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Abstract

The Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model is considered with flavor-dependent coupling constantsGij
[
(ψ̄λiψ)(ψ̄λjψ) + (ψ̄iγ5λiψ)(ψ̄iγ5λjψ)

]
for i, j = 0, 1..N2

f − 1, and Nf = 3. A self consistent calculation of quark effective masses and coupling
constants is performed making the strange quark effective mass to vary considerably. Quantum mechanical
mixings between up, down and strange constituent quarks yields a strangeness content of the light u and d
quarks constituent and of the pions. DIfferent estimates for the strangeness contribution for the pion mass
are provided.

1 Introduction

Hadron structure involves a large number of degrees of freedom and intrincated phenomena. Consequently
their description with analytical methods in Quantum Chromodynamics presents many difficulties that
usually require some approximative schemes being also possible to resort to effective models usually valid
within a range of a variable, usually energy, associated to some physical scale. In spite of the limitations
of an effective model, when compared to first principles calculations, one might expect that improvements
eventually may produce a framework hoppefully comparable to effective field theories (EFT) if fundamental
properties of QCD are taken into account by introducing the correct degrees of freedom in a suitable and
correct way. Besides that, effective models can show very clearly the main connections between observables
and the corresponding relevant degrees of freedom. The quark-level Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model (NJL)
[1, 2, 3] captures some important features of quark dynamics and it has shown to be appropriate to describe
several aspects of hadrons whenever Dynamical Chiral Symmetry Breaking (DChSB) plays an important
role. It provides a framework, in general, consistent with the constituent quark model [4]. Constituent, or
dressed, quark masses are obtained with contributions of the chiral condensates that, added to the masses
originated from the Higgs boson, provides the correct scale of magnitude of hadrons masses [5, 6]. Usually,
DChSB is only produced as long as coupling constants are minimally strong and this imposes restrictions
in coupling constant of the NJL model. A strongly interacting gluon cloud can be seen as to give rise to
(at least part of) the NJL coupling constant [7, 8, 9, 10] and, among other possible related mechanisms,
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trace anomaly might also be involved in that [11]. Other similar successfull calculations with contact-
interactions, usually vector-current interactions inspired in large gluon effective mass induced interaction,
have also been done [12, 13], although there might have a (at least partial) relation between these models
because of the Fierz transformations.

Light hadron spectrum is mostly described quite well by NJL-type models in agreement with the quark
model for which therefore, in addition to valence quarks, their corresponding quark-antiquark condensates
produce important contributions. Indeed, other partons, besides the valence quarks, were shown to be
needed to describe with precision hadron masses, spin and other properties in different approaches, for few
examples [5, 17, 14, 15, 16]. Among these partons, strange sea quarks might yield a strangeness content
of the non-strange light hadron sector by starting with the nucleon properties. Results for electromagnetic
properties of the nucleon suggest a strangeness content (s-content) to be of the order of 5% [18, 20, 19, 21,
22, 23, 24]. The strange, up and down sea quark densities, however, were found to be nearly the same [21].
Among the light hadrons, pions and kaons are quasi-Goldstone bosons of the DChSB and it becomes of
special interest to understand further their detailed structure. Current investigations in different facilities,
for example EIC, JLab and AMBERS-CERN, are planned to investigate the (parton structure of the) pion
and the kaon. Earlier estimates about the strangeness content of the pion by means of mesons loops, that
reduce mesons masses [25], an extremely small contribution to their masses was found [26]. In the present
work this subject is investigated in the framework of the NJL model.

Quark-antiquark polarization for the NJL-model was found to provide flavor dependent corrections to
the NJL coupling constant [27]. Being an effective model for QCD, it is reasonable to expect that all the
(free) parameters of the model might be traced back to degrees of freedom of QCD . At the QCD level
the quark current masses are the only parameters containing flavor symmetry breaking and therefore, in
an effective model, contributions of these parameters should be expected for all the free parameters of the
effective model, similarly to the underlying ideas for an effective field theory (EFT) [28, 29, 30]. Preliminary
perturbative estimation for pseudoscalar and scalar light mesons masses, in the absence of mixing-type
interactions, showed that flavor-dependent coupling constants change resulting mesons masses slightly less
than the flavor-dependence of quark effective masses and the sizeable corrections improve description of
several observables. In the present work, a self consistent calculation of coupling constants and effective
masses will be done. In a self consistent calculation the dynamics of different quark flavors become directly
interdependent and each of the quarks, u,d and s, develops components due to the others, as it will be
shown explicitely. The resulting s-content of u and d constituent quarks can be understood in terms of the
quantum mixings because of the eigenstates, with corresponding interactions, of two different flavor-U(N)
representations for quarks and quark-antiquark mesons [31, 5]. Although fundamental up-down-strange
quark mixings are given in terms of the Cabibbo angle for the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix
[32, 17], the nature of the polarization process and the amplification of the quark masses due to DChSB make
less clear a direct and unambiguous association of the mixing found in this work with the corresponding
amplified Cabibbo angles. The method employed to derive these coupling constants made possible to derive
form factors for constituent quarks interacting with quark-antiquark light mesons in a dynamical way, as
well as average quadratic radia, and also a whole effective field theory for large Nc QCD with corrections
due to quark current masses [33, 34].

