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Abstract

Heavy open flavor mesons can serve as probes of hot and dense, strongly interacting matter
in heavy-ion collisions suitable to mimic the extreme conditions shortly after the big-bang
or in compact stars. Thus, the thorough theoretical investigation of medium modifications
of D mesons is of utmost importance for the interpretation of the experimental data. Even
at finite thermodynamic parameters, such as temperature and density, the non-perturbative
framework of QCD sum rules allows for the determination of hadronic properties which are
not accessible in perturbative quantum chromodynamics (QCD). By virtue of the separation
of scales, long-range effects of hadrons are related to quark and gluon degrees of freedom,
where features of the hadron spectrum are linked to condensates parameterizing the complex
QCD ground state.

This thesis furnishes the conception and calculus of QCD sum rules with emphasis on
in-medium effects which are inevitable when addressing such effects in higher order con-
tributions. In this regard, the notion and implications of medium-specific condensates are
elucidated. Motivated by the significant numerical impact of four-quark condensates to the p
meson sum rule we evaluate, for the first time, the corresponding in-medium mass-dimension
6 terms for D mesons tentatively employing the factorization hypothesis. Four-quark conden-
sates containing heavy-quark operators may be included into the sum rule analysis utilizing
the in-medium heavy-quark expansion made available here. Particular quark condensates
are potential order parameters of chiral symmetry breaking, which is the mass generating
mechanism of QCD giving the essential mass fraction to light hadrons. The interplay of
altered spectral properties with changing in-medium QCD condensates, i.e. the chiral order
parameters, can be studied with chiral partner sum rules. Although, introduced for light
spin-1 mesons we foster their generalization to spin-0 open charm mesons demonstrating
their sensitivity to chiral dynamics. In particular, signals of chiral restorations at higher
temperatures are evident which are compatible with results from hadronic effective theories.

Kurzdarstellung

Schwere Mesonen mit offenem Flavor kénnen als Sonden heiker und dichter, stark wechsel-
wirkender Materie in Schwerionenkollisionen dienen, die geeignet sind, die extremen Bedin-
gungen kurz nach dem Urknall oder im Inneren kompakter Sterne zu imitieren. Daher ist
die sorgfaltige theoretische Untersuchung der Mediummodifikationen von D-Mesonen von
grofbter Wichtigkeit fiir die Interpretation der experimentellen Daten. Sogar bei endlichen
thermodynamischen Parametern, wie Temperatur und Dichte, lassen sich hadronische Eigen-
schaften im Rahmen von QCD-Summenregeln bestimmen, die der stérungstheoretischen
Quantenchromodynamik (QCD) nicht zugénglich sind. Vermdge einer Separation der Skalen
sind langreichweitige Effekte der Hadronen analytisch mit Quark- und Gluon-Freiheitsgraden
verbunden. Dabei werden Charakteristika des Hadronenspektrums mit Kondensaten ver-
kniipft, welche den komplexen QCD-Grundzustand parametrisieren.

In dieser Arbeit wird das Kalkiil der QCD-Summenregeln mit Augenmerk auf Medium-
effekte dargestellt, die unabdingbar sind, wenn solche Effekte in Beitrigen hoéherer Ord-
nung adressiert werden sollen. In diesem Zusammenhang werden die Begrifflichkeiten der
medium-spezifischen Kondensate und deren Implikationen erldutert. Motiviert durch den



signifikanten numerischen Beitrag von Vier-Quark-Kondensaten zur p-Meson-Summenregel
evaluieren wir zum ersten Mal die entsprechenden Mediumbeitrage der Massendimension 6
zum D-Meson, wobei die Faktorisierungshypothese tentativ zur Anwendung kommt. Vier-
Quark-Kondensate, die Operatoren schwerer Quarks enthalten, mégen der hier bereitgestell-
ten Schwer-Quark-Massen-Entwicklung im Medium unterzogen werden, um ebenso zur Sum-
menregelanalyse herangezogen werden zu kénnen. Bestimmte Quark-Kondensate sind po-
tentielle Ordnungsparameter der chiralen Symmetriebrechung, welche der massegenerierende
Mechanismus der QCD ist und den essentiellen Masseanteil der leichten Hadronen liefert.
Das Zusammenspiel von gednderten spektralen FKigenschaften mit mediumabhingigen QCD-
Kondensaten, d. h. den chiralen Ordnungsparametern, kann mit Hilfe von chiralen Partner-
Summenregeln studiert werden. Obwohl diese fiir leichte Spin-1-Mesonen eingefithrt wurden,
pladieren wir fiir deren Erweiterung auf Spin-0-Mesonen mit offenem Charm und demons-
trieren deren Sensitivitét auf chirale Dynamik. Insbesondere werden Signale fiir eine chirale
Restauration bei hohen Temperaturen evident, die mit den Resultaten aus hadronischen
effektiven Theorien kompatibel sind.
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1 Introduction

Richard Feynman’s statement ’All mass is interaction.’” [Gle92| seems ultimately validated
by the discovery of the Higgs boson [Aad12, Chal2| which is key to the understanding of
the masses of the elementary particles constituting the standard model. By coupling to the
scalar Higgs boson, these elementary particles acquire their respective masses. In particular,
the heavy masses of W and Z bosons, mediating the weak force, can be generated by
the Higgs mechanism [Hig64a, Hig64b, Eng64] which is based on a spontaneously broken
symmetry principle. In the realm of theoretical physics, symmetries play an important
role with applications in many fields but with outstanding relevance in particle physics.
Local gauge symmetries are the defining properties of the quantum field theories describing
the fundamental interactions between elementary particles. Studying unitary symmetry
groups has lead Zweig [Zwe64] and Gell-Mann [GM62,GM64] to introduce the quark model
underlying the structure of baryons and mesons. These are strongly interacting particles
and collectively referred to as hadrons.

The essential mass contribution to the visible universe, however, does not originate from
elementary particles but from massive hadrons, i.e. nucleons, being the building blocks of
nuclei. Controversially, the nucleon mass is orders of magnitude larger than the sum of the
masses of its constituents [Pat16], which is in conflict with the concept of binding energy in
electrodynamics suggesting an underlying theory with vastly different characteristics. Due to
the success of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [Fri73] in describing high-energy processes
involving hadrons, where quarks can be treated as quasi-free particles, its validity also in the
low-energy regime is assumed. Thus, QCD is believed to provide an adequate description of
the experimentally observable degrees of freedom (DoF), namely hadrons, which are bound
states of elementary quarks and massless gluons being the force carrying gauge bosons of the
strong interaction, i. e. it incloses the famous confinement problem. Interestingly, QCD bears
a mass generating mechanism for strongly interacting particles dissolving the nucleon mass
puzzle. It grounds on the spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry, besides confinement,
the central research subject in contemporary hadron physics.

1.1 Probes of strongly interacting matter

In order to shed light on the subatomic processes in the early stages of the universe char-
acterized by enormously high temperatures and to elucidate the formation and stability of
very dense cosmological object like neutron stars an understanding of strong interactions in
such extreme conditions is inevitable, i.e. a comprehensive picture how the microcosm of
particles physics determines the behavior of the macroscopic world even up to cosmological
scales must be envisaged. The thermodynamics of strongly interacting matter is quantified
by equations of state and the QCD phase diagram which features the phase transition or
crossover from hadronic matter to the quark-gluon-plasma, where quarks and gluons are lib-
erated. Associated with this transition are the confinement—deconfinement transition as well



1 Introduction

as the chiral symmetry breaking and restoration mechanism. Hence, the exact characteriza-
tion of the QCD phase diagram, e. g. the determination of the order of the phase transition,
the possible occurrence of a critical end point and/or crossover as well as the location of the
phase boundary, is the very focus of many theoretical and experimental efforts.

Heavy-ion collisions are an appropriate tool to explore the QCD phase diagram studying
the behavior of strongly interacting matter at finite temperatures and net-baryon densities.
The current experimental set ups at LHC [Aam08] and RHIC [Adc05, Ada05| produce a
wealth of data at high temperatures and low densities, thus, providing a glimpse on the young
universe, while the forthcoming experiments at FAIR [Fri06, Sch14, Bri07, Prel6], NICA
[Sis09, Kek16] and J-PARC [Sakl4]| are designed to study finite baryon densities giving
insights into dense stellar objects.! Heavy open flavor mesons, e.g. D and B mesons, can
serve as probes of hot and dense matter. They are produced in initial interactions of the
collision and can carry signals of the subsequent stages of the fireball; their identification
is facilitated by the heavy-quark content. To interpret these signals correctly, the medium
modifications of D mesons are of utmost importance and the main focus of this work.

Triggered by the Brown-Rho scaling law [Bro91], medium modifications of light hadrons,
in particular vector mesons, have been studied extensively. Experiments, e. g. at GSI [Aga07,
Agal2|, CERN-SPS [Aga95,Arn06], JLab [Nas07] and KEK [Nar06], used direct photons and
dileptons to detect altered spectral properties of p and w mesons in a strongly interacting
environment. Such investigations enable studies of the in-medium behavior of light chiral
partner mesons, which are of particular interest, because the difference of their spectral
functions quantifies the degree of the dynamical breaking of chiral symmetry. Hence, they
elucidate important features of the mass generating mechanism of QCD. In this thesis, we
dwell on the advantageous evaluation of chiral effects in the heavy-light meson sector, and
therefore, foster D mesons as adequate probes of chiral dynamics.

1.2 QCD in the low-energy regime

QCD, being an integral part of the standard model, is understood as the theory of the strong
interaction on quark level. It is formulated as a non-Abelian SU(3) gauge theory defined by
its Lagrangian density. Accordingly, each quark flavor exhibits a third degree degeneracy,
where the additional quantum number is the color charge. Quark interactions are mediated
by massless gauge bosons, i. e. the gluons. Corresponding to the adjoint representation of the
SU(3) symmetry group, there exist eight gluons which carry color charge and anti-charge.
Thus, gluons are self-interacting gauge bosons resulting in a strong coupling and gluon
field strength at large distances, i.e. the QCD vacuum is highly non-trivial featuring anti-
screening. In contrast to electrodynamics, an effective quark—anti-quark potential linearly
rises with growing distance. Hence, quarks are always confined into colorless hadrons. The
origin of this phenomenon, dubbed confinement, and its derivation from QCD is a pending
problem. Hadrons are of two kinds: either bosonic mesons with an even number of valence
quarks or fermionic baryons with an odd number of valence quarks.? The interaction of
protons and neutrons has been described by the strong iso-spin symmetry, where the nucleon
coupling is realized by an effective strong force via light-meson exchange, which is the actual

See the list of acronyms below for the various accelerator facilities and experiments.
2The classification of the newly observed exotic states is a current matter of debate.



1.2 QCD in the low-energy regime

origin of the name ’strong’ nuclear force, as it (over)compensates the Coulomb repulsion of
protons in the nucleus.

From QCD renormalization calculations one obtains quantum corrections to tree-level
vertices which yield a running coupling oy with negative derivative, therefore, the coupling
decreases for a growing renormalization scale, known as asymptotic freedom [Gro73,Pol73].
However, in the low-energy regime the coupling becomes large, thus, spoiling a perturbative
expansion, i.e. a power series in the coupling strength in order to compute observables
becomes useless. Accordingly, non-perturbative methods are to be utilized to treat hadrons
within the framework of QCD. In the following, a few particularly successful approaches are
presented.

Effective theories, e. g. chiral perturbation theory [Wei67a, Wei68|, obey the relevant sym-
metries of the QCD Lagrangian and describe the physically realized DoF, namely hadrons.
Imposing a rigorous power counting scheme on all possible terms consistent with the sym-
metries gives excellent control over the relevance of the considered terms, in particular, it
allows to distinguish leading order contributions from negligible higher order terms. Calcu-
lation of observables in these theories rely on the numerical values of particle masses and
couplings, so-called low-energy constants, as input parameters which are to be fitted from
experimental data or derived from the underlying theory.

Lattice QCD (¢QCD) [Wil74] aims for numerically solving QCD by literal evaluation of
path integrals on a finite, periodic, Euclidean space-time grid with finite lattice spacing a.
To obtain comparable results, a fit of intermediate data to observables fixing intrinsic pa-
rameters and to perturbative results in the continuum limit @ — 0 is in order. While £QCD
is limitedly suitable to disclose the intrinsic mechanisms of QCD, it has already proved to
be a very successful tool for particle spectroscopy, despite some issues with the treatment of
Goldstone bosons and hadrons in a strongly interacting environment characterized by finite
chemical potentials.

The Dyson-Schwinger—Bethe-Salpeter approach based on the pioneering works |Dys49,
Sch51b, Sal51] can be also applied to quark—anti-quark bound states providing their masses
and decay constants [Mun92]. Infinitely many coupled integral equations describe the bound
state by virtue of dressed quark and gluon propagators and a relativistic Bethe-Salpeter in-
teraction kernel. A truncation of the iteratively generated integral equations has to be
performed in order to obtain a feasible numerical approach. The hierarchy of contribu-
tions beyond standard truncation schemes, e. g. rainbow-ladder approximation, w.r.t. their
numerical impact is a recent matter of debate as well as different interaction models enter-
ing the Bethe-Salpeter kernel. There are many further attempts to extract the low-energy
dynamics of strongly interacting matter availing, e.g., current algebra, resummation and
renormalization group techniques, AdS/CFT correspondence, potential models, bag models
as well as instanton models.

Among the analytic approaches with intimate contact to QCD are QCD sum rules (QSRs)
which are pursued in this thesis. Introduced by Shifman, Vainshtein and Zakharov [Shi79]
they proved particularly successful in deducing spectral properties of low-lying hadronic res-
onances. QSRs connect QCD with phenomenology, i.e. quark DoF are linked to hadronic
DoF, by means of a dispersion relation of the current-current correlator. The dispersion
relation can be derived from Cauchy’s formula and the analytic properties of the correlator.
It builds a bridge between the low-energy spectrum of the considered current and the cor-
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relator at deep Euclidean momenta, where perturbative methods are applicable. Thereby,
integrated spectral properties are linked to QCD ground state expectation values of quark
and gluon operators, the celebrated condensates. An infinite tower of such condensates char-
acterizes the highly non-trivial QCD ground state, as they quantify the interaction of quarks
and gluons with the vacuum. Particular condensates, e. g. the famous chiral condensate (qq),
can serve as essential parts of order parameters of chiral symmetry and are therefore integral
to the understanding of the mass generating mechanism of QCD.

The conceptional strength of QSRs is apparent, inter alia, in the generalization of the
framework to in-medium situations [Boc86]. Due to the separation of scales, finite temper-
ature and/or baryon density effects on hadronic spectra by virtue of a strongly interacting
environment can be comprehensively traced back to numerically changing condensates in
low-temperature and -density approximations. The temperature and density dependence
of condensates can be deduced model independently by evaluation of the Gibbs averages
of the respective quark and gluon operators. The determination of their medium behavior
from QSRs, where always a combination of condensates enter, is more involved. However,
the limitations in extracting individual condensates, e. g. a particular order parameter, from
channel-specific QSRs can be circumvented by Weinberg sum rules (WSRs) [Wei67b] which
are sensitive to individual chirally odd condensates being potential order parameters of chiral
symmetry. Thus, WSRs are a valuable tool to study chiral dynamics by means of testable
implications of changing chirally odd condensate on chiral partner meson spectra.

1.3 Structure of the thesis

In this thesis, QSRs are utilized to determine medium modifications of the spectral properties
of heavy-light mesons, in particular D mesons. A careful foundation of the QSR framework
with emphasis on its generalization to medium situations is provided in Chap. 2 ensuring
the correct applications of the operator product expansion (OPE) machinery to higher order
condensate contributions. Thereby, current discussions on the meaning of condensates and
different QSR evaluation strategies are reviewed. Chapter 3 is devoted to the calculation
of light four-quark condensate contributions to the pseudo-scalar D meson OPE in nuclear
matter, motivated by their large numerical impact to the p meson sum rule and their crucial
role as potential order parameters of chiral symmetry. For the interested reader, many of
the intricate details of the in-medium computation are made available in App. C. Chiral
symmetry aspects of open charm mesons in a heat bath are presented in Chap. 4. Channel-
specific as well as chiral partner sum rules of pseudo-scalar and scalar D mesons are evaluated
at finite temperatures to test heavy-light mesons as probes of chiral symmetry restoration
assumed at high temperatures. The notion of chiral symmetry presented in App. B is a
prerequisite to this analysis. The key results of this work are summarized and discussed in
Chap. 5 supplemented by an outlook focusing on a promising QSR evaluation method as
well as on critical aspects of low-energy QCD, e. g. the value of the QSR framework and its
beneficial contribution to modern hadron physics. Appendix A recalls basics of (classical)
chromodynamics in order to clarify the notation used throughout this thesis, while Apps. D
and E describe techniques improving the reliability of QSR results.

10



1.3 Structure of the thesis

In the course of elaborating this thesis, the following publications have been written (in
chronological order):

(2)

(vi)

T. BucHHEIM, T. HILGER and B. KAMPFER: In-medium QCD sum rules for D

mesons: A projection method for higher order contributions, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 503,
012006 (2014).

T. BucHHEIM, T. HILGER and B. KAMPFER: Heavy-quark expansion for D and B
mesons in nuclear matter, EPJ Web Conf. 81, 05007 (2014).

T. BucHHEIM, T. HILGER and B. KAMPFER: Defining medium-specific condensates
in QCD sum rules for D and B mesons, Nucl. Part. Phys. Proc. 258-259, 213 (2015).

T. BucuHiEIM, T. HILGER and B. KAMPFER: Wilson coefficients and four-quark

condensates in QCD sum rules for medium modifications of D mesons, Phys. Rev. C
91, 015205 (2015).

T. BucuHEIM, T. HILGER and B. KAMPFER: Chiral symmetry aspects in the open
charm sector, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 668, 012047 (2016).

T. BucHHEIM, B. KAMPFER and T. HILGER: Algebraic vacuum limits of QCD con-
densates from in-medium projections of Lorentz tensors, J. Phys. G 43, 055105 (2016).
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2 QCD sum rules

The conceptional ideas and the theoretical foundation of QSRs were introduced by Shifman,
Vainshtein and Zakharov (SVZ) providing a systematic study of non-perturbative effects in
QCD [Shi79]| which circumvent complications arising for this non-Abelian gauge theory in
the low-energy regime. Originally applied to resonances of vector mesons in vacuum the
ideas and notions of the QSR framework have been extended to allow for a description of
baryons [Iof81], and more recently, also tetra- and penta-quark systems [Lat85,Zhu03]. Also
further hadronic properties are accessible, e.g. form factors [Nes82| and hadronic coupling
constants [Rei83|, inter alia, utilizing light-cone sum rules |Bal89, Bra89, Che90|. The valu-
able generalization of the scope of the QSR framework to cover single hadrons in a strongly
interacting medium at finite temperatures [Boc86, Hat93] and net-baryon densities [Fur92]
enables an understanding of recent and envisaged experimental results.'

The introduction to QSRs in this chapter builds on the original articles [Shi79, Boc86,
Fur92, Hat93] and is also based on reviews [Rei85, Col01], textbooks [Pas84, Nar07| and
more detailed papers [Nov84,Jin93, Gro95| dedicated to different technical aspects of the
framework.

2.1 Current-current correlator

In the framework of QQSRs phenomenological hadronic properties are connected to QCD pa-
rameters. By virtue of a dispersion relation (see below) the causal current-current correlator

T(q) = i / dte @1 [1(2)70)] 10) 2.1)

can be evaluated in a twofold way, where the short-range effects of quarks and gluons are
linked to the long-range effects of hadrons. The two-point function (2.1) is defined as the
Fourier transform of the time-ordered expectation value (EV) of the interpolating currents
J and JT. They are formed by quark and/or gluon operators in the Heisenberg represen-
tation reflecting the partonic content and quantum numbers, e.g. parity and spin, of the
hadron under consideration. The QCD ground state |2) differs from the vacuum of the free
theory |0), in particular a|Q2) # 0 with a being an annihilation operator of the free theory.?

Although the vacuum ground state |2) must be understood as a non-perturbative ground
state it is defined to satisfy Fq = 0, and hadrons as excitations of that ground state thus
have an energy equal to their mass in the rest frame. The QCD ground state is Lorentz
invariant and invariant under parity and time reversal transformations. While the QCD
ground state is not translational invariant, but acquires a phase factor when the translation

! Attempts are recently pursued in order to include effects of high magnetic fields into the framework
[Mac14,Chol5] which may occur in ultra-peripheral heavy-ion collisions.
’In the Lagrangian of the ’free theory’, interaction terms are absent.



2 QCD sum rules

operator is applied, EVs in this state are invariant under space-time translations as the phase
factors cancel each other.

The Gell-Mann-Low formula [Pas84, Ste93| connects EVs of Heisenberg operators, eval-
uated with the interacting states of the full theory, with EVs of operators in the interaction
representation, evaluated with states of the free theory [GM51]. For the relevant two-point
function one obtains

(OIT [(2)j (0)e 4'v im0y
(o|T [e fd4y£im(y)} |0)

(QIT | 7(2)7(0)] 10) = (2.2)

where Lint (A.15) is the interaction term of the Lagrangian comprising free fields. Whenever
the coupling ¢ in Liy obeys g < 1, a series expansion of the operator-valued exponentials
is a suitable starting point for a perturbative evaluation.

The current-current correlator (2.1) uncovers two particularly important regimes: (i) for
large space-like momenta, it represents the short-range quark—anti-quark fluctuations, per-
turbatively assessable, whereas (i) long-range hadronic properties are encoded for positive
momenta ¢> > 0. For instance, the correlator of the vector meson current jy = qYuq can be
linked to the hadron production cross section o in e*e™ annihilation via [Rei85]

9

(") =

ooz d 2g(eTe” — hadrons), (2.3)
where o = e?/(4r) is the quantum electrodynamics (QED) fine structure constant. This
formula already discloses a severe restriction to the interpretation of QSR results. The
phenomenological information provided by Eq. (2.3) is not unique to one specific vector
meson, but the cross section includes the complete spectrum of hadrons, and even multi-
particle excitation, with the quantum numbers of the considered vector meson. This becomes
obvious from explicitly writing out the time-ordering in Eq. (2.1) employing the integral
representation of the Heavyside function (and intermediate insertion of a complete set of
hadronic states) which leads to the Kallén-Lehmann representation |[Kdl52, Leh54| of the
correlator

m@:—/m(q““@.— mM@>) 2.4

0 — W + 1€ go — W — 1€

with independent spectral densities

o) = 5= [ d'z Q@) 019, (25)
o) = 5 [ dte P (@l 0)i(@)I) (2.6

for particles (p) and anti-particles (p). However, in vacuum (due to the assumed symmetries
of the QCD ground state) or for self-adjoint particles (e.g. the p® meson) with j(w) =
—p(—w) the correlator reads

p(s
d . )
/ ss_q 2.7)
0

14



2.1 Current-current correlator

Insertion of a complete set of hadronic states {|h)} into the definition (2.5) of the spectral
density

p(p) = (2m)% 6 (p — (pn — pa))(Q5(0)|R) (l57(0)]€2) (2.8)
h

reveals that all hadronic states |h) with the quantum numbers of the considered current, i.e.
(Q|7(0)|h) # 0, contribute to the spectral density (and thus to the correlator). In Eq. (2.8),
pa (pr) denotes the eigen value of the momentum operator applied to the QCD ground state
|©2) (hadronic state |h)). In vacuum one can choose pg = 0 due to Lorentz invariance of the
QCD ground state.

In a strongly interacting environment characterized by a medium velocity v, and some
intensive thermodynamic properties, the current product of the correlator (2.1) is not evalu-
ated with the QCD ground state |§2), but it is Gibbs averaged, i.e. the substitution [Boc86|

Q- ]Q) — () = %Tr [ .. e~ (H—-uN)/T (2.9)

is required to generalize the correlator to cover in-medium situations.®> The quantity Z =
Tr[e~(H=1N)/T] is the grand-canonical partition function, where H denotes the QCD Hamil-
tonian operator (emerging from Lagrangian (A.1)), T is the temperature of the system, N
symbolizes some additive quantum number, e. g. baryon number, strangeness, etc., and p is
the corresponding chemical potential. The trace represents the summation over complete
sets of states to any particle number (baryon number, strangeness, etc.) N. As the presence
of the strongly interacting medium breaks Lorentz invariance, the correlator depends on
qo and ¢ separately. Generalized formulae for the Kéallén-Lehmann representation (2.4) of
the Gibbs averaged causal correlator (2.1) as well as retarded and advanced correlators are
presented in [Neg88].

The in-medium ground state is understood as a many-particle state. In contrast to
the vacuum QCD ground state, it is only assumed to be invariant under parity and time
reversal transformations in its local rest frame and it is not invariant under all Lorentz
transformations [Fur92]. However, EVs calculated in this state, e.g. the current-current
correlator (2.1), do have well defined Lorentz transformation properties. The new feature
in the medium is the additional four-vector v, that must be transformed when making the
comparison of observables in different reference frames and must be included when building
tensors or identifying invariant functions [Fur92|. Analogous to the QCD ground state EV,
translational invariance is assumed for the Gibbs average, i.e. (O(z))) = (O(x + a))) for
arbitrary operators O [Jin93].

2.1.1 Vacuum dispersion relation

On grounds of analyticity a dispersion relation can be derived connecting the current-current
correlator (2.1), expressed in QCD DoF for deep-Euclidean momenta, to the hadronic sum
in Eq. (2.8) at physical momenta. Assuming analyticity of the correlator IT(¢?) within the

3In subsequent parts of this work, where vacuum and in-medium ground state EVs are not distinguished
explicitly, the common symbol (---) is used.
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2 QCD sum rules
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Figure 2.1: The integration contours C for a derivation of the dispersion relations in
vacuum (left panel) and in medium (right panel) using Cauchy’s integral theorem. The
operator product expansion (OPE) is employed at bold dots either in the complex momen-
tum ¢? plane (left) or complex energy go plane at fixed ¢ (right), respectively. Red lines
indicate positions of hadronic poles and cuts of the correlator along the real axis.

contour C, where the poles of the correlator along the positive real axis are excluded, cf. left
panel of Fig. 2.1, Cauchy’s integral theorem is applicable, i.e.

() = - fds H(S)Z (2.10)

T 2mi

sS—q
C
| O(s) 1 [ Ti(s+ie) — Ti(s — ie)
S s+1e) —1l(s — 1€
= — d — [ d . 2.11
27 Ss—q2+2m' s 5 — q2 (2.11)
|s|=R 0+

The integration contour of the second integral in Eq. (2.11) runs on both sides along the
positive real axis with € > 0. Thus, the Schwarz reflection principle II(2*) = II*(2) can be
applied to the discontinuity

ATI(s) = %15% [TI(s + ie) — TI(s — i€)] (2.12)

and one can identify the spectral density by comparing with the K&llén-Lehmann represen-
tation (2.7) of the correlator, i.e.

All(s) = ImlI(s) = mp(s) . (2.13)

The first integral in Eq. (2.11) over the circle with radius R vanishes, if the current-current
correlator on this circle for R — oo decreases sufficiently rapidly, i. e. lim|y_, II(s) oc 1/]s|"
is satisfied for arbitrary n > 0. The resulting dispersion relation

M(g?) = - / dslflf;) (2.14)
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2.1 Current-current correlator

as one possible representation of the correlator (2.1) is the starting point of a QSR analysis
in vacuum [Shi79]. Another representation of the correlator (2.1) in terms of quark and
gluon DokF utilizes the OPE, which is presented in Sec. 2.2.

