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The symposium on Frontier Nuclear Physics (FRONP99), organized by the Research
Group for Hadron Science, Advanced Science Research Center, under close cooperation
with the Research Center for Nuclear Physics, Osaka University and High Energy Ac-
celerator Research Organization, was held at Tokai Research Establishment of JAERI
on August 2 to 4, 1999. The symposium was devoted for discussions and presentations
of research results in wide variety of fields such as hyper nuclear physics, lepton nuclear
physics, quark nuclear physics, unstable nuclear physics, superheavy elements and heavy-
ion physics. Three talks on the joint project between JAERI (Neutron Science Research
Center) and KEK (JHF) were presented in a public session. Thirty three talks on these
topics presented at the symposium aroused lively discussions among approximately 70

participants. This report contains 26 papers submitted from the lecturers.
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1. T BARORFEME | iR (FRONPIY) oI5 A4

BE : ¥E11£8A2H (13:000 - 8 44H(15:10)
B . EMBRBRLAAKXEEE

KKK @ @ @ & & Aug. 2 (Mon.) @ & @ @& & D0000000»
10:00-13:00 Registration

13:00-13:15 Opening session

~Chairman H. Toki (RCNP) -

H. Yasuoka (JAERI) (8 Welcome address

A. Iwamoto (JAERI) (n Welcome address
13:15-15:05 Hyper Nuclear Physics

~Chairman H. Toki (RCNP)-

H. Tamura (Tohoku) (30) Gamma spectroscopy in hypernuclei

T. Motoba (Osaka-E) (30) Excitement of hypernuclear physics

Y. Akaishi (KEK) (30) Exotic atoms and hypernuclei

E. Hiyama (RIKEN) (20) Few-body aspect of hypernuclear physics
15:05-15:35 Coffee break
15:35-17:45 Quark Nuclear Physics

-Chairman Y. Akaishi (KEK)-

A. Hosaka (Numazu) (30) Flavor SU(3) baryons and quark confinement

M. Oka(Tokyo IT) (30) Roles of quark substructures in hypernuclei

T. Maruyama (JAERI) (30) Color molecular dynamics for dense matter and nuclei

D. Jido (Kyoto) (20) Chiral symmetry in the baryon spectrum

S. Furui (Teikyo) (20) A lattice test of the Kugo-Ojima confinement criteria
18:00 Bus transportation to Akogigaura Club
18:15-20:00 Conference party (Akogigaura Club BC room)
KKK @ @ @ & & Ag. 3 (Tue.) @ @ @ & & D000000»»
9:00-10:30 Lepton Nuclear Physics

~Chairman M. Oka(TIT)-

Y. Kuno (KEK) (30) Lepton flavor violation and beyond standard model

0. Yasuda (TMU) (30) Neutrino mass and the quark-lepton symmetry

K. Suzuki (RCNP) (30) Roles of pions for neutrinoless double beta decay

in nuclei

10:30-11:00 Coffee break
11:00-12:00 Quark-lepton nuclear physics

—Chairman T. Otsuka (Tokyo)-

T. Hatsuda (Kyoto) (30) QCD spectrai function '

T. Inagaki (KEK) (30) Precise Measurement of K->pi,nu,nu decay at JHF
12:00-13:30 Lunch
13:30-14:30 Special session (public)

—Chairman A. Iwamoto (JAERI) -

S. Nagamiya (KEK) (30) Joint Project between KEK and JAERI on High Intensity

Accelerators + Thoughts on Exciting Physics

H. Toki (RCNP) (30) Quark Nuclear Physics with JHF
14:30-15:00 Coffee
15:00-15:30 Special session (continued)

T. Mukaiyama (JAERI) (30) Transmutation of long-lived nuclides in nuclear waste
15:30-17:00 Unstable Nuclear Physics

~Chairman Y. Abe (Kyoto—Kiken) -

T. Otsuka (Tokyo) (30) Monte-Carlo shell model for nuclear physics

H. Horiuchi (Kyoto) (30 Anti-symmetrized quantum molecule theory

K. Kato(Hokkaido) (30) Light unstable nuclei in the continuum
17:00-18:30 Superheavy nuclei

~Chairman H. Horiuchi (Kyoto)-

Y. Abe (Kyoto) (30) Theory of synthesis of superheavy elements

T. Wada (Konan) (30) Fission dynamics of heavy and superheavy nuclei

H. lkezoe (JAERI) (30) Heavy-ion fusion for synthesis of superheavy nuclei

_1_
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KKLKKK @ & & & & Ag. 4 (Hed.) @ & & & & OO0

9:00-10:30 Atomic Nuclear Physics
—Chairman T. Hatsuda (Kyoto)-
S. Hirenzaki (Nara W)  (30) Deeply bound pionic states and modifications of hadrons
T. Kishimoto (Osaka) (30) Kaonic nuclei and kaon condensation in neutron star
A. Hayashigaki (Kiken) (30) Charmed mesons in hadronic matter
10:30-11:00 Coffee
11:00-12:00 Theoretical Quark Nuclear Physics
-Chairman A. Hosaka (Numazu)-
H. Suganuma (RCNP) (30) Confinement and color monopoles in QCD
K. Itakura (RCNP) (30) Light front quantization and its application
12:00-13:00 Lunch
13:00-15:00 Heavy lon Nuclear Physics
-Chairman K. Oyamatsu (Aichi)-
Y. Nara (JAERI) (30) Relativisitc heavy ion physics
T. Kunihiro (Ryukoku) (30) Roles of the sigma meson in QCD and possible
exper iments to observe it
T. Kido (JAERI) (20) Nuclear matter in neutron star crust
T. Maruyama (Nihon) (20) Study of in-medium hadronic properties in high
energy reactions
G. Mao (JAERI) (20) Bound states of negative-energy nucleons in’
finite nuclei
15:00-15:10 Concluding session
Y. Akaishi (KEK) 10) Concluding remark
15:30 Bus transporation to Tokai Station
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2. NAINN—KED y#T

Gamma Spectroscopy in Hypernuclei

HF #AD
AL K¥E KFEREFH R
H.Tamura
Department of Physics, Tohoku University, Senda: 980-8578, Japan

Abstract

We have started a project of high-resolution hypernuclear y-spectroscopy using a recently-constructed germa-
nium detector system (Hyperball). In the first experiment (KEK E419), we observed two « transitions in 7 Li,
the spin-flip M1(3* —1%) at 691.7+0.6°°* £1.0°*° keV and the E2(3% —37) at 2050.4 £0.4™* £0.7°° keV.
The former gives unambiguous information on the strength of the AN spin-spin interaction. B(E2) of the latter
transition was measured to be 3.6 + 0.5 *0% *¥*¢2fm*  In the second experiment (BNL E930), we observed
the EZ(%"',%'*-»%"’) transitions of 3 Be at around 3.05 MeV, which suggests a small AN spin-orbit interaction.
Such studies for various p-shell A hypernuclei are being continued to determine all the AN spin-dependent
interactions. Intense beams at JHF 50 GeV PS allow us y-spectroscopy of heavier hypernuclei, neutron rich
hypernuclei, and double A hypernuclei, etc.

1 L &I

NANS—BORFIE, THETHRRANRZ PO A=y =BV T(K~77), (7 K RIGIZ & > THT %
BT EFD 1GeV/c D 2K — A3 FATH DI T AN T —FREEIRRETS 2 MeV FWHM
RECHBEIATLEY), ZOHIBDOb LT, Ad s, p.d, fEOHBEDZNENIZ Ao/ B R FIKRE
HERSN, ADKEF LT X MANRN I LR LS AP E VI LRy | REHELHEED 5V (20D A1
N HBOBEELBENSHEL Mo TE, L2L, SHENAN—BOFME L NVHEETRNLI
2. BRI LRI R TH D, FVI =7 L (Ge) RITET HW 7y MOKELEATHL,
SRR 3HTLTIEL 2 keV FWHM A EB XN 2, BEOETHEPHEIZB VT, HEy RO LR
L2 ENadEEic k& v, BHEIC, NAS—IC BV T H T ¢ BT 2 AU B IR 2 R A
M TExL, FRZLVANVIALVEF-OREID V2, BBEEORHE. AR, REOWEICIL S A
¥y XY FAORELREIZE T, HHEIC L > THRENERIBONS, Lo L, HEFY—L4D
NT — R BELC L BERENL Ny 27T Y DN AN—FKEBRDBRETILEED Ge RILGFIIEEY
TN N D ERBTE RS Ge RILBOHRINE VI L EHVE T, TNITEBRIIATHREL
KRT, EB NSO ¢ EROBHIFILERIZS HloADZH. TXTHREEDE Nal &
Yyb—Yarhvriy—rHnTBY, HIHEELEY,

K43, BHRLEEOOBRY AV THRHMEZBEL | NS —HEROBRERLEAT VY =
v ARREEYATFARRELT, ThITHZOR TV RN 5N A/ KOKE v BRI EORAIZEL
DHLATVD (1] BAEIE XN Ge BIEEEY AT 4 (Hyperball) &, B 10 & 512, HI#HE 60%D
n Bl Ge RS 4G L, FNFREWMVBLBGO # ¥ ¥ =LA, Ge RIIGIE, £FTH 15%D
VAL | MeV TH3%OY — 7 ihE 4 #FH | BEFEEMD) £y P77 Y 7 & gated integrator
MWD ALY T2 THEZESN TS, BGO #177 » ¥ —1d, Compton suppression XU 7 R &I AL
¥ BN TONy 27T FOBREODHVLNS , 28, EtHHOIEHRLZOIRREEHL 7212
Lahbh s, UTFICih~<% KEK DERTIE Ge IO deadtime 13 40-50% TH H . BIERFF ) ¥
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Ge Detector System

for Hypernuclei Lucite Cerenkov SKS
KEK-PS Agroge
E419 \
setup Drift
chambers
4 Hyperball
Li(n*, K*y)|  chambers 1 target (14g/cm?)

106Gevke gt 5 Timing counter
Beam
Spectrometer
iCm
—

I NS RAY VY= ARIEBY AT 2: KEK E419 £EBD v F7 v 7, K6 ¥ — A

A Hyperball DR, HXZIR60%D T V=7 FA42D 1.05GeV/c D at IR FTLIZE—4 R

LHRH3% 14 B & Compton suppression i) BGO X7+ 02—y CEBEFIHEN, "LiEHTON

HIrT—blkd, A NR—BERRIGTRET S KT 1k SKS THH &
ha, EBHMOMEIZ Hyperball 5B X, v %
BHET 5,

VTh o7z, FD0H, EBRPIZENEND Ge IRIUZBFDMERE (deadtime & 577##EE) % beam on FF/off B
THEBLEZPOERE=Z YV —THV AT L.HABLEHAL Twa,

2 HIDOER — (LiD v #E9% (KEK E419)

4iE. 984 5,6 AiZ KEK-PS 28T Hyperball & W= BH D 1 73— ¢ BT HEER (E419)
1ol KBE—L T 1Y, SKS(BEXK FMFARZ PO A=) EHVT, (a7, K*) KIEIC
FoTILI ORBRELZERL ., ZI05D yHBOARY ML ABEHIL 22 (H288B), ZOERT
Ge RHBI L o THOTNA -y BEREBRET A2 LIIHIIL 72,

X3t [LiOREREL BAZLEDyRARI PV THD, 0.69MeV, 2.05 MeV IZHI/2E — i,
FERARAER BAZBIEBNT, TLINAN—HDy BB THLI LI D, Fv 7T —HRIZLo
TIED o l2¥— 7 OFRDH | FIEE M1 B, BEIE2EBBTHAI Lo, FOIRILF—R5f
ErS, ThEAMIET LN BIU R LEES R (04 B8), M1 DY — 73 Doppler
shift MIEZTAERIALELMDLH LD HOMIILIALRBEL TWH I Ldbh b,

M1 DL AV F— 691.7 + 0619 + 1.0°%* keV i3 [Li O FEEREN _EH 3+ 1) oMEL R~ T, =
OBEMBIZIIIZA LBTFEOAY Y A VHEEHAORIZL > THREFLIEDXETD>TWEOT, AED
WEDPH A A Y HEMEAOKRESOBEIBONL, A A VHEFRHICEEBETS 7
FELTIH, ThETNaliC Lo THIG N y RIS L 5 THSO N T W A=4 N 13— (4H, i He) D
FIREE T BIHO MM (1.1MeV)[2] 2ME—D b DThH o705, A¥ v A¥ ¥ HLSNI 3HEAOFRIKEZ W
EFRENAIER, A=4DTF -5 L FETS PBOERER (BRIKEZEREBO M1 EBHEH &
NP2 800 ZOMBAEEITNIVEER/LY) 0Dl sshell THOLNIAE Y A Y 1%
MOBIER TSI EORYENFELNTVAZEDS | pshell VM =B TOPENRITRESINT
Wi, BBIUUS D 27 25 —E7VETH [3] . Millener 5 O shell model 8 [4] 12 & - T, FEEL 1L
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“Li (7t Ky) E419
L S i —

] |
1

4

200
Doppler

shift
corrected

1000

A%}
o
T

[
o
L

150

counts/2keV

o

Ty
AL

+ + \ "Li /
1(3/27-1/27) \ A ;

counts/5keV

—
ol o
o o
III![VIIILII‘IIIVIIII

2751(844)
58Fe(847)

IIIIIlIIIIIllI

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
E, (keV)

l3Ideugiﬁmeéntudwyﬁxm7bw M1t —1+) BB L E2(3+—1%) BB
BB X L7, Doppler shift D#WEIZL > T, M1OE— 7 iEL.@ & ’) /<R 5, i AN Doppler 2
TR TEHICEY e B20E - 213, HEROLHIZ7 40 b Eh, 3 RKEBOFGHIRO ORI,

TLi O EIFMMEY A=4 O " EHEMM L consisitent [HBT X 2 Z LA BRI NTVAE 2D, 4EO
EBERIZL > TAN BIOAC Y AE Y AL 72EVR D,

—F . 2050.4 £ 0.45% £ 0.7 keV IZERBI X N7z E2,8881d, #@FIZBNL T Nal ¥ iV THRE ST
WA D [6]. AL Ge REBRO B THERED BT TY — 7 DEIKS 5 Doppler shift attenuation method
ICE o T3t REBOEGIELI, Zh s BBER B(E2) PN A - L THUOTEEINT. K
BREZ 2 AL ENHET THBET ARy RERBTAERE, F v 77 R TEN - L HEEE
D, BLELTAES vy BARE SN BRI -2 2BELO, B~ 7 OBOHD (LI O R
WHETH D, M3HNOE LD LS 12, HADFGTREL Tsimulation 12 & WEHH I N ZE -7
KERWTF— 9% 714y bR ET, 3t 0HFMELTS585 207 ps LNz, ZOEBOS
A 04% L £ X bNB I LEAVLE, ZOHEMDS B(E2)=3.6+0.5%% T05 v 2t piEsh g,
SHUEAIET B 3 TH LI O 3t —11 BEBO B(E2)=10.940.9 2fm* [7) D 1/3 TH . ZDEWVIE [Li
D A XL OF 1 XL D 1924% ATV B 2D EEIRT X 5 [B]o SHUI/NY URHRE ST 2w A
MO REEIZASTOLIiDE ) ISR EBL T HASI AT 570 T, 15 FRNCTTH, FR, WHEIZ
Lo TFESRTOAYL ThE TERMIZRIE SN TV RS 572, N N—BEFORRTHS [8].

3 AEANICLBANBEORE KIFHEEEHADME — BNL E930

NANR—HOREE  BOHROBROEELHME, N X HOFFML L NUHEED S AN OB EE
HER~HI L ThHDH. NN HEEROBGLEEL), ANBTEIAOHFGOE SN0 EKOHELE
ERIZEEL Vv, . ADKRNT Y UMREZIT A E & AN FOHEEHS &I NN L HE5<
HAOSEGHESPE N EI2L D, G-matrix 5HE T EU TAN BOMEER L 20HAE N LIER
FERIIHICE LI ENTESL, AN FOFHHEIERIE, AN BOL XVEEP O FHNDH Z
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1.05 GeV/c
5 (n*, K*)
N AHC ‘4:9'/'-’-3.94 o (e =0-1 50)
3,560 =212 388 | 060
Ml
to— o 0.08
2183 v || 2,
B 5/27 2.05 1.23
E2
ga| E2
MeV) 4 i Y32 069 | o3
__‘:\\ 1 (MeV)
61 S &‘Mﬁ*o 121 (HD)
7 .
Al present | Hiyama et al.

4: TLi DLV NIV, “present” (3 KEK E419 THRO LML NV I A LF—TH ), BRI L7y R
FERWEREITEDIN TV S o ERNIIBILS IC X 2 ERBEAOFEME 5] dREhTwi,

. T ] T T T T l T T T 4 I ! T T .
RS0 | E930 preliminary 2 =S—f—5/2" 3/2" 7
g E2 ]
o ]
5 200f 0 - - . . ]
S s Be (K™, ) 0" o 1/2 ]
2] C Be Be 7
S 150 * E
3 : 1
= - :
§ 100 - E2 (5/2%,3/2%>1/2%)
50 - E
O : 1 1 :

1000 2000 3000

E, (keV)

[X] 5: BNL E930 T8 5172 S Be DHRMBIRAER RATSBED 4 #E X X2 b )V (preliminary) . 3.05MeV i
DHEEIL . Doppler shift 2 S HE N B Y — 7 OIK (B#f) A V2 L 2HRD y B9 555 LA by
D, E23t -1t %"’—»%*’) (2 assign 25,

EARERD .
ABFEOBANAEDHEERIZ

Van = Vo(r) + Vo (r)snsa + Va(r)lnasa + Va(r)lvasy + Vr(»)[3(snr)(sar) — sysa]

LEITL, FNFROHITAY CEHLRLH, AV A Y . A AY VIZIRTET A AY 8B,
MFAY ANKETDLAECE8ET), 722V HTdH 5. pshel DNANRX=HBOL XL s | FhFh
DIED”" HE" (K AD Vx(r) 122V T pshell DFEEIFIET radial integral Z B - 72@) #HL I LD
TE2 [ 8 HINOAC VIKENEINE TR oo Bt o7z, BAD (LI DEERTIE, M
EREE CEHOMBICIZIZAE Y R Y HOHDOADSELEL THWAENDT, 692 keV D M1 O T AL F—H
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HIZDHDEE (A=0.50 MeVY Hbh ozl bilhd
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3. Light Hypernuclei and Exotic Atoms
Yoshinori Akaishi

Institute of Particle and Nuclear Studies, KEK, Tanashi,
Tokyo 188-8501, Japan

It is found that the suppression due to two-body AN-EN coupling solves the
overbinding problem in 3 He but it causes a severe underbinding in the four-body
systems. The shortage of this binding is overcome by introducing the A-X coupling
explicitly which is equivalent to the AN N three-body force. This three-body force
becomes strong in the 01 state of 4H and { He according to the coherent enhance-
ment. In the strangeness -2 sector there is a possibility that the lightest double-A
hypernucleus 4 ,H is abundantly populated via an exotic atom by stopping =~
on ‘He. An excited state with strangeness halo appears in a double-strangeness
five-body system.

1 A-X coupling in s-shell hypernuclei

There is a long standing problem of fitting the experimental A-separation energies
of 3H, 4H, 41He and {He consistently. Dalitz et al! determined a reasonable AN
central force that produce the correct A-separation energies in 3H and {H. Then
this potential is found to be so strong for 3 He that it gives the binding energy value
By of 5.46 MeV which is much larger than the experimental value of 3.12 & 0.02
MeV. We show that some of realistic Y N interactions will reproduce all the s-shell
hypernuclear data by solving the overbinding problem with ANN three-body force
due to the A-X coupling.

In order to find some key to solve the overbinding problem we prepare various
types of potentials simplified from realistic hyperon-nucleon (Y N) interactions. The
potential DO has only central part of AN interaction and D2 has central parts of
both AN and ¥N channels. All central and tensor parts of the both channels
are included in D3. These DO~3 potentials give identical phase shifts which are
equivalent to the Nijmegen D interaction 2. The potentials SC89(S) and SCI7f(S)
are obtained in a same way as D3 from the Nijmegen soft-core SC893 and SC97{*
interactions. The A separation energies of four-body and five-body hypernuclei are
calculated by the Brueckner-Hartree-Fock method on (Gaussian basis.

Now let’s see results obtained when the hyperon wave function is restricted in
the A space. The DO potential gives a good result of By = 2.44 MeV for jHe
compared to the experimental one 2.39 & 0.03 MeV, but causes the overbinding of
6.66 MeV in 3 He as it was shown by Dalitz et al. 2 By employing the D2 potential
which includes the AN-EN coupling of central type, the binding energy in the
five-body system is reduced to 3.01 MeV which is well close to the experimental
one. This is due to the large suppression of the AN-EN coupling in the nucleus.



JAERI-Conf 99-015

While this coupling remedies the overbinding problem in 3 He, the suppression effect
in turn causes a serious underbinding problem in the four-body systems, that is,
Bj = 1.04 MeV for {He which is short by 1.35 MeV.

How to solve this underbinding problem of 4He? Gibson et al. 5 firstly intro-
duced Y-space components explicitly into the wave function as

2 1
[AHe >= @, (7)He > +\/;<1>2+m|3H > —\/;bgo(msﬂe > (1)

We adopt this idea in order to take into account AN N three-body force effects due
to the A-X coupling. Then, the hyperon-nucleus potential has a A-¥ coupling term,
to which the two-body AN-EN coupling interaction contributes as follows;

3 1

§3QEN,AN - :2'1!]21\1,/\1\/ for 07,

1 1

§3yzN,AN - §1gEN,,\N for 1F. (2)

Since the AN-EN coupling strength is much stronger in the spin-triplet state than
in the spin-singlet state, the A-Y coupling effect on By in the 0% state becomes
by about one order of magnitude larger than that in the 17 state. This is due to
coherent enhancement in the 0% state where contributions from each pair of YN
coupling are added constructively. On the other hand, contributions from the two
pairs are cancelled out in the 1t state and the resulting spin-triplet weight is 1/3
of that in the 0% state. Therefore, the attractive effect due to the A-X coupling in
the 0t state is 3% = 9 times as large as that in the 17 state. In this respect the 0
state i1s an extraordinary state.

Figure 1 summarizes the results calculated for 4He together with the exper-
imental data. The left part and the right part for each interaction are the cases
without and with the ¥-space component of eq. (1), respectively. The level split-
ting at the left part is due to the AN spin-spin interaction, and the level shifts seen
at the right part are the ANN three-body force effect due to the A-X coupling.
The £ admixture is given in the figure for the 0% state and it is negligibly small
for the 1 state. By using the potential D2 the three-body force effect due to the
A-T coupling is estimated to be 1.23 MeV attraction with 1.9% T-mixing for the
0t state and only 0.01 MeV attraction with 0.01% Z-mixing for the 1* state. In
the D2 case the 0F-1* splitting in 4 He comes not from the AN spin-spin interac-
tion but from the ANN three-body force. This confirins Gibson’s statement that
the 0t-1% energy difference is not a measure of the AN spin-spin interaction *
However, the D3 potential which simulates most faithfully the original Nijmegen D
potential brings only a small 0*-1% splitting energy of 0.13 MeV in contrast to the
D2 potential. This is due to the difference of AN-EN potential type, which is of
central type for D2 but is mainly of tensor type for D3. The success of D2 in solving
the four-body underbinding problem does not apply to the Nijmegen D potential.
The SC97f(S) potential * fits rather well all the experimental A binding energies
of s-shell hypernuclei. In order to understand the nature of interaction we divide
the AN-ZN coupling interaction into its central and tensor parts. The three-body
effect on the 0F-17F splitting is due to the AN-LN central coupling, while the large
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suppression is mainly due to the AN-EN tensor coupling. The binding By of 2He
is calculated to be 2.38 MeV for SC97{(S) and 3.57 MeV for SC97¢(S). Since the
experimental value 3.12 £ 0.02 MeV is in between them, the result for SCI7f(S) is
not bad and would be adjusted so as to reproduce the data without difficulty. A
proper ratio of the AN-LN central coupling and tensor coupling is significant in the
hyperon-nucleon interaction. It is found that the Nijmegen SC97f potential meets
this requirement. The 0*-1% spin doublet splitting in §{ He is half due to the AN
spin-spin interaction and half due to the A-T coupling in SC97{(S).

N A N
4
A'H e
(unit in MeV) N A N
0.0 1+ 1+ -0.06 -0.07
+ +
1+ o+ -0.68__ -0.70 1 1 1+
'1 .03 -1 .04 — -
— 057 2
04 o
0 -1.43
0+
227 2.1 8 ‘ -2.39
O+ o+ -2.5: 0+
P5=19% Ps=0.9% 0
P5=2.0%
D2 SCI71(S) SC89(S) Exp

Fig. 1. The A energy levels calculated with the D2, SC97(S) and SC89(S) potentials.
The level shift shown by the arrow is mainly due to the ANN three-body force.

2 Exotic atom and formation of double-A hypernuclei

Double-strangeness (S = —2) hypernuclei are of particular interest: What nature
would be revealed about the AA and =N interaction? Since two-body scattering
data are not available in the AA sector, double-A hypernuclei are unique sources of
information concerning the S = —2 interaction.

Is there any way to produce abundantly double-A hypernuclei? Suppose the
case where a =~ hyperon stops on a nucleus and then forms a double-A hypernucleus
via the elementary reaction process;

=" 4+p— A+ A+28.33 MeV. (3)
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This reaction @ value of 28.33 MeV is accidentally very close to the binding energy
of the alpha particle, 28.30 MeV. If an alpha particle is broken by absorbing =~
stopped on its atomic orbit, the released @Q-value energy is almost exhausted and
two produced A’s cannot get enough energy to escape a hypernucleus. Then, there
occurs a large chance for the hyperons to form a double-A hypernucleus.

The possible lightest double-A hypernucleus is predicted to be 4,H 2. The
formation rate of 4 ,H via stopped =~ on *He is estimated by Kumagai-Fuse et al.
9. Table 2 shows the formation rate and branching ratio of each process calculated
for atomic s-orbit and p-orbit absorptions of Z~. The branching ratios of the four-
body and five-body breakup processes are negligibly small due to the small phase
volume. In the case of the j*\ A H formation, the rate is suppressed by the final-state
interaction for the s-orbit absorption while it is enhanced for the p-orbit absorption.
This situation is explained in relation to the existence of a bound state. When the
system of 4 \H +n has a bound state 3 ,H which concentrates in it the neutron
s-wave strength, the formation rate is largely suppressed in the s-orbit absorption
case. On the other hand, when the distortion potential becomes stronger but still
has no bound state, the maximum of the formation rate moves toward the threshold
and becomes higher. The % ,H formation rate from the p-orbit absorption is greatly
enhanced and amounts to 20%. Now we consider the atomic cascade process of
Z~ in *He. The =~ capture fractions from atomic s orbit and from p orbit are
estimated to be 25% and 73%, respectively °. Thus, a large branching ratio of 15%
is obtained for the § ,H formation.

Table 2. The formation rate and branching ratio [%)] from =~ stopped on *He.

Process s—orbit absorp.(10'8/s) p—orbit absorp.(101°/s)
TH+n 0.04 [1.5%)] 0.73 [20.1%]
A+ 4,H 0.41 [15.2%] 0.61[16.9%]
A+ 4 Hx 1.27 [46.7%) 1.89 [52.2%)
A+A+3H 0.94 [34.7%) 0.39 [10.8%]
A+3H+n 0.05 [1.9%] 0.00 [0.05%]

The S = —2 five-body system is composed of 2H and } , H 10 An interesting
feature of this system is that the p=~ channel comes closer to the AA channel
due to the large binding energy of the alpha particle. The threshold difference
is reduced to 8.51 MeV in this case from the mass difference 28.33 MeV between
p=~ and AA. In the system a =-hypernuclear state exists at 6.8 MeV above the
t + A + A threshold, that is, at -1.7 MeV below the o + =~ threshold. Its binding
mechanism is interesting. In the o=~ system there exists the atomic 1s state with
24.0 fm rms distance. The Coulomb interaction gives binding energy of 0.1 MeV
for Z=. The strong interaction between o and =~ brings about a shallow bound
state with 0.5 MeV binding energy and 5.3 fm rms distance. When both the strong
and Coulomb interactions are combined, the binding energy increases to 1.6 MeV
but the rms distance remains still large to be 4.0 fm due to the long-range nature
of the Coulomb interaction. This bound state 2H has a strangeness halo as seen
in Fig. 2. The Coulomb interaction ensures the existence of this state while the
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strong interaction maintains the nature of a nuclear state. Both the Coulomb and
strong interactions play important roles in forming this exotic state.

7 N
i\ R(A)
\
\
1N
‘ =
0 \
t T =T T T 3
e 6 8 10
Vo2 / 4 R fm
\ /
Voo
-10+ \ v
MeV N/
Fig.2. The density distribution of =~ in the aZ~ system. The dashed curve denotes

the a-=~ potential.

In summary, the breakup of an alpha particle by =~ absorption benefits the
formation of double-A hypernuclei. The conversion reaction to AA from p=~ via the
exotic atom after =~ stopping on “He produces the lightest double-A hypernucleus,
4 AH, with a high branching ratio of 15%. The ZH state is bound by the cooperation
of the Coulomb and the strong interactions as an atom-nucleus hybrid state with
strangeness halo.
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4. Few-Body Aspect of Hypernuclear Physics
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Abstract

We have carried out four-body calculationals of 4H and } He taking both
the 3N+A and 3N+X channels explicitly with the use of realistic NNandYN
interactions. The ¥-channel component plays an important role in binding
energies of the A = 4 hypernuclei though the admixture is approximately 1%.
The AN — XN coupling is found to be of central-force type in the Nijmegen

model D and of tensor type in the model F.

One of our purpose to study is to develop the calculational method to study three- and
four-body systems. In order to solve three- and four-body problems accurately, we employed
a variational method with the use of Jacobian coordinate Gaussian basis functions [1,2].
This method has been successfully applied to the bound states of various three- and four-
body systems|1-8]. The basis functions work excéllently in describing both the short-range
correlations and the long-range tail behaviour.

Recently, we have proposed a new type of Gaussian basis function [x]. This basis function
is called Infinitesimally-Separated Gaussian Lobe (ISGL) besis function. This basis function
makes much easier to calculate the matrix element. Therefore, variational method with
ISGL basis function is applicable to various types of three- and four-body systems even with
complicated interactions (quadratic spin orbit force and momentum dependent force).

