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Abstract

Using appropriate QCD finite energy sum rules, we discuss the influence of an external magnetic field and baryonic
density on the axial-vector coupling constant gA. This scenario corresponds to a magnetar environment. We found that
gA decreases both as function of the magnetic field strength and the baryonic density. It turns out that at the nuclear
density ρ0 the axial-vector coupling takes the value g∗A ≈ 0.92. Although gA decreases in general with the magnetic
field intensity, g∗A does not change in a relevant way with the magnetic field.

1. Introduction

The behavior of hadronic matter under extreme con-
ditions has called the attention of people during many
years. Initially, the analyses concentrated on two sce-
narios. In the first case the response of hadronic param-
eters like masses, widths, effective coupling constants,
form factors, etc. to temperature and magnetic fields
was discussed. This case corresponds to peripheral
heavy ion collisions measured in RHIC and also LHC.
In the second approach, the behavior of hadronic matter
is discuss in terms of temperature and baryonic density
as the dominant external agents. Normally, the usual
QCD phase diagram is precisely presented in terms of
the last parameters. We expect to have soon measure-
ments related to density effects in NICA and in FAIR.
In the present article we will address the situation where
baryonic density and magnetic field strength are domi-
nant, concentrating on the evolution, as function of the
magnetic field intensity and the baryon density, of the
axial-vector coupling gA(ρ, B). Temperature will not be
taken into account in our discussion. This case corre-
sponds to the scenario of magnetars, a certain type of
fascinating neutron stars.
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This coupling is relevant for the neutrino emissivity
of neutron stars since it is related to the nuclear beta de-
cay processes. The neutron decay width is proportional
to 1 + 3g2

A. [1, 2]. In fact, we have also the inverse pro-
cess, the capture of electrons. Both effects are known
altogether as URCA process. [3]. Different analyses
have shown that gA is quenched in nuclear medium.

Our analysis will be based on the finite energy sum
rules (FESR) approach, involving a three current cor-
relator (proton, axial vector, neutron). This will allow
us to determine the magnetic and density evolution of
the axial-vector coupling constant. We will need also a
set of FESR for two-nucleon correlators (proton-proton
and neutron-neutron). We need these correlators to find
the dependence of the nucleon-current coupling on the
medium properties as well as the evolution of the con-
tinuum hadronic threshold.

2. Finite Energy Sum Rules

Different types of QCD sum rules have been used in
literature as, for example Laplace, Gaussian or Hilbert
sum rules. Among them, finite energy QCD sum
rules allow to establish a clear criterion to separate the
hadronic and QCD sectors. The idea is to integrate a
form factor Π(s), associated to a certain current correla-
tor, along a circle in the complex s-plane which has a cut
on the positive real axis. This has been called the pac-
man contour. There are no poles inside the contour. The
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idea is that hadronic resonances are on the cut whereas
the QCD sector is on the circle.The QCD sector includes
both perturbative and non-peturbative termswhich ex-
pressed as condensates in an operator product expansion
(OPE). Cauchy’s theorem implies then immediately

∫ s0

0

ds
π

sNImΠhad(s) = −
∮

s0

ds
2πi

sNΠQCD(s) , (1)

where s0 is the radius of the circle. The analytic kernel
S N does not alters this relation. As it is well known, the
OPE is a parameterization of non-perturbative effects
in terms of condensates ⟨On⟩ which include the quark
and gluon condensates and higher order contributions
according to

Π(s) = Cpert(s) +
∑
n>0

C2n(s)
⟨O2n⟩

sn , (2)

In absence of radiative corrections and medium effects,
there is a one to one correspondence between the dif-
ferent values of N and the relevant condensates. This
correspondence is spoiled in particular by medium ef-
fects which break Lorentz symmetry. In these type of
calculations it is necessary to choose a frame of refer-
ence to perform the integrals since now Π(p2) becomes
Π(p0, p⃗). Calculations are done, normally, in the frame
at rest respect to the vacuum, i.e. p⃗ = 0, taking then
s = p2

0 and separating the form factor into even and odd
components according to Π(p0) = Πe(s) + p0Π

o(s).
When dealing with the three point nucleon – axial-

vector – nucleon, correlator a double FESR appears. [4].

