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The magnetic moment of the A hyperon is calculated using the QCD sum-rule approach of Ioffe
and Smilga. It is shown that u, has the structure y,\z%(e,, +ey+4e,)eti/2M 5c)(1+8,), where

84 is small.

In deriving the sum rules special attention is paid to the strange-quark mass-

dependent terms and to several additional terms not considered in earlier works. These terms are
now appropriately incorporated. The sum rule is analyzed using the ratio method. Using the
external-field-induced susceptibilities determined earlier, we find that the calculated value of u, is

in agreement with experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

Associated with the ground states of the L* baryon oc-
tet, there are in principle nine magnetic moments includ-
ing the 2°—>A transition moment. Barring the experi-
mentally inaccessible >0 magnetic moment, the other
eight have been measured with considerable accuracy ex-
perimentally and have been the object of many theoretical
studies. Ioffe and Smilga'? and independently Balitsky
and Yung>* have used the QCD sum-rule approach to
determine the nucleon and hyperon magnetic moments.

From the point of view of the constituent-quark struc-
ture the eight baryons fall into two classes: (i) those of the
type (aab) which contain two quarks of the same flavor,
viz., p, n, =+, 27, E7, and =% (ii) those of the type (abc)
which have all three quarks of different flavors, namely, A
and =° In an earlier work® it was pointed out that from
the QCD point of view, it is natural to write the magnetic
moments of the baryons in the former category in the form

ehi
2MBC

up=4e, (1463), (1)

where e, is the charge of the doubly occurring quark in
units of proton charge e, My is the baryon mass, and 8z
is a small calculable correction. It is natural to ask
whether u,, the magnetic moment of the A, also satisfies
an equation similar to Eq. (1). In this work we shall show
that u, can be written in the form

ehi

m(l%—ﬁ,ﬂ (2)

pa=2e, +eg+4e,)

and compute §,. Using the experimental values of w,
and M, Eq. (2) yields

8, =0.093 . (3)

In our work we shall find that the QCD sum-rule ap-
proach yields a value of u, reasonably close to the experi-
mental number, without involving any ad hoc assump-
tions about constituent-quark mass, quark magnetic mo-
ment, configuration mixing, etc.

Our calculational procedure is closely similar to that of
Ioffe and Smilga'? and our earlier work.® The method
basically consists of the evaluation of the current correla-
tion function with quantum numbers of the A hyperon in
the presence of an external constant magnetic field F,.
As will be seen in Sec. II, the derivation of the sum rule
for the A hyperon is algebraically more complicated than
for the proton case and cannot be obtained from the latter
by simple substitution of quark charges. We give some
details of the calculations involved, concentrating essen-
tially on the novel aspects for the A hyperon as compared
to other baryons. Some of the details of the derivations of
the strange-quark propagator are relegated to the Appen-
dix. In Sec. III we present an analysis of the sum rule us-
ing the ratio method and conclude with a short discussion
of the overall agreement between the experimental values
of the baryon magnetic moments and the QCD sum-rule
predictions.

II. DERIVATION OF THE SUM RULE

We begin by writing the spinor current corresponding to
the A hyperon:

Na(x)=(2)"2e®[(uCy 5" )y sy*d*
—(d°CysP)ysytucl . (4)

Here u%x), d%x), and s°(x) refer to the up-, down-, and
strange-quark fields, respectively, and a, b, and ¢ are color

indices. Following Ioffe and Smilga, we consider the
correlation
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(5)

M(p)=i [ d* e?*(0| T{na(x),7(0)}]0), .

A (6)

—1xV
>x'F,, .

in the presence of constant external electromagnetic field We shall be using perturbation theory to calculate the Wil-

F,,. We shall work in the coordinate gauge x, 4*=0 so son coefficients for the operator product 17,(x)7,(0). Us-
that ing standard manipulations we find

i€0| T{na(x),72(0)} | 0) = +i2e®€* > (Tr{S (x)y,C ~'[8](x)1*'Cy, }y syS§v"v s

+Tr{SE (x)7,C ' [STx)1? Cy, )y sy Sa® (x)y*y s
—¥s¥uSE (x)y,C ST ()]0 Cy S (x)y Yy s
—7s¥,Sa? (x)y, € TSI ()1 CyrSE (x)y Yy s) (7)