If the integrand in the first integral in Eq. (2.11) does not decrease rapidly enough for
|¢?| — oo, as required in the derivation of Eq. (2.14), the integral along the circle R does not
vanish, but converges to a finite-degree polynomial instead [Sug61]. Assuming |TI(s)| < |s|V
for s — oo with IV € N a finite fixed integer and R — oo one can prove this statement. As
|¢?| < |s|, if s is on the circle, the integrand can be expanded in a geometric series. If II(s)
obeys the above assumption the power series in ¢2/s breaks down at the power N. Thus, in
such a case the vacuum dispersion relation reads

o N
9 1 ImII(s) on
II(g%) /ds Py +nz:;)anq , (2.15)
instead of (2.14), with a, = %limm%m f027r dell(s)/s™. For clarity, one may point out
that the coefficients a,, are not proportional to derivatives of II(s) at s = 0 which enter the
forthcoming subtracted dispersion relation. The (N + 1)-th derivative with respect to ¢* of
Eq. (2.15) eliminates the polynomial.

If TI(¢?) is analytic in the vicinity of the origin a further approach to the dispersion
relation is feasible leading to so-called subtraction terms but circumvents polynomials from
the integral over the circle with radius R. If the lower limit of the integral along the positive
real axis is a finite value sp, which may be regarded as the energy squared of the first
resonance of the spectral density, this approach can be pursued. Subtracting on both sides
of Eq. (2.10) the Taylor polynomial of the correlator around the origin up to the power of
N —1,

N=1 11(n) s s N-1 oy S
(¢*) = ) L)‘S:O(f" = 1.j{ds ) y i fdsgﬁrz : (2.16)

| — g2 i
n! 271 s—q = 27 /]

n=0

the assumption leading to the polynomial in Eq. (2.15) yields the N-fold subtracted disper-
sion relation in vacuum

N—=1 11(n) s o0 N mIl(s
H(q2) _ Z II ( )‘s:0q2n — l/ds <(]2> ! H(g) , (217)

n! T S s—q

n=0 50

where TI()(s)|s—o denotes the n-th derivative of the current-current correlator evaluated at
the origin. The N terms of the polynomial in powers of ¢® on the 1. h.s. of Eq. (2.17), i.e.
the terms of the sum, are dubbed subtraction terms.

2.1.2 Medium dispersion relation

The medium dispersion relation differs from that in vacuum. Due to the presence of the
medium, represented by the medium velocity v,, Lorentz invariance is broken and the
current-current correlator does not solely depend on the outer hadron momentum g2, but
becomes a function of all possible scalar products of ¢, and v, i.e. II(q,v) = (q?, v?,vq).
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2 QCD sum rules

In the rest frame of the medium the correlator is a function of go and @, i.e. II(qo, ¢) and
one can make no further restrictions to the pole structure. In contrast to the vacuum, the
correlator exhibits now poles along the complete energy axis [Fur92| and the desired dis-
persion relation must be derived on the complex energy plane rather than on the ¢ plane.
As the OPE building on perturbative methods is valid for large space-like momenta only,
the correlator must be continued analytically for imaginary values of ¢y performing a Wick
rotation. For gy = iq) with ¢}, € R, the requirement ¢ < 0 is satisfied.

Analogously to the derivation in vacuum, Cauchy’s integral theorem

(g0, q) = 1j{dww (2.18)

211 w —qo
C

is applied to the integration contour C in the right panel of Fig. 2.1 for fixed ¢. The in-
medium correlator can be decomposed into an even and odd part with respect to the hadron

energy qo:

(g0, ) = I (q0, §) + q011°"* (g0, ) (2.19)
with
1
a0, 9) = 5 [H(qo, q) + I(—qo, ci)} =II°""(—qo0, 9) (2.20a)
(0] 1 (0]
11°(qo, q) = 20 [H(QO,@ - H(_QOJD} = 1°Y(—qp, 7). (2.20Db)

Provided that the discontinuity is restricted to the real axis, i.e.

1
All(w, §) = - lim [H(w +ie, §) — (w — e, q_')} = ImI(w,q) , (2.21)

the N-fold subtracted dispersion relation in medium of the even part takes the form

q0)" [+ (=1)"]

N-1
even 1 H(n) (w’(j) w=
e (g0, ) — = 3 !‘-°<

2 o n
and for the odd part it reads
4 g, L 3 T Dl iy
n=0
- % 7dw ImII(w, q) zévvll 2 (_1)NL:_Z’OQ§1 +T (2.23)
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2.2 Operator product expansion

2.2 Operator product expansion

Utilizing Wilson’s operator product expansion (OPE) the correlator is linked to the quark
and gluon DoF [Wil69]. As hadrons are the relevant DoF of the strong interaction theory for
low energies, whereas quarks can be resolved for large momentum transfer only, an expansion
based on quark DoF is valid, intuitively, only for large outer momenta. The proof of the
validity of the OPE is based on Feynman diagram techniques and is rigorously proven only
for perturbation theory [Shi79]. Following Wilson, an operator product can be expanded
into an asymptotic series of complex functions C’n and local operators O, for short distances

T —y:
A(x)B(y) = > _ Cu(z —y)Oy. (2.24)

The Wilson coefficients Ch,(z — y) are singular for z — y. The full expansion features an
infinite number of local operators O,, sorted by the degree of singularity rising with index n.
Due to the constant mass dimension of the operator product A(z)B(y) the operators on the
r.h.s. of Eq. (2.24) may be sorted by their mass dimension accordingly, where the sum runs
over all products of operators in the theory under consideration. Apart from the perturbative
contribution with O, = 1 (dim,, = 0) all possible products of the available operators in
QCD, i.e. gauge covariant derivative D,, (dim,, = 1), quark operator ¢ (dim,, = 3/2) and
gauge field strength tensor G, (dim,, = 2) (Dirac, flavor and color indices are not displayed
here), form local operators O,, with increasing mass dimension entering the expansion.

In momentum space the OPE reads
[ dta 1D A@)B) = 3 Cula)0, (225)

with C,, oc ¢7""™, where m is a constant value depending on the mass dimension of the
operator product A(x)B(y). Due to the polynomial structure of the Wilson coefficients the
terms of the series (2.25) beyond the perturbative contribution are dubbed power corrections.
As the series (2.25) is an expansion on operator level the complex valued Wilson coefficient
do not depend on the state used to evaluate the operator product. In particular, the coeffi-
cients are not altered weather the OPE is evaluated in vacuum or medium. Despite further
medium-specific condensates and associated Wilson coefficients entering the OPE for finite
temperatures and/or baryon densities, the Wilson coefficients of the vacuum-specific con-
densates at low temperatures are (approximately) equal to the Wilson coefficients of these
condensates in vacuum.? Wilson coefficients can be calculated utilizing the background field
expansion in Fock-Schwinger gauge outlined in Subsec. 2.2.1 or further approaches, e. g. the
plane wave method [Rei85, Bag94|.

The evaluation of the current-current correlator (2.1) comprises the EV of the time-
ordered operator product of the expansion (2.25) with A(x) = j(z) and B(y = 0) = j(0),
i.e.

M(q) = Y Cu(@)(2]04]Q) . (2.26)

“The notions of vacuum- and medium-specific condensates and its relevance for in-medium QSRs are
explained in detail in App. C.2.
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2 QCD sum rules

The quantity (©2]0,|Q?) is referred to as a QCD condensate. If the OPE is calculated in
perturbation theory solely the EV of the unit operator contributes, because all further EVs
vanish. To account for non-perturbative effects also the EVs of higher mass dimension
operators must not vanish. Due to the QCD ground state |2) the EVs of the operators O,,
give finite results. Thus, non-perturbative effects are absorbed into condensates, whereas
the Wilson coefficients contain the perturbative part. To ensure separation of long-range
from short-range effects the introduction of a scale p is mandatory. The separation of scales
is necessary for loop corrections, where small momentum contributions to the momentum
integrals lead to Wilson coefficients which contain long-range effects. This requires the
redefinition of condensates |Col01]. Therefore, the 'practical OPE’ is introduced in [Shi98].
At finite loop order and with condensates up to a fixed mass dimension the separation of
scales is achieved by a redefinition of the condensates.

If the OPE of a Gibbs averaged current-current correlator is performed, Gibbs averaged
operators ((Oy)) will enter. As the QCD ground state is the lowest energy contribution to
the trace in Eq. (2.9), the deviation of the numerical values of a Gibbs averaged operator
{(On)) from its ground state EV (Q0,|Q) grows for increasing intensive thermodynamic
quantities of the system, e. g. temperature or baryon density, while their values coincide for
vanishing thermodynamic parameters. The meaning of condensates beyond their role in an
OPE, where they absorb the non-perturbative phenomena, and further details on in-medium
condensates are presented in Sec. 2.3.

If the separation of scales is verified, perturbative methods can be utilized for actual
calculations. Evaluation of the current-current correlator (2.1) in the deep-Euclidean region
q?> < 0 allows for the application of Wick’s theorem, which is based on the decomposition of
field operators into positive and negative frequency parts with associated annihilation and
creation operators. While such a Fourier decomposition is common for free field operators,
it is impossible for interacting operators in the Heisenberg representation. However, the
operators in the interaction representation of perturbation theory satisfy the equations of
motion (EoMs) of the free theory enabling a decomposition similar to free fields. In this
regard, Wick’s theorem is a perturbative method [Rom69]. For a time-ordered product of n
operators one has [Pes95]

T[p1(x1)d2(2) -+ Pn(Tn)] = : d1(x1)P2(72) - - Pnln) :

+ : all possible contractions :, (2.27)
where a contraction 'L’ is defined by
P1(x1)da2(22) = (O|T [¢1(21)P2(22)] |0) (2.28)
(I
and ': --- :’ denotes normal-ordering, i.e. within the colons all annihilation operators are

grouped to the right of creation operators. If Wick’s theorem is applied to the vacuum
EV of operators, the normal-ordered terms will vanish due to the definition of normal-
ordering, in particular: (0|:(odd number of operators):|0) = 0. Thus, solely fully contracted
terms remain. These considerations apply to the ground state |0) of the free theory, due to
al0) = 0, but do not apply the QCD ground state |Q2). Hence, Wick-uncontracted operators
sandwiched between QCD ground states can have non-zero values forming the celebrated
condensates.
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2.2 Operator product expansion

2.2.1 Background field expansion in Fock-Schwinger gauge

The correlators of color neutral currents considered in this thesis are gauge invariant [Nov84].
That is, every particular gauge condition on the gluonic background field yields the same
results and, thus, can be chosen appropriately. The Fock-Schwinger gauge

(2t — zg)Ap(z) =0, (2.29)

independently introduced by Fock [Foc37] and Schwinger [Sch51a] in the framework of QED,
is suitable for the OPE of current-current correlators. The SVZ sum rules widened the
application of the gauge (2.29) introducing it to QCD calculations, because it allows for
a compact formulation of quark and gluon propagators. The calculus presented in this
section is derived from [Nov84,Pas84|. Usually, one chooses zfj = 0. Although the gauge
condition (2.29) is scale independent as well as has an independence under parity and time
reversal transformations it breaks translation symmetry. However, the cancellation of the
xo dependence in the calculation is supported by arguments in [Nov8&4].

The Fock-Schwinger gauge implies the relation
1
Au(x) = /da azx’Gyy,(ax) (2.30)
0

which connects the gluonic background field potential A, to its field strength tensor G,,,.
Furthermore, in the Taylor expansion of arbitrary fields

o0
1
$lx) = a2 (o, Oy 6)a= (2.31)
n=0
it allows for a substitution of the partial derivatives 0,, = 0/0xq, by covariant derivatives
D, (m) = aai - igAai(x):
2 (0gy v Oy @) =0 = T -+ 2% (Dey -+ - Da,, @) z—=0 - (2.32)
Expanding the field strength tensor G, in Eq. (2.30) at the origin using Eq. (2.32) with
¢ = G, yields

1 0o "
A,u(x) = /da az” %xal R (Doq e DanGuu)xZO (2'33)
0 n=0
- 1 v, o (0%
= Z mx X L.o.. xr (Dal s DOC"GV/L)J::O s (234)

i.e. the covariant expansion of the gluon field in terms of the gluon field strength ten-
sor. Analogously, within the Fock-Schwinger gauge one obtains the covariant expansion of
fermion field operators by substituting ¢ with ¢ or its adjoint ¢ in Eq. (2.31):

1
Y(r) = Z ﬁxal o 2% (Dey, -+ - Doy ) e—o (2.35a)
n=0
_ =1 e -
D) =3 g (wpal ---Dan) - (2.35b)
n=0 r=
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2 QCD sum rules

iS(x,y) iSO (z —y) iSO (z — 2) iSO (2 —y)
- = - + -< e -

iSO@—2) iSO(z1—20) iSO (20 —y)
+ - é -¢ é -¢ +
igA(z1) igA(22)

Figure 2.2: Diagrammatic representation of the perturbative quark propagator S (thick
solid line) in a classical, weak, gluonic background field yielding a series of the free quark
propagator S (thin solid lines) coupled via soft-gluon exchange (curly lines) to the back-
ground (crosses). The vertices originate from the interaction Lagrangian.

The background field method is utilized to model non-perturbative effects of the vacuum
and the medium. The quark propagator S(z,y) = —i(T[q(x)q(y)]), emerging from Wick’s
theorem, does not describe free propagation but the propagation of the quark in a classical,
weak, gluonic background field A,. This propagator is dubbed perturbative propagator
throughout this thesis; it satisfies the relations

[(2) = my | S(2,9) = [id. + gA(z) = my| S(z,9) = 6D (= = y) . (2.36)
Provided the impact of the background field via gA, is a small perturbation, S(z,y) can

be expanded in an asymptotic series [1tz80, Nov84]. The derivation employs the free quark
propagator S (z, z) = iS©) (z — 2), which fulfills

S(U)(x—z){—igﬁz —mq} =W (z—2), (2.37)

to obtain the implicit integral equation of the perturbative propagator
iS(x,y) = iSOz —y) + /d4z iSO (& — 2)igA(2)iS(z,y) . (2.38)
An iterative expansion of Eq. (2.38) yields
iS(x,y) = S (z —y)
oo
+ Z / Atz - d?z, iSO (z — 21)igA(21)iS O (21 — 22) - igA(20)iS D (2, — 1) .
n=1
(2.39)
The diagrammatic interpretation of the first three terms of this expansion is illustrated in
Fig. 2.2. Due to the gauge condition (2.29) the perturbative quark propagator (2.39) does
not exhibit translation invariance, i.e. space-time shifts + — 2/ = x — y do not give the

same expression, in contrast to the free quark propagator. Thus, S(z,y) and S(x — y,0)
are different quantities. In order to preserve the gauge condition, two separate Fourier
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2.2 Operator product expansion

transforms of the perturbative quark propagator are introduced:

S(p) = /d433 eP*S(x,0), (2.40)
S(p) = /d4x e P50, x). (2.41)
The Fourier transforms of the free quark propagators and the gluonic background field read
5(0) (q) = /d4x ciax g(0) (,0) = /d4a: o —i4z g(0) 0,2), (2.42)
Au(k) = / Ao ehT A (2) (2.43)

Further utilizing momentum derivatives 0, of the Fourier exponentials to absorb the spatial
dependence of the covariant expansion (2.34) the perturbative quark propagator in a classical,
weak, gluonic background field can be expanded as

— i S (p) (2.44)
n=0
with
$™(p) = ~5O (p) (v4) S p)
= —8 = (p) (74) SO p)
= (=1)"8O(p) (vA4) SO p) - (v4) SO ), (2.45)

n times (A/A)Sw) (p)

where the background field contribution (7[1) = 7“[1“ is inserted using the expansion

=> AP, (2.46)

k=0

Ak = _g

y

(_Z-)k+1

= (Day -+ Do, Gy Voo L. 9% 2.4
15 (Per DG 005" 05 (2.47)

z=0 "p~Pp
The partial derivatives dp contained in a particular ('yfl) act on all functions (quark propaga-
tors) to the right in Eq. (2.45), whereas the contained covariant derivatives D, solely affect

the next gluonic field strength tensor G,,. Analogously, one can derive the perturbative
quark propagator

3(p) = SO Z SO (7 A) SO(p)... (%‘Z) SO(p) | (2.48)

<
n times (’yA) S0 (p)

where the arrows indicate the direction of application of the partial derivatives in (yA).
Although, the perturbative quark propagator in position space (2.39) is not translation
invariant, i.e. S(x,0) differs from S(0,z), Eqgs. (2.48) and (2.44) are identical.
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2 QCD sum rules

To denote the order of the background field expansion A*i) contained in the perturbative
quark propagator (2.44) one may introduce the notation

Sttty ) = (1S )y AFD SO (p) -y A 5O () (2.49)
If ki =--- =k, = k is satisfied, the notation reduces to S((Z)(k))(p).

As OPEs of current-current correlators to higher orders in the perturbative expansion
are to be considered, also the perturbative gluon propagator in a classical, weak, gluonic
background field needs to be introduced to achieve a complete evaluation. In this thesis, no
contributions are evaluated which demand inclusion of the perturbative gluon propagator.
Accordingly, only a brief, schematic derivation is presented in the following.

Propagation of the gluon is modeled by further terms entering the QCD Lagrangian if
the gauge field is substituted by [Shu82b, Gro95|

A A
AL +ay, . (2.50)
In this derivation, the gluon field strength tensors Gﬁy and the covariant derivatives D,

solely contain the background field A;‘. Similarly as above, the Fock-Schwinger gauge is
chosen for Al’i‘ retaining the purely gluonic QCD Lagrangian

Loy = Laa gaw %(D#af)z + %(D#af)(D”aA”) + %gaA”GﬁVBaB” +-- (2.51)

4 H
with
D,ai = 8,02 + gAﬁCag ) (2.52a)
A = pAPCAR (2.52b)
Gal = fABeGS, (2.52¢)

being gauge invariant with respect to the free gluon field aﬁ [Nov84|. The fourth term of the

Lagrangian (2.51) yields only vertex functions F,(}l,) containing one background field, whereas

the second and third term in Eq. (2.51) provide, apart from FE}V), further vertex functions

F,(LZV) containing two background fields. The perturbative gluon propagator in a classical,
weak, gluonic background field is defined by

DB (w,y) = —i(T [aj(z)al (y)]) (2.53)

Its diagrammatic representation is displayed in Fig. 2.3. If the Lagrangian (2.51) is sup-
plemented by the gauge fixing term —%(D“af)){ ensuring canonical quantization, the re-

sulting free gluon propagator is DES,) (p) = —guw/p* and the corresponding vertex functions
1 . . . .

are Ffw) = ngfB(p{‘ + p%)g,w — ngZ‘B(pl,, — pay) — ngfB(pQH —Pip) — ngﬁVB as well

as FE?,,) = —g2Af\‘CACB )‘gW — gQAfCAgB + ggAchgB, where p; is the incoming and po

the outgoing momentum of the propagating gluon. Construction of the perturbative gluon
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O)AB(

,uu

DAB
T~ ST

B L S

Figure 2.3: Diagrammatic representation of the perturbative gluon propagator D (thick
curly line) in a classical, weak, gluonic background field yielding a series of the free gluon
propagator D(® (thin curly lines) coupled via soft-gluon exchange to the background
(crosses). The vertices originate from the interaction part of the Lagrangian (2.51).

propagator up to order 1/p5 as in Fig. 2.3 using Eq. (2.34) yields

D, (p) = / d*x eip(x’y)Duu(ﬂ?,y)

g 44 21
N _f Y =G +9 5 (PD)Gw — ggfﬁngAGMpa

tos 2 (pD)gu D Crop” + g 8( 2D2Gruy — 4(pD)* G )

1 4
2 A 2 2% Ao
-9 ﬁg’”’ (P (Gro)? — 4(p*Go) ) +y9 Eg GnGoy - (2.54)

The Fock-Schwinger gauge allows to compute the OPE (2.26) of the current-current
correlator (2.1) in a systematic and profound way not relying on "appropriate’ states to single
out particular Wilson coefficients of the OPE as necessary for the plane wave method [Rei85].
Applying Wick’s theorem to the components of the interpolating currents j(z) and j7(0) in
Eq. (2.1) leads to perturbative quark and/or gluon propagators, i.e. the expansions (2.44)
and/or (2.54) emerge, respectively. Remaining Wick-uncontracted partonic operators and
the background fields entering through the perturbative quark and gluon propagators form
the normal-ordered condensates. Accordingly, the free propagators and the vertex functions
entering the expansions (2.44) and/or (2.54) form the Wilson coefficients. Starting from
the very first terms of the expansions (2.44) one recognizes the perturbative contribution
and the well known low mass dimension condensates, e.g. the chiral condensate (gq) and
the gluon condensate (G?). For higher order as contributions and for more exotic hadrons
comprising gluonic valence partons or pure glueballs the expansion (2.54) becomes relevant.

2.2.2 Renormalization

Following Ref. [Pas84] the renormalization procedure is reviewed to arrive at the running
coupling, quark masses and renormalized condensates. These are employed in vacuum QSR
analyses by authors which aim for the extraction of hadronic and/or QCD parameters with
the highest accuracy allowed by the framework, e.g. [Narl3, Lucl5]. If the impact of a
strongly interacting medium on hadronic observables is envisaged one may refrain from
using the running quantities. In order to gain further insights into the convergence behavior
of the OPE such efforts are worthwhile.
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2 QCD sum rules

Experimentally observable quantities can be calculated by means of Green’s functions in
perturbative quantum field theories. If quantum corrections to the classical description are
addressed one encounters (superficially) divergent momentum integrals in intermediate steps
of the calculation which must vanish in the final result. These divergences are associated
to loops in the corresponding Feynman diagrams, e.g. self-energies or vertex-corrections.
To treat the divergences one has to fix a regularization and a renormalization scheme, e.g.
dimensional renormalization and the MS scheme, respectively. While the former casts the
divergences into a rigorous form, e.g. a pole 1/¢ in the limit € — 0 after introducing a scale
w to preserve mass dimension, the latter eliminates them by inserting appropriate counter
terms proportional to C; into the Lagrangian, which exactly cancel the divergences in a
given loop order, i.e. the counter terms are a power series in g2 up to the given loop order.
One then defines the renormalization constants

Zi=1-C; (2.55)

for each term in the Lagrangian, which allow to write the constituting fields and parame-
ters (couplings, masses, gauge) as bare quantities absorbing the renormalization constants.
Gauge invariance of the Lagrangian requires the bare couplings of each single interaction
term to coincide, i.e. the Slavnov-Taylor identities give restrictions on renormalization con-
stant ratios. As the counter terms are not unique various renormalization schemes can be
applied in order to calculate Green’s functions.

Renormalization invariance means independence of physical observables of the renormal-
ization scheme chosen for their theoretical calculation. The group structure within classes of
renormalization can be easily exhibited for multiplicatively renormalizable, general Green’s
functions

Pr(--)=2ZrT(-), (2.56)

where Zp denotes the appropriate product of renormalization constants in the renormaliza-
tion scheme R. For a different scheme R’ one has T'r/(--+) = Zr T'(---) analogously. Thus,
the differently normalized Green’s functions satisfy

Pri(-+) =ZrpTr(--) with Zpp=Zr/Zg. (2.57)

Therefore, for the set of all possible Z g g with arbitrary R and R’ there exist the composition
law

Zr'p = ZR'RZR'R - (2.58)

For each element Zg/ g one can associate an inverse Zﬁ,lR = Zprpr' and a unit element Zrp = 1.
These relations define a group structure. Notice that the composition law is not defined for
two arbitrary elements of the group, because the resulting product Zg, r; Zr, g, is an element
of the group for j = k only.

The relation between the renormalized and bare Green’s function which depend on the
gauge coupling o, the quark masses m, and the gauge fixing parameter £ reads

Tr(pi, - o s g, € 1) = lim { Zo(n, To(pr, - o aso mgo, &)} (2:59)
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2.2 Operator product expansion

with the combined field renormalization constant Zp(u,e) depending on the number and
type of fundamental QCD field operators contained in the Green’s function I'p with mass
dimension dr. The p-independence of the bare Green’s function, i.e. %Fo = 0, implies

0 das 0 dmg, 0 d¢ o uw dZp
g 7 &9 p, o BTy 2.60
8u G du Do Z,u du Omy +udu oc| BT zp dp (2.60)

where one can introduce a set of universal functions 3, 7; and 0 depending on oy, my and &:

dag podm
H d,u = aSB(aS7mq7§)7 mq d,uq = _’Yq(asvmqug)7
dg p dZr
N@ = g(s(awmq’é.) 9 Za = ’VF(asa mfb&) (261)

with the famous f function determining the behavior of the running coupling and the anoma-
lous dimension 7p of the Green’s function from the (combined) field renormalization. These
functions convert Eq. (2.60) into the renormalization group equation (RGE)

0 0 0
/1/87 + 5 045 055 ZV(] O‘b mqa 5(046)67 - FVF(O‘S) 'r=0, (2'62)
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where only the as-dependence of the universal functions in Egs. (2.61) has been written
explicitly. The expressions for these functions can be obtained from the corresponding
renormalization constants (2.55) calculated in a given renormalization scheme. In the MS
scheme applied throughout this thesis, these fundamental functions are mg-independent,
while the £ function is also independent of the gauge parameter €.

Dimensional analysis puts another constraint on the Green’s function. Scaling the mo-
menta p; by a dimensionless parameter A one has

FR(Aph ceey /\pN7 aS7m(I7£; M) = )\dr PR(ph -y PN, ab7mq/A7£7u/A) (263)

resulting in
0 0 0
— —— 4+ p=— —dr|T o, Mg, §3 ) = 2.64
Aax T Eq mqamq+uau dr | Tr(Ap1, ..., ApN; as,mg, & ) = 0 (2.64)

which is known from Euler’s homogenous function theorem. Introducing the dimensionless
quantities

t=InA and xzy=my/p (2.65)

for convenience and upon application of Eq. (2.64) one obtains the RGE (2.62) in the desired
form

0 0 0 0
9 + /3(0%)%8 o + 5@‘8)58*5 - g{l + ’Yq(OCS)}xqaixq

dp - maS)] D R(ep, ., 'pavs oy gy 1) = 0 (2.66)
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2 QCD sum rules

which is the fundamental equation of the renormalization group. As above, the fundamental
functions appearing in Eq. (2.66) do not only depend on «g but also on z, and . The
general solution of Eq. (2.66) reads®

FR(etph ) etpN; Qs, Tg, 67 /’L)
= AT (1, ..., pvs Gs(t), 24 (1), E(8); e Jo 4 (@2 0ED) (2. 67)
where the running coupling as(t), mass 7,(t) and gauge £(t) expressions are obtained via

the method of characteristics. Thus, first one must solve the system of coupled ordinary
differential equations

D) 1520 €00). 50) = s, 265)
df(tth(t) = —4(t) [1 + 711(5‘8(75)’573(1(75)’5(75))] ) Z4(0) = g, (2.69)
dfft) ()3 (as(t), zq(t),£(1)) , £(0)=¢. (2.70)

As we work in the MS scheme and are interested in the running coupling and mass, only the
B function and the mass anomalous dimension v, need to be specified. They are polynomials
in the coupling as = ag/, i.e.