∫ sp

0

ds′

π
Ims′

∫ sn

0

ds
π

ImsΠ
had(s, s′, t)

=

∮
sp

ds′

2πi

∮
sn

ds
2πi
ΠQCD(s, s′, t), (3)

where
Ims f (s) ≡ lim

ϵ→0
Im f (s + iϵ). (4)

For details, consult the original article [4]. In what
follows we will treat first the vacuum case, including
then in a second step only density effects taking, finally,
the situation where the magnetic field is also consider.

3. The vacuum sector

The gA axial-vector coupling will be associated to the
currents correlator

Πµ(x, y, z) = −⟨0| T ηp(x)Aµ(y) η̄n(z) |0⟩. (5)

In the QCD sector ηN is Ioffe’s nucleon interpolating
current [5]

ηp(x) = ϵabc
[
ua(x)T Cγµ ub(x)

]
γµγ5 dc(x), (6)

η̄n(z) = ϵabc
[
d̄b(z) γµC d̄a(z)T

]
ūc(z) γµγ5, (7)

where C = iγ0γ2 is the charge conjugation operator.
In the hadronic sector we introduce phenomenologi-

cal current nucleon couplings λp and λn, for proton and
neutron respectively, according to

⟨0| ηp(x) |p′, s′⟩ = λp us′
p (p′) e−ip′·x, (8)

⟨p, s| η̄n(z) |0⟩ = λn ūs
n(p) eip·z. (9)

In the QCD sector, the axial-vector current operators is
given by

Aµ(y) = d̄(y) γµγ5 u(y). (10)

Going oing now into the hadronic sector, the matrix
element of the axial-vector current in momentum space
can be expressed as

⟨p′, s′|Aµ(y)|p, s⟩ = ūs′
p (p′) Tµ(q) us

n(p) eiq·y, (11)

with q = p′ − p.
By expanding the function T in the above equation in

the Clifford basis, in the most general way compatible
with the quantum numbers in the axial-vector sector, we
find

Tµ(q) = GA(t)γµγ5 +GP(t)γ5
qµ

2mN
(12)

+GT (t)σµνγ5
qν

2mN
,

with t = q2 and mN the vacuum nucleon mass. The axial
vector coupling corresponds to gA ≡ GA(0).

It turns out that the correlatorΠµ in momentum space,
once a complete set of intermediate nucleon states is
inserted, can be written as

Πhad
µ (p, p′) = λnλp

(/p + mn)Tµ(q)(/p′ + mp)
(p2 − m2

n)(p′2 − m2
p)
. (13)

It is possible to isolate GA form the other terms in the
general decomposition of Tµ using

tr [Πµ(p, p′) γν] = −4iϵµναβpαp′βΠ(s, s′, t), (14)

with s = p2, s′ = p′2. Π in the hadronic sector is given
by

Πhad(s, s′, t) = λnλp
GA(t) +GT (t)(mn − mp)/mN

(s − m2
n)(s′ − m2

p)
. (15)
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Since the masses of proton and neutron are almost
identical, this is related to the S U(2) isospin symmetry,
the contribution from GT can be neglected. We notice,
however, that if isospin density effects are considered,
the mass difference between proton and neutron could
be important.

Following the philosophy of QCD sum rules, we have
to repeat the same procedure in the QCD sector. By
taking the results found in [6] for the two-loop leading
order perturbative contribution when t = 0 we find

ΠpQCD(s, s′, 0) =
s2 ln(−s/µ2) − s′2 ln(−s′/µ2)

(2π)4 (s′ − s)
(16)

+regular terms.

In the above expression µ is the MS scale. Regular
terms are eventual contributions without discontinuities
on the real axes, or singularities which would vanish in
a FESR framework.

Using the double FESR mentioned before we find

gAλnλp =
1

48π4

[
s3

n θ(sp − sn) + s3
p θ(sn − sp)

]
(17)

where sN are the nucleon current hadronic thresholds,
which must be bigger than m2

N . In vacuum, since the
proton and neutron thresholds are equal we have

gA =
s3

0

48π4λ2
N

. (18)

This is the leading contribution. The next correction,
proportional to the gluon condensates, is negligible.

The two point nucleon-nucleon correlator [5, 7–9]

ΠN(x) = ⟨0| T ηN(x) η̄N(0) |0⟩. (19)

provides us information about the λ couplings. From
the corresponding FESR we find

λ2
N =

s3
0

192π4 +
s0

32π2 ⟨G
2⟩ +

2
3
⟨q̄q⟩2 (20)

and

λ2
NmN = −

s2
0

8π2 ⟨q̄q⟩ +
1
12
⟨G2⟩⟨q̄q⟩, (21)

where the saturation approximation was invoked in op-
erators of dimension d=6 and d=7. As was pointed
out in [6], there is a small window for possible values
of quark and gluon condensates agreeing with the ex-
perimental values of the axial-vector coupling constant
gA ≈ 1.275.

