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1. INTRODUCTION

We begin with a key question: how does one make an almost esssbbund state
from two massive constituents? Naturally, the bound statbe pion and the massive
components are constituent-quarks. It has long been knbjthdt

2.0 m, (1)

wheremy is the light-quark current-mass that appears in QCD’s Liagjean. While it is
possible to construct a quantum mechanical model with entiatdinely tuned to give a
massless pseudoscalar bound state composed of heavywemistiin such a framework
my O Mg, whereMg is the constituents’ mass. This is plainly not the way to ag@us
understanding of strong interaction physics.

True comprehension of the visible universe requires thdeam just what it is about
QCD which enables the formation of an unexpectedly lighugsscalar meson from
two rather massive constituents. The correct understgrafinadron observables must
explain why the pion is light but the-meson and the nucleon are heavy. The keys
to this puzzle are QCD’®mergent phenomena: confinementand dynamical chiral
symmetry breakingDCSB). Confinement is the feature that no matter how hard one
strikes a hadron, it never breaks apart into quarks andimmgl that reach a detector.
DCSB is signalled by an apparently unnatural pattern of Hostate masses in the
strong interaction spectrum, and can only be fathomed oneegoasps the nature of
a well-defined and valid chiral limit. Thereafter can follam understanding of the
connection between a current-quark and a constituenkgaad subsequently EdL)
QCD’s emergent phenomena are not apparent in the actiorih&tare the dominant
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determining characteristics of hadron properties. Attgjran understanding of these
phenomena is one of the greatest intellectual challengeisyisics.

A nonperturbative method for solving quantum field theorynécessary in order
to answer the question we have posed, and those which shiallvforhe Dyson-
Schwinger equations (DSESs) are one such tool. At the simiglesl the DSEs provide
a generating tool for perturbation theory and, because GCI3ymptotically free, this
means that any model-dependence in their application caadbected to the infrared
(long-range) domain. The solutions of the DSEs are Schwifigections (Euclidean
space Green functions) and because all cross-sectionsaammbtructed from suafr
point functions the DSEs can be used to make predictionsefdrworld experiments.
In this mode they provide a means by which to use nonpertugbatrong interaction
phenomena to map out, e.g., the behaviour at long-rangeeointeraction between
light-quarks. A nonperturbative solution of the DSEs eralihe study of: hadrons as
composites of dressed-quarks and -gluons; the phenomearmfiement and DCSB;
and therefrom an articulation of any connection betweemth@ne of the merits of
this is that any assumptions employed, or guesses made,ectasted, verified and
improved, or rejected in favour of more promising altervedi The modern application
of these methods is described in Re®s 3, 4, 5], while Ref. [6] provides a pedagogical
overview.

The DSEs are a countable infinity of equations, which ardlyitaportant in proving
the renormalisability of quantum field theories. Howevke toupling between equa-
tions is at the heart of a persistent challenge to their eggptin. This relationship means
that in order to arrive at a tractable problem one must emalisyincation. Perturbation
theory is ever popular. However, it is not useful in conr@ttvith the nonperturbative
phenomena that provide the keystones of hadron physictirfaely, at least one sys-
tematic, nonperturbative and symmetry preserving truocatf the DSEs exists/] 8].
This enables the proof of exact results using the DSEs. Merethat the truncation
scheme is also tractable provides a method by which the exswits may be illustrated
and, furthermore, a practical tool for the prediction of @élvables that are accessible
at contemporary experimental facilities. The consequ@pbdunities for rapid feed-
back between experiment and theory brings within reach taitive understanding of
nonperturbative strong interaction phenomena.

2. GAP EQUATION

The renormalised gap equation in QCD may be written

Spt = Z(iy- p+m™+3(p), (2)
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where fé\ represents a Poincaré invariant regularisation of thegrate with A the
regularisation mass-scal@, [L0], D,y (K) is the dressed-gluon propagatoyq, p) is the
dressed-quark-gluon vertex, amd™ is the A-dependent current-quark bare mass. The
quark-gluon-vertex and quark wave function renormaﬁﬂattonstantszlz((2,/\2),



depend on the renormalisation poigt, the regularisation mass-scale and the gauge
parameter. The gap equation’s solution has the form

B 1 _ ()
Sp) = iy- pA(p?,{2)+B(p%,{%) iy-p+M(p?)’ @

It is obtained from Eq.Z) augmented by the renormalisation condition

S(p)_l‘pzzzzziy‘p‘f'm(@, (5)

wherem({) is the renormalised mass:

Zo(Z2, N mP™(A) = Z4(22, N m(Q), (6)

with Z4 the Lagrangian mass renormalisation constant. In QCD tinaldimit is strictly
and unambiguously defined by

Zo(Z%, NYmP™(A) = 0,VA >, (7)

which states that the renormalisation-point-invariamtent-quark masms = 0.