In this paper, we focus attention to the four-body structure study of 4H and §He.
One of the main goals of the hypernuclear study is to obtain useful information on the

hyperon-nucleon (Y N) interaction. Although several types of Y N interactions have been
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proposed, these interactions have a lot of ambiguity due to little information from the YN
scattering experiments. Therefore, the study of hypernuclear structure should be helpful in
elucidating the YN interaction properties. As is well known, the study of 4H and {He is
very useful to examine the Y N interactions because both of the spin-doublet states have
been observed. Especially, it is expected to obtain information on the role of AN — XN
coupling in the binding mechanisum of the A = 4 hypernuclei. In this work, we report
four-body calculations of 4H and 4He taking the AN — XN channel coupling into account
explicitly.

We consider explicitly both the 3N + A and 3N + ¥ channels explicitly and solve the
four-body problem taking the AN — £N conversion into account. we employ a variational
method with the use of Jacobian coordinate Gaussian basis functions [1, 2] which span over
all the rearrangement channels in Fig. 1. The four-body wavefunctions are written [6, 8] as

4
\I/JM (?\Ha?\ He) = z ZZ 2 Z z Ag?nlNLv)\IjaoaStot

Y=A,Xc=1 Ij I,L X s0,8,Sto,to n,Nyv

xAn { [ [149 e, (RLLER (0] (IR Nl (N Y )] ]

JM

X [D&TH N XN )hoxﬁ;&(z\rg)],xé ey -

N A® N AE) N AE) N
OPNT e
4 ﬁ?

c=1 C=2 C=3 C=4

Figure 1. Jacobian coordinates for all the rearrangement channels of 3N + A(Z) of 4H
and 4He. The three nucleons are to be antisymmetrized.
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where A are the three-nucleon antisymmetrization operator and the isospin ty = 0for Y =
Aandty = 1forY = ¥. Here, n, N and v denote the size of the Gaussian basis functions for
four-body systems which are explicitly given in Ref. [6]. The eigenenegies of Hamiltonian
and coefficients C are determined by Rayleigh-Litz variational method. Calculation of the
interaction matrix elements between the four-body basis functions can be performed rather
easily with the use of the infinitesimally-shifted- Gaussian-Lobe representation of the basis
functions [9,4].

As for the Y N interaction with AN —X N coupling terms, we consider those of Nijmegen
model D and model F, but we simulate them by using soft-core potentials with central
and tensor terms [10] which reproduce the scattering phase shifts obtained by the original
interactions. In the following, we refer to the phase-shift equivalent soft-core potentials as
ND and NF. We employ the AV8 potential as the NN interaction.

All the calculations shown below have been done both for H and 4 He, but we present
only the case of the former since the result for the latter is very similar to that for the
former. Calculated energies of the 0t ground state and the 1 excited state are illustrated
in Fig. 2 together with the observed values. The energies are measured from the 3H + A
threshold. In the case of only the 3N + A channel included in the calculation, the 0% state
is barely bound and the 1% state is unbound. When the (3N);=1/2 + ¥ channel is further
adopted, both of the two states become bound evidently. Finally, further inclusion of the
(3N)i=3/2 + ¥ channel makes the 1* state significantly more bound but with the 0% state
almost unchanged. We understand that the ¥-channel component plays a very important
role both in the energy gain and the relative splitting of the 0" and 1% states. However, the

calculated binding energy of the 0% state is some 0.5 MeV smaller and hence the 0% — 1%

splitting is about a half of the observed value. The level structure calculated-with NF is
similar to the case of ND. The calculated energies of the 07 and 1% state are —0.99 and

—0.44 MeV, respectively.
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Figure 2. Calculated energy levels of 4H with the use of ND for three cases of the A and
L channels.

We calculated the probability of the 3N + ¥-channel admixture in {H with the use of
ND and NF. Tendency of the admixture is different between the two cases. In the case of
ND, the probability is ~1 % for the 0% state and ~0.5 % for the 1t state. But, in the case
of NF, it is ~0.7 % for the both states. Precise percentage of the ¥-channel component is
listed in Table 1. In the Ot state, the probability of the (3N );=1/2 +¥ channel is much larger
than that of the the (3N);=3/2 + ¥ channel, but, in the 1" state, they are nearly the same.
We therefore understand that (3N);=3/2 + ¥ channel is specially important in the 1* state.
This tendency holds in the case of NF, too.

Also listed in Table 1 are the S-state and D-state probabilities of the channels. As
long as the 3N + X channel in the 0 and 17 states is concerned, the S-state component
is dominant in the case of ND while the D state is dominant in the case of NF. Therefore,
we understand that the AN — XN coupling is central-force type in ND, but is tensor-force

type in NF. This is verified, as seen in Table 2, from the expectation value of the AN — XN
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Table 1

Probabilities of the (3N);=1/2 + A, (3N)i=1/2 + £ and (3N);=3/2 + L channels in the 0
ar.xd 1% states of {H. The S-state and D-state probabilities are also listed. The numbers
with no parentheses are for the interaction ND and those in the parentheses are for NF.

(3N)i=1/2 + A

(3N)i=12+ Z

(3N)i=3/2+ &

o+ 98.8 (99.3) % 1.11 (0.69) % 0.03 (0.03) %
S-state 90.9 (91.8) 0.91 (0.10) 0.02 (0.02)
D-state 7.9 (7.5) 0.20 (0.59) 0.01 (0.01)
1t 99.5 (99.3) % 0.24 (0.33) % 0.23 (0.40) %
S-state 91.5 (91.5) 0.18 (0.01) 0.17 (0.01)
D-state 8.0 ( 7.8) 0.06 (0.32) 0.06 (0.39)
Table 2

Expectation values of the central and tensor terms of the AN — XN coupling potential,
2)(( VAN—ZJN ), in ?\H with ND and NF

ND NF
2X< VAN—EN ) (MeV) ot 1t ot 1t
Central -3.20 —-2.19 -0.33 -0.11
Tensor -0.62 —0.59 —5.54 —6.74

coupling potential. Namely, the central-force contribution is dominant in the case of ND,
while the tensor-force one is dominant in NF.

In summary, we have developed the calculational method of four-body bound-state prob-
lems so that it becomes possible to make complicated four-body calculation of 4H and 4He
taking both the (3N + A) and (3N + T) channels explicitly with the use of realistic NN
and YN interactions. We are now able to investigate precisely the role of the AN — XN
coupling in 4H and 4He. However, the observed binding energies of the 0t and 1% states
were not well reproduced with the use of ND and NF. Therefore, we are much interested
in using a new version of Nijmegen soft-core Y N interaction, NSC97 and in examining this
interaction by the four-body calculation of 4H and 4He including the AN — YN coupling

explicitly. This calculation is in progress.
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5. Flavor SU(3) Baryons and quark confinement '

A. Hosaka 2
Numazu College of Technology
3600 Ooka, Numazu 410-8501 Japan

Abstract

We study properties of baryons in the light flavor SU(3) sector. After a brief description
for the ground state nucleon where the role of the pion is emphasized, we discuss excited
states where we point out a very simple systematics in the mass spectrum. We show
that the systematics can be well explained by a quark model with a deformed confining
potential. Further investigations on electromagnetic couplings are discussed.

Hadron physics is a rich source of interesting non-perturbative phenomena of low energy
QCD. Although QCD is the theory of interacting quarks and gluons, actually observed degrees
of freedom are hadrons. The mechanism of generating hadrons from quarks and gluons at
low energy is a very difficult matter and is not yet fully understood theoretically. In such a
situation, one might attempt a description in terms of appropriate eflective degrees of freedom.
From an effective theory point of view, one should recall the successful current algebra based
on chiral symmetry [1, 2] and quark models for hadron structure [3, 4]. In the former the pion
appears as the Nambu-Goldstone boson, while in the latter the constituent quarks are the main
constituents of hadrons.

There are many examples in which we can not simply ignore the pions. They include the
nucleon-nucleon interaction (5], exchange currents in nuclei [6], proton and neutron charge
radius and so on. If we turn to nucleon structure, a simple quark model is not sufficient to
describe all the details of the structure. For instance, the failures in the quark model for the
neutron charge radius and the spin content of the nucleon can be, at least partially, resolved
by introducing the pion. Indeed, a detailed study of the chiral bag model has shown that
an optimal description for nucleon properties can be achieved at an intermediate bag radius
R ~ 0.6 fm, where both the quarks and pions share their significant roles [T7].

Therefore, we can draw an intuitive picture for the ground state nucleon: confined con-
stituent quarks with the pion cloud around them. When we turn to excited states, however,
the situation starts to change. Within the information available up to date. there is a strong ev-
idence in the excited mass spectrum that many states can be consistently explained in a quark
model by introducing one dynamical assumption of spatial deformation [8]. This assumption
is not only simple but also applies to essentially all flavor SU(3) baryons, independent of flavor
quantum numbers. Due to its flavor independence, one may expect that it might reflect the
nature of quark confinement.

Let us now look at experimental masses of excited baryons. We take 49 states out of

50 states of three and four stars, and several more states with one and two stars [9]. We

ITalk given by AH at the workshop FRONP99 at JAERI, August 1999.
Ze-mail address: hosaka@la.numazu-ct.ac.jp
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Figure 1: Observed baryon masses as compared with the prediction of the DOQ model with
intruder states.

arrange experimental data as follows: (1) Masses are measured from the ground states of the
corresponding spin-flavor states. By doing so we expect that spin-flavor dependence of excited
states is dictated by the Gell-Mann-Okubo mass formula. (2) Masses of 2855, *8xss for positive
parity, and of 8575 for negative parity are reduced by 200 MeV. Here we have just introduced
this prescription simply by phenomenological point of view.

Now the resulting mass spectra show up with a very simple systematics for all spin-flavor
states as shown in Figs. 1 [8]. In the figures, we would like to emphasize the structure of level
spacings which become larger for higher L. Also we note that the level spacings of negative
parity states are larger than those of the positive parity states. These are the features which
remind us of the properties of deformed nuclei.

Hence we consider a simple quark model which we call the deformed oscillator quark (DOQ)
model, whose hamiltonian is given by

3

n? 1 v .
Hpog = - | 2o 4 Imea? + 2y +222)] ()

1=1

Here we ignore interactions due to gluons and mesons not only for simplicity but also due to
the expectation that important dynamics can be described by that simple hamiltonian. The
only dynamical content is anisotropic oscillator potential, w, # w, # w:.

After removing the center of mass motion. we find an intrinsic energy
Eit(No o Nyo N2 = (N 4 Dy + (V4 Dwy + (Vs + D (2)

where N, N,. N, are the sum of principal quantum numbers for the internal degrees of freedom
for the p and A coordinates. If we consider prolate deformation along the z-direction when
N, = N, = 0.N. = V. one obtains the minimum energy and deformation under the volume

conservation condition w,w,w. = w3,

Eqi(N)=3(N + 1)'Pu. wpfw. =N +1. (3)



JAERI-Conf 99-015

For N > 0 the minimum energies are significantly smaller than the corresponding energies of
spherical shapes ((N + 3)w).

Physical excited states are obtained by rotating the deformed intrinsic states, whose energies
are given by the standard cranking formula [10]
(L?)y L(L+1)

+ . (4)

Erat - Eint - 2] 5]

Here the moment of inertia I and the expectation value of the angular momentum fluctuation
(L?) are given in literatures [8]. We note the presence of the second term which reduces the
energy. This is crucially important to bring the mass of the 1/2% excited states down close to
the observed values, the aspect which the spherical quark model does not possess.

The rigid rotor formula of (4) may not be good for actual baryonic system. We can improve
this by considering the so called intruder states which accounts for the softness of the intrinsic
state [11]. There is only one parameter in the DOQ model w which is determined by the average
of the excitation energies of the first 1/2% excited states in the 28 multiplet. The resulting value
is w = 644 MeV. In this way theoretical predictions are made which are shown by the dashed
lines in Figs. 1. It is remarkable to see that the predicted energy levels agree with observed
levels. At the same time, in Figs. 1 there are many missing states in the region of L = 4 and
L = 3. It would be interesting if those states are observed in experiments.

Further study can be made by various transition amplitudes. Here we discuss electro-
magnetic couplings of nucleon excited states whose experimental data are well compiled {12].
Experimentally, electromagnetic couplings of excited states are extracted from the pion photo-
production [13]. Using a resonance dominant model, we can learn not only the magnitude but
also the sign € of the combination

(NIHLN™) - (N"|H,|N) = e[(N|H:[N") - (N"|H,

NI (5)

where H, and H, are the interaction hamiltonian for the pion and photon couplings. In the

data table the sign ¢ is included in photon couplings [9]. Therefore, in a model calculation,

both the electromagnetic and strong (pion) couplings have to be calculated simultaneously.

Ignorance of the strong coupling part sometimes leads to incorrect results for the sign [14].
We adopt the non-relativistic form for the yNN and 7NN couplings:

— — - ]_ T L= e . T—;
H, = —eJ-A, J= — (‘uf('l V—-tV)u; +V X(“/Ul‘i)) Ty s
2m
_ I = O
Hrr = 21\[[\[0' V. (6)

Matrix elements are then computed between the ground state and excited states of N = 1,2.
Results for proton helicity amplitudes ‘411)/2 and .13, are summarized in Table 1. where the DOQ
results are compared with the conventional quark model results by Koniuk-Isgur (KI) [14] and
with experimental data [9]. We note that the identification of the model states with physical
states is only tentative, where possible mixing effects are ignored.

We have found that in many channels, theoretical results of the DOQ and KI are similar
to each other and consistent with experimental data within uncertainties; there is rather weak
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Table 1: Proton helicity amplitudes in units of GeV'"1/2 x 1073, The column indicated as
DOQ is for the present results of the DOQ model, while the column indicated as KI is for the

conventional results of Koniuk-Isgur. [14]

Proton A,l,/2 Ag/:)
DOQ KI Exp | DOQ KI Exp

/2t 2S¢ | 109 226 -68+5 - - - P11(1440)
2Sys | -14.6  -15.9  +5%16 - - - Py1(1710)
3/2t  Ds | 709 111 52439 | -235 -36.7 -35+24 | Py3(1720)
5/2t  *Dg | -3.8  -5.9 -17+10 | 47.0 73,5 12712 | Fy5(1680)
1/2= %Py | 151 156 T4=l11 - - - S11(1535)
Pys| 0 0 48416 - - - S11(1650)
3/2=  %Pys | 248 256 -23+9 | 138 143 163+8 | Dy3(1520)
4Pyrs 0 0 22413 0 0 019 | D;3(1700)
5/2=  Pms | O 0 19x+12{ 0 - 194 12 | D5(1675)

dependence on the deformation d. One exception, however, is the coupling of the Roper; even
the sign is not correctly reproduced. In the DOQ model, the absolute values increase but
with the wrong sign remaining. This problem was first discussed by Kubota and Ohta who
considered relativistic corrections [15].

Here instead of discussing the effect of the relativistic corrections, we consider a limitation of
the non-relativistic method. Since the orbital wave functions of both the Roper and the nucleon
are the S-state, matrix elements of H, and H, reduce to the same spin matrix element:

(N"|H,|N7) ~ (xN|H,|N*) — (L = 0|a|L = 0).

Therefore, we can not change the sign of (5), since it is the square of the same matrix elements.
Hence we can not reproduce the sign of the photon-Roper coupling as long as we use the non-
relativistic hamiltonian. We need more delicate treatment to explain transition amplitudes for
more information on the structure of baryons.

In the end of this report, we would like to mention further extensions of the present work.
If we look at Figs. 1 in detail, observed states of the negative parity sector fluctuate more
than those of positive parity. This implies that some important dynamics might be missing
there. In fact, the success of the recent chiral unitary approach for the particular state A(1405)
suggests the important role of chiral mesons [16]. Another problem is the limitation of the non-
relativistic treatment. Apparently, for excited states around GeV region relativistic treatment
should become indispensable. Establishing reliable theoretical methods and their comprehen-
sive application to various phenomena will be needed for a better understanding of hadron

physics.
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6. Roles of Quark Substructures in Hypernuclei

Makoto Oka
Department of Physics, Tokyo Institute of Technology
Meguro, Tokyo 152-8551, JAPAN
email: oka@th.phys.titech.ac.jp

In this talk, we discuss several interesting aspects of hypernuclear physics,
which represent the roles of explicit quark content of the baryons. Both the
strong and weak interactions in the YN systems show characteristic features
of the quark substructure of the baryons. It is in contrast to the NN system,
where most phenomena can be accounted either with or without explicit
quarks. It is our hope that the YN system can distinguish and enlighten the
effects of quark substructure much more clearly.

First, the short range parts of the strong hyperon-nucleon interactions
are examined in the quark cluster model of the baryon-baryon interaction.
We find that the short-range part of the ¥N interaction depends strongly
on the spin-isospin quntum numbers. We also emphasize that the spin-orbit
Y N forces give characteristic behaviors, which are distinct from the meson
exchange forces.

Secondly, the weak decays of A in hypernuclei are studied in detail. We
find that the direct quark mechanism provides significant short-range con-
tribution to the process. It is pointed out that the neutron induced non-
mesonic decay is enhanced due to the direct quark transition. Importance of
the AI = 3/2 decay amplitudes is emphasized both for the nonmesonic weak
decays and the 7t emission in the A decay.

We refer the details of the discussion to another article[1].

[1] M. Oka, Y. Tani, T. Inoue and K. Sasaki, in Proc. the 7th Conference
Mesons and Light Nuclei ‘98, ed. by J. Adam, et al. p.146 (World Scientific,
1999)



JP0050277
JAERI-Conf 99-015

7. BT =g FEI]F ’J:%n—r ‘E‘?%
BEFEDO Il —3

FILBE . MmEH?
1 0T - SEm RS v & —
2 AR - KRB E AT o Rt
Abstract
We propose a microscopic simulation for quark many-body system based on a molecular dynam-
ics. Using confinement potential, one-gluon exchange potential and meson exchange potentials, we
can construct color-singlet nucleons, nuclei and also an infinite nuclear/quark matter. Statistical

feature and the dynamical change between confinement and deconfinement phases are studied with
this molecular dynamics simulation.
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Vi(ry = Kr (18)
2 g 2 _uur

Yulr) = ar T + 47 T (19)

A% = Gell-Mann matrices. (20)
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8. Chiral Symmetry in the Baryon Spectrum
HEREHERAR AR B =
#id KIr

Baryon resonances with even and odd parity are collectively investigated from the
viewpoint of chiral symmetry(ChS). We propose a quartet scheme where A's and N*'s with

even and odd parity form a chiral multiplet.

This scheme gives model-independent

constraints on the baryon masses in the quartet, which are consistent with observed masses
with spin 1/2,3/2,5/2. The scheme also gives selection rules in the one-pion decay.
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9. A lattice test of the Kugo-Ojima confinement criteria
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Abstract

We present the first results of numerical test of the Kugo-Ojima confinement cri-
terion in the lattice Landau gauge. The Kugo-Ojima criterion of color confinement in
the BRS formulation of the continuum gauge theory is given by u$(0) = —43, where

ip(x— a = Pubv\ a
[ dee IO, (g 4, x P WIO) = (g~ PR 07)
We measured the lattice version of uj (0) in use of 1/(—30D(A)) where D, (A) is a lattice
covariant derivative in the new definition of the gauge field as U = e4. We obtained
that uf (0) is consistent with —cé}, ¢ = 0.7 in SU(3) quenched simulation, 8 = 5.5, on
84 and 12%. We report the 3 dependence and finite-size effect of c.

1 Introduction

The colour confinement problem in the continuum gauge theory was extensively analysed
in use of the BRS formulation by Kugo and Ojima[l]. A sufficient condition of the colour
confinement given by them is that uf defined by the two-point function of the FP (Faddeev-
Popov) ghost fields, ¢(z), ¢(y), and A,(y),

ip(z— a = PuPv o
[ O Dt (2)o(As x (w)I0)de = (g — P () (1)
satisfies uf = —4;.
Brief survey of Kugo-Ojima’s argument that uj = —4; is a sufficient condition of the

colour confinement is the following.

The QCD lagrangian is invariant under the BRS transformation ép which is realized
by replacing the parameter of the gauge transformation 6°(z) — Ac*(z) where A is the
imaginary Grassmann number and ¢*(z) is the ghost field.

Putting C(z) = gc*(z)A, where A, is antihermitian such that [A,, As] = faseAe and
ép = Adp, and antihermitian matrix A,(z) = gA%(z)A,, the BRS transformation reads

§pd=—Co, 8pA, = D,(A)C =0,C+]A,,C|

The nilpotency requirement of d 5 derives, 6gC = —C2.
For each ¢*(z), one introduces an anti-ghost ¢*(z), and similarly the matrix C, and
defines,  gC = 1B, then the nilpotency gives §gB = 0.

le-mail nakajima@is.utsunomiya-u.ac.jp
2e-mail furui@dream.ics.teikyo-u.ac.jp



JAERI-Conf 99-015

The total lagrangian £ + LgpyFp, where £ = —%F’“’F,w + L, atter 18 BRS invariant due
to the nilpotency 5% = 0. The corresponding conserved charge is

Vs = /dsw[BaDoca —0oB® - c* + %gaoéa (e x c)a]

where (F x G)* = fu.F*G°. Thus the physical space is specified as the one that satisfies
the condition Vprys = {|phys)}

QBlphys) = 0.
The BRS algebra is given by BRS charge, @5, and FP ghost charge, Q)., as

Q2B = O’ [iQC’ QB] = QBJ [Qu Qc] = 0.

Since these @ p, Q). are commuting with other conserved charge, all asymptotic one par-
ticle states can be classified by irreducible representations. Due to the nilpotency of BRS
charge, @ g, there only exist BRS singlets and doublets. From hermiticity of ghosts, Q. is
defined as a generator of scale transformation of FP ghosts. It is to be noted that while
Q. being hermite, FP ghost number is counted by Npp = 1Q)., and that among FP ghost
number eigenstates, (M|N) # 0 only if M = —N. Due to this metric structure, BRS dou-
blets always appear in pair of opposite sign FP ghost numbers, and this pair is called a BRS
quartet. Under the assumption that BRS singlets have positive metric, it is proved that
Vphys has positive semidefinite in such a way that BRS quartet particles appear only
in zero norm.

The Ward-Takahashi identity can be expressed as

0 = (0H{@s,T(A. (2),(y)}0)

= (0|TA%(z)B*(y)[0) — i(0|T D,c*(z)e"(y)[0). (2)
Its Fourier transform
FT.[(0]TD,e*(2)e(y)|0) = —i(0|TA;(z)B*(y)[0)]
= g

3)

indicates that the Heisenberg operators, D,c*,¢*, A}, B® necessarily have in the zo — +o0
massless asymptotic fields,

AZ(x) = 0.x*(z)+ -+, Bz) - p(z)+ -,

Duc(z) = 87" (a) + -+, &(a) = 7%(2) + .

One finds from the BRS transformation that for each colour a, a set of the above massless
asymptotic fields form a BRS quartet.

The Noether current corresponding to the conservation of the colour symmetry is gJ;; =
0" F;, + {QB, D,c}, where its ambiguity by divergence of antisymmetric tensor should be
understood, and this ambiguity is utilised so that massless contribution may be eliminated
for the charge, Q¢, to be well defined.
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Denoting g(A, x €)* — u2d,7", and then D,&* — (1 + u)£d,7°, one obtains that

e _ Pubvy 4
FT.(0|TD,c*(z)g(A, x &)’ (¥)|0) = (g — #)ub(ﬁ),
provided A, has a vanishing expectation value. The current {Qp, D ¢} contains the massless
component, (1 + u)#d,3%(z). We can modify the Noether current for colour charge Q* such
that
gJ} =gJ,—0"F;, ={Qp, D,c}.

In the case of 1 + u = 0, massless component in gJj is vanishing and the colour charge

Q" = [ #2{Qs,97' Do?*(2)} @)

becomes well defined.

The physical state condition QgVpnys = 0 together with the equation (4) implies that all
BRS singlet one particle states |f) € V,pys are colour singlet states. This statement implies
that all coloured particles in V4,5 belong to BRS quartet and have zero norm. This is the
colour confinement.

In the course of their derivation, they assume Lorentz invariance and that the colour
symmetry is not broken. They also proved that if the vector massless asymptotic field is
missing in a channel a, and if the channel a belongs to the image of 1 + u then the massless
quartet in 77 can not be cancelled, and the colour symmetry with charge %, is spontaneously
broken. (Inverse Higgs mechanism theorem)

2 Lattice calculation of uj

The Faddeev-Popov operator is
M[U] = —(9- D(A)) = —(D(4) - 9), ()

where the new definition of the gauge field is adopted as U = e#, and the lattice covariant
derivative D,(A) = 8, + Ad(A,) is given in [2].

The inverse, M~ U] = (M, — M;[U])7!, is calculated perturbatively by using the Green
function of the Poisson equation Mg' = (—8%)~! whose zero-mode is eliminated.

M = {(=0%)(1 — (-0*)7' 9, Ad(A,())} !

Nend
= Mg'+ 3 (MG'My) MG (6)
k=0

In use of colour source |A\*z) normalized as Tr{\*z|A\’z¢) = §°4, ,,, the ghost propagator
is given by
G(z,y) = (Tr(X\*z|(M[U])|Xy)) (7)
where the outmost () specifies average over samples U.
The ghost propagators of 3 = 5.5 and § = 5 are almost the same and they are infrared

divergent which can be parametrized as —and its finite-size effect is small[3].
P2
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In the similar way, one can calculate the Kugo-Ojima parameter as

~ PO (") = (TrXKD(A)(MU) ™ (Ad(A,)IXR))

p?

3 Numerical results of the u}

We observed that off-diagonal element of uf is consistent to zero, but there are statistical
fluctuations. The projection operator g,, — 3‘;5—" in equation (1) is treated such that it has

an expectation value % in the limit of p, — 0.
Making the accuracy of the covariant Laplacian equation solver higher, we observe the
tendency that the expectation value of |u?| increases.

diag of f — diag diagy diag, diags diagy

B =5.58%x 16 -0.739(135) | 0.002(60) | -0.776(109) | -0.779(105) | -0.818(118) | -0.581(49)

B =5.5,124 -0.715(46) 0.003(32) -0.729(60) | -0.713(43) | -0.705(39) | -0.712(38)

B =5.5,8 -0.664(69) 0.002(45) -0.669(71) | -0.656(70) | -0.667(67) | -0.664(67)

B =6.0,12¢ -0.548(133) | -0.015(85) | -0.555(123) | -0.561(107) | -0.508(133) | -0.566(159)

B =6.0,8w Z3 -0.303(80) 0.002(29) -0.286(76) | -0.307(66) | -0.325(81) | -0.293(91)

3 =6.0,8%w Z3,min | -0.308(88) | -0.000(35) |-0.312(123) | -0.311(78) | -0.317(75) | -0.292(59)
8 =6.0,8",n0 Z3 -0.354(176) | -0.001(76) | -0.339(130) | -0.347(161) | -0.378(239) | -0.353(151)

3 =28.0,8,w Z;3 -0.183(74) 0.002(20) -0.177(71) | -0.197(77) | -0.221(83) | -0.138(19)

3 =28.0,8%,n0 Z3 -0.338(513) | 0.0116(251) | -0.264(278) | -0.359(553) | -0.334(610) | -0.394(536)

Table 1: Kugo-Ojima parameter u®. w Z3 means that Z3 symmetry twist is performed for
each sample such that the concentration occurs in —60° < # < 60° and then the Landau
gauge fixing is performed, and no Z3 means without Zz symmetry twist. w min means that
minimal Landau gauge fixing is performed for each sample. (All data of 8* are the averages
of 100 samples.)

As shown in the figure, for 8 = 8, direct measurement of u} gives a large fluctuation, but
suitable Z3 twisting treatment for each sample so that the Polyakov scatter plot should be
concentrated around argz = 0, suppresses the fluctuation and makes the data better. We
consider that this treatment is indispensable in the simulation where Z3 symmetry persists
and the Z factor affects the observed quantity. The similar behaviour is observed in 8 = 6, 8*
lattice.

The absolute value of u? is plotted as the function of the spatial extent of the lattice aL
where a is calculated by assuming Azz = 100MeV. We find for aL < 2fm, there exists
large finite-size effect. We expect that by making L large and a small, such that aL > 2fm,
the absolute value of u? becomes closer to 1.

For calculation in the deconfinement phase, one usually adopts non-symmetric lattice,
but we avoided the tuning and used the symmetirc lattice.

We observe that in the confinement phase(8 = 5.5), the Polyakov loop distribution
is uniform and the gauge fields are highly Z; randomised. While in the deconfinement
phase(3 = 6,8), the Polyakov loop distribution is concentrated in one of the three regions
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Figure 1: The dependence of space
and colour diagonal part of the Kugo-
Ojima parameter u? on [ and lattice - s 5 5 !
size. (An average over the four directions

and eight adjoint representations.) The Figure 2: The finite-size effect of the Kugo-

data points are § = 5.5,8% x 16;8 = Ojima parameter |u?| as the function of the
55,128 = 55,843 = 6,12, = spatial extent of the lattice aL(fm). When
6,8%no Z3);3 = 6,8%with Z3); 8 = the spatial extent of the lattice is larger
6,8%(with Zz,minimal Landau);3 = than 2 fm, the value of |ul| is about 0.7
8,8%(with Z3); B = 8,8%(no Z3) respectively in the case of 3 = 5.5. Finite size effect is
from left to right. large in the case of 3 = 6.

—60° < 60 <60°,60° <8 <180° or —180° < # < —60°. The weight is roughly 2.5:1:1 in
the case of 8 = 8 and roughly 1.5 : 1 : 1 in the case of 3 = 6. The distribution of 8 = 6(12%)

can be regarded as uniform.

4 Summary and discussion

Proof of Kugo-Ojima colour confinement is accomplished successfully only in case of uj =
—4&¢, and this condition is suggested to be a necessary condition as well. We did the first
numerical tests of this criterion by the nonperturbative dynamics of lattice Landau gauge.
Simulations were done on 8% x 16,8, and 12*. The quantity in question,

(Tr(Ak| Du(A)(MIU]) T (Ad(AL))INK)).

requires no parameter tuning on the symmetric lattice, and is suitable for the numerical test.
In the confinement region, # = 5.5, we found that the quantity is diagonal both in space
indices and colour indices, and the value is around —0.7. Its absolute value decreases as
increases.

