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Chiral dynamics of baryons in a Lorentz covariant quark model
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We develop a manifestly Lorentz covariant chiral quark model for the study of baryons as bound states
of constituent quarks dressed by a cloud of pseudoscalar mesons. The approach is based on a nonlinear
chirally symmetric Lagrangian, which involves effective degrees of freedom—constituent quarks and the
chiral (pseudoscalar meson) fields. In a first step, this Lagrangian can be used to perform a dressing of the
constituent quarks by a cloud of light pseudoscalar mesons and other heavy states using the calculational
technique of infrared dimensional regularization of loop diagrams. We calculate the dressed transition
operators with a proper chiral expansion which are relevant for the interaction of quarks with external
fields in the presence of a virtual meson cloud. In a second step, these dressed operators are used to
calculate baryon matrix elements. Applications are worked out for the masses of the baryon octet, the
meson-nucleon sigma terms, the magnetic moments of the baryon octet, the nucleon charge radii, the
strong vector-meson-nucleon couplings, and the full momentum dependence of the electromagnetic form

factors of the nucleon.
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L. INTRODUCTION

Chiral symmetry plays an important role in the low-
energy (below 1 GeV) domain of quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD): it governs the strong interaction between had-
rons. All known low-energy approaches (effective field
theories, lattice QCD, QCD sum rules, different types of
quark models, etc.) in the study of the properties of light
hadrons have to incorporate the concept of at least an
approximate chiral symmetry to get reasonable agreement
with data.

The most convenient language for the treatment of light
hadrons at small energies was elaborated in the context of
chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) [1,2], the effective low-
energy theory of the strong interaction. ChPT is based on a
chiral expansion of the QCD Green functions, i.e. an
expansion in powers of the external hadron momenta and
quark masses. It was proved [2] that ChPT works perfectly
in the meson sector (especially in the description of pion-
pion interactions). A manifestly Lorentz invariant form of
baryon ChPT was suggested in Ref. [3]. In the baryon
sector a new scale parameter associated with the nucleon
mass shows up and this leads to certain difficulties in the
formulation of a consistent chiral expansion of matrix
elements. In particular, the chiral expansion of the loop
diagrams starts at the same order as the tree-level graphs.
This leads to an inconsistency in the perturbation theory:
the higher-order graphs contribute to the low-order ones
and the physical quantities (e.g., nucleon mass) require
renormalization at every order of the expansion. Later, a
method, referred to as heavy baryon chiral perturbation
theory (HBChPT) [4], was suggested, which is able to
avoid the problems with chiral power counting. HBChPT
keeps track of power counting at every step of the calcu-
lation. A disadvantage of HBChPT is the lack of manifest
Lorentz covariance due to the nonrelativistic expansion of
the nucleon propagator. As was pointed out in Ref. [5] this
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method also suffers from a further deficiency. Namely, the
nonrelativistic expansion of the pion-nucleon scattering
amplitude generates a convergence problem of the pertur-
bative series in part of the low-energy region. In Refs. [5—
8] a new method for the study of baryons in ChPT was
suggested. It is based on the infrared dimensional regulari-
zation (IDR) of loop diagrams [5], which exploits the
advantages of the two frameworks formulated in
Refs. [3,4], while avoiding their disadvantages. An equiva-
lent formulation of baryon ChPT based on the extended on-
mass-shell renormalization was suggested in Refs. [9-11].
A successful application of the improved versions of
baryon ChPT to nucleon properties has been performed
in Refs. [5,10-14]. In Ref. [15] the method has been
extended to the multinucleon sector. The consistent inclu-
sion of vector mesons in baryon ChPT has been done in
Ref. [10], which helped to successfully improve the mo-
mentum behavior of the nucleon form factors up to ap-
proximately 0.4 GeV? [11].

Unfortunately, in the context of baryon ChPT one is able
to calculate the momentum dependence of hadronic matrix
elements only in a sufficiently narrow region (e.g., an
accurate description of nucleon electromagnetic form fac-
tors has been achieved up to about Q? = 0.4 GeV?
[11,13]). Also, chiral symmetry is not the only important
feature of strong interactions in the low-energy domain.
There are the problems of hadronization and confinement
which are completely avoided in the effective field theories
dealing with hadronic degrees of freedom. These addi-
tional effects certainly have a strong impact on the had-
ronic interactions at intermediate energies. As an
illustration of the importance of hadronization and con-
finement phenomena related to hadronic properties we
recommend the review [16]. In Ref. [16] the general prin-
ciples of QCD-motivated relativistic quark models have
been formulated with the explicit incorporation of the three
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low-energy key phenomena: hadronization, confinement
and approximate chiral symmetry. Many properties of light
and heavy flavored baryons (including such sophisticated
characteristics as slope parameters and form factors) have
been successfully described in this approach [16] and in a
later developed similar model [17,18].

The main objective of the present work is to develop a
Lorentz covariant chiral quark model [19] which is con-
sistent with the latest developments in the baryon sector of
ChPT and leaves space for the additional features of low-
energy QCD—hadronization and confinement. The full
approach [19] is an extension of the original chiral quark
model suggested and developed in Refs. [20—23]. We treat
the constituent quarks as the intermediate degrees of free-
dom between the current quarks (building blocks of the
QCD Lagrangian) and the hadrons (building blocks of
ChPT). This concept dates back to the pioneering works
of Refs. [24,25]. Furthermore, our strategy in dressing the
constituent quarks by a cloud of pseudoscalar mesons is
motivated by the procedure pursued in Ref. [25]. Recent
analyses of experiments at Jefferson Lab (TJLAB) [26],
Fermilab [27], BNL [28] and IHEP (Protvino) [29] re-
newed the interest in the concept of constituent quarks.
The obtained data can be interpreted in a picture, where the
hadronic quasiparticle substructure is assumed to consist of
constituent quarks with nontrivial form factors. These ex-
periments also initiated new progress in the manifestation
of constituent degrees of freedom in hadron phenomenol-
ogy (see, e.g., Refs. [30]).

The broader concept of chiral quark models dates back
to the work of the early-1980s [31-33], where the nucleon
is described as a bound system of valence quarks with a
surrounding pion cloud simulating the sea-quark contribu-
tions. These models aim to include the two main features of
low-energy hadron structure, confinement and chiral sym-
metry. With respect to the treatment of the pion cloud these
approaches fall essentially into two categories. The first
type of chiral quark model assumes that the valence-quark
content dominates the nucleon, thereby treating pion con-
tributions perturbatively [20,31,32]. Originally, this idea
was formulated in the context of the cloudy bag model
[31]. By imposing chiral symmetry, the MIT bag model
[34] was extended to include the interaction of the confined
quarks with the pion fields on the bag surface. With the
pion cloud treated as a perturbation on the basic features of
the MIT bag, pionic effects generally improve the descrip-
tion of nucleon observables. Later, similar perturbative
chiral models [20,32] were developed where the rather
unphysical sharp bag boundary is replaced by a finite
surface thickness of the quark core. By introducing a static
quark potential of general form, these quark models con-
tain a set of free parameters characterizing the confinement
(coupling strength) and/or the quark masses. The perturba-
tive technique allows a fully quantized treatment of the
pion field up to a given order in accuracy, usually evaluated
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in leading order. Although formulated on the quark level,
where confinement is put in phenomenologically, pertur-
bative chiral quark models are conceptually close to chiral
perturbation theory on the hadron level. Alternatively,
when the pion cloud is assumed to dominate the nucleon
structure, this effect has to be treated nonperturbatively.
The nonperturbative approaches are based, for example, on
Refs. [33], where the chiral quark soliton model was
derived. This model is based on the concept that the
QCD instanton vacuum is responsible for the spontaneous
breaking of chiral symmetry, which in turn leads to an
effective chiral Lagrangian at low energy as ‘“‘derived”
from QCD. On the phenomenological level, the chiral
quark soliton model tends to be advantageous in the de-
scription of the nucleon spin structure, that is, for large
momentum transfers, but is comparable to the original
perturbative chiral quark models in the description of
low-energy nucleon properties.

As a further development of chiral quark models with a
perturbative treatment of the pion cloud [20,31,32], we
extended the relativistic quark model suggested in [20]
for the study of the low-energy properties of the nucleon
[21-23]. In the current manuscript we perform an exten-
sion of our previous approach in two directions: we for-
mulate a chiral quark Lagrangian, which dynamically
generates the dressing of the bare constituent quarks by
meson degrees of freedom up to fourth order. We also
formulate a manifestly Lorentz covariant version concern-
ing the structure of the bare constituent quarks, exemplified
mainly for the case of the electromagnetic form factors of
the nucleon. The resulting expectation values of dressed
constituent quark operators evaluated for nucleon states are
matched and checked in their low-energy behavior with
results of baryon ChPT.

In this manuscript we proceed as follows. First, in
Sec. II, we derive an effective Lagrangian, which is taken
from baryon ChPT [3,5,35,36], and formulate it in terms of
quark and mesonic degrees of freedom by also including
external fields. Second, we use this Lagrangian to perform
a dressing of the constituent quarks by a cloud of light
pseudoscalar mesons and by other heavy states. In this vein
we use the calculational technique developed by Becher
and Leutwyler [5]. We derive dressed transition operators
with a proper chiral expansion, which in turn are relevant
for the interaction of quarks with external fields in the
presence of a virtual meson cloud. In Sec. III, we work
out the implications for the chiral expansion of the nucleon
mass and the meson-nucleon sigma terms, which, consis-
tent with baryon ChPT, gives constraints on the parameters
entering in the chiral quark Lagrangian. Applications to
various quantities are worked out and presented in Sec. IV.
We discuss the masses of the baryon octet and mainly the
pion-nucleon sigma term. Using model-independent con-
straints on the bare constituent quark distributions in the
octet baryons, we work out model predictions for the
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magnetic moments. Using finally a full parametrization of
the bare constituent quark distributions in the nucleon, we
give results for the full momentum dependence of the
electromagnetic form factors of the nucleon and indicate
the role of the meson-cloud contributions.

II. APPROACH

A. Chiral Lagrangian

The chiral quark Lagrangian L, (up to order ),

which dynamically generates the dressing of the constitu-
J
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ent quarks by mesonic degrees of freedom, consists of the
two main pieces, £, and L:

‘EqU = £q + LU’
L,=LP+LP+LP+rP+-
2
The superscript (i) attached to £(l()u) denotes the low-

energy dimension of the Lagrangian:

F? 1

£y = —<u,Lu” +xe) LY = é[ilﬂ —m+ Egﬂys}q,

L = et (uu,)(@D D"q + Hee) + 2, ut)aq + <t Gio Ty, w,)g + £ G0t Flq = M
clx+)4q = zuuyq q c) + 5 uput)qq + - qiot luy, u,lg + o - GotFy,q — Mg
toesgregto,

id (2

LY = 210 glD*, F};,)D"q + He. + - -+,

_ e _ e3 . _ e N —
£y =- —<)(+>2qq + —2<)(+>D(qq) — —3<)(2+>qq - —4<X+>QX+Q - 16q)(+q -G <)(+>40'WFWCI
chf’”{F vX+3q + 7(10’”<F vX409 — —q[D“ [D,, Fj,)lo# g+ -,
[
where Y, = y; — _%(/\q); the symbols (), [] and {} occur-  is contained in the SU(3) matrix U = u®> = exp(i¢p/F)

ring in Eq. (2) denote the trace over flavor matrices,
commutator and anticommutator, respectively.

The couplings m and g denote the quark mass and axial
charge in the chiral limit; c;, d; and e; are the second-,
third- and fourth-order low-energy coupling constants,
respectively, which encode the contributions of heavy
states. Note that the inclusion of higher-dimensional terms
in the chiral quark Lagrangian was originally suggested in
Ref. [25]. In particular, as a dimensional parameter in the
higher-dimensional terms one can use the scale parameter
of spontaneously broken chiral symmetry A =~47F~
1 GeV (F is the octet decay constant [14,36]) instead of
the constituent quark mass. This replacement is equivalent
to a redefinition of the values of the low-energy constants,
e.g. cy—cy(m/A )%, dig—dyo(m/A,), etc. Both scale
parameters m and A, are counted as the same order quan-
tities in the chiral expansion,i.e. as quantities of order O(1).