In the presence of medium effects we expect the ap-
pearance of several components in the contribution of
the axial-vector to the form factor. In our case, density
and magnetic corrections will be associated to the in-
medium nucleon-nucleon current couplings as well as
to the nucleon continuum hadronic thresholds.

4. Finite Density Effects

In literature we find a series of papers dealing with
finite bearyonic density effects in the baryonic sector
[10]. Density effects will affect effective operators in
the non-perturbative sector. New condensates appear. It
turns out that all correlator structures can be separated
into even and odd contributions in terms of p0 according
to

Π(p0, p2) = Πe(p2
0, p

2) + p0Π
o(p2

0, p
2). (22)

Introducing of the four velocity uµ, it reduces to
uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) in the system’s rest frame, the nucleon-
nucleon correlator can be decomposed as

ΠN = Πs + /pΠp + /uΠu (23)

where the subscript s refers to the scalar part and the
subscript p means proportional to p.

In the nuclenoic sector we might parameterize the nu-
cleon correlator as

ΠN =
−λ2

N

γ0(p0 + ∆µ) − vγ · p− mN
, (24)

where we have introduced ∆µ as a correction to the
baryon chemical potential beeing v is the fermion ve-
locity. Neglecting isospin breaking terms, proton and
neutron correlators will lead to the same results.For the
present analysis we should concentrate only on two of
all possible terms in order to find λN avoiding unknown
higher dimensional condensates. Using Ioffe’s version
for the interpolating nucleon current we find, up to di-
mension 6 [10–16]

Πe
p = −

1
64π4 s2 ln(−s) +

1
9π2 (4⟨θu⟩ + ⟨θd⟩)

−
1

32π2 ln(−s)⟨G2⟩ +
1

36π2 ln(−s)⟨θg⟩

−
2
3
⟨ūu⟩2 −

4
3
⟨u†u⟩2 + r.t. (25)

and

Πe
s = 1

4π2 ln(−s)⟨d̄d⟩ − 1
12 ⟨G

2⟩⟨d̄d⟩ + r.t.. (26)
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In the previous equations ⟨θq⟩ is the zero component of
the quarks energy momentum tensor and ⟨θg⟩ refers to
the trace of the gluon energy momentum tensor.

We have taken the following well established density
dependent values

⟨q†q⟩ =
3
2
ρB (27)

⟨q̄q⟩ = ⟨q̄q⟩0[1 − 0.329(ρB/ρ0)] (28)

⟨G2⟩ = ⟨G2⟩0[1 − 0.066(ρB/ρ0)] (29)

⟨Θq⟩ = 2.6 × 10−4(ρB/ρ0) (30)

⟨Θg⟩ = 6.1 × 10−5(ρB/ρ0) (31)
m∗N = mN[1 − 0.329(ρB/ρ0)] (32)

where ρB is the baryon density, ρ0 = 0.16 fm−3 =

1.22 × 10−3 GeV3 is the nuclear density. In the estima-
tions considered above, we have used the value of the
pion-nucleon sigma term as σN = 45 MeV

5. Magnetic Field Effects

Propagators are corrected by magnetic field effects
and in principle also the condensates. Here we have
used the weak field expansion for fermionic propaga-
tors. When density and magnetic field effects are in-
cluded, we have to deal with many new condensates
due to Lorentz symmetry breaking. However, we have
restricted the condensates to the relevant one at finite
density. In fact, the only magnetized condensate we
have considered is the polarization of the chiral con-
densate ⟨q̄σ12q⟩. Besides the chiral condensate there is
not much known in literature about condensates when
density and magnetic field corrections are considered.
For low values of the magnetic field strength, the evo-
lution of the gluon condensate is negligible [17, 18].
In this way, it is reasonable to consider only a baryon
density dependent gluon condensate. From [19] we
can see that for low B, the approximation f (B, ρB) ≈
f (B, 0) f (0, ρB)/ f (0, 0) can be applied to the quark con-
densate. We will use this approximation also for the nu-
cleon mass, with the magnetic evolution of chiral con-
densate and nucleon mass the same used in [20]. In the
case of ⟨θq⟩ and ⟨θg⟩, we will left them as baryon density
dependent only.