We observed the gluon propagator is infrared finite and the ghost propagator is infrared

: . 1 )
divergent, suggested to be more singular than —, but less singular than —. These results

qualitatively agree with the Gribov-Zwanziger’s conjecture[4, 5], and are consistent with the
results of Dyson-Schwinger equation [6]. It is nice to observe that the infrared finiteness of
the gluon propagator is in accordance with the Kugo-Ojima colour confinement. As stated in
the inverse Higgs mechanism theorem, if we have no massless vector poles in all channels of
the gauge field, A3, and if the colour symmetry is not broken at all, it follows that 14+u = 0[7].
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The real part of the complex mass of the gluon is about 600 MeV in our finite lattice
simulation, which is consistent with[8].

For calculation of the deconfinement phase, we adopted a symmetric lattice with large 3,
and a suitable twisted Z3 boundary conditions to eliminate the artificial fluctuation of the
data.

This work is supported by High Energy Accelerator Research Organization, KEK Super-
computer Project(Project No.99-46), and by Japan Society for the Promotion of Science,
Grant-in-aid for Scientific Research(C) (No.11640251).
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10. Za—hNU/OEEEV+—7 LT k2t
Neutrino mass and the quark-lepton symmetry

ST KRB EBIFERL (Dept. of Physics, Tokyo Metropolitan Univ.)
% H & (Osamu Yasuda)

Recent status of neutrino oscillation experiments is briefly summarized.
The case of just-so is discussed in the K2K experiment. It is shown that we
get useful information on the allowed region of Am? by looking at events

of various channels.

ZORETIIRBORBEDEED I LDV DNITDODWW TN,

1. KBB—a—h1 /&

KBE=a—hrU &, YT L (GALLEX-SAGE) - 3% (Homestake) - 7K
(Kamiokande-Superkamiokande) M & 5 =BEOERTHESNTH D, U
TOLIBERENTTNS (1),

Experiment measured flux |SSM(BP98) |ratio exp/BP98|threshold energy

Homestake 2.564+0.16+0.16 | 7.7 i"llg 0.33%0.029 0.814 MeV

Kamiokande |2.80% 0.19+ 0.33]5.15 f&? 0.54+ 0.07 7.5 MeV
Gallex  |775+6.2 743 | 120 T8 | 0.60£006 | 0.233 MeV
SAGE  [66.9 Tla 124 | 120 18 | 052+£006 | 0233 MeV

Superkamiokande|2.45+ 0.04+ 0.07|5.15 i’&:? 0.475x 0.015 6.5 MeV

WTNOEBRHERLD/NSREZHLTWSE I EE, BARBZIFRINF—-LENE
DEBBZTNTNRB2ERME/EREOCHEZEL TSI ENKBE=2—rU /
BETHD., BEOHREFOBRELToa— M) JRENBOEHHEINTNS,
ZFOR. BEZRE THEATAIEEITIIAMIA 10710 V2 BE. WEHENEERL
MSW OB EITIZAM?IZ 107% V2 BEIZR S,

K= 2— N/ BEIC DN TIREANE—ERE [2] EEAATIE [3] I & 3 MBS
BOTEE S EBBLTHESE LW,

2. RK{=—a—hU /H&E

AK&Za— U/, —RFERERZTOETFORERL THR DK T EZ DI
ERORBNSHTL B, + 7,8, + 7 THAHH, TOEDOEEIBBE -
2:1 ThdEHEEINS, TNET NUSEX, Frejus, IMB, Kamiokande, Soudan2,
Superkamiokande TAK =2 — bV / OBABMTHN TS A NUSEX & Frejus
TIRIZIZEBED OERNBETWADIZH L. IMB, Kamiokande, Soudan2, Su-
perkamiokande Tid (v, + 7, D)/ (ve + 7. D) ZTL 5 1 ITEWENRST I N
T3, NUSEX & Frejus D&EFR%Z ESBIRT 20IMPLBEETH 5438, fiom
ZCHELTHEREEROBMIZEVEBNASH D, KK Za—bU /BEELFEINT
W5, #IZ, Kamiokande & Superkamiokande D0 % multi-GeV DF—4# (1
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GeV<E, < 100GeV) Tid, BIFEO LA THRTAIDES DERIEFEE LARA
TRAED 22— R JIHLT (1, 08) /(v D) DEBRIE/FRIEAH 1ITEL
DITHN, HEROBERTHE THROBEREOEILITRATRS Za— M /it
UCIRERE/FEREN 1 XODBRONEBoTNEIENMEINTND (ER
i/ BREOEERREAKEN). CORKIZ2—M) /R TRRTE, £0
best fit 2SAm?2 ~ ¥ 10 3eV2ERB T ENFETN TN S, ‘

K& —a— YU e L TIRESARKIC &3ROS 3] LRERERICLS
HE Y ABEOTELLEBELTEELL,

. hot dark matter

—a—bU BB ESEBEERIIRVWS, Za— M) JOHEEBEZRELTNIND
L2\ H DIZ HDM(hot dark matter) 233 5. FHIZBIT 5 KREEE D RE
#IZHBNT. CDM(cold dark matter) B4 (axion FDEVVAIT) & HDM(hot dark
matter) &5 (22— U /) BIHEFET S &S mixed dark matter >V FHIEH
ENTVIEEOSEDANRY ML ZHATLOXHMENRNLELERHINTHD,
bLEMNIhNEZa— M) JiZEeVEEDEBNH S EWNWS T LIT/IES, mixed
dark matter >V ANBAFEEZBHAHAT S EEFRL TWLHETEL T 5] 48
BN, —HESOBHFEORIOEAT—F ZHHAT TR FHOFIEELE
WNEWEDRRL, TOREITIIK eV EEOHED HDM OASRBITZNE N
HSEEND B 6], FHROBENTIRABRENRATHSD. FHAORAT—
IS ENEITOEBEL NNV TZa—h) ) OHEBZERERINERATH D,
MREHTOREERYREEMTH S L EbN D,

. Za— b)) JREN S FEEINS K2K ERICBIT 2BREOHRHE

preliminary 72 K2K EBRD#EE (1 event DF) BWEFIOHRHFITENRTT 5 AN
ENHTEMNS, EDEIBRETEROBROBBDRIBEINEERL (7.

ZH#HRDy, < v, OB TII disappearance DFERIL

P(v, — v,) =1 — sin® 20sin® (Am?L/4E
n '

ERBD, BHFDOA—N—AIFHTOT—IN5

2x 107 %V? SAm?2 < 8x107%eV?
0.84 Ssin?20< 1

LD ZENDNS TS, FIT best fit IFAm? = 3.5 x 10~%eV?, sin?20 = 1 T
b5, BARES (sin?20 = 1) OBBRETF v X XINOBREZEZAM?OBRKELT
7Oy bFBEFig. 1DEIIRS (TRTZa— M) JIREZNESOERK
EDHER->THB). T &F v O XIIVOHENERIL 8] DbDZRAN,
X. quasielastic DERKEZOMOBREDOLETOY bTSHE Fig. 20K
20, EF v RINOESHOLERD Z LI D AMIICET 2 HERME X 588
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HRD 5.
#(w/ osc)/i(w/o osc) 2
v, 6V, 8in?26=1.0 VoV, 8in26=1.0
! A ' 4 R CC one-n)/R(CC quasi-elastic) -
35+ C mum«ngaicc quasl-olastlc;
0.8 | 3 (Nc one-t)/R(CC quasi-slastic
0.6 | 25|
2 -
0.4 - 15 |
1
0.2
0.5
0 ' . 0 . .
0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1
amfev? Am#fev?
Fig.1 Fig.2

—F, ISICHERHMM/NE <7256 & LT sterile neutrino # AN T (3+1) HAKT
Za—hJ)JEREEEZS, ZHUIKBZ2— b . KK =a— U /-LSND O
RE2EIRTCZa—bMIIJEREBCEZHBDETZHIFUFT,

( Uel Ue2 Ue3 Ue4 \
Un Uua Uyz Ups
Url U1'2 U1'3 Ur4

\ U,1 Uaz Ua3 Ua4 J

(=
il

EWVWS—RDEBEEEEZ D L. disappearance DFERIT

P(v, = v,) = 1 — 4|Up[*|[Us[* sin® (AmiaL/‘iE) -2 (IU,,3[2 + |Uu4|2) (1 — [Usl? - |Un4|2)
=1 — c}ysin® 20y sin® (Am}y L/AE) — 253654(1 — s35c3,)

&7;6 %f&@iﬁ‘ﬂi [0] THAZINE4AX4ADHFFIOREAZFES, X, mi~

mé < m3 ~ m4'CAm21 BAB=2— U JDRT—) (~ 10~%V? Xid~ 10~V
) AmLIEARZa2—hU /DRI =)V (~ 1072%eV?), AmZid LSND QA —)b
(N 16V2) &ﬁﬁ?éo [9] l:tﬂj’%o&di‘ 034 =0 T@h(&"up > Vré\ X, 934 = 7['/2
Thhidy, & 1,Z2RT I EBDM 5. %%?@X——m——ﬁsijy TDT=FIZELD
v, & u,ﬁ\tit}uté‘iéﬂfbxéo)'c I Tid03=0LBE, X, —HADES
ﬁ sﬁﬁ;ﬁ—éog‘;bi%kﬁlx (SlI.‘l2 2024 1) Cl_'_ I./‘(023L_E§ bfgﬁﬁi)\kﬁi D ‘uﬁ
BOMNEEBTDHEFig 3DLDIIRE, KRZa— MU /DT —FI1Zid6,; S 30°
BEIFTROHFEINDAt 2E5EXDDT, 0< 6 <0°OHHEHT Oy bLTH
%, HBEOMERHRLIIFTABVY, ZHROBEIVBISITHORNWEREE
52520005, BEETELE 1 ERULIRAINTHWRNWDT, Za—hY
RN BECHGEIN32BREMOBEHEEBICISITERT IR0
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11. Roles of pions for neutrinoless double § decay in nuclei

Katsuhiko Suzuki
Research Center for Nuclear Physics (RCNP), Osaka University,
Osaka 567-0047, Japan

E-mail: ksuzuki@renp.osaka-u.ac.jp

Abstract

We study the roles of pions for neutrinoless double § decay in nuclei, which
provides constraints on the physics beyond the Standard Model such as neutrino
masses and R-parity violation SUSY parameters. The effective meson-nucleon
Lagrangian which describes the neutrinoless double § decay is constructed, as-
suming the 0v(33 decay is driven by the heavy particle exchange between quarks.
In addition to the conventional two-nucleon contact interaction which is sup-
pressed by the NN hard core potential, we consider the pion-nucleon Yukawa
term and the pion exchange current term. Making use of the soft pion theorem,
it is found that dominant contribution comes from the pion-nucleon Yukawa
term. The pion exchange current gives a negligible contribution in the case of
the heavy Majorana neutrino exchange, while it provides a crucial contribution
within the R-parity violating SUSY.

Introduction

There exist several possible mechanisms to generate the neutrinoless double 8 decay
(OvB3f) beyond the Standard Model. Most popular process is induced by the exchange
of the massive (Majorana) neutrinos[1] shown in Fig.1. In this scenario, both light and
heavy neutrinos contribute to the Qv 33 decay, and their masses and mixing angles can
be extracted from the experiments. Another one originates from the R-parity violating
supersymmetric extension of the Standard Model (SUSY) [2], in which the 0v3p is
mediated by the superparticles illustrated in Fig.2. If the R-parity is conserved, for
example, the lightest superparticle could be a good candidate of the dark matter. Thus,

the experimental test for the R-parity conservation is of great interest.

P> u -
d > d 11, .
W - i
€ u
v - g x
wo “
I A _
d L. u d — e
A’111
Flg‘}re 1 Oy ﬁﬂ decay m massive Figure 2: Typical diagram for Ov33 de-
Majorana neutrino mechanism cay in R-parity violating SUSY

In this work, we consider only the exchange of the heavy particles between quarks

to generate the Oy decay. To make theoretical predictions to be compared with the
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experiment, we need the following steps. First, we construct the low energy effective
Lagrangian for quarks and gluons by integrating out the heavy particles degrees of
freedom such as the heavy Majorana neutrino or the superparticles. Then, the effec-
tive Lagrangian at the hadronic level in terms of baryons and mesons are constructed
by taking into account the quark-gluon structure of the hadrons. Finally, we apply
the resulting hadronic Lagrangian to the nuclear many body system, and evaluate the
transition matrix elements in nuclei, 4X —%,,Y 4 2e”. We try to construct a possi-
ble effective Lagrangian for the hadrons, dealing with the pion-nucleon dynamics and
the Ov30 interaction consistently. We remark the procedure presented here is rather

general and can be applied to any model beyond the Standard Model.

Construction of the effective Lagrangian

Integrating out the heavy neutrino or the superparticles degrees of freedom, one
can find that the effective quark-lepton Lagrangian is given by the local interaction
between 4-quarks and 2-electrons. The low energy effective Lagrangian, in which the

0v B3 decay is caused by the subprocess dd — uu + 2¢~, can be written as,
i N
— .. Y e 7 T N
Lguark = 2m,,C” el e] [(wD*d) (al’d)] (1)

where T' denote the gamma matrices determined by the original theory. For the massive
neutrino exchange model, it has the standard (V — A) Dirac structure, while S, P and T
structure appear within the R-parity violating SUSY. Cj; are expressed by the coupling
constants of the original models, for example neutrino masses or the R-parity violating
coupling Aj;;.

We then construct the effective meson-nucleon Lagrangian to describe the dd —
uu + 2e~ process shown in Fig.1 and 2. The general from of the Lagrangian to induce

nn — pp + 2e~ can be written as

‘C'Had = »C2N + ['Nﬂ' + £27r (2)

The first term represents the 6-point interaction between nucleons and electrons shown
in Fig.3, which can be obtained by simply replacing v and d quarks with p and n,

respectively;

2
Loy = Aoy 2an [pLin pLn] [ el'e’] (3)

P

where I' is againn the appropriate gamma matrices. Contributions of this term to
nuclear decay matrix elements can be evaluated[l, 2]. However, this transition would
be suppressed very much by the nucleon-nucleon hard core potential [3], although the

transition matrix element does not vanish due to the finite size of nucleons.
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We emphasize here that the short range nature of the Ov3g interaction at the
quark level never means the short range interaction between nucleons. It is possible
to introduce other degrees of freedom, namely, mesons. Considering only the pions
which plays the most important roles at the low energy, one can add two possible

contributions Ly, and L, as

2
Lne = &m;‘: el'e [AN,, pn " + Bygpiv'n x_] (4)
2m,,
Lo = —A G m? ele” (77 )? (5)
n 2T 2mp T

These contributions are schematically shown in Fig.4 and 5, respectively. In order to
fix unknown coupling constants, Ay, Bnx, A2r, of the effective hadronic Lagrangian,

we exploit the matching conditions;

<p 27| Lguark|n 7r_> = <p 2¢” |Cnxln 7r“> (6)
(7267 | Lquarkl™) = (7267 |Lanlm) (7)

where Lg,qrk stands for the Lagrangian eq. (1) which involves quark and lepton fields
explicitly. These equations relate the coupling constants of the effective hadronic La-
grangian with the coupling constants of the original Lagrangian, for example R-parity
violating coupling or the heavy neutrino mass. Our task here is to calculate the left
hand side of egs. (6,7) using some non-perturbative method based on QCD, and deter-
mine the values of the coupling constants, A;, B;.

We make use of the soft pion theorem based on the current algebra which is proved
to work very well for the pionic hyperon decay process of the standard weak theory.

Using the reduction formula and the PCAC relation, one gets

(prlOfn) = [doe (3 +m?) (p|T {2*(z), 0} |n)

= ;—:<p| [i/dsm Ag(m),O] |n>
+fi [t (p T {42(2),0(0)} In) (8)
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where O = [ul"d ul7d] is the any 4-quark operator appeared in the quark level La-
grangian of eq. (1). One can see that the first term of eq. (8) corresponds to the so
called commutator term. The second one provides the baryon pole contribution by
inserting the intermediate baryon states between A,(z) and O(0). In the present case,
the intermediate states are assumed to be identified with A resonances. We note that
the Al = 1/2 enhancement of the non-leptonic weak hyperon decay is well reproduced

within the same approximation scheme.

O yrAiw  Alw 9

n \ p n—)%- P n—7 = )%p
1 e~ - I 1 A _
I € t e
, b

A - -

1
e e In* In* e
Figure 6: First term of Figure 7: Second term of eq. (8). Intermediate baryon
eq. (8) states are assumed to be A.

Matrix elements of eq. (8) can be evaluated by employing the wave function of
the quark models. By doing so, we can relate the coupling constants of the hadronic
Lagrangian with the fundamental parameters of the theory, and calculate thee Ov33
decay transition matrix elements using the suitable nuclear physics technique. For
example, the coupling constants in the R-parity violating SUSY is given in ref. [4].
It was found that the pion-nucleon term Ly, is enhanced very much compared with
the previous calculations. This difference could change the upper bound of the A},
considerably.

We also point out that the pion exchange current £, provides the large contribution
in the case of the S, P interaction (e.g. in SUSY), while its contribution is negligible
when the interaction is the V — A type. This is simply due to the partial conservation
of the axial-vector current in QCD. The matrix element of the axial-vector current
between the pion states is proportional to the pion momentum ¢, which is small. For
the S or P interaction, such an accidental suppression does not happen, and the pion

exchange current contributions are comparable with others.

Conclusions

We have studied the meson-nucleon effective interaction in order to describe the
OvB3f3 decay in nuclei. We generally construct the effective Lagrangian with the pion
and nucleon, which is divided into three parts, two nucleon contact term, pion-nucleon
Yukawa term and the two pion contact term. We have developed the method to cal-
culate the transition matrix elements using the technique based on the current algebra
which is proved to provide a reasonable description for the non-leptonic weak decay

of hyperons. Our treatment can be applicable to any model that generates the Ov3s3



JAERI-Conf 99-015

decay. To carry out the realistic calculation of the Ov38 matrix elements in nuclei, all
the processes arising from Loy, Lnr and Ly, should be consistently taken into account

in any model.
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12. Spectral Functions of Hadrons in Lattice QCD
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Using the maximum entropy method, spectral functions of the pseudo-scalar and vector mesons are extracted
from lattice Monte Carlo data of the imaginary time Green’s functions. The resonance and continuum structures
as well as the ground state peaks are successfully obtained. Error analysis of the resultant spectral functions is

also given on the basis of the Bayes probability theory.

1. Introduction

The spectral functions (SPFs) of hadrons play
a special role in physical observables in QCD (See
the examples in [1,2]). However, the lattice QCD
simulations so far have difficulties in accessing
the dynamical quantities in the Minkowski space,
because measurements on the lattice can only
be carried out for discreté points in imaginary
time. The analytic continuation from the imagi-
nary time to the real time using the noisy lattice
data is highly non-trivial and is even classified as
an ill-posed problem.

Recently we made a first serious attempt to
extract SPFs of hadrons from lattice QCD data
without making a priori assumptions on the spec-
tral shape [3]. We use the maximum entropy
method (MEM), which has been successfully ap-
plied for similar problems in quantum Monte
Carlo simulations in condensed matter physics,
image reconstruction in crystallography and as-
trophysics, and so forth [4,5]. In this report, we
present the results for the pseudo-scalar (PS) and
vector (V) channels at 7 = 0 using the continuum
kernel and the lattice kernel of the integral trans-

form. The latter analysis has not been reported
in {3].

2. Basic idea of MEM

The Euclidean correlation function D(7) of an
operator O(1, %) and its spectral decomposition

at zero three-momentum read
[ no0.0)a% M
o0
/ K (r, ) A(w)dw,
0

D(7)

I

where 7 > 0, w is a real frequency, and A(w)
is SPF (or sometimes called the image), which
is positive semi-definite. The kernel K(7,«) is
proportional to the Fourier transform of a free
boson propagator with mass w: At T = 0 in the
continuum limit, K = Keont(T,w) = exp(—7w).

Monte Carlo simulation provides D(7;) on the
discrete set of temporal points 0 < ;/a < N,.
From this data with statistical noise, we need
to reconstruct the spectral function A(w) with
continuous variable «. This is a typical ill-
posed problem, where the number of data is much
smaller than the number of degrees of freedom to
be reconstructed. This makes the standard like-
lihood analysis and its variants inapplicable [6]
unless strong assumptions on the spectral shape
are made. MEM is a method to circumvent this
difficulty through Bayesian statistical inference of
the most probable image together with its relia-
bility [4].

MEM is based on the Bayes’ theorem in prob-
ability theory: P[X|Y] = P[Y|X|P[X]/P[Y],
where P[X|Y] is the conditional probability of
X given Y. The most probable image A(w) for
given lattice data D is obtained by maximizing
the conditional probability P|A|DH], where H
summarizes all the definitions and prior knowl-
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edge such as A(w) > 0. By the Bayes’ theorem,
P[A|DH] x P[D|AH|P[A|H], (2)
where P[D|AH| (P[A|H]) is called the likelihood
function (the prior probability).

For the likelihood function, the standard x? is
adopted, namely P[D|AH| = Z; ' exp(—L) with

L—2Z

(1) = DA (73)) (3)
x C; (D(13) — DA(13))-

Z; is a normalization factor given by Z; =
(27)N/2y/det C with N = Tymaz/a — Tmin/a + 1.
D(7;) is the lattice data averaged over gauge con-
figurations and D*(7;) is the correlation function
defined by the right hand side of (1). C is an
N x N covariance matrix of the data with N be-
ing the number of temporal points to be used in
the MEM analysis. The lattice data have gener-
ally strong correlations among different 7’s, and
it is essential to take into account the off-diagonal
components of C.

Axiomatic construction as well as intuitive
"monkey argument” [7] show that, for positive
distributions such as SPF, the prior probabil-
ity can be written with parameters a and m
as P[A|Hom| = Zg'exp(aS). Here S is the
Shannon-Jaynes entropy,

S = (4)

[ - ()]

Zg is a normalization factor: Zg = feaSDA. «a
is a real and positive parameter and m(w) is a
real function called the default model.

In the state-of-art MEM [4], the output image
Aoyt is given by a weighted average over A and
o

Aout(w)
_ / A(w) P{A|DHam]Pla|DHm] DA da
~ /Aa(w) Pla|DHm)| da. (5)

Here A,(w) is obtained by maximizing the ”free-
energy”’

Q=aS-1I, (6)

for a given a. Here we assumed that P[{A|DHam)|
is sharply peaked around A,(w). « dictates the
relative weight of the entropy S (which tends to
fit A to the default model m) and the likelihood
function L (which tends to fit A to the lattice
data). Note, however, that o appears only in the
intermediate step and is integrated out in the final
result. Our lattice data show that the weight fac-
tor Pla|DHm], which is calculable using Q [4],
is highly peaked around its maximum a = é&.
We have also studied the stability of the Aout( w)
against a reasonable variation of m(w).

The non-trivial part of the MEM analysis is
to find a global maximum of @ in the functional
space of A(w), which has typically 750 degrees of
freedom in our case. We have utilized the singular
value decomposition (SVD) of the kernel to define
the search direction in this functional space. The
method works successfully to find the global max-
imum within reasonable iteration steps.

3. MEM with mock data

To check our MEM code and to see the de-
pendence of the MEM image on the quality of
the data, we made the following test using mock
data. (i) We start with an input image A;n(«) =
w?pin(w) in the p-meson channel which simu-
lates the experimental e*e™ cross section. Then
we calculate D;,(7) from A;n(w) using eq.(1).
(ii) By taking D;n(7;) at N discrete points and
adding a Gaussian noise, we create a mock data
D,pock(7:). The variance of the noise o(7;) is
given by o(7;) = b X D;n(7;) X 75 /a with a param-
eter b, which controls the noise level [8]. (iii) We
construct the output image Ayut(w) = w?pout (w)
using MEM with Dpock(Tmin < Ti € Traz) and
compare the result with A;n(w). In this test, we
have assumed that C is diagonal for simplicity.

In Fig.1, we show p;n(w), and poue(w) for two
sets of parameters, (I) and (II). As for m, we
choose a form m(w) = mow? with my = 0.027,
which is motivated by the asymptotic behavior
of A in perturbative QCD, A(w > 1GeV) =
(1/47%)(1+ s /7)w?. The final result is, however,
insensitive to the variation of mg even by factor 5
or 1/5. The calculation of Ayy:(w) has been done
by discretizing the w-space with an equal sepa-
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ration of 10 MeV between adjacent points. This
number is chosen for the reason we shall discuss
below. The comparison of the dashed line (set (I))
and the dash-dotted line (set (II)) shows that in-
creasing Tymar and reducing the noise level b lead
to better SPFs closer to the input SPF.

We have also checked that MEM can nicely re-
produce other forms of the mock SPFs. In par-
ticular, MEM works very well to reproduce not
only the broad structure but also the sharp peaks
close to the delta-function as far as the noise level
is sufficiently small.

4
o [GeV]

Figure 1. The solid line is p;n(w). The dashed line
and dash-dotted line are pyy:{w) obtained with
parameter set (I) a = 0.0847 fm, 1 < 7/a < 12,

= 0.001 and set (II) a = 0.0847 fm, 1 < 7/a <
36, b = 0.0001, respectively.

4. MEM with lattice data

To apply MEM to actual lattice data, quenched
lattice QCD simulations have been done with the
plaquette gluon action and the Wilson quark ac-
tion by the open MILC code with minor modifica-
tions [9]. The lattice size is 20% x 24 with 8 = 6.0,
which corresponds to a = 0.0847 fm (a1 = 2.33
GeV), k. = 0.1571 [10], and the spatial size of the
lattice Lsa = 1.69 fm. Gauge configurations are
generated by the heat-bath and over-relaxation
algorithms with a ratio 1 : 4. Each configuration

is separated by 1000 sweeps. Hopping parameters
are chosen to be k = 0.153, 0.1545, and 0.1557
with Neony = 161 for each k. For the quark prop-
agator, the Dirichlet (periodic) boundary condi-
tion is employed for the temporal (spatial) direc-
tion. We have also done the simulation with pe-
riodic boundary condition in the temporal direc-
tion and obtained qualitatively the same results.
To calculate the two-point correlation functions,
we adopt a point-source at ¥ = 0 and a point-sink
averaged over the spatial lattice-points.

We use data at 1 < 7;/a < 12(24) for the
Dirichlet (periodic) boundary condition in the
temporal direction. To avoid the known patho-
logical behavior of the eigenvalues of C [4], we
take Neong > N.

We define SPFs for the PS and V channels as

A("‘"‘) = wzpps,v(w)i (7)

so that p,;,(w — large) approaches a finite
constant as predicted by perturbative QCD. For
the MEM analysis, we need to discretize the w-
integration in (1). Since Aw (the mesh size)
& 1/Tmaz should be satisfied to suppress the dis-
cretization error, we take Aw = 10 MeV. wiax
(the upper limit for the w integration) should be
comparable to the maximum available momen-
tum on the lattice: wmer ~ 7/a ~ 7.3 GeV.
We have checked that larger values of wyqar do
not change the result of A(w) substantially, while
smaller values of w4, distort the high energy end
of the spectrum. The dimension of the image to
be reconstructed is N, = wmaz/Aw ~ 750, which
is in fact much larger than the maximum number
of Monte Carlo data N = 25.

In Fig.2 (a) and (b), we show the reconstructed
images for each k in the case of the Dirichlet
boundary condition. Here we use the continuum
kernel K ont = exp(—7w) in the Laplace trans-
form. In these figures, we have used m = mou?
with mg = 2.0(0.86) for PS (V) channel moti-
vated by the perturbative estimate of mg (see
eq.(9) and the text below). We have checked
that the result is not sensitive, within the sta-
tistical significance of the image, to the variation
of mg by factor 5 or 1/5. The obtained images
have a common structure: the low-energy peaks
corresponding to 7 and p, and the broad struc-
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ture in the high-energy region. From the posi-
tion of the pion peaks in Fig.2(a), we extract
ke = 0.1570(3), which is consistent with 0.1571
[10] determined from the asymptotic behavior of
D(7). The mass of the p-meson in the chiral
limit extracted from the peaks in Fig.2(b) reads
mpa = 0.348(15). This is also consistent with
mpa = 0.331(22) [10] determined by the asymp-
totic behavior. Although our maximum value of
the fitting range 7Tymar/a = 12 marginally covers
the asymptotic limit in 7, we can extract reason-
able masses for 7 and p. The width of 7 and p
in Fig.2 is an artifact due to the statistical errors
of the lattice data. In fact, in the quenched ap-
proximation, there is no room for the p-meson to
decay into two pions.

As for the second peaks in the PS and V
channels, the error analysis discussed in Fig.4
shows that their spectral “shape” does not have
much statistical significance, although the exis-
tence of the non-vanishing spectral strength is
significant. Under this reservation, we fit the po-
sition of the second peaks and made linear ex-
trapolation to the chiral limit with the results,
m?™ /m, = 1.88(8)(2.44(11)) for the PS (V)
channel. These numbers should be compared
with the experimental values: mg300)/m, =
1.68, and m,(1450)/™m, = 1.90 or m,(1700)/Mm, =
2.20.

One should remark here that, in the standard
two-mass fit of D(7), the mass of the second res-
onance is highly sensitive to the lower limit of the
fitting range, e.g., m*™/m, = 2.21(27)(1.58(26))
for Tymin/a = 8(9) in the V channel with 8= 6.0
[10]. This is because the contamination from the
short distance contributions from 7 < Tmin is
not under control in such an approach. On the
other hand, MEM does not suffer from this diffi-
culty and can utilize the full information down to
Tmin/a = 1. Therefore, MEM opens a possibil-
ity of systematic study of higher resonances with
lattice QCD data.

As for the third bumps in Fig.2, the spectral
“shape” is statistically not significant as is dis-
cussed in Fig.4, and they should rather be consid-
ered a part of the perturbative continuum instead
of a single resonance. Fig.2 also shows that SPF
decreases substantially above 6 GeV; MEM au-

(a) PS channel
50

(b) V channel

3T T T T R

o[ GeV]

Figure 2. Reconstructed image pou¢(w) for the PS
(a) and V (b) channels. The solid, dashed, and
dotted lines are for k = 0.1557, 0.1545, and 0.153,
respectively. For the PS (V) channel, mg is taken
to be 2.0 (0.86). wmqaz is 7.5 GeV in this figure
and Fig.3.

tomatically detects the existence of the momen-
tum cutoff on the lattice ~ w/a. It is expected
that MEM with the data on finer lattices leads
to larger ultraviolet cut-offs in the spectra. The
height of the asymptotic form of the spectrum at
high energy is estimated as

p (w ~ 6GeV) (8)

2
=#(1+%) <2n12' ) ~ 0.86.

v

The first two factors are the g¢ continuum ex-
pected from perturbative QCD. The third fac-
tor contains the non-perturbative renormaliza-
tion constant for the lattice composite operator.
We adopt Z, = 0.57 determined from the two-
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point functions at 8 = 6.0 [11] together with
as = 021 and k = 0.1557. Our estimate in
eq.(9) is consistent with the high energy part of
the spectrum in Fig.2(b) after averaging over w.
We made a similar estimate for the PS channel
using Z,; = 0.49 [12] and obtained p,s(w =~
6GeV) =~ 2.0. This is also consistent with Fig.
2(a). We note here that an independent analy-
sis of the imaginary time correlation functions (2]
also shows that the lattice data at short distance
is dominated by the perturbative continuum.