Additional terms in the Lagrangian denoted generically
by dots do not contribute to the electromagnetic nucleon
form factors and meson-nucleon sigma terms, which are
explicitly worked out later on in the applications. Here ¢ is
the quark field; the octet of pseudoscalar fields

8
¢ = Zd’i)‘i
i=1
7 /2 + n/J6 ot K
=2l o —a"N24m/E KO
K~ K° —2n//6

3)

where F is the octet decay constant [14,36]. We introduce
the standard notations [3,5,35]

=0, +T,,
t R u—
u', d,u —u R,u —uL ut
[ 1= 3 @
u, = mTV#Uu , x- = utyut £ uytu,
X =2B(s + ip), s=M+---.

The fields R " and L " include sources

RM=vﬂ+aM=eQAM—Qtan0WZ?L+--~,
- — ¢ 70
LM—UM_GIL—eQAM+<m)l3_Q>tan0W i
WiT, +Hec) + - 5
S]nBW—\/—( + ) ()

where s, p, v, and a,, denote the external scalar, pseudo-
scalar, vector and axial fields; Aﬂ, Wﬁ and Z‘}L are the
electromagnetic, weak charged and neutral boson fields.
The quark charge matrix is denoted by Q=
diag{2/3, —1/3, —1/3} and

0 Vud Vus
T, = (0 0 0 ) (6)
0 O 0

is the weak matrix containing the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa quark-mixing matrix elements V;;. The tensor
Fj, is defined as F, = u'F,,Qu + uF,,Qu' where
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F,,=d,A,—9d,A, is the conventional photon field
strength tensor. Here M = diag{, i, fi,} is the mass
matrix of current quarks (we restrict ourselves to the iso-
spin symmetry limit with 71, = M, = m = 7 MeV and the
mass of the strange quark i, is related to the nonstrange
one as i, = 25#1). The quark vacuum condensate parame-
ter is denoted by

1 1 -
B= —ﬁ<0|ﬁu|0) = —ﬁ<0|dd|0>. @)

To distinguish between constituent and current quark
masses we attach the symbol ~ (“hat’”) when referring to
the current quark masses. We rely on the standard picture
of chiral symmetry breaking (B >> F). In the leading order
of the chiral expansion the masses of pseudoscalar mesons
are given by

M2 =2#mB, M2 = (i +m,)B,

2 2(4 2 (®)

In the numerical analysis we will use M, = 139.57 MeV,
My = 493.677 MeV (the charged pion and kaon masses),
M, = 574.75 MeV and the canonical set of differentiated
decay constants: F, = 92.4 MeV, Fg/F, =122 and
F,/F,=13[37].

The use of the physical masses and decay constants of
pseudoscalar mesons incorporates only part of the correc-
tions due to the breaking of unitary flavor symmetry. To
generate another part of SU(3) symmetry-breaking correc-
tions we added a string of terms to the Lagrangian (1): the
current quark mass term gMgq, and terms containing low-
energy constants (LECs) cs, ey, €5, ¢; and eg. The flavor-
symmetry-breaking terms containing the term g’Mg and
LECs cs, e4 and e5 allow us to decouple the mass of the
strange quark from the isospin-averaged mass m. The
fourth-order couplings e; and eg incorporate explicit
SU(3) symmetry-breaking corrections in the magnetic mo-
ments of the constituent quarks and baryons. As was shown
in Ref. [14] the inclusion of the SU(3) symmetry-breaking
terms is sufficient to obtain agreement with the experimen-
tal data for the magnetic moments of the baryon octet.

B. Inclusion of vector mesons

Following Refs. [2,13,38] we also include vector mesons
in the chiral quark Lagrangian. In particular, we employ
the tensor field representation of the spin-1 fields: vector
mesons are written in terms of the antisymmetric tensor
fields W,, = —W,,, where the three degrees of freedom
W, j(i, Jj = 1,2,3) are frozen out. The latter representation
is most convenient to construct the chirally invariant cou-
plings of vector mesons to pions, photons and fermions
(baryons, quarks):

Ly= LY+ L ©)

where L9, is the free vector-meson Lagrangian
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2

£y = —Lauwa,o wera + MVyya (10)
14 2 uvp 4 224

and Lt = L1 + LU2 js the interaction Lagrangian of
vector mesons with external-vector and axial-vector

sources (£i“,“‘1) and with baryons (£i“,‘t’2):
P = L) W D,
LV = Go*"R,,q + qy*S,.q (1)
+qo*PU,p[D,, [D*, q]]
Here we define
(P + w)/2 p* K™
Wi = p- (—=p"+w)/v2 KO | .
K- B e,
R, = RrW,, + Rg(W,,),
S, = Sr[D”, Wy, 1+ S([D”, Wy, ),
Uup = UrW,5 + U(W,,5), (12)

where R;, S; and U, are the effective couplings related to
the ones (gy,, and ky) used in the canonical interaction
Lagrangian of vector mesons with quarks (for details on
the nucleon-level Lagrangian see Ref. [13]):

8vaq - k ”
Ly, = ﬁq()f"‘v# — ﬁa" 8,,VM>q. (13)

The standard nonet matrix of vector mesons is denoted by
Vv, (its flavor content coincides with the one of the anti-
symmetric tensor W ). The matching conditions relating
the couplings are

My
Ry =0, Ry = —k o
N T Vquq4m\/§
(14)
USZESS UT:£< quq +ST>
m ’ m Mv\/i

The couplings Fy and Gy are determined by the decay
widths of p — e*e™ and p — 7. Using low-energy
theorems, e.g. p-meson universality and the
Kawarabayashi-Suzuki-Fayyazuddin-Riazuddin (KSFR)
relation, one can express Fy and Gy by gy,, and the
vector-meson mass My [13,39]: Fy, = MV/quq and Gy =
Fy /2. Hence, in the vector-meson sector we only deal with
a single free parameter ky.

C. Power counting

The Lagrangian setup for constituent quarks, pseudo-
scalar mesons and vector mesons is assumed to be valid in
the region between the chiral symmetry-breaking A, and
confinement Agcp scales. Such a Lagrangian is nonrenor-
malizable due to the existence of an infinite tower of
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higher-dimensional terms. A solution to this problem can
be achieved if there is a dimensional parameter in the
theory which suppresses corresponding nonrenormalizable
terms in the matrix elements. The problem of power count-
ing in nonrenormalizable effective chiral quark theories
was discussed in detail in Ref. [25]. It was shown in the
framework of the so-called “‘naive dimensional analysis™
that higher-order corrections in the matrix elements can be
suppressed by a dimensional parameter A, = 47F ~
1 GeV. Note that a deficiency of quark models is the
smallness of the constituent quark mass. Formally, we
need to treat this quantity as O(¢°), and the pseudoscalar
meson masses as O(g). Analytically, the constituent quark
mass survives in the chiral limit, while the pseudoscalar
meson masses vanish. However, the numerical values of
kaon and eta-meson masses are similar to the constituent
quark mass. The contribution of the meson cloud is nor-
mally divided by the power of A, = 47Fp where P = 7,
K, m. The constituent quark mass can be finally removed
from the expressions for the observables using its universal
relation to the nucleon mass which is valid in the chiral
limit and at one loop (see details in Sec. III):

my N _ <g—A>2. (15)
m m 8

In the last expression my and m y are the nucleon masses at
one loop (the physical mass) and in the chiral limit, re-
spectively; m = m, = m, is the nonstrange constituent
quark mass at one loop (the dressed nonstrange constituent
quark mass). Finally, all expressions for the baryonic ob-
servables do not contain the scale parameter (the constitu-
ent quark mass), but do contain the dimensionless
parameter (the axial charge of the constituent quark).

D. Dressing of quark operators

The total effective Lagrangian L. includes the two
terms L, and L. The first term (L) is responsible
for the dressing of quarks by a cloud of pseudoscalar
mesons and heavy states, while the second one (L) gen-
erates the coupling to vector mesons. Any bare quark
operator (both one- and two-body) can be dressed in a
straightforward manner by use of the effective chirally
invariant Lagrangian L. To illustrate the idea of such a
dressing we consider the Fourier-transform of the electro-
magnetic quark operator:

o (q) = f d*xe~ 9 e (), .

jhre,(x) = g(x)y, Qq(x).

In Figs. 1 and 2 we display the tree and loop diagrams
which contribute to the dressed electromagnetic operator
Joress, up to fourth order.

The dressed quark operator j4%s(x) and its Fourier

transform JS'%5 (¢) have the following forms:
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FIG. 1 (color online). Diagrams including pseudoscalar meson
contributions to the electromagnetic quark transition operator up
to fourth order. Solid, dashed and wiggly lines refer to quarks,
pseudoscalar mesons and the electromagnetic field, respectively.
Vertices denoted by a black filled circle, box and diamond
correspond to insertions from the second-, third- and fourth-
order chiral Lagrangian.

29 (39

(10%) (117) (12%)

FIG. 2 (color online). Diagrams including vector-meson con-
tributions to the electromagnetic quark transition operator.
Double-dashed lines correspond to vector mesons. The symbols
V and T refer to the vectorial and tensorial couplings of vector

mesons to quarks.
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A = 3 rb(-aey g0

q=u,d,s
s
2m,

@) = [ e e a”

:fdzxxefiqx D q(x)[yﬂf%(qz)

q=u,d,s

+ %@Uwq”fﬁ(qz)}q(x),

avmumwc](x)]},

where m,, is the dressed constituent quark mass (see details
in Sec. I); f4(q%), f5(q%), fH(g?) and f4(q%), f&(g°),
f45(g?) are the Dirac and Pauli form factors of u, d and s
quarks. Here we use the appropriate subscripts and super-
scripts with a definite normalization of the set of f3(0) =
e, (quark charges) due to charge conservation. Note that
the dressed quark operator satisfies the current conserva-

tion:
|
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PO = 3 -0 1397,00]
q=u,d,s
L fp(=9)
2m

aﬂa”[q(x)awq(xﬂ} —0. (18)
q

Evaluation of the diagrams in Figs. 1 and 2 is based on the
infrared dimensional regularization suggested in Ref. [5]
to guarantee a straightforward connection between loop
and chiral expansion in terms of quark masses and small
external momenta. We relegate the discussion of the cal-
culational technique [13] to the Appendix A (infrared
regularization) and Appendix B (explicit form of the loop
integrals).

To calculate the electromagnetic form factors of the
nucleon (or any baryon) we project the dressed quark
operator between the nucleon (baryon) states. In the fol-
lowing we restrict ourselves to the case of the nucleon (the
extension to any baryon is straightforward). The master
formula is

(NP (@IN(p)) = Qm)*6*(p' — p — q)ﬁN(p’){mFiV (¢%) + ﬁ 0,0q" FY (qz)}u;v(p)

= @m'o'( ~ =) 3 NGOG + i

q=u,d

where N(p) and uy(p) are the nucleon state and spinor,
respectively, normalized as

(N(PIN(p)) = 2Ex(27)*8°(p — P') (20)
and
a(p)u(p) = 2my @1

with Ey being the nucleon energy Ey = ,/m% + p*. Here
FY(q?) and F}(g?) are the Dirac and Pauli nucleon form
factors. For convenience we present the expressions for the
isoscalar F f(z) and isovector F }/(2) nucleon form factors in
Sec. IVC. In Eq. (19) we express the matrix elements of
the dressed quark operator by the matrix elements of the
bare operators. In our case we deal with the bare quark
operators of the vector j‘;ﬁﬁf(O) and tensor jza,r,f’q(O) struc-
tures defined as

75220) = G(0)y,q(0), 5% (0) = G(0)7 ,,q(0).
(22)

Equation (19) contains our main result: we perform a
model-independent factorization of the effects of hadroni-
zation and confinement contained in the matrix elements of
the bare quark operators jb%(0) and jﬁ’f{fq(O) and the
effects dictated by chiral symmetry (or chiral dynamics)

L PN L OV,

(19)

[
which are encoded in the relativistic form factors f7(g?)
and f?(4?). Because of this factorization the calculation of
f1(g?) and £4(4?), on one side, and the matrix elements of
jb(0) and ;b2 (0), on the other side, can be done inde-
pendently. In particular, in a first step we derived a model-
independent formalism based on the ChPT Lagrangian,
which is formulated in terms of constituent quark degrees
of freedom, for the calculation of f}(¢%) and f}(¢?). The
calculation of the matrix elements of the bare quark op-
erators can then be relegated to quark models based on
specific assumptions about hadronization and confinement.
The explicit forms of f}(g?) and f$(q?) are given in
Appendix C. Note that we also show in Fig. 3 the diagrams
contributing to the strong vector-meson-nucleon interac-

(H (2) (3) 4)

FIG. 3 (color online). Diagrams contributing to the quark
operator describing strong interaction of vector mesons with
quarks. The symbols V and T refer to the vectorial and tensorial
couplings of vector mesons to quarks.
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tions pNN and w NN at one loop, which will be discussed
in Sec. IVD.