Blas) = Pras + faal + -+ and  yg(as) = y1as + 7207 + - (2.71)
with the coefficients [Pas84, Ynd06]

1 2
ﬁl 2< 3 f>7 et 5 ( 7)
1 19 1 10
= 1—- —N, 101 — — NV, 2.
B2 ~1 <5 3 f> ; =1 < 0 5 f) (2.73)

which are determined from the one- and two-loop contributions to the renormalization con-
stants Z,, and Z,, evaluated in the MS scheme for N, = 3 and N; flavors. One introduces
the renormalization group invariant (RGI) scale A and the RGI quark mass 724 and obtains
for the corresponding two-loop result of the running coupling

_ _ v, al 1 q>

al?(¢*) = al(¢?) [1 - ij 77( )y = (2.74)
with the one-loop expression

a{M(¢?) - (2.75)

—fryIn 3

and for the running mass

mg‘z‘)(q‘z):mgl)( ){1+ {vlgilnCl A%) Bll <72— gi)}sﬂ(qz)} (2.76)

5Comparing this result with Eq. (2.63) exhibits that the global scale factor of the Green’s function is not the
naively expected AT but exp (tdr — fo dt’ yr(as(t'), Zq(t'),€(t'))) which is the reason that yr is dubbed
the anomalous dimension.
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2.2 Operator product expansion

with the one-loop expression

-n/B1
A 1 —g2\"/h A o?él) 2y ™
A0 () = 11y (f%é) ey _5175“ . (2.77)

The QCD condensates entering the OPE are EVs of composite operators which in general
also require renormalization [Pas84,Nar89, Ynd06,Nar07]. Due to the short distance singu-
larities of composite local operators their very definition and renormalization is a subject
by itself [Zim73]. However, the situation for the QSR relevant quantities is much simpler,
because EVs of such operators are considered which is similar to perturbation theory, where
Green’s functions are expanded in the coupling times the interaction Lagrangian being a
local composite operator of free fields. In perturbation theory, the renormalization of the
fields composing the interaction Lagrangian does not absorb the ultra-violet divergences
agsociated with the vertex described by the considered interaction term, but requires the
renormalization of the coupling as well. Similarly, the renormalization of other composite op-
erators demands an additional overall renormalization constant beyond the renormalization
of their component fields.

In QCD, the fundamental fields can be renormalized multiplicatively, i.e. there exists a
one-to-one correspondence between bare and renormalized fields, because all fundamental
fields entering the action have different quantum numbers, thus they do not mix under
renormalization. In contrast, composite operators can and do mix, as there are usually
several of them which share the same quantum numbers. Renormalization of a composite
operator involves three types of bare composite operators: (I) gauge invariant operators
which do not vanish by virtue of the classical EoMs (A.17), (A.18) and (A.19), (II) gauge
invariant operators which do vanish due to the EoMs and (IIT) gauge dependent operators
of the same mass dimension, quantum numbers and Lorentz structure. Generically, one may
write for a composite operator O

Or(u) = Z1(1)OY + Z ()OS + Zyy (wyol™ (2.78)

with O(()J) being vectors of the three types of bare composite operators and corresponding
renormalization constant matrices Z;. It is particularly advantageous to work in the Lan-

dau background field gauge |Shi79, Pas84|, where type-(III) operators O(()IH) do not enter

the renormalized expression of type-(I) operators O(()I), i.e. Zyr = 0, while type-(II) and
-(IIT) operators are renormalized among themselves. Physical relevance resides in the gauge
invariant operators of type-(I) alone, cf. QCD condensates.

The components of the renormalization matrix Z; and the corresponding anomalous di-
mensions, cf. lower right Eq. (2.61), are determined from suitable N-point Green’s functions

TP1, - pN-13 1) o< (P1(21) - - dn (TN)OR(1)) (2.79)

with fundamental QCD fields ¢; and inserted zero-momentum composite operator Op,
e.g. the quark propagators I'Q(p;p) = —i [ d*z eP*(T[q(2)q(0)Or(n)]); the gluon prop-
agators T'Q(k;p) = —i [d*z eik”<T[A/’;‘(:U)AVB(O)OR(u)}> and the vertices T9(q,q; 1) =
i [dzdly e‘iqxe_iq/y<T[q(x)q(y)Aﬁ‘(0)OR(M)}) are evaluated up to the envisaged loop or-
der. Thus, these Green’s functions being combination of Green’s functions with inserted
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2 QCD sum rules

bare operators, cf. Eq. (2.78), and expressed by free fundamental fields in the interaction
representation allow for a perturbative treatment [Ynd06]. Diagrammatic techniques can be
employed, i.e. the well known Feynman rules of QCD supplemented by the Feynman rules
for the zero-momentum insertion of the composite operators, which are readily obtained
from derivatives w.r.t. their component fields, can be used to calculate the divergent parts
of the Green’s functions Fg up to a given loop order. The renormalization constants Z;
are chosen to absorb these arigsing divergences. The desired renormalization constants of
dimension-4 QCD condensates can be deduced by comparison with the vertex corrections
and self-energies from the renormalization (2.55) of the QCD Lagrangian to a given loop-
order.

Once the renormalization constants are deduced, one may write the renormalization of
fixed-mass dimension condensates in component notation (with implicit summation over
repeated indices and omission of the label I)

(Or)i(1) = Zij(1)(O0); , (2.80)
where the renormalization matrix in the MS scheme has the form

= 2, os()]

Zij () = &5 + Z_:l 0 (2.81)
The corresponding anomalous dimension matrix ’YZ{D)’ defined by
ij d(Or)i
iy On)y = n O (282)

can be expressed by the renormalization matrix yielding 7?@ = ,u(dZik/d,u)(Zfl)kj, where
Eq. (2.80) and d0;; = (Z71)jxZu have been employed. Since the p-dependence of the renor-
malization matrix is exclusively contained within the coupling, which is not dimensionless
for arbitrary space-time dimensions, i.e. as(p, €) = u*ags(i), one can rewrite the anomalous
dimension matrix

dag(p, €) 0Zik(as)
dp da

0Z;r(as)
Oag

72{» (as,€) = p

(Z7 Yk = [2ase + asB(as)] (Z M- (2.83)

Substituting Eq. (2.81) in Eq. (2.83) and comparison of equal powers of € yields in order ¢

1)
- 8Zij (as)

b k1 — (6
¥ S 9
aS

Y0y (as) = 2ag€

(1)
. 7
L’“/ea (2.84)

= V(01 + 0y 205+ (2.85)

where analogous relations to (2.84) from further powers of e must be satisfied which en-
sure that 72]5) has no poles in e [Pas84]. Often, a multiplicatively renormalizable operator
combination can be found [Tar82, Nar83, Gri89] considerably reducing evaluational efforts.
In particular, in the light chiral limit, the renormalization matrices of dimension-4 and -5
vacuum condensates reduce to scalars. Hence, the indices in the above relations can be omit-
ted and the RGI condensate (O)RG! can be introduced analogous to the RGI quark mass
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2.2 Operator product expansion

myg. The running condensate (Og)(t) to one-loop order is obtained from an integration of

Eq. (2.82) with Vo) = V(0y,1%

d(Or) _ 01 as ()
| o =0 e (2.86)

Using the one-loop result for the running coupling (2.75) allows for the evaluation of the
p-integral, i.e.

In(Og)(p) = _Joum /d(u/A) <ﬁ In ﬁ>_1 + const.

T B ATMA
_ _7<0>,1 H RGI
= <ln A) +In(O)RC! (2.87)

and one readily obtains the one-loop result for the running condensate in the desired form

a2 Y0),1/bB1
(OR) (1) = [—ﬂls"”]

s

(O)RGT, (2.88)

Pseudo-conserved currents, such as the gauge invariant vector and axial-vector currents
which have a vanishing divergence in the massless quark limit, do not get renormalized in
contrast to the EVs entering the OPLE. The chiral condensate is conveniently renormalized
from the quark mass renormalization result using the RGI of the Gell-Mann—Oakes—Renner
(GOR) relation (B.23), cf. Egs. (2.89) and (2.77). The gluon condensate and higher mass di-
mension vacuum condensates are renormalized according to the above prescription. Results
for mass dimension-5 and -6 condensates are obtained in [Nar83,Jam86|. As renormalization
of four-quark condensates is incompatible with factorization of these condensates [Nar83|
and the corrections from their anomalous dimensions are approximately canceled by the run-
ning coupling anyway [Shi79], RGI four-quark condensates are commonly not used in the
renormalization group improved QSR, e.g. [Nar13]. The renormalization results to order ag
in the light chiral limit, my — 0, are [Narl3|

(79)(q*) = fid[—Bras(¢*))*", (2.89)
(q90Ga)(q®) = Mgp[—Bras(q®)]/ B, (2.90)

where ﬂg’ denotes the RGI chiral condensate and Mg, numerically fixed from B and B* masses
in Ref. [Nar88], is a mass dimension-2 parameter to scale the mixed quark-gluon condensate
(qgoGq) with the chiral condensate (gg). To one loop level, the gluon condensate ((as/m)G?)
does not require renormalization in the light chiral limit, m, — 0.

2.2.3 Structure of the OPE

The operator product expansion (OPE) is an expansion in two distinct variables. On one
hand, the current-current correlator II(q), defined in Eq. (2.1), is expanded into a perturba-
tive series of the strong coupling ag

I(q) = i/d4x €9 (T

53 0 Y fatyr e dtyy ) L) [} (29
n=0 '
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2 QCD sum rules

where Liy is a function of ag according to Egs. (A.15) and (A.16). On the other hand,
an expansion of II(q) in powers of 1/¢? is performed, which are contained in the Wilson
coefficients C,(q) of the OPE

T(g) =) Cu(q){On). (2.92)

This expansion entails the introduction of condensates (O,,) of the respective mass dimen-
sions compensating the mass dimensions of the Wilson coefficients in order to ensure the
fixed mass dimension of their product.

In general, there are two options of how to perform the expansions — commencing with
the OPE (2.92) followed by the perturbative series (2.91), or vice versa. The equation®

OPF(q) = Z<On> <§: cP (Q)a§> (2.93)
n k=0
=1 (c(g) + C§ g)at + CP(@)a2 + )
+ (26 (O (@) + Cf (@l + CP @2 + )
+m(qq) (Cif)(Q) +C(@al + P (g)a? + - )
+ (q90Gq) (Céo) (@) + P (q)al + CP(g)al + - - )
+ (66 (02 + Y (@)al + OP @)l +---)
+{g*aa>_ I (C(a) + C8 (@)l + € (@)od + )
T f (2.94)

prepends the expansion in the series of power corrections (2.92) following the introduc-
tory work [Shi79]. The lower index of the coefficient C{¥) denotes the mass dimension of
the associated condensate, and the upper index gives the order of the ays expansion. Per-
turbative corrections to the Wilson coefficient of a particular condensate are subsequently
evaluated employing diagrammatic techniques. Hence, four-quark condensates originating
from tree-level diagrams of the next-to-leading order (NLO) correlator, cf. Fig. 3.3, remain
disregarded.

In contrast, the equation®

P (q) = 3ok (Z o <q><on<k>>> (2.95)

k=0 n

SWhile the notation G2, GoGq and Gf’ is often employed for the gauge invariant operator combina-
tions (A.27), the expressions gq fof and gqgq merely symbolize generic four-quark terms entering
the leading order and next-to-leading order correlator, respectively.
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2.2 Operator product expansion

= a? (céo><q>1 +C8' ) (g)(42G%) + O (g)mlaq) + CPDD (PGP
+ O ) ePaa Y T+ )
f
+al <o§0><q>1 + 0 (g)(g*G?) + ' (g)migq) + C0 ) (PGP
O S 1)+ 6 @) ) + - )
f

4. (2.96)

prepends the expansion in the perturbative series (2.91). Such a view is advantageous when
dealing with four-quark condensates [Pas84] and it is also suggested by the diagrammatic in-

terpretation of the OPE in Figs. 2.4 and 2.5. The lower index of the coefficient C,E,n) denotes
the order of the ag expansion, while the upper index provides the mass dimension of the
associated condensate. The condensate (O, ) carries an additional lower index denoting
the order of the as expansion, because certain condensates (disregarded in Eq. (2.93)) enter
the OPE starting from the NLO of the oy expansion, e.g. (Gggq). The Eq. (2.92) is ap-
plied systematically in each considered order of the perturbative expansion. Application of
Wick’s theorem produces perturbative quark and gluon propagators, Eqs. (2.44) and (2.54),
and condensates emerge from the ground state EVs of remaining Wick-uncontracted QCD
operators. Thus, the OPE results in order o} of the perturbative expansion contain tree-
level diagrams associated with four-quark condensates as(Gqqq) as well as loop corrections
to the coefficients associated with asg?(qq Zf ff) originating from the perturbative quark
propagator.

The diagrammatic representation of the perturbative expansion of the current-current
correlator is depicted in Fig. 2.4. The QCD quark propagator displayed therein corresponds
to the perturbative quark propagator supplemented by the quark condensate [Jin93] as
depicted in Fig. 2.5. To graphically generate diagrams contributing to the OPE of the cor-
relator, the QCD quark propagator construction is inserted at the respective positions in
Fig. 2.4, where resulting disconnected diagrams are to be avoided.

HOPE(

Figure 2.4: Diagrammatic representation of the perturbative expansion of the current-
current correlator into a power series of ag, where the dashed lines depict meson currents
and the quark propagators are specified in Fig. 2.5. Vacuum and tadpole diagrams are not
displayed here.

33



2 QCD sum rules

QCD quark perturbative

propagator contribution

+ X x - é é + X)%(i—(&—
x (goGq)
H;\fi& ﬁ_é_@

o (Gq s ff)

non-perturbative contributions

Figure 2.5: Diagrammatic representation of the QCD quark propagator associated with
the expansion (2.92) containing the perturbative contribution and vacuum condensate
terms, explicitly depicted up to mass dimension 6.

Superficially, the OPE may appear as an expansion in two variables, the coupling ag
and the power correction 1/¢%. However, the series of the power corrections involves three
expansions, in fact: (i) the covariant Taylor expansion of the quark field (2.35), (i7) the
perturbative quark propagator (2.44), and (7i7) the therein enclosed expansion of the gluonic
background field (2.46). Although, these expansions are utilized to compute the power
corrections they implicitly entail an expansion in the coupling g. The perturbative quark
propagator contains powers of the coupling constant depending on the order of the expansion
in the gluonic background field. While the coupling g in the expansion (2.44) is absorbed by
the definition of flu it is apparent in Eq. (2.39). Furthermore, the coupling strength comes
into play by virtue of commutations of covariant derivatives D, and gluonic EoMs.

In this subsection, we attribute a different meaning to the strong coupling «y distinct
from the one of the coupling strength g, despite their obvious relation (A.16). In order to
comprehensively distinguish the origin of couplings, as is used in the loop expansion (2.91)
whereas g is employed in the three expansions described in the previous paragraph resulting
in Eq. (2.92). Although, the power corrections are related to the coupling strength g the
magss dimension of a particular condensate does not uniquely determine its power of g, e. g.
it differs for different mass dimension-6 vacuum condensates: the triple gluon condensate
(G3) is of order g3 while the four-quark condensate (gq dof ff) (order a?) scales with g2.
Albeit, distinguishing the couplings, as and g, originating from the different expansions, a
complete evaluation of the current-current correlator up to a given order in each expansion
is impossible.

The complexity of the OPE computation grows further if the gluons of the loop expansion
are expressed by perturbative gluon propagators (2.54) which also couple to the classical,
weak, gluonic background field, thus, entailing a further expansion in the coupling g. Apart
from this, one may also consider to expand condensates which contain heavy-quark opera-
tors in the inverse heavy-quark mass, cf. Sec. 3.6. Therefore, an order scheme which sorts
OPE terms by numerical relevance due to their orders in the individual expansions has lim-
ited significance. As the individual expansions can not be disentangled it is impossible to
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2.3 Nature of condensates

complete each expansion up to a particular order. The multiple expansions entering an OPE
evaluation compromise an order scheme based on only two or three parameters.

2.3 Nature of condensates

The OPE techniques outlined in Sec. 2.2 demonstrate how QCD condensates emerge 'nat-
urally’ in the asymptotic expansion of the current-current correlator (2.1) as correction to
the perturbative results accounting for the long-range effects of the theory. Formally, QCD
condensates are ground state EVs of Hermitian products of local QCD operators, i.e. they
are real-valued. Only EVs which obey the assumed symmetries of the QCD ground state,
i.e. invariance under parity and time reversal transformations (cf. Tab. A.1), do not vanish
a priori. Condensates are to be color singlets as well as Dirac and Lorentz scalars. To
satisfy the latter requirements the projection of color, Dirac and Lorentz indices has to be
performed (cf. App. C for details). The origin and the physical meaning of condensates is a
very recent matter of debate [Brol0,Broll,Brol12, Chal3, Clo14].

2.3.1 Universality

Following the common perception on condensates advocated since the advent of the QSR
framework, QCD condensates are understood as numerical values parameterizing the inter-
action of quarks and gluons with the non-trivial QCD ground state. Light quarks and gluons
couple to the QCD ground state, where annihilation with the corresponding virtual particles
occurs. In vacuum, condensates attain fixed, finite numerical values, which can be employed
for any QSR evaluation once they are known.” That is, condensates are of universal charac-
ter reflecting the vacuum structure of QCD [Shi79]. Thus, an infinite tower of condensates
being spread in space-time characterizes the complex QCD ground state which can be visu-
alized in /QCD [Lei99|. The numerical values may be deduced from QSRs employing known
hadronic properties and they are accessible in /QCD. The vacuum condensates have been
the central object of many studies since their introduction.

In QSR analyses at finite temperatures and/or net-baryon densities, the numerical val-
ues of vacuum condensates change whereas the Wilson coefficients of vacuum condensates
are unaltered (at least in low-temperature and -density approximations) [Hat93]. However,
further condensates contribute to in-medium QSRs which do vanish identically in vacuum.
The common idea of hadrons being excitations of the QCD vacuum characterized by quark
and gluon condensates immediately suggests the following interpretation of the in-medium
changes of the condensate values: As the properties of low mass hadrons are closely con-
nected with vacuum structure, in-medium changes of hadron properties carry signals of the
way the vacuum changes in a nuclear environment [Wei94].8

Despite the overwhelming success of the QSR framework, relying on the above percep-
tion, doubts have been raised about the meaning of condensates [Brol0,Brol2|. Supported

"There are concerns by Shifman that this may not apply to glueballs, cf. §8 in Ref. [Shi98].

8 A different point of view is presented in [Koi97], where in-medium effects described by QSRs are interpreted
as the scattering of the considered hadron with medium particles (quantified to leading order by the
scattering length) rather than a change of the QCD vacuum caused by ambient strongly interacting
particles.
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by cosmological arguments the perception of condensates is changed from a space-time-
independent quantity extending throughout all of space to a quantity having spatial support
within hadrons only. The presence of confinement, where condensates can not be considered
as space-time-independent vacuum properties of QCD’s elementary DoF, and the measurable
impact of the condensates is expressed entirely in the properties of QCD’s asymptotically
realizable states, namely hadrons [Brol2|. Thus, the notion of 'in-hadron condensates’ is
introduced |Brol0| emphasizing their spatial restrictions and the close connection of conden-
sates to hadronic wave functions |[Cas74].

Observations of supernovae as well as the systematics of the cosmic microwave back-
ground anisotropies showed the accelerated expansion of the universe, consistent with the
hypothesis that this accelerated expansion can be ascribed to a cosmological constant [Broll].
However, if the contribution of condensates to the energy-momentum tensor in Einstein’s
equations are accounted for, e.g. the gluon condensate having the dimension of an energy
density, QCD would lead to a cosmological constant of some 45 orders of magnitude larger
than observed. This conflict is avoided if strong interaction condensates are properties of
rigorously well-defined wave function of the hadrons, rather than the hadronless ground
state of QCD [Brol0]. Following this view, QCD condensates would contribute to the
energy-momentum tensor through the hadrons masses, leaving the cosmological constant
compatible with an accelerated expansion of the universe.

In this perception, not the interactions of the light quarks and gluons with the QCD
ground state cause non-vanishing condensates but the quark and gluon propagator dressings
as described by Dyson-Schwinger equations. However, with regard to QSRs the essential
question is whether also in-hadron condensates are universal, i.e. whether they exhibit no
dependence on the host hadron and the same numerical values may be used for QSR evalua-
tions of different hadrons. At least for the quark condensate, a particularly weak sensitivity
to its host hadron could be verified [Brol2]. The new perception suggests to consider con-
densates entering the OPE as merely mass-dependent parameters in a theoretical truncation
scheme, such that the OPE techniques presented in the previous section and in App. C re-
main valid despite the shift of paradigm. The insensitivity to the host hadronic state of all
QCD condensates is yet to be proven. Supported by the already achieved positive proof for
the quark condensate universality of all QCD condensates is assumed throughout this thesis
being aware that cosmological observations strongly favor in-hadron condensates.

2.3.2 Order parameters

Condensates parametrize the QCD ground state and concentrate much of the complexity
of the theory of QCD. Partially such EVs can also be related to (broken) symmetries of
the theory. The gluon condensate ((as/ W)GﬁUGA'“‘V> is related to the energy density via
the trace of the symmetric energy-momentum tensor T#". For zero quark masses, classical
chromodynamics exhibits an invariance under the scale transformation v — 2’ = e 7z, 1. e.
it obeys dilatation symmetry, because the classical action contains no parameters with mass
dimension. On the quantum level, i. e. in QCD, this symmetry is broken by the regularization
scale parameter p. The divergence of the dilatation current J4, = 2, T#” (which vanishes
in the classical theory due to Noether’s theorem) is then determined by the trace of the
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energy-momentum tensor, the so-called QCD trace anomaly

Opdly =T}t = B( GA G+ quqq, (2.97)

where the Callan-Symanzik § function describes the scale dependence of the renormalized
coupling ¢g which is shifted to ¢’ = g + 05(g) by the above transformation [Pes95|. Besides
the finite quark masses m,, breaking the scale invariance explicitly, it is the non-zero gluon
condensate which drives the dilatation symmetry breaking? of QCD (apart from multi-loop
corrections O(a?)). The numerical value {(as/7)G?) = (0.33 GeV)* has been deduced from
the charmonium QSRs, where this quantity gives the dominant condensate contribution.

A further global symmetry of QCD related to quark condensates is chiral symmetry,
which is particularly interesting as the experimentally accessible chiral partner meson spec-
tra can be used to study chiral symmetry breaking or restoration patterns. Chiral symmetry
is the invariance of the QCD Lagrangian under flavor rotations acting separately on the left-
handed and right-handed quark spinors. Details on chiral symmetry transformations and
chiral partner currents are relegated to App. B. As finite quark masses break the sym-
metry explicitly only the light-quark sector of QCD exhibits an approximately invariant
Lagrangian. However, even if massless quarks are assumed, chiral symmetry is dynamically
broken because the QCD ground state is not invariant under chiral transformations. The vi-
olation of chiral symmetry by the ground state can be quantified by particular QCD ground
state EVs of quark operators which were already introduced as QCD condensates. Suit-
able quantities which measure the degree of dynamical chiral symmetry breaking (DxSB)
are dubbed order parameters. To attribute the new meaning to these quark condensates,
the relevant notions of Noether’s and Goldstone’s theorem are formally introduced follow-
ing [Pas84, Kug97, Bur00, Gre02, Tho08a, Fuk13].

Noether’s theorem provides a conserved current jy, i.e. 95 = 0, for each global contin-
uous symmetry of the action S = [ d*zL(x) and guarantees the time independence of the
charge

Q%(z0) = / d3z j4(x). (2.98)

These charges are the generators of the symmetry group, because their commutators with
the field give the infinitesimal symmetry transformations d¢ = ¢’ — ¢ in a-direction by

[iQ", ¢] = 6%¢. (2.99)

The existence of such a conserved current carries special information whether the symmetry
involved should be spontaneously broken.

The symmetry exhibited by the action may or may not hold for the ground state. If the
ground state |2) is symmetric with respect to the transformation generated by Q% one has
e“"QY1Q) = |Q) (implicit summation over a) which is equivalent to

9However, the situation is more intricate, due to the absence of a quasi-conserved quantum number or an
identifiable physical quantity related to this ground state EV, cf. Ref. [Rei85].
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and the symmetry realized in the system is in the Wigner-Weyl phase. In this phase, the
invariance of the system is manifest in the spectrum exhibiting degenerate patterns for states
which are related by the transformation generated by Q. However, if the ground state is
not invariant under such a transformation one can formally write

Q) #£0 (2.101)

which is actually ill-defined, because the integral over the conserved current in Eq. (2.98)
is convergent, thus exists, only in the symmetric case. This issue can be circumvented by
introducing the commutator of the charge with a local Heisenberg field ®(y), i.e. a field
with limited support in space-time, which renders the commutator finite. Thus, a rigorous
definition of the degree of symmetry breaking by the ground state |2) can be provided by
the ground state EV of the commutator [iQ%(zp), ®(z)]. A symmetric ground state which
fulfills Eq. (2.100) yields

(Q [1Q" (o), (2)] [2) =0, (2.102)
while violation of the symmetry by the ground state requires
(Q[iQ (o), ®(2)] [2) # 0. (2.103)

The field ® does not need to be an elementary field ¢, instead a polynomial in ¢ with
finite support is allowed as well. The proof of Goldstone’s theorem utilizes the conservation
of the charge (2.98) and insertion of a complete set of energy eigenstates on either side
of j§(x) in the commutator. The condition (2.103) is satisfied only when excited states
couple to j§(x) as well as to ®. These states are to be identified with the Goldstone bosons,
which are massless excitations with the quantum numbers of j§(x). Otherwise, the EV
of the commutator vanishes, and the system resides in the Wigner-Weyl realization of the
symmetry. Thus, the quantity in Eq. (2.103) distinguishes the symmetric from asymmetric
mode and qualifies as an order parameter. Employing the generating property of the charge,
Eq. (2.99), this order parameter reads

(Qf [1Q (o), D(2)] [2) = (2[6°@(x)[$2) . (2.104)

Composing the field ¢ from elementary fields ¢ allows for the evaluation of the abstract
commutator (2.104) by common equal-time (anti-)commutation relations leading to QCD
condensates which can be interpreted as order parameters of spontaneous symmetry break-
ing.

The essential property of an order parameter, as defined in Eq. (2.104), is its sensitivity
on the symmetry of the ground state. It vanishes if the system is in the symmetric Wigner-
Weyl phase and acquires a non-zero value if the system resides in the asymmetric Nambu-
Goldstone phase, i.e. it allows to distinguish the realizations of the considered symmetry.
This distinction is caused by the ground state alone, while the Lagrangian and therefore the
action obey the considered symmetry in any case.