In Fig.3(a) and (b), the results using the lat-
tice kernel Kjq; are shown. Kj,¢ is obtained from
the free boson propagator on the lattice. It re-
duces to K on: when a — 0. The other parame-
ters and boundary conditions are the same with
Fig.2(a,b). The difference of Fig.2 and Fig.3 can
be interpreted as a systematic error due to the
finiteness of the lattice spacing a.

Pout (0))

o[GeV]

Figure 3. Same with Fig.2 except for the use of
the lattice kernel Kjq:.

5. Error analsis

The statistical significance of the reconstructed
image can be studied by the following procedure
[4]. Assuming that P{A|DHam| has a Gaussian
distribution around the most probable image A,
we estimate the error by the covariance of the
image, —((6464Q)™ 1) 4_4, where 4 is a func-
tional derivative and (-) is an average over a given
energy interval. The final error for Aoy is ob-
tained by averaging the covariance over o with
a weight factor Pla|DHm|. Shown in Fig4 is
the MEM image in the V channel for & = 0.1557
with errors obtained in the above procedure. The
height of each horizontal bar is (pou:(w)) in each
« interval. The vertical bar indicates the error of
{(pout(w)). The small error for the lowest peak in
Fig.4 supports our identification of the peak with
p. Although the existence of the non-vanishing
spectral strength of the 2nd peak and 3rd bump
is statistically significant, their spectral “shape”
is either marginal or insignificant. Lattice data
with better quality are called for to obtain better
SPFs.

l .b@i.mu..
2

4 6
o [GeV]

Figure 4. pout(w) in the V' channel for x = 0.1557
with error attached.
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6. Summary

We have made a first serious attempt to recon-
struct SPFs of hadrons from lattice QCD data.
We have used MEM, which allows us to study
SPF's without making a priori assumption on the
spectral shape. The method works well for the
mock data and actual lattice data. MEM pro-
duces resonance and continuum-like structures in
addition to the ground state peaks. The statisti-
cal significance of the image can be also analyzed.
Better data with finer and larger lattice will pro-
duce better images with smaller errors, and our
study is a first attempt towards this goal.

There are many problems which can be ex-
plored by MEM combined with lattice QCD data.
Some of the applications in the baryon excited
states, hadrons at finite temperature, and heavy
quark systems will be reported in future publica-
tions [13].

We appreciate MILC collaboration for their
open codes for lattice QCD simulations, which
has enabled this research. @ Our simulation
was carried out on a Hitachi SR2201 paral-
lel computer at Japan Atomic Energy Research
Institute. M. A. (T. H.) was partly sup-
ported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
No. 10740112 (No. 10874042) of the Japanese
Ministry of Education, Science, and Culture.
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Precise Measurement of

K.~ 7 v v Decay at 50-GeV PS

Takao INAGAKI

High Energy Accelerator Research Organization, KEK
1-1 Oho, Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-0801, Japan

Abstract
The K;— 7 ° v v decay is one of the processes whose experimental studies
will have to be performed at the 50-GeV proton synchrotron (PS) of the Joint
Project. The decay is a CP-violating process purely through A S=1
transition with little having a theoretical ambiguity due to QCD corrections.

The precise measurement of the branching ratio of K;,— = °

v v decay will
provide a clean determination of a basic parameter in the present particle-
physics. A uniquely important chance will open to look for new-physics and
to understand the CP-violation phenomena profoundly. After a kind of
pilot experiment at the present KEK 12-GeV PS, a high sensitivity

experiment is planned at the 50-GeV PS.

1. I

19 8 0FFARLIE, FHFYWHELTIIEERR almighty DRIV TW5, i
BEABRT L7 4—27 LT b (72034 2) RF=IURV UPBEBLARELE
BlEnT, b¥FrIle FAKNFEENFOBBEZRT T THL, FOMOEREED
ThE, BEEGIIED (B o TERNOA L ST EENICHHAINATHE, —F4
T, BEERBIZEI TNV IA VOBERFDOREF LV LREFFHHTE 2V T 2
Y —ETELED, EAIFERAMTHL ED, ENEFOTHEERAOK —IEL TV
WEDNHo T, =L TEBOHAR LI L0, LfJ‘L\ IO DOMARIRIELZ access
THEBRUIEL TER Y, FhbH2HR5I(C OB I ANF-TOERLYEHS
NaE»6ThHo

FRNTL A FHFYREBRIZ. RO 2 20HHF2 L L2 KD AT v 7 1100GeV-
¥ TeV EBICHE*REEAITEIHLEEZ T L, 12BE, 712KV VI
E(100GeV)2 52 A BIZEASI NIz 7 AR FAEFRIEIZ L > THEEICKELEE LT
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STLEI V) FENLHET D, TOBWFMELIR THARLET, 100GeV 5 X
ABIZIE, BV AKFRT 2V 34 Y H100GeV-H TeV B THEITAHAERFTHL I L
THESHHTEORMA MR 54, 100GeV-$ TeV I B FRRL T2 L CIRATIE DS
HEMBIELPDNELLNTVS, 2208, BRAGOWRS L LY () IHAHEGEIC
Yo THUDH - 55 - ARMEEMOKEERO T AN F—KIETH L, 1980 FLF
TCOERTERIA N E -8 (BEOMERLAVF—) THSI 3 OOMEIEAER
ZOMET B L. BEOHBET 10%GeV TN 1 AITRK L, Kit—HRmOPHE S 2 T
7o IS AL BRSLAH I TUNEECRIFRECL T [BE] FH2 L
BoNTw, 90 &% ->TLEPERSECHRBEIIR /27— ¥ PEHE, ZOIK
CENDHB I EHERICRRATE 2, FREhOIHERE DI HITAER (A5
SEOWE) 75, BRSO AFE—OBICHEICR o2, IITH, MITAMRES XA
BLHENL YT 4 100GeV-$ TeV S8R0 BN T OFLETH 5,

ZhbiE, B4 O % 100GeV 55 % 9 & { %\ 100GeV-2 TeV # T, #Hikf
Y ELEOHREDHLELTET S, H4HSSC, LHC, JLCHEOBH A
W —MAEBORBEE S ORBERIBLTEDL ) ET DL ZOTRIZET (o
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14. Quark Nuclear Physics at JHF

H. Toki

!Research Center for Nuclear Physics(RCNP), Osaka University
Ibaraki, Osaka 567-0047, Japan

Abstract

We discuss the research fields to be studied by the Japan Hadron Facility being
planned in the site of JAERI as a joint project with Neutron Science Project. We
would expect to reveal the most microscopic structure of matter using the intensity
frontier proton machine. In particular, we would like to develope Quark Nuclear

Physics to describe hadrons and nuclei in terms of quarks and gluons.

1 Introduction

The accelerator parameters of the JHF machine complex are £, < 50GeV and the
intensity of I, < 15p¢A. This high intensity frontier machine could produce as the
secondary beams; pion, kaon, muon, neutrino and even heavy ions in addition to the
primary proton. Hence, the possibilities of interesting physics program are great and in
such a case a good idea is most welcome.

In fact, there are many programs being discussed with JHF. They are neutrino mix-
ing, kaon rare decay, color transparency, hypernuclei, lepton flavor mixing, kaonic atom,
meson spectroscopy, baryon spectroscopy, heavy ion collision and so on. These subjects
could be discussed in terms of the hadron- meson degrees of freedom. At the same time,
it is possible to discuss in terms of the quark-gluon degrees of freedom.

Hence, the JHF project would reveal the structure of the microscopic matter in terms
of the most fundamental particles with the intensity frontier machine.

We would like to discuss what are the frontier projects to be performed with the JHF
accelerator complex. Particularly, we would like to emphasize the interesting research

field to be performed with the JHF machine as Quark Nuclear Physics.
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2 Quark Nuclear Physics

Quark Nuclear Physics (QNP) is the research field of describing hadrons and nuclei in
terms of quarks and gluons. Here, confinement and chiral symmetry breaking are the
most essential phenomena for QNP. QCD is supposed to provide the dynamics of quarks
and gluons. In fact, QCD is able to describe the above essential phenomena using the
lattice QCD. On the other hand, the perturbative description of QCD provides the high
momentum phenomena.

Although this is the case, we would like to develope the basic picture of QNP. We
should understand why various interesting phenomena happen. This is very important
for the motivation of development of various kinds of physics related with quarks and
gluons. For nuclear physics, it was the shell model, which changed the situation of
physics associated with nucleus completely. Suppose we want to describe a nucleus with
about 100 nucleons. Such a system was impossilbe to solve. However, once physicists
noticed the magic number and the important degrees of freedom for the description of
the excitation spectra as those nucleons in the valence orbits, they were able to describe
nuclear excitations, which are caused by about 100 particles. The shell model played a
key role for the developement of nuclear physics.

What is the basic picture (model) then for QNP? There are various candidates; Dual
Ginzburg-Landau (DGL) theory, Instanton model, QCD sum rule, 1/¢* model and so
on. All these models have some truth in describing the low energy observables. Here we
shall focus on the DGL theory, which has been studied in various directions. The DGL
theory is demonstrated to describe both confinement and chiral symmetry breaking and

at the same time has a strong connection to QCD.

3 Dual Ginzburg-Landau Theory

The DGL theory is based on the assumption that our vacuum is in the superconductor
like state; dual superconductor. In the superconductor, the magnetié field H is disliked
by the superconducting matter due to the Meissner effect. Hence, if the magnetic field is
stronger than the critical amount, and the superconductor is the second-kind, then the

magnetic field does not spread over the matter, but rather is confined in a vortex like
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Figure 1: The schemtic view of quark confinement.

configuration as shown in Fig.1. We assume that our vacuum does not like the (color)
electric field. Hence, when a quark and an anti-quark are placed in the dual super-
conductor, the color electric field produced by the quark cannot spread over the space
but rather flows into the anti-quark in the vortex like configuration without disturbing
much the dual superconductor. This property causes confinement of quarks, since quarks
cannot exist alone but need a partner.

This dual superconductor picture is very attractive. However, there should be two
important ingredients in this picture. One is the abelian dominance and the other is
the color monopole. On the other hand, the fundamental theory of strong interaction,
QCD, is a non-abelian gauge theory. QCD has non-abelian gluons and does not have
color monopoles.

A miracle happens in QCD by the choice of a special gauge. ’t Hooft is the one who
introduced the abelian gauge by fixing the gauge of the non-abelian gluons and showed
that in this case there appear color monopoles[l]. The lattice QCD demonstrates the
appearance of monopoles and the signature of their condensation as the appearance of
long and complicated monopole trajectries in the abelian gauge. The abelian dominance
needs the study of the correlations of charged gluons and those of the non-charged gluons
(abelian gluons) in the abeilan gauge. The recent lattice QCD calculations showed that
the correlation length is very short for the charged gluons, while it is large for the abelian
gluons in the maximally abelian (MA) gauge[2]. These facts indicate that the picture of
quark confinement in terms of the dual-superconductor could have support from QCD.

This consideration then provides the effective lagrangian, where the color monopole

couples with dual gluon fields and the quarks interact with abelian gluons. The Higgs
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term provides condensation of color monopoles. The resulting lagrangain has a similar-
ity to the Ginzburg-Landau theory and hence the name dual Ginzburg-Landau theory
(DGL) is used for this model(3, 4].

The DGL theory provides clear predictions as
1. There should appear color monopole glueball around 1.5GeV. This is a Higgs particle
of strong interaction.
2. The string tention for gluons is 3 times more than that for quark-antiquark string
tention due to the abelian property of the long range physics.
3. We get the probabilities of hadronization with respect to the quark masses.

4. Various others.

4 Photon-nucleon collision

I first discuss the case of real photon in order to learn the nature at intermediate and
high energies. What happens when a GeV photon collides with a nucleon? My favorite
figures show the total cross sections for vastly different systems being plotted as functions
of the squar root s; v/s. All the cross sections could be described with just two energy

dependent terms;

o = A30.08+ BS—-O.45 (1)

It is amazing to see that the photon-proton cross section also follows the same s de-
pendence. This fact convinces the importance of the virtual vector mesons in photon
beam.

These two s dependence is described in terms of two Regge trajectories, one is made
of vector mesons constituted with quarks and the other made of glueballs of gluons.
The slope of the vector mesons is well known from the meson spectra. This information
provides the string tention between quark and anti-quark. On the other hand, we do
not know the glueball states at all. Hence, the determination of the glueball states is
irhportant to get the regge slope and hence the string tention between gluons.

GeV photons may provide this information by studying carefully the s dependence
and the t dependence. In particular, if we observe ¢ meson, which consists mainly of

s quarks, we can emphasize the gluon exchange process due to the OZI suppression
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Figure 2: The simplest diagram of the glueball coupling to quark.

of the mesons made of quarks. The precise measurement of the t dependence should
provide the slope of the glueball trajectory. It would be nice then to extract the string
tention from this information. In addition, we can predict the position of the 2* glueball
state. In addition, the energy dependence of the phi production around 2GeV may have
contributions of the 0% glueball[5].

There is an interesting candidate for the 0% glueball at 1500MeV identified as
fo(1500). The glueball filter being discussed in PLB is a possible argument for this
state to be a glueball. However, the decay of f5(1500) is not flavor blind and the iden-
tification of this state to a glueball is in quesion. Recently, Koma et al. calculate the
decay vertex of the glueball, the Higgs particle of the strong interaction to lead to quark
confinement, and find that the glueball-quark coupling is not flavor blind. This is be-
cause the glueball of the DGL theory couples first to the dual gluon field and then couple
to the gluon, which couple to quark. The simplest diagram of the glueball coupling to
quark is shown in Fig.2. The results will be published soon[6].

It would be very important to search for glueballs with the intensity frontier machine.
The use of various flavor beams should be used with screening purpose for the important

glueball search with the JHF beams.

5 Baryon Spectra

Let us look now at the baryon spectrum. The baryon spectrum, which includes all
the known SU(3) baryons, seems to show no regularity in the spectrum. The ground
state baryons have been studied by Gell-Mann and Okubo. The Gell-Mann-Okubo mass
formula provided the existence of the SU(3) quarks, which leads to the quark model.
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It would be then very interesting to measure the excited states with respect to these
ground states. This is done in Fig.3. Those states without the corresponding ground
state baryons are shifted downward by 200MeV to consider the spin effect, which is seen
as the mass difference between ¥(1189) and ¥(1385). Surprisingly the spectra show very

good systematics as seen in Fig.3.

2000 =
—
>
]
= 1500 -
g """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" Hy, (24200 | L=
22 —— -F,,(2390)
E Hy,(2220) Hyo (2350) e
$ 1000 |- o .
2 P(1720) M P890 Fas@110) ¢ o ~P13(2080) - Fyy (1950)
o I i SO - s S T B -F,5(2070) Pu(1920) .. | [.=2
= F,5(1680) “ P,y (1800) —— s ———— — —
S ] B0 Fg(1820) “Fyp(2020) -p, (1880) F a0 "n(1910)
‘S | o owwwen .o Py (1710) .o o o o @ o S e < - pmn = = -~ nrn o n ez na e o Fyg(1905) o = |
u’j 500 Py, (1440) " o, (1800) Py (1810) P, (1660) -P,,(1840) 35— L=0
12 Py,(1800)
0 . pyi11e) P, (1189) Pa(1386) Py(122) | L=0
2 2 2
8 8 8 2 4 4
s 8w 85 8w "85 "8 104 104
2000 - -
215:: l4,(2600) _
< D,4(2200) L3
ot taiiei bt ettt ittt D, (2350) "TTTmmTeTesevessmo=cc-- =
5 | e e M
<1000 Gl e mma -
g G D (1830)
[<] -8,,{2000) AN
. S,,(1535
T nl59) D700 080 e 5D Thme 700
% 500 [ 0,520 n_(um) Sg,(1670) MMM o D, (1040) 0 Dy (1520) -
---------- s ==Theemne s (1800) "D,y (1670) ** Gebumeins - = Wil = === == ~ whamar === esocc-s | | =]
g S,,(1650) o » Dig(1775) S, (1620)
18 3t —
S, (1405)
or -
2 4 2 4 2 4 2 2
B By Bms Bms Byg Byg Xys ks A

Figure 3: SU(3) flavor baryon spectra for even parity states (upper) and
odd parity states (lower). The dashed lines with the angular momentum

L are the predictions of the DOQ model{7].

These simple spectra indicate rather a simple dynamics is acting for the excitation
of quarks. In fact, when we take a deformed oscillator quark model, we find the ground
state is sphenical and the first and the second excited state are deformed. Once a state is
deformed, there should appear a rotational band on top of the intrinsic deformed state.

This was demonstrated by Hosaka et al.[7] and the results are indicated by dashed lines
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in Fig.3.

If the baryon spectra are determined by the quark confinement dynamics, we need
further experimental data. There are many states being missed in the systematics in
Fig.4. On top, it is important to study the decay properties of these states to identify
if they belong to some band or to another band. The electro-magnetic transitions are

important in this respect.

6 Hadronization and Spin Polarization

When the struck quark with another quark try to leave out from the nucleon, a color
vortex is formed between the struck quark and the remaining diquark. The pair creation,
which could be ¢q or ¢*3*, may lead to hadronization. When a antiquark or diquark try
to form a hadron with the leading quark, these quarks are subject to be pulled from each
other. This confining force could be the source of spin-polarization. At the same time,
it is very important to learn how this hadronization takes place by slowly varying the
proton energy at JHF.

This mechanism has been discussed phenomenologically by DeGrand and Miettinen
[8] and formulated by using the scalar confining force by Yamamoto et al. [9] for the
case of high energy hadron-hadron collisions. They have shown clearly the appearance
of the spin polarization in accordance with the experimental spin observables.

The same mechnism is supposed to be responsible for spin polarization in the electron
induced reaction. In fact, Suzuki et al. demonstrate some polarization to occur in the

gamma induced production of A and 2[10].

7 Conclusion

The JHF is the exciting accelerator complex to perform important experiments to extract
fundamental informations of the subatomic world.

We can learn
1. Hadronization, which is very important by itself and as applications for Big-bang and
RHIC physics.

2. Baryon, Meson spectroscopy
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3. Glueball spectroscopy
4. Hadron polarization phenomena

We would like to mention at this place that QNP is a very special research field. Gen-
erally, experiments and/or observations provide motivations to develope theories /models
to describe the phenomena. Theories then predict new experiments, which check the va-
lidity of the theories. In this way we can find the true picture of the phenomena. In
QNP in addition to this excersize, we have QCD which tells which theory is correct.
Hence, QNP provides an unique oppotunity for us to understand the microscopic world
from the most fundamental theory from first principle.

We would like to mention at this place then how we construct nuclei in QNP. The
quark and gluon degrees of freedom are used explicitely to describe hadrons; masses, sizes
and their interactions. We use these informations as inputs to meson-baryon many body
lagrangains as the chiral unitary model due to the strong residual interactions caused by
the Goldstone bosons as pions and kaons. The meson-baryon dynamics should provide
the baryon-baryon interactions, which are then used for the inputs of the nuclear many
body scheme as the Brueckner-Hartree-Fock theory. Using nucleons as the fundamental
degrees of freedom, we would like to describe nuclei and hypernculei and even stars and
Supernova.

H.T. wants to express his sincere thanks to the organizers of this conference at JAERI
and at KEK. This meeting was truly an exciting meeting to reveal the important and

exciting physics to be performed at JHF.
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Abstract

It is discussed that the complex scaling method is one of the most available frameworks to
solve many body resonances. As the recent developments of the complex scaling method, we
present several ways to analyse the properties of resonant states; the matrix elements associ-
ated with resonant states, the extended completeness relation and partial widths of resonances.
We also show the discusions on the binding mechanism and excited resonant structure of the
Borromean systems *He+n+n and °Li+n+n. It is shown that the pairing correlation between
valence neutrons and among core neutrons plays an important role in neutron-rich nuclei.
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Abstract. The dynamical process of synthesizing superheavy elements is studied on the basis of the
fluctuation-dissipation dynamics. A three-dimensional Langevin equation is used for the formation
process of the superheavy compound nuclei in the spherical region. For the description of the surviving
process, a one-dimensional Smoluchowski equation is adopted taking into account the temperature
dependent shell correction energy and the competition between fission and neutron evaporations are
described with the statistical model. Owing to the smaller hindrance for fusion, the fusion probability
is larger for more asymmetric incident channels. On the other hand, such combinations lead the
compound system to the relatively high excitation energy, comparing with when one uses the symmetric
channel. In view of the Q-value of the reaction, the use of magic nuclei as target and projectile is
preferable. The maximum residue cross section is obtained around the Bass barrier energy for the case
of hot fusion reaction. The results show the importance of the use of neutron-rich beams and targets.

I INTRODUCTION

The superheavy elements were predicted to exist quasi-stably many years ago, based on our knowledge of
the stability of nuclear systems, i.e., an additional stability due to the shell effect [1]. Theoretical studies
on a center of the stability are still going on, in more and more refined ways [2]. But on the other hand,
reaction theory for how to reach there is still missing, though the refined statistical studies have been made
for the decay processes, assuming fusion cross sections. The systematic experiments performed empirically
at GSI with the great efforts succeeded in synthesizing the elements up to with Z=112 [3]. They employed
208Ph or 29%Bi as the target and found very narrow energy window for residues cross section peaks at sub
barrier region in most cases [4]. The excitation energies of the compound nuclei formed are very small, so
the reactions are called as “cold fusion”. This is quite natural, for the purpose of obtaining larger survival
probabilities. As is known well, excited nuclei have large fission decay widths, larger than neutron emission
ones in heavier elements.

Recently, Dubna group has found events which are expected to be a signature for a synthesis of the
element Z=114 with the collisions of ®Ca + 2#4Pu [5]. Subsequently, Berkeley group has reported that they
have observed events for the element Z=118 with Kr + 208Pb [6]. Although there are many things to do
experimentally for the confirmation, these experimental findings appear to open a new era for the synthesis
of the superheavy elements.

We have been developing the theory [7] which should describe the whole process starting from a contact of
incident ions, through an evolution of the excited composite system, and finally to fission with an extremely
small probability for residues to be left for the superheavy elements. In the present talks, we briefly review
the theory and give some recent results.

I THE REACTION PROCESSES

For the sake of simplicity, we discuss the whole process in two parts; formation of the compound nuclei
and its decay, which follows the idea of the compound nucleus theory of reactions. Of course, in such heavy
systems, it is not clear whether the theory is still valid or not.

Firstly, in decay process, the survival probability I',, /T’ s should be maximized to obtain large residue cross
sections. Since the fissility parameter of the superheavy elements is nearly equal to unity, the I'y is very
large, then the survival probability is extremely small. Only the shell correction pocket gives rise to a quasi-
stability against fission. Therefore, excitation energies of the compound nuclei formed are desired to be as low
as possible, otherwise, the shell would be destroyed and thereby the stability by the shell correction energy
would disappear. Of course, if we can synthesize extremely neutron-rich compound nuclei, a rapid cooling
due to instantaneous neutron evaporations is helpful for a quick restoration of the shell correction energies.
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In order to obtain compound nuclei in low excitation, we have to find projectile-target combinations whose
interaction barrier top corresponds to low excitation energy of the compound nuclei, taking into account
reaction Q-values. It is easy to find out such combinations, by extrapolating the systematic studies of
fusion barrier or interaction barrier in lighter systems. In most cases, there are two regions of favorable
combinations. For example, in the case of the compound nucleus Z=118 and N=176, one is around ®Kr
+ 298Pb, and the other is around '36Xe + 133Gd. They are related with N=50 and 82 closed shells in the
projectiles, respectively. Actually, the former combination is that of Berkeley group’s experiment. Such an
argument, however, is not enough. There are dynamical effects in fusion process.

Secondly, in fusion process, it is well known that there exists the fusion hindrance in massive systems,
which is described by the extra-push and the extra-extra-push energies [8]. This hindrance is considered to
be due to the strong Coulomb repulsion as well as the strong energy dissipation into intrinsic motions of
nucleons. The former requires a careful calculation of the potential energy surface in many degrees of freedom
of the shape of the composite system, while the latter does the employment of Langevin or Kramers equation
for the collective, i.e., the shape degrees of freedom. This is already well known in describing dynamically
fission process of excited nuclei [10], which is required by the anomalous pre-scission neutron, gamma-ray
multiplicities etc. Therefore, any combination of projectile and target around the above two regions is
expected to suffer the hindrance, which means that much more energies than the barrier height would be
required for the system to fuse. It is well known that the hindrance starts apparent at Z;Z, ~ 1800 [9].
Therefore, we can avoid the hindrance by using lighter projectiles such as Dubna group’s system. Naturally,
excitation energies of the compound nuclei formed are relatively high, so they are called as “hot fusion”,
though it is not “hot”.

Now, it is clear that in order to know optimum systems and optimum incident energies, we have to take
into account the whole process, formation and decay, and to calculate residue cross sections by making
products of the two factors over the promising systems. In the theory we are proposing, the evolutions of a
composite system consisting of a projectile and a target in contact are described by the multi-dimensional
Langevin equation, which accommodates all the possible processes not only into compact compound nucleus,
but also into the reseparation corresponding to the so-called deep-inelastic collision and quasi-fission [11].
As for the decay of the compound nucleus, the dynamical evolution of fissioning motion is described by
one-dimensional Smoluchowski equation which is a simplified version of Kramers equation and is valid for
strong friction (energy dissipation) cases. Of course, neutron evaporations are taken into account, which
give rise to a cooling and then to a time-dependent restoration of the shell correction pocket in the potential
energy surface for the fissioning motion.

IIT THREE-DIMENSIONAL MODEL

We calculate the probability of the formation of spherical compound nucleus after the sticking of the target
and projectile nuclei by the Langevin approach. The method of calculating the formation cross section with
the Langevin equation is found in Ref. 12. When the incident energy is below the Bass barrier height [13], the
barrier penetration probability is estimated in WKB approximation. After the formation of the spherical
compound nuclei, a one-dimensional Smoluchowski equation is used along the symmetric fission path to
estimate the survival probability including the temperature dependent shell correction energy.

We adopt the three-dimensional nuclear deformation space with the two-center parametrization [14]. The
neck parameter e is fixed to 1.0 in the present calculation, deformation parameters §; and J, of the colliding
nuclei are taken to be equal, i.e., 4, = d2 = §. The collective coordinates are zo (distance between two
potential centers), é, and the mass-asymmetry a; a = (A; — A3)/(A; + A;), where A; and A, denote the
mass numbers of the target and the projectile, respectively.

The multi-dimensional Langevin equation is given in the following form

dg; _
71? (m l)ijpj7

dp; ov. 1 98 _ -
i ~ 3 29q (m l)jkpjpk —%ij (m l)jkpk +9i;R; (), (1)

where V' is the potential energy, m,; and 7;; are the shape-dependent collective inertia and dissipation
tensors, respectively. The normalized random force R;(t), is assumed to be a white noise, i.e., (R;(t)) =0
and (R;(t1)R;(t2)) = 20;;6(t1 — t2). The strength of the random force g;; is given by v;;T = girgjk, Where
T is the temperature of the compound nucleus. The potential is calculated as the sum of a generalized
surface energy, Coulomb erergy, and the centrifugal energy with the moment of inertia of the rigid body.
Hydrodynamical inertia texsor is adopted with the Werner-Wheeler approximation for the velocity field, and
the wall-and-window one-body dissipation [15] is adopted for the dissipation tensor. At t=0, each trajectory
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FIGURE 1. Excitation function of ogv forming
Z = 114 with various values of a: a = 0.70 (solid), 0.65
(short dashed), 0.60 (long dashed), 0.55 (dot-dashed),
and 0.50 (dot-dot-dashed). Two groups of lines corre-
spond to different mass number of the compound sys-
tems, A = 298 and 290. Arrows denote the corresponding
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FIGURE 2. Excitation function of ogv for Z = 114.
Figures attached to the lines denote the mass number
of the compound systems. Solid line is for 2**Fm+3?Si,
short dashed line for 24*Pu+*4Ca, long dashed line for
23877+52Tj, and dot-dashed line for 2**Th+°°Cr. Arrows
denote the corresponding Bass barrier energies.

Bass barrier energies.

starts from zp=1.6Ro and =0 corresponding to the contact configuration with the initial velocity in the zp
direction, where Ry denotes the radius of the spherical compound nucleus.

In the surviving process, the evolution of the probability distribution P(q,l;t) in the collective coordinate
space is described with the Smoluchowski equation starting from the equilibrium shape,

O parey=L[2[V@LY b } 2 bl ]
Sy =1 [ 2 { T 2i0pg )} + 15 Pa L) @

The angular momentum of the system is expressed by . The temperature dependent shell correction energy
is added to the macroscopic potential energy,

V(qa l; t) = Vmacro(‘]a l) + V;hell (Q)Q(t)) (3)

where Vinacro iS the same as that used in the previous stage and Vihen is the shell correction energy at T = 0.
The temperature dependent factor ®(t) is parametrized as &(t) = exp (—aT?(t)/Eq), following the work by
Ignatyuk et al. [16]. The shell-damping energy Eg4 is chosen as 20 MeV. The compound nucleus is cooled
down through particle evaporations, which is expressed in terms of the cooling curve T'(t) [17]. The process
of calculating the evaporation cross section can be found in Ref. 7.

IV PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In our model space, there are two paths for the fusion reaction. One is essentially the reverse process
of fission; two nuclei form a deformed mononuclear system and it changes its shape into a sphere along 2o
coordinate. The other is the path through the Bussinaro-Gallone saddle point along o coordinate. Except
for a very asymmetric case, the latter process has only a very small contribution.

The formation probability becomes larger for more mass-asymmetric case. However, at the same time,
the excitation energy that corresponds to the Bass barrier incident energy becomes higher due to smaller
Q-value. The survival probability against fission strongly depends on the excitation energy of the compound
system. When the neutron separation energy is not small enough, the survival probability decreases very
rapidly with the excitation energy.

Figure 1 shows the calculated evaporation residue cross section with various incident channels forming the
element Z = 114 with N=184 and N = 176. Five values of the mass-asymmetry parameter a are taken; a
= 0.70, 0.65, 0.60, 0.55, and 0.50. In the figure, arrows denote the corresponding Bass barrier energies. In
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the case of a = 0.70, the formation probability is about 20% and it is of the order of 107 for a = 0.50. It is
seen that the lines are divided into two groups according to their neutron numbers. For N = 184 (A = 298),
since the decrease of the survival probability with the excitation energy is small, strongly mass-asymmetric
channels which have large formation probability have larger cross section. On the other hand, for N = 176
(A = 290), since the survival probability decreases rapidly, the resulting evaporation residue cross section is
very small and less mass-asymmetric channels have larger cross section.

In Fig. 2, the excitation function of ogy is shown for four channels that can be studied experimentally,
28 m+328i, 244Pu+48Ca, 238U+52Ti, and 23*Th+56Cr. Among them, the 2#*Pu+*8Ca channel has been
studied in FLNR, Dubna. It is seen that the cross section has a sharp peak around the Bass barrier energy
and the maximum value becomes larger for more neutron-rich system. The absolute value of the cross section
depends on the values of the parameters, which have not been thoroughly examined yet.

V REMARKS

The fluctuation-dissipation dynamics in the deformation parameter space is shown to be a necessary and
an appropriate way to describe the fusion-fission process in heavy mass region. We use the multi-dimensional
Langevin equation for the formation process and the Smoluchowski equation for the surviving process taking
into account the particle evaporations and the temperature dependent shell correction energy. We apply
this approach for the synthesis of superheavy elements and estimated the evaporation residue cross sections
starting from the contact of two colliding nuclei. The process before the touching of the projectile and the
target is to be studied. We only included the barrier-penetration effect within WKB approximation when
the incident energy is lower than the Bass barrier. Other effects like the excitation during the approaching
phase is not yet taken into account.

It is shown that the strongly asymmetric channel results in large formation probability, but it results in high
excitation energy at the Bass barrier energy. Since the survival probability strongly depends on the neutron
separation energy of the compound system, the use of the neutron-rich beam and target is highly desirable.
The maximum cross section is expected around the Bass barrier energy for “hot-fusion” reaction. For the
“cold-fusion” reaction channels, the statistical treatment is necessary to treat the competition between the
fission and the neutron evaporation, because of the low excitation energy and the long life time of the neutron
evaporation. This is now under progress.
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17. BETRERDOT-DDOEA L BETIG
Heavy-ion fusion for synthesis of superheavy nuclei
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Hiroshi IKEZOE, Shin-ichi MITSUOKA, Katsuhisa NISHIO, Jun Lu and Ken-ichiro SATO
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Abstract: Evaporation residues produced in the fusion reactions of “**Ni on '*Sm and *Ge on '*Nd were measured
near Coulomb barrier energy by using JAERI-RMS. It was found that the fusion probability depends on the arientation
of the deformed targets. When the projectiles collide at the tip of the deformed nuclei, the fusion probability is
considerably reduced to the amount of 1/100 ~1/1000 of the predictions. On the other hand, when the projectiles collide
at the side of the deformed nuclel, the fusion occurs without any hindrance. This phenomenon was understood
qualitatively by comparing the distance between mass centers of two colliding nuclei at the touching configuration with
the position of the saddle point of the compound nucleus. When the distance is longer than the saddle position, the
fusion is hindered and an extra-extra push energy is needed to evolve into the formation of the compound nucleus.
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18. Deeply Bound Pionic States

Modiﬁcatioar?sdof Hadrons

S. Hirenzaki
Department of Physics, Nara Women’s University, Nara 630-8506, Japan

Abstract
We have studied the structure and formation of mesic atoms and mesic
nuclei theoretically. The latest results on the deeply bound pionic atoms,
the kaonic atoms and the sigma states are reported.

1 Deeply Bound Pionic Atoms

Pionic atoms are ones of the most interesting objects to study the behavior of the
real pion in the nuclear medium. Especially, deeply bound pionic atoms, which
can not be observed by the pionic x-ray spectroscopy, were expected to provide
precise information on pion-nucleus interaction and/or pion effective mass in
the nucleus. Theoretical investigations indicated that the deeply bound states
were expected to be quasi-stable due to the repulsive s-wave interaction and to
be observed by suitable reactions [1, 2]. Guided by the theoretical prediction,
the (d,®He) reaction on the 2°®Pb target was performed at GSI and the pionic
2p state in Pb was observed successfully {3, 4]

Since the deepest 1s state was observed only as a skewed shape of the domi-
nant peak due to the pionic 2p state formation, we tried to find better candidates
theoretically to obtain clear signals of the pionic 1s state formation. We have
concluded that the 1s state could be observed as a distinct peak structure in
the 2°5Pb(d,3He) reaction because of the absence of the contributions from the
p1/2 neutron hole [5]. Very recently, the 1s state was observed experimentally,
and the preliminary result was reported in PANIC99 [6].

The observed peak structure of 1s pionic state in the 2°Pb(d,3He) reaction,
however, comprises 2 subcomponents [5], namely [(15)r ® (p3/2); ] and [(15)r ®
(fs72)n 11. Uncertainties of the relative strength of these contributions will cause
the systematic errors of the deduced binding energy and width of the 1s state.

In order to observe the deeply bound pionic 1s state as a clear peak which
comprises only one component, we investigated theoretically the (d,°He) reac-
tion on the nucleus with s/ neutron state in the valence orbit, such as Sn,
Cd, Xe isotopes, at T4=500 MeV, where the momentum transfer is almost zero
[7). We found that the [(1s)x ® (s1/2);'] configuration provides a dominant
contribution and makes the largest peak in the spectrum. We expect to ob-
tain the information of the deeply bound 1s pionic state very precisely from the
1165n(d,3He) reaction at T4=500 MeV. It is possible to perform this experiment
at GSI {8].
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2 Kaonic Atoms in a Chiral Unitary Model

We study kaonic atoms over the periodic table using a kaon selfenergy in the
nuclear medium derived using a SU(3) chiral unitary model [9]. This model is
quite successful in reproducing the scattering amplitude of meson-meson and
the strangeness S=-1 meson-baryon reactions. In particular the properties of
the A(1405) resonance are well reproduced [10]. In the nuclear medium, the
properties of this resonance are appreciably modified, and consequently leads
to an attractive kaon nucleus selfenergy for densities higher than po/10. With
this interaction we are able to reproduce shifts and widths of kaonic atoms over
the periodic table [11].

We also investigate the region of deeply bound kaonic nuclear states which
appear with very large widths in medium and heavy nuclei. At present it is
known that a few kinds of kaon-nucleus optical potentials can reproduce the
kaonic atom data well. Thus, it is desirable to observe the deeper bound states
for getting further experimental information. Some of the deep atomic states,
still unobserved, appear with narrower widths than the level distance, which
makes them eligible for experimental observation. To such aim we make some
estimates of the rates of formation in the (K ~,7) reaction [11].

3 Mesic nuclei

Mesic nuclei, which are meson-nucleus bound states only with the strong inter-
action, will provide important information on meson properties in the nuclear
medium. These properties have some relations to the chiral symmetry restora-
tion of QCD vacuum in the nuclear medium. In this context, an experiment
to search for bound nuclear states of 7 and w mesons with the (d,>He) transfer
reaction was proposed based on the theoretical predictions [13].

The partial restoration of chiral symmetry implies (1) partial degeneracy of
the scalar-isoscalar particle (¢ meson) with the pion, and (2) decrease of the
decay width of 0 — 7 due to the phase space suppression caused by (1). Thus,
we may have a chance to observe the ¢ meson as a sharp resonance in the nuclear
medium, thereby get an evidence of partial chiral restoration in nuclei [14].

We consider the ¢ meson embedded in nuclear matter based on the SU(2)
linear o-model and calculate the one-loop corrections to the self-energy for o
[15], which is used to investigate the o eigenstates in finite nuclei. We find that
there exist bound states of ¢ in nuclei in certain parameter range since the real
part of the self-energy provides the strong attractive potential. Strikingly, even
the eigenstates with the total energy below the 27 threshold may be formed in
which the the o cannot decay into 7 [16].

4 Summary

We have studied structure and formation of the mesic atoms and mesic nuclei,
which are very interesting objects to observe meson properties at finite nuclear
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densities. Recent discovery of the deeply bound pionic atoms proved that it is
really possible to extend our research to deeper bound states, where we can see
the medium effects clearly. In this paper, we have summarized current activities
of meson-nucleus bound states research.
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We show that kaonic nuclei can be produced by the (K, p) and (K, n) reactions. The
reactions are shown to have cross sections experimentally measurable. The observation of
the kaonic nuclei gives a kaon-nucleus potential which answers the question on the existence
of kaon condensation in dense nuclear matter especially neutron stars.

The kaon-nucleon interaction at low energy region is particularly important nowadays because
of the current interrest in the dense nuclear matter in neutron stars where so-called kaon con-
densed state may be achieved by a strong attractive interaction [1, 2]. The existence of the kaon
condensed state softens the equation of state (EOS) of nuclear matter in the neutron stars and
reduces their calculated maximum mass above which the neutron stars become black holes. The
observed mass distribution of the neutron stars agrees with the calculation with this softening
[3]. The introduction of strange hyperons in the EOS gives a similar softening. Strangeness is
essential in both cases although quantitative understanding of the EOS requires a knowledge of
both the kaon-nucleon- and hyperon-nucleon interactions at high density [4]. The kaon-nucleon
interaction, in particular, is known quite poorly experimentally.

Recently, effective kaon mass in dense nuclear matter has been derived by the Chiral SU(3)
effective Lagrangian including KN, 7%, wA systems[5]. Such a theoretical model reproduces well
the A(1405) as a KN bound state due to the strong KN attractive interaction [5, 6]. The KN
interaction makes the K~ feel a strong attractive potential in nuclei which consequently leads to
the existence of deeply bound kaonic nuclei. The A(1405), however, can also be interpreted as
a three-quark state with £ = 1 excitation. In this case no attractive KN interaction is relevant
and the deeply bound kaonic nuclei don’t necessary exist.

Experimental data of K~ optical potential mostly come from kaonic atoms. The shifts and
widths of atomic levels affected by the strong interaction were reproduced by introducing an
appropriate optical potential in addition to the Coulomb interaction. Recent extensive analysis
of kaonic X-ray data concludes that the potential is strongly attractive [7]. The derived depth is
around -200 MeV which opens a possibility of kaon condensation at around three times normal
nuclear density. Derivation of the optical potential from the kaonic atom data is, however, subtle
since the atomic state is sensitive only to the phase shift of K~ wave function at the nuclear
surface. The phase shift alone cannot determine the depth of the potential since the K~ wave
function has an ambiguity in number of nodes in the nucleus especially when the potential depth
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is quite deep. The strong imaginary part of the potential further obscures the nodes. Earlier
studies with a different treatment of the nuclear surface gave much shallower potentials of -
80 ~ 90 MeV [7] which tend to exclude the kaon condensation in the neutron stars.

Heavy ion reactions have been studied to derive the K~ optical potential [8]. Enhanced
K~ production in the reactions suggests a strong attractive interaction although quantitative
argument requires understanding of details of the reaction mechanism [10].

The KN interaction has been derived from kaon scattering experiments. However, the avail-
able low-energy data are insufficient for unique multichannel analysis and the existence of
A(1405) makes the extrapolation of the amplitude below the threshold complicated[9]. Re-
cent theoretical calculations on the kaon interaction in nuclei predict an attractive interaction
although they are still controversial quantitatively and existence of kaon condensation in neutron
stars is as yet inconclusive [11, 12].

If K-nuclear potential is as attractive as derived from the kaonic atom stuides suggest (7],
then deeply-bound kaonic nuclei should exist. The observation of kaonic nuclei gives directly
the K~ optical potential and gives decisive information on the existence of kaon condensation
in neutron stars. We show the general properties of the kaonic nuclei and that the (K~,N)
reaction can excite them with cross section experimentally measurable.

Energies and widths of kaonic nuclei are calculated with the potential given by the kaonic atom
data. For the analysis of mesonic atoms the Klein-Gordon equation is usually used [7]. Here we
use the Schrodinger equation with harmonic oscillator potential. It is a crude approximation
although it is good enough for the present purpose. We are interested in gross structure of levels
and an order-of-magnitude estimate of the cross section for the deeply bound state. For the
moment we take the potential depth -200 MeV given by kaonic atom. It is roughly four times
deeper than that for nucleon and the kaon mass is about half of that of a nucleon. Thus the
major shell spacing (hwg) is v/8 times the 40A~1/3 frequently used for nucleon. Since the kaon
has no spin, no spin dependent splitting has to be considered.

The hwg is roughly 40 MeV, for instance, for the kaonic 2Si nucleus. The 1s state appears
at around -140 (%hwx — 200) MeV bound, which is the deepest bound state ever observed in
nuclear physics. If the potential shape is closer to the square-well it appears deeper. In order to
observe the state its width has to be reasonably narrow. The width is given by the imaginary
part of the potential, which decreases for the deeply bound state and is around 10 MeV [5, 7].
The narrow width is understandable since dominant conversion channels like KN — 7% or
KN — A are energetically almost closed for such a deeply-bound state. Kaon absorption by
two nucleons (KNN — Y N) gives little width since two nucleons have to participate to the
reaction. Even though the width is twice wider the 1s state should be seen well separated since
the next excited state (1p) is expected to appear 40 MeV higher.

The (K~, N) reaction where a nucleon (/N) is either a proton or a neutron is shown schemat-
ically in figure 1. The nucleon is knocked out in the forward direction leaving a kaon scattered
backward in the vertex where the K + N — K + N takes place. This reaction can thus provide
a virtual K~ or K° beam which excites kaonic nuclei. This feature is quite different from other
strangeness transfer reactions like (K, ), (7=, K*) and (v, K*) extensively used so far. They
primarily produce hyperons and thus are sensitive to states mostly composed of a hyperon and
a nucleus.
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Figure 1
Diagram for the formation of kaonic nuclei

I U _7\ i via the (K~,N) reaction. The kaon, the
‘ N

\\K"' K° nucleon, and the nucleus are denoted by
20 0: the dashed, thin solid and multiple lines,

respectively. The kaonic nucleus is denoted
by the multiple lines with the dashed line.
The filled circle is the KN — KN ampli-
tude while the open circles are the nuclear
vertices. The bubbles represent distortion.

The momentum transfer, which characterizes the reaction, is shown in figure 2. It depends on
the binding energy of a kaon. We are interested in states well bound in a nucleus (BE = 100 ~150
MeV). The momentum transfer for the states is fairly large (¢ = 0.3 ~ 0.4 GeV/c) and depends
little on the incident kaon momentum for Px = 0.5 ~ 1.5 GeV/c, where intense kaon beams
are available. Therefore one can choose the incident momentum for the convenience of an
experiment. It is a little beyond the Fermi momentum and the reaction has characteristics
similar to the (nt, KT) reaction for hypernuclear production where so-called stretched states
are preferentially excited [13].

600 T T
(K ,pK —— i
d(K,ﬁ)A;ﬂos) ~~~~~~~~ Figure 2
500 + 2Si(K,p) AI+K” The momentum transfer of the
*Si(K",p)xMs

(K, N) reaction at 0 degrees is

400 shown for four reactions. Here
§ binding energy of kaonic nucleus
é 300 2TMg is taken to be -150 MeV.
< 200

100 +

o 1 L 1 1 1 i
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600
P, (MeV/c)

Recently deeply bound 7~ atoms were observed by the (d,3 He) reaction [14]. A small mo-
mentum transfer (~ 60MeV/c) was vital to excite the atomic states which were typically char-
acterized by the size of the atomic orbits. If one wishes to excite kaonic atoms, a momentum
transfer less than 100 MeV/c is desirable. It is achieved by kaon beams less than 0.4 GeV/c
where available beam intensity is very small. The repulsive nature of the w-nucleus interaction
allows no nuclear state although the strong attractive K-nucleus potential makes kaonic nuclei
exist. The (K, N) reaction can excite the deeply bound kaonic nuclei with large cross section
in spite of the large momentum transfer of the reaction. For the excitation of nuclear states the
momentum transfer is typically characterized by the Fermi momentum.

The (K, N) reaction on deuteron is the simplest reaction by which one can study the KN
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component of excited hyperons. The d(K ~,p) reaction excites K n states which can only have
I = 1. On the other hand d(K~,n) reaction excites a K ~p state which can have either I =1
or I = 0. Cross sections to the excited hyperons depend on their KN component. For instance,
the well known A (1405 MeV) should be abundantly excited by the (K, n) reaction if it is a
KN bound state with I = 0 as usually believed. The d(K~,p) reaction, in particular, gives
information on the K ~n interaction below the threshold, which plays decisive role on the kaon
condensation in the neutron stars.

We adopt here the distorted wave impulse approximation (DWIA) to evaluate the cross section.
The DWIA calculation requires: (a) distorted waves for entrance and exit channels, (b) two body
transition amplitudes for the elementary (K, N) process, and (c) a form factor given by initial
nuclear and kaonic-nuclear wave functions. Relevant formulas for the calculation can be found
elsewhere [13].

The differential cross section in the laboratory system for the formation of kaonic nucleus is
given by

do do K-N-oaNK~-
= (@)
It is given by the two body laboratory cross section multiplied by the so-called effective nucleon
number (Negsy).
We first use the plane wave approximation to evaluate V. _f}"f At 0 degrees, where only non-spin

flip amplitude is relevant, N7t% is given by

Negy. (1)
L,0°

2
. £ in J
NP8 = (2J +1)(25n + 1)(2k +1) ( (‘;‘ o ) F(q). (2)
2 2
In this equation we assumed that a nucleon in a jx orbit is knocked out and a kaon enters in an
{k orbit making transition from 0% closed shell target to a spin J state. Here the form factor
F(q) is given by the initial nucleon and final kaon wave functions as

2
F(o) = ([ ParRi(r)Ru(n)islar)) (3

where L = J + % is the transferred angular momentum.
For an oscillator potential of radius parameter b, the radial wave function is

Ry(r) = egr/b) e 12 (4)

for nodeless states, where c; = [2t2/b3/7T(20 + 1)!!]/2. In the present case it is enough to
consider natural parity stretched states with L = £y + g since the transferred momentum ¢
is larger than the Fermi momentum. The form factor (Eq. 4) is well known for the harmonic
oscillator wave function [13] as

(2Z)Le~2 [[(L + 3/2))?

F(q) = [(2L + 1)”]2 I‘([K +3/2)P(eN + 3/2) (5)

with Z = (bg)?/2, where the radius parameter b = £ has to be replaced by

2 1 1
B RTR )
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to account for the different radius parameters for the nucleon (by) and the kaon (bx) where
1/b% = V8/b%. Nf}'} is further reduced by the distortion of incoming and outgoing waves as
Ness = NP Deix - (M

€

The distortion D) is estimated by the eikonal absorption where the imaginary parts of the
K~ and proton optical potentials are given by their total cross sections with nucleons. At Px=
1 GeV/c, total cross sections of K~ -nucleon and p-nucleon are almost the same and we take
both to be 40 mb. The small radius parameter b indicates larger cross sections through the high
momentum component; we thus evaluated N,y for by = by also as the smallest value.

The cross section of the elementary reaction was given by the phase shift analysis of available
data[15]. Here we need to consider only the non-spin flip amplitude (f) as explained above.
Since the kaon and nucleon are isospin % particles there are I=0 (f°) and I=1 (f!) amplitudes.
The amplitudes for elastic and charge exchange scattering are represented by appropriate linear
combinations of the isospin amplitudes as

fk-nok-n= I, (8)
F-pok-n = 35U+ 1Y) ®)
Frc-pation = 51 = 19). (10)

The c.m. (center-of-mass) differential cross section of the three reactions at 180° are shown in
figure 3 as a function of incident kaon momentum. The cross sections depend on the incident
momentum. For instance, the K™p — K™p reaction has a peak at around 1 GeV/c. We
thus take 1 GeV/c for the incident kaon momentum. Since the target nucleon is moving in a
nucleus, Fermi averaging has to be made for the two body cross section which smears the fine
momentum dependence. The c.m. cross section is reduced by 20 to 30 % depending on models
for this averaging. We take ~1.3 mb/sr as the c.m. cross section at 1 GeV/c.

8 T = 7
pK,pK —— Figure 3
.1 n(K mK™ < 81T S
p(K,nK> The c.m. differential cross sec-
6+ 1 tions of the three reactions are
5| shown as a function of incident
& kaon lab momentum.
S at
£ 4
3 L
2 L
I N
0 N L L ) h h ]
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

Py (MeV/c)

Here we consider I=0 symmetric nuclei as targets. The (K ~,p) reaction produces only an
I=1 state; on the other hand the (K, n) reaction can produce both I=0 and 1 states. The KN
system is strongly attractive in the I=0 channel though not so much in the I=1 channel. The
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kaon-nucleus potential is an average of both channels and thus depends little on the total isospin
of kaonic nuclei. Consequently we expect that the I=0 state produced by the (K~,n) reaction
appears at nearly the same excitation energy. The elementary cross section for the (K~,n)
reaction in eq (1) becomes the sum of the K ™n —+ K™ n and K™p — KOn cross sections. The
incoherent sum of the two cross sections may not be inappropriate for the evaluation since the
K~ and K9 mass difference is considered to be large on a nuclear physics scale.

The cross section for the kaonic nuclear 1s states are shown in table 1. The (x+, K*) reac-
tion for the hypernuclear production shows distinct peaks corresponding to series of major shell
orbits especially for target nuclei with j, = £ + 1/2 orbit closed. We thus take >C and **Si for
the present study.

Table 1
nucleus Ng}uf Deix | do/dSt pb/st Calculated laboratory differential
ible 0.055~0.26 | 0.25 100~490 cross sections of the 1:? states excited
28Gi | 0.029~0.15 | 0.16 |  35~180 by the (K7,p) reactions at Px=1

GeV/c for the '2C and 28Si targets.
Range of values corresponds to the b
parameter (see text)

The calculated cross sections turn out to be quite large which can compensate for a low
intensity kaon beam. The large cross section comes from the large cross section of the elastic
K + N = K + N reaction and from the transformation of c.m. system to laboratory system.

Feasibility of the experiment depends on backgrounds. Dominant backgrounds are nucleons
from knock-out reactions, where kaons are scattered backward by the quasifree process. Since the
nucleons associated with the deeply-bound kaonic nuclei are much more energetic, the knock-out
reactions will not be a problem.

Kaon absorption by two nucleons in nuclei can generate energetic nucleons. The process has
to involve another nucleon in addition to the (K~, N) reaction. Thus one expects the process
gives smaller cross section than that of the (K, N) reaction. The process can be interpreted
as a spreading width of the kaonic nuclei.

A A produced in the forward direction by the quasifree (K, ) reaction provides an energetic
nucleon. It would not be a serious background since no peak structure is expected.

From the experimental point of view energetic protons can be produced by knock-out reaction
by pions which are contaminated in the kaon beam. This process however can be removed by
the careful tuning of experimental condition.

It is shown that the (K—,p) and (K~,n) reactions can be used for the study of the kaonic
nuclei. Study of the reaction requires intense low energy kaon beam for which the alternating-
gradient synchrotron (AGS) of BNL and probably the proton synchrotron (PS) of KEK are
particularly suitable. The beam momentum can be chosen by considering the cross section,
beam intensity and momentum resolution of spectrometer. There are beam lines which provide
K~ beam 0.5~2 GeV/c at BNL and KEK. The relatively broad width (~10 MeV) and sim-
ple structure of the state need spectrometers of only modest momentum resolution but wide
momentum acceptance.

We demonstrated that the (K—,p) and (K, n) reaction can be used to obtain direct infor-
mation on the KN interaction in nuclear matter. The calculation employed here is rather crude
although it is based on well-known general concepts in nuclear physics.
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Abstract:

For the “anomalous” J/% suppression in Pb-Pb collision announced by NA50
Collaboration I propose new mechanism accessible to the novel behavior of the
data. The point of new idea is to focus on in-medium effects on the masses
of mesons containing charmed quarks. In QCD sum rule analysis, I find that
the D-meson involving one charmed quark feels more attractive force from the
surrounding nucleons than the charmonium composed of two charmed quarks.
As a result, it will appear that as the nucleon density increases, DD threshold
in turn falls below higher-lying charmonium states (¢, x.) which have the
energy levels below the threshold in vacuum. Finally, also for the low-lying
J /1 state, a larger decay channel to the threshold could be opened up. Thus
the mechanism can qualitatively explain some features of the anomalous J/4
suppression without an advent of deconfinement phase.

Introduction

The NA50 Collaboration (CERN-SPS) has reported a strong suppression of J/1 and ¢/
production in Pb-Pb collision at 158 GeV per nucleon [1]. The suppression of J/1 pro-
duction (relative to Drell-Yan process) shows large discrepancy from conventional nuclear
absorption models [2] exhibited by measurements from p-A up to S-U collisions. In par-
ticular, it seems to expose some characteristic suppression forms, which might be a first
indication for color deconfinement [3]. The suppression form of J/4(1S) shows the disconti-
nuity around two points of the effective length L of nuclear matter over which the produced
c¢ traverses. In contrast, the first excited state 1//(2S) seems to show only one discontinuity
at smaller Er value observed in the S-U collision. As is well known, the conventional at-
tempts quantitatively encounter considerable difficulties to explain such peculiar behaviors.
That is, such models allow only a gradual change from slight suppression in the p-A4 to
strong suppression in the Pb-Pb collisions. On the other hand, once the local energy density
exceeds certain threshold value in the heavy-ion collisions and an onset of deconfinement is
switched on, the nature of deconfinement seems to give more satisfactory explanation for
the anomalous data [4, 5]. This is based on the idea that if the deconfinement transition
were of first order, the onset of a suppression will become discontinuous. But I feel that
the suppression of y.-feeding effect introduced to explain double threshold structure of the
data is not obvious in the plasma-based model, because the hadronization of cc system like
the x. will not occur at a small central region of the collision where plasma bubbles are
produced according to long formation time of c¢ resonances. Are such strong suppression
phenomena peculiar to the phase transition? I suggest such phenomena could occur even
in nuclear matter. Indeed, the formation time of charmonium is so long that final state in-
teraction of the charmonium with nucleons or comovers will occur at the peripheral region
of a nucleus (about a few times as large as normal matter density), although its magnitude

tE-mail: arata@yukawa kyoto-u.ac.jp
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of interaction depends on transverse momentum of the charmonium produced. Motivated
by this point, it is reasonable as a first step to study matter effect at such a finite density.
It was found in Ref.[6] that the light quark (u, d) condensates may be substantially reduced
in medium and as a result light hadron masses would also decrease. On the other hand, if
heavier quarks (s, ¢) feel so weaker interaction than the light quarks, the masses of mesons
composed of heavy-light and heavy-heavy quarks may be expected to scale differently with
density. In particular, the difference becomes larger with increasing the density. If it is the
case of |0my| < |0mp|, charmonia below the DD threshold in vacuum may rise above the
threshold in matter. Therefore, the level crossing between the charmonium and the DD
threshold can cause the abrupt decrease of J/v survival probability due to the decay to
DD state. I advocate new mechanism to explain drastic change of the suppression which
has ever been ruled out in normal nuclear absorption: J/v¥ + N — D + D + X. This
paper is composed as follows: First, in QCD sum rule analysis I make a detailed study of
the mass modification for the J/v at finite density and second, a rough estimate of that
for D-meson in terms of the same approach. In summary, I discuss the J/1 suppression
through these results.

In-medium effect for J/v

I calculate the medium modification of J/i on the basis of the relation between J/1-
N scattering length and the mass shift [7, 8] through extending vacuum QCD sum rules
(QSR’s) to finite density T. First by applying QSR to J/v-N forward scattering amplitude,
I evaluate the scattering length. The superposition of such elementary J/1-N elastic
scattering at low energy affects the effective mass of J/v¢ in nuclear matter. When one
works in the dilute nucleon gas, one finds that the mass shift is linearly dependent on
the density and the scattering length in the framework of QSR. In this approach with
the Fermi gas model, in-medium correlation function (density py) is divided into vacuum
part and static one-nucleon part near the normal matter density by applying OPE to
the correlators at deep Euclidean region. That is, in the framework of QSR, in-medium
correlation function can be approximated reasonably well to the linear density of nuclear
matter that all nucleons are at rest:

2(0) = @ f d'ee™ (D)5 = L, (0) + =T (a), (1
where ¢* = (w,q) is the 4-momentum of J/y (J, = &y,c). The one-nucleon part corre-
sponds to the forward J/u-N scattering amplitude with the spin of nucleon averaged:

T, q) = i [ d'e = (N (ps) TI,(@) TS (0) [N (ps)), @

where |N(ps)) denotes the nucleon state with p = (My,p = 0) and spin s normalized
covariantly as (N(p)|N(p')) = (2m)°2p°8*(p — p’). By applying QSR to T, directly,
I can relate the scattering length extracted from the QSR for 7, with the mass shift,

My+myy
I\IN‘mJ/w

Omyyy = 27 pnaysy. For applying the dispersion relation to T(w, q) = T #/(=3), 1
parametrize the spectral function such as p(u,q = 0) = ad'(u® —m7,, ) +bd(u® - m7,,) +

c6(u? — sy), near the pole position of J/i». Here §' is the first derivative of § function

TFor the detailed discussion of this section, refer to Ref.[9]. The similar QCD sum rule analysis was
performed in Ref.[10].
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with respect to u? and the parameter « is related to the spin-averaged scattering length
Ay as a = 87rfJ/me/¢(MN + My )0y, Where the coupling f,/y and the J /1 mass myy
are defined by (0|J, |J/¥ ™ (q)) = fium3 el (g) with the polarization vector eM. s
is the continuum threshold in vacuum. Moreover, among these parameters I 1mpose the
constraint from low energy theorem that in the low energy limit, w — 0, T'(w, 0) becomes
equivalent to Born term TB°™(w, 0) (= 0 for lack of charmed quarks inside a nucleon in this
system). Finally, through the QSR I determine two unknown phenomenological parameters
a and b. On the other hand, I give the following OPE expression for n-th derivative of 7},
with respect to ¢2, up to dimension-4 operators.

alan) —F o5 e {(Fe), - (Femenan) )
D) - DI - DY)} (ST (Ga.Gr) | e

where ¢ = —¢%/4m? (m,; charmed quark mass 1.3 ~ 1.35 GeV). ST means making the
twist-2 operators symmetrlc and traceless 1n its Lorentz indices. The explicit forms of
Wilson coefficient C, D™, D" and D" are given in Ref. [9]. Eventually I evaluate
the parameters in term% of the moment sum rule, T PR (£ ; a,b) = T OPE(£). Here I
determine both n and ¢? to reproduce the experimental value of J/ bare mass by applying
the moment sum rule to wa. After inserting the sets of ¢ and n obtained thus into the
moment sum rule, I can determine unknown parameters a and b simultaneously. Here the
values of other parameters are given in Ref. [9]. The direct application of moment sum
rule to the forward J/v-N scattering amplitude supplies us the fascinating results for the
J/1-N interaction, which is consistent with Ref.[10]. That is, the J/1-N scattering length
ajsp indicates negative value (about —0.1 £ 0.02 fm). This result suggests that J/¢-N
interaction is very weakly attractive. Moreover the result gives very slight decreasing mass
(about —4 to —7 MeV), about 0.1 to 0.2 % at normal matter density.

In-medium effect for D-meson

Next, as well as the above scheme I estimate the mass shift of D-meson through D-N
scattering length. In this case, the pseudoscalar current (J; = €ivysq) is used for the D-
meson, where ¢ indicates massless light quarks. For simplicity, I don’t take account of
the isospin decomposition on the D-meson. Therefore, the in-medium mass of D-meson
obtained by this analysis can be regarded as the isospin averaged result. The coupling fp
and the D-meson mass mp are defined by (0|J5 |D(q)) = ifpm%/m. (mp = 1.87 GeV).
After applying the Borel transformation to the forward D-N scattering amplitude, I obtain
that on the OPE side with v = m?/M? (M; Borel mass) and the Whittaker function G,

2
BA{TOPE(QQ) = e_,,, [ —me <qq>N -2 (1 - %) <quD(’q>1\l
1 Qs o 1 a a
+E <_7_T_G > §< ST( 00G0<7)>N
x{-2+G(1,2,v) + G(2,2.v) + 2G(2,3,v) + 2G(1, 3, u)}} (4)
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and on the phenomenological side, if as before one assumes T8 =0 ff,

BuT™(¢%) = a (Klﬁe“m%/mz - %6“50/1‘12) +0 (e‘""i”/]“‘2 - %e“s"/}"z) , (5)
As before I perform two-parameter fitting by means of OPE expanded up to dimen-
sion 4 including twist-2 operators. In fact, I can derive D-N scattering length ap (=
—m2a/8m(My + mp) f5m},) as a function of M? by removing the parameter b from both
the matching equation of Egs. (4) and (5) and its first derivative with respect to M?2.
For coupling fp and continuum threshold sg, I adopt fp = 0.187 GeV read off from a
stable curve in the vicinity of so = 7.5 GeV? using Borel sum rule of vacuum correlation
function for the D-meson. This fp value is very close to other calculations [11, 12] and
experimental data (< 0.31 GeV). When one uses nucleon matrix elements for quark fields
such as (gg)y = 5.3 GeV and <qu'D0q>N = 0.34 GeV?2, comparatively stable curves of
ap are obtained at the reliable Borel mass region. To summarize the results for D-meson
analysis, the D-N scattering length is —1.25 4 0.05 fm. This result suggests that the D-N
interaction is more attractive than the J/¢-N interaction. I apply this result to effective
mass of D-meson at normal matter density in the linear density approximation as before.
Then the mass reduction is —83 & 4 MeV, about 4 % of the total mass. I find this result
leads to larger decrease than the charmonium. An origin of this mechanism originates in
that on the OPE side, m. (gq), term is dominant for the D-meson in contrast to only
gluon operator contribution for the charmonium. In Quark-Meson-Coupling model, this
contribution will correspond to quark-o meson coupling. Indeed, this model predicts the
mass shift of D-meson becomes —60 MeV for the scalar potential at normal matter density
[13].

Summary

Now I can come to some important conclusions through all the above results. If the
mass modification of higher-lying charmonium states is very slight as well as the J/4¢ in
matter, the DD threshold falls below ¢’ at the normal density and x. at twice as the
normal density. These results could produce some important features relevant to recent
NA5(0 experimental data. Namely, the behavior of level crossing may lead to the onset
of discontinuous property for the suppression form. It is well known from p-A collision
data that the J/4 observed in nuclear collisions are directly produced only about 60% and
the remainder comes from excited states (x.(1P), ¥’(2S)) with the ratio of 3 to 1 [14].
So the suppression of such feeddown effect from ¢’ and x. to J/v¢ could lead to direct
decrease of J/v survival probability through the level crossings. First, the suppression of
/' nearest to the DD threshold can be observed as the first very slight suppression of the
J/¢ production. In fact, the ¢’ data indicates a strong suppression even in cooler S-U
collision. Next, three states of x. which is very close each other, induce the subsequent 2nd
suppression through the level crossings. Finally, direct suppression due to the J/v itself
can be observed as the 3rd suppression with further increase of the matter density. Thus
the stair-shaped suppression form is not necessarily a phenomenon as far as deconfinement
phase. From the point of view we should experimentally investigate whether or not one

ttThis implics one ignores the channels of D* or D® + N — A, or T, and so on. In the case of D~ or
DY, since the anti-charm quark cannot couple to three quarks inside a nucleon by OZI rule, Born term
will be zero.
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of such level crossings could occur at least at normal matter density. To that end, I hope
realization of the inverse kinematics experiments, in which the nuclear beam is incident on
a hydrogen target, because this experiment can be feasible for measuring the decays of the
charmonium and the D-meson [15] inside a nucleus. I can also suggest some observational
consequences caused by such level crossings. One of them is to observe the change of decay
width for the charmonium. In vacuum the resonances above DD threshold, for example 1"
state have width of order MeV because of strong open charm channel. On the other hand,
the resonances below the threshold have very sharp width of a few hundreds keV. So after
the level crossing, the decay modes will change drastically at least one order of magnitude.
The another is to observe the enhancement of D-meson at intermediate mass region of
dilepton (1.5 < M < 2.5 GeV). In fact, such a dilepton enhancement was observed [16].
Thus I expect that the matter effect gives a considerable impact on the anomalous J /v
suppression. Moreover it might be able to explain the anomalous suppression without an
advent of deconfinement phase. Needless to say, in this case we must also perform the
theoretical investigation of finite temperature effect [17, 18] to the mass modification in
the future.
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We show the construction of the dual superconducting theory for the confinement mech-
anism from QCD in the maximally abelian (MA) gauge using the lattice QCD Monte Carlo
simulation. We find that essence of infrared abelian dominance is naturally understood
with the off-diagonal gluon mass myg ~ 1.2GeV induced by the MA gauge fixing. In the
MA gauge, the off-diagonal gluon amplitude is forced to be small, and the off-diagonal
gluon phase tends to be random. As the mathematical origin of abelian dominance for
confinement, we demonstrate that the strong randomness of the off-diagonal gluon phase
leads to abelian dominance for the string tension. In the MA gauge, there appears the
macroscopic network of the monopole world-line covering the whole system. We investi-
gate the monopole-current system in the MA gauge by analyzing the dual gluon field B,,.
We evaluate the dual gluon mass as mp = 0.4 ~ 0.5GeV in the infrared region, which is
the lattice-QCD evidence of the dual Higgs mechanism by monopole condensation. QOw-
ing to infrared abelian dominance and infrared monopole condensation, QCD in the MA
gauge is describable with the dual Ginzburg-Landau theory.

1. QCD and Dual Superconducting Theory for Confinement

Since 1974, quantum chromodynamics (QCD) has been established as the fundamental
theory of the strong interaction, however, it is still hard to understand the nonperturbative
QCD (NP-QCD) phenomena such as color confinement and dynamical chiral-symmetry
breaking, in spite of the simple form of the QCD lagrangian

1 .
Lacp = —54GuG +¢(i D —my)q. (1)

In particular, to understand the confinement mechanism is one of the most difficult prob-
lems remaining in the particle physics. As the hadron Regge trajectory and the lattice
QCD simulation show, the confinement force between the color-electric charges is char-
acterized by the one-dimensional squeezing of the color-electric flux and the universal
physical quantity of the string tension o ~ 1GeV/fm.

As for the confinement mechanism, Nambu first proposed the dual superconducting the-
ory for quark confinement, based on the electro-magnetic duality in 1974. In this theory,
there occurs the one-dimensional squeezing of the color-electric flux between quarks by the
dual Meissner effect due to condensation of bosonic color-magnetic monopoles. However,
there are two large gaps between QCD and the dual superconducting theory.?

(1) The dual superconducting theory is based on the abelian gauge theory subject to the
Maxwell-type equations, where electro-magnetic duality is manifest, while QCD is a
nonabelian gauge theory.
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(2) The dual superconducting theory requires condensation of color-magnetic monopoles
as the key concept, while QCD does not have such a monopole as the elementary
degrees of freedom.

These gaps can be simultaneously fulfilled by the use of the MA gauge fizing, which reduces
QCD to an abelian gauge theory. In the MA gauge, the off-diagonal gluon behaves as a
charged matter field similar to W in the Standard Model and provides a color-electric
current in terms of the residual abelian gauge symmetry. As a remarkable fact in the MA
gauge, color-magnetic monopoles appear as topological objects reflecting the nontrivial
homotopy group My(SU(N,)/U(1)Ne=1) =ZNe=1, similarly in the GUT monopole.>~°
Thus, in the MA gauge, QCD is reduced into an abelian gauge theory including both
the electric current j, and the magnetic current k,, which 1s expected to provide the
theoretical basis of the dual superconducting theory for the confinement mechanism.

2. MA Gauge Fixing and Extraction of Relevant Mode for Confinement

In the Euclidean QCD, the maximally abelian (MA) gauge is defined by minimizing®®
A — A — 62
RoalAu()) = [ d'atal Dy, By, 1l = 5 [ d'= 3 145, 2

with the SU(N.) covariant derivative operator D, = 3,,, + teA, and the Cartan decom-
position A,(z) = A, (z) - H+ %, A%(z)E*. In the MA gauge, the off-diagonal gluon
components are forced to be as small as possible by the SU(N.) gauge transformation.
Since the covariant derivative f)u obeys the adjoint gauge transformation, the local form
of the MA gauge fixing condition is derived as ¢

[ﬁ’ [f)uv[bwﬁm =0. (3)

(For N, = 2, this condition is equivalent to the diagonalization of ®ma = (D, [15”, 7],
and then the MA gauge is found to be a sort of the ’t Hooft abelian gauge®.) In the MA
gauge, the gauge symmetry G = SU(N;)iocal is reduced into H = U(l)ﬁz;l X Weylggbal,
where the global Weyl symmetry is the subgroup of SU(N,) relating the permutation of
the N, bases in the fundamental representation.>®

We summarize abelian dominance, monopole dominance and extraction of the relevant

mode for NP-QCD observed in the lattice QCD in the MA gauge.

(a) Without gauge fixing, all the gluon components equally contribute to NP-QCD, and
it is difficult to extract relevant degrees of freedom for NP-QCD.
(b) In the MA gauge, QCD is reduced into an abelian gauge theory including the electric

current j, and the magnetic current k,. The diagonal gluon behaves as the abelian
gauge field, and the off-diagonal gluon behaves as the charged matter field. In the MA
gauge, the lattice QCD shows abelian dominance for NP-QCD (confinement®?, chiral
symmetry breaking®, instantons®!°) : only the diagonal gluon is relevant for NP-QCD,
while off-diagonal gluons do not contribute to NP-QCD. In the lattice QCD, there
appears the global network of the monopole world-line covering the whole system in

the MA gauge. (See Fig.3 (a).)
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(c) The diagonal gluon can be decomposed into the “photon part” and the “monopole
part”, corresponding to the separation of j, and k,. In the MA gauge, the lattice
QCD shows monopole dominance for NP-QCD: the monopole part (k, # 0, j, = 0)
leads to NP-QCD, while the photon part (5, # 0,k, = 0) seems trivial like QED and
does not contribute to NP-QCD.

Thus, by taking the MA gauge, the relevant collective mode for NP-QCD can be extracted

as the color-magnetic monopole.?!

3. Essence of Abelian Dominance : Off-diagonal Gluon Mass in MA Gauge

In this section, we study essence of abelian dominance for NP-QCD in the MA gauge
in terms of the generation of the effective mass mqg of the off-diagonal (charged) gluon
by the MA gauge fizing. In the SU(2) QCD partition functional, the mass generation of
the off-diagonal gluon A* = (A} +:A%)/v/2 in the MA gauge is expressed as™'?

724 = [ DA exp{iSacnlAu]}8(9iu[Au]) ArelA,]
- / DA? exp{iSea[A%]} / DA® exp{i / d'z m2g At AP} F(A,), (4)

with dpya = [ﬁu, [ﬁ“,Tg]], the Faddeev-Popov determinant App, the abelian effective
action Seg[A3] and a smooth functional F[A,].

To investigate the off-diagonal gluon mass m.g, we study the Euclidean gluon prop-
agator G%(z — y) = (A%(z)A%(y)) in the MA gauge, using the SU(2) lattice QCD.>'2
As for the residual U(1); gauge symmetry, we impose the U(1); Landau gauge fixing
to extract most continuous gauge configuration under the MA gauge constraint and to
compare with the continuum theory. The continuum gluon field A§(z) is extracted from
the link variable as U,(s) = exp(iaeAZ(s)5). Here, the scalar-type gluon propagator
GZ“(T) = Zzzl(Au“(:c)Au“(y)) is useful to observe the interaction range of the gluon,
because it depends only on the four-dimensional Euclidean distance r = /(. — y,)?.

We show in Fig.1(a) G5 (r) and G} (r) = izl(A:(w)A;(y)) = 3{G,(r) + G2, (r)}
in the MA gauge using the SU(2) lattice QCD with 2.2 < # < 2.4 and the various lattice
size (123 x 24, 16, 20*). Since the massive vector-boson propagator with the mass M
takes a Yukawa-type asymptotic form as G, ,(r) ~ Af—;;’;—%exp(—M r), the effective mass
mog of the off-diagonal gluon Af(z) can be evaluated from the slope of the logarithmic
plot of r*/2G}~(r) ~ exp(—mogr) as shown in Fig.1(b). The off-diagonal gluon A%(z)
behaves as the massive field with mog =~ 1.2 GeV in the MA gauge for r 2 0.2 fm.

Thus, essence of infrared abelian dominance in the MA gauge can be physically inter-
preted with the effective off-diagonal gluon mass meg induced by the MA gauge fixing.
Due to the effective mass mqg ~ 1.2GeV, the off-diagonal gluon Af can propagate only
within the short range as r < m_g ~ 0.2fm, and cannot contribute to the infrared QCD

physics in the MA gauge, which leads to abelian dominance for NP-QCD.>!?
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Figure 1. (a) The scalar-type gluon propagator G% ,(r) as the function of the 4-dimensional
distance r in the MA gauge in the SU(2) lattice QCD with 2.2 < g < 2.4 and vari-
ous lattice size (123 x 24, 16%, 20*). (b) The logarithmic plot for the scalar correlation
r¥2G (r). The off-diagonal gluon propagator behaves as the Yukawa-type function,
Guu ~ ﬂ%’,";—“ﬂ. (c) The effective off-diagonal gluon mass mqg extracted from the slope
analysis, using each lattice with different 8 and volume (123 x 24, 16%, 20*). The effective
mass of the off-diagonal gluon A% can be estimated as mog =~ 1 2GeV

4. Randomness of Off-diagonal Gluon Phase as the Mathematical Origin of
Abelian Dominance for Confinement

In the lattice QCD, the SU(2) link variable is factorized as U,(s) = M, (s)u,(s), accord-
ing to the Cartan decomposition SU(2)/U(1); x U(1),. Here, u,(s) = exp{ir363(s)} €
U(1), denotes the abelian link variable, and the off-diagonal factor M,(s) € SU(2)/U(1),

is parameterized as

— {7184 (s)+7202(s)} _ cosf,(s) —sinap(s)e“‘x"(’))
Mu(s) =€ (Sinou(s)ezx,,(s) COSO#(S) . (5)

In the MA gauge, the diagonal element cos 6,(s) in M,(s) is maximized by the SU(2)
gauge transformation and the “abelian projection rate” becomes almost unity as Rapa =
(cos8,(s))ma ~ 0.93 at § = 2.4. Using the lattice QCD simulation, we find the two re—
markable features of the off-diagonal element eX#(*) sin 8,,(s) in M,(s ) in the MA gauge.?

(1) The off-diagonal gluon amplitude |sin@,(s)| is forced to be minimized in the MA
gauge, which allows the approximate treatment on the off-diagonal gluon phase.

(2) The off-diagonal phase variable x,(s) is not constrained by the MA gauge-fixing con-
~ dition at all, and tends to be random.

Therefore, x,(s) can be regarded as a random angle variable on the treatment of M, (s)
in the MA gauge in a good approximation.

Now, we show the analytical proof of abelian dominance for the string tension or the
confinement force in the MA gauge, within the random-variable approximation for x,(s)
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or the off-diagonal gluon phase.?® Here, we use (e”#(*))ya ~ 0™ dx,(s) exp{ix.(s)} = 0.
In calculating the Wilson loop (W¢[U]) = (trllcU,L(s)) = (trllc{M,(s)uu(s)}), the off-
diagonal matrix M,(s) is simply reduced as a c-number factor, M,(s) — cos8,(s) 1, and
then the SU(2) link variable U,(s) is reduced to be a diagonal matriz,

Uu(s) = Myu(s)uu(s) — cos 0,(s)uu(s), (6)

after the integration over x,(s). For the R x T rectangular C, the Wilson loop W¢[U] in
the MA gauge is approximated as

(WolU]) = (beTTE { My, (8:)upi (:)}) = (T, cos B,,(sq) - ¢} w,, (55))ma
-~ (exp{Z, In(cos b,,(si)) Ima (Wo(ul)ma, (7

with the perimeter length L = 2(R+T) and the abelian Wilson loop W [u] = trllZ u,,(s;).
Replacing 3% In{cos(8,,(s;))} by its average L({In{cos8,(s)})ma in a statistical sense,
we derive a formula for the off-diagonal gluon contribution to the Wilson loop as®®

We' = (WolU))/(Welul)ma = exp{L(In{cos 0,(s)})mal}, (8)

which provides the relation between the macroscopic quantity W2 and the microscopic
quantity (In{cos8,(s)})ma. Using the lattice QCD, we have checked this relation for large
loops, where such a statistical treatment is accurate.?®
In this way, the off-diagonal gluon contribution W& obeys the perimeter law in the
MA gauge, and then the off-diagonal gluon contribution to the string tension vanishes as
R+T

osu(2) — abe ~ —2(In{cos 6,(s)})ma R,lﬂi"I—I}oo BT = 0. (9)

Thus, abelian dominance for the string tension, osu(z) = Tabel, can be demonstrated in
the MA gauge within the random-variable approximation for the off-diagonal gluon phase.
Also, we can predict the deviation between osy(z) and Gape as Tsu(z) > Tabd, due to the
finite size effecton R and T in the Wilson loop.?®

5. The Structure of QCD-Monopoles in terms of the Off-diagonal Gluon

Let us compare the QCD-monopole with the point-like Dirac monopole. There is no
point-like monopole in QED, because the QED action diverges around the monopole.
The QCD-monopole also accompanies a large abelian action density inevitably, however,
owing to cancellation with the off-diagonal gluon contribution, the total QCD action is
kept finite even around the QCD-monopole.>®

To see this, we investigate the structure of the QCD-monopole in the MA gauge in terms
of the action density using the SU(2) lattice QCD.? From the SU(2) plaquette PSY(®)(s)
and the abelian plaquette PA*?(s), we define the “SU(2) action density” 559G (s) =
1 — LtrPSUG)(s), the “abelian action density” ShPd(s) = 1 — 1trPAP(s) and the “off-
diagonal gluon contribution” 5% (s) = S5V@)(s) — SAP(s). In the lattice formalism, the
monopole current k,(s) is defined on the dual link, and there are 6 plaquettes around the
monopole. Then, we consider the average over the 6 plaquettes around the dual link,

S(5,1) = 7303 lewasalSus(s + ) (10)

afy m=0
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We show in Fig.2(b) the probability distribution of the action densities Ssu(2), Saba and
So around the QCD-monopole in the MA gauge. We summarize the results on the QCD-
monopole structure as follows.

(1) Around the QCD-monopole, both the abelian action density Sapa and the off-diagonal
gluon contribution S.g are largely fluctuated, and their cancellation keeps the total
QCD-action density Ssy(z) small.

(2) The QCD-monopole has an intrinsic structure relating to a large amount of off-
diagonal gluons Af around its center, similar to the ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopole.

(3) At the large-distance scale, off-diagonal gluons inside the QCD-monopole become

invisible, and the QCD-monopole can be regarded as the point-like Dirac monopole.
(4) From the concentration of off-diagonal gluons around QCD-monopoles in the MA

gauge, we can naturally understand the local correlation between monopoles and in-
stantons. In fact, instantons tend to appear around the monopole world-line in the
MA gauge, because instantons need full SU(2) gluon components for existence.??

Abelian magnetic monopole

gluons abelian-magnetic
flux

()

Figure 2. (a) The total probability distribution P(S) on the whole lattice and (b) the prob-
ability distribution Pi(S) around the monopole for SU(2) action density Ssy(z) (dashed
curve), abelian action density Sape (solid curve) and off-diagonal gluon contribution Sog
(dotted curve) in the MA gauge at 3 = 2.4 on 16* lattice. Around the QCD-monopole,
large cancellation between Sjpe and Sex keeps the total QCD-action small. (c) The
schematic figure for the QCD-monopole structure in the MA gauge. The QCD-monopole
includes a large amount of off-diagonal gluons around its center.

6. Lattice-QCD Evidence of Infrared Monopole Condensation

In the MA gauge, there appears the global network of the monopole world-line covering
the whole system as shown in Fig.3(a), and this monopole-current system (the monopole
part) holds essence of NP-QCD?#1%11 We finally study the dual Higgs mechanism by
monopole condensation in the NP-QCD vacuum in the MA gauge.

Since QCD is described by the “electric variable” as quarks and gluons, the “electric
sector” of QCD has been well studied with the Wilson loop or the inter-quark potential,
however, the “magnetic sector” of QCD is hidden and still unclear. To investigate the
magnetic sector directly, it is useful to introduce the “dual (magnetic) variable” as the
dual gluon field B,,, which is the dual partner of the diagonal gluon and directly couples
with the magnetic current k.
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Figure 3. The SU(2) lattice-QCD results in the MA gauge. (a) The monopole world-line
projected into R® on the 16® x 4 lattice with 8 = 2.2 (the confinement phase). There
appears the global network of monopole currents covering the whole system. (b) The
inter-monopole potential Vas(r) v.s. the 3-dimensional distance r in the monopole-current
system on the 20* lattice. The solid curve denotes the Yukawa potential with mp =
0.5GeV. The dotted curve denotes the Yukawa-type potential including the monopole-size
effect. (c) The scalar-type dual-gluon correlation ln(r?ﬁ/ *(B,(z)B,(y))) as the function of

the 4-dimensional Euclidean distance rg = /(z — y)? on the 24* lattice.

Due to the absence of the electric current j, in the monopole part, the dual gluon B,
can be introduced as the regular field satisfying (0 A B),, = *F,, and the dual Bianchi
identity, 8“0 A B),, = j, = 0. By taking the dual Landau gauge J,B* = 0, the field
equation is simplified as 8°B, = k,, and therefore we obtain the dual gluon field B, from
the monopole current &, as

1 k
Bulo) = (07h)(0) = ~ 35 [ v (11)
In the monopole-condensed vacuum, the dual gluon B, is to be massive, and hence we
investigate the dual gluon mass mp as the evidence of the dual Higgs mechanism.

First, we put test magnetic charges in the monopole-current system in the MA gauge,
and measure the inter-monopole potential Vas(r) to get information about monopole con-
densation. Since the dual Higgs mechanism is the screening effect on the magnetic flux,
the inter-monopole potential is expected to be short-range Yukawa-type. Using the dual
Wilson loop Wp as the loop-integral of the dual gluon,

Wp(C) = exp{i%}gdw#B“} = exp{i%/ do,, " F*"}, (12)
the potential between the monopole and the anti-monopole can be derived as

Vaa(B) = Jim - In(Wp(R,T). (13)

Here, Wp(C) is the dual version of the abelian Wilson loop Wapa(C) = exp{if §- dz,A*} =
exp{:% [ do,, F**} and we have set the test monopole charge as e/2.

We show in Fig.3(b) the inter-monopole potential Vjs(r) in the monopole part in the MA
gauge.? Except for the short distance, the inter-monopole potential can be almost fitted
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by the Yukawa potential Vjs(r) = _Qg)ﬁe-':w , after removing the finite-size effect of the
dual Wilson loop. In the MA gauge, the dual gluon mass is estimated as mg ~ 0.5GeV
from the infrared behavior of Vjs(r).

Second, we investigate also the scalar-type dual gluon propagator (B,(z)B,(y))ma as
shown in Fig.3(c), and estimate the dual gluon mass as mg ~ 0.4 GeV from its large-
distance behavior.

From these two tests, the dual gluon mass is evaluated as mp = 0.4 ~ 0.5 GeV, and this
can be regarded as the lattice-QCD evidence for the dual Higgs mechanism by monopole

condensation at the infrared scale.

7. Construction of DGL theory from lattice QCD in MA gauge

In the MA gauge, the off-diagonal gluon contribution can be neglected and monopole
condensation occurs at the infrared scale of QCD. Therefore, the QCD vacuum in the
MA gauge can be regarded as the dual superconductor described by the dual Ginzburg-
Landau (DGL) theory, and quark confinement can be understood with the dual Meissner
effect. The DGL theory can describe not only quark confinement 3 but also dynamical
chiral-symmetry breaking (DxSB) by solving the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the quark
field 513, Monopole dominance for DxSB is also found from the analysis of the effective
potential . Using the DGL theory, we have studied the QCD phase transition (decon-
finement *!* and chiral restoration !3) at finite temperature, the QGP creation process
in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions *'5, hadronization in the early universe !¢, and
glueball properties 17 systematically.

To summarize, the lattice QCD in the MA gauge exhibits infrared abelian dominance
and infrared monopole condensation, and therefore the dual Ginzburg-Landau (DGL)
theory>'®~1" can be constructed as the infrared effective theory directly based on QCD
in the MA gauge.?'®. as shown in Fig.4.
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From Lattice QCD to Dual Ginzburg-Landau Theory

— Infrared Effective Theory directly based on QCD —

QCD : SU(3). Nonabelian Gauge Theory

Maxi Abelian ixi

( partial gauge fixing ) [ G.'t Hooft . NPB190('81)455 ]

U(1)3 x U(1)g Abelian Gauge Theory+QCD-monopole

Lattice QCD studies 7, [SUGY{U1)3XU(1)g}] = Z2,
- AN
. Abelian Domin N *
: . KN

Only diagonal gluon is relevant ‘

for NP-QCD ngtg{;lsgi o color-magpetic monopole
- Mon ndensation [cf. GUT - monopole]

Y

— Dual Ginzburg-Landau Theory
Lo =~11:(3,B, ~ 3,B,)* +ta[i3, + gB,, 21" [id, + 8B, 2]
—Au(yty- o)
Bu = BT+ BET., : dual gluon field
¥ =XoEz": QCD-monopole field

g= L: : dual gauge coupling constant
A coupling of monopole self-interaction

v :imaginary mass of monopole —> monopole condensate

Dual Gauge Symmetry is spontaneously broken instead of Gauge Symmetry

Figure 4. Construction of the dual Ginzburg-Landau (DGL) theory from the lattice QCD
in the maximally abelian (MA) gauge.
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22. StAstEFbiE & T DICH

— Past, Present and Near Future —

e L BA RCNP

This talk is a brief overview of the light-front quantization as a new non-perturbative method and its
application to hadron physics. Emphasis is put on the recent progress in describing the “vacuum physics”
on the light front.

1 Light-Front Quantization

AR TEARABUER ShTws [ KPS E 7L (Light-Front Quantization) | [1] &4 L. #HON
FavPHEAOICHLBRT 5, QCD TREALADIZL o TETORENFEIRETH 2 0T, HxHRP
FHLRE & FREE ML) R 2 SR T2 AT 2 DEEEICHEIRB YV, DT TR 20T Y
AT B E-BZ AT HM - THI L8, BRI 2o CRB L TEERBN LT ZES0HEZ
RATHEIL . & OISR MU N EMECICATRZMEC OV TN S, T, ¥ HREIEH
HRTFEOERETPRICLTBI ), KHERTELE, RHEEETD 2+ T2bb

et = (2 +23)/V2 (1)
(R & LT R, EREHLET 2 ) FETH L, 2B, 20Mo0 [0 ] Bz~ = (z°-2%)/V2

Yo =l 2 BERER [RAE] L THARE] LIRS, BIE 3+1KRTEA D T —BId LCh b
[#(z*,%), w(zt,y)] = 56(z — y7)6PN 2y —y1) %% [FIREKI] SRBRE RS 2 L1 20

2 Past [1949 — 1970s]

COFEDOFHEEEZ HHE, HIOICEZR SN BOMEZEBL ML L 3R CEETH S, o1 %
R & LTRFALEITZ ) LV IRRLET AT 4 7% b £ b 50 81T Dirac [2) X o TIRBE NIz, £
DEEDWOBIBIL [HXR L BT HZEOME| Tholzo SLIBFHRERININVE VERTHEIALTNS
OT, [HAFENINVD VEROBME] LEVRI T VY, TBORLIZEERN 2 (2° =constant)
DR EThe s, £20RROESLEZHOFABHOL L CHEI»rLw (20X ) 2EHOERT (Z
Z Tt 6 2) #% kinematical & /31) 4%, Lorentz Z53idBEM % 22/ L IR 5 O TBE S 212 Lorentz boost
DB ETRHFVTLE ). 2wz, BEBIEIHLERTEONEIrSENRRTOBEEL L RESH TR
TV, FOERTHMRZ L B FRIHENEL, 20EE2MEVHEIZ SN0 TH 5, Dirac iZHHTH
BRICHED (MR 2 IV VBT RO 2 W) ECHIERES L, BAENIZIE 10 9 Poincaré
ERFD ) L, kinematical ZERFOBERERKICE 2L I LB EE L. ZOHKR. S5 2HHD
boost %8 A TEET 7 2O kinematical Z &K F 2 FEoH# L LT “front form” ¥ B2 7D Th 5, E
B%. 2 #1510 Lorentz boost (X ISR L Tid (tanh ¢ = 3)

't =ef2t, 2 =e %z (2)

ERD, et =0 RABFHRIAKETHS, COMRIIERICKELRERYF-TWE, T4bb, %
BEFLTRE ot = 0 CBWTRMRKEZ # X E8)E P ORE |P) 2138, £ boost & N7-4REE |P')
BNP) o THEBIIRODDLIENFTELILEFRL TS, JTHEHHERFILEOREST EFN
THb, FILHENTRTHAINFO L ICE o THIERIFFILVWHELE LS,

b ) —ODHEELZAEE LT/—F VEEI L OBFRIZOWTHNRTBI 9, QCD BX UVS— } VEEIOR
B oL THRIBEN R4 2 THAT & 2, 39, BEF-BTFOREEMEELIZ BV Tt “Light-Cone
Dominance” &[T 2 RiLATH B H, %1 hadronic tensor

W = / d'z =95 (PS|[J*(z), * (0)]| PS)

DR EA® Bjorken IR (Q? = —¢% — 00, 2b; = Q%/2p-q : fixed) Titzt ~ 0,2, ~ 0fEAHD
MLTEERVI, 72, £ %D Light-Cone gauge A =0 T (n* = (1,0,0,—-1)/2P)

(o) = [ 52 PP OHO)PS)

EV)EN [quark BFE | &L LTHRZE %01, bW Infinite Momentum Frame(IMF) % & o 7:8¥
PZITHHIELTFELTHLY, B, IMF 2 (A%< L dBHZOHMATIE) RAHERTLL OF%
HPRENTVD, BLEoZ &6, XM% L2 HRBAE L CGRIEEEELZ @R TIZHREICER Y
Bt CEL L s D, EBRFOL ) ZRAARELOHFAETE. LT THRBRZOBRATOE
RETH o7, BHHERTI CE2ABRL COERMLRIFEOKA#MEFLEHOEBHNTFEORE S
TR TE 2O ol SO EIZOVWTIR4 ETHRHERFILOSHDOTEERE LTHRT 5,
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3 Present [1980’s — 1990’s]

S5 B b\ BV 3 FREEIAY 4 FHEORSIE 80 AUHPED Pauli & Brodsky b DHHEZEEIDIZL
CHAETE CRACHE IR TS, B2 [FEEEHH] LV o2 TRIBA LM BRLZVOTS H L
BRAIRET 5 L . RS ET L TOIBERN L BT AR oA O NRE, —20i, KHERTL
FEORAORETHS [HEOHWK] L 20RBTH 5 [FRREORAOHME ] M LATHELH
RLTWI I EVIRNTHD, “onid, HBOBRWBEIR P KO VANV EHREEDVDO S [K
ZniHE | *RHMEFLTERTAHELRD LV IWNTH S,

3.1 “Vacuum Triviality” and How to Solve the LF Bound State Equation

SR LEORAOF &I, COBRTFLCRMEAROD 5 HER T b HEISREIIER SN Fock

BEBENTETIVEV) [HEOHMAK] T b, tASBETOIEMER (P2 =2PTP~ — P} = M?)
__PI+M?
P~ = (3)
DS [HFBELAVE—| P~ >0 328, BELICHRAMOEEE P > 0455, 20D, PH#0
DR FREEH - CE U EEEREEES Z L HITER WD, Fock 22 (0) LIREAREAEC, b L
Ay —Fum pt = 0 REYERTCENTEZE Fook EENT T LI ERIEON S,

78 Fock BB TRWE W) T Lk, X 5I12FD Lo 72 Fock state 2 EREICEBEM ST 52 &
REHT L, XoT. —ICH HHFERIREL Fock state TRD & HIZRHAEIN S,

|P+, P, A) = Z/ dxidzkliQ(")(xi,kli,)\e)lﬂ; {ziP* ki, Mi}) (4)
n,A;

2(27)3

2T (2, ki ) & |y {i P ki, N)) i n ROBEIRIB Y Fock state Th 2o, ZOREERDE
#1423 (Light-Front Bound State Equation, LFBSE) ### < & L TRDB (Hyp= P )o
2 2
HuelP* P X = TR P Py ) (%)

BIZIZ AV VI LTHBIERE T 5 L. ROERATEAE I EXEH 2,

2y 2\ (2o (98| Hintlg?)  (¢@|Hinclgqg) -\ [ Buq
M2 SO ELET N | @gg | — | (09lHineled) (ad9]Hinlad) Byg (6)
7 T : : . .

O ERATEAMEABRA LM HED TLAMERTFEHREOL OFE LR IATEY LITICH
42 3200FEREHTH B LBHONTWAS,
¢ DLCQ (Discretized Light-Cone Quantization) [3]
COFEORBRERI To- AWEARICT 5] 217245, ZOBNE b OBV, ¥ 2~ 2HMICL
(—L <z~ < L), BCRKAMMEREMGERT LT 5 & REHRIHERNIE 2,
p?f=%(n+%>, n € Zxo (M
ZZTpt > 0%DT, Fock BZEREEIIIL, LBES 2V, ELIpIFETHLI LD,
LEBNR Pt = Y pthh Bkt o 7:flik 5 X % Fock state DFIHR (2 EOEM N % EOBEK
THETBIBEDE) THH., FHORTHPERICZ>TLE ) ZOMALIIBENIIESTH
%o &) LTHATHROKS SICMERE CRERBOARY MV EHS I LHTED, FhE 141 KT
DQCD TR AV Y, NUA VORI AR% BEERE T TROLZ EITRI LTS [4],
o LFTD (Light-Front Tamm-Dancoff approximation) [5]
C DFETIRERKTTD Fock ZR A HRE FROZHICHBET 5, SO ICEBMBZAREORET
B LA E LEFBSE A BRKTTIZ % 5, Bl 2T (6) TH ML |meson) = |¢q) + |¢dg) + lgeqq) + - - -
RO OBEDOATELL., SO FNLHRBORE TESMEMIMLI LIS, ZOTHETD
FERLOY R L, higher Fock states #BUH A2 H e, REOMBEHERLTHMD 221l 7% %,
‘e Similarity Transformation [6]
COBETREININI T VEHUERSIHS = HIZ X o THERAIHAIE LTV NIV 2T ¥
DI Hij = G| H|j) B—RICT RV X—0R% 5 REMOKE L BKT 20T, FpdAgs
IR AT ENCENIER I ANF R — VAR ENIC (B, T T#RD AL ] I
Wg 2, FLC, FTRAEIAINK-HOBBIRIOLZVEIENINVIET VEHLILITER
12, # 20 Tamm-Dancoff Eflid . FAMNAT R o7 BEL DS L Vilic s L FHIN S,
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3.2 “Vacuum Physics” on the Light Front

FFERE FALEORKDFI L 20 [EZOBWAME] THS, L2LQCDTH [ 4 I D ER
W], 10 B2 [V —F V] 2 EORELZUEEIHFZOEBIEELBEZ O I L TETR
Bah, [E2oWR] LI, Tk, 2hoo [BEOWR | 3HBEZEEEEL b ORHMERT
ABETREDEIICLTRAEINZDES I He Q) REAS L, [EEOHNAM] OBRFI WL K
BHEDIXPT=0F—F (FUE—F) ZoWTHTITH)., ORI [EEOYE | ORFHRIIH LA
TRTVBLEILNTWE, ZOFXIE—FOPHLIDVIEI ICIZRO I 2D DD 5,

L FEBICEOE—FE2WOIK D 78 7). DLCQ & FAWIMEREM T, EBEErE—-FAHEZED,

2. IR cutoff Z A L TEIE—-F 2 Z&ICHRT 2735 8. B)R&EH. ¥uE—FERIAVEF—
PRI A EICER, EUE—FPEOET O [BEEHZEZSE] OFRIIRABEICHT % counter
term A ) T L XA DT, FFEBHICHRVARE T ILEND 5,

3. GMSEE L O BN D VB (9. IR TEAEHBEFII KT 2L I LEBFILEEX S, HBIIHY
TR 220, EROYELBRTHI LI TES,

DAL ANT—BRICBIT L EROMBEEOBNE 1. OFETE (AL TEY [10], LFTIRE
D35 THIEB Jona-Lasinio BENI BT 2 7 4 I VM OBN 2 8w L R4 DHBEZEALL Ho AT
T—HRTORY) HeFRAT H72012, RO [ 147 VigIHRE] 2##2 5 [11).

L= Wo(if — m)¥a + Z%(a,ﬂa"a + 8,70 T) - %(az +71%) — oWV, — 7¥,ivs¥a,  (8)

I Tu— oo DWIRTo L ZHBIE & 4 D & OBARIIEE Jona-Lasinio BEICBE T %, T4, 1I/NB
BERVLDIEN RN T 2 VI ¥, (a=1,...,N) ¥ H. BEOHMTIE 1/N BREO X ET
(72N IFVDIN—T) ORR. m=0DL X HONA T VHHHR (o) = —F(FV) £0 12& >
THRPICHNS ZLBRRHIIRE D, AL L MNERETFETRALAV, #2TCZD£% DLCQ T
mbﬁw\(Xﬂ?—KHLT)%%%%ﬁ%#%ﬂ%5oT%tﬁﬂ% F

L
oo(z,) = % . de™ o(z), mo(zy)= %/ dz” m(z) (9)

EHPLSFTIRRAA LIRS, 3T, ZORCIIXMAER TN L 3 oOHHEI DB, 72V 3
A D “bad component”y_ XX F HHEE 20N ETE-FIZHTEHETH S,

mawi:afﬁl+m+a—m%hﬂﬂ, (10)

(5-a)(2) Sl b e @Gl o

TIZTU = Y + 9, ¥ = Ax¥, Ay = 1092/ V2. TSRO DHEIZ, 0o, 1o BL T v IMETLH
HETER, AW 7 —DIREIE—Fp,, pxBIX T 720 3IF D “good component” 1 12 & o TEH
NHZLEFRT %, 3T, ¥UE—F & c Bt (ERBFELS L) BEFRIIHT THD
0o =0 + 0, mo=nl+ 1P BLINSD c BEADHXUTRVE D 2R R D LHTES
b ENEHE S ICHBEROBNEEX Do (0l0)0) = 0§ # 0, (07]0) = 7{0 # 0. HoTED X ) % B>
JAZLHBRENTHY, COT AT A7 OEMEGA T 7 —HFETREIOOATVWSE, #LT, 745
WO, [YuE—FHHE] 2 BETHPICIOFEEHMNICHI L TRASR S, LTILHRAD
B OMREZ T LD (11,

¢ I/N BANDEREToIZNT 52 ETE— FHHEIFROX vy THERIRET 5 2 LRSS,

2 2 2

TESEVES P (pe A w
TZTM=m+0PR72NVI4 T OPEHERETH S, ZOREBIE. FNRKOMEFHE
IBEVSH B (ZITRNYFARELOWEEA) o Fry 7 HEAOFEHHLM (M #0) 288
EHATNVHBEORN - ERZERL, — . BRLZH (M =0) R4/ 7 VHHLEREE X %,

o WA FTNVMHHOBENIMEBNR TV R VWHETEREFNRR LIV TV IT VR BEVWRITIT, 0 R 70
HBERDDIEDTEL, ENRAMTEr DREE m=0TREDIL), TH5/h &% m#0Tit
Gell-Mann, Oakes, Renner &R % ifi7/2 3

o NP ETIRABMEIC I SFTIZQLFI0) =0 R Lo TLEIDT(0WY|0) #0 L —~RFETH L)
CRZABH, TRRBNIETONA TVERIERLRIT 5 [QFF, Uiys V) # 200V & & THHERT 5,
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e NATNF ¥ —Y QI IE m — 0 THRE SN LW, ZOREINA v DETE— F OREN %
#\my ~ 1/m IERT 5 Z LA PCAC RN EZBL Thhroiz,

BB, HATVBNER (8) % M\ MR HET % (. BB Jona-Lasinio R & BLEMHT L T b
RHERTELIL Db o T [12]e ZOHERY_IIHT 2RMLIREZMC L VEEIL 2 2,

4 Near Future [2000’s — ]

B EHEERFLES BRI A TH L REREICOWTHIN S, $7, LR bk Avh
12 QCD 2 LMK TF-27 + — Z @AM 2 L H/FENTVD (8l 2L TIOWREHE D H 4 LEIOR
m b B, EIEHEMBELD [EEEN | 2R R0l AR5 25 0L LToRMHEEFbEEL
BT BIRA/E DT, IRIFHMMELIC & > TX— b VREBAHAZEN#E L ZRERE T2
FIERTH D, F LTI EIL. Harindranath 512 X o TEFEHEMHELD [FHBEN ]| A2 E0E
KA % Nz (18] HFEEHE WA = LImTH 2 & o T W L B#E-5 < virtual Compton HELOD iR
TH = i [ d*% &9 (PS|T(J#(£)J¥(0))|PS) i Bjorken BRIC B\ THMERKLITO 2 SRKTHIT 2D
T, FNEYHBERLT 2L, ~HOBERIZOMRBREI»OOTRE LTEINL, $hbb,

v — 1ﬂ+1 - 12 1 'aﬂ” v
W‘_—Z;(F) /ﬁfd@gﬂ%Pﬂ[GaF)(I@LJ(WLEJR$. (13)
2% ), ZORBIIEHEIRIVF—ICOVTORMICZ 2TV, OILRDFLIZTETHEY =0 TFF
HiTExBL VI ET, 5T TRRTCELRMHERTLEONINVF VX OITFIERZFET 20
CEBRIAT 22 0TE %, $abb, RE|PS) REEREDHERX (5) MTHzTIV, 2L
T, OB TREI AN -2 ORI FVE—F TORFEERIAEIK MR TEL LI D,
TSN RE e BRI e R 2T X 5, BIZIZ, 734 OBEIRISUE Brodsky & Lepage DR 72 Q? — oo
TOW ¢pL(z) = V3frz(l — z) & Chernyak & Zhitnitsky 2° QCD FIfd 5 K7z Q? ~ (0.5GeV)? TD
¥ dcz(z) = 5v3z(1 —2)(1 - 22)2 3 KE K B2 0, BEOEBMESEDL I LB TH I, HIWIR Y
DEHIZLTIRSD 2 ODEEEBATIRO L DR EOMEDDH 5, ThoH OREICH L OBH#ER
FALETOS LRI T RIS EDbLVWEEILNS, HEORE AN/ Jona-Lasinio BEIT
2 1/N BEOEEFHOEM (FHHAM) Tk, |r) = |qg) TREN, 7314 ¥ ORI L BERIIK
WHEZEDNTEL[12e AL L 2BV AATRLZERCH2AEIBIANF - LB FVF-LTT %
NE =BT S L XOBRBEBROLTLEBRTE L, THIIEEHEHBL GO, BEO QREL I
BAZLIZEBRLTHRLY, 2F 0, BEER TRT 2WERICE CRAAD 2 L P REMICIITEERZ O
Thbo

SE XM
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23. Incident Energy Dependence of Collision Dynamics
in A+A Reactions from AGS to SPS

Yasushi Nara
RIKEN BNL Research Center, Brookhaven National Laboratory,
Upton, NY 11973 U.S.A
Advanced Science Research Center, Japan Atomic Energy Research Institute,
Tokai, Naka, Ibaraki 819-11, Japan

Based on the hadronic transport model of JAM, I calculate the time evolution of particles, density,
temperature and energy density for the heavy ion collision at the incident energies of AGS(11A
GeV), JHF(25A GeV) and SPS(158A GeV). Microscopic calculations show that resonance matter
with extremely large baryon density is created at AGS energy, while at JHF energy, quark matter
with extremely large baryon density is suggested. At SPS energy, quark matter with large baryon
density might be created.

I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy ion experiments at BNL-AGS and CERN-SPS have been performed motivating by the possible creation
of QCD phase transition and vast body of systematic data such as proton, pion strangeness particles distributions,
HBT correlation, flow, dileptons and J/ distributions have been accumulated including mass dependence and their
excitation functions [1-3]. Data from forthcoming experiment at BNL-RHIC will soon become available.

In this work, I discuss the time evolution of matter which is created from high energy heavy ion collisions. To
extract the properties of this matter, I use the microscopic transport model of JAM. Detailed description can be
found in Ref. [5] and JAM is now available on web [4]. The purpose of this work is to find the differences in the
matter produced from heavy-ion collisions at AGS, JHF, and SPS energies.

The article is organized in the following way. In section II, I summarize the main component of hadronic cascade
model JAM. In section III, I first compare some JAM results to SPS data and discuss what is differences in the
dynamics between AGS, JHF and SPS. In section,IV, I draw conclusions.

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE MODEL

In this section, I present the main features of the microscopic transport model of JAM. Relativistic Boltzmann
equations for hadrons and their excitation states are solved on the computer in JAM. The main features in the
Monet Carlo procedure are summarized as follows. (1) Nuclear collision is assumed to be described by the sum of
independent binary hh collisions. Each hh collision is realized by the closest distance approach. In this work, no
mean field is included, therefore the trajectory of each hadron is straight in between two-body collisions, decays or
absorptions. (2) The initial position of each nucleon is sampled by the parameterized distribution of nuclear density.
Fermi motion of nucleons are assigned according to the local Fermi momentum. (3) All established hadronic states,
including resonances, are explicitly included with explicit isospin states as well as their anti-particles. All of them
can propagate in space-time. (4) The inelastic hh collisions produce resonances at low energies while at high energies
( 2 4GeV in BB collisions % 3GeV in M B collisions and 2 2GeV in MM collisions) color strings are formed and
they decay into hadrons according to the Lund string model [6]. Formation time is assigned to hadrons from string
fragmentation. Formation point and time are determined by assuming yo-yo formation point. This choice gives the
formation time of roughly 1 fm/c with string tension k = 1GeV /fm. (5) Hadrons which have original constituent quarks
can scatter with other hadrons assuming the additive quark cross section within a formation time. The importance
of this quark(diquark)-hadron interaction for the description of baryon stopping at CERN/SPS energies was reported
by Frankfurt group [7,8]. (6) Pauli-blocking for the final nucleons in two-body collisions are also considered. (7) We
do not include any medium effect such as string fusion to rope [9,7], medium modified cross sections and in-medium
mass shift. All results which will be presented in this paper are those obtained from the free cross sections and free
masses as inputs.
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First, particle spectra calculated by JAM are compared with experimental data at SPS energies. A detailed
comparison with AGS data can be found in Ref. [5]. Then calculated thermodynamical quantities at energies of AGS
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II1. RESULTS

(10A GeV), JHF (25A GeV), and SPS(158A GeV) are presented in this section.

I have calculated the system of Pb+Pb collision at SPS energies using the hadronic transport model of JAM 1.0,
in order to show that this model accounts for gross features of heavy-ion collisions without any collective effect like

string fusion or in-medium cross sections.

1/p,dN dp, (c*/GeV?)

FIG. 1. The JAM calculation of transverse momentum
distributions of negative charged particles (v, K~ ,p) for
Pb + Pb collision at 158GeV /c with centrality 5%. Experi-

A. Comparison with sps data

Pb(158 AGeV)+Pb b<3.2fm
—_l LI L I LB S | LI B I—
° 29<y<3.1 10
s+ 3.1<y<3.3]
x  3.3<y<3.5] &
3.5<y<3.7 = 10
_ @)
N
2
m —
[=9
1 =]
- [=9
Z
- &S
] =
£
o
111 l i | lrl -I| 1 }-

0

1 2
p. (GeV/c)

mental data are taken from NA49 [10].

In Fig. 1, JAM results of the transverse momentum distributions for negatively charged particles are compared to

from NA49 [10].
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FIG. 2. The JAM calculation of transverse momen-
tum distributions of net protons for Pb + Pb collision at
158GeV/c with centrality 5%. Experimental data are taken

the NA49 data [10]. Transverse momenta of negatively charged particle are in good agreement with data.

Net proton transverse momentum distribution calculated by JAM is compared to experimental data of NA49 [10]
in Fig. 2. Midrapidity protons at low momentum are slightly overpredicted in the model calculation. In order to
reproduce data for Pb+Pb collisions, final state hadronic interaction is important. If we do not include meson-baryon

and meson-meson collisions, the high momentum tail can not be reproduced within a hadronic transport approach.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the rapidity distributions of net protons and negative particles for Pb+Pb collision at SPS energy
between experimental data [10] and JAM calculations

I compare the data [10] on net proton and negative charged particle rapidity distributions in Fig. 3 for Pb+Pb
collision at 158A GeV/c. The agreement is good for both negative particles and net protons. Secondary hadron-
hadron interactions are not important for the rapidity distributions. The baryon stopping problem is one of the
important element in nucleus-nucleus collisions. In order to reproduce baryon stopping at SPS energies with the
phenomenological string model, the diquark breaking mechanism has to be included.

B. Dynamics from Hadronic transport model

Now I am going to see the time evolutions of thermodynamical values from hadronic cascade model. In the upper
panel of Fig. 4, time evolution of nucleons, pions, their resonance states, and, constituent quarks which is attached
at the end of strings are plotted for energies of 11.6, 25, and, 158AGeV. At the energy of 11AGeV/c, the degree of
freedom is dominated by the excitations and evolution of resonances, however, above 25GeV energies, we can see that
the number of quarks are larger than that of resonances.

In Fig. 4, the time evolution of temperature, pressure, baryon density, and energy density extracted from JAM
simulations are plotted for the incident energies of 11.6A GeV/c (left), 25GeV (middle), and 158GeV /c (right). We
define the temperature by the ratio of the pressure to the number density in the local rest frame, assuming that the
local thermal equilibrium is always achieved for transverse motion. Here the pressure is defined by the two transverse
diagonal component of the hadronic energy-momentum tensor. Theses quantities are extracted from the cascade
simulation by using Gaussian smeared test particle method in a covariant way [11].

In the figures of temperature, we define two kind of temperature T and T,. T is extracted from the transverse
diagonal component of energy-momentum tensor, while T, is obtained z-component of energy-momentum tensor. It
is seen that those two temperatures become same at the certain point for all energies. That time is indicated by the
vertical lines in the figure. This means that kinematical equilibrium is achieved. If we switch off secondary hadronic
rescattering, systems do not equlibrate.

We see that pressures are almost the same for all incident energies, however, baryon densities at the equilibrated
point are different, pp/po is about 5 at 11.6AGeV, 6 at 25GeV, and 4 at 158GeV. From this analysis, it is suggested
that at 25AGeV, baryon density is the highest and the produced matter is dominated by the quark degree of freedom.
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FIG. 4. The time evolution of particles, temperature, pressure, baryon density, and energy density extracted from JAM
simulations are plotted for the incident energies of 11.6A GeV/c (left), 25GeV (middle), and 158GeV/c (right).

In Fig. 5, in order to see the path clearly, of the hot and dense matter, the T-pp diagram is plotted. It is seen
that later phase of the time evolution of the matter at AGS and JHF energies are quite similar, but baryon density
at the initial phase at JHF is larger in comparison with AGS energies. At SPS, higher temperature and lower baryon
density matter is predicted by this model calculation.
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FIG. 5. Time evolution of baryon density and effective temperature in Au+Au at 11.6AGeV/c from 0 fm/c to 20 fm/c by
1.0 fm/c step, Au+Au at 25AGeV, and Pb+Pb at 158AGeV, respectively.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, incident energy dependence of thermodynamic evolution was investigated with the microscopic trans-
port model JAM. It is found that (1) at all incident energies, hadronic rescattering make the created hot and dense
matter equilibrate, (2) at AGS energies, extremely large baryon density of hadronic resonance matter is produced,
while at JHF energies, produced matter might be quark matter instead of resonance matter whose baryon density is
larger than that of AGS energies, at SPS energies, quark matter, but baryon density is smaller than that of JHF.
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Abstract

Theoretical and phenomenological significance of the sigma meson (o) in QCD is dis-
cussed: If the scalar-isoscalar meson with the mass 500-700 MeV exists, various empirical
facts in hadron physics can be naturally accounted for, which otherwise would remain
mysterious. We propose several experiments to produce and detect the o in nuclei using
nuclear and electro-magnetic projectiles. The recent CHAOS data which show a spectral
enhancement near the 2 m, threshold in the o channel from the reactions A(m,2m)A’
where A and A’ denotes nuclei is interpreted as a possible evidence of a partial restoration
of chiral symmetry in nuclei.

1 Introduction

The particle representing the quantum fluctuation of the order parameter & ~ ((: g )?) is
the ¢ meson. The ¢ meson is analogous to the Higgs particle in the Weinberg-Salam theory.
The o together with the pion constitutes a quartet of SUL(2) ® SUg(2) symmetry in QCD.

Some effective theories[1, 2] including the ladder QCD[3] and Weinberg’s mended symmetry(4]
predict the ¢ meson mass m, ~ 500-700 MeV: The Nambu-Jona-Lasinio(NJL) model[5] is
now widely used as an effective theory for describing the chiral properties of QCD[2]. In
this model, the chiral symmetry is realized linearly like the linear sigma models, hence the
appearance of the ¢ meson is inevitable; one has the 0 meson as well as the pions, and the
chiral symmetry makes m, twice of the constituent quark mass M, ~ 335 MeV as well as the

pions are massless in the chiral limit [5], hence
mg ~ 2My ~ 670MeV. (1)

The significance of this relation in the context of QCD was emphasized by us in [1].

If such a scalar meson with a low mass is identified, many experimental facts which -
otherwise are mysterious can be nicely accounted for in a simple way(2, 6]: (1) The correlation
in the scalar channel as summarized by such a scalar meson can account for the AT = 1/2
rule for the decay process KO = 777~ or 7%# [7]. (2) In the meson-theoretical model for the
nuclear force, a scalar meson exchange with the mass range 500~ 700 MeV is indispensable to
fully account for the state-independent attraction in the intermediate range. (3) The collective
excitation in the scalar channel as described as the o meson is essential in reproducing the
empirical value of the n-N sigma term X,y = m(tu + dd), the empirical value of which is
reported to be 45 + 10 MeV. (4) The convergence radius of the chiral perturbation theory is
linked with the mass of the scalar meson.
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Recent phase shift analyses of the n-m scattering in the scalar channel claim a pole of
the scattering matrix in the complex energy plane with the real part Rem, = 500-700 MeV
and the imaginary part Imm, ~ 500MeV(8], although the possible coupling with glue balls
with JPC = 0++ make the situation obscure. Our view about the identification of the scalar

mesons is given in chapter 3 of ref.[2].

2 Experiments to produce the o using nuclear targets

Since the o meson is the fluctuation of the order parameter of the chiral transition, it will
become a soft mode and induce characteristic phenomena associated with the chiral restoration
in a hot and/or dense nuclear medium. Thus one may expect a better chance to see the o
meson in a clearer way in a hot and/or dense medium than in the vacuum[9, 2]. Such
a behavior of the meson may be detected by observing two pions with the invariant mass

around several hundred MeV in relativistic heavy ion collisions.

Some years ago, the present author proposed several experiments [6] to possibly produce
the o meson in nuclei, thereby to have a clearer evidence of the existence of the ¢ meson and

also explore the possible restoration of chiral symmetry in the nuclear medium:

A (m, 0 N) A’ The charged pion (%) is absorbed by a nucleon in the nucleus, then the
nucleon emits the ¢ meson, which decays into two pions. To make a veto for the two
pions from the rho meson, the produced pions should be neutral ones which may be

detected through four ~’s.

A (N, 0 N) A’ N may be a proton, deuteron or 3He, namely any nuclear projectile, which
collides with a nucleon in the nucleus, then the incident particle will emit the o meson,
which decays into two pions. One may detect 4 7 ’s from 2 7° which is the decay product
of the o. The collision with a nucleon may occur after the emission of the o meson; the
collision process is needed for the energy-momentum matching. In the detection, one
may use the two leptons from the process. This is possible when the sigma has a finite
three because of the scalar-vector mixing in the system with a finite baryonic density.

This detection may gives a clean data, but the yield might be small.

Photo-o production off a nucleus The v ray is converted to the omega meson in accord
with the vector meson dominance principle, if the particle has a finite three momentum.
The omega meson may decay into the o meson in the baryonic medium via the process

w— N N = 0. The ¢ will decay into two pions.
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3 The spectral function in the / = J = 0 channel in the nu-
clear medium

When a hadrons is put in a nucleus, the hadron will couple strongly to various excitations in
the system, such as nuclear particle-hole (p-h) and A-hole excitations, simultaneous excita-
tions of them and mesons and so on. In general, the hadron may dissociate into complicated
excitation to loose its identity in the nuclear medium. Thus the relevant quantity is the re-
sponse function or spectral function of the system when the quantum numbers of the hadron
are put in. A response function in the energy-momentum space is essentially the spectral
function in the meson channel. If the coupling of the hadron with the environment is rel-
atively small, then there may remain a peak with a small width in the spectral function,
which correspond to the hadron; such a peak may be viewed as an elementary excitation or
a quasi particle known in Landau’s Fermi liquid theory for fermions. It is a difficult problem
whether a many-body system can be treated as an aggregate of elementary excitations or
quasi-particles interacting weakly with each other. Landau gave an argument that there will
be a chance to describe a system as an assembly of almost free quasi-particles owing to the
Pauli principle when the temperature is low. Then how will the decrease of m, in the nuclear

medium[9] reflect in the spectral function in the sigma channel?

A calculation of the spectral function in the o channel at finite T' has been performed with
the o-27 coupling incorporated in the linear o model[10]; it was shown that the enhancement
of the spectral function in the o-channel just above the two-pion threshold can be a signal of

the decrease of my, i.e., a softening; see also [11].

Recently, it has been shown [12] that the spectral enhancement associated with the partial
chiral restoration takes place also at finite baryon density close to pp = 0.17fm~3. Consider
the propagator of the o-meson at rest in the medium : D;!(w) = w? — m2— Z4(w; p), where
mg is the mass of o in the tree-level, and X, (w; p) is the loop corrections in the vacuum as

well as in the medium. The corresponding spectral function is given by

po(w) = =7 ImD, (w). (2)

We parameterize the chiral condensate in nuclear matter (o) as (o) = g9 ®(p). In the
linear density approximation, ®(p) = 1 — Cp/po with C = (gs/oom?2)po. Instead of using gs,

we use ® as a basic parameter in the following analysis.

The spectral function together with ReD !(w) calculated with a linear sigma model are
shown in Fig.1: The characteristic enhancements of the spectral function just above the 2m;.
The mechanism of the enhancement is understood as follows. The partial restoration of chiral
symmetry implies that m} approaches towards m,. On the other hand, ReD~!(w) has a
cusp at w = 2m,. The cusp point goes up with the density and eventually hits the real

axis at p = p, because ReD~!(w) increases associated with m} — 2m;,. It is also to be
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noted that even before the o-meson mass m; and m, in the medium are degenerate,i.e., the

chiral-restoring point, a large enhancement of the spectral function near the 2m, is seen.

Recently CHAOS collaboration [13] measured the 7+ 7% invariant mass distribution M#,
in the reaction A(7*,7*7%)X with the mass number A ranging from 2 to 208: They observed
that the yield for M 7':‘+ .- near the 2m, threshold is close to zero for A = 2, but increases
dramatically with increasing A. They identified that the 7+ 7~ pairs in this range of M 7’7“4_ o
is in the I = J = 0 state. The A dependence of the the invariant mass distribution pre-
sented in [13] near 2m, threshold has a close resemblance to our model calculation shown in
Fig.1, which suggests that this experiment may already provide a hint about how the partial

restoration of chiral symmetry manifest itself at finite density.

It should be mentioned that conventional nuclear many-body effects can cause an en-
hancement of the spectral function as seen in the CHAOS experiment[15, 16]. However, as
emphasized in [16], such many-body effects solely is not sufficient to reproduce the enhance-
ment seen in the experiment.

To confirm and understand the underlying mechanism of the threshold enhancement, the
measurement of 27% and 2v in experiments with hadron/photon beams off heavy nuclear
targets is desirable. When ¢ has a finite three momentum, one can detect dileptons through
the scalar-vector mixing in matter: o — v* — e*e”. We remark that (d, 3He) reaction is also
useful to produce the excitations in the o channel in a nucleus because of the large incident
flux. The incident kinetic energy E of the deuteron in the laboratory system is estimated to
be 1.1GeV < E < 10 GeV, to cover the spectral function in the range 2m, < w < 750 MeV.
A recent theoretical investigation[14] shows a possibility of formation of sigma-mesic nuclei

when the rate of the chiral restoration is considerable.

In conclusion, I thank T. Hatsuda, H. Shimizu, S. Hirenzaki and H. Nagahiro for their
collaboration.
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25. Nuclear matter in neutron star crust
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Properties of nuclear matter below the nuclear saturation density is analized by nu-
merical simulations with the periodic boundary condition. The equation of state at these
densities is softened by the formation of cluster(s) internal density of which is nearly equal
to the saturation density. The structure of nuclear matter shows some exotic shapes with
variation of the density. Furthermore, it is found that the symmetry parameter aeym(p)
is not a linear function of density at low density region.

1. INTRODUCTION

The research for the property of nuclear matter has been attracting great attentions
since the beginning of nuclear physics. By the discovery of neutron stars, the existence
of giant nuclear matter became evident. The property of nuclear matter is essential to
understand basic characteristics of neutron stars.

Various strange shaped (e.g. cylindrical, tabular) nuclear matter structures below the
saturation density have been predicted by several macroscopic models which assume nu-
clear matter shapes [1-3] or Thomas Fermi calculation which deals with nuclear matter
as a continuum [4]. These studies have shown that the structure is determined by the
balance between surface tension and repulsive Coulomb force. As a result, the structure
of stable nuclear matter changes from finite nucleus (sphere) to giant cluster (rod, plate,
cylindrical-hole and spherical-hole) with increase of global density. Above the saturation
density, the uniform structure is stable.

Recently, Maruyama et al. proposed a new approach for the study of nuclear matter
[5]. This method is based on a microscopic treatment of particles, namely MD simulation.
Therefore the effects of clusterization can be taken into account without any assumption
of the structure. However, properties of finite nuclei, for instance radius and shape, were
not well reproduced with the effective interaction employed by them.

The purpose of present study is to give more quantitative analysis of the nuclear struc-
ture in the low-density nuclear matter which is strongly related with the crust region of the
neutron stars. We improve the effective nuclear interaction to reproduce the properties
of the finite nuclei better than the previous calculation [5].
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2. FRAMEWORK OF SIMULATION

We treat nucleons (protons, neutrons) as the constituent particles. Each particle is
described by a gaussian wave packet characterized by the coordinate, the momentum and
the width.

2.1. Interaction between particles

Our interaction contains Skyrme-type two-body and density dependent, symmetric,
surface, momentum dependent term, and Pauli interaction which is an artificial repulsive
one between two particles of the same kind. We determine the parameters of the nuclear
potential to reproduce the bulk property of nuclear matter and the properties of stable
nuclei, namely, binding energy and root-mean-square radius as shown in Figs. 1 and 2.
Surface term which is newly added term make the surface property of nucleus smooth.
Therefore the radii of stable nuclei are reproduced well.
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Figure 1: Binding energy of finite nuclei. ~ Figure 2: Root-mean-square radius of fi-
nite nuclei.

2.2. Simulation for infinite system

We simulate infinite system by employing the periodic boundary condition [6]. The
volume containing the N particles is treated as the primitive cell of an infinite periodic
lattice of identical cells. Each particle interacts with all other particles in the same cell
and all particles in all other cells. The actual number of N in this paper is 3072.

Initial position and momentum of particles are given randomly, and we cool down or
heat up the system by frictional cooling [7] or Metropolis sampling [8]. Finally, we get
the ground state or the excited state with a certain temperature. Many calculations are
carried out by changing the density p, proton fraction Z/A and temperature T of nuclear
matter.

3. STRUCTURES OF NUCLEAR MATTER

Figure 3 shows the density dependence of symmetric matter structure. One box cor-
responds to the fundamental cell. At saturation density, uniform structure is stable.
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However, as density becomes lower particles form clusters, showing that uniform struc-
ture become unstable. At 0.5po, there appears the structure with cylindrical-holes. At
0.1po, many spherical nuclei can be seen.

Figure 3: Examples of symmetric matter structure. Black circles denote protons and
white are neutrons.

Figures 4 and 5 show the energy of symmetric matter and neutron matter, respectively.
Our model reproduces the well known bulk property of symmetric matter at the region
near saturation density (pg). At low density region, our results deviate from the parabolic
behavior. We find that the effect of clusterization softens the EOS. For the neutron matter
EOS, our result agrees with RBHF calculation [9]. This fact give us a confidence that
the interaction used in our simulation can well be applied for the study of neutron star
matter which lies in between these two extreme conditions.

TT T T 7 T T T T T T T T VTV T T 1T LN B B B O I N B N B B B Y B

%‘ 10 o MD " 1
2 -
< | RBHF | S )
S — K=280 [MeV] -
u:') - - $ —
| 2
2 ' v _
w . < 4
Il w
< . 4
a
__20 SN AT BT U G S S BT T S BN B U G B G B A 0 PERTER S S S N A U W T U U M N TN T S A OO
00 05 1.0 15 20 00 05 10 15 20
Density [po] Density [po]
Figure 4: EOS of symmetric matter. Figure 5: EOS of neutron matter.

Figure 6 shows the EOS of asymmetric matter. From the energy of asymmetric matter
for several given densities, we estimate the density dependence of symmetry parameter

asym(p) defined by the second derivative of E(p,a)/A over a = (N — Z)/A at a = 0.
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Figure 7 shows the density dependence of symmetry parameter in comparison with
DBHF calculation [10]. We find the symmetry parameter is not proportional to density
below the saturation density. This can be understood as the effect of clusterization.

60 T T T T T 61 T T 11[[[']]]]‘TTIII[I[[I|
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__20 " 1 s 1 N 1 N [l N 0 U S T S U U0 WO U0 VA SO0 U TN S W 0 U SN0 WY O A B
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Z/IA Density [po]
Figure 6: EOS of asymmetric matter. Figure 7: Density dependence of symme-

try parameter.

4. SUMMARY

We have analyzed infinite system of nucleons by a molecular dynamics simulation with
the periodic boundary condition. At extremely low temperature, the structure of nuclear
matter below saturation density is not uniform and nucleons form p ~ 1.0p, aggregate(s).
The density dependence of symmetry parameter for p < po is not a linear function of p
because of the effects of clusterization. Our results for finite temperature will be reported
elsewhere. The EOS of neutron star matter is now under investigation!
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26. In-medium Properties of Antiproton in high energy reactions

BIRNF-RFERIEZANVERBEFOERNROAE

Sull g
BAKXFEMRIEREE

Using the RBUU approach we calculate the subthreshold production of antiprotons in the
p- and d-nucleus reacitions done by the KEK-ps collaboration. Then we attempt to determine
the depth of the anti-proton potential at the normal nuclear density from experimental data
of these reacions. by introducing the

. B GeV/u ORI F—2FFOMERE AN, NR O OREICHT 2RO
REEBRIIHRZL IS EVSBOEBNBINT NS, FOPT, BEOEREE DEN
FHEIIREL, > T, RERBEEDROGEENBOBHZINILDICKBETFNH 5.

JINR [1]. BEVELAC [2]. SIS [3] TH LT 2GeV/uBEDH T AL L aFk—ILE - TX)b
F—EHETOEAF D E—LEAVWEERMTONEDL., N5 OERIIBIT ZRBETFAERKL
HROFHEZRDINICEE> T, BLAS OBREHRZKREL KT, BE—BLFEly
[4] TIIERMED 1/1000. ZFEFHEROZHREMD AN/ BUU [5). QMD [6] &> KBS I 2
L= a P BRITHERED 1/10 LOAFEHATE M- 1.

LZAT, RETORERBERMRETFETHEREL T, HURNTLEER (RMFT) 235
9% [7]. @ RMFT TiIETFOEBBEBIILLTOK 572 Dirac FEATREN 3,

{¥(i8, — Up(z)) — (M = Us(2))}¢(z) = 0. (1)

rERoRATU, 3o—-L 2y AH5—, U,34mon—L 2>y - Ryy—-RF2 v )ik
T BARREFENETIE, BFINL TEANS—BIZFIATHD. XU ¥ —BOMBBERMIF
NTHO (FEMRMNIFEEITNELBB), TNEORF L vV DESIIBLE 300 ~ 500MeV
LHRBIZTRNBDTH S, 72720, 2O 28ED Dirac RTF > v )L, IEHMBIERZ BT 3
FOART > 2 v )b U, & ORI ELENC

U.=-U,+ U, (2)

TEHIN, BVWIHRT K ER->TNS,
ST, ZORBERBTICHEE T DERRKRDOELLERESBIRMNRITLSS. U, L U, 2
SEEIB—EEH DNIEL RMFT TELIThNTW B MR~ J— (RH) ELIC X 2 EEET

— 129 —



JAERI-Conf 99-015

BEERETDE. RBTTIE, N7 5 —HOREMNPEL TL LK 700MeV &5 IEHITH
WBIHBEERL B2 &I ->TLE D,
CZTHEYDEBRM 2UTOLOCEERT D E.

M*=M_‘U3, (3)

BN TORTRE T ERD TR —8Hd oM* &30, HEHFTOME2M D 0.5 ~ 0.7
[EEEEITNEINHDIZEO>TLED, L., TOTENELWETERLE. BTFRETHIE
BEAhEDHBEBBERTHROERINDTVNI EERD, #o T, BEEZLSNBVISNIE
BIIELDREBTINERINDEVHIERFKE, ZO Dirac RT > v VOBRICKDERA
Liad—bR « TRNF—I Lo THATESOTIRAWNEEZ Z2DIIEBDTERAIET
H5.

LT AT, Dirac BF> i+ d. EEFRTOHCIRINF—THD, RHEALITREDELS
fr B ErE IR AW, BAIE, Fock BETERL ZHETRKBFRT Y ILERHD®
DEHADEDNINBDERD [8]. BENZETHE OMEERICBWTIIRT & OXHERIZ
L ARBTORNMIERICAZL, #o T, FORPUIHETEIRT > v VOBREI X
KRENWZ LR D, ZOZERIRY OB D FEBTIREFO—HRT > > vV ZEE
RTELNI EERLTVAH, ISICEKBINS IHBERICXDERLIZTFETHE, BEM
BEGNRUFA4—BBEIKZESERD., RHTFEINZDHBOLDBNRDNIVNDDEEZXD
DEND S [9).

XT. RMFT & BUU 284 8DH7- RBUU #IZ & 5 REEFEROERNRINF —1> - 7
W=7 9] &FFH XTI —7 [10] THOI. BT ORL 2GS HRREA M* /M = 0.65-0.7
EHBHENE X2, RBFIBVWSIHZ2BCNITIEREREHATES L2 RLE. £I25
. RBETETFL v VORIV TIRERIKRESRE>TVS, TFYRA - IN—TRERET
ORFL vV ERDOL IR GNRY T 4 —FERTROZES 700MeV BEDHEEITKRENDHOD
THoDIZHML T, F—t « VI —T OERTIREIH 100 ~ 200MeV EFNEEREND
DTN, TOBWIETOBRU 3 EEBIHENEBREKGFS (11, 12) 2BEL TV5H0D
R T, BZFIEEL TWEWI EMSELUTHED, RBUU DFHEIRRIALETIBREOH X
DEENESNDEE>TRNTHAD.

ZDEIBREOPTHED KEK-ps 7V —T 0 H 5> —DOREKENERERZ KL 7= [13].
ZOIN—T BT, BBRTF. ahiTEE—LELT, 7 AL T adr—IVE « TRIVF—FET
DEBTEREREFVEFNS QEEET O, T5&. TRIVFAEIRDIIREN, IS5
DY —LZEAVERBFEREROBEVNRELAZD, 3.5GeV/u DE—LIRIF—THTE—LA
TOERKE &L TERTFE —LADOERKIZ 10015, aE—LATREISICI0[/ENIRWINE
HRERL.

Z ORERIZYIFO RBUU TIREABTEZHOTIIR >0/, FFHAMCKOARFR DT
Holr. EVIDIT. ERAL v ak—IVR « TXINF—DOKREREFIT. BFRETHZELD
BBICAERT B0, ERENY —ABBEOKTERICHHIL TL £V, BFAREERTAHO
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DBV 2 FFICENEEDHEIZEZ>TLEOINSTH S,

EZAT35GeV/u LS ARHIFNF—BHERBITAENBDTH D, K722 vV OFEN
SENETIE, ARBO 7 )V IEHE2ERLZEL TOHORBFEERT DI +2E2HD
Tz . HL. BFAFICHETAAL L af—VR « TRNVF-NEETHETNE. BBT
DALY ak—IVR « TRLVE—RERLD O THIAIVZTTH S, B5IF. BRTFAR
LB TFARTORBTEREORZIZFOIXNF—THRBATZEITTH 5. ZOLDITHEXTHT
< &. KEK-ps DEBRZERIIFNIZE REREBOTIIRL . AT RIVF—3.5GeV &\ {EA
BEETTORBFERAL P aF—IVR « TRNE—ITENRBICH DI EERLTVWEEF
Han b,

FOLORERIIWST. T2 TR, KEK-ps DEBREENS BIZRETRF > v VERE
TEHEVNIRBEFTOTHBIERLE,

5HE12 RBUU :2 FIWT Ref[9] £ 2< HETITo 2. EBTAFICEL TR, T A MTFD
ZEHIBTFAREFAC HOEANT, EBBRSHFOAZRENZSMIIEBLIITREL .
BFOEEBEL TIX. NL6 (BFIHBEMN po = 0.17fm. REI V¥ — BE = 16MeV., fAHE
ETOEDHER M*/M =0.65) ZAV., BLRLF—AFEFICEL T p+ A BHEHEELD 5K
HoNEEBOEHREEHNS OFELERL =, £, RETFIENII—HFE0LBE, A
ho—B%

Us(N) = &U,(N) (4)

&L‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁfvxﬁyzowwuyLaN)=m0Mawmmn)mzﬁﬁmeémuTmz
ZHEL .

K11z, Cu BRBIZNTBARIRINF — E;, = 3.5,4.0,5.0GeV TORBFAH (L0 L&
BFAS (GR) BT 2RBFERMEEERL 2. ERRBFOBELAMN 0° (ERIEI 5°
ThHod. £7. BTAHTH DM, case | D REAERIILEICEREZ TRID, Eip =3.5GeV/u
TlR—EbEREINEN /2, ZHITHL T, case I DFERIIEREZ L<HEHL TWa, LM
Lahts, BEBRTFICHEL TIIEHEOBWIIIEREITNE L, 2BICEREZ TEH>TWS,

KIZERR BT ES R 1.5GeV/c OBERIC OV THBFAREERTFANTOREFEL . £
REIEBL THALD. H2IKZOERERT. ANIXILVF— E;), = 3.5GeV/u DREIZEH
T25&, case I TREVEBNARIRNF—TI TIIREL THUENREFEEL RV, case II T
I HNNITERRREEZHO> TS, HoT. ZOARIRNF—TORKRIIBZ 25T
MEBEETORBFRT > v )W

Us(N,p = po) < 100MeV (5)

EiB, L, EDENWTIFNF—TREESDyr—ATHEREEZ TR TS,
BRICEEDEBIZIELT S, ZITOHBTIE. REFRT v VFBICLIETFRET
MERAL ¥V aFm—IV R TRNF—DOBBENTOELS ., KEK-ps ERTHSN/Zp+A L d +
ADKERELZHPATEZ BAMREMZRL 2. FEIOEETRRKEFRT > Y VOBMEETO
VEEZ 100MeV L FTH B EFHEIND, 2L . ERERDAFN I RNF —EKEENETHHA
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TEREOITIREL, ZCTOFEOMEIERTFAFN TOERBARNRBENIRNVE—T, ¢
TIZNETERZEIIHD. DRONOERIIARIRINF— E;;, = 5GeV/u TOBFAREE
BFARTOAERBEEOHN 2 -3 EIZIZETFROEZTHIATE Z{HIZAZ > TS, Refsugaya
T, PEERL OB —BAHERMNTIAFOIRNF —TOERKEMIZERATEZ Z &M
REANTNVS, ZOZERBRBTRTF VI NETTRRIBEFRT OV IVOERBETTTICR
BFNERLRTL Lo TVNEIEERLTWS, HEDEIZA, ZOMEORRFEIIREE
NTWin, 5%, ZORBRHEEZEIRDSBRNBERICVHWEDENEEZTNS,
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27. Bound states of negative-energy nucleons in finite nuclei

G. Mao, H. Stocker, and W. Greiner
Institut fir Theoretische Physik der J. W. Goethe-Universitdt
Postfach 11 19 32, D-60054 Frankfurt am Main, Germany

We study the bound states of negative-energy
nucleons in finite nuclei within the relativistic
Hartree approach including the contributions of
the Dirac sea to the source terms of the meson
fields. The Dirac equations for the nucleon and
the anti-nucleon are solved simultaneously. The
single-particle energies of negative-energy nucle-
ons are obtained through changing the sign of
the single-particle energies of positive-energy anti-
nucleons. Numerical results show that the bound
levels of negative-energy nucleons vary drastically
when the vacuum contributions are taken into ac-
count.

In spite of the great successes of the relativis-
tic mean field (RMF) theory [1-4] and the rela-
tivistic Hartree approach (RHA) [5,6] in describ-
ing the ground states of nuclei, the arguments
of introduction of strong Lorentz scalar (S) and
time-component Lorentz vector (V') potential in
the Dirac equation are largely indirect. So far,
no evidence from experiments ensures the physical
necessity. One usually compares the theoretical
predictions only with the experimental data of the
positive-energy sector, which is subject to a rela-
tively small quantity stemming from the cancella-
tion of two potentials S+V (V is positive, S is neg-
ative.). While the dynamical content of the Dirac
picture certainly lies with both the positive- and
negative-energy sector, the study of the negative-
energy sector enjoys an additional bonus: it pro-
vides us with a chance to determine the individual
S and V! Due to the G-parity, the vector poten-
tial changes its sign in the negative-energy sector.
The bound states of negative energy are sensitive
to the sum of the scalar and vector field § — V.
Combining with the information from the positive-
energy sector, one may fix the individual values of

the scalar and vector field.

The study of the negative-energy sector is ex-
tremely interesting for modern nuclear physics.
If the potential of negative-energy nucleons is
much weaker than what one expects or predicts
by means of the RMF/RHA models, that is,
the strong scalar and vector field are not neces-
sary, one may question the validity of the models
since some important physical ingredients, such
as quantum corrections, correlation effects, three-
body forces et al., are still missing in these phe-
nomenological approaches. One may think about
constituting a more elaborate model. Alterna-
tively, if a deep potential of negative-energy nucle-
ons is indeed observed, that is, the strong scalar
and vector potentials are realistic, an interesting
phenomena is that at certain density the negative
energy of nucleons may turn out to be larger than
the free nucleon mass, the system becomes unsta-
ble with respect to the nucleon-anti-nucleon pair
creation [7]. On the other hand, as pointed out in
Ref. [8], in high-energy relativistic heavy-ion colli-
sions, the nucleons may be emitted from the deep
bound states of negative energy due to dynam-
ics. These can create a great number of nucleon-
holes (i.e., anti-nucleons) in bound states. Such
collective creation processes of anti-matter clus-
ters have a large probability for the production
of anti-nuclei, — and analogously also for multi-A,
multi-A nuclei. These open two fascinating direc-
tions to extend the periodic system, i.e., to ex-
tend into the negative sector and into the multi-
strangeness dimension, in addition to the islands
of super-heavy nuclei. In order to reach the quan-
titative study of the above theoretical conjecture,
a prerequisite is to know the exact potential depth
of the bound states of negative energy. Up to now,
no answers from experimental side or theoretical
side are available.
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We study the problem within the relativistic
Hartree approach including the vacuum contribu-
tions. The starting point is the following effective
Lagrangian for nucleons interacting through the
exchange of mesons [1-3]

_ 1
L = Ppliy, 0" — MylY + 58“06“0 - U(o)
1
—zll—wu,,w‘“’ + %miwuw“ - ZR’“’RW
1 1 L
Engu -R¥ — ZApuAu + ga?/"»ba

_ 1 _
_gwd”)/u"/]wu - ‘é‘gp'l/)')’;ﬂ' : "»bRu

1 -
—5eB(1+ o),

+

(1)

here U(o) is the self-interaction part of the scalar
field

1 1

U — Zm242 et

(o) 50 + 3

Based on this Lagrangian, we have developed a

relativistic model describing the bound states of

negative energy in finite nuclei [9]. Instead of

searching for the negative-energy solution of the

nucleon’s Dirac equation, we solve the Dirac equa-

bo® + %ca“. (2)

tions for the nucleon and the anti-nucleon simul-
taneously. For each equation we look for only
one solution, that is, the positive-energy solution.
The single-particle energies of negative-energy nu-
cleons are obtained through changing the sign of
the single-particle energies of positive-energy anti-
nucleons. The contributions of the Dirac sea to
the source terms of the meson fields are evalu-
ated by means of the derivative expansion [10]
up to the leading derivative order for the one-
Thus, the
wave functions of anti-nucleons, which are used

meson loop and one-nucleon loop.

to calculate the single-particle energies, are not
involved in evaluating the vacuum contributions
to the scalar and baryon density which are, in
turn, expressed by means of the scalar and vec-
tor field as well as their derivative terms [9]. The
Dirac equation of the nucleon and the equations
of motion of mesons (containing the densities con-
tributed from the vacuum) are solved within a self-
consistent iteration procedure [2]. Then, the Dirac

TABLE 1. Parameters of the RMF and the RHA
models as well as the corresponding saturation
properties.

RMF RHA

LIN NL1  RHAO0 RHA1
My (MeV) 938.000 938.000 938.000 938.000
m, (MeV) 615.000 492.250 615.000 458.000
m, (MeV) 1008.00 795.359 916.502 816.508
m, (MeV) 763.000 763.000 763.000 763.000
g 12,3342 10.1377 9.9362 7.1031
& 17.6188 13.2846 11.8188 8.8496
g, 10.3782 9.9514 10.0254 10.2070
b (fm™1) 00 121724 0.0  12.0435
c 00 —36.2646 0.0 —2.6656
po (fm=3)  0.1525 0.1518 0.1513 0.1524
E/A (MeV) —17.03 —16.43 —17.39 —16.98
m* /My 0.533  0.572  0.725  0.788
K (MeV) 580 212 480 294
as (MeV) 468 43.6 404 404

equation of the anti-nucleon is solved with the
known mean fields to obtain the wave functions
and the single-particle energies of anti-nucleons.
The space of anti-nucleons are truncated by the
specified principal and angular quantum numbers
n and j with the guarantee that the calculated
single-particle energies of anti-nucleons are con-
verged when the truncated space is extended.

In the previous RHA calculations for the
bound states of positive energy [5,6], the parame-
ters of the model are fitted to the saturation prop-
erties of nuclear matter as well as the rms charge
radius in %°Ca. The best-fit routine within the
RHA to the properties of spherical nuclei has not
been performed yet. Thus, we first fit the param-
eters of Egs. (1) and (2) within the RHA to the
empirical data of binding energy, surface thickness
and diffraction radius of eight spherical nuclei 160,
40Ca, 48Ca, 58Ni, %Zr, 116Sn, 124Sn, and 2°8Pb as
has been done in Ref. [2] for the RMF model. We
distinguish two different cases with (RHA1) and
without (RHAO) nonlinear self-interaction of the
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scalar field. The obtained parameters and the cor-
responding saturation properties are given in Ta-
ble I. For the sake of comparison, two sets of the
linear (LIN) and nonlinear (NL1) RMF param-
eters from Ref. [2] are also presented. One can
see that the RHA gives a larger effective nucleon
mass than the RMF does, which is mainly caused
by the feedback of the vacuum to the meson fields,
as can be seen from Eqs. (71) ~ (74) of Ref. [9].
When the effective nucleon mass decreases, the
scalar density originated from the Dirac sea pif®
increases. It is negative and cancels part of the
scalar density contributed from the valence nucle-
ons p%*, which causes the effective nucleon mass
to increase again. At the end, it reaches a bal-
ance value. In the fitting procedure, we have tried
different initial values giving smaller effective nu-
cleon mass. After running the code many times,
all of them slowly converge to a large m*.

In Table IT we present the results of both
positive- and negative-energy spectra of 160, 4°Ca
and 2%Pb. The binding energy per nucleon and
the rms charge radius are given too. The numer-
ical calculations are performed within two frame-
works, i.e., the RHA including the contributions
of the negative-energy sector to the source terms
of the meson fields and the RMF taking into ac-
count only the valence nucleons as the meson-field
sources. The experimental data are taken from
Ref. [11]. From the table one can see that all four
sets of parameters can reproduce the empirical val-
ues of the binding energies, the rms charge radii
and the single-particle energies of positive-energy
proton states fairly well. For the E/A and the
Tch, the agreement between the theoretical pre-
dictions and the experimental data are improved
from the LIN to the RHAO, RHA1 and NL1 set
of parameters. For the spectra of positive-energy
protons, due to large error bars, it seems to be
difficult to queue up the different sets of param-
eters. However, because of the large effective nu-
cleon mass, the RHA has smaller spin-orbit split-
ting (see 1py/; and 1py/, state) compared to the
RMF. This situation can be improved through

TABLE II. The single-particle energies of both
positive- and negative-energy protons as well as the

binding energy per nucleon and the rms charge ra-
dius in 160, “°Ca and 2°8Pb.

RMF RHA
LIN NL1 RHAO RHAl1 EXP.
160
E/A(MeV) 7.80 8.00 801 800 7.98
ren, (fm) 259 273 262 266 2.74
POS. ENE.

11/, (MeV) 42.99 36.18 3221 30.68 4048

1psj; (MeV) 20.71 17.31 16.09 15.23 18.4
1pij; (MeV) 10.85 11.32 12.98 1324 12.1
NEG. ENE.
151/, (MeV) 821.30 674.11 413.62 299.42
1p3/; (MeV) 754.62 604.70 369.78 258.40
151/ (MeV) 755.43 605.77 370.36 258.93
4°Ca.
E/A(MeV) 838 858 865 873 855
Teh (fm) 336 348 339 342 3.45
POS. ENE.
Lsy/ (MeV) 51.21 46.86 38.64 36.58 5011
1ps/y (MeV) 35.05 30.15 27.11 25.32
1pij2 (MeV) 29.25 25.11 25.17 24.03 3446
NEG. ENE.
13/ (MeV) 840.76 796.09 456.58 339.83
1p3/, (MeV) 792.36 706.36 424.85 309.24
1p;/; (MeV) 792.75 707.86 425.14 309.52
208Pb
E/A(MeV) 7.83 7.89 796 793 7.87
Teh (fm) 534 552 543 549 5.50
POS. ENE.
1s1/; (MeV) 58.71 50.41 44.43 40.80
1psj2 (MeV) 52.74 44.45 39.87 36.45
1py/; (MeV) 51.83 43.75 39.49 36.21

NEG. ENE.

131/, (MeV) 830.16 717.01 476.61 354.18
1ps/; (MeV) 819.15 705.20 466.08 344.48
11/, (MeV) 819.22 705.28 466.13 344.52

introducing a tensor coupling for the w meson [2]
which will be investigated in the future studies.
For the negative-energy sector, no experimental
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data are available. In all four cases, the potential
of negative-energy nucleons is much deeper than
the potential of positive-energy nucleons. On the
other hand, one can notice the drastic difference
between the RHA and the RMF calculations — the
single-particle energies calculated from the RHA
are about half of that from the RMF, exhibiting
the importance of taking into account the Dirac
sea effects. It demonstrates that the negative-
energy spectra deserve a sensitive probe to the
effective interactions. The spin-orbit splitting of
negative-energy sector is so small that one nearly
can not distinguish the 1p,/, and the 1p;/, state.
This is because the spin-orbit potential is related
to d(S + V)/dr in the negative-energy sector and
two fields cancel each other to alarge extent. Nev-
ertheless, the space between the 15 and the 1p
state is still evident, especially for lighter nuclei.
This might be helpful to separate the process of
knocking out a 15y /; negative-energy nucleon from
the background — a promising way to measure the
potential of the anti-nucleon in laboratory.

In summary, we have proposed to study the
bound states of negative-energy sector which will
provide us with a chance to judge the physical
necessity of introducing strong scalar and vector
potential in the Dirac picture. Due to the feed-
back of the vacuum to the meson fields, the scalar
and vector fields decrease in the RHA. Numeri-
cal calculations show that the single-particle en-
ergies of negative-energy nucleons change drasti-
cally for the RMF and the RHA with different sets
of parameters, while the single-particle energies
of positive-energy nucleons remain in reasonable
range. It is very important to have experimental
data to check the theoretical predicted bound lev-
els of negative energy. If the Dirac picture with the
large potentials is valid for nucleon-nucleus inter-
actions, a fascinating direction of future studies is
to investigate the vacuum correlation and the col-
lective production of the anti-nuclei in relativistic
heavy-ion collisions. Experimental efforts in this
direction are presently underway [12].
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