In the absence of interactio@$p?) = 1 andM(p?) = my in Eq. @). On the other hand,
the behaviour of these functions in QCD is a longstandinglipten of DSE studies
[11], which could have been anticipated from Rei,[13]: the functions receive strong
momentum-dependent corrections at infrared momenta d0Zifi®) is suppressed
andM(p?) enhanced. These DSE predictions are confirmed in numeiroalations
of lattice-QCD [L4], and the conditions have been explored under which pos&wi
agreement between DSE results and lattice simulations maptained 15, 16)].

The gap equation’s kernel, E®)(is constructed from the contraction of the dressed-
gluon two-point function and the dressed-quark-gluonesern Landau gauge

pupv) F(pZ,ZZ)‘

02 02 (8)
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The modern DSE perspective &(p?,{?) is reviewed in Ref.4]: these studies pre-
dicted that~ (p?) is suppressed at smaif; i.e., in the infrared, with the deviation from
expectations based on perturbation theory becoming apipatrp® ~ 1 Ge\2. A mass-
scale of this magnitude has long been anticipated as claisitt of nonperturbative
gauge-sector dynamics and its origin is fundamentally &meesas that of\gcp, which
appears in perturbation theory. These DSE predictions,Haee been verified in con-
temporary simulations of lattice-regularised QCIJ||

The remaining piece of the gap equation’s kernel is the dregsiark-gluon vertex,
whose form is the subject of contemporary research. In latimg lattice-QCD results
on the dressed-quark and -gluon propagators via the gapieqjitavas found 5] that
the vertex must exhibit an infrared enhancement. This wésipated in Ref. 18 and
confirmed in Ref.]16]. The exact nature of this enhancement and its origin in QED |
currently being explored; e.g., Ref&g 20, 21].



3. MESONS

Dyson-Schwinger equation studies have established &lefwcture of key propagators
and vertices in QCD. It is now natural to ask: what about batates? Without them, of
course, a direct comparison with experiment is impossieind states appear as pole
contributions to colour-singlet Schwinger functions ahnid bbservation may be viewed
as the origin of the Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE).

The DSE for the dressed-quark-gluon vertex can be viewedBSEa So can that
for the dressed-quark-photon vertex. The latter is a camglet vertex and its lowest
mass pole-contribution is the-meson P2]. This fact underlies the successmimeson
dominance phenomenology.

The axial-vector vertex is of primary interest to hadrongby. It may be obtained as
the solution of the inhomogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equation

[r5u(k; Pﬂtu =24 [VSVHLU + /q/\[XSH(q; P)]sK{5(a,k; P), 9)

where x5, (q;P) = S(0+ )5, (0;P)S(0-), g+ = q+P/2, and the colour-, Dirac- and
flavour-matrix structure of the elements in the equatioreisaded by the indicess, t, u.

In Eq. ©), K(q,k; P) is the fully-amputated quark-antiquark scattering kertiés one-
particle-irreducible and hence does not contain quarlgaatk to single gauge-boson
annihilation diagrams, such as would describe the leptdagay of the pion, nor di-
agrams that become disconnected by cutting one quark andrditgiark line. If one
knows the form oK then onecompletelyunderstands the nature of the interaction be-
tween quarks in QCD.

Model-independent results

In quantum field theory, chiral symmetry and the pattern bychtht is broken are
expressed via the chiral Ward-Takahashi identity £ k+P/2):

)
P, (k:P) = §(k; ) wsT—+w5T &k ) 1-i{METHKP)),  (10)

where the pseudoscalar vertex satisfies
H/p- TH A H /- rs .
|:r5 (k’ P):|tu = Z4 %7 +/q |:X5 (q’ P):|sr KtU (q7 k! P) ? (11)
tu

with S= diagS,, &, S, . ..] andM¢ = diagmy(Z), mg(Z), ms(Z), .. .]. We have written
Egs. L0), (11) for the case of a flavour-nonsinglet vertex in a theory wWithquark

flavours. The matrice$" are constructed from the generatorsStd(N¢) with, e.g.,
T = (A 1 +iA?) providing for the flavour content of a positively chargedrpio

The aX|aI -vector Ward-Takahashi identity relates the tsmhuof a BSE to that of the
gap equation. If the identity is always to be satisfied andimodel-independent manner,
as necessary in order to preserve an essential symmetrg aftribng interaction and
its breaking pattern, then the kernels of the gap and Be#thge&r equations must be



intimately related. Any truncation or approximation of $keequations must preserve
that relation. This is an extremely tight constraint. Pexation theory is one truncation
that, order by order, guarantees E))( However, perturbation theory is inadequate in
the face of QCD’s emergent phenomena. Something else i®deed

That need is satisfied by the systematic, nonperturbatidesgmmetry preserving
truncation of the DSEs explained in Ref8. 8, 20, 23]. It enables a proof of Goldstone’s
theorem in QCD 9]. Namely, in the chiral limit, Eq.7), and with chiral symmetry
dynamically broken: the axial-vector vertex, E®),(is dominated by the pion pole for
P2 ~ 0 and the homogeneous, isovector, pseudoscalar BSE hasstessa? = 0)
solution. The converse is also true, so that DCSB is a suftiéied necessary condition
for the appearance of a massless pseudoscalar bound stdtamarhically-massive
constituents, which dominates the axial-vector vertexritrared total momenta.