The above digression on order parameters is not restricted to specific symmetries. Work-
ing in this approach the chiral condensate serves as an example for an order parameter
of spontaneous SU(N¢)a symmetry breaking. This symmetry is a sub-group of the chiral
symmetry group U(Ng)p, x U(Np)R specified in App. B.
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Utilizing the equal-time anti-commutation relations of the quark operators (with Dirac
indices i, j, color indices a, 8 and flavor indices ¢, ¢’ (fundamental representation))

{ii0a(@), 0] 5 (1) } = 01500008 (7 = 7). (2.105a)

{Vima@) Br00 W) } = {U]ag(@) vl 50 0) ) =0 (2.105b)

and the relation [AB,C| = A{B,C} — {A,C}B the variations (2.99) of the quark field
generated by the SU(N¢)a charge (with flavor index a in the adjoint representation)

QA(e0) = [ P @nsr vl (2.106)
are readily obtained:

k(o). ()] = =57 (@) (2.107a)

Q4 (20), 01 (@)| = vl (@)sr®, (2.107b)

In order to identify the chiral condensate in Eq. (2.104) we chose the local field ® to be the
pseudo-scalar current ®°(z) = ¢(2)y57%(x). The commutator in (2.104) can be evaluated
by means of Eqs. (2.107). For Ny = 2, i.e. 27% = ¢ are Pauli matrices with {0%, 0%} =
20?1, one recovers in

(91 [1Q4 (z0), ()] 19) = —2 5™ (@I () (=)0} (2.108)

the (local) chiral condensate (Q[1)|2) as an order parameter in the spirit of Eq. (2.104).
Setting b = a, the field ®° directly induces the chiral condensate as an order parameter
of DxSB associated with the charge QQ%. Its non-zero numerical value can be deduced
from the GOR relation (B.23) with the pion mass m, ~ 140 MeV, the pion leptonic decay
constant fr >~ 93 MeV and the combined light-quark masses m, + my >~ 11 MeV resulting
in (Q|gq|Q) ~ (—0.249 GeV)3, where q denotes either up- or down-quark operators.

However, chiral order parameters may acquire a zero numerical value due to residual
symmetries although SU(NVg)a is broken. Hence, it is important to choose EVs (Q|6%®(x)|€2)
that are insensitive to further symmetries, i. e. they are to be invariant under other symmetry
transformations to possess discriminating potential. In particular, they must be invariant
under parity and time reversal transformations as well as Lorentz scalars and color singlets
previously introduced as the assumed symmetries of the QCD ground state. A specific
example of a chiral symmetry breaking pattern with vanishing chiral condensate due to
center symmetry, but with broken axial-vector symmetry, is outlined in Subsec. 4.3.2. In
this scenario, chirally odd four-quark condensates can serve as meaningful order parameters.
The procedure described above for the chiral condensate has been thoroughly applied to
four-quark operators in Ref. [Tho0O8a] to identify such potential order parameters in the
spirit of Eq. (2.104) among the light four-quark condensates.

2.3.3 Condensates in a strongly interacting medium

In the common perception on QCD condensates, cf. Subsec. 2.3.1, these quantities enter
the QSRs as universal parameters which determine hadronic properties. Thus, changing
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condensates are presumed to govern changes of the spectral density of hadrons which are
embedded in a strongly interacting medium. To accounted for in-medium effects in the QSR
framework, the current-current correlator (2.1) is evaluated in Gibbs averaged form (2.9)
leading to Gibbs averaged operators ((O)) in the OPE eventually [Boc86]. Thus, formally,
in-medium changes are caused by deviations of the Gibbs average ((O)) from the ground
state EV (©2|0|€2) as well as by the advent of further operators with vanishing ground state
EV in vacuum.

The dependence of the in-medium condensates ((O)) on temperature T and chemical
potentials py, (for particular hadron species h) could be estimated in several ways: the direct
£QCD computation, or calculations based on low-energy effective theories, or within QSRs
from modifications of hadron spectra, or the low-temperature expansion etc. However, (QCD
results are available for few of the needed quantities only and they suffer from problems
at finite chemical potentials. Estimates from effective theories inhere model dependences.
While the extraction of the medium dependences from QSRs might be feasible for a few
condensates, ambiguities arise for the multitude of condensates.

In this thesis, the approach based on low-temperature (T') and low-baryon density (n)
approximations is pursued in accordance with the conceptional limitation of QSRs to small
deviations from the vacuum case. Since the QSR relies on the power counting of hadron mo-
menta, high temperatures and baryo-chemical potentials compatible with these momenta
would require a complete rearrangement of the OPE.'® With the restriction to low tem-
peratures and low densities the assumption of medium-independent Wilson coefficients is
justified as well as the expansion of the condensate changes to leading order (LO) in these
parameters. Extrapolations of condensate modifications and QSR results, e. g. to the phase
transition boundary in the QCD phase diagram, must be taken with care.

In the low-temperature approximation the strongly interacting medium is assumed to
be a thermal gas of free hadrons [Gas87|. Due to its partial Goldstone boson character
the pion is the lowest hadronic excitation above the QCD ground state. As long as T is
moderate and the thermal pion gas is dilute the temperature dependent condensates (O)r
are approximated by [Hat93]

3 3

(O = O+ | 55, s 5B ms( B/ T) (2109)
with adapted notation for the ground state EV (O)p = (2|0|€) which are used inter-
changeably throughout this thesis. The pion energy is given by E, = (p? + mi)l/Q, a
denotes the iso-spin state and np(z) = (e* — 1)~! is the Bose-Einstein distribution. The
pion states are covariantly normalized, i.e. (7%(p)|n®(p")) = 2E,(21)36%6G) (5 — p’). If
the pion matrix element is diagonal in iso-spin and independent of the pion momentum,
(m2(p)|O|7*(p)) = 6?°(x|O|x), the integral further reduces to

2
(0)7 ~ (O + %Bl(mw/T)@r]O\ﬂ (2.110)

with the function Bi(z) = 3 [ dy+/y? — 22/(e¥ — 1) converging to 1 for z — 0. Especially
in the chiral limit, m, = 0, the condensate scales as T?.

0Reynman diagram techniques in the Matsubara representation should be considered to determine the QCD
expression of the correlator (2.1) at high temperatures [Boc86].
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2.3 Nature of condensates

For some purposes, (cold) nuclear matter can be approximated by a non-interacting Fermi
gas of nucleons [Dru91|. The density dependence of condensates is governed by spin-averaged
and iso-spin-averaged nucleon matrix elements taken for nucleons at rest [Coh92] and has
yet to be found for particular operators, especially condensates with dim,, > 6. Analogous
to Eq. (2.109) the nucleon density dependent condensates (O),, are approximated by

a3k . .
()= O+ [ 7E (353 N (F)OIN () me (B — o)/ ). (2.111)

where the Fermi-Dirac distribution ng(x) = (e® 4 1)~! reduces to the step function ©(uy —
E}) in the zero temperature limit. The nucleon energy is given by Ej = (E2+m?v)1/2 and the
nucleon states are normalized as (N (k)|N(k')) = 2E,(27)36® (k —k’). Thus, if the nucleon
matrix element is independent of the nucleon momentum the remaining integral equals the
number density of nucleons, i.e. the baryon density n = [dE np([E — un]/T) D(E) with

the density of states D(E) = [ (‘2137])“35(13 — E}). Accordingly, the condensates
n
(Ohn = (O + 5 (NIOIN) 2.112)
mn

change linearly with density n.

The combination of the two approximations gives the leading terms to the Gibbs average

2
(O) = (O) + T—Bl(mw/T)<7r]O\7r> + L(N|O\N> e (2.113)

8 2my
For larger temperatures and baryon densities, the effects of higher powers of pion and baryon
densities supplementing the leading terms in Egs. (2.109) and (2.111) as well as further mas-
sive excitations, i.e. K, 1, etc., start to become important [Hat93]. While for a general
operator O it is hard to make model independent predictions for higher order density correc-
tions [Leu06], contributions beyond linear density approximation to the chiral condensate
can be systematically studied by an application of the Hellmann-Feynman theorem [Coh92].
The resonance gas approximation partly accounts for many-body correlations of the stable
hadronic states forming the medium, in this way going beyond linear density approxima-
tion [Leu06]. We rely on the LO temperature and baryon density terms, which give an
adequate description of the medium modifications of condensates up to T' ~ 150 MeV and
nuclear matter saturation density ng = 0.17 fm =3 ~ (110 MeV)3. To deduce the in-medium
behavior of the condensate ((O)) the pion and nucleon matrix elements are to be evaluated.
They dictate the in-medium changes of condensates, which will be explicated in the following
for the famous chiral and gluon condensates.

The pionic matrix element (7|gq|m) is estimated by applying the soft-pion theorem twice
[Hat93]:

Jim (27 @l (7)) =~ ([@4. [@h. 7] o .11

where Q4 is the iso-vector axial charge (2.106), fr is the pion decay constant and a = 1, 2, 3.
Using the anti-commutation relations of the quark operators (2.105) one obtains

5ab
(mlgq|m) = ﬁli,rrlo<7ra(15)|ciqlﬂb(ﬁ’)> ] (aq)o (2.115)
pp = s
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resulting in the temperature dependence

T2
q ~ (g 1——]. 2.116
(qq)r ~ (qg)o < 8f,%> (2.116)
Comparison of this result with the three-loop calculation in chiral perturbation theory
[Ger89] exhibits deviations up to 5 % only, even at T = 160 MeV. For temperatures be-
low 140 MeV, the thermal ¢QCD results [Borl0| agree with the hadronic resonance gas
model, whose leading non-trivial term is given in Eq. (2.116), but show a stronger fall off
beyond this temperature [Hoh14].

The nucleon matrix element (N |gg|N) merely defines the nucleon sigma term on = (m,,+
maq)(N|qq|N)/(2my). Using the Hellmann-Feynman theorem %%m]v = (N|gq|N)/(2mn)

it can be expressed by on = (m,, + md)aimqmjv. Application of the GOR relation (B.23) to
eliminate the light-quark masses yields

_ _ ON TV

{a@g)n ~ (q@q)o (1 - ) : (2.117)
" m3 f3

i.e. a decreasing magnitude of the chiral condensate for growing density analogous to the

low-temperature approximation (2.116).

The behavior of the chiral condensate at finite temperature (2.116) or baryon density
(2.117), where the modulus of the chiral condensate is diminished for an increase in the
intensive thermodynamic quantity, has far-reaching implications. Due to its role as an
order parameter of chiral symmetry, a reduced magnitude of the chiral condensate may be
interpreted as a signal of (partial) chiral restoration at higher temperatures and/or densities.
In a chiral restoration scenario, where the system falls back into the Wigner-Weyl realization
of chiral symmetry, the chiral condensate would vanish.

The hadronic matrix elements (h|(as/m)G?|h) of the gluon operators can be evaluated
using the trace anomaly (2.97). Hence, for the hadron h one arrives at

(h|T#|h) = 2mj, (2.118)
— 5 (11 330 (G + ST, (2119)
f

where we chose the number of quark flavors Ny = 6, thus the sum runs over the three light
(¢ = u, d, s) and the three heavy (Q = ¢, b, t) quark flavors. By means of the heavy-quark
expansion (HQE) the heavy-quark matrix elements are related to the gluon matrix element.
Thus, they are eliminated by employing Eq. (3.17). The hadronic gluon matrix element then
reads

(h %G ) = — <2mi - qu<hrq-q|h>) . (2.120)

0
omyg

the GOR relation (B.23) inserted (expressed as a function mx,(mg)) one obtains [Hat92a)

Utilizing the Hellmann-Feynman theorem my = (m|qq|m)/(2m,) for the pion with

2 —
_ i, ma _ 5 0 |{(au)o|
(m|au|m) = (m|dd|T) = e and (rm|ss|m) = m”@ms In < 7 ,  (2.121)
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where (r|8s|7) in Eq. (2.121) can be explicitly calculated in the Nambu—Jona-Lasinio model.
Substituting the pionic quark matrix elements in Eq. (2.120) yields the desired quantity

8
(r] G2 |n) = —5 (m% —my(m|ss|r)) (2.122)
T
which vanishes in the chiral limit, m,; — 0. Thus, to LO the gluon condensate
o o T2
<?SG2>T ~ (fGQ}g Yy (mfr — m(m|5s|m)) (2.123)

is temperature independent in that limit.

Applying nucleon states in Eq. (2.120) and introducing the nucleon sigma term o as well
as an analogous quantity Sy = ms(N|ss|N)/(2my), measuring the strangeness contribution
to the nucleon mass, the matrix element reads [Jin93|

16

(N|Z=G2N) = g mn (my —ox = Sn) . (2.124)
s

The quantity Sy is commonly parametrized as Sy = (on — 0% )ms/(my + Mmg), where one

takes oy = 45 MeV, J]OV = 35 MeV (from second order perturbation theory in ms — my),

and mg/(my + mg) ~ 13. These numerical estimates suggest my > on + Sy resulting in a

mildly decreasing gluon condensate

o o 8
<?SG2>R ~ <;SG2>0 — § (mN — ON — SN) n (2.125)
for growing baryon density n, i.e. at nuclear matter saturation density ((as/7)G?), drops

t0 90 — 95 % of its vacuum value.

In order to study the temperature and baryon density dependences of four-quark con-
densates ((Aq7 Bq')), where A and B denote certain Dirac and color matrices to ensure
parity and time reversal invariance, the corresponding pion and nucleon matrix elements
are needed, i.e. (m|gAqq Bq'|r) and (N|qAqq B¢'|N). While the pion matrix elements can
be calculated by means of the soft-pion theorem (2.114) [Hat93, Dru02|, the nucleon matrix
element has to be computed from the overlap of the four-quark operator with an assumed
quark structure of the nucleon [Dru03|. Intermediate steps of the computation rely on the
factorization hypothesis which is questionable in QCD, cf. Subsec. 3.3.3. Also the medium
dependence of many further condensates can only be estimated utilizing model assumptions
or from comparison to deep inelastic scattering (DIS) data [Jin93].

2.4 Evaluation of QCD sum rules

QCD sum rules offer two evaluation strategies due to the two representations of the current-
current correlator (2.1). On the one hand, known phenomenological spectral information
or, preferably, the actual spectral density can be utilized to determine QCD parameters
such as the condensates, quark masses or the strong coupling constant and, on the other
hand, the QCD parameters entering the OPE can be employed to deduce hadronic spectral
properties.'!

" Furthermore, QSRs can serve as a consistency check for theoretical hadronic models requiring reasonably
small deviations of the QSR’s . h.s. and r. h. s. in a sufficiently wide Borel window [Leu98|, see the details
below.
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Figure 2.6: Sketches of generic spectral densities p comprising the lowest resonances and
the continua for vacuum (left panel) and in-medium (right panel) situations.

In order to estimate the spectral properties of the lowest hadronic resonance p'** coupling
to the current j, it is separated from higher excitations forming a continuum p®** which
emerges from the continuum threshold parameter'? sy onwards, i.e. the vacuum spectral
density, cf. left panel of Fig. 2.6, is of the form

p(s) = O(s0 — 8)p™(s) + O(s — 50)p™™(s) . (2.126)

The continuum threshold parameter is chosen to be located above the resonance. Represen-
ting the higher excitations by a continuum is adequate as higher hadronic states are increas-
ingly short-lived, thus, acquiring large widths which smear out the individual resonances.?
While for large momenta p®"(s) = ImII°P®(s)/m may be considered a valid representa-
tion of the continuum, it is mainly justified by its successful application in numerous QSRs.
According to Eq. (2.126), the dispersion integral splits into a low-momentum and a high-
momentum part and the vacuum QSR reads

N-1
™) (s
HOPE(q2) _ § ( ){s:0q2n

n=0

0 2\ N res x 2\ N OPE
1 ImII
:/ds ) ) +/ds @) i) (2.127)
s s—q? s s—q2
0

S0

n!

A further assumption is often employed in QSRs to simplify the structure of the con-
tinuum part of the spectral density [Rei85, Col01]. In the limit ¢> — —oo, the dispersion
integral satisfies the relation

s 2\ N ® 2\ NV ert
ImlII ImIIP
/ds ¢\ Imll(s) /ds ¢\ ImIlP™(s) (2.128)
s s—q? s 5 — q2
S0 S0

which is dubbed global (or semi-local) quark-hadron duality. The quantity ImIIP®"* denotes
the perturbative part of the OPE of the current-current correlator. This assumption is the

12The continuum threshold parameter must not be confused with so in Sec. 2.1, which was introduced there

to define the radius of a circle around the origin wherein the current-current correlator is analytic.
13See Ref. [Shi98] for a detailed discussion of the transition from comb-like toy spectral densities to more
realistic ones considering finite width resonances.
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attenuated form of the local quark-hadron duality, i.e. ImII(s) — ImIIP®"(s) for s — oo.
Presuming quark-hadron duality the continuum term ImII®TF in Eq. (2.127) is replaced by
ImITPert,

Depending on the evaluation strategy pursued, a phenomenological hadronic model is
employed for the resonant part of the spectral density, p***, in order to determine hadron
properties from the QSR, or the experimentally accessible low-energy spectrum may be used
directly to gain information about the QCD parameters. While often ansétze are utilized to
shape the lowest excitation of the spectral density, cf. Subsec. 2.4.2, moments of the spectral
density below the continuum threshold sy can provide some model-independent information
on the spectral distribution function, c¢f. Subsec. 2.4.1.

Also in a medium, the spectral density is split into low-energy and high-energy parts.
However, the spectral density contains two resonances and continua situated to the left and
the right of the origin on the real g9 = w axis, cf. right panel of Fig. 2.6, representing
excitations of the currents j and j', i.e. hadrons and anti-hadrons. Accordingly, the in-
medium QSR for the even and odd parts of the correlator are obtained:

even 1 p ®‘w 0 n
OPE QO> 5 Z ) (1 =+ (—1) )
wy
_1 g (1+EDY)+20-(-DY)
_2/dwp (. 9) B o

Wo

/+/ do TITOPE (g 0 (L (DY) 51— (=)")

N-1 w2_q(2) ’
(2.129a)
N-1
0 1 Hn ® = n
M. ) — & 3 Dz (gt (1 - ()
n=0
+
Wo
1 res qN ! 1_(_1)N +qUO 1+(_1)N
2/dwp (w (7) O ( )2 g )
w* — ¢
Wo

/+/ duw ImHOPE(w,q-'):igNV:ll (=DM +E0+EDY)
(2.129b)

Often, the continuum threshold parameters are chosen symmetrically w.r.t. the origin, i.e.
one takes war = —w, as an ad hoc assumption.

The major inherent malaise of the QSR framework is that only integrated hadronic spec-
tral properties are probed and only combinations of QCD condensates enter. The accuracy
of extracted spectral parameters is therefore limited and isolation of a single condensate,
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e.g. a particularly interesting order parameter, is hampered.'* To improve the sensitivity of
QSRs to the lowest excitation of the spectrum a Borel transformation can be applied convert-
ing the momentum dependence to a dependence on the Borel mass M. Thus, the spectral
integrals as given in Eqgs. (2.127) and (2.129) comprise Laplace transformed integrands, i.e.
the spectral densities are integrated with an exponential weight. While subtraction terms
are eliminated by virtue of the Borel transformation, higher order power corrections are
factorially suppressed improving the convergence of the OPE. The result is a Borel sum of
the OPE, where Borel summation is a technique to sum divergent series. The definition and
properties of the Borel transformation as well as the relevant expressions are presented in
App. D. Applying the Borel transformation to the vacuum QSR (2.127) employing Eq. (D.16)
with Q?> = —¢?, a = s, k =1 and m = N yields

B [HOPE(QQ)] (M2) = ﬁOPE(MQ)

S0 o
1
= /ds e /M pres (g) 4 = /ds e~ 5/M* ImITOPE (s) (2.130)
0 S0
and similar expressions for the in-medium sum rules (2.129) with Q? = —q3, where the

subtraction terms are eliminated and the polynomial weight in the spectral integral replaced
by the exponential. However, one may apply the Borel transform to a N-fold subtracted
dispersion relation IT1/Q?*™ with m < N in order to further suppress the continuum part
by 1/s™ in the spectral integral as commonly employed in twice subtracted p meson QSRs
with m = 1. Of course, in the Borel transform of II/Q?™, m subtraction terms remain
which can be easily understood from the point of view of subtracted dispersion relations:
the suppression of high-energy contributions has to be compensated for by a more detailed
knowledge of the function at the subtraction point [Leu98].!?

Although the Borel transformation attenuates shortcomings of the QSR method by sup-
pressing the continuum states and higher order power corrections, sufficiently reliable spec-
tral information about the lowest resonance can be extracted only within a certain Borel
mass range. This range is a compromise as particularly small or large numerical values of the
Borel mass M influence the sum rule in a two-fold way. While for large M higher order power
corrections are strongly suppressed, contributions to the spectral integral of higher hadronic
excitations, only grossly modeled by the continuum, are enhanced ultimately exceeding the
contribution of the lowest resonance of the spectrum. The beneficial enhancement of the
lowest resonance and the exponential suppression of the continuum for small M are coun-
teracted by increasing numerical impact of higher order power corrections worsening the
convergence behavior of the OPE.

In order to ensure the validity of the QSR, criteria for a maximal and minimal Borel
mass are selected. The Borel mass interval estimated on grounds of those criteria is referred
to as the Borel window. The commonly chosen criteria on the upper and lower limit of
the Borel window are the following [Lei97|: The upper limit Myax is selected such that
the integral over the lowest excitation contributes at least 50 % to the integral over the

MYWeinberg sum rules, introduced below in this thesis, can overcome this limitation to some extent, because
they are only sensitive to order parameters of DxSB.

!5Care needs to be taken here, because a naive approach may lead to opposite medium modifications of the
very same hadron from the sum rules of IT and II/Q? [Koi95, Hat95], i.e. suppressed in-medium OPE
information must be compensated by a relation constraining the in-medium spectral parameters [Koi97].
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full spectral function. The lower limit My, is evaluated requiring that the highest mass-
dimension condensate term considered contributes less than 10 % to the complete OPE. The
actually used percentages for individual QSR analyses may vary, but the result should be
robust with respect to slight changes of that figures. The existence of a Borel window is
a priori not guaranteed. One may face a QSR with very narrow Borel window worgsening
accuracy of the method, or even a closed Borel window, i.e. Mpax < Mmnin, causing a failure
of the QSR framework.

This method of deducing the Borel window for a certain confidence level associated
with the chosen percentage criteria might be contrasted by an approach based on Hélder
inequalities [Ben95]. Using these inequalities one can construct fundamental constraints
on the QSR that must be satisfied if the sum rule is consistent with its phenomenological
relation to the integral over the spectral density. The constraints can be viewed as a test of
both the validity of the continuum hypothesis, i.e. the quark-hadron duality above sg, and
of the lower bound on the Borel mass, i.e. My, beyond which the neglected or unknown
effects in the QSR become substantial. Thus, these constraints shift the notion of QSR
validity from the Borel window, being an Borel mass range with an associated confidence
level, to an admissible region in the M-sg plane, providing a minimal Borel mass My, for
every continuum threshold sq.

Having outlined the concept of QSRs, let us summarize the essential content: The cor-
relator (2.1) (the 1.h.s.) is cast in a dispersion relation form, where an integral of the
discontinuity (or the spectral density) appears as the relevant quantity, while the r.h.s. of
(2.1) employs the OPE. Within this thesis, we take the attitude to assume that the r.h.s.
quantities (Wilson coefficients and condensates) are known and study the implications for
the 1.h.s. which encodes hadron properties.

2.4.1 Model-independent resonance properties

Extraction of the integrated spectral information concealed in hadronic Green’s functions,
e.g. the current-current correlator (2.1), calculated by means of an OPE or in the /QCD
framework is limited. Model-independent estimates about the shape of the particularly
interesting low-energy part of the spectral density p'® may be obtained from moments of
the spectral distribution,'® if multi-resonance structures can be excluded. The center of
gravity of the distribution is provided by the first weighted moment

. OSO ds Se—s/]bﬂpres(s)
m- = 50 —s/M?2 res ) (2131)
Jo? ds e=s/M? pres(s)

where the spectral integrals of the denominator and the numerator can be expressed by the
OPE employing the QSR (2.130) and the derivative of Eq. (2.130) w.r.t. —1/M?, dubbed
derivative sum rule, respectively. Higher central moments

50 4 _ 2 \n ,—s/M? res
m2,) = =0 S E: m )Mi p"(s) (213
fO ds e—s/ pres(s)

—s/M?

5Note that not the bare spectral function but p™(s) weighted by the Borel exponential e enters the

spectral integral of the QSR (2.130).
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may be used to estimate the shape of the spectral distribution, i.e. variance fné), skewness
mé) / m?Q) and kurtosis m%4) / ng) measuring width, asymmetry and flatness of the distribu-
tion, respectively. Further odd (even) central moments would give additional information on
the asymmetry (flatness) of the spectral distribution. Such higher central moments would
be evaluated by means of higher derivative sum rules which have inherent shortcomings as
we will dwell on in the following Subsec. 2.4.2.

Euclidean time correlators of hadrons are successfully computed within the scope of
LQCD. As also these correlators incorporate the integrated spectral density, the same difficul-
ties in deducing the hadronic spectral properties are encountered. In the lattice community,
the maximum entropy method, based on Bayesian inference theory, has been introduced to
extract the spectral density from the correlators [Nak99|. These ideas have been adopted
to QSR analyses [Gub10], recently. The maximum entropy method which does not fix the
functional form of the spectral density seems to be less restrictive than a model ansatz for
the resonance, but it relies on a ’default model’, used to fix the value of the spectral function
at low and high energies, which might influence the results as well. The pending problem of
deducing the spectral density from the correlator deserves intense investigations, cf. [Burl3|
for a slightly improved Bayesian approach based on reassessed axioms.

2.4.2 Resonance properties from a spectral density ansatz
The parametrization of the lowest excitation of the spectrum by a pole,

P (s) = Rypd(s —m3), (2.133)
is suggested by the spectral density (2.8), where one can identify Rj, = (2m)3(Q2]7(0)|h)|?
for a hadron h at rest, i.e. pp, = (mp, 6), and for po = 0. This simple parametrization of the
lowest resonance has been employed to QSR evaluations to estimate hadron masses since
the advent of the method. Although application of the admittedly rough model seems not
suitable for short-lived states or brought resonances, e.g. the p meson, it yields acceptable
results building confidence in the framework.

The center of gravity m (2.131) of a general spectral function p(s) in the low-energy
region, i.e. s < sg, coincides with the mass parameter my, of the pole ansatz (2.133). Thus,
the standard QSR evaluation procedure utilizes the normalized first moment of the spectral
integral over the low energies, dubbed ratio sum rule by some authors. A further advantage
of the pole + continuum ansatz is its small number of parameters. The hadron mass my,, the
residuum Ry, and the continuum threshold parameter sg can be determined from the QSR
(2.130) and its derivative w.r.t. —1/M? alone, because the continuum threshold parameter
is fixed by the requirement of maximal flatness of the mass Borel curve

1 dI(M

and the residuum Borel curve

Ry, (M) = e™n/M*TI(M) (2.135)
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in the Borel window with II = [TOPE — [feont and [fcont(pf) = Jods e /M peont (g) - The
spectral parameters are extracted consecutively from these equations, where the flatness can
be quantified as'?

Mmax (30)
1

d(SO) - Mmax(SO) — Muin M [mh<M; 80) a mh(so>]2 ’ (2'136)

Mmin

where my,(sg) is obtained from Eq. (2.134) averaged within the Borel window. Once the
continuum threshold parameter sg is fixed by requiring maximal flatness, i.e.

d(so) = min d(sg), (2.137)

/
Sp>Mmp

the corresponding my, provides the hadron mass parameter. Subsequently, the Borel window
averaged residuum parameter Ry, is estimated from Eq. (2.135) employing the average Borel
mass parameter my, or the mass Borel curve my,(M).

