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The possible consequence of an IR fixed point in QCD for Ny = 2, 3 in nuclear matter is discussed.
It is shown in terms of d(ilaton)-x effective field theory (dxEFT) incorporated in a generalized
effective field theory (GnEFT) implemented with hidden local symmetry and hidden scale symmetry
that the recently measured superallowed Gamow-Teller transition in the doubly-magic-shell nucleus
1099y indicates a surprisingly large anomaly-induced quenching (AIQ) of ga from the free-space
value of 1.276 to =~ 0.8. Combined with the quenching expected from strong nuclear correlations,
the effective coupling in nuclei, ¢&F would come to ~ 1/2. If this result were reconfirmed, it would
impact not only nuclear structure and dense compact-star matter — where ga figures in 7-N coupling
via the Goldberger-Treiman relation — but also in search for physics Beyond the Standard Model
(BSM), e.g. OvBp3 decay, where 4th power of ga figures.

I. INTRODUCTION

It was argued [1, 2] that the “quenched ¢5F ~ 17 with
the quenching factor (usually denoted in the literature as)
q = g% /ga ~ 0.78 (where g4 = 1.276 is the free-space
value) observed in Gamow-Teller transitions in light nu-
clei ﬁ] fails to account for the large reduction of transition
strength in the doubly magic nucleus '°°Sn making su-
perallowed Gamow-Teller transition recently measured in
RIKEN @] It would require a big quenching factor ¢ ~
1/2 compared to what’s observed in light nuclei. This
result would raise havoc not only for nuclear physics but
also particle physics.

Shell-model analyses have rather persuasively sug-
gested that for light nuclei, say, with A < 21, if the
nuclear correlation is fully considered with proper wave
function and effective operator, no further quenching is
needed ﬂﬂ] However in heavier nuclei, higher-order cor-
relations involving large configuration space were diffi-
cult to put under control, making it difficult to reli-
ably address the RIKEN result. There are two major
issues raised in this conundrum, one in nuclear many-
body problem touching on the structure of dense neu-
tron stars and the other a hidden symmetry in QCD
that gets un-hidden in nuclear strong correlations. It
can also have serious impact on the searches for physics
beyond the SM. Now the question that arises is: Does
the quenching involve a “fundamental” phenomenon in
QCD or just mundane nuclear effect? It turns out fortu-
nately that for superallowed Gamow-Teller transitions in
doubly-closed magic shell-nuclei, there is a possibility of
closely “mapping” what happens in heavy nuclei in shell-
model to what can be reliably treated in Landau-Fermi-
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liquid (LFL) theory [6] in the Fermi-liquid fixed-point
(FLFP) approximation [7] to address this issue.

In addressing the problem concerned, one cannot avoid
an inherent fuzziness in what is “fundamental” and what
is not in the observable quantities. We will try to give
as precise and concise a definition as feasible of what is
meant by “fundamental.” This issue arises because we
will be working in the framework of an effective field the-
ory (EFT).

The nuclear EFT we will be exploiting is defined with
the energy-momentum scale set by the “chiral scale”
Ay ~ 4nfr at which the QCD degrees of freedom are
to be integrated out. For the processes concerned in nu-
clear physics, the scale can in practice be brought down
for nuclear physics to the mass scale of the lowest-lying
vector mesons (p,w). We further need to implement the
scalar dilaton as the pseudo-Goldstone boson for broken
scale symmetry. Although the existence of an IR fixed
in QCD with Ny =2 or 3 involved in nuclear processes
remains still in controversy, we will be arguing it should
equally figure in dense nuclear interactions B—Iﬁ] as well
as particle physics involving scalar degrees of freedom in
QCD , ] One of the early role of the dilaton was
recognized in the BR scaling [10]. It has figured impor-
tantly in nuclear many-body approaches in the form of
generalized nuclear effective field theory (referred to as
GnEFT [1,[2,[13]) involving both hidden local (HLS) [14]
and hidden scale (HSS) symmetries.