Here, S*(x) is the u-quark Green’s function,
S5 (x)=(0| T{ux),7(0)} |0) ,

etc., and the superscript T in ST refers to the transposition in the Dirac space. As usual in the QCD sum-rule approach,
although the Wilson coefficients are computed in perturbation theory, one uses, however, phenomenological nonperturba-
tive vacuum expectation values (VEV’s) for the local operators involved. With this in mind we write the following ex-

pression for the quark Green’s function. It is convenient to separate the terms in the absence of the external field F,,,

and terms corresponding to interaction with F,

4. For the first set we have

(0] T{gx),7 2(0)} | 0) =58(% ) 7 — 88, 5 (qq ) +88, 192<ng0 -Gg ) — 8% sz

+8%(% ) 48m (7)) —8%(R)yx? 127 m,{gg;0-Gq)

An ab .

a A l
+ 7 (xo"B+a“x),-kmgs
ab

Al 2A2

+ 7 (o aﬁ) 320 zgs aB In | — 2 +2YEM (8)

The first term is the usual massless propagator in coordi-
nate space. The second is where the quarks develop a
nonzero VEV. The third arises from expanding the quark
correlator in a Taylor series to second order in x and re-
placing ordinary partials by covariant derivatives (which
the fixed-point gauge allows us to do). The fourth term is
the linear m, correction to the first term. The fifth term
comes from expanding in a Taylor series to first order and
using the quark equation of motion. The sixth arises from
expanding to third order in x. The seventh is the vertex
for a quark interacting with a gluon in fixed point gauge.
The eighth term is the linear m, correction to the seventh
term. One computes it in momentum space first keeping
all terms linear in m,. Upon transforming to coordinate
space one discovers an infrared divergence which one regu-
lates by replacing, in the denominator, p? by p?— A2, do-
ing the integration and keeping only terms which are

I

singular in A or independent of A. The parameter A is
some cutoff which separates the low-momentum nonper-
turbative regime from the high-momentum perturbative
regime. It should be on the order of a few hundred MeV.
For definiteness we choose A=500 MeV. The rationale
for this method of regularization comes from the observa-
tion® that it is only correct to calculate Wilson coefficients
by Feynman diagrams when large momenta flow through
all internal lines. This means that correlators such as the
above come with an understood step function
6(—(p2+ A?)) which keeps the momenta large and virtual.
Usually the soft momenta present no problem but in the
case of an infrared divergence the above replacement in the
denominators effectively enforces a cutoff. The constant
Yewm is the Euler-Mascheroni constant: ygp=0.577. .. .

The second set of terms are those of a quark interacting
with the external photon field:
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(0] T{gf(x),§§(0)] | 0) p =5R0 P +0BR); ——
327x

+8%[0®PxHk+ &) —2x,xPo (k — LE)]i
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—1
e,Fop+8"0), —24—)(<¢7q Ye,Fop

1

3226 <qq >eqFa6

+8%(o®Px? —2x,xPo™)y 5(qq Ve, Fop

ab
AP
2

X

+8U%oB 40P, #l(jﬂ.z (g,*G? Ye,Fop

1
+8“b(0aﬁ),~k queqFaB

+8%(X0 o+ 0 op% ik imq)(hjq Ye,FoP

The first term in Eq. (9) is the vertex for a quark interact-
ing with a photon in a fixed-point gauge transformed to
coordinate space. The second term is the external-field-
induced correlation ((70an ). Following Ioffe and Smil-
ga' we have defined the susceptibility X by

(qaaﬁq>pzeq)(<(7q >Fa/3 . (10)

The third term also contains induced operators that arise
after expanding to order x2. The susceptibilities « and &
are defined by

2 N N
?xﬁx IR +[gP7% —2(yPx 7 +vxP)]

In

—17 «
(g:G;L7 )(eqFaﬁ)Wg P

In

2

4
Az

242

+2YEm

—

The fourth also arises from expanding to order x2. The
fifth and sixth terms arise from the quark interacting with
the external electromagnetic field as well as the vacuum
gluons. The cutoff momentum A is used to separate the
high-momentum part of the propagator which should
only enter in the calculation of the Wilson coefficients. In
the sixth term we have carried out Lorentz and color
averaging for the vacuum gluons. A detailed exposition
of the derivation of these terms can be found in Ref. 7.
The last two terms arise due to finite quark mass m, and
are corrections to the first and second terms, respectively.
This derivation can be found in the Appendix.