Our set of FESR for the proton are given by

λ2
p =

s3
p

192π4 +
sp

32π3 ⟨αsG2⟩ +
2
3
⟨ūu⟩2

+
sp

2π4 euedB2 +
sp

6π4 (euB)2[ln(sp/8m2
q) − 1]

+
sp

96π4 (edB)2
[
8 ln(sp/8m2

q) − 9
]

+ 3ρ2
B −

sp

9π2 ⟨θd⟩ −
4sp

9π2 ⟨θu⟩ −
sp

72π2 ⟨θg⟩ (33)

λ2
pmp = −

s2
p

8π2 ⟨d̄d⟩ + 1
12π ⟨αsG2⟩⟨d̄d⟩

+
sp

2π2 euB⟨d̄σ12d⟩

+ 4
3π2 (euB)2

[
ln(sp/m2

q) − 1
]
⟨d̄d⟩, (34)

and

−λ2
p
κpB

2
=

s2
p

48π2 ⟨d̄σ12d⟩ + euB sp

24π2 ⟨d̄d⟩ (35)

We have the same set of FESR for the neutron case
with the replacement p → n and u ↔ d. In the above
equations, eu, and ed are the quark electric charges, sp

and sn ar the continuum proton and neutron thresholds,
respectively and κp is the proton anomalous magnetic
moment. Our results show that the λ couplings decrease
with the baryonic density and increase with the mag-
netic field strength. Going into the continuum thresh-
olds, both sp and sn diminish as function of the bary-
onic density whereas they increase with the magnetic
field. In this sense the magnetic field gas a confining
effect. Quite interesting is the fact that always sn < sp.
We ask the reader to consult the original article for de-
tails. This means that the axial-vector coupling constant
at finite baryon density and magnetic field is given by

gA =
1

48π4

s3
n

λnλp
. (36)

Since we have, independently, obtained the medium
evolution of the couplings λp and λn and the continuum
threshold sn, being this always smaller than the pro-
ton threshold, the previous equation provides us with
the evolution of the axial-vector coupling constant. In
Fig. 1 we present the decreasing evolution of gA with
the baryon density normalized by the nuclear density
for three different values of the magnetic field. Quite
interesting is the fact that its value at the nuclear den-
sity g∗A ≡ gA(ρ0) ≈ 0.92 in agreement with other ap-
proaches that suggest that g∗A ≲ 1. In Fig.2 we show
the behavior of the axial-vector coupling with the mag-
netic field strength. As the magnetic field increases, the
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Figure 1: Nuclear axial-vector coupling constant as function of the
baryon density in units of the nuclear density for different values of
the external magnetic field strength.

Figure 2: Nuclear axial-vector coupling constant as function of the the
external magnetic field strength for different values of baryon density
in units of the nuclear density.

axial-vector coupling becomes smaller for ρB ≲ 1.25ρ0.
However, for ρ ≳ 1.25ρ0, gA seems to increase with the
magnetic field. This means in magnetar’s nuclear mat-
ter, gA ∼ g∗A is apparently not affected by the magnetic
field which should increase when going to the center of
the star.

6. Conclusions

In the frame of appropriate FESR we have pre-
sented a detailed discussion of the medium evolution,
i.e. as function of baryonic density and magnetic field
strength, of the axial-vector coupling constant. Our
work aims to emulate the scenario of nuclear matter in
magnetars. For this purpose we need the correspond-
ing evolution of the nucleonic couplings λ and of the
continuum thresholds for proton and neutrons. The de-

termination of the axial-vector coupling gA is related to
a three point correlator.

When the baryonic density increases the axial-vector
coupling diminishes. In particular, for the nuclear den-
sity ρB we found g∗A ≈ 0.92 in accordance with the com-
monly assumed value that establishes that g∗A ∼ 1 [21–
30].

The last value seems to be quite stable respect to vari-
ations of the magnetic field. It is interesting to stress that
the different plotted curves shown in Fig.1 have an in-
tersection. The increasing behavior of gA with the mag-
netic field should be enhanced for higher values of the
baryonic density.

As a final remark, we notice that there are many ap-
proximations involved in the magnetic evolution of the
different condensates. In a future work we would like to
obtain complete and better determination of these con-
densates ant to explore also the role of other condensates
neglected in our discussion.