We give a brief summary of the principal results of this
paper: From a recent, startling, new argument put for-
ward by Zwicky ﬂﬂ] that there can exist an IR fixed point
for 2 or 3 flavor QCD with the derivative of 8 function
with respect to the QCD coupling constant « (at the
leading scale symmetry order), 3., is zero, we find from
the most recent RIKEN experiment that the anomaly-
induced quenching (AIQ) of g4 can be surprisingly big,
making the value of g4 drop from the free-space value of
1.276 to ~ 0.8. If the RIKEN result were reconfirmed
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by new measurements with accurately controlled theo-
retical inputs, then it would bring a totally new develop-
ment not only in nuclear theory and nuclear astrophysics
but also in searches for BSM. Since the axial coupling
ga is connected to the pion-nucleon coupling in nuclear
medium via the Goldberger-Treiman relation, the strong
AIQ would basically revamp nuclear dynamics that is
controlled by pion-nuclear interactions, that is, the nu-
clear physics anchored on chiral dynamics, the currently
widely accepted paradigm in nuclear physics community.

II. THE GnEFT

We begin with the EFT framework we are working in.
The concept of dilaton we are interested in has appeared
in various different contexts in the literature with differ-
ent definitions and different goals. It is out of range of
our expertise to give appropriate reviews here. We es-
chew giving them. Among them, we adopt the “genuine
dilaton (GD)” scheme proposed by Crewther ﬂﬁ], the
characteristic of which is shared to certain extent with
the “conformal dilaton” phase in QCD (CD-QCD) devel-
oped by Zwicky ﬂﬁ] There are some differences between
them but they do not affect in our scheme exploiting the
notion of emergence of the scale symmetry HE] The scale
symmetry that figures in GD (and also in CD-QCD) is
hidden, emerging only in deep IR region. The process
we are concerned with, as our work indicates, takes place
not far from — though not on — the IR fixed point, so
the strong controversy in the field does not seriously af-
fect our reasoning that figures in nuclear dynamics. Un-
less otherwise noted, we will follow the notations of the
GD framework. The part with which we are dealing, we
think, overlaps with the CD-QCD scheme.

In the Lagrangian constructed by Crewther and Tun-
stall ﬂl_lL ﬂ], the scale and chiral symmetry are treated
on the same footing. The chiral-scale Lagrangian is of
the form

Layerr = Li! + Loagom + Lihass: (1)
where d is the scaling dimension. For £I>1 =~ d =
4 + vg2(as) with ag the QCD coupling constant and
vz (as) the anomalous dimension of the gluonic operator
G, GH. For L2 d = 3 — v, (as) where 7y, (i) is the
anomalous dimension of the bilinear quark operator ggq.
It is assumed that we are near the IR fixed point in the
low-energy and density regime of QCD, as < aqr with
arr the QCD coupling constant at the IR fixed point, so
the anomalous dimension has the expansion with respect
to 5045 = O(OAS — oqR).

Yoz (as) = B'(as) — Blas)/as = BL + O(das)- (2)

with 8. the derivative of 8 function at the IR fixed point.

Ignoring higher order terms in d,s, we have

LI = LK+ 2Ky + e3(x/ fo)? X/ f5)%
L8k = {0 = K + (1= ) + s/ ) 0/ £0)
Lk = Tr(MUT + UMY (x/ o). 3)

mass

Here
K= i f2Te(9,U*UT) and K, = %(%U@“U (4)

and U = exp(im/fr) is the nonlinear realization of pion
field, x/fo = exp(o/fs) is the dilaton field, ¢; for i =
1,2,3,4 are parameters and M is quark mass matrix.
Two counting schemes are involved: the scale and chiral
power counting in the Lagrangian. Near the IR fixed
point, ¢12 = 1 4+ O(M),c34 = O(M) where O(M) ~
O(m2) ~ O(p?) in the chiral power counting. When
approaching the IR fixed point, M — 0, c12 = 1,c34 —
0 such that both the anomalous dimension term and the
mass term in Eq. [B) vanish.