E. Matching to ChPT

The matrix elements of the bare quark operators should
be calculated using specific model assumptions about ha-
dronization and confinement. However, the use of certain
symmetry constraints, discussed in the following, leads to a
set of relationships between the nucleon and the corre-
sponding quark form factors at their normalization point
at zero momentum. In general, due to Lorentz and gauge
invariance, the matrix elements in Eq. (19) can be written
as

<N<p'>|Jbare<o>|N<p>>—uN(p'>{yM FY(g)

i N
+M0,wq”F2 q(qz)}uzv(p),

i NGO, OIN ) = i ()], 61 )
q

i
* g s G ()

(23)

where F 1(2)(q2) and G, (2)(q2) are the Pauli and Dirac form
factors describing the distribution of quarks of flavor ¢ =
u, d in the nucleon.

The first set of relations arises from charge conservation
and isospin invariance:

FP'0)=F10)=2 F}0)=F(0) =1,
GY10) =0,  F(0) = F74(0), o
FY0) = F3(0),  G5“(0) = G5%(0),
G24(0) = G2(0).

Note that the quantities G, N4(0) are related to the bare
nucleon tensor charges 5bare

G4"(0) = G34(0) = " gl = "N g,
GH(0) = Gy(0) = — sbare = L ghare,
where BR,a;e are defined by [40]
(NP2, (0)IN(p))y = 85ciin(p)o,un(p).  (26)

The second set of constraints are the so-called chiral
symmetry constraints. They are dictated by the infrared-
singular structure of QCD in order to reproduce the leading
nonanalytic (LNA) contributions to the magnetic moments
and the charge and magnetic radii of nucleons [13,41]:
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2
o gA Mﬂ.o
,U«p—_g—ﬁmzv‘*"",
’,,ZE S
R vy} e 27)
RENTRR S

=+ .- °
b 167TF%T,LLP M,

where g, and r;'LN are the axial charge and mass of the
nucleon in the chiral limit. In particular, the LNA contri-
bution to the magnetic moments is proportional to M .. The
nucleon radii are divergent in the chiral limit. The LNA
contribution to the charge radii is proportional to the chiral

logarithm In(M,, /my). The LNA contributions to the mag-
netic radii are represented by the same logarithm as in the
case of the charge radii and by the singular term propor-
tional to 1/M,. In order to fulfill the chiral symmetry
constraints (27) we derive the following identities involv-
ing the F 12\1 9(0) and G]2V 7(0) form factors and the LEC d:

u u m
1+ FP(0) — F29(0) = G2"(0) — G1%(0) = (g) o
m
1+ F39(0) — F3(0) = G3%(0) — G3*(0) = (‘%A) "
(28)
and
- +5 - 1+5g?
gowr  LE56 Mo g 0 1E 580 My o)
967 FL 96 FE

Here dS"T and d), denote the renormalized LECs dS"'T

and d, respectively, at u = 1;1N:

1+ - 1+ 5g2_
dChPT dChPT + 58A/\ dyo = dyy + 58 h
6F2 6F2
(30)
where
d—4
N 1 1
AMp) = {7 ~ (inda 4+ TV(1) + 1)},
(4m)?|d 2 (31)
X = Amy).

Identity (29) represents the matching condition between
the LEC of the ChPT Lagrangian and our quark-level
Lagrangian. Analogous conditions involving other LECs
can be derived when matching other physical amplitudes/
quantities (see, e.g., Sec. III).

Applying SU(6)-symmetry relations of the naive non-
relativistic quark model for the ratios of the magnetic
moments and the tensor charges of the nucleon we can
derive additional and well-known relations between F5(0)
and GY(0), respectively:
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2+ F80) 2+ F40)  GY0)  G(0)

= = = -4,
1+ F2Y0) 1+ F50) G2o) G50)
(32)
Substituting Eq. (32) into Eq. (28), we arrive at
4 7ga\2my
FP'0) = Fr(0) =-(22) —~ -2,
0 = P30 = 5 (2]
1 2
F(0) = F(0) = — (g—A) My,
S5\g/) m
(33)

" 4 2m
G5'(0) = a3i(0) = £ (%) ",

G'0) = ap0) = —(S4)" .

S5\g/) m

Other interesting results are the predictions for the bare
values of nucleon magnetic moments and tensor charges:

are — 3 are —
ppTC = S = q;deq[Fi’q(O) + F34(0)]
3 2
= () (34)
S5\g/) m
and
are — are m u 4 84 2
e = 48y = -GL'(0) = g(g) .39
where e, = 2/3 and e; = —1/3 are the electric charges of

u and d quarks. Below, in Sec. IIl, we also derive the
constraint relating the axial charge of the nucleon g, and
of the constituent quark g.

ITII. NUCLEON MASS AND MESON-NUCLEON o
TERMS

In this section we consider two other important quanti-
ties of low-energy nucleon physics: the nucleon mass and
meson-nucleon ¢ terms which are constrained by the
Feynman-Hellmann theorem (FHT) [42]. In particular,
the FHT relates the derivative of the nucleon mass with
respect to the current quark masses to the pion-nucleon
sigma term o, and to the strange quark condensate in the
nucleon:

o avitn (p)un(p) = BN (p)la(0)u(0) + d(0)d(0)IN(p))

L Omy _
= i iy (p)uy(p),
m

(N(p)I5(0)s(0)IN(p))

0
N () (p). (36)

A

i

Ysity(p)uyn(p)

In quantum field theory the nucleon mass my is defined as
the matrix element of the trace of the energy-momentum
tensor O#”(x):
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myiiy(p)uy(p) = (N(p)|®L(0)|IN(p)). (37)

When we restrict ourselves to one-body interactions be-
tween the quarks and neglect the contribution of the heavy
quarks in the constituent quark (CQ) approach the master
formula (37) is written as

myiin(p)un(p) = (N(P)| H 1ass (0)IN(p)). (38)

H pass(x) = G(x)m,q(x) is the part of the Hamiltonian
referred to as the quark mass term where m, =
diag{m,, m,, m,} is the matrix of constituent quark masses
with m, = m, = m due to isospin invariance. Note that
Eq. (38) is valid in the one-body approximation. In general,
one should also include in the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor two- and three-body quark operators
which encode quark-quark interaction contributions to
the nucleon mass. In some CQ models the nontrivial de-
pendence of m, (or my) on the current quark masses is
missing. This leads to a contradiction with the low-energy
behavior of the nucleon mass as a function of 7 (s7;) and
with the Feynman-Hellmann theorem. The use of the ef-
fective Lagrangian (1) constrained by baryon ChPT ena-
bles one to perform an accurate and consistent calculation
of the nucleon mass and the corresponding sigma terms.
Again, as in the case of the electromagnetic form factors,
the extension to other baryons is straightforward.

In analogy to the electromagnetic form factors we define
the nucleon mass and, later on, the sigma terms as expec-
tation values of the dressed operators. First, we write down
the bare quark mass term:

IH s (x) = mg(x)g(x) (39)

i.e. the quark mass term at leading order of the chiral
expansion (in the chiral limit). Here m is the value of the
constituent quark mass in the chiral limit introduced before
in the Lagrangian (1). The nucleon mass in the chiral limit

1;1N is defined by
m iy (puy(p) = (N(p)| H s (0)IN(p))
= m(N(p)|g(0)q(0)IN(p)).  (40)

The dressed quark mass term and the physical nucleon
mass are given by

HER () = g(x)myq(x),
myiiy(p)uy(p) = (N(p)|FH EXO)IN(p)
= (N(p)lg(0)m,q(O)IN(p))  (41)

where m, = diag{m,, m,, m} is the matrix of the dressed
(physical) constituent quark masses (in our case, the con-
stituent quark mass at one loop with inclusion of chiral
corrections) with m, = m, due to isospin invariance. The
constituent quark masses m, = m, (i, 7i1;) have a nontri-
vial dependence on the current quark masses 7 and 7
which can be accurately calculated with the use of the
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chiral Lagrangian (1). For illustration we discuss the ex-
plicit expressions for the nonstrange and strange constitu-
ent quark masses at one loop and at O(p*) with

m, =m+ X ,(m). (42)

The quark mass operator X, = diag{Z,, 2, 2}, with
3, = 3, =2 due to isospin invariance, is evaluated on
the mass shell p = m, which is ultraviolet finite by con-
struction. All ultraviolet divergences are removed via the
renormalization of the fourth-order LECs ey, e3, €4 and e5
contributing to the Eq operator. Here and in the following
we identify the quark mass occurring in the loop integrals
with its leading order value m, — m. The operator X, is
described by the diagrams in Fig. 4 and, after expansion in
powers of meson masses, is given by

< _ . 38 (M} 2My M 3g2 (M
-m- R e o
327 Fz 3 FK 9F5] 64w m | F;
2 My My, 3 MY 4 M3
S tam] e+ e e S0
3 Fx 9F% 12872 |F2 3 F%
a4
ﬂ} + ng(M%( - M%.) + élM4
€3 2V2 _ €4 301 2
+€(M — M%) 3M(MK—M7T)
JFE(M2 M2)? (43)
36 .
and
s g 3 [AML AMy 3¢ 4 My
CRaA3FE 9 FL] 64nm |3 F
4 M3 3¢, (ML 4My M;
T T daM 2 T Tam
9 F2 12877 F2 3 F; 3F}
8 é
—?ﬂMﬁ—M9+aM4+€0ﬁ—A@V
L2 i}
TSRO - M)+ DO - M 4
where
M? = M2 — M} +3M2% =IM2 + M}, (45)

Note that > and 3, degenerate for i = i, and M? co-
incides with M2 at 7z, = 0. The contribution of the dia-
gram in Fig. 4(5) (the so-called mass-insertion term) is
generated by the terms from the second-order Lagrangian
ﬁflz) and is absent in the final results [see Eqs. (43) and
(44)] after certain replacement of the constituent quark
mass in the free Lagrangian (see details in [5]). For sim-
plicity the chiral logarithms are hidden in the renormalized
LECs ¢; withi =1, 3, 4, 5:

Be, M7

— Bei
o iy =6 T oA,
N27F;, u

&= ei(u) — (46)
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o ¢
M @3

3) “) (%)

FIG. 4 (color online). Diagrams contributing to the mass op-
erator of the quark at one loop. Vertices denoted by a black filled
circle and diamond correspond to insertions from the second-
and fourth-order chiral Lagrangian.

where

Md“{ 1

i P 20n4w-%FK1)+1)} (47)

The LECs ¢; contain the poles at d = 4 which are canceled
by the divergences proportional to A, in the right-hand side
of Eq. (46). Therefore, the renormalized couplings e/ (u)
(or ¢;) are finite. The set of the B,, coefficients is given by

32g% 8
3e1 = m - §(801 — ¢y — 4c3),
52¢2 10 16
Be; :ﬁ_?(gcl CH _4C3) +3C5 (48)
20g> 32 4g%> 16
Py ~ 3 Pam T TE

Note that the m; — m splitting is mainly generated by the
difference in the values of the strange and the nonstrange
current quark masses. The chiral symmetry constraints and
the matching of the nucleon mass calculated within our
approach to the model-independent derivation of [5] allow
us to deduce certain relations between our set of parame-
ters and the ones in baryon ChPT. In particular, the coef-
ficient connected with M3 /F2, referred to in the literature
as the leading nonanalytic coefficient (LNAC) [2,5], is
model independent and constant due to dimensional argu-
ments. Precisely, this coefficient is equal to
—3g3/(327F2%). The cubic term in powers of the meson
mass shows up due to the infrared singularity of the dia-
gram in Fig. 4(3). Using this requirement, we can relate the
value of axial charge of the constituent quark in the chiral
limit to the corresponding nucleon quantity:

giian(pluy(p) = g*N(p)lg(0)g(0)IN(p)). (49)

The matching condition gives a constraint for the matrix
element of the bare scalar-density operator in the nucleon.
A rough estimate with g, = 1.25 [3], g ~ 1 and taking into
account the normalization of the nucleon spinors gives a
quite reasonable value for the scalar condensate:
(N(p)lg(0)q(0)IN(p)) ~ (25/8)my. Using the matching
condition (49) we derive a final expression for the nucleon
mass at one loop:
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my = 7?1]\/ + EN (50)

where
2 o 2
my = (@) m, my = (gi> m (51)
8 8

and

3¢k (M3 2My M, 3g2 (M%
it e = = 2 V2

2w |F; 3 Fx 9Fy] 647°m|F;

2 My | M, 8a\*
K n g

4 4 M4
3C2 {Mﬂ'+4MK+ ]"F;‘.CS(MZ M%.)