Therefore, in this work, the strangeness content of the u and d constituent quarks and of the neutral and
charged pion masses will be analyzed in the NJL model with flavor-dependent coupling constants. Different
estimations for the strangeness contribution for the up and down quarks effective masses and for the neutral
and charged pion masses will be provided. The work is organized as follows. In the next section the whole
framework will be reminded with particular attention to the definition of the coupling constants and of
logics of the self consistent calculation of Gij and quark effective masses will be presented. The bound state
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equation, a Bethe-Salpeter equation at the Born level, i.e. with constant amplitude, (BSE) for the quark-
antiquark pseudoscalar mesons will be also briefly reminded. Numerical results will be presented in the
following section for sets of coupling constants generated by three different gluon propagators. Results will
be compared with a calculation for the flavor-independent NJL model with a coupling constant of reference
G0. The neutral pion and kaon masses, or conversely the charged pion and kaon masses, will be used to fix
the set of parameters with which further observables are also presented to assess the overall predictions of the
model within the self consistent calculation. After the self consistent calculation, the strange quark effective
mass will be freely varied, by keeping the self consistency of the up and down constituent quark effective
masses and the coupling constants, such as to understand the role of the quark-antiquark strange condensate
on the up and down quark effective masses and pion masses. Particular values for mass differences will be
also presented such that different strange quark contributions for the up and down quark and the pion
masses are envisaged. In the last section there is a Summary.

2 Masses and coupling constants: a self consistent analysis

The generating functional of the NJL model with flavor dependent corrections to the coupling constants
can be written as:

Z[η, η̄] =

∫
Dψ,ψ̄exp

[
i

∫
x

{
ψ̄(i/∂ −mf )ψ +Gij

[
(ψ̄λiψ)(ψ̄λjψ) + (ψ̄iγ5λiψ)(ψ̄iγ5λjψ)

]
+ Ls

}]
, (1)

where Dψ,ψ̄ = D[ψ, ψ̄] is the functional measure,
∫
x =

∫
d4x, the subscript f=u,d,s is used for the flavor

SU(3) fundamental representation, i, j = 0, ...N2
f − 1 is used for flavor indices in the adjoint representation,

being Nf = 3 the number of flavors, and λi are the flavor Gell-Mann matrices with λ0 =
√

2/3I. Quark
sources are encoded in Ls = η̄ψ + ψ̄η. The coupling constant Gij = (G0 + G̃ij) have a component due to
gluon dynamics that is calculated for the case of a global color model in which quark-antiquark interaction
is mediated by a non perturbative gluon exchange. By means of the background field method in the very
long wavelength limit they were found to be given by:

G̃ij = d2Nc(αg
2)2 TrD TrF

∫
d4k

(2π)4
S0f (k)R(k)iγ5λiS0f (−k)R(−k)iγ5λj , (2)

where TrD, T rF are the traces in Dirac and flavor indices, α = 4/9, g2 is the running quark-gluon coupling

constant, dn = (−1)n

2n , S0f (k) is the Fourier transform of the effective quark propagator S0f (x − y) which
account for the DChSB by means of the quark effective mass Mf or M∗f as discussed below. In this last
equation R(k) = 2(RT (k) + RL(k)), where RT (k) and RL(k) are transversal and longitudinal components
of an effective gluon propagator in a covariant gauge. Other types of contributions, due to gauge boson
dynamics and confinement, proportional to delta functions, δ(p2), provide smaller or vanishing contributions
[27]. The following important properties, due to CP and electromagnetic U(1) invariances, hold:

Gij = Gji, G22 = G11, G55 = G44, G77 = G66. (3)

The mixing type interactions Gi 6=j are proportional to quark effective mass differences and therefore they
have considerably smaller numerical values. Within the usual approach for the NJL, scalar and pseudoscalar,
Si, Pi, auxiliary fields are introduced by means of an unit integral multiplied in the generating functional
with the corresponding shifts with quark currents that make possible the integration of the quark field. In
the limit of degenerate quark effective masses, Mu = Md = Ms, the coupling constants reduce to a single
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constant that, as discussed below, will be normalized to be the coupling constant of reference G0 such
that: Gij → G0δij and the standard treatment of the model can be done. In this case the quark effective
masses of constituent quarks are obtained with the contribution of the scalar-quark-antiquark condensate,
Mf = ms + S̄f , where S̄f are the solutions of the auxiliary field gap equations. Gap equations might
be found as saddle point equations for the scalar and pseudoscalar auxiliary fields Si, Pi and non trivial
solutions should emerge for the (neutral) scalar fields S0, S3, S8. For the coupling constant of reference G0

these equations can be written as:

(G1) Mf −mf = G0Tr(S0,f (0)). (4)

The gap equations for the model (1) however receive corrections from the flavor dependent coupling
constants. The final values of the coupling constants Gij therefore are obtained from a self consistent
calculation with the corrected gap equations as discussed below such that:

Gij = Gij(M
∗
u ,M

∗
d ,M

∗
s ). (5)

In these equations for Gij one has the first type of mixing interactions, i.e. Gi 6=j , that are numerically
much smaller than the diagonal ones Gii because they depend on the differences between quark effective
masses and they will not be considered in most part of this work.

Corrections to the coupling constant from polarization, however, might produce spurius increasing values
of the NJL coupling constant that is a free parameters of the model. To make possible comparisons of
numerical results from different choices of the gluon propagator for Gij with results from a coupling constant
of reference, G0 = 10GeV−2, a normalization procedure will be adopted after the calculation of the integrals
in eqs. (5). Since polarization process should produce corrections to an initial NJL -coupling constant, say
G0 the following resulting complete coupling constant should be obtained to compute observables:

Gcompij = (G0 +Gij) Ḡ0, (6)

where Gij is obtained by eq. (2) and Ḡ0 is a renormalization factor that brings the resulting value to a value
of reference whenever the symmetric limit is reached, i.e. Gij(m

∗) = G0δij = 10GeV−2, being, in that limit,
m∗ = m∗u = m∗d = m∗s. Besides that, the different effective gluon propagator with the running quark-gluon
coupling constant, defined below, have different normalizations and it becomes important to normalize all
the results by a common factor to make possible to understand the role of each of the variables in the set of
parameters and effective gluon propagator. By choosing, for example, the charged pion mass to be a fitted
parameter/observable for Gcomp11 = 10 GeV−2, the following normalization, written in the main text, can be
used:

Gni=j ≡ G
comp
i=j = 10× Gsymδij +Gij

Gsymδij +G11
. (7)

Because the coupling constants G11 is almost equal to G33, it makes basically no difference to adopt neutral
or charged pion mass to be a fitted parameter. In the flavor-symmetric calculation for the NJL model,
polarization effect contributes with around 20% − 30% of the original value of G0 [35, 36] and the above
normalization is compatible with these results. For the mixing type interactions Gi 6=j a similar reasoning
is adopted, being that in the flavor symmmetric limit and in the original NJL model Gni 6=j = 0, so that one
can write:

Gni 6=j = 10× Gij
Gsym

. (8)
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This normalization is compatible with the one for diagonal Gii although it is somewhat arbitrary. This
normalization (7) is different from the one considered in the perturbative investigation [27] and, although
numerical results for Gij are somewhat similar to the ones presented in the perturbative case just mentioned,
it was found to be more appropriated for the convergence of the self consistent numerical calculations.