In GnEFT ﬂﬁ], the many-body problem in nuclear
matter is handled by a renormalization-group (RG) ap-
proach to interacting fermions on the Fermi sphere ﬁ]
Implemented with the hidden local symmetric [14] and
hidden scale-invariant fields, the GnEFT Lagrangian ren-
ders the mean field theory with the suitable BR scaling
parameters equal to what corresponds to the Landau-
Fermi-liquid fixed point theory of many-nucleon sys-
tems ﬂa, |2_1|] With the nucleons put on a Fermi sphere,
the LFL fixed point approximation corresponds to tak-
ing 1/N to zero where N = kp/(Ass — kp) with Ajg
the cut-off on top of the Fermi-surface measured with re-
spect to the origin and kr the Fermi momentum. This
approach becomes more reliable as density increases. Be-
ing a bona-fide EF'T, one can do higher-order corrections
in1/ N in what’s known as “Viewk RG-expansion.” For
the ga problem explicit 1/N corrections are found to
be unnecessary. This makes higher-order calculations in
the Fermi-liquid approach much simpler than doing the
higher-order calculation in nuclear matter with dyEFT
with many undetermined parameters.

Let us briefly describe the leading scale-chiral order
axial current involved in the baryonic sector Js,, coupled
to the weak external field W#. The weak Lagrangian is

Luwear =I5,V (5)
with
Jop = Qusb(X)ga¥T Y757 (6)
where
Quop(X) = ca + (1 - cA)<f—’i)ﬂi (7)

stands for the anomaly-induced effect inherited from
QCD. Here ¢4 is an undetermined parameter. Apart
from Qgsp in ([B), Lipeak i scale-invariant. Deviation from



possible scale-invariance resides in (). In GREFT with
the “vacuum” given by the medium with the baryon den-
sity n, we expand x = (x) + x’ with x’ the fluctuation
dilaton field and f, = (X)n=0 in the medium-free space
n = 0. As it stands, the exponent /3, is O(1) in the
scale-chiral counting but as discussed below, it can van-
ish, so one would have to consider the O(M) corrections
reflecting the location of ay relative to ajg which could
be non-negligible. If we ignore the fluctuating dilaton-
field contributions that enter at higher loop orders, we
have Qssb({(X)n=0) = 1 at zero density, so there is no
scale symmetry breaking effect at the leading order on
ga in the matter-free vacuum. One can therefore say
that the anomaly-induced effect, hidden in the matter-
free vacuum, can be revealed primarily by the presence
of baryonic matter,
Going into finite density,

00/ fo = T5/fo = 2(n) (8)

can be considered to be an “order parameter” that char-
acterizes the vacuum structure modified by medium, the
uppercase * standing for in-medium quantity. The quan-
tity ®(n) is referred to in the literature as “BR scaling
factor.” It governs how parameters in the dyEFT scale
with density.

In the order we are considering, the axial current we
are dealing with is given by

Jg‘; = qssngLTi%ﬁﬂ/’ (9)
with
Gssp = ca + (1 — ca)@P". (10)

For simplicity, we replaced the ®(n) with ®. gz is
a density-dependent factor that multiplies the coupling
constant g4 in nuclear axial processes, hence represents a
“fundamental renormalization” of the coupling constant
ga — giherit = g 494 inherited from QCD which gets
manifested importantly in medium, to be distinguished
from what’s given in standard many-body nuclear cor-
relations. It is worth noting that the effect of Bl which
is hidden in the vacuum is “ exposed” in finite densily
in the axial current for ® # 1. The physical transi-
tion matrix element of the current (@) in nuclei will then
be the full nuclear matrix element My of the opera-

tor jg}‘d = ’tzJTi’)/H’}/g,’t/J multiplied by the axial constant
gi{‘he”t. These two quantities are not entirely separate

from each other because the BR scaling ® must figure
in both M, and the effective axial constant. Now the
question raised is how it figures in gff and M1, such
as does it depend on density interplaying in both etc.? It
turns out fortunately, as we will show, that there is very
little interplay between the two.