The requirement of flatness in the Borel window emerges from the derivation of the mass
Borel curve (ratio QSR) using

d = d 2 ap2
WH(M2) = WRhe_mh/M (2.138)

o dmy, ol dR,

— —mII(M?) + Oy, A(L/M2) T OB, d(1/M2)

(2.139)

If this requirement cannot be met for a physical continuum threshold parameter sg, the ratio
QSR might give wrong results. In this case, one should not rely on the ratio QSRs [Lei97],
especially not on higher derivative QSRs, where exemplarily the n-th derivative QSR of the
p meson in generic form is given by |Hil12c|'8

50
Rhm%ne*"”‘%/M2 = /ds s"flI]nnﬁ((s*)e*s/M2
0

k! k! M2(k+n) 2

= nleogM? [1 _ g so/M? i W +(-1)" i Chintl
k=0 k=0
(2.140)
because of three main reasons [Jin95, Lei97|: (i) The importance of the perturbative term
increases for increasing n, due to the n! factor, implying that higher derivative QSRs probe
the continuum instead of the resonance. (i7) Power corrections proportional to ci,..., ¢,
do not contribute to the n-th derivative sum rule, i.e. if one truncates the OPE, part or

1"While the presented criterion utilizes the deviation d(s¢) from mean in the L? norm an extension to the
L? norm is conceivable producing the supremum norm for p — oo.

8The here introduced OPE coefficients ¢; of the power corrections are related to the Wilson coefficients
C; and the condensates (©2|0;|Q) in Eq. (2.26). In order to keep track of the derivatives w.r.t. —1/M?,
the expansion in condensates is rewritten in a power series in 1/M? such that the coefficients ¢; con-
tain all condensates of mass dimension 2i and the momentum independent factors of the corresponding
coefficients Cj.
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all of the non-perturbative information will be lost in this derivative sum rule. (ii7) In the
original QSR, the power correction ¢; is suppressed by a factor of 1/(i — 1)!, while it is only
suppressed by 1/k! = 1/(i —n — 1)! in the n-th derivative sum rule (i > n) implying a much
slower convergence of the OPE and thus, making it even more restrictive to define the lower
Borel window boundary. Following the same reasoning, the accuracy of the information on
the spectral shape from higher moments of the spectral distribution (2.132) must be doubted,
because they build on higher derivative sum rules as well.

One may also evaluate QSRs by expanding the exponential in the spectral integral and
a term-by-term comparison in Eq. (2.130) giving a set of QSRs for moments of the spectral
density. The first moments obtained this way are advocated by some authors [Wei00] due to
their independence of the auxiliary parameter M and the absence of higher mass dimension
condensates with notoriously poorly known numerical values. However, these moments are
essentially derivative sum rules evaluated at 1/M? = 0 which is far above the actual Borel
window, i.e. the continuum is probed instead of the resonance. The sensitivity of these
moments on the spectral shape of the lowest resonance seems to be insufficient, such that
extracted spectral properties must be questioned as well as the discriminating potential of
the moments whether the QSRs are compatible with a particular hadronic model.

The Monte-Carlo QSR analysis suggested in Ref. [Lei97| does genuinely rely on the orig-
inal QSR (2.130) avoiding the shortcomings of derivative sum rules (2.140) altogether. This
analysis procedure, where hadronic parameters of the spectral density ansatz are extracted
by means of a maximum likelihood method for Gaussianly distributed input parameters,
allows for a rigorous uncertainty analysis. The details of the Monte-Carlo QSR method are
outlined in App. E. So far, the Monte-Carlo analysis has been done for the p meson and the
nucleon only, which feature well-performing QSRs and have been extensively studied. The
p channel is most favorable from the point of view of applications of the SVZ sum rules. In
a sense, this is a dream case: the role of the continuum with respect to p is as tempered as
it can possibly be, and higher (unknown) condensates in the truncated condensate expan-
sion show up at remarkably low values of M? so that the working window is comfortably
wide [Shi98|. The successful application of the Monte-Carlo QSR analysis to a wider range
of hadrons is still pending. We follow the conservative approach using the first derivative
sum rule for the mass Borel curve being aware of its limited reliability if the mass Borel
curve is not sufficiently flat in the Borel window, but we refrain from using higher order
derivative sum rules. Nonetheless, the Monte-Carlo QSR analysis is a promising tool for
extracting spectral properties of hadrons which are not biased from derivative sum rules
given that a reliable minimization procedure is employed.

In a strongly interacting medium, affecting hadrons and anti-hadrons differently, e.g.
non-self-adjoint mesons embedded in nuclear matter, the odd OPE does not vanish a priori
and the spectral parameters double:

P (w,0) = Ry d(w —my) + R_6(w+m_) (2.141)

(cf. the schematic in-medium spectral density in Fig. 2.6 right panel). Hence, the Borel
transformed even sum rule (e = II°V*"(M?) = myRye ™M 4 m,R,e_ma/M2) and odd
sum rule (o = [°%4(/2) = R+e_m~2#/M2 - R,e_mz/MQ) are coupled, cf. Egs. (2.129). Intro-
ducing a mass centroid mj = (my +m_)/2 and mass splitting Amy, = (m4 — m_)/2 they
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2.4 Evaluation of QCD sum rules

can be disentangled by a generalization of Eq. (2.134) [Hil09]

B loe’ —eo
2e24 00
7 N2
(M) = \/Ami _ee )7 (2.143)

e2 + oo

Amp (M) (2.142)

where here, for brevity, a prime denotes the derivative w.r.t. 1/M?2. If one furthermore
decomposes Ry = Rj, + ARy, the even sum rule o mthe_m%z/MQ exhibits its dependence
on averaged h-+ h properties while the odd sum rule (ARy, — 2Amhﬁh%)e*m2ﬂw2 reveals
its relation to the h—h splitting which vanishes for self-adjoint hadrons h and at zero nucleon
density. Obviously, the residuum Borel curves Ry (M) can be conveniently deduced from

the original even and odd sum rules.

A broad resonance in the low-energy region of the spectral density may be adequately
parametrized by a Breit-Wigner distribution [Hat93|
Fy, mpl'y,

Pe(s) = 2 . (2.144)
(s—m2)” +m2r?

In contrast to the pole ansatz characterized by a residuum Rj, (here: F}) and the hadron
mass my, this distribution contains a further parameter I'y, describing the width of the
spectral distribution. However, QSRs are hardly sensitive on the width 'y, of the distribution
(2.144), because it probes the integrated spectral density. One may circumvent this problem
by calculating the decay constant f,% = Ry/ m% from the pole ansatz first and subsequently
computing the rate for the related decay of the hadron using f;, [Hat93,Nar99|. This rate
coincides with the desired (partial) width T'j, for T'y, < my, [Pes95].

Anyway, the three parameters of the above ansatz (2.144) can not be extracted from the
standard procedure employing the original QSR and its first derivative sum rule alone (anal-
ogous to Eqgs. (2.135) and (2.134), respectively). In order to actually fix three resonance
parameters one is forced to use a further derivative sum rule. Otherwise, only relations
among the spectral parameters can be obtained, e.g. mass-width correlations [Hill2¢|. Uti-
lizing a more complex spectral ansatz one faces the same problems in an enhanced manner,
where even more spectral parameters are to be determined from the same set of equations.
Thus, relying on the original QSRs and their first derivatives alone, does not allow for the
evaluation of even and odd in-medium sum rules with complicated spectral anséitze which
produce unique results for the doubled parameters, analogous to Eq. (2.141). However, if the
QSR study focuses on in-medium changes of hadronic spectral properties one might choose
a sophisticated ansatz, e.g. Breit-Wigner distributions with energy dependent widths and
taking production thresholds into account. If good reasons can be provided one may al-
low for only two of the parameters, optimized to reproduce experimental vacuum data, to
deviate from their vacuum values.
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

The D meson has been considered the "hydrogen problem’ of QCD. Its characteristics resem-
ble those of a hydrogen atom, because it is a bound state with vastly different mass scales — a
particularly light quark (q) of up or down flavor and a heavy charm quark (Q) — albeit with
strongly interacting particles. Exposing a hydrogen atom to electromagnetic fields alters the
properties of the level scheme known as Stark and Zeeman effects. Similarly, the D meson
is expected to exhibit changing properties in a strongly interacting environment. Medium
modifications of D mesons have become an interesting topic in recent years, since open charm
mesons and charmonium serve as probes of hot nuclear matter and deconfinement effects
[Frill]. Mesons with charm (or bottom) can serve equally well as probes of dense or even sat-
urated nuclear matter (cf. [Tol09, Tol13, Kum10,Kum11,Blal2,Hel3,Yasl3a, Yas13b, Yas14|
for recent works and further references). For such theoretical investigations the finite-density
QSRs look promising [Hay00, Hil09, Zsc11, Wan11, Wan13]. However, these studies are re-
stricted hitherto to condensate contributions up to mass dimension 5. Motivated by the
significant contributions of four-quark condensate terms to the p meson QSR we aim for
higher order contributions of mass dimension 6 to study their impact on the in-medium D
meson QSR. This chapter is based on the results presented in Ref. [Bucl5b| as well as in
Ref. |Bucl6b| dealing with a vital technical aspect and its implications.

3.1 Motivation

Among the central issues of hadron physics in the light-quark sector are chiral symmetry and
its breaking pattern. If one relates spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking with the non-zero
value of the chiral condensate in vacuum, (gq)o ~ (—245 MeV)?3, one is tempted to ask for ob-
servable consequences of chiral restoration, i. e. to which extent do hadron observables change
under a change of the chiral condensate [Wei94]. In LO, at non-zero temperature 7" and/or

density n, the chiral condensate is modified according to (qq)r,n =~ (Gq)o (1 - % — %}%)
(cf. Egs. (2.116) and (2.117)), i. e. it is diminished relative to its vacuum value. Chiral restora-
tion may be understood accordingly as being necessarily accompanied by (gq)r, — 0. Also
further condensates, especially four-quark condensates, exhibit non-invariant behavior un-
der chiral transformations [Leu06, Tho07, Hil11]. Such condensates are candidates for order
parameters of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking and restoration, similarly to the chiral
condensate, cf. Subsec. 2.3.2. While deconfinement accompanied by dissolving hadron states
is the obviously strongest medium modification of hadrons, more modest modifications are
envisaged during the last two decennia (cf. [Hat93,Jin93,Coh95| for surveys on medium mod-
ifications of hadrons). The seminal paper by Hatsuda and Lee [Hat92b| devices a scenario
where spectral properties of mesons (most notably condensed into moments characterizing
masses and widths) do change in a strongly interacting medium. Clearly, there are further
condensates which change at non-zero temperature and density [Hat93, Jin93].



3 Medium modifications of D mesons

In order to judge the impact of particular condensates on the hadronic spectral function,
we estimate their contributions to the OPE side of the QSR (2.130). For the p meson at
rest the Borel transformed OPE series reads!

C(o) C(p) C(o)
(@) + 5 (26 +

M? M? MY

where the superscript '(p)’ is a reminder that, for the moment, we are talking about the p

meson which has been analyzed extensively |Frill]. Writing schematically (O3) = x{gq)?

with a fudge factor k one observes in fact that, for Borel masses M ~ 1 GeV, the chiral

e (r2) = ¢l m? + (O3) + -+, (3.1)

condensate term o C}p) /M? is numerically suppressed, and the gluon condensate term

x C’ép) /M? as well as the four-quark condensate combinations oc C’?()p)/M 4 are of the same
order of magnitude for a typical choice kK ~ 2 [Rapl0]:

~ 14 & ~ 1 « 11270 Kk,
H(p)(MQ) = {72 M2+ W( q> 24M2< SG2> - 81M487<QQ>2+ e
M? G v4 Gev* v4 GeV©
8772< —0.026 ———— IV —i—-'-), (3.2)

where ag = 0.35, m, = 0.005 GeV, (gq) = (—0.245 GeV)?3 and ((as/m)G?) = 0.012 GeV*?
have been used.

While the separation of scales in the OPE seems unproblematic in the light-quark sector
extra effort is required to include heavy quarks, because their masses enter the scheme as
additional scales. Nevertheless, since other methods (such as /QCD evaluations, Schrédinger
equation approaches with potentials, Dyson-Schwinger-Bethe-Salpeter equations, etc.) are
at our disposal, a mutual judging is of interest. In the g@Q sector? the chiral condensate
appears in the scale-dependent combination® mq(qq), i.e. the heavy-quark mass mg acts
as an amplification factor of the chiral condensate term with sizable impact on spectral
properties of ¢@ mesons [Hilll|. Furthermore, the in-medium sum rule has an even and
an odd part w.r.t. the meson energy po, cf. Egs. (2.20), since particles and anti-particles
are to be distinguished and the corresponding dispersion integrals run over positive and
negative frequencies. In the light chiral limit, m,; — 0, the first known terms have the
structure [Hil09, Zsc11]

6
ﬁeven(MQ) =Co+ e—mZ)/M2 Zciven<M2) <Ok>even7 (3.3&)
k=1
~ 2 2 3
Hodd(MQ) _ 6me/AM Zcﬁdd(M2) <Ok>0dd (33b)
k=1

with the perturbative term Cp and the condensates (O1)*V" = (qq)), (O2)°¥*" = (qgoGq)),
(O5)7 = ((as/m)G?)), (04)7" = (((s/m)[(vG)? /v* — G2 /4])), (O5)"*" = {(q"iDyq)) and

!The ellipses in the displayed series denote higher power corrections which may break down the expansion,
thus, requiring a careful evaluation of the OPE’s convergence behavior.

2We use henceforth the shorthand notation ¢Q for §Q and Qq mesons. The correlators of mesons g@Q and
anti-mesons Qq satisfy the relation 1o (p) = I, (—p) [Zsc11]. The D meson four-momentum is denoted
by p instead of ¢ in this chapter in order to obtain a clear distinction from the light-quark operator gq.

8 Although, the running heavy-quark mass (2.77) compensates the scale-dependence of the running chiral
condensate (2.89) to one-loop order, we tentatively refer to mq(gq) as a scale-dependent combination in
contrast to mq(gq) since my and mg might have different anomalous dimensions in higher loop orders.
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3.2 QCD sum rules for q() mesons

(Og)°" = (G D§ — 9o G/8] q)) as well as (01)°% = (q'q)), (02)°*! = (¢ Dig)) and (O3)°H! =
{qTgoGq)). The coefficients szen,odd (M?) are the Wilson coefficients modulo a common fac-
tor e”"2/M* Without knowledge of the Wilson coefficients of the four-quark condensates
it is hardly possible to estimate their impact on Il in the sum rule and a simple order-of-
magnitude comparison can be misleading. (For example, in the above p meson sum rule
(3.2), ((as/m)G?) = 0.012 GeV* and (gq)? = 0.00022 GeV® would one lead to guess that
the latter condensate contribution is negligible at M ~ 1 GeV. However, it is the Wilson
coefficient C’ép) = 1/24 which makes the gluon contribution comparable to the four-quark

condensate term with C’ép) = (112/81)mas.) Therefore, a calculation of Wilson coefficients
of the in-medium four-quark condensates entering QSRs for ¢@QQ mesons is mandatory. This
is the goal of the present chapter. Equipped with these four-quark condensate contribu-
tions one can extend previous OPE/QSR studies of spectral properties of pseudo-scalar ¢@Q
mesons. Furthermore, and more importantly, one is able to identify four-quark condensate
contributions which are not invariant under chiral transformations and, thus, may serve as
elements of order parameters of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking. As pointed out in
Sec. 4.1 and Ref. [Hilll|, also in ¢@Q meson systems, the splitting of the spectral densities
between parity partners is driven by such order parameters.

Although four-quark condensates can influence the in-medium properties significantly,
as recalled above for the p meson, no light four-quark condensate contributions of the OPE
have been used so far to improve the evaluation of in-medium modifications of g) mesons.
Accordingly, we are going to include here light four-quark condensate contributions, thus,
extending the previous studies.

The common problem of presently poorly known numerical values of four-quark con-
densates requires a further treatment of these contributions. Thus, we resort here to the
argument that heavy quarks are static and do not condense, i.e. one neglects all contri-
butions of condensates containing heavy-quark operators [Rei85]. To arrive at an order of
magnitude estimate of their impact, light four-quark condensates are eventually factorized
and equipped with fudge factors to correct potential failure of the ground state saturation
hypothesis.

Including four-quark condensates is a difficile task and has only been done in vacuum ¢Q
systems employing factorization up to now. In vacuum, the number of terms involves only
a small amount of the possible in-medium contributions. Furthermore, assuming vacuum
saturation from the very beginning in order to factorize four-quark condensates simplifies
evaluations drastically. This is the reason why even in vacuum only few papers deal with
non-factorized four-quark condensates [Hill2c, Hoh14|, whereby even factorized four-quark
condensates have never been considered in ¢@) systems in the medium.

3.2 QCD sum rules for g@Q mesons

0

We consider the causal current-current correlator (2.1) in LO perturbation theory o asy

1) =i [ dte (T ()5 0)]) (3.9
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

) (b) () (a) ©

Q:+@+@+@+@

Figure 3.1: Diagrammatic representation of the contribution (3.7a) to the current-current
correlator, where a selection of topologically relevant diagrams is displayed. Solid lines
stand for free quark propagators, wiggly lines are for gluons and crosses symbolize local
quark or gluon condensation. In our expansion scheme, we retain only the diagrams (a)—(c)
contributing to the perturbative term Cj, (a), and yielding the Wilson coefficients c§"*"
and ¢§¥°", (b) and (c), in Eq. (3.3a) since the other ones, (d)—(h), are of higher order in g.

o — ___

with the interpolating pseudo-scalar current
(@) = iq(z)sQ(z) - (3.5)

The Wilson coefficients are calculated using the background field method in Fock-Schwinger
gauge zMA,(x) = 0. The general ideas of the calculus are provided in Sec. 2.2, while a
compact description in LO perturbation theory is given in [Zscll,Hilll]. Utilizing Wick’s
theorem the correlator (3.4) decomposes as

I(p) = IO (p) + TP (p) (3.6)
~O-
with
O (p) = —i / d*z P ((: Trep [S4(0, 2)7550 (x,0)y5] ) (3.7a)
@ (p) = + / d'a €7 ((: Q(0)155, (0, 2)15Q(x) + d(x)7s S (@, 0)15a(0)) ,  (3.7b)

where terms associated with disconnected diagrams are omitted. The notation Tr. p means
traces over color and Dirac indices respectively. I1(0) (p) denotes the fully Wick-contracted
term and I1(2) (p) is the two-quark term, i.e. the superscript number in parentheses refers
to the number of Wick-uncontracted quark field operators of the interpolating currents.
The full light-quark propagator in the gluonic background field is defined as Sy(x,y) =
—i(T [q(2)q(y)]) (and with ¢ — Q for the full heavy-quark propagator, cf. App. C.3 for
further details). In the diagrammatic representation of the decomposition (3.6), dashed lines
denote the pseudo-scalar current, double lines symbolize full quark propagators whereas
single lines are for free quark propagators, and circles denote non-local quark condensation.

Employing the expansion (2.44) in (3.7a) generates a series of terms where a (few) soft
gluon(s) couple to quark, gluon and quark-gluon condensates (cf. Fig. 3.1), while an analog
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)
e AP

Figure 3.2: Diagrammatic representation of the contribution (3.7b), where a selection of
topologically relevant diagrams is displayed as in Fig. 3.1, too.

series emerges from (3.7b) utilizing the covariant expansion (2.35) of the quark operator
additionally, see Fig. 3.2.

Up to mass dimension 5 the corresponding infra-red stable Wilson coefficients can be
found in [Hil09, Zscll|, providing coefficients for the vacuum- and medium-specific quark,
gluon and mixed quark-gluon condensates listed below Eq. (3.3). These refer to diagrams
(a)—(c) in Fig. 3.1 and (a)-(c) in Fig. 3.2 as well as diagrams associated to non-local con-
densation. Using the formulae in [Zsc11, Hilll] one also obtains Wilson coefficients of light
four-quark condensates, where the corresponding tree-level diagrams (cf. Fig. 3.2, diagrams
(d) and (e)) contain one soft-momentum gluon line.

Since we truncate here the series expansion of (3.7a) and (3.7b) at order g2, light four-
quark condensate contributions arise only from (3.7b), i.e. diagrams (d) and (e) in Fig. 3.2.
The other diagrams in Fig. 3.2 refer to the two-quark (a) and the quark-gluon condensate
contributions (b) and (c), respectively.

3.3 Four-quark condensate contributions

3.3.1 Wilson coefficients

We focus now on the evaluation of the light-quark condensate contributions in mass di-
mension 6 containing the particularly interesting four-quark condensates.* For a handy
notation, we denote by Ilgine those contributions to II), cf. (3.6), where dimension-6 light-
quark condensates are involved (e.g. the four-quark condensate contributions in diagrams
(d) and (e) in Fig. 3.2). We note that the gluon in the contributions to II®) may have an
arbitrarily small momentum, and thus they are dubbed soft-gluon contributions. However,
also tree-level four-quark contributions exist, where the gluon must carry the full momen-
tum p of the meson (cf. Fig. 3.3). These contributions are dubbed hard-gluon ones, and
they arise with the NLO interaction term inserted into the correlator [Shi79, Pas84, Nar07].
However, their corresponding condensates contain heavy-quark operators and are neglected
according to arguments in [Rei85, Nar05|: heavy quarks do hardly condense. In principle,
heavy-quark condensates could be considered rigorously using the HQE, where the conden-
sate is expanded in inverse powers of the heavy-quark mass. Unfortunately, for in-medium
condensates of mass dimension 6 this procedure leads to numerous unknown condensates
which are merely used to approximate the magnitude of the heavy-quark condensate, i.e. an

*In medium, four-quark condensates can not be considered solely, but inclusion of corresponding light-quark
condensates in mass dimension 6, which can not be reduced to four-quark condensates, is required in
order to ensure a continuous transition to the vacuum (cf. App. C.3 for technical details).

o7



3 Medium modifications of D mesons

Figure 3.3: Diagrammatic representation of hard-gluon contributions giving tree-level

four-quark condensate terms for the correlator in NLO perturbation theory o .

inherently small quantity compared to light-quark condensates. Therefore, we neglect such
heavy-quark terms in the present analysis, but provide the description how to generalize
the original vacuum HQE to in-medium situations in Sec. 3.6. Note that we also disregard
higher order light four-quark condensate contributions oc ¢?® with n > 2, such as diagram
(h) in Fig. 3.1.

In the light chiral limit, m, — 0, the exact result reads

2 4
1 1 1 mg 1 myg )
Maim6(p) = = ———5—5 | 1+ - .0y
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v 2
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where the operators Oy are listed in Tab. 3.1. The incorporated four-quark operators are
obtained from the perturbative quark propagator exploiting the gluonic EoM (A.19). Even
in medium, the number of such operators is limited, because the EoM predetermines Dirac
and color structures. Current-current correlators with a single quark flavor ¢ form three
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3.3 Four-quark condensate contributions

Table 3.1: List of light-quark operators of mass dimension 6 forming condensates which
enter the results for soft-gluon diagram contributions to II?) (cf. Fig. 3.2) emerging from
(3.7b). >_; means summing over light-quark flavors u, d(, s). The quantity ¢ denotes the
medium four-velocity contracted with a Dirac matrix and (vD) its contraction with the
covariant derivative.

k Oy, k Oy, k Ok
L@ the)  fawttf 6 gpo™ [(viD),Gyulq 11 (viD)oGq
f
2 (j;étAqZ fyétAf 7 (jz'b“%yéG,,)\qg“”’\TvT 12 go" [iD,, Gyl g
f
3 q(viD)oGyq 8 q(viD)%jq 13 go"* [(viD), Gyl q
4 q(vb)quyﬂv”q 9 q_tAquyétAf 14 (j(vib)3q
f
5 @7 [(vD),G,.)vt'q 10 goG(viD)q

Table 3.2: List of medium-specific light-quark operator combinations in mass dimension
6 incorporating operators related to O; which already occurs in vacuum.

9201 — % (9202 — 2903 + 690y)
9?01 — % (9?02 + gOs)

2% (9202 4 3905 — gOs)

2903

39201 — % (902 + 2904 — gOr)
9?01 — B0y

different four-quark operators (of this origin) according to Eq. (C.118) which are invariant
under parity and time reversal transformations. The corresponding condensates, i.e. ((Og))
with £ =1, 2 and 9, are classified as full condensates with indices 2v, 2v/ and 2vs in Tab. 1
(for ¢ = f) and with indices 4v, 4v/, 4vs and 6vs in Tab. 2 (for ¢ # f) of Ref. [Tho07] which
provides an exhaustive list of independent light four-quark condensates.

Only the first line in (3.8) contains the vacuum contribution whereas the remaining
terms are medium-specific and consequently must vanish in vacuum [Bucl5a]. Furthermore,
it can be shown by consistency arguments alone that the particular linear combinations of
operators collected in Tab. 3.2 must vanish identically in vacuum. This imposes vacuum
constraints as interrelations among the operators of Tab. 3.1, in particular also between
terms which already occur in vacuum, i.e. O1, and those which additionally and exclusively
enter in the medium [Bucl6b]. Note that vacuum-specific terms additionally exhibit an own
medium dependence. These ideas are presented in Sec. 3.7, while the details on this rather
technical aspect are relegated to App. C.2.
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

In order to test our computational procedure we consider the light four-quark condensate
contributions of pseudo-scalar D mesons in vacuum. Employing the Borel transformation
and a factorization of the four-quark condensates (cf. Section 3.3.3), we recover the result
first calculated by Aliev and Eletsky [Ali83] and confirmed by Narison [Nar01]:

AV&C(M) _

; 167 emé/MQ{ 1mg 1 mg
q

s A 2 ~ \2
27 M2 4 M2 12 M4 }asﬁ0<QQ>o . (39)

The result of Hayashigaki and Terasaki [Hay04] differs by a factor of —2 in the second of the
three terms in {---} forming the Wilson coefficient. It is conceivable that they missed one
of the three terms of mass dimension 6 leading to light four-quark condensate contributions
eventually (cf. [Pas84] and the details in App. C.3). In fact, omitting the four-quark term
in (C.116) would recover the result in [Hay04].

Having accomplished the evaluation of the OPE for light-quark condensates in mass
dimension 6, one has to note that, in our expansion scheme, further diagrams contribute in
LO. These are, for example, the gluon condensates depicted in Fig. 3.1 by diagrams (d), (e)
and (f) which deserve separate elaborations beyond the scope of this work.

3.3.2 Chirally odd four-quark condensate in D meson QSR

As stressed in Sec. 3.1, the chiral condensate ((Gg)) may serve as an order parameter of
spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking (or can constitute an element thereof), since it is not
invariant under chiral transformations. Other quark condensates reveal invariant as well as
non-invariant behavior under chiral transformations, thus, they are dubbed chirally even or
chirally odd condensates, respectively. Four-quark condensates entering the OPE (3.8) are
of both kinds. Since these condensates (cf. Tab. 3.1) are flavor singlet structures, such four-
quark condensates containing exclusively 7, and/or 757y, as Dirac structures are invariant
under chiral transformations (B.5). Therefore, the first two entries in Tab. 3.1, i.e. {(:O1:))
and ((:O2:)), are invariant under chiral transformations (B.5), whereas the condensate

(:09:) oc (Ort Mgty ) + (drt gt ) + (L +— R) (3.10)

is chirally odd, i.e. it can be turned into its negative, e.g. for |0% — O¢|//2N; = (2k + 1)7
with integer k and vanishing of the remaining rotation parameters G%L with b # a, cf.
Eq. (B.10). We note that this chirally odd four-quark condensate is medium-specific con-
trary to the chiral condensate. The chirally odd nature of {(: Og:)) can be also deduced from
the difference of chiral partner spectra (Weinberg-type sum rules), where the dependence on
chirally symmetric condensates cancels out [Hilll]. Furthermore, the operator Og emerges
from the commutator (2.104) with the generator of the axial-vector transformation [Tho08a],
similarly to operators providing potential order parameters, e. g. the chiral condensate. Thus,
the chirally odd four-quark condensate contributions may give insight to the breaking pat-
terns of chiral symmetry as well as symmetry restoration scenarios [Hoh12,Hol13, Hoh14].