Furthermore, from the axial-vector Ward-Takahashi idgrdnd the existence of a
systematic, nonperturbative symmetry-preserving trtiocaone can prove the follow-
ing identity involving the mass-squared of a pseudoscaésan P]:

fi M@ = pr ()M, (12)

whereMy, = Mg, ({) + My, ({) is the sum of the current-quark masses of the meson’s
constituents;

N o ~
=2t [ 3T TyeyuSian) M (@ P)S(a), (13)

where(-)T indicates matrix transpose, the trace is over all matriicest and

(N DRTIC Hi g p) & .—<q_q>?
pu(Q) = Zatr [ STTSa) M@ P)Sa ) = = (14)

The renormalisation constants in Eds3), (14) play a pivotal role because the expres-
sions would be meaningless without them. They serve to gtegahat the quantities
described are gauge invariant, and finite as the regulemisatale is removed to in-
finity. Moreover,Z, in Eq. (13) andZ, in Eq. (14) ensure that botHiy and the product

PH (Z)Mf| are renormalisation point independent, which is an absalatessity for any
observable quantity.

Taking note that in a Poincaré invariant theory a pseudasoaéson Bethe-Salpeter
amplitude assumes the form

I'L(k; P) =Ty [iIEH(KP) +y-PRy(k;P)+ y-kk- PGy (k; P) + oy kuPy Hi (K P)]
(15)
then, in the chiral limit, one can also prove

fSEn(k;0) = B(k?), Fr(k;0) + 2 f3Fu (k; 0) = A(k?), (16)
Hr(k;0) +2 fOHp (k;0) =0, Gr(k;0)+2flGn(k;0) = 2A'(k?),

wherefﬂ is the chiral limit value from Eq(3), which is nonzero when chiral symmetry
is dynamically broken. The functiog, Gr, Hr are associated with terms in the axial-
vector vertex that are regular in the neighbourhoo®%of- m%, = 0 and do not vanish



at P, = 0. These four identities are quark-level Goldberger-Tegimelations for the
pion. They are: exact in QCD; and a pointwise expression dfi§one’s theorem.
These identities relate the pseudoscalar meson Bethet8ahmplitude directly to the
dressed-quark propagator, E4).(The first explains why DCSB and the appearance
of a Goldstone mode are so intimately connected, and theimergahree entail that
in general a pseudoscalar meson Bethe-Salpeter ampliasievhat might be called
pseudovector components; namdhy, Gy, Hy. It is the latter which, in a covariant
treatment, guarantee that the electromagnetic pion foctofdehaves as/Q? at large
spacelike momentum transfet).

Equation (2) and its corollaries are fundamental in QCD. To exemplifylliecus
first on the chiral limit behaviour of Eql@) whereat, using Eqslp) & (16), one finds

A\
1908(2) = Za(Z,A) Netro /q Sro(@) = — (@92 (17)

Equation L7) is unique as the expression for the chiral limaicuum quark condensate
It thus follows from Eqs.12) & (17) that in the neighbourhood of the chiral limit

(£3)2mf, = — My, (G6)2 + O(M?). (18)

Hence Eql), which is commonly known as the Gell-Mann—Oakes—Rennatioa, is
acorollary of Eq. (12).

Let's now consider another extreme; viz., when one of thestitwents is a heavy
quark, a domain on which EdL?) is equally valid. In this instance EdL) yields the

model-independent resul2 ]
1
fy O ; 19
H0 (19)
i.e., it reproduces a well-known consequence of heavykgssanmetry P6]. A similar
analysis of Eqg.14) gives a new resul]7, 28]

_ 1 1
—_— H pu— —_— _—
(qg); = constant-O (mH) for -~ 0. (20)
Combining Egs.19), (20), one finds 27, 28]
. 1
my O ms for — ~0, (21)
mg

whereny; is the renormalisation-group-invariant current-quarlseaf the pseudoscalar
meson’s heaviest constituent. This is the result one woualde hanticipated from
constituent-quark models but here we have indicated atgireof in QCD.
Pseudoscalar mesons hold a special place in QCD and thetkraeestates, com-
posed ofu,d quarks, in the hadron spectrum with masses below 2 G&Y/ ft(140);
m(1300; and r7(1800). Of these, the pionrf(140)] is naturally well known and much
studied. In the context of a model constituent-quark Hamikn, these mesons are of-
ten viewed as the first three members @@ n'S, trajectory, wheren is the principal



quantum number; i.e., the(140) is viewed as th&wave ground state and the others
are its first two radial excitations. By this reasoning theparties of therr(1300 and
(1800 are likely to be sensitive to details of the long-range péthe quark-quark
interaction because the constituent-quark wave functiahgossess material support
at large interquark separation. Hence the development ohdarstanding of their prop-
erties may provide information about light-quark confiname/hich complements that
obtained via angular momentum excitatio@][