12872 |F2 3 F%L  3F2

+e M+ 2 (M2 M2)? — §M2(M%< - M3)

+ S0 - M )? (52)
360 K T

The constituent quark mass can be removed from the
expressions for nucleon observables using the matching
conditions (51). The same is also true for other baryonic
observables and the constituent quark can be removed from
the corresponding expressions. In the SU(2) picture (when
neglecting the kaon and 7-meson loops and putting c5 and
e5 equal to zero) we reproduce the result of ChPT for the
nucleon mass at one loop and at order O(p*) [5],

o 3
my = my — 4§ — ﬁ—+ kM4 ln—

327 F2 My
+ kM + O(M2),

3 8124 Ch Ch Ch
k1=_m(o _8C1 PT+C2 PT+4C3 PT),
T mN
2
k, = gChPT — 3 284 <ChPT
! 128772F3, my o)
GChPT — ,ChPT _ 34 — 8¢ ChPT + CChPT + 4CChPT
1 1 2F2

(33)

if we fulfill the following matching conditions between the
LECs of the ChPT Lagrangian and our quark-level
Lagrangian:
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— 4c(l:hPTM2 =[m — dc ;M2 ]<g;>

2
ChPT _ .ChPT _ 4,.ChPT _ 84
8cy c5 4c5 -4

my

_ & }(&A)z “
my I\ 8 (54)
~ChPT __ 3 2g/24 _ _.ChPT
€1 72 | o ¢
647 F \

é* 3 2gA —c g_A2
ey 2I\g )’

where e} is an SU(2) analogue of é; derived in Egs. (46)
and (48) in the three-flavor picture:

Be’l‘ A
2o

= |:8C1 — Cy — 4C3

—% __ %
S B

3 2
Be*:—g—_8Cl+C2+4C3.
Lo 2\m

(55)

Note that there is an additional condition on g and g4
which shows up in the calculation of the axial nucleon
charge:

gaity(p)y* ¥ m3un(p) = g(N(p)|G(0)y* ¥ 34(0)IN(p)).
(56)

Equation (56) gives a constraint on the matrix element of
the isovector axial current.

As an example, for the sigma terms we consider the
pion-nucleon sigma term o 5. In QCD [see Eq. (36)] this
quantity is related to the expectation value of the scalar-
density operator. It is connected to the derivative of the part
of the QCD Hamiltonian, explicitly breaking chiral sym-
metry, with respect to the current quark mass. This defini-
tion is consistent with the FH theorem [42]. In the context
of CQ models, we should proceed with the dressed
Hamiltonian JH 4%(x) which already showed up in the
calculation of the physical nucleon mass. In particular, the
dressed scalar-density operators j9°(x) (where i = u, d, s
is the flavor index), relevant for the calculation of the
meson-baryon sigma terms within our approach, are de-
fined as the partial derivatives of JH 4 (x) with respect to
the current quark mass #2; of ith flavor:

I H e (x)

+dress -
; X) =
Ji (x) ar;

92,
=qx ) - q(X) =4~ q(x).
am;
(57)
In the case of o,y we have

o oyity(pluy(p) = M(N(p)|j&ress(0) + j4e5(0)IN(p)).
(58)

It should be clear that Eq. (58) is consistent with the FH
theorem:
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O oyt (p)uy(p) = 7

mass

*mNMN(P)“N(P)

=m

(59)

mAN in(p)uy(p).
)

Below we give the definitions of the strangeness content of
the nucleon yy, the kaon-nucleon oy and the eta-nucleon
o ,N Sigma terms:

. amN/af?lS

YN 7&”1\/ o

" -+ g i
iy (p)uy(p)oign) = SN(p)ljdess. , (0)IN(p)),
—_ = m + m_S
iiy(puy(p)oiy = (N(p)]j&ess(0) + jdess (0)[N(p)),
= = ﬁ/l + ﬁ/l ress
iin(pun(p)oiy = S(N(p)jds==(0)IN(p)),
iin(puy(p)o,y = (N (p)lmjﬁffﬁ (0) + 4 jS=5(0)IN(p)),

(60)

where ]‘;f]eﬁi = jdress + Jge and [N(p)) denotes a proton

state. All further details can be found in our previous
papers [22] and in Appendix D.

IV. PHYSICAL APPLICATIONS

In this section we consider the application of our ap-
proach to specific nucleon properties: magnetic moments,
electromagnetic radii and form factors, nucleon mass,
meson-nucleon sigma terms and strong vector-meson-
nucleon form factors. We also calculate some canonical
properties of hyperons: masses and magnetic moments.
Note that these properties have been studied within differ-
ent approaches: QCD sum rules [43], ChPT and HBChPT
[3-5,9,13,14,44—47], lattice QCD [48], approaches based
on vector dominance [49] and on solutions of Schwinger-
Dyson and Bethe-Salpeter equations [50], different types
of chiral and quark models [16,17,21,31-34,51], etc. Our
main interest will be restricted to the region of small
external momenta where the contribution of the meson
cloud is supposed to be largest.

A. Masses of the baryon octet and the meson-nucleon
sigma terms

The nucleon mass and the meson-nucleon sigma terms
at one loop depend on the set of parameters: g, m, ¢, c,,
cs, €1, €3, ¢4 and 5. First, we discuss a choice for g and m.
Note that these parameters are constrained in our approach
by the matching condition (51): my = (g4/g)*m. In the
literature the value of the axial charge of the constituent
quark varies approximately from 0.9 to 1 (see the detailed
discussion in Refs. [52]). The nucleon mass in the chiral

limit was estimated in HBChPT: I’;lN =770 = 110 MeV
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[45] and r;'tN = 890 = 180 MeV [47]. Inserting this range

of values for g and m y and also the experimental value for
ga = 1.267 [53] into Eq. (51) gives the following limits for
the constituent quark mass in the chiral limit:

m = 500 £ 167 MeV. (61)
Finally, we choose
m =420 MeV and g =0.9. (62)

Using the experimental value for the nucleon axial charge

g4 = 1.267 [53] and Eq. (51) we get I%N = 832.4 MeV
which is rather close to our previous estimate done in the
framework of the perturbative chiral quark model

(PCQM): 1;11\, = 828.5 MeV [22]. Here we do not pretend
to a more accurate determination of m and g. This will be
done in a possible forthcoming paper where we intend to
involve more constraints from data. However, we stress
that we need a rather small value for g in the interval 0.9-1
to justify perturbation theory. In particular, the use of g =
0.9 gives the shift of the nonstrange constituent quark mass
equal to Am = 53 MeV. For g = 0.95 and g = 1 we get
Am = 107 MeV and Am = 164 MeV, respectively. On
the other hand, the choice of g is constrained by the bare
magnetic moments of the nucleon [see Eq. (76)]. The use
of g = 0.9 gives a reasonable contribution of the valence
quark to the nucleon magnetic moments (see the discussion
in the next section). Finally, the couplings c, ¢,, ¢5 and ¢,
are fixed by four conditions:

my = 93827 MeV, o,y = 45 MeV, -
v=02  m,—m=~170 MeV.

The result of the fit is

= (—0.317 — 0.004&5 + 0.020, + 0.001&5) GeV ',
¢, = (1.093 — 1.3542; + 0.474¢, — 0.338¢5) GeV ™!,
cs = (—0.316 + 0.0632; + 0.005&5) GeV ™!,
e, = (1.157 + 0.298¢&; + 0.162¢, + 0.088&5) GeV 3,
(64)

where for convenience we introduce the dimensionless
parameters &; = &; X 1 GeV>. Note that the mass differ-
ence m; — m, g is a crucial quantity to roughly describe
the splittings between the octet baryon masses. Latter
quantities are proportional to m; — m. Neglecting
isospin-breaking and hyperfine-splitting effects we have,
in our approach,

=m,—m=170MeV (data: 177 MeV),
ms —my=my; —m=170MeV (data: 251 MeV),

mz —my =2[m;—m]=340MeV (data: 383 MeV).
(65)

my —my
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The meson-cloud corrections are important to reproduce
the full empirical value of oy, contributing about 2/3 to
the total value (for a detailed discussion see Ref. [22]). In
particular, our result for o,y is compiled as follows: the
total value is o,y = 45 MeV, the contribution of the
valence quarks is o3 = 13.87 MeV (30% of the total
value), the contrlbutlon of the pion cloud is dominant,

o7y = 26.69 MeV + 0.45 MeVeé; — 2.58 MeVe,
—0.11 MeVes, (66)
and the kaon and n-meson cloud generates
okvT = 4.44 MeV — 0.45 MeVé; + 2.58 MeVe,
+0.11 MeVaés. (67)

The separate contributions o7, and 05;" depend on the
parameters é;, é, and é&s, while the total contribution is
independent of é; with i = 3, 4, 5. Our predictions for the
kaon-nucleon oy and eta-nucleon o,y sigma terms are
oy = 381.9 MeV, oy =351.8 MeV, 0 =

OkN —
366.8 MeV, ok = 15 MeV and o,y = 90 MeV.

B. Magnetic moments of the baryon octet

The magnetic moments of the nucleon can be written in
terms of the Dirac and Pauli form factors as

= FY(0) + FY(0), (68)
where, in our formalism, FV(0) and F}(0) are of the form
FYO) =3 fH0F0),
e N N (69)
FY(0) = > [f50)F;(0) + f4(0G;*(0)]
q=u,d

where f}(0) = e, is the quark charge due to the charge
conservation. It is convenient to separate the expressions
for F(0) and FY(0) into two contributions: the bare
(valence-quark) and the meson-cloud (sea-quark)
contributions.

The bare contribution is

FN ba.re O) Z e FNq(O)
q=u,d
. (70)
FYPme0) = > e, F,(0).
q=u,d
The meson cloud gives rise to
Fll\' cloud(o) = (), Fé\/ cloud(o) — Z f};(O)G]zV’(O)
q=u,d
(71)

Note that the contribution of the meson cloud to the Dirac
form factor F ]1\' (0) is zero due to the charge conservation of
the nucleon. Therefore, the nucleon magnetic moments are
given in additive form with
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[y = R+ glond, (72)
where
pbire = pNbare(()) 4 FiV bare () (73)
and
pudloud — Feloud(0) 4 FY cloud () (74)

With the constraints laid out in Sec. II, we derived a
relation for the bare contributions to the nucleon magnetic
moments [see Eq. (34)]:

3 ; 3 8A sz
bare — _ ~ ,bare — ~ (54} "V 7
Mp 2 M 5 < g> o (75)
Note that Eq. (75) can be further simplified using the
constraints of (51):

bare — _3 bare_3 84 4
uh o S(g). (76)
As already mentioned in the previous section, the choice of
g is constrained by the bare magnetic moments of the
nucleon [see Eq. (76)]. The value of g = 0.9 results in a
reasonable contribution of the valence quarks to the nu-
cleon magnetic moments with

3
2

bare — __

3 4
,U«p Mzare = _<g_A> ~ 2357 (77)
8

5

which is about 84% (for the proton) and about 82% (for the
neutron) of the experimental (total) values, where the
remainder comes from the meson cloud.

The main parameters contained in the meson-cloud
piece that play an important role in fitting the magnetic
moments are the second-order coupling cs and the fourth-
order flavor-breaking LECs e, and eg. The coupling eg4 is
absorbed in cg after the certain redefinition. To constrain
these values we need, besides the experimental values for
the nucleon (p and n), an additional value from the baryon
octet. Therefore, we will proceed with an extension of our
formalism to calculate the magnetic moments of the whole
baryon octet.

In the following, for convenience, we introduce the bare
Dirac (F{, G{) and Pauli (F7, GI) form factors of the quark
of flavor g¢:

(N1 (0) g (p)) = 7 (p'>{m‘f<q2>

+ ZL%UWQVFZ(QZ)}MQ(M,
Al (0)lg(p) = aq<p'>{m?<q2>

qu

i
t—0 Vq”G‘z](qz)}u (p).
qu M q

(78)
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Note that the valence-quark form factors (or valence-quark
contributions) are constrained by certain symmetries in-
cluding the infrared singularities (see the discussion in
Sec. I1E). Introducing the valence-quark form factors we
fulfill matching conditions between our approach and
ChPT and, therefore, the structures due to chiral symmetry
are not violated.
The Sachs form factors of the quark of flavor g are

Fi)=F;(t)+Gi(n,  Fi@®)=FJ®+ G,
(79
where
t
F{G}; (1) = F{G}{ (1) — WF{G}Z(I), &0

2

F{GY (1) = F{G}H (1) + F{GE (1), t=—q

are the contributions to the Sachs form factors associated
with the expectation values of the vector and tensor cur-
rents, respectively.

By using SU(6)-symmetry relations one can relate the
Dirac and Pauli form factors describing the distribution of
quarks of flavor ¢ = u, d, s in the baryon “B,” that is,

F4, (1) and GU, (1), to Fg™ (1) and G5(1) by

Y0 = o Aar' Fi) + alf P ()7s),
P = 1= —_ ap FE(1) + ayf xB4FM (1)},
(1)
GY() = - {apIGE(t) + ay! YP1GY ()75},
1
Gy == - aBIGE(r) + akd xBIGM (1)},
where 75 = t/(4m3%) and my is the baryon mass. In addi-

tion to the strict evaluation of SU(6) we have introduced
the additional parameter y2¢ for each quark of flavor g.
The interpretation for adding these factors is such that it
allows the quark distributions for hyperons to be different
from that for the nucleons. In the case of the nucleons we
set x84 = 1. The values for aE and aM for the baryon
octet as derived from SU(6)-symmetry relations are given
in Table 1.

The quark Sachs form factors are modeled by the dipole
characteristics with damping functions of an exponential
form. This phenomenological form is required to repro-
duce, in particular, the deviation of the electromagnetic
form factors of the nucleon from the dipole fit as evident
from recent experimental measurements. We use the pa-
rametrization
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TABLE . SU(6) couplings a2 and o5/.
of o off o o ol
p 2 1 0 3 -1 0
n 1 2 0 —% % 0
A° 1 1 1 0 0 1
3t 2 0 1 4 0 -1
- 0 2 1 0 3 -1
= 0 1 2 0 -1 3
g° 1 0 2 -1 0 4
0A0 _ 1 _1
2O0A 0 0 0 7 NG 0
N TET7) CR T+ 1/A2, P
t/Ak pM(1)
GE() =1y, pE(t 7, GM(t)=pl—L——,
(82)

where p; E(f) = exp(—t//\ E) and py M(1) = exp(—t/A2 M).
The parameters ,uq and ,uq are fixed by the symmetry
constraints [see Egs. (33) and (75)]:

py = py = pbre. (83)

The remaining parameters y,, A gw) and A gy are to be
fixed later when we consider the full momentum depen-
dence of the nucleon electromagnetic form factors. Note
that in Ref. [54] a similar parametrization of the nucleon
form factors has been considered. In Ref. [55] the damping
functions p(f) have been parametrized with constant
values.

The magnetic moment of the octet baryon B can be
written in complete analogy to the nucleon case as

g = M}bgare + McBloud (84)
where
pie = e (FY(0) + F3%(0)),
=u,d,s
' ) (85)
pige = S FHOIGH0).
q=u,d,s

At t = 0, the parameters cg, €4, €7, €3, ¢, and ky contained
in f1(0) will contribute, where the renormalized LECs &,
é,, eg are given in Appendix C. The parameter &4 can be
absorbed in the coupling cg via

Ce — 56 = C¢ — 16mMZE6

(86)

Finally, form factors f%(0) depend on the parameters Cg,
é;, g, ¢, and k. Three of them (&g, €5, &g) can now be
fixed using the experimental values for the magnetic mo-
ments of the nucleons and of a hyperon in the baryon octet.
We choose the A° hyperon with w0 = —0.613 = 0.004
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(in units of the nuclear magneton). In our analysis of the
magnetic moments of the octet baryons we present two
cases. First, we restrict ourselves to the SU(6) case by
setting all values y® = 1. Second, we allow the y?' to
be additional parameters. From now on we will name these
two cases shortly as ““set I’ and ““set II,” respectively.

A variation in the value of the axial charge g of the
constituent quark will also give rise to different contribu-
tions of the bare and the meson-cloud parts to the total
values of the magnetic moments. However, the total mag-
netic moments are the same in any case. As was discussed
in the previous section, for the axial charge we choose g =
0.9. In the case of set I we then obtain for ¢4, €; and ég

¢ = 0.859 — 0.106¢, — 1.254ky,
;= (—0.656 + 0.073¢, + 0.607k,) GeV 3,
&g = (0.033 — 0.008¢, — 0.141k,) GeV 3,

87)

where &, = ¢,(1 + ky). The resulting values for the mag-
netic moments of the baryon octet for this case (set 1) are
shown in Table II, where reasonable agreement with data is
obtained. Meson-cloud contributions to the total values of
the magnetic moments are about 5%—30% depending on
the baryon.

For the case of set IT we start from the SU(6) result with
the additional breaking parameter y** for /L'X}{e which can
be written in terms of wh¥® as uh4® = — ubueyA/3. Then
we have

bare

As — 3 a0
X - bare
Kp

~ _3Ha

Kp

(88)

where we further assume that the contributions from the
meson-cloud part to the total magnetic moments both of A°
and of p are of the same order. With the experimental
values for u o and u, we get X = 0.66. By fitting Hps
W, and w0, with }** = 0.66 as an additional input, we
obtain

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 114021 (2006)
¢ = 0.834 — 0.106¢, — 1.254ky,
2, = (—0.832 + 0.073&, + 0.607k;) GeV 3,
25 = (0.051 — 0.008¢, — 0.141ky) GeV 3,

(89)

where the constants contained in these parameters are
slightly different from set I. With appropriate values for
the remaining y?9, the central values of the experimental
results of the other magnetic moments in the baryon octet
can be fully reproduced. For the set of y?7 we get

X = =0963  x* =0.259,
X = x5 =0633  x7 =0.6%,
XEAM — XEAd = 0.988

(90)

relying on isospin symmetry. The isotriplet 2", 20, and
>~ shares the same set of y>¢ for the quark of flavor ¢,
while Z° and E~ contain the same set of y=4. The
parameters x> and y>7 are directly related to the 3 —
A magnetic transition moment. For completeness, our
corresponding results for the magnetic moments are also
listed in Table II. In the following we will use the last set of
values for &g, €7 and &g, when considering the electromag-
netic nucleon form factors.

C. Nucleon electromagnetic form factors

Using the parameters from the analysis of the magnetic
moments and the masses of the baryon octet, further sup-
plied by the ones from the meson-nucleon sigma terms, we
now can consider the full nucleon electromagnetic form
factors. We recall that the Dirac and Pauli form factors for
the nucleons are

FY@) = [FHOF () + [5G ()],

q=u,d

FY() = > [fH0F (1) + f3(0G3 (1)

q=u,d

91)

where Fi\;g)(t) and Gllvé)(t) refer to the bare constituent

quark structure, while f5(7) and f7(s) contain the chiral

TABLE II. Magnetic moments of the baryon octet (in units of the nucleon magneton wy).

Set I Set II Exp.

3q Meson cloud Total 3q Meson cloud Total
M 2.357 0.436 2.793 2.357 0.436 2.793 2.793
M —1.571 —0.342 —1.913 —1.571 —0.342 —1.913 —1.913
M A0 —0.786 0.173 —0.613 —0.518 —0.095 —0.613 —0.613 = 0.004
As+ 2.357 0.317 2.674 2.085 0.373 2.458 2.458 = 0.010
Aso 0.786 0.005 0.791 0.570 0.073 0.643 cee
As- —0.786 —0.306 —1.092 —0.935 —0.225 —1.160 —1.160 = 0.025
Mo —1.571 0.136 —1.435 —1.058 —0.192 —1.250 —1.250 = 0.014
M= —0.7855 0.2921 —0.4934 —0.5580 —0.0927 —0.6507 —0.6507 £ 0.003
| pesoqol 1.36 0.27 1.63 1.34 0.27 1.61 1.61 = 0.08
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dynamics due to dressing of the quark operators. The
isoscalar F3(¢) and isovector F?(z) nucleon form factors
are written as

FS(1) = FP () + F' (1)
= Z [f?)(l‘)(F,pq(l‘) + Flm](t)) + flq:(l‘)(qu(t)

q=u,d
+ GH(1)],
FY(1) = FP (1) — F(1)
= > [HOFE @) = F1) + 3G (1)

q=u,d
= G1(1)] (92)

where i = 1, 2. For clarity we recall the forms of F 11\2)([)

and G4 (1) of Eq. (81) with

FY(r) = s {a%’ng + aldFM ),

FY(r) = = TN{—agng + ay/FM},

(93)

Gllvq(t) =13 - {cv],}’qGé,z + a%quTN},

G =17 TN{—angGg + ay GM,
where o} and a7 are the SU(6) spin-flavor couplings
(ab = apd =2, agd =at =1, aoff =a=4/3,
ab? = " = —1/3); t = —¢? is the Euclidean momen-

tum squared and 7y = 1/(4m%). The Dirac and Pauli form
factors qu( P)(t) of the quark of flavor i are shown explicitly

in Appendix C. Again, Eq. (93) can be separated into a bare
part and a meson-cloud part as

FYvue(n) = N e, F(),
q=u,d

FYbae() =y e, FY(),
q=u,d

(94)

and the meson-cloud contribution is

FYeewd(n) = 3" [(f5(1) — e)FY(0) + fH(0G(1)]

q=u,d

FYdou() = N [(Fh(1) — e )Fy (1) + fH(DGY ()],

q=u,d
95)

where e, are the electric quark charges.

In the following we try to achieve a reasonable descrip-
tion of the electromagnetic form factors of the nucleon by
an appropriate set of parameters contained in FY(z) and
FY (7). In general, both the bare and the meson-cloud parts
will contribute to the form factors. The bare part should
well describe the form factors up to high Q? whereas the

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 114021 (2006)

meson-cloud part should play a role only for small Q2. Our
strategy is that we first fit the bare part of all the form
factors to the experimental data from Q% ~ 0.5 GeV? to
high Q2. After that, we reconsider the low Q7 region by
taking into account the meson-cloud effect. At this point
we do not pretend to an accurate analysis (or prediction) of
the nucleon form factors at large Q2. This is a task more
appropriate for perturbative QCD (pQCD) which is the
most convenient theoretical tool in this momentum region
(for recent progress see e.g. Refs. [56,57]). In particular, in
Ref. [57] the following large Q” behavior for the ratio of
the nucleon Pauli F, and Dirac F; form factors has been
derived using pQCD:

Fy _In?(Q%/A?)
F 0’

where A is a soft scale related to the size of the nucleon.
Our main idea is to use a physically reasonable parametri-
zation of the nucleon form factors (valence-quark contri-
bution) which fits the data at intermediate and high Q?
scale, while the derived constraints at zero recoil [see
Sec. II] are also satisfied. Then, on top of the valence (or
bare) form factors we place the meson-cloud contribution
which is relevant only at small Q” and calculated consis-
tently using the effective chiral Lagrangian (1). Finally, we
might conclude with the role of the meson-cloud in the
infrared domain.

Because of the finite size of the source of the meson
fields, meson loops are expected to be strongly suppressed
for large Q2. To mimic the effect of additional regulariza-
tion of the integral, which leads to a restriction of the
meson-cloud contribution in the low Q? region, we intro-
duce the cutoff function f,,(#). The modification is such
that

: (96)

F11\220)10ud( 1) = fou(?) Fﬁ;)loud( 1). 97)

The specific form of f.,(#) should not modify Fj/5/*"*(¢) in

the low Q7 region, but should diminish its contribution
beyond a certain Q7. This function f,,(#) should have zero
(or almost zero) slope at the point Q> = 0 GeV? to ensure
that it will not artificially contribute to the slope of the form
factors. First, the step function seems to be an appropriate
choice for f., () but its sharp boundary affects the con-
tinuity of the form factors, and hence one must be careful.
To avoid the problems associated with a sharp boundary we
choose a smeared-out version for f., () with

_ 1+exp(—A/B)
Feul®) =375 exp[(t — A)/B]’

(98)

where the parameter A characterizes the cutoff and B the
smearing of the function.

In our fitting procedure we use the experimental data
(Refs. [58—-92]) on the ratios of the electromagnetic Sachs
form factors of nucleons to the corresponding dipole form
factors and on the neutron charge form factors. For the
axial charge of the constituent quark g = 0.9 we first fit the
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contribution of the bare part, where the parameters are
contained in the ansatz of Eq. (82). Our parameter results
for the fit of the bare part are (in units of GeV)

Mg = 2.0043, Ay =0.9996, A, = 7.3367,
Agy = 22954, A, =0.8616, Ay = 0.9234,
Ay = 09278, Ay, = 1.0722. (99)

Note that the parameters vy, and vy, entering in Eq. (82)
cannot be fixed by considering only the bare part since they
also occur in FY ¢1°ud(z) and FY <°ud(7). The complete fit to
the full data on the electromagnetic form factors of the
nucleon fixes the remaining low-energy constants in the
effective Lagrangian as

Yu = 1.081, Ya = 2.596,

¢y = 1.693 GeV ™!, dijp = 1.110 GeV 2,

e; = —0.650 GeV 3, ég = 0.030 GeV 3,
10 = 0.039 GeV 3,

¢y = 2.502 GeV™!,

(100)

where in the current manuscript we put ky, = 0 for sim-
plicity. The couplings d,o, &7, & and &, are defined in
Appendix C. With the choice A = (0.4 — 0.5) GeV? and
B = 0.025 GeV? in f,,(t) the meson-cloud contributions
are suitably suppressed for values larger than 7~
0.5 GeV?. Note that from the analysis of the nucleon
mass and meson-nucleon sigma terms we get the following
constraint on the parameter: ¢, = (1.093 — 1.354¢; +
0.474é, — 0.33825) GeV~!. The best description of the

1.25

__ O Berger et al.(1971) X Milbrath et al.(1999)
\/ Price et al.(1971) W Jones et al.(2000)

/\ Hanson et al.(1973) > Dieterich et al.(2001)
@ Simon et al.(1980) O Gayou et al.(2002)

£(0*/G p(Q%)

total

- - - - Friedrich and Walcher

0.25
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

0* (GeV?)
()
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electromagnetic properties of the nucleon is obtained at
the value of ¢, = 2.502 GeV ™! fixed from the data on the
electromagnetic form factors. It means that we obtain the
following constraint on the LECs &3, é, and é5: 1.354¢; —
0.474é, + 0.338¢5 = —1.409.

Results for the measured ratio of the electromagnetic
form factors of the nucleon to the dipole form factor
Gp(t) = (1 +t/0.71 GeV?)~? are presented in Figs. 5-7.
In Fig. 8 we present our result for the ratio of charge to
magnetic form factor of the proton. For completeness, the
electromagnetic form factors of the nucleon are also shown
in Fig. 9, where the meson-cloud contributions are shown
explicitly in comparison to the dipole form factor. The role
of fou(f), which restricts the meson-cloud contribution to
the low Q7 region, is indicated in Fig. 10. Although the
bare constituent quark contribution is fully parametrized, a
consistent explanation of the form factors can only be
achieved when meson-cloud corrections are included. We
stress that the bare constituent quark Sachs form factors
and hence the magnetic form factors at zero recoil (z = 0)
are determined by the general constraints discussed in
Sec. IIE. At this point the specific form of the quark
form factors of Eq. (82), leading to a satisfactory descrip-
tion, in particular, beyond t ~ 0.5 GeV?, is not required.
The results concerning the charge and magnetic radii of
nucleons are

rh = 0.881 fm,
rh, = 0.869 fm,

(r*y = —0.1177 fm?,
riyy = 0.847 fm.

(101)

1.1

£(0Y/G p(Q?)

0.9

- - - - Friedrich and Walcher

0.8 =
0 1.0 2.0

0? (GeV?)
(b)

FIG. 5. Ratio GL(Q?)/Gp(Q?): (a) overall range, (b) up to Q% = 2 GeV?; the solid line is the total contribution, the dotted line is the
bare contribution and the dashed line is the result reported in Ref. [55]. Experimental data are taken from Refs. [58—65].
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FIG. 6. Ratio G5,(0?)/(n pGD(Q2)): (a) overall range, (b) up to Q> = 2 GeV?; the solid line is the total contribution and the dotted
line is the bare contribution. Experimental data are taken from Refs. [60,61,66—-72].

The experimental values reported in Ref. [53] for the
charge radii of nucleons are rp = 0.875 * 0.007 fm and
—0.1161 = 0.0022 fm?. For the magnetic radii,
the analysis of Refs. [74,93] gives rh, = 0.855 =
0.035 fm and rfj; = 0.873 x 0.011 fm, respectively.

&

1.25
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e Kubon et al.(2002)
O Xu et al.(2003)

0 5
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For further illustration we follow Ref. [54] to deduce the
radial dependence of the charge and magnetization den-
sities of nucleons. The charge and magnetization densities
of nucleons in the rest frame are

1.1
‘N 10
2
O
3
N
o
<
- 09
1 total
----------- bare
0.8 +
0 1.0 2.0
0? (GeV?)
(b)

FIG. 7. Ratio G},(Q%)/(1,Gp(Q?)): (a) overall range, (b) up to Q> = 2 GeV?; the solid line is the total contribution and the dotted
line is the bare contribution. Experimental data are taken from Refs. [73-82].
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FIG. 8. Ratio u,G%(0%)/G},(Q%) in comparison to the experi-
mental data. Experimental data are taken from Refs. [65,69,92].

2 0
prn =2 ] dki? jo(kr) B (k),
0 (102)

P =2 [ i otk o,

where k> = t/(1 + 7y) and j,(kr) is the Bessel function.
The intrinsic form factors p¥ (k) and p; (k) are

pEWR) =GR + 73",
G (Q%)
MmN

(103)

ph(k) = (1+ ).

Restricting ourselves to the discrete values A¥ =0, 1, 2,
where the full range is discussed in Ref. [54], the results for
the charge and magnetization densities of the nucleon are
shown in Figs. 11 and 12.

In Ref. [55] the electromagnetic form factors of the
nucleons are represented by the phenomenological ansatz

Gn(Q%) = Gy(Q°) + a, - 0°G,(Q7), (104)

where the “smooth” part G,(Q?) and the structured or
“bump” part G,(Q?) are parametrized as

2y _ aio ao
GO = AT g2 an? T T 0 an P

G,(0?) = e~ 1/2Q-0/0P 4 o=(1/2((Q+0)/a,)?,

(105)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 114021 (2006)

The parameters ag, a;;, axy, as21, dp, Qp and o, are
obtained by a fit to experimental data and the values are
reported in Table 2 of Ref. [55]. The meson-cloud part of
our evaluation cannot be directly compared or matched to
G,(Q?), since meson corrections contribute to the mag-
netic form factors even at Q> = 0, which is not the case in
the treatment of Ref. [55]. However, charge conservation
restricts the meson cloud not to contribute to the charge
form factors at zero recoil. Therefore, we can compare our
results for the charge form factors to the phenomenological
ones of Ref. [55]. Figure 5 shows such a comparison for the
case of the charge form factor of the proton. Based on the
phenomenological ansatz of Ref. [55] our result can be
reproduced by readjusting the parameters of Eq. (105) as
compiled in Table III, which are not so much different from
the original analysis of Ref. [55].

D. Coupling of vector mesons to the nucleon

Finally, we calculate the strong vector-meson-nucleon
form factors pNN and w NN at one loop. We follow the
strategy already developed for the electromagnetic nucleon
form factors. The corresponding bare operator is derived
from the tree-level Lagrangian (13):

1@ = [ dxe )
(106)

‘bare

~ ky S\ Av
-],u,V(x) = quqQ<7M + Z—qua-,uvay>TQr

where g 9” g = q(0” + 9”)q and Ay is the corresponding
flavor matrix: A, = diag{l, —1, 0} for the pand A, =
diag{1, 1, O} for the @ meson. The diagrams contributing to
these quantities are displayed in Fig. 3: tree-level diagrams
[Figs. 3(1) and 3(2)] and one-loop diagrams due to the
dressing by a cloud of pseudoscalar mesons [Figs. 3(3) and
3(4)].

The Fourier transform of the dressed vector-meson-
quark transition operator has the following form:

< 1 =i q

T (quyfv,,(qz)}I(x) (107)

qu

where fy, and fy, are the matrices of the Dirac and Pauli
form factors describing the coupling of u, d and s quarks to
the p and w vector mesons. These form factors are given in
terms of the Euclidean values of momentum squared ¢t =
—q* with
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FIG. 9. The charge and magnetic form factors of the nucleon and the contribution due to the meson cloud. The corresponding dipole
fits for GH(Q?), G4,(Q?) and G},(Q?) are also presented. Experimental data for G.(Q?) are taken from Refs. [83-91].

fr,="> fi, @,

i=u,d,s i=u,d,s

T, (0) = f4, (1) = gyl + 3€Z(1) + 1l (1)},
fzp(t) = _fg,,(f) = ngqu{l —miy(1) + %m?o(t)},

f5,(6) =0,

fv, (1) = 2 fv, @,

£, =0,
Z)P(t) = Z)P(t) = ngqu{l + 3m?0(t) + %m?o(t)}y

fo,(0) = —f9.(1) = gyg il — €I () + el (1)},

5 (1) = gy l—4€K (D)}, (108)

fZ)p(t) = ngqu{_4m{{()(t)}:

where A4 = diag{0, 0, 1}. Here €£(r) and mZ(r) are the meson-cloud contributions given in Appendix C.
To project the dressed quark operator (107) onto the nucleon we proceed in analogy to the electromagnetic operator
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FIG. 10. The meson-cloud contribution to the nucleon charge and magnetic form factors with the cutoff function f,(Q?) (solid line)
and without £, (Q?) (dotted line).

NGO @ING) = @6~ p =~ v {1, Grana?) + 50 P ()

— @aPet(p — p - q)%{f;f;,<q2><N(p/>|jzﬁ;<o>|N<p>> vil P @V OIN )],
q
(109)

where the bare matrix elements (N(p')|/%4¢,(0)IN(p)) are defined in Eq. (22). Here Gyyy(g®) and Fyyy(g?) are the
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FIG. 11. Variation of the charge density of the nucleon p}(r) and r?p¥(r) with AZ: Af = 0 (solid line), A¥ = 1 (dotted line) and
AE = 2 (dashed line).

vectorial and tensorial couplings of vector mesons to nucleons. We can express the strong pNN and w NN form factors
through the bare electromagnetic nucleon form factors. After a simple algebra we arrive at

Gonn(t) = gugglFY™ (Of% () + G (Of4, (0] Gann(t) = gy [FY T (Of%, (1) + G (0 f% (1))
Fonn(t) = 8o [FS (Of8, (1) + G5 (0f%, (0] Funn() = gvg[F5 (0)f5, (1) + G5 (1) f5, (D],

where t = —g* and H'™ = H? + H?* with H = F or G and I = 1 or 2.

Finally, we present the expressions for the values of the vector-meson-nucleon form factors at zero recoil or the coupling
constants Gy yy and Fyyy which originate from the nucleon-level Lagrangian (for details on the nucleon-level Lagrangian
see Ref. [13]):

(110)
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FIG. 12. Variation of the magnetization density of the nucleon py,(r) and r2p¥,(r) with AM: AM = 0 (solid line), A¥ = 1 (dotted

line) and AM = 2 (dashed line).

-EVNN =

pNN

wNN

(111)

1N e _F
2 {<7 PN 2my

After a simple algebra we arrive at

FPNN_

GpNN = quq’ G
pNN

FwNN

bare bare

Mp ™ = Mnp

GwNN

— Ml;a.re + Mgare

-1+ kvﬂ((sbare
mg

F
(TMVBV)ﬁM? + (yMGwNN - m
N

— Ly (e — st + 5,
q

e 4 ghas)[ 1 + 5],
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TABLE III. Comparison of the parameters of the original
phenomenological ansatz in Ref. [55] to an equivalent set, which
is obtained by fitting to our results for the charge form factor of
the proton.

Ref. [55] Present result
ao 1041 1053
ap 0.765 0.768
a —0.041 —0.053
as 6.2 4.7
ay -0.23 —0.38
0y 0.07 0.14
Ty, 0.21 0.20
where
8, = —mi(0) + Imh(0), 8, = ImGy(0) + hm75(0)

(113)

are the corresponding one-loop corrections. For ky = 0
these equations reduce to the well-known SU(3) relations,
relating the matrix elements of the vector current with
different flavor content [94]. Using the actual expressions
for the bare magnetic moments and the tensor charges of
the nucleons we finally obtain for the ratios of the tensor
and vector couplings

F 4
ZpNN (gi> (1+k[1+8,) -1,
Gown \ 8 (114)
F 1 /gs\¢
CLL —<g—A> (1+3k[1+6,]) - 1.
G,y S\ g

Note that numerically the one-loop corrections to the tree-
level results for the strong vector-meson-nucleon form
factors F,yy and F,yy are rather small: 6, = 0.005 and
6, = 0.011.

V. SUMMARY

We developed a manifestly Lorentz covariant chiral
quark model for the study of baryons as bound states of
constituent quarks. The approach is based on the effective
chiral Lagrangian involving constituent quarks and the
chiral fields as effective degrees of freedom. This
Lagrangian is used in the calculation of the dressed tran-
sition operators which are relevant for the interaction of
quarks with external fields in the presence of a virtual
meson cloud. Then the dressed operators are used in the
calculation of baryon matrix elements.

Our main result is as follows: we performed a model-
independent factorization of the effects of hadronization
and confinement contained in the matrix elements of the
bare quark operators and the effects dictated by chiral
symmetry which are encoded in the corresponding relativ-
istic form factors [see e.g. Eq. (19)]. Because of this
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factorization the calculation of chiral effects and the effects
of hadronization and confinement can be done indepen-
dently. All low-energy theorems are reproduced in our
approach due to the chiral invariance of the effective
Lagrangian. The evaluated meson-cloud corrections are
in agreement with the infrared-singular structure of the
corresponding nucleon matrix elements [13,41]. In particu-
lar, we reproduce the LNA contributions to the nucleon
mass, to the pion-nucleon sigma term, to the magnetic
moments and to the charge radii of the nucleons. The
LNA contributions to the nucleon mass and magnetic mo-
ments are proportional to the M3 and Mp, respectively,
where Mp is the pseudoscalar meson mass. The nucleon
radii are divergent in the chiral limit. Using model-
independent constraints on the bare constituent quark dis-
tributions in the octet baryons, we work out model predic-
tions for the magnetic moments. Based on a full
parametrization of the bare constituent quark distributions
in the nucleon, we give results for the full momentum
dependence of the electromagnetic form factors of the
nucleon and indicate the role of the meson-cloud contri-
butions. Presently, the calculation of the matrix elements of
the bare quark operators is, besides the model-independent
constraints, based on parametrizations. The direct calcula-
tion of these matrix elements should be performed in quark
models based on specific assumptions about hadronization
and confinement.
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APPENDIX A: CALCULATIONAL TECHNIQUE OF
LOOP DIAGRAMS

The calculational technique of the loop diagrams in
Figs. 1-4 is referred to as the infrared dimensional regu-
larization and has been discussed in detail in Refs. [5,13].
Our case here differs by the use of the constituent quark
degrees of freedom instead of the nucleon. We briefly
recall the basic ideas of this technique. As we discussed
before, in baryon ChPT loop integrals are nonhomogene-
ous functions of the mesonic momenta and the quark
masses due to the presence of a new scale parameter, the
nucleon mass. As a result, the loop integral contains an
infrared-singular part containing the fractional powers of
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the meson masses and an infrared regular part involving the
fractional powers of the nucleon mass. Because of the
presence of the regular parts in the loop integrals, their
chiral expansion starts at the same order as the tree graphs;
it therefore spoils the power counting rules. The idea of the
IDR method is to remove the infrared regular parts of the
loop integrals from the consideration and to absorb them in
the low-energy couplings of the underlying chiral
Lagrangian. The IDR method is consistent with Lorentz
and gauge invariance. Also, the chiral power countings are
preserved and the Ward identities of chiral symmetry are
fulfilled.

The method can be explained by using the simple ex-
ample of the self-energy graph shown in Fig. 4(3) contrib-
uting to the quark mass operator [5,13]. We consider the
scalar loop integral in d dimensions:

[ dik 1
) )i [M? - K2 — ielm? — (p — k)? — i€]
(Al)

H(p?)

where M and m are the meson and constituent quark
masses, respectively. Using the master formula in d dimen-
sions

d%k k2
m I — KT
P T +d/2)T(m —n —d/2)

— M2(n—m)+d
(4m)i’2 ['(d/2)T'(m)
(A2)
we get, at threshold, p> = (m + M)?:
) Ma-3 md—3
= +
HpY) = car g+ S ar
;Y.__J
=1(p?) =R(p?)
re—-4d/2
( /2) (A3)

T amPd-3)

Here I(p?) is the infrared-singular piece which is charac-
terized by fractional powers of M and generated by the
loop momenta of order of the meson mass. For I(p?) the
usual power counting applies. Another piece in the decom-
position of H(p?) defined by R(p?) is the infrared regular
part which is generated by the loop momenta of the order
of the constituent quark mass m (in our counting m is of the
order of A YSB "~ 1 GeV). As discussed before, we remove
the regular part R(p?) by redefining the low-energy cou-
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pling constants in the chiral Lagrangian. In Ref. [5] a
recipe was suggested for how to split the integral H(p?)
into the singular and regular parts. We use the Feynman
parametrization to combine two multipliers a =
M?* — k> —ieand b = m> — (p — k)> — ie in the denomi-
nator of H(p?),

dk 1 d%k 1 d
f X (A4)
0

Qo ab ) @) Jo [a(l — x) + bx P’

and then to write down the integral from O to 1 as the
difference of two integrals:

ﬁ)ldx...=[ﬁ:o—flw}dx...

Then the integral from O to oo is exactly the infrared-
singular part and the integral from 1 to oo is the infrared
regular one. This method can be applied to any general
one-loop integral with an adjustable number of meson and
quark propagators. The calculational technique suggests
that one should separate the numerator and denominator,
and simplify the numerator using the standard (invariant
integration) methods. Finally, the result can be reduced to
the master integral I(p?) and its derivatives (like in the
conventional dimensional regularization). The integrals
containing only the quark propagators do not contribute
to the infrared-singular parts, and, therefore, vanish in the
infrared dimensional regularization.

The ultraviolet divergences contained in the one-loop
integrals are removed via the renormalization of the low-
energy constants in the chiral Lagrangian. To perform the
renormalization of the constituent quark at one loop and to
guarantee charge conservation, we need the Z factor (the
wave-function renormalization constant), which is deter-
mined by the derivative of the quark mass operator (gen-
erated by the diagrams in Fig. 4) with respect to its
momentum:

(AS5)

SO A1)

— - R qg=u,d,s.
¢ 615 p=m,

(A6)

The matrix Z, = diag{Z,, Z,, Z;} with Z, =Z,=Z is
given up to fourth order by

1
Z,=1+ Z ﬁ[_gzaPAP + 0p] (A7)

p=mKkn'P

where

114021-24



CHIRAL DYNAMICS OF BARYONS IN A LORENTZ ...

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 114021 (2006)

1 M i 1
Ap =2M3| AMu) + In[—2) |, AMp) = — —(Ind7 + T'(1) + 1
p =203 2 + 1o (2] aw = B[ S ) )]
242 4
g M; 3 Mp 3 M3 3, My 9 3 9
= —1+==L4 ) =20+, (A8)
Qr 247720"’[ 2 m Zm} el L LA L
3 I 3 4 1
aK=—3Q+21+§/\3, an=——Q+2+4)\3, Bﬂ:l’ BK=§’ ang

For the evaluation of the form factor f7,(g?), the quark
charge Q [diagram in Fig. 1(1)] has to be multiplied by Z,,.
For f}(g*), a second-order contribution to the quark
anomalous magnetic moment proportional to the cg [dia-
grams in Figs. 1(2) and 2(2*)] has to be renormalized by
the Z, factor. The term proportional to ¢, must be dropped,
because the product cec, is of higher order when compared
to the accuracy we are working in.

APPENDIX B: LOOP INTEGRALS

In this appendix, we present the loop integrals contrib-
uting to the electromagnetic transition operator between
constituent quarks and evaluate them in the infrared regu-
larization scheme [5]. Originally, these integrals have been
introduced in ChPT [5,13].

For the momenta of initial, final quark and photon fields
we introduce the notations p, p’ and ¢ = p’ — p, respec-
tively. We also introduce the notation P = p’ + p. Since
the external quarks are on the mass shell p?> = p”?> = m?,
the structure integrals can be expanded through a set of
scalar functions which exclusively depend on the trans-
verse momentum squared ¢t = Q%> = —g? and the masses
of meson M and constituent quark m. As usual [5,13], we
identify the masses of particles occurring in the loop

integrals with their leading order values, Mp — Mp and
m, — m. For universality, we calculate the integrals for
adjustable values of the constituent quark mass inside the
loop (m™) and for the external line (m). Finally, in numeri-
cal calculations we will neglect the difference between the
masses m™ and m, setting m* = m.

1. Infrared parts of loop integrals

We deal with the following loop integrals:

dk 1
f1(27r)di e A (B1)
dk 1
= J0) 2
f1(27r)di [M? — K2 [M? — (k + q)z] JO(t, M?),
(B2)
d%k k,,
.y = = g
1
= — E qMJ(O)(t) MZ)’ (B3)

[

d'k k, k
f1(277)di [M? — P [M? — (k + 9)]
= (9,9, — 8uIV(t, M?) + q,,4,J7(t, M?), (B4)

dk 1
]1(277)"1' [M? — ] [m** — (p — k)*]
= 1O(M?, m% m*2), (B5)

d?k k#
fz(ZW)"i [M? = ]lm™ — (p — k)*]
= p#](l)(MZ’ m2, m*2), (B6)

dk 1
J, s 6= PTG~ = =)

J
J

J
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=191, M2, m2, m*), (B7)
d%k k,,

Qm)di [M? — K*][m*? — (p — k)*]Im** — (p' — k)*]
= P, 1) (1, M2, m%, m*), (B8)
d% k.k,

Q@m)di [M? = R]m*™ = (p = &*]Im™ = (p' = k)*]
= g, 120, M2, m2, m*) + P, P13 (1, M2, m?, m*2)

+ q,q,1\9 (6 M2 m2, m*2), (B9)
dk 1
Qm)di [M? — K*IM?* — (k + ¢)*lm** — (p — k)*]
= 101, M2, m?, m*2), (B10)

'k k,
[1(27)‘11' [M?> — IP]IM? = (k + ¢)*]m™ = (p — k)°]
1 .
= P,ulgll)(t’ M2’ m2, m*Z) _ qul,lgi)(t’ MZ, m2’ m*Z)’
(B11)
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d'k k,k
f1(277)”’i [ = i2)IM? = (k + @)*][m™ = (p = k)°]
= g I, M2, m2, m*) + P, P,IS) (1, M2, m?, m*2)
+ qﬂq,,]m)(t M?, m?, m*?)

(PMqV + P,q )50 (1, M2, m?, m*?), (B12)

where the symbol [, represents the loop integration ac-
cording to the infrared dimensional regularization scheme
[5,13].

2. Reduction formulas for loop integrals

Higher-order tensorial integrals can be reduced to the
basic scalar integrals using the invariant integration [5,13]:

1
() D= = [(t+ aM2)JO 2y —
J(t, M?) 4(d_1)t[(t aM>)JO (1, M*) — 24,
(B13)
1 1
JO(t, M?) = ZJ(O)(t, M?) + % Ay, (B14)

. 1
1M, m?, m*?) = ﬁ[M*ZI(O)(Mz, m?,m*?) + Ay,
m
(B15)
1

4m? + ¢
+ M2 (1, M2, m, m*?)], (B16)

10, M?, m?, m™) = [1O(M?, m?, m*?)

@ 20 sy L
150 M2 m, m*?) = ——
12 ( ) d—2
— M1 (1, M2, m2, m*?)],

(B17)

(M1 (1, M, m?, m*™2)

1 *
(d —2)4m> + 1) [M "

1)1(1)(1‘ M?, m?, m*?)

1532)(t, M2 m? m*?) =

— M2 1(1%)0, M2, m2, m*z)

2
+dTI(1)(M2 m? m*2)} (B18)

1
(d—2)t
+ M1 (1, MP, m?, m*™?)