3.3.3 Estimates of four-quark condensates — factorization

Once the evaluation of the OPE is completed, even in a truncated form and according to
a particular organization of the nested multiple expansion schemes, one needs numerical

60



3.3 Four-quark condensate contributions

Table 3.3: List of light four-quark condensates ((: Oy :)), with k = 1, 2 and 9, entering the
result (3.8) in genuine and factorized form. Resulting from the two-quark condensates in
linear density approximation, the third column depicts the density dependent and factorized
four-quark condensates (: Oy :)p, utilized in Sec. 3.4.

(:Op =) factorization density dependence
Gt S Pt 1)~ 20600 5 Gap?| gl Gaa (- ) - §7)
f ™I T
Capt B r) gl Gk - plbad(- S0 )
f I T
fear'a 2742 ~ smaliaa) (apes) ~graliando(1- 2 )n

values of the various condensates. The low mass dimension condensates are constrained
fairly well, even with some debate on the gluon condensates [Shu04]. The mass dimension-6
four-quark condensates are less well investigated. They enter QSRs in different combinations,
as exemplified, for instance, in [Tho07] for the nucleon and in [Hil12¢| for the p meson.

To arrive at some numerical estimates of the impact of the light four-quark condensates
we employ tentatively the factorization hypothesis, being aware of its limited reliability
and lacking foundation [Lau84, Koi93, Leu05, Drul2, Bral5|. Despite the validity of the
factorization ansatz for an infinite number of colors, its accuracy for QCD is still questionable.
Factorization of four-quark condensates is based on the ground state saturation hypothesis.
Accordingly, only the ground state is assumed to yield a relevant contribution after insertion
of a complete set of hadronic states into the four-quark condensate. In Ref. [Shi79] the
contribution of the lightest hadronic state, the pion state, is estimated as 1/20 of the ground
state contribution. Thus, the four-quark condensate is assumed to factorize into two ground
state EVs of two-quark operators. In a medium, two different two-quark condensates exist,
(:qq:) and ((:gv"q:)), where the latter one is employed as ((:@¥q:))v*/v? after projection
of the Lorentz index. Factorization formulae for in-medium contributions can be found
in [Jin93]. Our investigation uses

_lﬁl(Fl, FQ)

gDt qaTot4q ) =
(:ql1t"qqlat"q:) 36

{@:aq:)*Tep [T112]

+ ((:ag:) (:qvuq:) (Trp D19 Ta] + Trp [y T112))

+ (@ D anwa) Trp Ty T § (3.11)
(:qDt2q7 Tot A ) = 0, (3.12)

where I'; and 'y denote the Dirac structures of the condensates and g # ¢ = f in Eq. (3.12).
The factors £(I'1,'2) may be introduced to account for deviations from strict factorization,
which is recovered for x(I';,I's) = 1. The relevant expressions are listed in Tab. 3.3.

However, Tab. 3.3 exhibits further issues which arise due to factorization of four-quark
condensates. Condensates originally considered chirally even, such as ((:O;:)) and ((:O3:)),
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

factorize into powers of the chiral condensate ((: gq:)) which is genuinely chirally odd. Since
factorization changes the behavior of four-quark condensates under chiral transformations,
the transformation properties of the OPE and, therefore, of the (operator product) expanded
correlator are altered. Apart from lacking accuracy, factorization is also disputable with
respect to chiral symmetry. A procedure analog to the one in [Hill2¢| can overcome such
artifacts.

3.4 Numerical evaluation

The Borel transform [Fur92,Coh95], cf. App. D, of the light-quark condensate contributions
in the meson’s rest frame, p, = (po,0), v, = (1,0), and after a Wick rotation py = iw, reads

e L (b
dime (M) = 3T (1 S 12M4> g°{(:012))
1 e ma/M? 1mg ) )
T3 (1 32 [«19 01 —2(g°02 — 2903 + 6904) 1))
— (:9°01 = 2(g?O2 + gOs) :)) + 2(:g° 02 + 3905 — gOg:)
3
+29(:03:) = 5 (:36°01 = 4 (403 + 201 = gO7) :>>}
2 2
1e /M my  1my\ ,
e /M
11309 (M?) = TQ [92«109 )+ 29 ({(:010:) + (:011:)))
1 1
- 594:0125) + 39(: 0133
—m?2 /M? 2
e Q mg 1mg

which is the basis of the following numerical evaluation in nuclear matter, i.e. in a particle—
anti-particle asymmetric environment. Accordingly, even and odd parts w.r.t. pp have been
separated. As described in Subsec. 3.3.1 the medium-specific condensates entering the results
(3.13) must vanish for zero nucleon density per construction. This can be satisfied for the
odd OPE (3.13b) by vanishing of the square bracketed terms and ((: O14:)), and it implies
non-trivial constraints on the vacuum EVs of operators in the even OPE (3.13a) containing
the medium velocity v,. These vacuum constraints can be formulated in terms of a system
of linear equations which can be solved and which ensures vanishing of all medium-specific
condensates in vacuum, cf. Egs. (3.24).

As, however, the density dependence of the medium-specific light-quark condensates in
mass dimension 6 is still unrestricted, we assume that it is dominated by the four-quark
condensate contribution whose medium dependence can be estimated by factorization (cf.
Tab. 3.3), i.e. only O; with ¢ =1, 2 and 9 exhibit a medium dependence (:O;:)) = (:O; :)p.

62



3.4 Numerical evaluation

The other condensates are constant w.r.t. density (and temperature) and remain at their
vacuum values dictated by the vacuum constraints (3.24). This reduces the numerical val-
ues of the medium-specific condensates to the density dependent terms of the four-quark
condensate contributions of the third column in Tab. 3.3. Furthermore, the factorization
parameters k; are also related via such constraints (C.88). One has ko(n = 0) = x1(n = 0).°
In order to indicate the numerical evaluation of ﬁdimﬁ under these assumptions we introduce
the notation ﬁ4q_d0m.

Note that we utilize four-quark condensates beyond linear density approximation with the
following reasoning. Taking into account only the linear density terms in the third column
of Tab. 3.3 yields a chirally odd condensate, namely (:Og:),, which does not vanish at
higher densities, i. e. exhibits no signals of chiral restoration, in contradiction with the chiral
condensate (2.117). However, employing the linear density approximation to the two-quark
condensates entering the factorized four-quark condensates provides a quadratic density
dependence which overcomes such issues. (It turns out that imposing the above described
constraints and using the linear density dependence of factorized four-quark condensates,
only the odd term carries a medium dependence, whereas the medium dependence of the
even term — including the vacuum specific term — completely cancels out.)

Assuming constant x’s w.r. t. density and using the notation (O%) = (O;),, — (0?) with
the vacuum part (OY) = —5_9F ki-1(qq)3 for i = 1 and 2 the Borel transformed density
dependent result reads

?lgﬁélom(M% = g

2
1 eme/M 1 m2 . 3 . .

P T A
T 1‘w+gm g-(07), (3.14a)
rjodd e_m%/MQmQ
Hiq—dom(MQ) = M4 92<09>n , (3.14b)

where condensates are displayed without normal ordering, since we introduce physical con-
densates by renormalization of the normal-ordered condensates to one-loop level as described
in [Jam93|. According to arguments in [Jam93, Zscl1] for gluon condensates we obtain no
further terms upon renormalization since four-quark condensate contributions are already
of order ag. Note that the vacuum constraints are the minimal requirements for a consistent
vacuum limit. Any more sophisticated medium dependence must go beyond factorization
with constant parameters and/or it also imposes medium dependence to the terms O; with
1=3,...,8and 10,...,14 in Tab. 3.1.

This relation differs from the one provided in Ref. [Bucl5b], because here we additionally include the
vacuum constraints (C.72) of four-quark condensates which enter the light meson OPE of the correlator
with the NLO interaction term inserted and assumed universality of these condensates. If only the ¢@Q
OPE is considered the relation of ko and x1 is unrestricted, cf. App. C.2.2. The different s value does
not alter the meaning of our findings or conclusive statements on the numerical impact of four-quark
condensates.
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons
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Figure 3.4: Various contributions to the even OPE part of the ¢@) sum rule at saturation
density. The red solid curve depicts the perturbative term subtracted by the continuum
contribution of the phenomenological side of the sum rule according to quark-hadron du-

~ — 2
ality, i.e. Cop = Cp — = (ffgo—&—f:[«?) dwwe /M ImCy(w?) = L :‘é ds e~ /M ImCy(s),

T
where we assume wj = —w; = wp for the second equality with the symmetric continuum
threshold parameter w3 = 6 GeV? (cf. [Hil09]). The green dashed curve is the modulus
of the power correction e~ ™a/M” Z£:1 csve™ (Of)e® of the in-medium OPE (3.3a) up to
mass dimension 5 according to [Hil09]. The contribution of the chiral condensate, i.e.
—ema/M? m@g{Gq)ny, is shown by the blue dotted curve. The modulus of the four-quark

condensate contribution ﬁi‘é‘fgom (3.14a) is displayed by the thick solid black curve. For

the curves with sign flips in the depicted region the left branches originates from negative
values.

Our numerical evaluation employs the values of the condensates including their nucleon
density dependences presented in [Hil09]. We resort here to the four-quark condensate fac-
torization parameters kg = k1 = k2 = 1, bearing in mind that the actual values may consid-
erably deviate from these assumed values. We use for the heavy-quark mass mg = 1.5 GeV
and determine the strong coupling from the one-loop result (2.75) with the renormaliza-
tion scale p = 1 GeV, the dimensional QCD parameter A = 0.25 GeV and the number of
light-quark flavors Ny = 3. The nucleon saturation density is ng = 0.15 fm 3.

Subject to the following investigation is the OPE side of the Borel transformed QSR of
qQ mesons (cf. Eq. (3.3))

6
ﬁeven(MQ) = Cy+ e—mé/M2 Zczven(MQ) <Ok>even + ﬁi‘(;(—egom(M2)7 (3.15&)
k=1
~ 2 2 3 ~
oY (Mr2) = e M3 934 (M) (000 + TI584,,,, (M) . (3.15b)
k=1

Utilizing the spectral density ansatz (2.141), the sum rule analysis up to condensates of mass
dimension 5 shows that the density dependence of the mass centroid for D and D mesons
is mainly determined by the even part, while the mass splitting of the meson—anti-meson
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3.4 Numerical evaluation
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Figure 3.5: Modulus of the individual contributions to the even (left panel) and the
odd (right panel) OPE (3.3) at saturation density up to mass dimension 5 according to
[Hil09] supplemented by the four-quark condensate contributions exhibited by the solid
black curves and the contours with kg = k1 = k2 € [0.5,2]. Using the notation of the
contributions according to the condensates (O )°V°m°44 listed below (3.3) for the even
OPE on the left panel the following line code applies: (O2)¢¥*" — red solid curve, (Oz)cVe" —
green dashed curve, (O4)®V*" — blue dotted curve, (O5)°V*" — magenta dot-dashed curve and
(Og)eve™ — cyan dot-dot-dashed curve. For the curves with sign flips in the depicted region,
the left branches originate from negative values. On the right panel the red solid curve
depicts the (01)°99 contribution, the green dashed curve displays the (O3)°94 contribution,
where the right branch originates from negative values, and the blue dotted curve shows

the sign flipped (03)°94 contribution.

pair is influenced by the odd part of the OPE [Hil09].6 To get an estimate on the impact of
light-quark condensate contributions in mass dimension 6, especially four-quark condensate
contributions, on the meson properties we compare them to contributions of condensates up

to mass dimension 5.

The QSRs of ¢@Q mesons are governed by the perturbative and the chiral condensate
contributions (cf. Fig. 3.4). The purely perturbative contribution is even more prominent
than displayed in Fig. 3.4, where we already subtracted the continuum contribution of the
spectral density of the sum rule employing the quark-hadron duality (2.128). The continuum
threshold wg, which needs to be chosen to meet stability criteria of the sum rule, is set to the
typical value of 6 GeV? in our investigation (cf. [Nar05]). The chiral condensate contribution
(blue dotted curve) has the strongest impact on the sum rule among the power corrections
(green dashed curve). However, at typical Borel masses M = 0.9 — 1.3 GeV [Hil09] further

condensates contribute weakly.

The absolute numerical values of light four-quark condensate contributions ﬁi‘(’fgom (thick
black solid curve) are two orders of magnitude below the chiral condensate contribution in the
presumed Borel window, due to the heavy-quark mass accompanying the chiral condensate
acting as an amplification factor. Evaluation of individual contributions to the even and odd
OPE exhibited in Fig. 3.5 shows the tendency of decreasing values of the contributions of

51f four-quark condensates are included in linear density approximation into the sum rule their medium
modification effects only the odd OPE, and thus only the mass splitting of D and D. The mass centroid
remains unaffected by such four-quark condensate contributions.
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

the condensates with increasing mass dimension. The four-quark condensate contributions
are of mass dimension 6 and therefore the highest order contribution of the evaluated OPE.
Despite varying kg = k1 = Ko between 0.5 and 2 they are more than one order of magnitude
smaller than most other contributions of the OPE up to mass dimension 5 yielding small
absolute values which supports the convergence of the OPE. Moreover, trusting the order of
magnitude of light four-quark condensate contributions exhibited in Fig. 3.4 lends credibility
to the previous analyses, e.g. [Hil09], which were truncated at mass dimension 5.

Besides four-quark condensates also gluonic condensates contribute additionally to the
in-medium OPE (3.15) in mass dimension 6. Their contributions may numerically influence
the OPE as strongly as the presented light-quark condensate terms, thus, they deserve
separate further investigation. We choose the light four-quark condensates to serve as the
starting point for the analysis of the OPE in mass dimension 6, because they are especially
important in other meson sum rules, as stressed above.

3.5 Comparison of four-quark condensates in p meson and D
meson sum rules

To compare with the p meson OPE neglecting higher-twist terms, where the gluon and four-
quark condensate contributions are of similar magnitude (cf. upper left panel in Fig. 3.6),
we consider the vacuum four-quark condensate term of the D meson (cf. upper right panel
in Fig. 3.6). Its contribution is up to one order of magnitude smaller than the vacuum gluon
condensate term. This order of magnitude difference arises from the p meson OPE where
the soft-gluon diagrams (d) and (e) in Fig. 3.2 are supplemented by hard-gluon diagrams
(a) and (b) in Fig. 3.3 whose numerical contributions exceed the soft-gluon contributions by
a factor of five (cf. left panels in Fig. 3.6) and the gluon condensate term contributes half
as much as the gluon condensate contribution in the D meson sum rule. We argue that this
can be disentangled as follows. While terms proportional to positive integer powers of the
light-quark mass squared are neglected in the p meson OPE, analogous heavy-quark terms
significantly contribute to the D meson OPE, where additionally the chiral condensate as
well as the quark-gluon condensate are redefined to render the gluon condensate term free
of infra-red mass singularities which is necessary in heavy-light systems [Jam93].

Wilson coefficients of the OPEs for gQQ meson systems exhibit a non-monotonic behavior
for varying Borel mass parameters in contrast to light meson systems, due to the non-
zero heavy-quark mass entering QSRs of heavy-light systems as an additional scale. Non-
negligible terms proportional to positive integer powers of the heavy-quark mass squared (cf.
Eq. (3.9)) lead to roots of the Wilson coefficient in the Borel mass region near M = 1 GeV
(cf. Fig. 3.5), which is in the Borel window of D meson sum rules resulting in small OPE
contributions for terms with altering Wilson coefficients, such as light four-quark condensate
contributions.

Studying the p meson sum rule in the VOC (Vanishing of chirally Odd Condensates)
scenario (cf. Ref. [Hil12¢c]|), where the mass and/or width of the p meson are evaluated in a
hypothetical chirally symmetric world, the omission of medium-specific contributions’ is jus-

"Medium-specific contributions of the p meson OPE are usually denoted non-scalar or higher-twist
terms [Leu98|.
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Figure 3.6: Comparison of p meson (left panels) and D meson (right panels) contributions
in vacuum (upper panels) and at nucleon saturation density (lower panels). Dashed green
curves denote the gluon condensate contributions and thick solid black curves display the
modulus of light four-quark condensate contributions containing the soft-gluon diagrams
(d) and (e) in Fig. 3.2. The modulus of the four-quark condensate contribution of the p
meson from hard-gluon diagrams in Fig. 3.3 is depicted by the dotted red curve.

tified. In such a clear-cut scenario, the chirally odd objects, e. g. the chiral condensate, do not
vanish due to their medium modifications, but are set to zero, while the chirally symmetric
condensates retain their vacuum values. In contrast, investigating signals of chiral restora-
tion in the chirally broken world, chirally odd condensates are diminished due to an ambient
medium. Thus, the inclusion of medium-specific contributions to the p meson OPE is manda-
tory for a consistent in-medium description. Four-quark condensate contributions without
their medium-specific parts exhibit an artificially strong medium dependence in comparison
with the complete D meson four-quark terms which show a minor medium dependence only
(cf. Fig. 3.6 lower panels compared to upper ones). Furthermore, these medium-specific
contributions also contain chirally odd objects, e.g. ((V#y5A2731)2 — (PPA9739)?%) trace-
able to the Gibbs averaged twist-4 operator (ST (7,75 A\73%) (7,15 A?73¢)) (with adopted
notation from [Hil12¢c|). However, identification of such chirally odd objects requires the
decomposition of the non-scalar terms analogous to the procedure presented here for the D
meson and deserves further investigations.
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

3.6 Heavy-quark expansion

The heavy-quark expansion (HQE), originally introduced in [Shi79| for the heavy two-quark
condensate (QQ) in vacuum, is extended here to four-quark condensates and to the in-
medium case, thus going beyond previous approaches to D and B meson QSR analyses,
e.g. [Narl3|. Specific formulas are derived and presented in Ref. [Bucl4a] which provide
important pieces to a complete QSR analysis of ¢Q) mesons in a strongly interacting medium,
which includes the contributions of the first term in Eq. (3.7b) and the four-quark condensate
contributions depicted in Fig. 3.3. While the calculation of the former contribution proceeds
along the lines of App. C.3 the latter contributions originating from the NLO correlator are
derived in Ref. [Bucl2].

3.6.1 HQE in vacuum. A recollection

In [Gen84], a general method is developed for vacuum condensates involving heavy quarks
() with mass mg. The heavy-quark condensate is considered as the one-point function
_ [ dYp

@QQI) = ~i [ G2 @ Trep o)) (3.16)
expressed by the heavy-quark propagator Sg in a weak, classical, gluonic background field
in Fock-Schwinger gauge, cf. Eq. (2.44), which interacts with the complex QCD ground state
via soft gluons generating a series expansion in the inverse heavy-quark mass. The compact
notation (3.16) differs from |Gen84|, but provides a comprehensive scheme easily extendable
to in-medium condensates. The first HQE terms of the heavy two-quark condensate (3.16)
reproduce [Gen84]:

2 3 4

S g 2 g 3 g 2
Q Q)= - - —~ (D o 1
(01QQIN) =~ 555 (6% = {50 (6) ~ Tz (DO + (317)
with the notation
(G*) = (Q|Gy, G| (3.18a)
(G®) = (PG, GP GO Q) (3.18b)

2
(DGY) = () (waf) ). (3.180)
f

The diagrammatic interpretation of the terms in (3.17) is depicted too: the solid lines denote
the free heavy-quark propagators and the curly lines are for soft gluons whose condensation is
symbolized by the crosses, whereas the heavy-quark condensate is symbolized by the crossed
circles [Bag86]. An analogous expression for the mixed heavy-quark gluon condensate can
be obtained along those lines which contains, however, a term proportional to mg. The LO
term in (3.17) was employed already in [Shi79] in evaluating the sum rule for charmonia.
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3.6 Heavy-quark expansion

The vacuum HQE method was rendered free of ultra-violet divergent results for higher
mass-dimension heavy-quark condensates by requiring at least one condensing gluon per
condensed heavy-quark [Shi79,Bag85], which prevents unphysical results, where the conden-
sation probability of heavy-quark condensates rises for an increasing heavy-quark mass.

3.6.2 Application of HQE to in-medium heavy-light four-quark condensates

The above method can be extended to in-medium situations. Our approach contains two
new aspects: (i) formulas analogous to equation (3.16) are to be derived for heavy-quark
condensates, e.g. (Q¥Q), (QpoGQY, (gt qQ¥t*Q)), which additionally contribute to
the in-medium OPE and (i) medium-specific gluonic condensates, e.g. (G?/4 — (vG)? /v?)),
(<G3/4—fABCGﬁVGB”,\GC Myhy, /v2), enter the HQE of heavy-quark condensates for both,
vacuum and additional medium condensates.

We are especially interested in heavy-light four-quark condensates entering the OPE of
q() mesons, inter alia, in terms corresponding to the NLO perturbative diagrams in Fig. 3.3
with one light-quark (¢) and one heavy-quark (@) line cut. There are 24 two-flavor four-
quark condensates in the nuclear medium [Tho07] represented here in a compact notation
by (qTT4¢QT'TAQ)), where T' and T denote Dirac structures and T4 with A = 0,...,8
are the generators of SU(N., = 3) supplemented by the unit element (A = 0). We obtain
the analogous formula to (3.16) for heavy-light four-quark condensates:

4
(@T49QrTAQ) = i [ SR Toep [T 4S0()]) (3.19)

The LO terms of this HQE are obtained for the heavy-quark propagators S él() AW) and Sg() A0)
with NLO and LO background fields, respectively:

(arT4qQr'T4Q)
a4
. / (AT Trep [T (S50 (0) + 85750, 0) - )]
= (qLTqQU'TAQ)® + (grT4qQr'TAQ) ™M + - (3.20)

-@@

Evaluation of the first term of the expansion (3.20) for the complete list of two-flavor four-
quark condensates in [Tho07| gives three non-zero results:

2 2
<<(j'7VtAQQPYVtAQ>> ) = _g (4€T)2 (hl 77’122@ + ;) <<67VtAq Z Qf'YVtAQf» ) (3.21a)
f
2 2
(@it 0@ Q) = 2L (ln o ;) (@10 Y ariar). (3.210)
f
2 2
(at*qQyt Q) = —% ( 4“(;)2 <1n :% — ;) (atq ) arpt’ar) (3.21c)
f
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

where logarithmic singularities are calculated in the MS scheme, p is the renormalization

scale, and t4 = T4 for A = 1,...,8. The non-zero contributions for the second term of
(3.20) read
g (1) 1 92 1 A ~Apv
(qqQQ)" = EETITE %<<qu LGN (3.22a)
- 1 ¢ 1 _ »
fat"a@t @)Y =~ oy o (@ at GG (3.220)
P (1) 1 g 1. A ~A _pvaB
(qr59QYQ)Y = —Z(ém)g miQ«lQ%(]GWGage“ R (3.22¢)
- 1 g 1, _ el
(@5t qQrst* Q)M = X 4g7r)2 %<(ldAB Caystt G, GSae ) (3.22d)
(qpaQQ)" = ~3 ) m7Q<<Q¢qG LGN (3.22¢)
_ 1 g2
<<q¢tAthAQ>>(l) — _6 (497T)2 "o <<dABCq¢tAqGB GC,LLI/>>’ (3_22f)
_ 5 ¢° 1 ,
(a7t*aQe tQ) Y = g o (ot GG (3228)
o, UV 5 2 ]' v (03
<<q<flwt QQUaBtAqu v Uﬁ»( ) _3(4971.)2 mo <<fABCqUMVtAqGB OéGC 6”“”5»7
(3.22h)
= 1
(@5t gQoput Qe o)) = —2 ( 49) — (St taG RGP o))

(3.22i)

where fABC is the anti-symmetric structure constant of the color group and the correspond-
ing symmetric object B¢ is defined by the anti-commutator (A.5).

3.7 Algebraic vacuum limits of QCD condensates from
in-medium projections of Lorentz tensors

The decomposition of operators with non-trivial Lorentz structure is a crucial step in setting
up any in-medium QSR, as only there the difference between vacuum and medium in the
scope of an OPE comes into play. The framework presented in App. C.2 builds on ideas first
considered in finite-density nucleon QSRs [Coh91, Coh92, Fur92, Jin93|, where the authors
realized that a tensor decomposition of local operators as needed in OPE evaluations depends
on the available tensors, e.g. the metric tensor g,, and the Levi-Civita symbol €,,,x. In
a strongly interacting medium the ground state is not Poincaré invariant, but there is an
additional four-vector, the medium velocity v, which must be transformed when comparing
observations in different reference frames, and must be included to build tensors or invariants
[Jin93]. Thus, additional condensates give non-zero in-medium contributions which vanish
in vacuum.

The number of Lorentz indices to be projected and the number of decomposition terms
tends to increase with the mass dimension of the operator. As a consequence, one faces the
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Figure 3.7: Left panel: The net-nucleon density dependences of the vacuum-specific
condensate (gqy,t*q Zf fytAf) (blue dashed curve) and the medium-specific con-

densate (gqvuttq >, "t f — & (q‘w“[(vD),Gaﬁ]vﬁqugWAq >y f?ﬁt“‘f) ) (red solid
curve). Right panel: The individual contributions to the medium-specific condensate,
—2(<gq‘¢tAqu fptAf)/v? (magenta dotted curve), —2(gy*[(vD),Gaslv?q)/v? (green
band, generated by an assumed linear density dependence ¢, n with ¢, € [-2,2]) and
vacuum-specific condensate ((ggv,t4q > f fyHtAf) (blue dashed curve, as in left panel),
which add up to the red solid curve displayed in the left panel for ¢, = 1.

problem of an increasing number of numerically yet unknown condensates. To overcome this,
condensates may be neglected, if good reasons could be provided, or the corrected vacuum
saturation hypothesis may be employed from the very beginning. However, for the D meson
this naive approach leads to an OPE which does not correctly reproduce the vacuum limit
and consequently would not lead to a continuous dependence of the spectral properties on
density and/or temperature [Hill2b, Buclba, Buclbb|. The reason is that the additional
medium contribution contains scalar operators that are also contained in the vacuum OPE.
Retaining not the full additional medium contribution prevents a proper cancellation of
terms and destroys the clean vanishing of the medium-specific contribution in vacuum. In
this context, it is important to clearly distinguish between the notions of 'medium-specific
scalar operator or condensate’ on one side and, on the other side, the 'medium dependence of
a condensate’: A medium-specific scalar operator has a vanishing ground state EV; it only
occurs in the medium. In contrast, a vacuum-specific condensate has a non-zero ground
state EV; it already occurs in vacuum. Both have a medium dependence.

To illustrate this important point let us consider an example which is detailed below. In
Fig. 3.7, left panel, the vacuum-specific condensate <(g(j'yut’4q > 7 fyHtAf) is exhibited as
a function of the net-nucleon density n by the blue dashed curve. At n = 0 it takes the
value —2.42 x 107 GeV®. According to our definition, this condensate obeys a density de-
pendence, which is deduced here from the squared chiral condensate in nuclear matter. The
according additional in-medium contributions only enter via the medium-specific conden-
sate, (9qyutta Y fr A f — 5 (W*KUD), Gaplv®q + gaptie f¢tAf> ), which vanishes
at n = 0. The individual contributions to the medium-specific condensate are the medium
four-quark condensate (ggpt?q > s fptAf) /o2 = g{O2) /v?, the quark-gluon condensate
(@y*[(vD), GaplvPq) /v? = (Os))/v? and the already mentioned vacuum four-quark con-
densate ((gqy.tq dof fy* A f) = g{(Oy), cf. the operator combination in the second line
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3 Medium modifications of D mesons

of Tab. 3.2. These contributions, depicted as magenta dotted, green solid and blue dashed
curves, respectively, in the right panel of Fig. 3.7 add up to the medium-specific condensate
shown in the left panel (red solid curve).