That Eq. (2) is a powerful result is further emphasised by the fact thiatapplicable
here, too B1, 32]. The result holds at each pole common to the pseudoscalaaaal-
vector vertices and therefore it also impacts upon the ptiggeof non-ground-state
pseudoscalar mesons. Let’s work with a labet O for the pseudoscalar mesons;
with n = 0 denoting the ground state— 1 the state with the next lowest mass, and so
on. By assumptiomy, ,, > My, and henceny, ,, > 0 in the chiral limit. In addition

0< pp, () = lim pr({) <0, V. (22)

Hence, it is a necessary consequence of chiral symmetrysdginamical breaking in
QCD; viz., Eq. (2, that
fp =0,vn>1. (23)

This result means that in the presence of DCSB all pseudwsoasons except the
ground state decouple from the weak interaction. NB. Awaynfithe chiral limit the
quantitiesfy, alternate in sign; i.e., they are positive for evebut negative for oda.
This is an essential prediction of spectral positivity iragtum field theory and follows
becausefy;, are the residues of colour-singlet poles ivexrtexthat, considered as a
function of P2, is continuous and does not vanish between adjacent boates st

These arguments are legitimate in any theory with a validathimit. It is logically
possible that such a theory does not exhibit DCSB; i.e.jseslchiral symmetry in
the Wigner-Weyl mode. Equatiori?) is still valid in the Wigner phase. However, its
implications are different; namely, in the Wigner phases bas

BY(0,¢%) Om(¢) O (24)

I.e., the mass function and constituent-quark mass vanisnei chiral limit. Equations
(16) apply if there is a massless bound state in the chiral li8uppose such a bound
state persists in the absence of DCSBthen follows from Egs.16) & (24) that

fr 0. (25)

In this case the leptonic decay constant of the ground statiedmwscalar also vanishes in
the chiral limit, and hence all pseudoscalar mesons ard bdithe weak interaction.

As further examples, exact results have also been establfsi: it scattering 83,
34]; the yrﬁzoy [39] and yrﬁ>1y [32] transition form factors; and thgrtrrt transition
form factor [36]. a

1 if that is false then considering this particular case isag@ssary. However, it is true at the transition
temperature in QCDZ].



Predictive tool

It is now recognised that the leading-order term in the sgatec, nonperturbative
symmetry-preserving truncation of the DSEs is providedhgrenormalisation-group-
improved rainbow-ladder truncation, which has been useatelyj e.g., Refs.J0, 37,
38] and references thereto. A practical renormalisationsgrimproved rainbow-ladder
truncation preserves the one-loop ultraviolet behavidyreoturbative QCD. However,
a model assumption is required for the behaviour of the keméhe infrared; viz.,
on the domairQ? < 1Ge\?, which corresponds to length-scale.2fm. This is the
confinement domain whereupon little is truly known aboutithieraction between light-
quarks. That information is, after all, what we seek. Thdiappon of a single model to
an extensive range of JLab-related phenomena is reviewRéfirj5] and summarised
in Sec. 5.2.2 of Reff{]. Herein we simply note that the one-parameter renorntaisa
group-improved rainbow-ladder model introduced in R&9] provides an excellent tool
with which to illustrate exact results, such as those desdrabove, and moreover has
proved to be a valuable predictive devid®[41].

4. BARYON PROPERTIES

While the significant progress made with the study of mes®gead, it does not directly
impact on the important challenge of baryons. Mesons fdhiwithe class of two-body
problems. They are the simplest bound states for theoryederythe absence of meson
targets poses significant difficulties for the experimewgaification of predictions such
as those reported above. On the other hand, it is relativedightforward to construct
a proton target but, as a three-body problem in relativigtiantum field theory, here
the difficulty is for theory. With this problem the currentpextise is approximately at
the level it was for mesons ten years ago; namely, modelibgiland phenomenology,
making as much use as possible of the results and constoaitiiteed above.

Modern, high-luminosity experimental facilities that elmplarge momentum trans-
fer reactions are providing remarkable and intriguing nef@rimation on nucleon struc-
ture 42, 43]. For an example one need only look so far as the discrepagteyelen the
ratio of electromagnetic proton form factors extracted R@senbluth separation and
that inferred from polarisation transfet4, 45, 46, 47, 48]. This discrepancy is marked
for Q2 > 2Ge\® and grows with increasin@?. At such values of momentum transfer,

Q? > M2, whereM is the nucleon’s mass, a veracious understanding of thesethar
contemporary data require a Poincaré covariant desamipfithe nucleon.

A natural primary aim is to develop a good theoretical pietaf the proton’s elec-
tromagnetic form factors. To this end Ref9 proposed that the nucleon is at heart
composed of a dressed-quark and nonpointlike diquark. Gemaeat of that study is
the dressed-quark propagator. The form used expressesdtineds described above and
carries no free parameters, because its behaviour was fixathlyses of meson observ-
ables p0]. The nucleon bound state was subsequently realised vignadé covariant
Faddeev equation, which incorporates scalar and axiabrvelquark correlations. In
this there are two parameters: the mass-scales associdtethe correlations. They
were fixed by fitting to specified nucleon aAdnasses: the values are listed in Table



TABLE 1. Mass-scale parameters (in GeV) for the scalar and axidbweliquarks, fixed by fitting
nucleon andA masses: the fitted mass was offset to allow for “pion clouditdbutions p1], which
reduce both the nucleon afdnasses to their experimental valuegs = my /1/2 is the width-parameter
in the nonpointlike(qq) ;o-diquark’s Bethe-Salpeter amplitude: its inverse is a gaofgthe diquark’s
matter radius. Charge radii are estimated in R&d].[(Adapted from Ref.49].)

