia)

Xmla,a’ )Fyala’) .

(4.16)

If one looks at the pion contributions to these magnetic
moments [the last two terms of (4.13)—(4.15)], one finds
that they are surprisingly small as compared to the CBM,
for example. This is shown in Table II (“not modified”
columns), where by quark effects we mean the terms pro-
portional to po. This is due to the fact that the pionic
contributions are inversely proportional to the pion ener-
gy, and that in this calculation the mean-field pion we
start with is very heavy (1330 MeV in this case). As ex-
plained above, momentum projection and one-gluon ex-
change reduce that value to the physical pion mass (140
MeV), but the pion wave function still corresponds to a
mass of 1330 MeV. One can correct for that by doing a
simple energy rescaling. The results are shown in the
“modified” columns of Table II and turn out to be in
much closer agreement with experiment for the diagonal
matrix elements, but still too small for the M1 proton-A+
transition.

The nucleon axial charge (g, ) is the least well-described
physical property of this model. It is always lower than
the experimental value g,=1.26. Higher-order mesonic
corrections (like two pions or p meson) and center-of-mass
corrections are needed to bring it up to that value.

The last quantity we looked at is the divergence of the
axial-vector current of a nucleon. It would vanish identi-
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cally in a chiral-invariant theory, and therefore constitutes
a nice test of PCAC. Figure 6 shows the radial depen-
dence of that quantity in both the mean-field approxima-
tion, and in this dressed nucleon calculation for the case
¢=4000 and f=3.1. As one can see, the surface peak of
the MFA, which is characteristic of PCAC-violating
models has been strongly suppressed, even though the re-
sulting divergence is far from being very small for all
values of r. To get a better idea of the cancellation, we
computed the radial integral of these functions. Writing

4(N | V-A(r) | N )¢=D(r)e (2-2) 4.17)

we define the global quantity (which has the units of an
energy)

p=%" [“r24rD(r) . (4.18)

3 0

Note that the volume integral of the divergence of A(r)
vanishes because of its angular p-wave dependence. Table
I shows the values of D in both the MFA and this calcu-
lation. The corresponding values are D=1.25 and 0.16
fm—! in the MIT and cloudy bag models, respectively
(with a bag radius of 0.9 fm). This shows that our model
gives indeed a very strong cancellation of V-A.

All the results presented so far have been obtained with
the static (w=0) scalar and tensor propagators given by
Egs. (2.6) and (2.8) while the correct treatment would re-
quire considering a complete set of gluon modes, each
characterized by a different frequency w. An approxi-
mate solution is the one mode approximation: one trun-
cates the sum over all gluon modes to one term, chosen to
be the best possible mode by requiring that it extremizes
the total energy. So in this approach w is treated as a
variational parameter. We have done an exploratory cal-
culation for one given set of soliton bag parameters (the
same as for Table I), that shows that in fact =0 extrem-
izes (minimizes in this case) the total energy (see Fig. 7).
Moreover, the results are quite insensitive to » in the vi-
cinity of w=0.

05

divergence of axial current (in fm=4)
o

]
o
[

radius r (in fm)

FIG. 6. Radial dependence of the divergence of the nucleon
axial-vector current for the case ¢=4000 and f=3.1. Dy(r) is
the mean-field result and D(r) the dressed calculation.

o] LN S B B SN B L A B S B B
f———— MFA result 7
8 - -]
T - -
£t _
-t i
Z 6 —
w F 4
n L 4
o
° __///-
c 4 —
o
[ r -
© L 4
3
(= - -
2r —
ol v v vt v v v e ]
(o} 0.5 1.O 1.5
w (in fm™)

FIG. 7. The nucleon mass as a function of the gluon mode
frequency @ for the soliton bag parameters a=51.6,
b=—-799.9, c=4000, g=14.8, and a,=2.72. The MFA result
for the same set of parameters is given for comparison.

The results shown in Fig. 7 were obtained by using the
frequency-dependent tensor propagator (2.7). To simplify
the calculation, only the @ dependence of the dominant
direct diagram represented in Fig. 2 was considered. Note
that as @ becomes very large, all gluon effects should
disappear and we should recover the MFA results.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a new model of the N and A allow-
ing for the presence of one pion in the ground state of
these baryons. Its distinctive features are that this pion is
treated as a quark-antiquark pair (created by a one-gluon-
exchange interaction), and that therefore no additional de-
gree of freedom is needed. We obtain the experimental
pion mass for reasonable values of the strong coupling
constant (both center-of-mass corrections and one-gluon-
exchange reduce the pion mass). The model is able to
reproduce many experimental static properties of the N
and A quite well.

We should stress that the ability to treat the bag as a
dynamical variable in the soliton bag model was crucial to
develop this calculation: we could not have done this with
the MIT bag model. Indeed, we needed to have an unam-
biguous mathematical model to describe the dynamics of
two colliding bags.

This calculation could be improved in many ways and
some of the approximations we have used relaxed. For
example, we could use a confined gluon propagator, calcu-
lated in a o-dependent color-dielectric model instead of
the free propagator we have used. We could also consider
an adiabatic approximation, where the quarks would be
assumed to adjust instantly to new soliton field configura-
tions. We have used, on the other hand, a sudden approx-
imation where the quarks do not react at all to changing
soliton fields. Neither of these approximations is a priori
better than the other (the real world lies somewhere in be-
tween), but their comparison would be interesting. An
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even better treatmerit of the quark fields would consist of
considering a large basis of linearly independent quark
states (for example, the eigenstates of a single bag) and di-
agonalizing in that basis. Moreover, to obtain a better
agreement with experiment, a complete treatment of the
center-of-mass problem is clearly needed. We believe that
these improvements might necessitate a readjustment of
the parameters of the model but probably will not affect
the generally good agreement with experimental data.

The one-gluon-exchange Hamiltonian H' is the only in-
teraction creating the ¢g pion in our treatment. The
quark-o coupling term £, (1.4) also contributes to dia-
grams of the kind described in Figs. 2 and 3 where a soli-
ton quanta instead of a gluon is now being exchanged.

Such effects have not been considered here since they in-
volve higher-order perturbation effects (two quark-quark-
soliton vertices are required), or alternatively another, in-
termediate state in the ansatz (2.10).
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