These corrections for the NJL-coupling constants can re-arrange quark effective masses. Restricting to
the diagonal generators, i, j = 0, 3, 8, the coupling constants for the diagonal flavor singlet quark currents,
Gff (f = u, d, s), can be defined in the following way:

Gnij(ψ̄λiψ)(ψ̄λjψ) = 2 Gf1f2(ψ̄λf1ψ)(ψ̄λf2ψ), (9)

where λf1 are three single-entry matrices obtained from combinations of diagonal Gell-Mann matrices with
a single non zero matrix element that are: λu = 1e11, λd = 1e22 and λs = 1e33, where eii is a diagonal
matrix element. The following relations between the coupling constants Gii and Gff in the absence of the
(numerically smaller) mixing-type interactions, Gi 6=j = Gf1 6=f2 = 0, are obtained:

2Guu = 2
Gn00

3
+Gn33 + xs

Gn88

3
,

2Gdd = 2
Gn00

3
+Gn33 + xs

Gn88

3
,

2Gss = 2
Gn00

3
+ 4xs

Gn88

3
, (10)

where xs is an ad hoc parameter to control the strength ofG88. For equal quark masses the flavor independent
coupling constants reduce to an unique constant Gij = Gsymδij and Gf1f2 = Gsymδf1f2 . Note that for the
diagonal interactions i, j = 0, 3, 8 one has Guu = Gdd. Two cases for the strangeness content of the coupling
constants will be considered by introducing a parameter xs in G88 that provide the a contributions from the
asymmetry of strange to up and down quark dynamics. Therefore an ad doc parameter xs, that controls its
strength will be introduced by multiplying G88 and it will be made variable to test with more details the
contribution of the strangeness in the u and d sector. This parameter can be set xs = 1 at any time, without
loss of generality, in which case one can expect to reach a physical point that describes mesons masses. Also,
it can be used to make the flavor-breaking content of G88 to be suppressed whenever xsG88 = 10 GeV−2,
that is the value of reference for the flavor symmetric point. The following cases will be considered into the
equations of Gff as written above:

(M2) xsG88 = 10 GeV −2,

(M3) xsG88 = G88 GeV
−2, (11)

In the first case, M2, the role of strangeness does not take into account the flavor- asymmetry interaction
G88 which is obtained from the eighth flavor generator λ8/2. The second case, M3, is obtained with a more
realistic account of the strange quark content.

The gap equations for the flavor dependent coupling constants in the absence of mixing-type interactions
can be written as:

(G2) M∗f −mf = Gff Tr (S0,f (0)), (12)

where Tr includes traces in color, flavor and Dirac indices and momentum integral, and S0,f (x− y) is the
quark propagator in terms of the quark effective masses M∗f .
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2.1 Mesons bound state equation

Pseudoscalar auxiliary fields for the composite quark-antiquark states can describe pseudoscalar mesons. In
particular for the case of the pseudoscalar mesons, the two point Green’s function have pole at a time-like
momentum P 2 = P 2

0 = −M2
PS , at zero tridimensional (Euclidean) momentum ~P = 0, where MPS is the

mass of the pseudoscalar meson. The NJL- model condition for the quark-antiquark pseudoscalar BSE can
be written as:

1− 2GijI
ij
f1f2

(P 2
0 = −M2

PS ,
~P 2 = 0) = 0, (13)

where

Iijf1f2(P0, ~P ) = TrD,F,C

∫
d4k

(2π)4
λiiγ5S0,f1(k + P/2)λjiγ5S0,f2(k − P/2), (14)

where the different flavor indices for the case of the pion bound states are the following: π0 with i, j = 3 and
f1, f2 = u, d and π± with i, j = 1, 2 and f1, f2 = u, d. Kaons and some of the scalar mesons were discussed
in [27].

In particular for the case of the pions and kaons, one can writte the following reduced equation:

(M2
PS − (M∗f1 −M

∗
f2)2)GijI

f1f2
2 =

Gij
2

(
mf1

Gf1f1M
∗
f1

+
mf2

Gf2f2M
∗
f2

)
+ 1− 1

2

(
Gij
Gf1f1

+
Gij
Gf2f2

)
. (15)

In this equation there as a logarithmic divergent integral given by:

If1f22 =

∫
d4k

(2π)2

1

Rf1

1

Rf2
, (16)

where Rf = k2 +M∗f
2 in Euclidean momentum space. These integrals are solved with the same 3-dim cutoff

Λ of the gap equations,

3 Numerical results

Flavor dependent coupling constants were calculated by considering three different effective gluon propaga-
tors each of the two different sets of current quark masses and UV cutoff S and V3. These effective gluon
propagators will be labeled by: 2,5 and 6. They incorporate the quark-gluon running coupling constant
g2 as shown below. The first effective gluon propagator (2) is a transversal one extracted from Schwinger
Dyson equations calculations [37, 38]. It can be written as:

(S2, V 32) : D2(k) = g2RT (k) =
8π2

ω4
De−k

2/ω2
+

8π2γmE(k2)

ln
[
τ + (1 + k2/Λ2

QCD)2
] , (17)

where γm = 12/(33 − 2Nf ), Nf = 4, ΛQCD = 0.234GeV, τ = e2 − 1, E(k2) = [1 − exp(−k2/[4m2
t ])/k

2,
mt = 0.5GeV , D = 0.553/ω (GeV2) and ω = 0.5GeV.