Mn MA4 Mo+ m1+4

o+ W+
1.18 1.3 0.79 0.8 0.56=1/(0.35fm) 0.63=1/(0.31fm)

The study thus arrived at a representation of the nucledrptiesesses no free parame-
ters with which to influence the nucleons’ form factors.

At this point only a specification of the nucleons’ electr@gmatic interaction re-
mained. Its formulation was primarily guided by a requiratrtbat the nucleon-photon
vertex satisfy a Ward-Takahashi identity. The interacti@epends on three parameters
tied to properties of the axial-vector diquark correlatigp: andx;+, respectively, the
axial-vector diquarks’ magnetic dipole and electric qugaie moments; and 5, the
strength of electromagnetic axial-vecter scalar diquark transitions. Calculated re-
sults for the nucleons’ form factors, however, were not mailg sensitive to these pa-
rameters 49], which enabled a prediction to be madsS| p, GE(Q?)/GRy(Q%) =0
at Q? ~ 6.5Ge\%; namely, at the point for whictGE(Q?) = 0. The behaviour of
UpGE(Q?)/GR(Q?) owes itself primarily to spin-isospin correlations in thecteon’s
Faddeev amplitude. An experiment is planned at JLab thatagjuire data on this ratio
to Q%2 = 9.0Ge\? [54]. It is expected to begin running around the beginning of®200

This framework can naturally be applied to calculate wead stnong form factors
of the nucleon. Preliminary studies of this type are rembite Refs. b5, 56]. Such
form factors are sensitive to different aspects of quarlear physics and should prove
useful, e.g., in constraining coupled-channel models fediom-energy production
reactions on the nucleon.

We will briefly describe first results for three such form fast the axial-vector and
pseudoscalar nucleon form factors, which appear in thé-ag@or—nucleon current

3,(PP) iu—(F”)%J/\su(q:F’)U(F’)le(F”))/sT—zJ [Vt 9a(0%) + A gr ()] U(P), (26)

whereq=P' —P, j = 1,2, 3 is the isospin index, and the nucleon spingP), is defined
in Ref. [49]; and the pion-nucleon coupling

IH(P',P) = U(P")AL(G; P)u(P) = grun(G?)T(P))iys T u(P). (27)

In the chiral limit the pseudovector vertex of ER6] takes the following form in the
neighbourhood of? = 0 [9]

. ZN .
AL, (c;P) =" regular + 2—’; fu\h(G; P)., (28)
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FIGURE 1. Filled circles ga(Q?) in Eq. (26) calculated in the chiral limit using the nucleon Faddeev
amplitudes and the axial-vector-nucleon vertex obtaimethfEqgs. 80), (34) & (36). Solid line dipole
fit to the calculation, with mass-scaief) = 1.69GeV. The shaded band delimits the result’s variation

subject to 10% changes in the parameter values in&8}. The experimental value of the nucleon’s axial
coupling @a ~ 1.27) is marked by a dashed line.

where/\%}(q; P) is the pion-nucleon vertex and “regular” denotes non-pefens. In
addition,un})u( ’.P) = 0. From these observations ensues the Goldberger-Treiman
relation:

Mga(0® = 0) = frgmn(a® =0), (29)
whereM is the calculated nucleon mass apdc?) is solely associated with the regular
part of the axial-vector vertex.

The calculation of electromagnetic form factors sets agpafior determininga(g?),
or(9?) andg:nn(g?), and that is what we follow. We need to know how a dressedkquar
couples to an axial-vector probe. In the chiral limit thesded-quark—axial-vector vertex
satisfies Eq.X0) with the mass-dependent term omitted. Hereafter we’lliassisospin
symmetry so thaf, = &, in which case the chiral-limit axial-vector Ward-Takahias
identity is solved by

- 7] o)
Fu(6Q) = Vory | MaZA(KE,IE) + 2huy- KialIE, 1) 421 2 (k2,1E) |, (30)
with
F() —F(43)
G-
whereF = A B; viz., the scalar functions in Eg4). Naturally, Eq.80) is not a unique
AnsatZor the dressed-quark—axial-vector vertex but it is an adégstarting point.

TR (3,03) = L [F() +F ()], Br(3,03) = (31)
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FIGURE 2. Calculated chiral-limit result foga(Q?)/ga(0), solid line, compared with data obtained
via pion electroproduction in the threshold region, as dbsd in Ref. p7]. Dashed linedipole fit to data
with mass-scalef® = 1.1GeV.