In addition we shall need the following expression for

(98,Gopq ) r=e,kF .5{qq) , (11)
S the vacuum expectation value of the product of the quark
Ga/jﬂv(t?gsG“VVsq >F5ieq§Fa5<¢7q> . (12) and the gluon fields:
|
A" ab 1 im
(0] T{g{(x),g,G g7 7(0)} |0) = Ex ﬁgs(éa-Gq) (oaﬁ),-rT"(faaBJroagf)ik
ab
A" -1 ,_ i v
+ 7 7<qq>eq SikKFaB_Zé-(YS)ikeaB‘uv-F . (13)

The first term is independent of the external electromag-
netic field. The second term in large parentheses incorpo-
rates the dependence on the (strange-)quark mass and
should be retained for a consistent calculation of
dimension-six operators in the mass sum rule. (Belyaev
and Ioffe® do not include this.) The third term arises from
external-field-induced VEV and is identical to the expres-
sion of Ioffe and Smilga.! For a consistent inclusion of all
corrections due to quark mass we must also consider terms
of the type (gG5(A"/2)Vq) which arise in Eq. (13) on ex-
panding

q/(x)=¢/(0)+x"V ,q/(0)+ - - (14)

However such an expression also forces us to introduce
new susceptibilities of the type

_ A" _
<qyaG§p~2—V”q>, (G op¥*Vpq) . (15)
On the other hand, from the Borel mass M? dependence
of the sum rule, these terms contribute to m,M?* and are
similar to the terms which occur with -coefficients
m,M?*(2k—&) (cf. below). Since the susceptibilities « and



& are not well determined, no useful purpose is served in
adding two more unknown terms. Furthermore, we have
checked that inclusion of terms of the type in Eq. (15)
coming from the expansion of Eq. (14), do occur with
only small coefficients so that there is no danger of the
sum rules being overwhelmed by these terms. For this
reason we have simply dropped terms of the type Eq. (15)
and work with Eq. (13). Following Belyaev and Ioffe,® we
also define
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Also, we retain only those terms which are linear in
SU(3)favor-breaking parameters. Armed with these details
we can now calculate the contributions from various dia-
grams to the sum rule at the structure F,,(po**+c"'p).
We indicate the various diagrams generically, it being un-
derstood that the summation over appropriate permuta-
tions are performed whenever necessary.

(1) Coefficient of F,,, given in Fig. 1:

e, t+e,;+4e
A" n(x>1ﬁg,1="44‘2xgs-(o-m+£a-1v>. (17)
sSo*V—G.s ™
(3s5) < 2 * >
f=7"7-1 fe=—""FT7—-1. (16) (2) Coefficient of F,,G“*G g, given in Fig. 2:
G ) <z70’“’&—G" u>
2 M
|
(g,°G*) 1 252
(x) | gig. 2= T 9><192(eu +ed+%€s)+m(5eu+5ed+2es) In | — 2 +2Yem
1 272
+m8—(eu +ey+4e;) |In +275M—1—m (18)

The calculation of the diagrams in Fig. 2 is fairly complicated and the details can be found in Ref. 7.

(3) Coefficient of ms<(70m,q )k, given in Fig. 3:

mg ~
II(x) | Fig. 3= —m(eu—i—ed—ZeSd))X(ﬁu >(O"F./X\+X0"F) . (19)

(4) Coefficient of mF,,(gq ), given in Fig. 4. The contribution of Figs. 4(a), 4(b), and 4(c) is

19 e,teq

ms a8 (au Y o-FX+X0-F) ,

mhxt
while the contribution of Fig. 4(d) is

242
4

mSeS
1274

(tu)(o-FX+X0-F) |In | — +2YEMm

(21

(5) Coefficient of m;{(g(A"/2)G}.,q) and m,{(gys(A"/2)G .4}, is given in Fig. 5. The contributions of Figs. 5(a) and

5(b) are given by

- I'Z; egi" (2k—E)au Yo FR+R0-F) (22)
while the contribution of Fig. 5(c) is
%‘:;—f")(au Yo -FX+Xo-F) |In x42A2 +2Yem (23)
(6) Coefficient of F,,{(gg )?, given in Fig. 6:
(%) | g, Gz—M—[es—f—ﬂeu +ey)+4f (e, +2e, +2ey)|(0-FX+XoF) . (24)
27X 16m*x?
(7) Coefficient of (gq){go .4 ), given in Fig. 7:
GO | pig 7= — ~ 242 (e, +e0)( 142/ +4X,0, (0 - FE +80-F) | 25)
36m2x?
(8) Coefficient of (7o ,.q ) (g0 ,,(L"/2)G"*q ), given in Fig. 8:
I(x) | pig. 5= ——mo—ziFuT);[X(eu +ey)+4X e, +2f X(e, +e4)|(0-FX+X0-F) . (26)
99X 128m°x