The second type of effective gluon propagator is based in a longitudinal effective confining parameteri-
zation [39] that can be written as:

(S5,6, V 35,6) : Dα=5,6(k) = g2RL,α(k) =
KF

(k2 +M2
α)2

, (18)
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whereKF = (0.5
√

2π)2/0.6 GeV2, as considered in previous works [34] to describe several mesons-constituent
quark effective coupling constants and form factors, with, however, either a constant effective gluon mass
(M5 = 0.8 GeV) or a running effective mass given by: M6 = M6(k2) = 0.5

1+k2/ω2
6
GeV for ω6 = 1GeV.

The sets of (free) parameters, that reproduce the neutral pion and kaon masses after the self consistent
calculation, are given in Table (1): current quark masses mu,md, ms and the ultraviolet (UV) cutoff Λ.
In this Table the resulting effective masses from the gap equation (G1), for G0, are also presented. It
is important to emphasize that the only role of the effective gluon propagator is to produce numerical
results for Gij . The sets of parameters S and V3 yield the same overal behavior of results when M∗s is
varied, therefore figures will be exhibitted only for S. Having obtained these fittings from the self consistent
calculation, for different sets of Gij , kaons are neglected and the investigation of the contribution of the
strangeness is done. For this, the free-variation of the effective mass, M∗s , will be done, by keeping the
effective masses of the up and down quarks calculated self consistently. The values of the mesons masses
at the physical point, obtained from the sets of parameters of Table (1), will be shown below in Table
(2). The strange quark current mass, ms, is not really relevant for the pion observables, but it helps to
define the physical point, where kaon masses are obtained, and to keep track of the value of the strange
quark-antiquark condensate.

Table 1: Sets of parameters: Lagrangian quark masses, ultraviolet cutoff and the quark effective masses obtained from
an initial NJL-gap equation (G1) for G0 = 10GeV−2.

set of mu md ms Λ Mu Md Ms

parameters MeV MeV MeV MeV MeV MeV MeV
S 3 7 133 680 405 415 612

V3 3 7 133 685 422 431 625

In figures (1) and (2) results for the self consistent calculation for the up and strange flavor-dependent
coupling constants, Guu and Gss, are presented as functions of the (freely-varied) strange quark effective
mass M∗s for the sets S2, S5 and S6 and for the parameterizations M2 and M3. All the resulting Gff
are normalized in the flavor symmetric point according to eq. (7), i.e. Gff (M∗ = m∗) = 10GeV−2 when
M∗u = M∗d = M∗s = m∗. Results are sounder physically for M∗s ≥ ms ' 0.133 GeV, below this value, M∗s
represents nearly a variable strange quark current mass in the absence of self-consistency. Result for the
down quark is the same as Guu, according to eqs. (10). The different coupling constants Gij obtained for
the different effective gluon propagators (S2, S5 and S6) may produce quite different numerical results (in
particular for M3) although the overall behavior is basically the same. The behavior for small and large
strange quark effective mass limits are quite different depending on the set S2, S5 or S6. For lower values of
M∗s , the sets S2 and S6 that have larger variations than S5. For larger strange quark effective masses the
quantities Gff become smaller and tend to reach finite definite values at M∗s → ∞ that tend to be nearly
independent of the gluon propagator. Note that the strange quark effective mass that produces correct
values for the kaon masses is around 0.550− 0.580 GeV (for M3), shown in the Table 4) below, for all the
sets S2, S5, S6 and for V 32, V 35, V 36.
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Figure 1: The up quark coupling constant Guu, eq. (10), as a function of M∗s , arbitrarily varied. Up and down quark
masses are obtained self consistently from their gap equations (G2).
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Figure 2: The strange quark coupling constant Gss, eq. (10), as a function of M∗s , arbitrarily varied. Up and down
quark effective masses are obtained self consistently from their gap equations (G2).
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In figure (3) the up quark effective mass, as self consistent solution to the gap (G2), eq. (12), is presented
as a function of the strange quark effective mass M∗s that is made to vary freely. Again, the figure has a
clear meaning for M∗s > ms. The point in which all the cases coincide is the symmetric point Gij = Gsymδij
due to the normalization adopted.

The self consistency is implemented for both cases M2 and M3 that controls the strangeness dependence
of G88. The ”physical value ” of M∗s , i.e., the value that reproduces the correct kaons masses, being solution
of the gap equation G2, is around 0.500 − 0.600GeV depending on set S2, S5, S6, as presented in Table
(2). This self consistence procedure lowers the values of the quark effective masses. It is interesting to note
that both limits, zero and very large strange quark effective mass, might be, in different ways, somehow
associated to absence of strangeness in the up and down quark dynamics.

Figure 3: Self consistent solutions for the up quark effective mass, M∗u , obtained from the gap equation (G2) (12), as
a function of M∗s that is arbitrarily varied.

In figure (4) the difference between the self consistent solutions of down and up quark effective masses,
M∗d −M∗u , is presented as a function of the strange quark effective mass M∗s that is freely varied. Again
it is important to stress that the quantity M∗s ≥ ms corresponds to varying the strange chiral condensate
arbitrarily. It can be seen that the parameterizations M3 (smaller symbols) yield much larger variation of
M∗d −M∗u mainly for the case of smaller strange quark masses. The behavior with M∗s is the opposite of
the individual quark effective masses M∗u ,M

∗
d . The difference in the results between the sets S2, S5, S6 (i.e.

effective gluon propagator) reaches around only 1 MeV either for M2 or M3, that is of the order of 10% of
the effective mass difference.
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Figure 4: Self consistent values for the down and up quarks effective mass difference (M∗d −M∗u) as a function of M∗s ,
arbitrarily varied, both of them obtained from the gap equations (G2) eqs. (12).

In figure (5) the neutral pion mass as a function of the strange quark effective mass is exhibitted
for the self consistent values of M∗u ,M

∗
d and coupling constants and for M∗s freely varying. Because of

the normalization adopted, the point in which all the cases coincide is the symmetric point for which
Gij = Gsymδij . The same sets of parameters S2, S5 and S6 were considered for the two parameterizations
M2 and M3. Both limits of strange quark mass going to zero and going to infinite are well defined, although
some points were left out of the figure to emphasize the behavior for M∗s > ms, i.e. for the strange quark
condensate. It is seen that the variation of the pion mass with the strange quark effective mass is larger for
smaller strange quark masses, i.e. smaller or vanishing strange quark condensate.
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Figure 5: Mπ0 as a function of M∗s , arbitrarily varied. All the other parameters M∗u ,M
∗
d and coupling constants are

obtained self consistently.

Finally, in the figure (6) the mass difference of charged and neutral pions, ∆Mπ = Mπ± − Mπ0 , is
exhibitted as a function of the strange quark effective mass, arbitrarily varied. Whereas parameterizations
M3, smaller symbols, provide small values of ∆Mπ for smaller M∗s , for large strange quark masses param-
eterizations M3 tends however to produce an increase considerably larger than M2. M2 (M3) makes the
mass difference to reach a maximum value close to 0.15− 0.20MeV (0.15− 0.27MeV) for M∗s > 0.8GeV.
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Figure 6: ∆Mπ = Mπ± −Mπ0 as a funciton of M∗s , arbitrarily varied. All the other parameters M∗u ,M
∗
d and coupling

constants are obtained self consistently.

3.1 Other observables

In this section some of the observables calculated with the resulting quark and mesons masses and coupling
constants are described and their values are displayed in Table II.

The quark-antiquark scalar condensate, chiral condensate, is defined as:

< (q̄q)f >≡ −Tr (S0,f (k)) , (19)

and therefore is directly calculated by means of the solutions for the gap equations for the three flavors.
Values in the Table correspond to the final self consistent solution of the (G2), i.e. eq. (12). These values
improve initial estimation when calculated for G0 and Mf .

The quark-meson, pion or kaon, coupling constants, or correspondingly the normalization of the field,
obtained from the residue of the pole of the vertex can be written as [2, 3]:

GqqPS =

(
∂Πij(P

2)

∂P 2
0

)−2

P 2
0≡−M2

ps

, (20)

where the values were calculated at the physical mesons masses P 2
0 = −M2

ps, and the polarization tensor

was written in eq. (14), Πij(P
2) = Iijf1f2(P 2

0 ,
~P 2).

The weak decay constant of charged mesons, pion and kaon, Fps = Fπ, FK , can be calculated as [2, 3]:

Fps =
Nc GqqPS

4

∫
d4q

(2π)4
TrF,D (γµγ5λi Sf1(q + P/2)λjSf2(q − P/2))

∣∣∣∣
P 2
0 =−M2

ps

, (21)
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where f1, f2 correspond to the quark/antiquark of the meson and i, j are the associated flavor indices as
discussed for eq. (14).

The pseudoscalar mesons mixing that is responsible for the eta-eta’ mass difference can also be addressed
by means of the flavor-dependent coupling constants due to the mixing-type interaction G08. The auxiliary
fields can be introduced by means of functional delta functions in the generating functional [40, 41], for the
case of the pseudoscalar fields one can write:

1 =

∫
D[Pi] δ

(
Pi −Gikjkps

)
, (22)

where jkps = ψ̄λkiγ5ψ, i, k = 0, 3, 8 provides the needed components to describe the mesons η, η′ and
π0, and where the fields dimensions are properly taken into account. This method neglects possible non
factorizations [42] which, nevertheless, can be expected to be small. This definition is completely compatible
with usual auxiliary fields when mixing interactions are neglected. For the mixing-type interactions Gi 6=j
for i, j = 0, 3, 8 one can neglect the neutral pion field P3 since its mixings interactions, G03 and G38, are
still smaller than G08. By considering resulting auxiliary field and corresponding mesons masses, written
in the adjoint representation, M2

iiP
2
i , one can write, in general, the following quadratic terms from the

pseudoscalar auxiliary fields with the mixing interactions Gij :

Lmix = −M
2
88

2
P 2

8 −
M2

00

2
P 2

0 + 2Gn08Ḡ08P0P8 +O(P3, P
2
3 )... (23)

where M2
ii include the contributions from Gi=j derived above, and

Ḡ08 =
2

Gn00

(
Gn88 −

Gn
08

2

Gn
00

) , (24)

where the mixing terms Gi 6=j are exclusively obtained from the one-loop polarization. By performing the
usual rotation to mass eigenstates η, η′, according to the convention from [43], it can be written:

|η > = cos θps|P8 > − sin θps|P0 >,

|η′ > = sin θps|P8 > + cos θps|P0 > . (25)

Although one needs two angles to describe both masses, η, η′ [44], in this work only the mass difference will
be calculated being directly due to the mixing-type interaction G08. Therefore resulting mixing angle θps
- as calculated for the mass difference - turns out to be, basically, a composition of the usual two mixing
angles θ0, θ8. By calculating Lint in this mass eingestates basis, and comparing to the above 0− 8 mixing,
the following η − η′ mixing angle is obtained:

θps =
1

2
arcsin

(
8Gn08Ḡ08

(M2
η −M2

η′)

)
. (26)

This equation provides numerical results similar to the equation used in [27] being however more complete.
As commented above, the normalization of the coupling constants Gi 6=j is more ambiguous than the diagonal
ones and this has direct consequences in the estimations of θps.

In Table (2) several observables calculated for the sets of parameters shown above (S and V3 for the
three different gluon propagators 2,5 and 6 and G0) are exhibitted. The neutral pion and kaon masses were
fitted to values close to the experimental value, Mπ0 = 135 MeV and MK0 = 498 MeV. For the case of the
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pion, there are two estimates, one for the set M2 and the other from M3. The flavor-dependent coupling
constants, however, tends to lower the mesons masses with respect to their values calculated with G0. All
the other observables, are obtained from the more complete calculation with M3. Self consistency, and
a more complete account of strangeness in the coupling constants by means of M3, lead to lower values
of the mesons masses and quark effective masses and the need of a larger value of the UV cutoff. The
initial fit of the neutral pion mass, for the value of reference for the coupling constant G0 = 10 GeV−2,
was found to be Mπ0 = 136.4 − 137.1 MeV. The final value with the flavor-dependent coupling constants
and strange effective mass close to value that reproduce a physical point, for M3 goes to Mπ0 = 133− 135
GeV, whereas for M2 it goes to Mπ0 = 135.0 − 136.3 GeV. Although the sets M2 pin down the correct
(expected) value the idea is to show the effect of the mixing by comparing with the more complete result
from M3. The estimation for the charged pion and kaon masses, Mπ± ,MK± , are in quite good agreement
with experimental or expected values. Note that, electromagnetic effects are not taken into account, and
the expected mass differences due to strong interactions effects have opposite signs and they are respectively
Mπ± −Mπ0 ' 0.1 MeV and MK± −MK0 ' −5.3 MeV [45, 46, 47]. The kaon masses are exhibitted for the
sake of completeness to show the entire set of observables used to fit parameters in the self consistent part
of the calculation and the prediction for the neutral-charged meson mass difference.

The values of the charged pion and kaon decay constants Fπ, FK are not far from the experimen-
tal/expected values (e.v.) although the choice made for the fitting yielded a much better value for the
kaon decay constant than Fπ, differently from usual results in the literature, see e.g. in [12] and references
therein. These results show an improvement with respect to the standard NJL model treament. The up,
down and strange quarks condensates, < ūu >,< d̄d > and < s̄s >, and the pion (kaon)-quark coupling
constants Gπqq (GKqq) are also presented. The last observable shown in the Table is the pseudoscalar
mesons mixing angle θps that provides the η − η′ mixing that is usually defined for other types of effective
interactions [48, 49]. It emerges due to the mixing-interaction coupling constant G08 and it makes possible
to reproduce the mass difference between Mη = 548MeV and Mη′ = 958 MeV [43]. These values still
eventually may change further by different values of the UV cutoff and current quark masses besides effects
from the mixing-type interactions. Although the values of all the observables are not as close as they could
be to the experimental or expected values they are somewhat improved with respect to the flavor indepen-
dent calculation which is represented in the Table by the column for the set of parameters with G0. It is
important to stress that, the coupling constants of reference is slightly larger than usual values and this
makes the values of the condensates to be larger than they should. Large values of G0, however, favor the
convergence of the self consistent solutions for masses and coupling constants. A criterium for analyzing
the s-content of the pion is the probability of finding a sea s-quark in it, denoted by Pr-s-content π. It can
be approximately defined by means of the change in the pion normalization, Zπ = G2

qqπ, with respect to
the calculation with G0. The most relevant reason for this change in the normalization is the variation of
the strange quark effective mass (condensate). However, due to the self consistency of the problem, there
might have other much smaller contributions due to up and down quarks. These values are considerably
larger than the estimation from ref. [26] based on meson loops.

Finally, in the last two last lines the reduced chi-square for each of the set of parameters for two
different situations are presented always for calculation with M3. Firstly the chiral condensates are taken
into account, resulting in ten observables being two fitted observables, and secondly if the condensates
are neglected, it provides seven observables with two fitted observables. The e.v. value for pseudoscalar
mixing angle and quark-antiquark condensates were taken to be the average value of those shown in the
last column of the Table. These two different estimations of the chi-square were done because, although the
resulting values of the chiral condensates are improved with respect to the flavor-independent calculation,
the deviations of their (corrected) values are still large with respect to the e.v. and this makes χ2

red to be
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very large. Another source of increase of the chi-squared are the values of Fπ. Although the pion decay
constant was not really in agreement with experimental value, the important point is that the relative results
FK − Fπ is slightly improved with respect to standard NJL, that corresponds to the set of parameters for
G0. As discussed above, the relatively large value of G0 may responsible for these discrepancies, and further
terms in the gap equations, eventually due to higher order interactions, vector interactions or mixing-type
interactions, may also be needed to pin down the corrected e.v. The numerical values of quark masses and
meson masses needed to calculate the entries of Tables (2) and (4) are displayed in Table (3).

Table 2: Numerical results for some observables of the pion and the kaon. Where it has not been indicated, only the
more complete set [M3] was considered. The estimation of the strangeness content of the pion is Pr.s-content π . e.v.
refers to experimental or expected values.

Observable S2 S5 S6 G0 V3-2 V3-5 V3-6 V3-G0 e.v.

Mπ0(MeV) [M2] 135.0 135.3 135.1 136.4 135.5 136.1 135.6 137.1 135 [43]
Mπ0(MeV) [M3] 133.5 134.2 133.7 136.4 134.15 134.9 134.4 137.1
Mπ± (MeV) [M2] 135.2 135.4 135.3 136.7 135.7 136.2 135.8 137.4
Mπ± (MeV) [M3] 133.7 134.4 133.9 136.7 134.4 135.0 134.5 137.4

Mπ± −Mπ0 (MeV) [M3] 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 [43, 45]
MK0 (MeV) [M3] 498.5 498.5 498.5 499 498 498 499 498 498 [43]
MK± (MeV) [M3] 490 491 493 490 486 487 488 490 494 [43]

Fπ (MeV) 99 99 99 102 100 101 101 103 92
FK (MeV) 111 111 111 112 112 112 111 113 111

(− < ūu >)1/3 MeV 331 334 332 343 336 338 336 347 240-260 [50, 51]
(− < d̄d >)1/3 MeV 333 335 333 344 338 339 338 349 240-260 [50, 51]
(− < s̄s >)1/3 MeV 348 353 349 366 352 356 353 369 290-300 [52]

Gqqπ 3.3 3.2 3.2 3.4 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.6
GqqK 3.8 3.8 3.8 4.2 3.9 4.0 3.9 4.3
θps -3.7 -2.7 -3.6 0.0 - 3.4 2.6 3.4 0.0 (-11◦)-(-24◦) [43]

Pr.s-content π 6% 10% 10% 0 16% 16% 16% 0
χ2
red (with < q̄q >) 103 110 103 146 122 129 123 164

χ2
red (without < q̄q >) 29 30 27 51 37 41 39 56

3.2 Strangeness contribution for the masses of the u, d constituent/dressed
quarks and pion

In the Table 3 further numerical results obtained from the change in M∗s are displayed. In the upper
part of the Table there are particular values for the effective quark effective masses M∗u ,M

∗
d calculated

self consistently (for M2 and M3). The values obtained from complete self consistent calculation - that
reproduces the neutral and charged pion and kaon masses - are identified by G2. Both calculations for
M2 and M3 correspond to different ways of taking into account G88 as responsible for a strange-up/down
asymmetry. The resulting up and down quark effective masses when M∗s → 0, M∗s → ms and Ms → ∞
are also shown. Note that the self consistent calculation of M∗ch.L. , that is a flavor symmetric limit with
degenerate quark masses, for the chiral limit, mu = md = ms = 0, provides a lower value for the quark
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effective masses than the value for M∗f (M∗s → 0) (f=u and d). Note also that self consistent calculation
for M∗u,d can easily provide values lower than their value in the chiral limit. Values of the neutral pion
masses are shown in the same limits of M2 and M3 - self consistent results identified by (G2) - and also
for M∗s = 0, M∗s = ms and M∗s → ∞. The analysis is basically the same as that for the up and down
constituent or dressed quarks above, being however that in the chiral limit M ch.L

π = 0 since the pion is a
Goldstone boson. The behavior of the charged pion mass is basically the same as the neutral pion mass as
shown above.

Table 3: Numerical results for up and down quark effective masses and for the neutral pion mass, several of them
obtained by varying freely the strange quark effective mass, M∗s , and some of them obtained fully self consistently,
identified by G2: M∗f and Mπ0 for (M2) and (M3) and M∗(ch.lim.).

Observable/M3 S2 S5 S6 S-G0 V3-2 V3-5 V3-6 V3-G0 e.v.

M∗
u M3-(G2) (MeV) 367 377 368 405 385 393 387 422

M∗
u M2-(G2) (MeV) 386 394 387 405 401 406 402 422

M∗
u(M∗

s → 0) MeV 618 512 595 405 651 537 626 422
M∗

u(M∗
s → m0,s) MeV 563 491 547 405 579 508 563 422

M∗
u(M∗

s →∞) MeV 290 310 295 405 300 316 304 422
M∗

d M3-(G2) (MeV) 375 384 378 415 394 402 395 431
M∗

d M2-(G2) (MeV) 396 399 396 415 410 415 411 431
M∗

d (M∗
s → 0) MeV 625 520 602 415 657 544 632 431

M∗
d (M∗

s → m0,s) MeV 555 491 541 415 585 514 568 431
M∗

d (M∗
s →∞) MeV 305 320 305 415 314 328 316 431

M∗
s M3-(G2) (MeV) 555 567 558 612 566 581 569 625

M∗
s M2-(G2) (MeV) 560 570 563 612 600 595 604 625

ch.lim. M∗
ch.L. (MeV) 381 381 381 381 415 415 415 415

Mπ0 M3-(G2) (MeV) 133.5 134.2 133.7 136.7 134.2 134.9 134.4 137.4 0.135 [43, 45]
Mπ0 M2-(G2) (MeV) 135.0 135.3 135.1 136.7 135.5 136.1 135.6 137.4
Mπ0(M∗

s → 0) MeV 158 147 156 136.7 162 149 159 137.4
Mπ0(M∗

s → m0,s) MeV 150 144 149 136.7 150 144 149 137.4
Mπ0(M∗

s →∞) MeV 129 129 129 136.7 129 129 129 137.4

Different ways of defining strangeness and flavor asymmetry content of the constituent, or dressed, up
and down quarks and of the pion can be envisaged. It becomes useful to define particular differences of
values that might correspond to variations with specific meanings. From here on, these quantities will be
referred as to Tff = M∗f ,Mπ and also Gff . Furthermore these quantitites defined below can also apply to
the coupling constants Gff that present basically the same behavior of the up, down quark effective masses
when varying M∗s . We will make use of the following differences of a quantity Tff to characterize a specific
s-content of the up and down quarks and of the pion:

∆2,3
s = Tff (M3)− Tff (M2), (27)

∆0
s = Tff (M∗s

′)− Tff (M∗s = 0), (28)

∆m0
s = Tff (M∗s

′)− Tff (M∗s = ms), (29)

∆∞s = Tff (M∗′s)− Tff (M∗s →∞). (30)
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First, note that the difference between the two curves, M2 and M3, can be considered as a first measure
of the effect of the flavor- asymmetry (for the strange quark) for sea quarks in the coupling constants due
to coupling G88. This quantity ∆2,3

s is defined at the physical point.
Deviations with respect to the limit in which the strange quark effective mass is zero is encoded in ∆0

s,
and it could be interpreted as the overall contribution of the strange quark effective mass to the observable
Tff . The deviation of the quantity Tff with respect to the point where strange quark condensate goes to zero
was defined as ∆m0

s . This is an effective measure of the strange quark condensate in the constituent/dressed
quark or pion. These mass differences, however, are not fully extracted in physical points in the sense that
in these limits, M∗s = 0 and M∗s = ms, there are no non trivial solutions for the full self consistent problem
and kaons are not bound. The mass difference ∆∞s provides a dynamical way to measure the shift on the
value of Tff due to the the strange quark effective mass. In its definition one considers the limit in which
the strange quark effective mass goes to infinite Tff (M∗s →∞). Curiously this is a well definite limit with
interesting physical appeal, since in this limit the strange quark degrees of freedom should be frozen.

The same reasoning done above for mass differences, with Tff , applies for the Guu and Gss because
these coupling constants present a very similar behavior with the change in M∗s .

Some mass differences for the up and down quarks, calculated according to eqs. (27-30), are exhibitted in
Table (4). Two different sources of changes in the up and down quark effective masses can be immediately
identified. Firstly the shift in effective masses due to the explicit chiral symmetry breaking by mean of
the quark current masses, and secondly the shift in the quark effecitve masses due to the flavor-dependent
coupling constants by means of the self consistent procedure. By denoting the quark effective mass in the
chiral limit (m0 = 0) by Mch.L. these two mass shifts can be written respectively as:

∆f
chL ' Mf −Mch.L., (31)

∆f
Gij

' M∗f −Mf , (32)

where Mf are solutions for the first gap equation G1 and M∗f are solutions for the second gap equations

G2. This second quantity, ∆f
Gij

for the up and down quarks, is mainly due to strangeness content of the

coupling constant and, less importantly, also correspond to providing a u-content (d-content) for the d (u)
quark effective mass. The numerical values for the neutral pion mass differences, eqs. (27-30), are also
shown in Table (4), and they present the same relative behavior of the mass differences of up and down
quarks.

18



Table 4: Numerical results for up and down quark effective mass differences and neutral pion mass differences defined
in eqs. (27-30). Results for the charged pion mass are very similar and proportional as shown in Figure (6).

Observable [M3] S2 S5 S6 S-G0 V3-2 V3-5 V3-6 V3-G0

∆chL
u (MeV) 24 24 24 24 7 7 7 7

∆chL
d (MeV) 34 34 34 34 16 16 16 16

∆Gij
(MeV) - 38 -28 -37 0 -37 - 29 -35 0

∆Gij
(MeV) -40 -31 -37 0 -37 -29 -36 0

∆2,3
s (M∗

u(s)) (MeV) -19 -17 -19 0 -16 -13 -15 0
∆0
s(M

∗
u(s)) (MeV) -251 -135 -227 0 -266 - 144 -239 0

∆m0
s (M∗

u(s)) (MeV) -194 -114 -179 0 -194 -115 -176 0
∆∞s (M∗

u(s)) (MeV) 77 67 73 0 85 77 83 0

∆2,3
s (M∗

π(s)) (MeV) -1.5 -1.1 -1.4 0 -1.3 -1.2 -1.2 0
∆0
s(M

∗
π(s)) (MeV) -24 -13 -22 0 -28 -14 -25 0

∆m0
s (M∗

π(s)) (MeV) -16 -10 -16 0 -16 -9 -14 0
∆∞s (M∗

π(s)) (MeV) 6 5 4 0 5 6 5 0

4 Summary

A self consistent calculation for the quark effective masses and flavor-dependent coupling constants of
the NJL model was employed to investigate the role of the strange quark effective mass on the up and
down constituent quarks and on the pion masses. A fully self consistent calculation was done to fit the
parameters of the model to reproduce neutral (or charged) pion and kaon masses. In this step, several
observables were calculated to assess the reliability of the model for different sets of parameters. The strong
value of the coupling constant of reference, G0 = 10 GeV−2, in one hand helps with the convergence of the
self consistent calculation but in the other hand induces considerable large values of the quark-antiquark
condensates. Flavor dependent coupling constants, nevertheless, improve their values with respect to the
ones obtained with G0. In general, results for light pseudoscalar mesons observables from Table (2) show the
flavor dependent coupling constants help to improve predictions of the NJL model. Quark effective masses
get lower and they require a larger cutoff to make possible the description of light mesons masses. Because
of the quantum mixing it was possible to estimate the s-content of the up and down constituent/dressed
quarks as well as of the pion even in the absence of mixing-type interactions. The different ways of extracting
the strangeness contributions for the up and down quark effective masses and pion masses were analyzed in
this work. The mass difference ∆2,3

s is an interesting quantity since it provides the change in the pion (or
up and down effective) mass when exchanging the value of the interaction G88, obtained without any flavor-
dependence or mixing effect (M2), with G88 = 10GeV−2, by a value that takes into account the strange
sea quark dynamics, (M3) with G88 = G88(M∗s ). The mass difference ∆∞s corresponds to more dynamical
criterium to define a strangeness contribution for the pion mass (or up and down effective masses) such that
the deviation of the observables are taken with respect to the limit in which the strange quark mass goes
to infinite, i.e. it becomes a frozen degree of freedom. The same analysis is valid for the flavor dependent
coupling constants Gff . It is important to note that the mixing investigated in the present work is
responsible for the strangeness in the up and down quark sector corresponding to a different mechanism
from the quark mixing induced by the Higgs field that gives rise to the CKM matrix. Although these
two mechanisms should add to each other, polarization process with the self consistent procedure does not
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necessarily lead to a simple rotation of dressed quarks but it might involve some other transformation,
like a dilation. This can be associated not only to the DChSB but also to the chosen normalization that
reflects the strength of the flavor-dependent corrections to G0, i.e. ∆Gij = Gij −G0. Besides that, due to
the self consistent character of the calculation, results contain implicitely not only mixings of the type Uus
and Uds, like the CKM matrix, but also it contains effective mixings that can be labeled by Uus, Uds and
Uud. Although the NJL-model does not exhibit confinement of quark and gluons, it provides an interesting
and quite appropriate effective way of investigating aspects of hadron structure and dynamics, and it is
not clear whether or how confinement would imply modication(s) in the different mixings interactions and
mechanisms. A complete account of the flavor dependent - NJL model with mixing type interactions, Gi 6=j
and Gf1 6=f2 , will be reported in another paper.
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