For the pion-nucleon coupling, one needs the pion’s Betdpe®er amplitude and its
extension off pion mass-shell. In chiral QCD we have Ef8), (upon which we base the
Ansatz

_ o
Mk Q) =iyst! - Zg(k2,K2), (32)

where_/17; is the canonical normalisation constant calculated wiih amplitude. (See,
for example, Egs. (37) & (38) of Re#f].)

We also need to know the following vertices: pion—axialteediquark; axial-
vector-probe—axial-vector-diquark; and the pion- andabxector-probe-induced
scalar-diquark— axial-vector-diquark transitions. For these we follow R&6):

k™ ME

m Q
ras(P,p) mf—nsaﬂuv(p/+p)uQv» (33)
1 Q
Thap(PoP) = K™ &uapy (P +P)y+ 2 TER(Pp). (34)
n01 01 MG
rp (PP = —iK™—=Qp, (35)
m
. Q
MgE.p) = My, +2an—grgm(p',p)7 (36)
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FIGURE 3. Filled circles Chiral limit result forQ%ge(Q?) in Eq. (26) calculated as described in the

caption of Fig . Solid line dipole fit to the calculation, with mass-scah§ = 1.77 GeV. The shaded band
delimits the result’s variation subject to 10% changes éghrameter values in EQY).

WhereMg is the Euclidean light-quark constituent-mas6][ p & p’ are the incoming

and outgoing diquark momenta aQd= (p' — p). EachAnsatzntroduces one parameter,
for which typical values aresf):

KT~k ~a5 k™ ~39 kMPl~21. (37)

We used these to obtain the results reported below, with #reld representing a
variation of £10%. NB. A scalar diquark does not couple to a single psewdasor
axial-vector probe.

With the elements heretofore described we have an analdghe twp four diagrams
in Fig. 1 of Ref. 49]. This is necessary but not sufficient to guarantee that e-a
vector—nucleon vertex automatically fulfills the chiral Marakahashi identity for on-
shell nucleons. Work on improvement is underway.

In Fig. 1 we display our result for the nucleon’s axial-vector forrotéa. A comparison
with extant data is provided in Fig. We attribute the mismatch to a failure of the
axial-vector-nucleon vertex obtained from E@)( (34) & (36) to properly express
the diquarks’ nonpointlike nature: the result is thus toalha

In Fig.3 we depict our result for the nucleon’s induced-pseudosdatan factor. A
comparison with data is provided in F@§y. The form factor is dominated by the pion
pole in the neighbourhood of = —m?2, which for our chiral-limit calculation is? ~ 0.

In this case the comparison with data is more favourabldicodarly once one allows
for a shift of the pion pole taf? = 0 in our chiral-limit calculation. We attribute this to
Egs. B2), (33) & (35); viz., as it is based on Eqd.€), our calculation incorporates a
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FIGURE 4. Chiral-limit result forge(Q?), dash-dot curveData obtained via pion electroproduction

(filled circle [58] and world average for muon capture@t = O.88mf, (filled diamond. Dashed curve
— current-algebra result; asolid curve— next-to-leading order chiral perturbation theory refoilf.

fairly accurate representation of pion structure and tbe pucleon coupling.

This view is supported by our result fgran(g?), which is depicted in Figs. Within
reasonable variation of the parameters that charactdres@ibn-nucleon vertex, the
calculated value og‘,)TNN(O) is consistent with standard phenomenology. Our result
yields a chiral-limit valuer%, ~ 0.51+0.02fm. For comparison, a massive-quark
value ofrn ~ 0.3fm appears in Ref59], while rn ~ 0.93-106fm is employed
in Ref. [60].

In order to improve upon these preliminary results, comsion must be completed
of an axial-vector—nucleon vertex that automatically figlfihe chiral Ward-Takahashi
identity for on-shell nucleons described by the solutiorthef Faddeev equation. This
will subsequently lead to an improved pion-nucleon vertaxaddition, as is known
to be necessary for an accurate description of nucleonreteagnetic properties, the
effect of pseudoscalar meson loops on the axial and pseaidos®uplings must be
incorporated. These steps are prerequisites for the kel@tiension of our Poincaré
covariant model to weak and pionic processes.

5. EPILOGUE

The perturbative formulation of QCD fails spectacularhatezount for even the simplest
bulk properties of hadrons. Two fundamental, emergent pmema are responsible:
confinement and dynamical chiral symmetry breaking. Thepartance is difficult to
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FIGURE 5. Filled circles Chiral limit result forgmnn(Q?) in Eq. (27) calculated using the nucleon’s
Faddeev amplitude and thieNN vertex constructed from Eq82), (33) & (35). Solid line monopole
fit to the calculation, with mass-scafg; = 0.95GeV. The shaded band delimits the result’s variation

subject to 10% changes in the parameter values in&}}. The experimental value of th@NN coupling
(grmn = 13.4) is marked by a dashed line.

overestimate.

Dynamical chiral symmetry breaking (DCSB) is a singulafffg€tive mass generat-
ing mechanism. It takes the almost massless light-quargsmdirbative QCD and con-
verts them into the massive constituent-quarks whose nedas$h® scale which charac-
terises the spectrum of the strong interaction. The phenomis understood via QCD’s
gap equation, whose solution delivers a mass function witlhoenentum-dependence
that connects the perturbative and nonperturbative-itaest-quark domains.