There are two quantities to be considered. The first
is the full nuclear correlations that we refer to as “nu-
clear effect” (NE in short) and the second, the main
issue in this paper, is the “fundamental quenching fac-
tor” gssp — 1 # 0 referred to as “AIQ” (anomaly-induced

quenching). Now in order to minimize the possible
overlap between NE and AIQ we focus on the superal-
lowed Gamow-Teller transition involving zero momentum
transfer ¢ = 0 and zero energy transfer w = 0. The strat-
egy adopted ﬂ] is to map the “Extreme Single Particle
(shell) Model” (ESPM for short) in doubly magic closed
shell nuclei to “Fermi-liquid fixed-Point” (FLFP) approx-
imation [7] at (¢,w) — (0,0) with ¢/w — 0 on the Fermi
surface. The FLFP approximation is best applicable for
a quasi-particle making the superallowed transition on
the Fermi surface with loop contributions suppressed in
nuclear matter. The resulting full GT matrix element is
given by
L_ 1l

M= = §qsncgz4<o-7-> (11>
where (o7) is the single quasi-nucleon matrix element of
the GT operator. The factor ¢Z . given in ([[3)) below,
with the subscript snc representing strong nuclear corre-

lation, is the factor that captures the total matrix element
in the EFT adopted. The product

95 =ake9a (12)

is then LFL fixed-point prediction for the single-
quasiparticle coupling constant that captures the com-
plete nuclear correlation. It is related to the gff men-
tioned in Introduction.

We now turn to the ESPM. For this we take the super-
allowed GT transition in '°°Sn nucleus which has the pro-
ton and neutron shells completely filled at 50/50 magic
shells. The transition involved in the ESPM is the pure
superallowed transition of a proton (denoted 7) mgg/2
in the completely filled orbital to a neutron (v) in the
empty spin-orbit partner vg;,, orbital of 100Ty . This of-
fers the simplest possible structure of the daughter state
that is of a pure vg7/, particle-mgg s hole state to which
the ESPM can be applied. Now if one assumes that the
final (daughter) state reached in the GT process has ig-
norable mixing with other particle-hole states, then the
mapping from the FLFP approximation in the Fermi-
liquid for 1/N — 0 to the ESPM would be as exact as
feasible.

III. AIQ: OBSERVATION AND PREDICTION
A. Experiments

Here we look at what Nature says in the '°°Sn transi-
tion. Equation (I0) for gssp involves two unknowns, ¢4
and (.. Neither is available by lattice QCD or experi-
mental. Therefore an unambiguous prediction with the
formula (I0) is not feasible at present. To proceed, we
need to resort to experimental decay rates to arrive at
the nuclear matrix element M1 so as to get gsne-

For this, an ab initio no-core shell-model calculation
that takes into as full an account of nuclear correlations



as feasible would be the best one can hope for. Up to
date, one crucially important theoretical has not been
properly accounted for. For accurately calculating super-
allowed GT transitions in heavy nuclei, the nuclear tensor
force with its strength decreasing with density following
the BR scaling will play an essential role ﬂﬂ] . However
up to date there are no such calculations available in the
literature ﬂﬁ] Here the ESPM-Landau FLFP mapping
enters giving

k. =1- %@Ff)* ~1/ga ~0.78. (13)
It turns out that this quantity is highly insensitive to
density, so it can be applied to heavy nuclei as well as to
nuclear matter. It was given numerically in @, ] The ro-
bustness of the FLFP approximation for ([I3]) reflected in
the EFTs used in [1, 6] has been further confirmed by the
nonlinear bosonization approach with the coadjoint orbit
method [25]. The correction to (I3) is found to come only
at O(10~%). Note that this is more or less what’s found
in light nuclei for g5 which indicates that with no AIQ
effect there is little dependence on density B]

Let’s now look at the experiments available in 1°°Sn
where the mapping between shell-model and Landau
Fermi-liquid model could be made. There are two exper-
iments, one from GSI [26] and another from RIKEN [4].