(9) Coefficients of {(gq »{g(A"/2)G.,q) and (gq){(gys(A"2)G},q), given in Fig. 9 [the correct combination that
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occurs is (2k—£) and not (k —2£) as reported in previous works; see Refs. 1 and 5]
(@u)?

ol re o= = 57 0

(0-FR+R0-F)[(2k—&)e, +e4)+ 42K, —E, ey +2f (2k—E)e, +e4)] - 27

The rest of the calculation proceeds in the standard manner."'> We first Fourier transform the various terms listed
above and then Borel transform them to the variable M ? by

Bfp="L [ dsimf(s)e—/M" . (28)
T 0

To obtain a sum rule for II(p) in Eq. (5) at the structure (po,,+0,,p), we write a dispersion relation and compute the
absorptive part using physical intermediate states. The sum rule reads as

M4 +(12L4/9
12L4° ° 108M?

— (e, +e;+4e) [2(7e, +Teg +e;)+8f(2e, +2e,;+¢,)]
b

+ Sgap e |~ Bleuteatie)+(Se, +5es +2e)3[In(M /AT 1~y

M2

+(eu+ed +4€:)% W

In(M?/AY)—yem—

m02

Xa* 1
- 8M2L4/9

+ 54L4/27

m,aXM?
[3(eu +eq)(1+2/)+ 126,81+ (e, +eq —2e08) = 577

a2

_ B I (M2/A%) = 1y pp]
108M2 EM

6

2k—8EN(14+2f)e, +e,5)+4de,dl+ (e, +e4)

19 msa mga
36 ~—L4/9 — (e, +e4) 13

+ (e, +ey) (2k—§&)
2 mgaeg

F\+F,
+§ 14/9 Tag2

M2

2 2
—M M

[14+7em—In(M2/A")]=PB,? + A4 e +es.c., (29)

where e.s.c. stands for excited-state contributions. In computing the first term on the right-hand side we have used the
definitions

(0| mA(0) [ Alp)) =R pu(p), BAZ=#7T)—4 : (30)
(Alp) |[TZMO0) [ Alpy)) =i(py) |Fry,+F, ;‘(f; ulpy), (31)
kt=p4—pf, F(0)=1,

and the total magnetic moment is given by
pn=(F,+F,) 21ffAc . (32)

The coefficient A’ on the right-hand side arises from the nondiagonal transitions induced by the external field between
the ground-state A and excited states.
On the left-hand side we have incorporated the anomalous dimensions of the various operators where

L =In(M?/Aqcp?) /In(u?/Agep?), p~500 MeV, Agep~100 MeV . (33)

The factor ¢ measures the difference in the susceptibilities between the strange quark and the up or down quarks. It is
defined by

X/ X=¢ . (34)

Simple pole dominance estimates of the susceptibilities suggest that ¢ should be approximately the same for the various
susceptibility ratios and we set uniformly ¢=m pz/ m ¢2z0.6. For the analysis given in the next section we also need the
mass sum rule again at the odd structure p. This has been worked out by Belyaev and Ioffe.® We have redone their cal-
culations incorporating the additional m -dependent terms given in Egs. (8), (9), and (13), and the final result is
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N b
(a) (b) (c)
FIG. 1. Contribution of the identity operator. FIG. 2. Contribution of the gluon condensate {g,2G2). Dia-

grams (b) and (c) include infrared divergences which are regular-
ized by a cutoff A.

a’m 2

M°® bM? 4 M
[l+ f+fg)]+§amsi7/;—

4 —M\2/Mm?
L4/9 + 4L“/9 34

gmsamozzﬁ,\ e +es.c. (35

2r 4/9 4
a’L*%(1+
el 3M2

III. ANALYSIS

After dividing Eq. (30) through by — (e, +e, +4e;)/M?* we can write

M° bM? 5 - M2
alL 4 Xa? ) moz msaXM“
+ 7 (4+EN+ —36L4/27 —W (1+2f—4¢)+W
my aM? mSaMz 19
216 2k —EN1+4+2f —4¢)+ 2L [lnM /A? )—1—veml— 36 zK_g_m

—M,/M?