This example should illustrate how the vacuum-specific and medium-specific condensates
are interwoven in the formalism presented in App. C.2 which has the benefit of displaying a
transparent limit 7', n — 0.

Requiring zero ground state EVs of medium-specific condensates entering the even ¢Q
meson OPE;, i.e. the operator combinations in Tab. 3.2, imposes constraints on the ground
state EVs of these constituting operators. The obtained interrelations of the components
of medium-specific condensates build on an unambiguous identification of these operator
combinations by means of the algebraic decomposition of their Lorentz tensor structure.
Setting the ground state EVs of the medium-specific operator combination in Tab. 3.2 to
zero one yields a set of equations which corresponds to the general system (C.65) in the light
chiral limit my, — 0. The solution of the underdetermined ¢ meson system of equations,
where we choose the ground state EV

g*(2]0s|) /0* = & (3.23)

to be the free parameter of the solution, can be read off Eq. (C.67) for mgq — 0:

9(Q|039) /v = 0, (3.24a)
9910419 /0* = = (¢(0101]9) — 27) | (3.240)
9(2I05I0)/0% = 2 (4*(I01]) — 20) | (3.240)
90610 /2 = 3 (4*(I01|9) — 1) (3.244)
9070 /22 = — 15 (~T4(I01|9) — 8a) (3:210)
(QI05]92) /v = 1 *(OU01]0) (3.241)
The heretofore unknown condensates (2|Og|Q2) with & = 3,...,8 are related to the vacuum

four-quark condensate (2|01(€2) known from the vacuum QSR. As argued in App. C.2.2
one may choose on grounds of universality of condensates the arbitrary parameter to be
z = g*(Q|01]Q) /4 as dictated by the algebraic vacuum limits (C.72) from in-medium light
meson OPEs.

Numerical estimates employing factorization

In order to benefit from the algebraic vacuum relations (3.24) one might employ the factor-
ization formulae in Tab. 3.3 to arrive at a tentative numerical estimate of the previously
unknown ground state EVs (only non-zero EVs are displayed)

90407 = — - (260 — ) ¢*(Oal)?, (3.252)
91010510 /0 =~ (200 — ) *(adl ) (3.250)

72



3.7 Algebraic vacuum limits of QCD condensates

2
9(Q105[Q2) /v* = =5 (k0 — k1) 9(274|0)? (3.25¢)
1
g(Q]07|Q) /v? = o (Tro — 2k1) 92 (Q|Gq|)?, (3.25d)
1
(©2105]2) /v = —1or0g*(Qlaal)?, (3.250)

while the medium dependence of these condensates remains unrestricted.

In Fig. 3.7 we employ the factorization formulae in Tab. 3.3 and Eq. (3.25b) to illustrate
the numerical estimates of the vacuum-specific and medium-specific condensates occurring
in the in-medium decomposition of the Gibbs average (Gy.[Dy,Grrlg)) which enters the
OPE of ¢@Q mesons, cf. App. C.3. After transformation to canonical condensates utilizing
Eq. (C.58) the vacuum-specific condensate contained in Eq. (C.56) reads

(gqrut™a > FH 1)
7

while the medium-specific condensate contained in Eq. (C.57) is

(gquut™ta Y fr i f - ,U% (W”‘[(UD), Gaplv’q + gapt’ e f;étAf) )
G G

= ot a Y Pt ) — o ({0 1(0D), Gaslo®a) + (oapt’a Y Fit1))
f /
(3.26)

The factorized expressions in Tab. 3.3 denote in-medium relations suitable to deduce the
medium dependences of the four-quark condensates from the medium behavior of the two-
quark condensates. In the rest frame, where v, = (1, 0), one obtains the LO net-nucleon
density dependences of the chiral condensate (2.117) and the in-medium two-quark con-
densate (qpq) = (q'q) = 3n [Jin93]. Accordingly, the involved four-quark terms acquire
the density dependences listed in the last column of Tab. 3.3. However, the EV of the
third constituent of the medium-specific condensate (3.26), i.e. the quark-gluon condensate
(@y*[(vD), GaplvPq)) /v?, is only known in vacuum from the algebraic vacuum limit (3.25b).
We introduce ’by hand’ a linear density dependence of this medium condensate modifying
its vacuum value (gy*[(vD), Gaplv?q)/v? = (Qqy*[(vD), Gaplv?q|Q) /v? (1 + ¢, n) with
¢n € [—2,2] to exemplify a potential medium dependence of this particular condensate. The
range of ¢, is approximately in numerical agreement with the linear density dependences
of the two-quark condensates. Accordingly, the quark-gluon condensate in (dense) nuclear
matter reads

(@7 (D), Gasl®a) /i? = —5 (260(0) = 51 (0))g(@laal0)? (1 +enm). (327

For the parameters we choose k;(n) = x;(0) = 1 for ¢ = 0 and 1 in accordance with relation
(C.88a). The vacuum EV of the chiral condensate (Q|Gq|Q2) = (—0.245 GeV)? is employed as
well as g = /4mag with g = 0.5. The above derived formulae (3.26) and (3.27) are utilized
to illustrate the important features of vacuum-specific and medium-specific condensates in
Fig. 3.7.
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Figure 3.8: The modulus of ¢ defined in (3.30) as a function of mg. The red solid, green
dashed and blue dotted curves correspond to p? = 0.5, 1 and 2 GeV?, respectively.

Discussion of heavy-quark expansion

Besides light-quark condensates also heavy-quark condensates enter D meson QSRs contain-
ing a light and a heavy quark [Zsc11,Bucl2|. Although, these contributions are expected to
have little numerical impact they can be included by means of a HQE, cf. Sec. 3.6. In order
to check the compatibility of the HQE with the full set of algebraic vacuum limits, inter alia
containing heavy-quark condensates with covariant derivatives, the approach presented in
Ref. [Gro95] has to be extended to medium condensates.

We choose the algebraic vacuum constraint (C.72), with IV = 14, T4 = t4 and one
G- --q pair substituted by a @Q ---Q pair, entering the ¢@) meson OPE from the correlator
with inserted NLO interaction term [Bucl2]

(It 1@t QI) /o7 = (gt Q"+ Q1) (3.25)

as the first algebraic vacuum limit deduced by the above formalism to be checked for the com-
patibility with HQE. Utilizing the LO HQE formulae for both sides of Eq. (3.28) separately,
i.e. Egs. (3.21a) and (3.21b), one obtains from (3.28) upon Tlim0(<~ ) =(Q]---|Q)

n—

_ - 14+c¢c, . _ -
(Qagttay | frtt £10)/v* = ——(Qlawt'e Y fr"t110) (3.29)
f f
with HQE compatibility
1 2 -
c= <3ln”2+1> . (3.30)
2 me
However, the algebraic vacuum constraint (C.72), with IV = 14 and T4 = t4, entering

the light-quark current OPE is satisfied solely for ¢ = 0. Instead, ¢ = ¢(mg) runs only
logarithmically to zero for increasing heavy-quark masses mg, as exhibited in Fig. 3.8. Only
in the limit of an infinite heavy-quark mass the algebraic vacuum limits deduced from
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medium-specific condensates are compatible with LO HQE for this specific example, albeit
showing strong deviations from ¢ = 0 for experimentally constrained values caused by the
logarithmic HQE terms.

3.8 Interim summary

A systematic evaluation of the current-current correlator within the framework of QSRs leads
to a series of EVs of combined QCD operators multiplied by Wilson coefficients. The seminal
analysis of the p meson [Hat92b| points to the crucial impact of light four-quark operator
structures (cf. [Hill12c, Hoh12, Hol13, Hoh14|). Driven by this insight we have evaluated the
in-medium QSR for pseudo-scalar g@Q and Qg mesons up to mass dimension 6 with emphasis
on light four-quark condensate contributions, thus extending previous studies for vacuum
[Shu82a, Ali83, Nar88, Nar94, Nar99, Nar01, Nar05, Nar13, Hay04| and medium [Hil09, Zsc11].

Due to lacking information on precise numerical values of four-quark condensates, we em-
ployed tentatively the factorization hypothesis to estimate the numerical importance of light
four-quark condensate contributions. In contrast to the p meson sum rule, the power cor-
rections of higher mass dimension are obviously consecutively smaller, as mentioned already
in [Rei85] for vacuum and highlighted in [Hil09] for in-medium situations. The heavy-quark
mass in the combination mg(gg) provides a numerically large contribution to the OPE
making it dominating. Having now the exact Wilson coefficients for light four-quark con-
densates at our disposal their impact for in-medium situations can be quantified: Within
the previously employed Borel window relevant for pseudo-scalar §QQ and Qg excitations the
individual contributions to the even part are one to two orders of magnitude smaller than
most of the other known terms at saturation density. A similar statement holds for the
contributions of the odd part. By comparing to the p meson OPE terms we are able to
locate the origin of these order of magnitude differences in the D meson contributions: (1)
the absence of light four-quark terms from hard-gluon diagrams and (i7) Wilson coefficients
altering more strongly with changing Borel mass due to the non-negligible heavy-quark mass.
Despite the small numerical impact of these higher mass dimension contributions, they are
required for a profound estimate of the reliable Borel window: Extending the OPE up to
light-quark condensates of mass dimension 6 delivers the bonus to allow for a better deter-
mination of the Borel window, because the lower limit is constrained by the highest order
OPE terms which must not contribute more than ~10 % to the OPE [Lei97].

Our presentation makes obvious the avenue for improvements: Insertion of the NLO
interaction term into the correlator provides loop corrections to the Wilson coeflicients for
condensates of lower mass dimension as well as further four-quark condensate contributions
with associated diagrams on tree-level. We emphasize the rapidly growing complexity of
higher order contributions, especially for in-medium situations. Our evaluation of the Wilson
coefficients of LO ag terms related to light four-quark condensates demonstrates this already.
Including, furthermore, condensation of heavy quarks can be accommodated in the present
formalism, albeit resulting in cumbersome expressions. Probably new methods are needed
for executing the OPE and subsequent evaluation of the sum rules as a complement to /QCD
methods.

Although the numerical impact of light four-quark condensate terms on the OPE proved
to be small, they are structurally important in hadron physics due to their close connection
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to chiral symmetry. Apart from the chiral condensate which serves as an order parameter
of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking we identify a further chirally odd condensate,
Gattq> s fytAf:), among the four-quark condensate contributions of the pseudo-scalar D
meson sum rule. Chirally odd condensates quantify the difference of chiral partner spectra
and can also be studied by Weinberg-type sum rules, proven, e.g. in [Hoh12,Hol13, Hoh14],
as extremely useful when addressing issues of chiral restoration in a strongly interacting
medium.

The physics motivation of the present investigation is clearly driven by the contemporary
interest in open charm (also bottom) mesons as probes of the hot, strongly interacting
medium created in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Moreover, the planned experiments
of the CBM and PANDA collaborations at FAIR will study charm degrees of freedom in
proton and anti-proton induced reactions of nuclei and in heavy-ion collisions as well. For
these experimental investigations a solid theoretical basis is mandatory. Among possible
approaches with emphasis on medium modifications are QCD sum rules as a method with
intimate contact to QCD.
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4 Chiral partner sum rules

Chiral partner mesons are hadrons coupling to quark currents which mix under chiral trans-
formations and transform into each other under a suitable finite chiral transformation with
a specific set of rotation angels. Embedded in a system that obeys chiral symmetry the spec-
tral densities of chiral partner mesons are degenerate. As chiral symmetry is (dynamically)
broken in nature the spectra may differ. Studying the differences of chiral partner spectra,
thus, allows to probe the breaking pattern of chiral symmetry. Canonically, currents shar-
ing the same internal angular momentum but posses opposite parity are considered chiral
partners. Often the light spin-1 mesons of vector (V) and axial-vector (A) type, e.g. the
p and a; mesons respectively, are investigated while we focus on heavy-light spin-0 mesons,
in particular on pseudo-scalar (P) and scalar (S) D mesons. This chapter is partially based
on Ref. [Bucl6a| and builds on notions related to chiral symmetry which are introduced in
App. B and Subsec. 2.3.2.

4.1 Motivation

In the scope of QCD sum rules, where the integrated spectral density of a hadron is re-
lated to QCD condensates, the difference of chiral partner spectra is quantified by chi-
rally odd condensates entering with opposite sign. In a scenario of chiral restoration,
which may be realized in a strongly interacting environment, these chirally odd conden-
sates, e.g. the chiral condensate (gq), must vanish. As non-vanishing chirally odd con-
densates necessitate the dynamical breakdown of chiral symmetry, their medium depen-
dence [Hat93, Jin93, Fiol2, God13] is of paramount importance [Wei94, Tho06], not only in
the scope of QSRs |[Rap99, Rap00,Har06]. However, as the vanishing of a single condensate
does not necessarily imply chiral symmetry restoration (cf. [Kanl5| for a recent discussion
of a counter example), a more comprehensive view must be envisaged. The impact of higher
order condensates, in particular of four-quark condensates, on p meson and nucleon proper-
ties is well-known [Leu98,Zsc02, Tho07]. In particular chirally odd four-quark condensates
turn out to materially contribute to the spectral shape of the p meson [Hill2c|.

While probing the degree of DxSB with chiral partners composed of up- and down-
quarks having negligible masses is a promising approach successfully applied to p and ay
mesons, studying patterns of DxSB with mesons containing a heavy and a light quark
seems to be superimposed by the explicit symmetry breaking due to the non-negligible
heavy-quark mass. However, the original light-quark problem can be translated into the
heavy-light sector, if the chiral symmetry transformations are restricted to the light-quark
content. As exemplified in App. B.3 for the DY meson, the pseudo-scalar current jp = itysc
can be transformed into the scalar current jg = @c by a finite chiral transformation (B.30)
with a specific set of rotation parameters (B.32). Thus, the pseudo-scalar and scalar D°
mesons are chiral partners, which would have degenerate spectral properties in a chirally
symmetric world. In contrast, the experimentally verified masses, mp = 1.865 GeV and



4 Chiral partner sum rules

ms = 2.318 GeV, deviate about 450 MeV (in accordance with the a;-p mass splitting)
signaling the dynamical breakdown of chiral symmetry which is driven by order parameters
[Hil11,Hil12b,Bucl6al, e. g. most prominently by the chiral condensate as well as by chirally
odd four-quark condensates. In order to obtain a comprehensive picture of the landscape
of order parameters of DxSB and their respective relations to the spectra of hadrons and
medium modifications thereof, four-quark condensates must also be investigated in the scope
of heavy-light quark mesons.

For instance, in the p and w meson sum rules the chiral condensate contribution is sup-
pressed numerically due to the light-quark mass, i.e. the RGI combination my(gq), whereas
gluon and four-quark condensates are important instead [Tho08b,Rap10]. As a consequence,
numerically relevant chiral symmetry effects enter the QSR via chirally odd four-quark con-
densates. Due to the approximation of four-quark condensates by the squared chiral con-
densate these chiral effects were mistakenly viewed to by caused by the chiral condensate.
Such artifacts can be overcome if contributions from chirally odd condensate, being poten-
tial order parameters, are separated from chirally even terms [Hill2c|. However, the chiral
condensate has a sizable impact on spectral properties in the heavy-light meson sector, since
the heavy-quark mass acts as an amplification factor, i.e. the scale-dependent combination
mq(dq) enters the QSR (3.3a) [Hill0, Rapll, Zscll]|. The chiral condensate dominates in
fact the contributions to the pseudo-scalar D meson OPE in the region of interest (Borel
window) in vacuum as well as at nucleon saturation density [Hil09, Buclbb|. Thus, the D
meson QSR is highly sensitive to chiral symmetry effects mediated by (gq). Chirally odd
four-quark terms enter the Lorentz-odd in-medium OPE of the D meson (3.3b). Although,
these condensates do not substantially contribute to the complete (Lorentz-odd) OPE as
depicted in Fig. 3.5, they have significant impact on Weinberg-type sum rules which are
sensitive to chirally odd condensates only, cf. Sec. 4.3.

While spectral properties of the pseudo-scalar D mesons are experimentally well con-
strained, only limited information on scalar D mesons is currently available. QSR inves-
tigations of these particular mesons exhibit a congruent pattern. Pseudo-scalar D mesons
attracted much attention, where recent studies focus either on precise predictions of spectral
or QCD parameters in vacuum [Narl6] or on medium modifications [Gub16,Suz16al, cf. also
the references in Sec. 3.8; whereas scalar D meson QSRs have been rarely analyzed so far,
primarily in the vacuum [Hay04, Nar(05, Sunl0, Wanl15b| or in cold nuclear matter [Hil10].
As the idea of heavy-light mesons as probes of DxSB gains acceptance also further inves-
tigations of chiral partners based on different approaches are performed emphasizing the
role of the scalar D meson, e. g. hadronic model calculations [Sas14] exhibiting approaching
chiral partner D meson masses at high temperatures. Accordingly, we are going to set up
the in-medium QSR for the scalar D meson in order to seek for signals of chiral restoration
at finite temperatures in a particle—anti-particle symmetric medium.

4.2 Temperature dependences of pseudo-scalar and scalar D
meson properties

The temperature dependences of the masses, residua and decay constants of pseudo-scalar
and scalar D mesons are addressed in this section, where the obtained vacuum results can be
directly compared to decay constants from recent QSR analyses if the interpolating currents
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entering the correlator (2.1) are slightly altered in comparison to Eq. (3.5), for example.
Hence, we use here

Jjp(z) = Oujy (x) = (mq + mq)iq(z):Q(z) , (4.1a)

js(x) = i0ujy(x) = (mq — mq)q(x)Q(x) (4.1b)
with the canonical definition of vector and axial-vector currents, i.e. j{;(z) = q(z)v"Q(z)
and jh (z) = q(z)v"v5Q(x), both being part of weak V — A currents. As demonstrated in
Egs. (4.1) by employing the quark EoMs, the pseudo-scalar and scalar currents overlap with
ji and ji;, respectively, admitting a weak decay of the D mesons, e.g. DT — WT* — ¢ty
The pseudo-scalar D meson decay constant fp defined as

(QUiR ()[P(P)) = ip" fre ™", (4.2)
analogously to fr in Eq. (B.19), reappears in
(Q1jp(0)|P) = fpmi (4.3)

by virtue of Eq. (4.1a), where |P) denotes the pseudo-scalar D meson state with mass mp.
Accordingly, the decay constant fp contributes to the leptonic decay width of lepton flavor £

G2 m2 2
L(PTY = (ty) = 8Tf\VQqngmzm ( — mg) , (4.4)
P

the numerical value of which can be obtained from the branching ratio I'(P*T — (1) /Tiot
in [Pat16]. Analogous definitions and relations hold for the scalar particle, however, experi-
mental results for the wanted branching fraction of a decay into a specific leptonic channel,
(St — 1) /Tiot, are not yet available.!

The Borel transformed in-medium dispersion relations as well as even and odd OPE
formulas for pseudo-scalar currents [Hil09] can be easily rewritten for scalar mesons using
Eqgs. (4.20) and (4.21). At finite temperature but zero baryon density they reduce to

/ds e_S/MQpRS(s;T) tanh <;/;> = ﬁps(Mg; T) (4.5)

with the finite-temperature OPE derived in the MS scheme and in the light chiral limit,
mg — 0,

ﬁP,S(M2; T)
(o)
1 _ 1
= / ds e=*/M*Tm 1P () + e mé/wpmé { Fmq{qq)r + 12<iSG2>T

mg,
T lnte 2w (M) 2mel o (G GT,
18 "3 M4 3 M2 3 M2 v2 4 )T

md m
+2 <M2 — 1) (¢"iDoq)r £ 1 (2]\;24 Mg) <<q_ga'Gq>T — <A>T)} : (4.6)

! Although, no charged scalar D meson SV is listed in [Pat16] its mass is assumed to coincide with the
uncharged D meson mg+ =~ mgo in this work due to iso-spin symmetry. This is also in agreement with
the small SU(3) light-quark flavor breaking [Nar05], i.e. Mg+ ™~ mg+, and supported by analogy to the
pseudo-scalar channel mp+ ~ mpo.
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where the perturbative contribution ImIIP®'*(s) obtained from Cutkosky’s cutting rules can
be found, e. g. in Ref. [Ali83,Zscl1] (mind the interpolating currents there which differ from
Eq. (4.1a) by the quark mass factors). The quantity p denotes the renormalization scale
and g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The EVs ((as/m)[(vG)?/v? — G?/4)) 1, (q'iDoq)r
and (A)p = 8(¢D3q)r — (ggoGq)r are medium-specific condensates [Bucl6b], thus they
vanish at zero temperature by definition. Dimension-6 four-quark condensate terms do not
significantly contribute to ﬁp, cf. Fig. 3.4; the same holds true for the scalar OPE. Thus,
we restrict the numerical evaluation to condensates up to mass dimension 5.

Henceforth, the pole + continuum ansatz for the spectral densities, cf. Sec. 2.4, is em-
ployed, because it adequately describes a narrow resonance, e. g. the pseudo-scalar D meson.
The spectral density reads

px(s) = Rxd(s — ) + ~TmIP"(5)8(s — ), (4.7)

where X denotes either P or S. The residue in vacuum is assumed to satisfy [Nar05, Bor05,
Luclla]

justified by comparison of Eq. (4.7) with the spectral density (2.8) entering the Kéillén-
Lehmann representation of the current-current correlator (2.1), where a complete set of
hadronic states has been inserted — the lowest resonance with residuum [(Q|5x (0)|X)|? and
further (multi-particle) excitations combined to the continuum here. In order to render our
results comparable with the findings in the above references, we resort to this assumption
at finite temperatures as well. Employing the ansatz (4.7) the spectral integral in Eq. (4.5)
yields

/M2 Vs
/ds e px(s)tanh (2T>
0

_ —m? /M? mx l —s/M? ﬁ pert
Rxe ™x/" tanh ( 5T ) + - /ds e tanh <2T ImITP*(s) (4.9)
5o

= I (M2 T) + T (M2 T)
conveniently split into the resonance and continuum parts, Aggs andﬁg‘()m, respectively. The
ratio QSRs (2.134) are utilized to deduce the meson masses from Iy = IIx — II™ while

the residua are obtained from Ry = ¢™x/M” tanh~! (mx/(2T)) Ilx, cf. Eq. (2.135).

The temperature dependence of the phenomenological side due to tanh (y/s/(2T)), cf.
Eq. (4.5), has only a minor numerical impact. Even for the lowest relevant energies /s and
at temperatures as high as the chiral restoration temperature Ty est >~ 0.263 GeV, estimated
by (§q) =Ty ese = 0 from Eq. (2.116),? the D meson masses and residua are effected on a sub-

percentage level. For ﬁg?“t entering the meson mass formula (2.134) one obtains deviations of

2To conservatively estimate the impact of the tanh-term on the QSR, we choose this rather high value
of Tyrest compared to commonly reported values of ~ 0.15 GeV. However, it is close to the critical
temperature ~ 0.27 GeV in pure Yang-Mills theory.
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4.2 Temperature dependences of pseudo-scalar and scalar D meson properties

Table 4.1: List of relevant condensates entering the finite-temperature OPEs in Eq. (4.6).
The second column contains the vacuum values while the last column provides the tempera-
ture dependent part of the condensates at p = 1.5 GeV using a RGI chiral condensate ﬂ;z

. e and the integral definitions = Yy —22/(e¥ —
0.251 GeV)? and th gral defi Bi( 3Gil) [ qyy26-1) 2/(e¥ — 1)
for i = 1 and 2 [Hat93, Nar13].

condensate vacuum value temperature dependent part
T2

7 _ 3 3 My 2
(Gq)r (—0.268)° GeV (0.268)3 GeV® 572 ( T ) ~ 0278 GeV T
_ 3 5 T? Mx 3 2
(GgoGg)r 0.8+ (—0.246)% GeV 0.8 (0.246)3 GeV’ ? (7) ~ 0.172 GeV3 T
(226G 0.012 Gev 9TB1<T)_0

1

t 1 4 2 ~ 4

(q'iDog)r 0 8[5TBQ(T) 8TB<T)]0920.247T

1—TIgnt /[ fs‘%? ds e=*/M*ImITPr (5)] < 1 —tanh (y/s¥/(2T)) < 1—tanh (mg/(2Tyrest)) =
0.7 % for mg ~ 1.5 GeV. The numerical values of the pole residuum Rx are altered by
Rx/(e™%/M*IIx) — 1 = tanh ™! (mx/(2T)) — 1 < tanh™" (mg/(2T\rest)) — 1 == 0.7 % for
mqg ~ 1.5 GeV. Considering the inherent uncertainties of the QSR framework the factor
tanh (y/s/(27)) may be safely neglected in the spectral integral kernel.

The numerical evaluations of the QSRs below utilize running QCD parameters in the
MS scheme on two-loop level with p = 1.5 GeV, i.e. the strong coupling, quark mass and
condensates according to Ref. [Narl3] and the derivations in Subsec. 2.2.2. The needed
RGI quantities are deduced from experimental results listed in Ref. [Pat16|. In partic-
ular, the QCD scale A is directly determined from as(p = myz = 91.2 GeV) = 0.1184
and the RGI quark mass g from mg(p = 2 GeV) = 1.275 GeV while the RGI chiral
condensate [Lg employs the GOR relation (B.23) with fr = 0.093 GeV, m, = 0.14 GeV
and (my, + mq)(p = 2 GeV) = 0.008 GeV. The temperature behavior of the contributing
condensates, estimated for an ambient non-interacting pion gas, have a sizable impact on
the QSRs. The temperature dependences of numerically relevant condensates are listed in
Tab. 4.1 whereas the medium-specific condensates ((as/7) [(vG)?/v? — G?/4])r and (A)rp
are negligible [Hat93|. The above decay constant fr and the pion mass in the chiral limit,
m, = 0, have been used to produce the numerical coefficients in the last column in Tab. 4.1.

4.2.1 Conventional Borel analysis

In the QSR framework meson masses are evaluated as the average of the particular meson
mass Borel curve (2.134) which shows maximum flatness in the corresponding Borel window.
This window is the Borel mass range where the phenomenological and OPE sides of the
QSR can be reliably matched (to some extent), since it is constructed such that higher
OPE terms do not contribute significantly and the phenomenological spectral density is
dominated by the first excitation, cf. Sec. 2.4. The Borel window depends on the actual
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15
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Figure 4.1: Comparison of pseudo-scalar (left panels) and scalar (right panels) D meson
mass contours mp s(M, sg) / GeV, in vacuum at 7' = 0 (upper panels) and at 7' = 0.15 GeV
(lower panels). The dashed and dotted curves denote the lower and upper Borel window
boundaries, respectively.

numerical restrictions of the particular QSR and, thus, differs for scalar and pseudo-scalar
D mesons as well as for distinct temperatures as exhibited in Fig. 4.1.