e GSI: In this experiment, the transition zeroing-in
on ~ 95% of the final daughter state of the pure
(vg7/2)particle-(mgg 2)hole configuration has been

reported. The resulting ¢&57

s comes out close to
¢~ . [2] leading to

¢G5~ (0.9 - 1.0). (14)

A detailed account of the mixing in the final state
involving theoretical inputs seems to give a some-
what smaller ¢ss; but it is not clear how reliable
the mixing can be estimated. We choose not to
rely on this analysis. Modulo the ~ 5% uncer-
tainty, however, it seems safe to conclude qsc’;*bgl
given by ([4) indicates no AIQ. This gives then
what one might call “pure quasi-nucleon constant”
GV = Qene X ga = 0.78 x 1.276 = 1. This is
equal to g% ([@2) predicted by FLFP. It is worth
noting that one obtains the same result as what is
called “dilaton-limit fixed-point” (DLFP) [27] but
at a much higher density in GnEFT where an in-
tricate interplay between the attraction due to the
dilaton exchange and the w repulsion plays a crucial

role [9, 28]

e RIKEN: The more recent measurement at RIKEN
for the same transition, proclaimed as improved

1 In the scheme, three-body forces are integrated out together with
the A resonance, as justified in the Gamow-Teller channel.

over the GSI result, comes out to be drastically
different and points to a major AIQ effect. It is
difficult to assess the accuracy with which the nu-
clear correlations between the neighboring states
near the pure (vg7/;)particle-(mgg/2)hole configu-
ration are taken into account in arriving at the ex-
perimental result of ggp,.. It would require highly
accurate theoretical inputs to ¢s,. which we, not
involved in the analyses, are unable to assess. As-
suming the g% . given by the mapping for g, the
RIKEN result implies an extremely significant AIQ
effect,

gFLEEN ~ (0.6 — 0.7). (15)

ssb

This RIKEN result is saying that the “fundamen-
tal” ga inherited from QCD is ~ 0.8 — 0.9, not
1.276. Given its fundamentality, it should apply
to ALL weak processes at all kinematics in nuclear
medium, not just superallowed Gamow-Teller tran-
sitions at (¢,w) — (0,0). Even more significantly,
in the process Ov3f transitions in nuclei where the
momentum transfer can be of order ~ 100 MeV, the
axial coupling constant appears at fourth power in
the cross-section.

So the big question is: Which one is correct?

B. Prediction by GD/CD-QCD

As noted, neither the coefficient ¢4 nor the anomalous
dimension S, in ([I0) has been worked out for Ny = 2
or 3. However the recent development on the IR fixed
point in the CD-QCD scheme anchored on soft dilaton
theorems in dYEFT has led Zwicky [15] to predict the
anomalous dimension

) (16)
This predicts
Qssb =~ 1. (17)

This would apply not just to the axial current but also
to other channels in the GnEFT Lagrangian to be men-
tioned below. We put an approximate equality because
of the caveat that follows from (I0). Here the higher
scale-order term O(as — aqr) is taken to be negligible.
But it is not obvious that the system lies very near the
IR fixed point, so that O(as; — arg) may not be ignor-
able. In fact the would-be free-space dilaton mass, if
identified with f((500) in the CD-QCD scheme, must be
higher than the pion mass, so the correction to 8. in the
exponent to ® may not be ignorable unless the system
is driven close to the IR fixed point by external distur-
bance, say, baryon density. We cannot give a convinc-
ing simple argument at the moment but the fact that
the phenomenology in GnEFT with the topology change
as hadron-quark crossover gives the precocious pseudo-
conformal sound velocity v2/c? ~ 1/3 in compact stars
at a density as low as n 2 3ng is consistent with 8, = 0.