7. Acknowledgements

M.L., C.V. and R.Z. acknowledge support from
ANID/CONICYT FONDECYT Regular (Chile) under
Grants No. 1190192, 1200483 and 1220035. M. L.
acknowledges also support from ANID PIA/APOYO
AFB 180002 (Chile) and from the Programa de Finan-
ciamiento Basal FB 210008 para Centros Cientı́ficos y
Tecnológicos de excelencia de ANID

References

[1] D. Mund, B. Maerkisch, M. Deissenroth, J. Krempel, M. Schu-
mann, H. Abele, A. Petoukhov, T. Soldner, Determination of
the Weak Axial Vector Coupling from a Measurement of the
Beta-Asymmetry Parameter A in Neutron Beta Decay, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) 172502. arXiv:1204.0013, doi:10.
1103/PhysRevLett.110.172502.

[2] A. Czarnecki, W. J. Marciano, A. Sirlin, Neutron Lifetime and
Axial Coupling Connection, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (20) (2018)
202002. arXiv:1802.01804, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.
120.202002.

[3] D. G. Yakovlev, A. D. Kaminker, O. Y. Gnedin, P. Haensel,
Neutrino emission from neutron stars, Phys. Rept. 354
(2001) 1. arXiv:astro-ph/0012122, doi:10.1016/

S0370-1573(00)00131-9.
[4] C. A. Dominguez, M. Loewe, C. Villavicencio, R. Zamora,

Nucleon axial-vector coupling constant in magnetar environ-
mentsarXiv:2308.05663.

[5] B. L. Ioffe, Calculation of Baryon Masses in Quantum Chro-
modynamics, Nucl. Phys. B 188 (1981) 317–341, [Erra-
tum: Nucl.Phys.B 191, 591–592 (1981)]. doi:10.1016/

0550-3213(81)90259-5.
[6] C. Villavicencio, Axial coupling constant in a magnetic back-

ground, Phys. Rev. D 107 (7) (2023) 076009. arXiv:2212.

04649, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.076009.

5

http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.0013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.172502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.172502
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.01804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.202002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.202002
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0012122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(00)00131-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(00)00131-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.05663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90259-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90259-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.04649
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.04649
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.076009


[7] L. Reinders, H. Rubinstein, S. Yazaki, Hadron Properties from
QCD Sum Rules, Phys. Rept. 127 (1985) 1. doi:10.1016/

0370-1573(85)90065-1.
[8] V. Sadovnikova, E. Drukarev, M. Ryskin, Nucleon QCD

sum rules with the radiative corrections, Phys. Rev. D 72
(2005) 114015. arXiv:hep-ph/0508240, doi:10.1103/

PhysRevD.72.114015.
[9] N. F. Nasrallah, K. Schilcher, New sum rule determination of

the nucleon mass and strangeness content, Phys. Rev. C 89 (4)
(2014) 045202, [Addendum: Phys.Rev.C 89, 059904 (2014)].
arXiv:1310.6114, doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.89.045202.

[10] T. D. Cohen, R. J. Furnstahl, D. K. Griegel, From QCD sum
rules to relativistic nuclear physics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991)
961–964. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.961.

[11] T. D. Cohen, R. J. Furnstahl, D. K. Griegel, Quark and gluon
condensates in nuclear matter, Phys. Rev. C 45 (1992) 1881–
1893. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.45.1881.

[12] R. J. Furnstahl, D. K. Griegel, T. D. Cohen, QCD sum rules for
nucleons in nuclear matter, Phys. Rev. C 46 (1992) 1507–1527.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.46.1507.

[13] X.-m. Jin, M. Nielsen, T. D. Cohen, R. J. Furnstahl, D. K.
Griegel, QCD Sum rules for nucleons in nuclear matter. 3., Phys.
Rev. C 49 (1994) 464–477. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.49.464.

[14] K. S. Jeong, S. H. Lee, Nuclear Symmetry Energy from QCD
sum rules, Phys. Rev. C 87 (1) (2013) 015204. arXiv:1209.

0080, doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.87.015204.
[15] K. Ohtani, P. Gubler, M. Oka, Negative-parity nucleon excited

state in nuclear matter, Phys. Rev. C 94 (4) (2016) 045203.
arXiv:1606.09434, doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.94.045203.

[16] B.-J. Cai, L.-W. Chen, Relativistic self-energy decomposition
of nuclear symmetry energy and equation of state of neutron
matter within QCD sum rules, Phys. Rev. C 100 (2) (2019)
024303. arXiv:1903.10430, doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.