Ld-2

136, M, m?, m*2) = [—M*n;g(z, M2, m?, m*2)

—Z1M(M2, m?, m*z)} (B19)
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o

2(4m?* + 1)

X 121)(t M?, m?, m*?)

= 210(M2, m2, m*?) + 270z, M?)],
(B20)

1)@t M2, m2, m2) = [2M* + 1)

1
4(d—2)
—202M*2 + )13 (t, M2, m?, m*?)
—210(M2, m%, m*?)], (B21)
1
4(d —2)(dm* + 1)
X Ig;)(t, M?, m?, m*?)
+2(d—1)2M*2 +1)

15 (6, M2, m2, m*2) = [4M2 + D1 (6, M2, m2, m*2)

1506, M2, m?, m*?) = [—@M? + 1)

X Ié (t, M?, m?, m*?)

+ 210(M2, m2, m*2)

—2(d — 2)IV (M2 m% m*?)], (B22)
[—(4M? + (d — 1))

(4) 2 YA
19, M2,
o (6 M, %, ) = 4d—2)

X I(O)(t M?, m?, m*?)
+202M2 + 01 (1, M2 m?, m*2)
—2(d — 3)19(M?, m2, m*2)

+2(d — 2)IV(M?, m?, m*?)], (B23)
where M2 = M? + m? — m*2.

3. Scalar loop integrals
The scalar loop integrals are given as [5,13]
A M = 2M 2/\M’
M4 { 1

Ay = @n? —(ln477 +I7(1) + 1)

d—4 2
1772[1+k<#>} (B25)

M*? 1
TOM2, m2, m™?) = — Ay —
(M, m, m™) m2 |: M 32772i|

} (B24)

J(O)(Z, MZ) — _2/\M _

0, M, m, m*)[1 — Q2]r*3,
(B26)

82g

1
m(t M? m? m*?) = —f(’"Z) |:/\M + —321 2}
m T

M*? t .
* Sz S M)
(B27)
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f;z)[AM 1 }

I(l)(t M?, m?, m*?) =
327
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The dimensionless functions k, f, g, h; and h, are given by
the expressions

1

+ _ h, L,M’ m, m* k(s) = [ dxIn(l + x(1 — x)s)

3272 m? M? 0
+2<—+Q)h2<M Mmm>:| Ats, VA+sHVs (B29)
z NErs-vi
(B28)
1
h - -
where 5 5 ) fls) = f 1+ x(1—x)s
-m*—-M M
o= L ow=—, 2 VAFsts
2m*M m = (B30)
. M . om Vs +5) \/4+S—\/—
M m*, r m .
. 1 arccos[ — 7 (Q + u*) Vﬁ;’f“}f)f)s
g(s, M, m,m*) = f dx (B31)
0 1+ x(1 —x)9)]/1 —Q>r? + x(1 — s
1 + -
hy(s, M, m, m*) = f g MLLF X0 = 2s] (B32)
0

1+ w’x(1 —x)s’

[p*(1 + x(1 = x)s) + Q]

1
hy(s, M, m, m*) = f dx arccos[—
0

APPENDIX C: ELECTROMAGNETIC
MESON-CLOUD FORM FACTORS

We explicitly show the contributions of the diagrams in
Figs. 1 and 2 to the Dirac and Pauli quark form factors. We
use the notations f)) (’)(t) and fg)(t) where the superscript i
refers to the numbering of the diagrams. We expand the
diagonal 3 X 3 matrices f “(4) and fg)(t) in the basis of the
3 X 3 matrices Q, I and A3:

2/3 0 0
o=| o —1/3 o |
0 ~1/3
100
I={o 1 0 (€D
00 1)
1 0
M=o -1 o]
0 0 0

The contributions of the diagrams in Fig. 1 to the Dirac
form factors of the u, d and s quarks are

1
V1T + w12x(1 = x)sy/T + sx(1 — x)}[l + w2x(1 — x)s/1 + Q% + x(1 — s

(B33)
50 =02z,
20 =90 =30 = 5210 =0,
f(S)(f) = 21d,(0, g)(l) = Z APel, €2
P=mK,n

i=567091011,

where Z,, is the finite part of the renormalization matrix Z,,
defined in Eq. (A7),

1 8 2. 4
1 1

/\;7=Q_§I_§)l3, /\ )\ﬂ— Ag /\3,

A=A =2E=30-2;, A=

A= A0 =0,
. 1 p 8§ 2 4
/\10 =06<Q+§I_ )\3), /\10 =C6<_§Q_—I+—)\ )

9 3

7 1 1 ” K 4
)‘10:C6<Q_§I_§A3>’ /\11:Q’ /\11:§Q;

1
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om
el =— F {1(1)(M2 m?, m?) + M%I(O)(t M3, m?, m?) — 21(122)(t M3, m?, m*) — 8m21(3)(t M2, m*, m?)},
P
2 m?
el = ) {tJ(l)(t M32) — 4m21(2)(t M2, m?, m?) — 16m4l(3)(t M3, m?, m?)}, el = gF TO(M3, m2, m?), (C4)
P
P— L 50¢ M2 omt 2 P 2tg m’ [(3) M2 2 p__ 306 4
€9 = F—I%J (t, M3, m*, m*), €0~ FP (1, M3, m*, m?), € = m

The contributions of the diagrams in Fig. 1 to the Pauli form factors of the u, d and s quarks are

o= =Mn=MRn=0 fP0=2,0  f0)=-21d,0,

1
£ = —4mte,0 — 16m|:M2é6Q + —(M%( - M)(E[0 — A3 — 1/3] = 581)} (C5)
=S Am i=5,6101112
P=mK,n
where
AL =2, AL =30-X,  AL=0, (C6)
8 16g2
mt = g'm I_(3)(t M3, m?, m?), mf = gm 1(3)(t M3, m?, m?),
F2
P P
mby = gFm (TOM2, m?, m?) — M3T1(t, M3, m2, m?) + 413 (6, M3, m?, m?) + 20151, M3, m?, m?) -
P
— 191, M3, m2, m?))},
» 3c, 4 p dmtcy (1) 2 2
my; = M3, mp, = JW(t, M2, m2, m?).

641> mF3 F?

The contributions of the diagrams in Fig. 2 (vector-meson contributions) to the Dirac and Pauli form factors of the u, d and
s quarks are

0 =1"0=rp"0=0 50 =- Q{Apr(n + 30D + §A¢D¢<t>},
f(lO (1) = k_z" ([Awa(t) = A,D,(0)]eT, — ;—l[/\d,Dw(t) + A,Dy(1)]ely + %BApr(t) + A,D, (1) + 8/\4,D¢(t)]e}70},

. ky (5 | 2 - * R
170 = 20D, 0 + 320D + 5205040} £ = 1) =0

FU0) ) = k—V [AuD (1) = A,D,()]mf, — ‘—‘[Aqbpw(z) + gDy (O]mk, + émpnp(t) T ALD, (1) + 8A¢D¢(z)]m;70},

£ () kv{)\pDP(t)[J“)(t M)+ J“)(t M%)}+2D (DID(r, M2 )+1:t DTV (1, M )}

7T

(C8)

where A, = A3, A, =20 +2I/3 — X5, Ay =20 —1/3 — Ay and Dy(1) = 1/(M3 + 1).
In the expressions above, the convergent parts of the structure integrals are
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_ 1
T, M?) = — —— [t + 3k(0)(t + 4M?)],
(M) = = [+ 3K + 402)]
3
OG22, m?) = 2 [ = ¢(0, M, m, m)(@ — u?)],
64
I_IZ(Z) M2’ mzy mz) = ﬁ[g(t: M, m, m)# - f(t)])
327 m
3
130, M2, m?, m?) = 25’2 s[—2uD, + g(t, M, m, m)(4 — u>D,) + g(0, M, m, m)(4 — u*)D,],
r
3
3 D
IR M2 2, m?) = < [+ 2D,) = uf (1) = g6, My m, m)(4 = 3u2D,) + g0, M, m, m)(é — u?)(2 + 3D.)],
aT-m
3
TG M2 m2 m?) = 2 [urD, — 2g(t, M, m, m)(1 — u2D,) — (0, M, m, m)(8 — 42 + (u2 — 4H)D,)],
5127 m=t
3 1
2@, M2, m2 m?) = S 2D, u(p? = 2)2u — g(0, M, m, m)(4 — u?) + k()2 + (u* — 2)D,)

+ 2H12(Z, M, m, m)(4 - (2 — Mz)zDr)];

_ D
I8 M3, 2, m?) = T [2(4+ 6> — pt 4+ 2(u? — 2)(u? + DD,) — 6k()(2 + (4 — 2D,)

1024 7°m

+2f(NQ2 + (u? = 2)D,)> + g(0, M, m, m)u(4 — pu?)[2(n? + 2) + 3(u? — 2)D,]

— Hp,(t, M, m, m)(12 — 8u? + 27 — 3(u? — 2)°D,)]. (C9)
where

2 — u? 1
H]z([, M, m, m) = ]’l](t, M, m, m) + ]’lz(t, M, m, m)< K >, DT = m (CIO)
T

In the practical calculation, we keep the exact form of the function f(¢), while we expand the functions k(z),
g(t, M, m, m), hy(t, M, m, m) and h,(t, M, m, m) in powers of 6 and u with @ = t/M?* and u = M/m.
Finally, we keep our expressions for €7, and m? up to O(6p, u%) which are explicitly given as

2,2 2

up 3,5 n | D, D2 wp 3.5
——upD ——=2Dz\+—(1—-D,—=Dz]) |

QFIQD |:f(t)<1 4:u“P 7') TP ) T ) T 2T

g'm
32

€

P
5
2.2
p_ &m 5 Sw 5 7 357 13 , 1057 , 107 ,
S S e T ) J75 1 R A Sl R R A I |
“ 16721:%[“"( 2 #r "“P> T(z 24 MP T g P T Ty Hr T e

t

2,23
6$:gm,up +&’ € = 22
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After absorbing divergences coming from vector-meson-exchange diagrams the renormalized LECs are written as
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3 ﬁd M%{ - Be M%{ _ Be M%—r
d g = dip(p) = 7327721;,%( 1 2 e = efplp) — 73277210}7% In—3, e = eg(p) — 3277261?% HF,
8 "2 8 2 (C12)
é; =eh(u) — ;7 > In—7, ey = ef(u) — ;" 5 In—
27 F; 327 F; u
where the B coefficients, taking into account vector mesons, are given by
1+ 5g% 1
Ba, = — R Be,y = @(1 —7g% + ky + 4mcy),
35 1 g’
Bey = — (c6g® + ky) — ——(cg — dcqm) — ——,
144m 16m I9m
11 3 7g* (€13
Be, = — 48m (c6 + ky)g* — Tom (cs — 4cqm) — om’
1 5 1 g’
Bey = _16—m(06 + ky)g® + @(06 — deym) + i
{
and ] ad 1 9 1 4
- — M2
3 My e = MK’?(aM%, 2 3 aM%)E‘I’ (D2)
M? = M2 — M% + EM%,. (C14)
d | BRG] 2 9
m——2,= ME,(E — t+ —2>Eq, (D3)
APPENDIX D: MESON-NUCLEON SIGMA TERMS oy oMy 3 oM,
Two important identities are involved in the evaluation
of the meson-nucleon sigma terms. In particular, the de- 9 9 4 9
rivatives with respect to the current quark masses are R e 2, = Mﬁ"(W -I-§ W)Eq, (D4)
equivalent to the ones with respect to the meson masses s K K

[44]:

with M3, = —M} + 3M3 /2.

d d I 9 1 9 . . .
m—2,= %( 5+ 5 5t 2)2 , (D1) Below we give the exact expression for the typical type
a1 M5 2 0My 3 9M3) ! of derivatives:
|
f S g ML My Mg | My ) 3ML MG Mi My o, Be (M 2Mi My
om 64w |F2 3Fy 27F2] 327m|F%. 3F; 21F; T 64w’ |FL 3 F; 9F2
2 _ e 5 _ e
- gcst, + 28, M2M? — €3M$T(M§< - M2) + Z Mt — 3—2M§T(M;< — M2). (D5)

One should note that there are additional useful relations between different sigma terms [22]. In particular, with the
definitions of yy and ok} we can relate KN and 9N sigma terms to the 77N sigma term as

m+ mg 4 gl= d
A O-KN)
4m

U?(N = 0-7TN(1 + yN)

OkN =

m + 2yymg

u _ I1=1 —
Ogn — 20y, OyN = OgN 3
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