C. Evidences for and against ¢/t**N ~ (0.6 — 0.7)

The dilaton-limit fixed point (DLFP) in GrEFT is ex-
pected to appear at a much higher density than normal
ng, encompassing what’s expected in massive compact
stars. How the effect relevant to normal nuclear matter
persists from ng where the g4 problem lies to ~ (5—7)ng
probed in compact stars cannot be given a simple descrip-
tion. But as defined, the AIQ should apply to the axial
coupling constant g4 figuring in ALL processes involving
the nucleon axial current independently of the kinemat-
ics. Furthermore this applies to ALL processes where
the pion-nucleon coupling figures as expected from the
Goldberger-Treiman relation between g4 and g yn. One
may then ask how the currently successful YEFT in nu-
clear physics which is anchored on soft pions — which in-
cludes nuclear astrophysical observations — escapes “tor-
pedos” of the fundamentally quenched g47

Among numerous processes in nuclear dynamics, there
is one case that seems to be strongly against ¢/ KEN
It is the first-forbidden beta decay in nuclei dominated
by the axial-charge operator Jg;. For this process, the
soft-pion prediction [29] with ¢ = 1 is well confirmed
by an experiment in Pb nuclei @] This result has been
further supported with A = 12 nuclei ﬂﬂ], indicating
relatively weak dependence on density. Note that the
AIQ factor for the axial current controlled by soft-dilaton
effects ﬂﬁ] should apply exactly as in the superallowed
GT transition and the axial charge operator that enters
in the first-forbidden process is primarily controlled by
soft-pion effects. It is intriguing that both cases involve
soft theorems in providing nuclear model independence
and could be given a “first-principle” test.

There are however certain axial processes being dis-
cussed in the literature that may be indicative for an
appreciable quenching of ¢ss,. As stressed by Suhonen B,
there is a suggestion that measuring [-decay spectral
shape instead of superallowed GT transitions would al-
low the AIQ to be better extracted. Indeed there seems
to be a signal [32] for the § = 1 — gyq ~ (0.3 —0.4) com-
parable to what’s indicated by the RIKEN data. Here
the nucleon wavefunction involved probes different kine-
matics from the superallowed GT transition, so the LFL
fixed-point-to-ESPM mapping where the nuclear tensor
forces play a key role for determining ¢ . cannot be ap-
plied. In fact the spectral shape involves nuclear ma-
trix elements with the structure of the current opera-

tor (i.e., many-body meson-exchange currents) and the
BR-scaled tensor forces (mentioned in [23]) appreciably
different from what enters in the superallowed GT tran-
sitions, so sorting out the nuclear effect to handle the in-
tricacy between “fundamental” and “mundane” nuclear
effects would seem to require a drastically different ap-
proach.
IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we provided what we consider to be a
solution to the long-standing mystery of the quenched
ga in nuclear GT transitions. What turns out to play
a key role here is the presence of an IR fixed-point in
QCD with 2 or 3 flavors, so far unobserved, at which
hidden scale symmetry with GD [11] or CD—QCD&] in-
tervenes. Combined with hidden local symmetry [14], im-
plemented with a hadron-quark continuity in terms of a
topology change, this GD/CD-QCD scheme has met with
no tension with modern developments with compact-star
observables |8, d].

A most striking observation in the scheme with the
IR fixed point is that the anomalous dimension at the
fixed point, ., comes out to be zero ﬂﬁ] As shown
in this paper, if higher-order scale-chiral contributions
could not be ignored as assumed so far — and are be-
ing looked into @], this would imply that there can be
an important renormalization of the axial-current cou-
pling constant from the free-space value 1.276 to ~ 1/2
in nuclear matter leading to a dramatic quenching of ga
in nuclear medium — which has not so far been detected
in nuclear processes where pion-nuclear coupling is in-
volved — and to a ~ (1/2)* quenching in 2038 and Ov3p3
processes — highly crucially relevant for on-going BSM
search. The culprit for this big “anomaly-induced” ef-
fect is the recent RIKEN experiment in the superallowed
Gamow-Teller transition in the doubly-closed magic-shell
nucleus '°°Sn. An unambiguous reconfirmation or invali-
dation of this result is called for. If it turned out to be ei-
ther definitively reconfirmed or invalidated, then it would
either support or rule out the possible IR fixed point with
GD/QCD-CD, this coming from nuclear physics.
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