100.024303.
[17] M. D’Elia, E. Meggiolaro, M. Mesiti, F. Negro, Gauge-invariant

field-strength correlators for QCD in a magnetic background,
Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 054017. arXiv:1510.07012, doi:
10.1103/PhysRevD.93.054017.

[18] C. A. Dominguez, M. Loewe, C. Villavicencio, QCD determi-
nation of the magnetic field dependence of QCD and hadronic
parameters, Phys. Rev. D 98 (3) (2018) 034015. arXiv:1806.
10088, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.034015.

[19] P. T. P. Hutauruk, S.-i. Nam, QCD chiral condensate and
pseudoscalar-meson properties in the nuclear medium at fi-
nite temperature, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 37 (14) (2022) 2250087.
arXiv:2103.09426, doi:10.1142/S0217732322500870.

[20] C. A. Dominguez, L. A. Hernández, M. Loewe, C. Villavi-
cencio, R. Zamora, Magnetic field dependence of nucleon pa-
rameters from QCD sum rules, Phys. Rev. D 102 (9) (2020)
094007. arXiv:2008.10742, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.

102.094007.
[21] M. Rho, Quenching of axial-vector coupling constant in beta-

decay and pion-nucleus optical potential, Nucl. Phys. A 231
(1974) 493–503. doi:10.1016/0375-9474(74)90512-0.

[22] D. H. Wilkinson, Renormalization of the axial-vector coupling
constant in nuclear β-decay (III), Nucl. Phys. A 225 (1974) 365–
381. doi:10.1016/0375-9474(74)90347-9.

[23] B. A. Brown, W. Chung, B. H. Wildenthal, Empirical Renor-
malization of the One-Body Gamow-Teller beta-Decay Matrix
Elements in the 1s-0d Shell, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 1631–
1635. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.40.1631.

[24] T.-S. Park, H. Jung, D.-P. Min, In-medium effec-
tive axial - vector coupling constant, Phys. Lett.
B 409 (1997) 26–32. arXiv:nucl-th/9704033,
doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00880-0.

[25] G. W. Carter, M. Prakash, The Quenching of the axial cou-
pling in nuclear and neutron star matter, Phys. Lett. B 525
(2002) 249–254. arXiv:nucl-th/0106029, doi:10.1016/
S0370-2693(01)01452-6.

[26] D.-H. Lu, A. W. Thomas, K. Tsushima, Medium modification
of the nucleon axial form-factorarXiv:nucl-th/0112001.

[27] J. T. Suhonen, Value of the Axial-Vector Coupling Strength in β
and ββ Decays: A Review, Front. in Phys. 5 (2017) 55. arXiv:
1712.01565, doi:10.3389/fphy.2017.00055.

[28] S. D. Bass, Gamow–Teller Transitions and the Spin EMC Ef-
fect: the Bjorken Sum-rule in Medium, Acta Phys. Polon. B
52 (1) (2021) 43–52. arXiv:2006.10601, doi:10.5506/

APhysPolB.52.43.
[29] M. Rho, Y.-L. Ma, Manifestation of Hidden Symmetries in

Baryonic Matter: From Finite Nuclei to Neutron Stars, Mod.
Phys. Lett. A 36 (13) (2021) 2130012. arXiv:2101.07121,
doi:10.1142/S0217732321300123.

[30] M. Rho, Anomaly-Induced Quenching of gA in Nuclear Matter
and Impact on Search for Neutrinoless ββ DecayarXiv:2302.
00554.

6

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(85)90065-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(85)90065-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0508240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.114015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.114015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.045202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.45.1881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.46.1507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.49.464
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.0080
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.0080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.87.015204
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.09434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.045203
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.024303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.024303
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.07012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.054017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.054017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10088
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.034015
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.09426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732322500870
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.10742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.094007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.094007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(74)90512-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(74)90347-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.40.1631
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9704033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00880-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0106029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)01452-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)01452-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0112001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.01565
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.01565
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2017.00055
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10601
http://dx.doi.org/10.5506/APhysPolB.52.43
http://dx.doi.org/10.5506/APhysPolB.52.43
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.07121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732321300123
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00554
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00554

	Introduction
	Finite Energy Sum Rules
	The vacuum sector
	Finite Density Effects
	Magnetic Field Effects
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements

