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Dynamically generated axial-vector meson resonance in the chiral symmetry restored

vacuum
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We study the modification of the properties of the axial-vector meson, dynamically generated
through the unitarization procedure, in the vacuum where the chiral symmetry is restored. This
is accomplished by scaling the pion decay constant as the chiral order parameter while keeping
the other input parameters fixed. We find that the mass and width of the axial-vector meson
reduce to those of the vector meson, as anticipated by the Weinberg sum rules. The findings are
consistent with the results of a recent QCD sum rule calculation, wherein the chiral order parameter
is expressed through chiral symmetry-breaking four-quark operators, leading to the mass-squared
difference scaling in proportion to variations in the chiral order parameter. We calculate the scaling
behavior for the mass differences obtained from the unitarization method using both the physical
and massless pion masses.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the generation of hadron mass from
the underlying QCD dynamics is a long-standing funda-
mental problem. Spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking
is believed to play an important role in generating the
masses of hadrons[1–5]. According to the Weinberg sum
rules [6], chiral symmetry breaking is responsible for the
mass difference between chiral partners, and their masses
in the chiral symmetry-restored vacuum should be de-
generate. However, the Weinberg sum rule does not offer
information on how the vector meson mass itself should
depend on the chiral order parameter. Furthermore, it
remains unclear how the mass differences between chiral
partners scale with the chiral order parameter.
Recently, we evaluated the degenerate masses of chi-

ral partners in the QCD sum rules approach by remov-
ing the chiral symmetry-breaking effects from the quark
operators[7, 8]. We found that the masses of chiral part-
ners do indeed become degenerate, with these masses
being slightly lower than those of the lighter particles
among the chiral partners.
In this paper, we will investigate how the mass differ-

ence between chiral partners scales with the chiral order
parameter. To achieve this, we will consider scenarios
where the axial-vector mesons are dynamically generated
through the unitarization procedure, followed by study-
ing the effects of chiral symmetry restoration through
alterations in the pion decay constant.

II. UNITARIZATION PROCEDURE

In Ref. [9], the low-lying axial-vector meson resonances
were studied by calculating the unitarized scattering am-
plitudes generated from the s-wave interaction of vector
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mesons with pseudoscalar mesons. To study the effect
of chiral symmetry restoration in the flavor SU(2) sector
and to compare the results with those obtained previ-
ously by us using QCD sum rule methods[7, 8], we will
begin our discussions on the axial-vector mesons gener-
ated through the ρ-π channel, wherein the pions are con-
sidered massless. Then, to compare the behaviors of the
chiral and parity partners, we consider the symmetry-
broken SU(3) case with the physical input parameters
given in Table I.
The interaction of two-vector and two-pseudoscalar

mesons at the lowest order can be obtained from the fol-
lowing interaction Lagrangian[10].

LI = −1

4
Tr[(∇µVν −∇νVµ)(∇

µV ν −∇
νV µ)], (1)

where Tr runs over 3 flavors. The covariant derivative
∇µ and the vector current Γµ are, respectively, defined
as

∇µVν = ∂µVν + [Γµ, Vν ],

Γµ =
1

2
(u†∂µu+ u∂u†),

u2 =ei(
√
2/f)P .

(2)

Here, f is the pion decay constant, and P (V ) is the pseu-
doscalar meson octet(vector meson nonet) SU(3) matrix.
Expanding the Lagrangian LI up to two-pseudoscalar
fields, one can obtain the two-vector-two-pseudoscalar in-
teraction Lagrangian,

LV V PP = − 1

4f2
Tr([V µ, ∂νVµ][P, ∂νP ]), (3)

accounting for the Weinberg-Tomozawa interaction for
V P → V P process[11–13].
Solving the Bethe-Salpeter equation with the interac-

tion terms above, one can evaluate the transition matrix
T as follows.