Despite the fact that light-quarks are made heavy, the maskeopseudoscalar
mesons remains peculiarly small. That, too, owes to DCSBressed this time in a
remarkable relationship between QCD’s gap equation ansketieolour singlet Bethe-
Salpeter equations which have a pseudoscalar projectiolus®ne’s theorem is a
natural consequence of this connection.

The Dyson-Schwinger equations (DSESs) provide a naturaidveork for the explo-
ration of QCD’s emergent phenomena. They are a generatoidaioperturbation the-
ory and thus give a clean connection with processes thateteimderstood. Moreover,
they admit a systematic, symmetry preserving and nongetire truncation scheme,
and thereby give access to strong QCD in the continuum. Opfttips, a quantitative
feedback between DSE and lattice-QCD studies is today pgdwuitful.

The existence of a sensible truncation scheme enablesdbégdrexact results using
the DSEs. That the truncation scheme is also tractable gweva means by which
the results may be illustrated, and furthermore a practwal for the prediction of



observables that are accessible at contemporary expeehfiecilities. The consequent
opportunities for rapid feedback between experiment aadrthbrings within reach an
intuitive understanding of nonperturbative strong intéicmm phenomena.

An important challenge is the study of baryons. Modern, Highinosity experimen-
tal facilities employ large momentum transfer reactionprobe baryon structure, and
they are providing remarkable and intriguing new inforroatiA true understanding of
much contemporary data requires a Poincaré covariantiggsarof the nucleon. This
can be obtained with a Faddeev equation that describes arbasycomposed primarily
of a quark core, constituted of confined quark and confinedatlqcorrelations, but aug-
mented by pseudoscalar meson cloud contributions thaeaseed by long wavelength
probes. Short wavelength probes pierce the cloud, and exqgs-isospin correlations
and quark orbital angular momentum within the baryon. Thraci¢y of the elements in
this description makes plain that a picture of baryons agabthree constituent-quarks
is profoundly misleading.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

CDR expresses his deep gratitude for the hospitality anp@tpf the organisers of
the X" Mexican Workshop on Particles and Fields preparing this article we bene-
fited from conversations with A. Bashir, P. Jaikumar, A. Kr@igg, P. Maris, A. Raya,
and P. C. Tandy. This work was supported by: Department ofggm®ffice of Nuclear
Physics, contract no. W-31-109-ENG-38elmholtz-Gemeinschaffirtual Theory In-
stitute VH-VI-041; theA. v. Humboldt-Stiftungia aF. W. Bessel Forschungspreand
benefited from the facilities of ANL's Computing Resourcens.

REFERENCES

M. Gell-Mann, R. J. Oakes and B. Renner, Phys. BR&y, 2195 (1968).

C.D. Roberts and S. M. Schmidt, Prog. Part. Nucl. PAysS1 (2000).

C.D. Roberts, “Continuum strong QCD: Confinement and dyoal chiral symmetry breaking,”

Contribution to Confinement Research Program at the Erwito&ioger Institute, Vienna, Austria,

5 May - 17 Jul 2000pucl-th/0007054.

R. Alkofer and L. von Smekal, Phys. ReB&3, 281 (2001).

P. Maris and C. D. Roberts, Int. J. Mod. Phigd.2, 297 (2003).

A. Hdll, C. D. Roberts and S. V. Wright, “Hadron Physics &hdgon-Schwinger Equations,” Contri-

bution to the proceedings of tl2®th Annual Hampton University Graduate Studies Progratd@$

2005) JLab, 31 May - 17 Jun 2005ucl-th/0601071.

7. H.J. Munczek, Phys. Rel 52 4736 (1995).

8. A.Bender, C.D. Roberts and L. von Smekal, Phys. IB2880, 7 (1996).

9. P.Maris, C.D. Roberts and P. C. Tandy, Phys. [R#120, 267 (1998).

10. P. Maris and C.D. Roberts, Phys. Re\b&; 3369 (1997).

11. C.D. Roberts and A. G. Williams, Prog. Part. Nucl. PI3g 477 (1994).

12. K.D. Lane, Phys. Rev. D0, 2605 (1974).

13. H.D. Politzer, Nucl. Phy$3 117, 397 (1976).

14. P.O. Bowman, U. M. Heller, D.B Leinweber and A G. WillianMucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl19, 323
(2003).

15. M. S. Bhagwat, M. A. Pichowsky, C. D. Roberts and P. C. VaRtlys. RevC 68, 015203 (2003).

16. R. Alkofer, W. Detmold, C. S. Fischer and P. Maris, Nutly® Proc. Suppll4l, 122 (2005).

wn =

ook


http://www.arXiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0007054
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0601071

17.

18.
19.

20.

54,

55.
56.
57.
58.

60.

D. B. Leinweber, J.I. Skullerud, A. G. Williams and C. iaello [UKQCD Collaboration], Phys.
Rev. D60, 094507 (1999) [Erratum-ibid. B1, 079901 (2000)].

F. T. Hawes, P. Maris and C. D. Roberts, Phys. Letti4® 353 (1998).

J. 1. Skullerud, P.O. Bowman, A. Kizilersu, D. B. Leinvegland A. G. Williams, JHER304, 047

(2003).

M.S. Bhagwat, A. Holl, A. Krassnigg, C.D. Roberts and PT&ndy, Phys. RewC 70, 035205
(2004).

M. S. Bhagwat and P. C. Tandy, Phys. R2V0, 094039 (2004).

P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Phys. Rew6T; 045202 (2000).

. A. Bender, W. Detmold, C. D. Roberts and A. W. Thomas, PRgs. C65, 065203 (2002).

P. Maris and C. D. Roberts, Phys. Re\b&; 3659 (1998).

M. A. lvanov, Yu. L. Kalinovsky, P. Maris and C. D. Roberhys. Lett. B416, 29 (1998).

M. Neubert, Phys. Re[45, 259 (1994).

P. Maris and C.D. Roberts, “QCD bound states and theporese to extremes of temperature
and density,” inProc. of Wkshp. on Nonperturbative Methods in Quantum Fighgory eds.
A.W. Schreiber, A. G. Williams and A. W. Thomas (World Sciéint Singapore, 1998) pp. 132-151.
M. A. lvanov, Yu. L. Kalinovsky and C. D. Roberts, PhysvRe 60, 034018 (1999).

. S. Eidelmart al, Phys. LettB 592, 1 (2004).

. J.C.R. Bloch, Yu. L. Kalinovsky, C. D. Roberts and S. Mh®ddt, Phys. Rev. B0, 111502 (1999).
. A. Holl, A. Krassnigg and C. D. Roberts, Phys. Rev(Z042203(R) (2004).

. A. Holl, A. Krassnigg, P. Maris, C. D. Roberts and S. V. @it Phys. Rev. @1, 065204 (2005).

P. Bicudo, Phys. Rev. 67, 035201 (2003).

P. Bicudo, S. Cotanch, F. Llanes-Estrada, P. Maris, BeiRi and A. Szczepaniak, Phys. Rev6R)
076008 (2002).

D. Kekez and D. Klabktar, Phys. LettB 457, 359 (1999).

: S.R. Cotanch and P. Maris, Phys. Re68)036006 (2003).

P. Jain and H. J. Munczek, Phys. Rev8, 5403 (1993).

D. Klabitar and D. Kekez, Phys. Rew.58, 096003 (1998).
P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Phys. R&\60, 055214 (1999).
P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Phys. Re\6Z; 055204 (2000).

. J. Volmeret al. [The Jefferson Lab F(pi) Collaboration], Phys. Rev. L&&.1713 (2001).

H.y. Gao, Int. J. Mod. Phy& 12, 1 (2003) [Erratum-ibidE 12, 567 (2003)].

. V.D. Burkertand T.-S. H. Lee, Int. J. Mod. Phys1E, 1035 (2004).

M. K. Jonest al.[JLab Hall A Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Le&4 (2000) 1398.

. O. Gayouet al, Phys. Rev. ®4 (2001) 038202.
. O. Gayouet al.[JLab Hall A Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Le&8 (2002) 092301.
. J. Arrington, Phys. Rev. & (2004) 022201.

I.A. Qattaret al, Phys. Rev. Lett94, 142301 (2005).

R. Alkofer, A. Holl, M. Kloker, A. Krassnigg and C. D. Rottg, Few Body Syst37, 1 (2005).

C.J. Burden, C. D. Roberts and M. J. Thomson, Phys. B&1, 163 (1996).

M. B. Hecht, M. Oettel, C.D. Roberts, S.M. Schmidt, P. @dy and A.W. Thomas, Phys. Rev.
C65, 055204 (2002).

P. Maris, Few Body Sys35, 117 (2004).

: A. Holl, R. Alkofer, M. Kloker, A. Krassnigg, C.D. Robarand S. V. Wright, Nucl. Phys. &55,

298 (2005).

Jlab Experiment E-04-108: GEp-Ill, Spokespeople: BEdvigash, Charles Perdrisat and Vina Pun-
jabi; http://www.jlab.org/ frw/GEp-Ill/frame_overview.html

J.C.R. Bloch, C.D. Roberts and S. M. Schmidt, Phys. R&1,065207 (2000).

M. Oettel, R. Alkofer and L. von Smekal, Eur. Phys. B,553 (2000).

V. Bernard, L. Elouadrhiriand U.-G. Meissner, J. Phy28GR1 (2002).

S. Chokt al, Phys. Rev. Lett71, 3927 (1993).

R. Machleidt, Adv. Nucl. Phy49, 189 (1989).

T. Sato and T.-S. H. Lee, Phys. Re\b4; 2660 (1996).


http://www.jlab.org/~frw/GEp-III/frame_overview.html

	Introduction
	Gap Equation
	Mesons
	Baryon Properties
	Epilogue