=B \H1+8,+ AM?Ye +es.c., (36

where we have defined

Fi+Fy=2(e, +e;+4e,)(1+8,), (37
or, equivalently,
=2, +eg+de)=(118,) . (38)
3w ST 2M ¢

The close similarity between Eq. (37) and the mass sum rule Eq. (35) at the structure p is now evident. We now take the
ratio of the left-hand sides of Eq. (37) and (35) to define

M6 bM? a’m mgaM?® -
R(M?)= L“/9 (1 1 = 2
8L4/9 + 32L4/9 6 + f 24M2 [ + f+fg ] 12L4/9 24 msamg
M® bM? 2 M? 2 M?
X + 2+ % |55 | —1— Zln | | —ypy—
8L/ 192L4/9[ 3 A’ TEM TR AT TR T e
alL 4 . " Xa? ) my 2
= = 2 adl 4y —28/2
X———@+3 )+ 6L Y A 2R mX(l+2¢)ML 28727
2 k— 142, —4d)+ S M |1 [ M|y 2 M2 |2 19
216" 12 TIAZ |7 VM T k=S
am M? M?
+ 3Ls4/9 In A2 -I—YEM (39)
S S e I
X
(a) (b) (a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 3. Contribution of the m, X operator. Diagram (b) arises
from expanding the quark correlator to first order in x and using FIG. 4. Contribution of the ma operator. Diagram (d) has
its equation of motion. an infrared divergence which is regularized by a cutoff A.
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FIG. 5. Contributions of the operators m;ak and m;a€. Dia-
gram (c) contributes only to the x term and has an infrared
divergence which is regularized by a cutoff A.
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<3

(a). (b)

FIG. 6. Contribution of the a? operator.

Computing this ratio in terms of physical intermediate states we can write

d B'Z —(M.2— 2 2
(14+8p+AAM)+ 3 (148, + A M)e M MM
i#A PA
R(M?) | rus= a )
14§ B e (40)
i#A BAZ

We again use the ansatz form introduced in Ref. 5, viz.,

R(M?) | gus=1+8,+ A \M?

(w2 a2 2
+lp+a(W2i—M 24 M) MM

(41)

As explained in Ref. 5, matching the asymptotic behavior
of R(M?) and R (M?) | gys we get

1+8,+p=1 (42)
and
o+ A,=0. (43)

We start with an initial value of 0 =0 and an arbitrary
value of p and compute

Wi-M,?
R(M?)—pexp —TA— =F(M?). (44)
The function F(M?) is fitted by
F(M?)=y+8M?, (45)
in the fiducial region
1.2<M?<1.4 GeV? . (46)

If the fitted value of y does not satisfy the condition
y=1+6,=1—p, then a new value p'=(y+p)/2 is
chosen. Next the left-hand side of Eq. (44) is reevaluated
and a new fitted value y’ is obtained. This process is
iterated. After the ith iteration, the acquired value of y is
given by

pi1=yi+pi)/2 . (47)

4

SIS

FIG. 7. Contribution of the Ya? operator.

[

The convergence of this iteration for the quantity
1+6;,=1—p; is shown in Fig. 10(a). We note that the
iteration in p converges rapidly, and more importantly the
final value of p is independent of its initial value. Howev-
er, when we try to satisfy Eq. (43) by iterating o, a small
nonzero value of 4 +o persists. We chose 0 =0 and let
the constraint of Eq. (43) be mildly violated in the large-
M? region. Figure 10(b) shows the match between the
function R (M?) and our ansatz Eq. (41). It is seen that
our failure to match Eq. (43) has little effect in the mass
region of interest, Eq. (46). We take our final value of u
to be the limit to which p converges. For the numerical
analysis we need to supply the values of the susceptibili-
ties X, k, and £. In Ref. 5 the values of these quantities
were estimated using the procedure of Belyaev and Ko-
gan.’ It has been kindly pointed out to us by Ioffe and
Smilga'® that the use of unsubtracted dispersion relations
is not quite justified for estimating the values of k and &.
Here in this work (cf. also Ref. 11), we have treated X and
Kk as free parameters. (We retain however the feature
§=—2xk of the estimates provided in Ref. 5 using single-
and double-pole approximations.)

IV. RESULTS

In Ref. 11 we have considered all the baryons together
and searched for the values of X and 2k —¢& which give the
best agreement for all the baryons. We find that close
agreement with experimental values is possible if

X=—-3GeV™? 2k—E=3, £=—-2k. (48)

For the A magnetic moment calculation, we note that
at this stage the contribution of the max and maé&
operators is necessarily incomplete. We need the expan-

s s

FIG. 8. Contribution of the Xa?m’ operator.
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FIG. 9. Contribution of the linear combination of operators
(2k—&)a’.

sion of (g/(x)G 57 2(0)) to first order in x. This, howev-
er, leads to new and unknown susceptbilities. We have
taken the following stand. The terms which we have cal-
culated are of the same dimension as the omitted terms.
As we are not sure of the value of 2k —§, there is little
sense in introducing more unknown terms in the sum
rule. Hopefully our search for 2k — & compensates for this
lacuna in our calculation.

To investigate the effect of these terms, we have done
the calculation with and without the operators m ax and
mga&. Let us call the calculation including these terms
result 1, and the calculation omitting them result 2. Then
for the values of the susceptibilities given in Eq. (48) we
obtain

Result 1 p,==—0.50, (49)
Result 2 pu,=—0.54, (50)
Experiment u,=—0.61. (51)

Keeping only the m (2k—§&) contribution gives a value in
between results 1 and 2. We have also varied the value of
the infrared cutoff A from 500 to 600 MeV and found
only small variation in the output values of p,.

1.4 T T T T T T T
(a)
L A
«

+ I.OF J
- thoovonoe 00
06 L 1 1 L 1 L 1

4 8 12 16
Iterations
1.4 T T T T T
T
»n | ‘ A
I
= ||
a5 1.Of ,’u_‘_____ -
(:/E !
5ot || :
0‘6 1 11 [I 1 1
0} 1.0 2.0 3.0
M2 (Gev?)

FIG. 10. (a) shows the convergence of the iterative solution
for 8. Two seed values were picked and both converge to the
same answer. (b) shows the agreement between the ratio and fit-
ted solution. The ratio is the solid curve and the fitted solution
is the dashed curve.
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L

{f
(a) (b)

FIG. 11. m, corrections to quark propagators. (a) is the m;
correction to the quark-photon vertex and leads to an infrared
divergence in coordinate space. (b) is an m; correction to the X
susceptibility which is calculated by expanding the quark corre-
lator to first order in x.

To summarize then,/ we have established that from
QCD sum rules one can write

ehi
2M AC

pa=7 (euteq+4e;) (1+84), 52

and can compute 8,. Given the approximations involved

in the use of QCD sum rules, we consider our numerical
estimate to be in satisfactory accord with experiment.

APPENDIX: MASS CORRECTIONS TO
THE QUARK PROPAGATOR

In this appendix we want to evaluate mass corrections
to the quark Green’s function as indicated in Fig. 11,
where there are a- and b-type corrections. Diagram (a)
has the form

f d*k e_,-k.xf d4p i

il p
(277_)4 1244

Q) k+p-—m, | <
x [ d¥yerryr—Lt— | (53
[ dtyery o

where we have used the fixed-point gauge. Retaining only
those terms which are O (m, ), we get

ie d*k
2quWf (217)4e

which is divergent in the infrared region. As explained in
the text, to keep only the high-momentum components we
replace k*+ie—k?—A?+ie. Using this we can write,
for Eq. (54),

—ik-x otv

(k24ie)? ’

(54)

mg

2 +0(AY) .
T

In

queqF'uv + 27’ EM

(55)

This is the term that enters in Eq. (9) of the text.

Diagram (b) indicates the m, correction to the correla-
tor (goapq)r. This term arises from expanding
(0| T{gfx),qf(0)} |0)p in x. The first term in the ex-
pansion gives x,(0| VHgf(0),§2(0)|0)r  which is
sufficient to give a linear term in the mass. Next we must
take its vector and axial-vector components only and then
antisymmetrize the Lorentz indices in order to get a
field-induced nonzero VEV:
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a = 8% v _ v _
x*(0|V,q/,q % l0>p=7x“[~%<7f ) 017(v,—7,V.)q |0)p+ v ys)a0 gy, Y, =7V, )¥sq |0)p] .

But the vector component will not contribute due to a
charge-conjugation argument. Using the relations

(57)
(58)

YoV s=5€P (v 00+ 0apy2)

%'}’ s VVV“ - viv) = %eaﬁuveaﬁ)\oy sYaVe s
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(56)

r

we get
x*0|V,q/,q % |O)F=8“bémq(5c‘aa3+aaﬁ5c\)(qa“ q)F .

(59)

*Present address: Radar Systems Group, MIT Lincoln Labora-
tory, 244 Wood St., Lexington, MA 02173.
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