T =
−V

1 + V Ĝ
~ǫ · ~ǫ ′, (4)
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where Ĝ = G(1 + 1
3

q2

m2
ρ

),

V (s) =
ǫ · ǫ′
4f2

π

[

3s− 2(m2
ρ +m2

π)−
1

s
(m2

ρ −m2
π)

2

]

, (5)

G(
√
s) =

1

16π2

{

a(µ) + ln
m2

ρ

µ2
+

m2
π −m2

ρ + s

2s
ln

m2
π

m2
ρ

+
q√
s
[ln

(

s− (m2
ρ −m2

π) + 2q
√
s
)

+ ln
(

s+ (m2
ρ −m2

π) + 2q
√
s
)

− ln
(

s− (m2
ρ −m2

π)− 2q
√
s
)

− ln
(

s+ (m2
ρ −m2

π)− 2q
√
s
)

− 2πi]

}

,

(6)

q =
1

2
√
s

√

[s− (mρ +mπ)2][s− (mρ −mπ)2], (7)

ǫ(ǫ′) and mρ(mπ) stand for the polarization four-vector
of incoming(outgoing) vector meson and the mass of ρ(π)
meson, respectively. In this paper, we take the loop in-
tegral G(

√
s) evaluated through dimensional regulariza-

tion.
As explained in Refs. [14, 15], bound states appear

as poles on the positive imaginary q-axis, whereas reso-
nances appear as poles in the lower half-plane of the com-
plex q plane. Thus for Re(

√
s) above the lowest threshold

mρ + mπ, the loop function of Eq. (6) is used with the
solution for the square root in Eq. (7) with Im(q) < 0
(second Riemann sheet) to look for the pole position.
Meanwhile, for Re(

√
s) below the lowest threshold, the

loop function GI(
√
s),

GI(
√
s) = G(

√
s)− i

q

4π
√
s
, (8)

is used with Im(q) > 0 and Re(q) = 0 (first Riemann
sheet). We chose the subtraction constant a(µ = 1 GeV)
to be -1.85 given as an optional choice in Ref. [9]. For
the resonance states, we employed the same value of a(µ)
across varying values of the decay constant fπ. For the
bound states investigated in III B, we chose the subtrac-
tion constant to be -4.08 to ensure the continuity of the
a1 meson mass shift. Also, note that once the subtrac-
tion constant is set, it does not depend on the scale µ,
as the shift of ln

(

µ2
)

in Eq. (6) is canceled through the
change in a(µ).

a′(µ′)− a(µ) = 2 ln(µ/µ′). (9)

Following the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner (GMOR) rela-
tion,

f2
πm

2
π = −(mu +md) 〈q̄q〉 , (10)

we consider the square of the pion decay constant f2
π

as the chiral order parameter, analogous to the quark
condensates in the QCD sum rules approach[7, 8]. As a
consequence of the chiral symmetry breaking, the axial
current couples to the pion state,

〈0| J a
µ,5(x)

∣

∣πb(q)
〉

= iqµfπδabe
−iq·x. (11)

This implies that the pion decay constant plays the role
of the chiral order parameter at the hadron level. The
input values for parameters appearing in the calculations
are given in Table I.

mρ 775.2 MeV

mπ 137.5 MeV

mK∗ 891.6 MeV

mK 497.6 MeV

mω 782.6 MeV

fπ 93 MeV

µ 1 GeV

TABLE I. Input parameter values

III. RESULT

In this section, we present results evaluated from the
unitarization method. We consider two cases: SU(2) in
the chiral limit and SU(3).

A. SU(2) in the Chiral limit

Firstly, we consider the flavour SU(2) case in chiral
limit, where we take mπ = 0 but take the physical values
for mρ and fπ as given in Table I. In this case, the reso-
nances are generated from the ρπ − ρπ channel. Among
the possible isospin states (I = 0, 1, 2) in the channel, we
are interested only in the isospin triplet states (I = 1)
because it is not clear whether the other isospin states
can be directly interpreted as specific meson states. The
quantum numbers of this channel coincide with those of
the a1 resonance(IG, JP ) = (1−, 1+).
Figure 1 shows the mass difference of the chiral part-

ners and the a1 meson decay width, which can be inter-
preted as the decay width difference between the chiral
partners(ρ − a1) since we do not consider the ρ meson
decay width. We find that the results can be fitted well
as linear functions of the pion decay constant square.

ma1
−mρ = 136.9

(

f∗
π

fπ

)2

,

Γa1
= 267.6

(

f∗
π

fπ

)2

.

(12)
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FIG. 1. The black dashed line represents the difference be-
tween the vacuum mass of ρ meson and the evaluated a1 me-
son mass as a function of the pion decay constant normalized
to the vacuum value. The red line represents the decay width
of a1 meson. The dotted lines stand for the linear fitting in
Eq. (12). The values are calculated in the limit(mπ = 0).

It should be noted that, by generalizing the Wein-
berg type sum rule, one finds that the difference of mass
squares scales as the chiral order parameter[16]. As can
be seen in Figure 2, this is also consistent with the present
result to a lesser degree.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

FIG. 2. The normalized dependence of the mass square dif-
ference in comparison to the mass difference.

In the unitary approach, as pointed out in Ref. [9],
the large uncertainty in the a1 decay width may lead to
an underestimation of the mass difference. Additionally,
both the mass and the decay width values depend on the
choice of the subtraction constant a(µ) in Eq. (6). Never-
theless, despite these uncertainties, the approximate lin-

ear dependence in Eq. (12) remains valid.

B. SU(3) with physical pion mass

In this subsection, we investigate two axial vector me-
son resonances, namely a1 and f1. Note that isospin
singlet f1 resonance is a flavor singlet in SU(2) and part
of the nonet in SU(3) with symmetry breaking in which
the octet is mixed with the singlet. Hence, while ρ− a1
are chiral partners, ω−f1 are parity parnters[17] To com-
pare the behavior of chiral partners and parity partners,
we consider the SU(3) chiral Lagrangian and will use the
physical values of the pseudo-Goldstone boson masses.
Furthermore, we will use the same value and scaling be-
havior for the decay constants of all pseudo-Goldstone
bosons.
In Figure 3, we illustrate the shift in the ρ − a1 mass

difference and the decay width of the a1 resonance un-
der symmetry restoration. As previously pointed out in
Ref. [9], the a1 resonance is predominantly influenced by
the ρπ channel. Consequently, the results remain largely
consistent whether we include the channels containing
the K∗K state or not. Unlike the chiral limit, the finite
mass of the pion results in a gap between the vector me-
son mass and the threshold energy of the ρ− π channel.
As shown in Fig 3, the mass difference above the thresh-
old exhibits a linear dependence similar to the previous
case. Below the threshold, the a1 meson properties arise
from the bound state of ρ and π in this approach, re-
sulting in a different behavior as a function of the chiral
order parameter.
Fig 4 shows that depending on whether or not they

form chiral partners, the mass difference behaves differ-
ently. The chiral partners, ρ and a1 have degenerate
mass states when chiral symmetry is restored. Mean-
while, the significant fraction of the mass difference be-
tween the parity partners remains even after the symme-
try restoration[8, 17].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have explored the modifications to the
properties of axial-vector mesons associated with chiral
symmetry restoration. By manipulating the value of f2

π

in the potential V (s), we have investigated how these
properties evolve during the restoration of chiral symme-
try. In the chiral limit, both the mass and decay width
of the a1 meson exhibits a linear decrease as the order
parameter decreases. However, in the presence of explicit
symmetry breaking, these properties do not change lin-
early but retain a monotonic decreasing behavior.
We conclude that the mass difference between chiral

partners vanishes when chiral symmetry is restored. On
the other hand, the mass of f1 barely decreases and the
mass difference to its parity partner remains large even
when chiral symmetry is restored. This implies that the
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FIG. 3. The black dashed line represents the difference be-
tween the vacuum mass of the ρ meson and the evaluated
mass of the a1 meson as a function of the pion decay constant,
normalized to the vacuum value. The red line represents the
decay width of a1 meson. The values are calculated with the
physical pion mass(mπ = 137.5 MeV).

FIG. 4. The normalized mass difference between the chiral
partners versus the pion decay constant normalized with its
vacuum value. The upper bound of each patch represents the
mass difference(mA − mV ) normalized as the vacuum value.
The lower bound of each patch stands for the mass square
difference(m2

A −m2

V ).

spontaneous breakdown of chiral symmetry has a minor
effect on the generation of the mass difference between
parity partners, consistent with the QCD sum rule result
and expected from general consideration[17].
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