The pseudo-scalar D meson mass mp(M, sp), depicted in the left panels of Fig. 4.1,
does not produce a flat area within the Borel window. Thus, a standard Borel analysis as
outlined in Sec. 2.4 is not feasible which was already realized in Refs. [Hil09] and [Narl3|.
While the authors of the former reference estimate the meson mass from the Borel curve
minimum, accordingly, and focus on medium effects, the latter reference resorts to the Borel
mass dependent renormalization scale, u = M, in order to obtain stable mass Borel curves.
Here, no final conclusion about the numerical value of the pseudo-scalar D meson mass is
drawn. However, the contour pattern of the meson mass hardly changes with increasing
temperature (cf. left panels of Fig. 4.1) which might suggest only minor medium effects on
the pseudo-scalar D meson mass in a heat bath consisting of non-interacting pions, thus,
pointing to a pseudo-scalar D meson mass which approximately resides in the vicinity of its
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Figure 4.2: Scalar D meson mass contours mg(M, sg) / GeV (left panels), in vacuum at
T = 0 (upper panels) and at T'= 0.15 GeV (lower panels). The dashed and dotted curves
denote the lower and upper Borel window boundaries, respectively. For both temperatures,
the maximally flat mass Borel curves (together with the associated Borel averaged masses)
are depicted in the right panels corresponding to the white cuts in the contour plots, where
the optimal continuum threshold parameter can be read off.

experimentally confirmed vacuum value of mp = 1.865 GeV, also at finite temperatures. In
contrast, the scalar D meson mass mg(M, so), depicted in the right panels of Fig. 4.1, is
exploitable, i.e. there are contour lines displaying approximately horizontal sections within
the Borel window. The relevant contour lines are well above the closing Borel window,
preventing a Borel analysis for sg < 5 GeV? in vacuum and sy < 4.4 GeV? at T = 0.15 GeV.
The contour plot exhibits changing patterns for finite temperatures, where the contour lines
with pronounced horizontal section within the Borel window signal a clear downshift of the
scalar D meson mass.

A quantitative more robust analysis can be provided by the conventional approach re-
quiring maximal flatness of the mass Borel curve within the Borel window, cf. Eq. (2.137).
However, the lower limits of the standard Borel window, where the highest order condensate
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Figure 4.3: Temperature dependences of the spectral properties of the scalar D meson,
where the upper panel depicts the mass parameter mg, the lower left panel displays the
residuum Rg and the lower right panel shows the decay constant fg from our analysis
(orange solid curve) as well as the temperature dependence of the decay constant deduced
from Eq. (4.10) (brown dashed curve).

term is required to contribute less than 10 % to the OPE, are close to the steep slopes in the
contour plots in Fig. 4.1, i.e. close to the poles of the Borel curves. Hence, they can signifi-
cantly influence the meson masses mp g averaged within the Borel window, because it has a
sizable impact on the value of the continuum threshold SOP’S resulting from an optimization of
the Borel curve for maximal flatness. In order to reduce the impact of the steep Borel curve
section spoiling the extraction method of the spectral meson parameters, we choose My,
requiring the highest order OPE term to contribute less than 5 % to the complete OPE,
while Mpax is extracted as usually by requiring the continuum to contribute less than 50 %
to the QSR. The results exhibit a mass drop of the scalar D meson. As depicted in the right
panels in Fig. 4.2, calculating the average of the mass Borel curve with optimal continuum
threshold parameter, corresponding to the white cuts in the left panels in Fig. 4.2, yields
the scalar D meson mass mg = 2.355 GeV (experimentally, mg™ = (2.318 £ 0.029) GeV, cf.
Ref. [Pat16]) in vacuum which drops to mg = 2.210 GeV at T' = 0.15 GeV.

A numerical Borel analysis for continuous temperatures up to 0.15 GeV, where the low-
temperature expansion is assumed to hold [Hat93], yields temperature dependent scalar D
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4.2 Temperature dependences of pseudo-scalar and scalar D meson properties

meson masses mg and residua Rg averaged within the Borel window as depicted in Fig. 4.3.
These results exhibiting a scalar D meson mass drop, while the pseudo-scalar D meson
mass remains unaltered, point to approaching chiral partner meson masses for increasing
temperatures, signaling chiral restoration.

The temperature behavior of the scalar D meson mass mp depicted in Fig. 4.3 deviates
from the result calculated from a hadronic effective theory incorporating chiral symmetry
breaking terms [Sasl4|, cf. Fig. 4.7 below. Although, both approaches predict a significant
mass drop at high temperatures, the D meson mass deduced from the effective theory remains
almost constant before falling rapidly at T'= 0.12 GeV while our QSR evaluations points to
a parabolic temperature dependence. Such behavior is transferred to the respective residuum
Rg and decay constant fg which approximately obeys

T2
ST—SO<1—>, 4.10
cf. Fig. 4.3. In the framework of chiral perturbation theory, this functional form has been
distilled from the LO temperature dependence of the axial-vector correlator at large space-
like momenta determining the pion decay constant f;, where massless pions have been
assumed, i.e. a two-flavor system which imposes the factor 1/12 [Gas87].

Naively, the different temperature behaviors of the chiral partners may be regarded to
canceling temperature dependences of the condensates in the pseudo-scalar OPE contrasted
by accumulating temperature dependent contributions in the scalar OPE, i.e.

Tp (M2 T) = Ty (M?) + T2 (M?) (4.11)
with
SOP’S
1 ,
HOP»S(MQ) - / dw efw/]\/IQImeert(w) + e*ﬂ’té/k[?mé = mQ<qq>0
T

, (4.12a)

+ 79 (qq)o + m 1 (Q ~1].0.92

8f2 18 4\ M2
w2 B2(M) m2 1 md m 1
22207 ) My Sl O O IR e 4.12b
’ (5 Bi(ze) 8 ) T2\amt T e 8f?r<qga Woj+ (4120)

cf. Tab. 4.1. In the light chiral limit, m, — 0, the only relevant terms at low temperatures
in Eq. (4.12b) arise from the chirally odd contributions, i.e. the chiral condensate and the
mixed quark-gluon condensate. Hence, no significant cancellation of terms occurs, but the
relevant temperature dependent terms enter the pseudo-scalar and scalar OPEs 1lp g with
opposite sign. Since the different temperature behaviors of pseudo-scalar and scalar mesons
cannot be understood by comparing the temperature dependent OPE contributions H;’S,
one needs to disclose intermediate steps of the Borel analysis to explain the phenomenon in

the scope of QSRs.
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Figure 4.4: OPE Borel curves of pseudo-scalar (left panel) and scalar (right panel) D
mesons containing condensate contributions up to mass dimension 5 and with fixed con-
tinuum threshold parameters sg S = 7 GeV? at different temperatures: blue solid curve —
vacuum; green dashed, red dotted, cyan dot-dashed and magenta dot-dot-dashed curves
are at 7= 0.05, 0.1, 0.15 and 0.2 GeV, respectively.

In this framework, meson masses are evaluated as the average of the particular meson
mass Borel curve (2.134), which shows maximum flatness in the corresponding Borel window.
The meson mass Borel curves of pseudo-scalar and scalar D mesons feature poles slightly be-
low the Borel window, which lift the mass Borel curve in the Borel window and subsequently
increase the averaged meson mass. These poles originate from zeros of the OPE, entering
the denominator of the mass Borel curve formula (2.134), and are subject to changes at
higher temperatures, which turn out very differently for pseudo-scalar and scalar mesons, cf.
Fig. 4.4. While the pole in the pseudo-scalar curve persists, shifted slightly towards lower
Borel masses, the poles of the scalar meson mass Borel curve vanish at high temperatures.
Due to the vicinity of the Borel window the scalar D meson mass is effected by such a drastic
temperature behavior of the pole structure of the scalar meson mass Borel curve. Vanishing
of the poles at higher temperatures can be understood from the scalar OPE which drifts
upwards for increasing temperatures featuring no zeros above a particular temperature, cf.
Fig. 4.4.

The vanishing and persistence of zeros of the pseudo-scalar and scalar OPEs can also be
understood if the major OPE contributions at the relevant Borel mass ranges are considered.
In Fig. 4.5 the main contributions to the OPE are depicted: the perturbative term, the chiral
condensate term and the mixed quark-gluon condensate term. The perturbative contribution
remains the same while the condensate contributions decrease with increasing temperature.
In vacuum, the dominant contribution to the OPE at high Borel mass M is the perturbative
term consecutively superseded by the chiral and mixed condensate term for lower values of M.
Due to the downshift of the condensate curves at high temperatures, e.g. T = 0.25 GeV?,
the perturbative term as the dominating term of the OPE is directly superseded by the
mixed condensate term for decreasing M. Depending on the particular signs of the single
condensate contributions this leads to different numbers of zeros of the OPE, as exhibited
in Fig. 4.4.
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Figure 4.5: Modulus of the major OPE contributions of pseudo-scalar (left panel) and
scalar (right panel) D mesons with fixed continuum threshold parameters SOP’S =7 GeVZ:
the blue solid curve depicts the perturbative contribution, the green dashed and dot-dashed
curves are the chiral condensates contributions in vacuum and at 7' = 0.25 GeV, respec-
tively, while the red dotted and dot-dot-dashed curves display the mixed condensate term
in vacuum and at T' = 0.25 GeV, respectively. The branches with bullet markers originate
from negative values.

4.2.2 Borel analysis with given meson mass input

The conventional Borel analysis as performed in the previous subsection can be contrasted by
an analysis which utilizes the given meson mass as input and aims for deducing the hadron’s
residuum and decay constant. This approach has attracted much attention in recent years
[Bor04,Bor05, Luclla,Lucllb,Lucl4,Gell13,Narl3,Nar16, Wan15b|, not only in the realm of
QSRs [Suzl6b,Fah16, Diir16], because accurate numerical values of open flavor meson decay
constants could be used to constrain, inter alia, off-diagonal CKM matrix elements from
weak decays of these mesons, cf. Eq. (4.4). For a pole + continuum ansatz, the continuum
threshold parameter sg is adjusted to reproduce the given meson mass parameter m from the
respective mass Borel curve (2.134) employing the flatness criterion (2.137). Subsequently,
the Borel averaged residuum R is calculated from Eq. (2.135) with the extracted continuum
threshold parameter and the meson mass. The corresponding decay constant f is readily
obtained from Eq. (4.8).

In order to improve the flatness of the mass Borel curve within the Borel window one
may introduce a Borel mass dependent continuum threshold parameter [Lucl0]

n n
max S( )

so(M) =) (4.13)

n=0

(n)

where the coefficients s are chosen to minimize deviations of the mass Borel curve from
the known actual meson mass according to the requirement (2.137). This approach has
been checked for toy models with potentials, where the spectral information of the lowest
resonance as well as the OPE are precisely known. As an effective continuum threshold (4.13)
produces more accurate results than a fixed continuum threshold parameter in these test
cases [Luc09] one may infer that the Borel mass dependent sy reduces the contamination
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of the lowest resonance by continuum states, thus, rendering the semi-local quark-hadron
duality (2.128) exact if the fixed value of sop on the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.128) is substituted by
the M-dependent one [Lucllb]|. Due to the M-dependent continuum threshold parameter,
further terms contribute to the derivative sum rule used to determine the mass Borel curve,
i.e. for an original QSR of the form

so(M) so(M)
1
/ ds e*S/MQpres(s) = — / ds e*S/MQImeert(s) + power corrections (4.14)
™
0 m3,

the derivative sum rule reads

so(M)
—s/M? r T —so(M)/M? dSO(M)
/ dS Se / P eS(S) —p eS(SO(M))e 0( )/ W
0
Y 1 dso(M)
_ —s/M? ert ert —so(M)/M? 9450
= ds se™ /M ImIIP (s)—;Ime (so(M))e so(M)/ (/302
2
mQ
d .
YD) (power correct10ns) . (4.15)
While pr® (SQ(M)) = 0 for a pole ansatz, because we assume m7 < g, the continuum

contribution merged with the perturbative term is altered if the derivative of the continuum
threshold parameter w.r.t. 1/M? does not vanish.

Vacuum

Our studies show that the minimization method yields acceptable results only for a fixed
Borel window and fails for continuum threshold parameter dependent upper Borel window
boundaries Mpax(so). In Ref. [Lucllb], the fixed Borel window [1.4 GeV, 3.2 GeV] for the
pseudo-scalar D meson QSR is determined requiring that the power corrections do not exceed
a contribution of 30 % to the OPE (sets My,) and that the resonance contribution to the
spectral integral does not fall below 10 % (sets Mp,ax). However, at the lower boundary the
continuum already contributes 50 % to the spectral strength causing a closed Borel window
determined from standard criteria [Lei97].

Table 4.2: Continuum threshold coefficients S(S)’(”) of the Borel mass dependent continuum
threshold parameter s§ obtained from minimization requirement (2.137) with the actual
scalar D meson mass input. The corresponding Borel curves are depicted in Fig. 4.6.

Nmax 33(0) / GeV? sg(l) / GeV* 33(2) / GeV® sg(?’) / GeV?

0 7.4371

1 7.5009 0.00012

2 7.4755 —0.00026 0.00029

3 7.3781 —0.00661 0.01040 —0.00535
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Figure 4.6: Vacuum scalar D meson mass Borel curves (left panel) for M-dependent
continuum threshold parameters (4.13) with minimized deviations from the actual meson
mass depicted by the solid horizontal line. The blue solid, green dashed, red dotted and cyan
dot-dashed curves correspond to continuum thresholds with the degree of the polynomial
ansatz npax = 0, 1, 2 and 3, respectively, where the numerical values of the coefficients
are listed in Tab. 4.2. The residuum and decay constant Borel curves depicted in the right
panel are associated with the mass Borel curves in the left panel, i.e. the same color code
applies. The vertical dashed and dotted lines denote the lower and upper Borel window
boundaries.

To reduce the impact of the continuum on the spectral properties of the scalar D meson
resonance the Borel window from the conventional analysis, [1.2 GeV,2 GeV], cf. Fig. 4.2
upper left panel, has been utilized to obtain the results in Fig. 4.6. The mass Borel curves
for increasing degree polynomials contributing to the M-dependent continuum threshold
parameter adapt closer to the actual scalar D meson mass, indeed. However, the tendency
of rising residuum and decay constant values for increasing nmax as reported in [Luclla] for
pseudo-scalar D mesons do not occur in the scalar channel. While vacuum scalar D meson
decay constants deduced from a QSR with perturbative term in order a2 are reported to
reside in the range of fg = 0.217 — 0.221 GeV in Refs. [Nar05, Narl6| the determination
[Col91] building on the perturbative term in order as, used throughout this thesis, yield
fs = 0.17 GeV which is compatible with our findings depicted in the (lower) right panel of
Fig. 4.6 (Fig. 4.7).

Medium

Extracting the decay constant from a fixed meson mass by adjusting multiple coefficients of
a Borel mass dependent continuum threshold is also viable in a strongly interacting medium
if the temperature and/or net-baryon density dependence of the respective meson is at our
disposal. Due to lacking experimental information available temperature dependent D meson
masses may serve as input, which are calculated from an effective theory comprising chiral
symmetry breaking terms [Sasl4].
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Figure 4.7: Temperature dependences of the scalar D meson mass (upper panel), residuum
(lower left panel) and decay constant (lower right panel). The blue solid, green dashed, red
dotted and cyan dot-dashed curves correspond to continuum thresholds with the degree of
the polynomial ansatz ny,.x = 0, 1, 2 and 3, respectively. The light gray thick curve in the
upper panel depicts the input mass parameters calculated in Ref. [Sas14].

We studied various Borel window configurations building on the vacuum and T =
0.15 GeV Borel windows from the ’orthodox analysis’,®> cf. Fig. 4.2, e.g. temperature in-
dependent intersection and union of the two Borel windows, or a simple construction where
the lower boundary changes linearly from its vacuum value Mp,in(T = 0) ~ 1.2 GeV to
Min (T = 0.15 GeV) ~ 1.1 GeV and My, alike. The extracted numerical values are sensi-
tive to the definition of the temperature dependent Borel window or even produce implausible
optimization results for the degree npax = 3 of the polynomial ansatz (4.13). Reliable nu-
merical results, displayed in Fig. 4.7, are obtained with the temperature independent Borel
window adopted from the evaluation in vacuum.

The temperature dependent scalar D meson masses mg are well reproduced from the
QSR analysis, where the curves adapt more closely to the input meson mass for increasing
Nmax. For rising temperatures the residuum Rg increases 5 % at T' = 0.12 GeV before falling

3In accordance with the vacuum evaluation, so-dependent upper Borel boundaries Mpmax(so) obstruct the
optimization procedure also at finite temperatures. Hence, a fixed Borel window has to be deployed for
each temperature. The Borel windows from the conventional analysis can provide a rough estimate only,
because they refer to an optimized continuum threshold parameter at a given temperature.
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off rapidly. The associated temperature behavior of the decay constant fg exhibits a similar
pattern, but with more pronounced increase up to 7" = 0.12 GeV. While the decreasing
residuum Rs = [(Q[7s(0)[S)|> — signaling the decoupling of the quark current from the
meson states — is a prerequisite for deconfinement at high temperatures, the decrease of the
decay constant f; seems counter-intuitive, because it dominates the temperature behavior
of the decay rate I'g, cf. Eq. (4.4), corresponding to the meson’s (partial) width which is
expected to grow in a strongly interacting environment, cf. the p meson in [Rap97, K197,
Fri97, Pet98, Pos04, Kwo08|. Considering the relation (4.8) one may attribute the fall of
the decay constant for rising temperatures to the scalar D meson mass, decreasing not fast
enough to counteract the decreasing residuum; or vice versa, a too rapid fall of the residuum
which can not be compensated by the decreasing meson mass causes the dropping decay
constant.

4.3 Weinberg sum rules

The Weinberg sum rules (WSRs), originally deduced from current algebra [Wei67b],

o0

[assovnts) = 12, (4.16a)

0
00

[ s pv-ats) = ~2mytaa) (4.16D)

0
00

/ds spv_a(s) = 27Tozs<(’)ff§dd> (4.16¢)
0

link moments of the difference of vector and axial-vector meson spectra, py_a = pyv — pa, to
order parameters of chiral symmetry, i. e. the pion decay constant f, the chiral condensate
(gg) and chirally odd four-quark condensates (O} ddy "In this spirit, chirally odd condensates
being order parameters of DxSB quantify the difference of chiral partner spectra. The
moments (4.16) are sensitive to single order parameters and hence overcome the shortcomings
of channel-specific QSRs where a multitude of condensates enters blurring the contribution
of a particular order parameter, i.e. allowing for its extraction with limited accuracy only.
Since the WSRs solely quantify DxSB effects whereas the standard QSRs are channel-specific,
they provide independent information [Hoh14].

WSRs at finite temperature 7' were first formulated in Ref. [Kap94| by subtracting the
vector and axial-vector in-medium QSRs from one another, Taylor-expanding the Borel
exponential, and equating powers of the squared Borel mass M? on each side of the sum
rule. Such difference sum rules attract much attention, because they can be utilized to
investigate the medium behavior of vector and axial-vector spectral functions in the light-
meson sector building on the well constrained p and a; vacuum spectral densities [Bar98| and
the (in principle) experimentally accessible p spectrum in a strongly interacting environment
[Agal2, Sall3]. Thus, the WSRs of the chiral partner mesons p and a; have been studied
extensively, e. g. to study chiral restoration driven by the order parameters of chiral symmetry
[Hoh14, Ayal4], to further restrict spectral functions containing more than one low-lying

91



4 Chiral partner sum rules

resonance [Hoh12] as well as to check their compatibility with chiral mixing [Hol13] and
hadronic models [Kwol0].

4.3.1 Extending Weinberg-type sum rules for spin-0 heavy-light mesons

According to the arguments of Sec. 4.1, one can derive in-medium Weinberg-type sum rules
along the lines of Ref. [Kap94| as differences of chiral partner QSRs of heavy-light mesons
in the V — A (spin-1) as well as in the P — S (spin-0) channels [Bucl6a)

oo
/ dw wtanh (57) = Hep.(p0,) (4.17)
—0o0

where the subscript ’c.p.” symbolizes either V— A or P — S, and IIy_ap_s =llyp —Ila s
with contracted Lorentz indices in the spin-1 channels is understood. The quantities IIy A p s
denote current-current correlators (2.1) defined with vector, axial-vector, pseudo-scalar and
scalar interpolating currents, jx = @1l'xq2 with T'x € {v*, y*vs, 175, 14}, respectively, cf.
Egs. (B.15)-(B.18) with a suitable combination of flavor matrices 7* and 1.

Considering the difference of chiral partner QSRs considerably reduces computational
efforts, because chirally even terms cancel in the chiral difference OPE Il , in particular

perturbative contributions and gluon condensates, cf. Fig. 3.1 diagrams (a)-(f). Thus, to
LO in the strong coupling the fully Wick-contracted term H((%),

terms but they exclusively enter from the two-quark term Hgl;, where the notation Il , =

. does not yield chirally odd

HE_“IZ_ + HE?IZ, is adopted from the decomposition of the pseudo-scalar correlator due to the
application of Wick’s theorem (3.6). Furthermore, the projection of the Dirac structure of
occurring anti-commutators incorporating the quark propagators Si 2 and the Dirac matrix
~5 onto basis elements I' of the Clifford algebra yields vanishing projection coefficients, cf.
App. C.1.1. Hence, the chiral partner two-quark terms read [Hill1]

n {lasivs} . .
1,0 = -3 C 9 S (eaiDa, 10 (T DSo(0))as
n ’ r
+ @™ (Trp[['S1(—p)]) Da, a2:)) , (4.18)
(@) (—iyn 1 WoCept
Op7g(p) = — Z 1 3 Z (:q1Dg, 0% (Trp[T'Sa(p)]) ;1
n ’ T

+ @0 (Trp[['S1(—p)]) Da, q2:)) » (4.19)

where the full quark propagators Sio are approximated by the perturbative propagators
according to Eq. (2.44). As we are particularly interested in spin-0 chiral partner D mesons
we exploit Eq. (4.19) with ¢1 = ¢ and ¢2 = Q, as well as Sy 2 = S, ¢ correspondingly, in the
light chiral limit, mq, — 0.

Evaluation of in-medium sum rules distinguishes even and odd parts of the OPE with
respect to the meson energy pg, cf. Egs. (2.19) and (2.20), allowing for a Borel transformation
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Iesemedd(2) — TIZE™04 (M12) after a Wick rotation py = Q. In the mediums’s rest frame,
v, = (1, 0), for ¢Q mesons at rest, we are able to extend the previous findings in the P — S
channel contributing solely to the even OPE [Hill1, Hil12b]

/ dw we™*"™? tanh (%) pp—s(w) = ﬁglgven(MQ)

m?éz mq

= e*mQQ/MQ [_ 2mq((qq) + <2M4 - ]\42> (<<ng'GQ>> - <<A>>>

(4.20)

to mass dimension 6 by adding the chirally odd four-quark condensate contribution occurring
in the odd OPE

—w w 7(2)o
/ dw e /M tanh (ﬁ) pp-s(w) = Hglsdd(MQ)
2 2
2e" /My
= o ata Y £ (4.21)
f

The expectation value ((ggoGq)) is the mixed quark-gluon condensate of mass dimension 5
and (A)) = (ggoGq)) — 8((@D3q)) [Hill1] stands for a medium-specific condensate [Bucl5a]
of mass dimension 5. In contrast to the original WSRs (4.16) for light spin-1 chiral partner
mesons, moments of the spectral density pc of ¢@Q) mesons do in general not depend on a
single order parameter, but higher spectral moments contain the full set of chirally odd con-
densates of the previous moments, due to the common exponential factor e Mo /M? entering
the OPE of ¢@) mesons. Thus, if heavy-light mesons are considered, an analysis of the Borel
mass dependent chiral partner sum rules in a reasonable Borel range is to be preferable to an
evaluation of the corresponding Weinberg-type sum rules, which are derivatives of the chiral
partner sum rules w.r.t. 1/M? evaluated at 1/M? = 0 and lack the beneficial sensitivity to
single order parameters.

4.3.2 Comments on chirally odd condensates

Pseudo-scalar D and B meson sum rule analyses in the nuclear medium [Hil09] show that
the odd OPE drives the mass splitting of D(B) and D(B) mesons. However, at zero nucleon
density, particles and anti-particles are degenerate even at finite temperature involving a
vanishing odd OPE (4.21). Although, this requires a zero chirally odd four-quark condensate,
chiral symmetry is not restored since the chirally odd condensates entering the even OPE
(4.20) do not vanish per se. Therefore, chiral symmetry restoration does not emerge by
vanishing of a single chirally odd condensate, but requires vanishing of all chirally odd
condensates. A recent study [Kanl5|, which is based on a particular DxSB pattern described
below, substantiates this insight.

Inspired by spontaneous magnetization effects in (anti-)ferromagnets breaking the rota-
tion symmetry of the spin systems [Kne94|, an alternative pattern of DxSB in QCD has
been outlined in Ref. [Ste98| leading to a vanishing chiral condensate while further order
parameters, e.g. the pion decay constant and the mixed quark-gluon condensate, remain

93
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non-zero. The regime considered in [Ste98] is natural if the pattern of DxSB is not the
conventional SU(N¢)y x SU(Ng)a — SU(Ng)y but rather the unorthodox [Kog99]

SU(Nt)y x SU(N¢)a — SU(Ng)y x Z(Ng)a , (4.22)

where Z(N;)a denotes the axial center symmetry group associated with the transformations
b — ) = e2™5k/Neyy and k = 1,..., Nj. As the chiral condensate is not invariant under
these transformations, the vanishing of (gq) in the chiral limit is ensured by the unbroken
Z(N¢)a symmetry [Kog99]. At this point it is evident that, to obtain a discriminating
order parameter, probing solely a single symmetry, it must be invariant under all further
symmetry transformations. In a scenario resembling the DxSB pattern (4.22) particular
four-quark condensates can serve as meaningful chiral order parameters [Kog99|. Although,
this explicit breaking pattern can not be ruled out by means of rigorous QCD inequalities,
based on Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities of correlators composed of axial and pseudo-scalar
currents, it is unlikely to be realized in nature as the inequalities are not satisfied for all
energies, also at non-zero temperatures [Kog99|. However, at finite net-baryon densities the
breaking pattern (4.22) is conceivable [Kanl5|. Although, these studies address particular
phases with zero chiral condensate but further non-vanishing order parameters, while we
are concerned with zero chirally odd condensates, vanishing due to their medium-specific
character, they still emphasize the vital point that vanishing of single order parameters is
insufficient to verify chiral restoration.

All chirally odd condensates of a certain mass dimension dim,, appear either in the even
or in the odd OPE of the LO correlator, i. e. they have either an even or odd Lorentz tensor
rank n. The four-quark condensate given e.g. in Eq. (4.21) is a particular example of a
condensate which is characterized by its non-trivial chiral transformation properties, similar
to the famous chiral condensate (gq), as an order parameter of DxSB. However, as it is a
Lorentz-odd condensate, it must be zero at any temperature for zero net density if particle
and anti-particle are to remain degenerate (see App. C.2.2). This exemplifies why the vanish-
ing of a chirally odd condensate, such as the chiral condensate, is not a sufficient condition
for chiral symmetry restoration if only the non-trivial chiral transformation properties of
such a condensate are taken into account [Hill6].

The exclusive occurrence of chirally odd condensates with fixed mass dimension either
in the even or in the odd OPE can be deduced from chiral partner OPEs, where chirally
even condensates cancel. In the EVs of Eqgs. (4.20) and (4.21), only elements of the Clifford
algebra I' with an even number of Lorentz indices enter:

{14700<B7’Y5}

02 o« > Y (@Day Do, TS(Dpy, - Dy Gy Gopn )a) s (4:23)
k,lm r

where the mass dimension dim,, of the EV is given by dim,,, = 3+k+1+2m.* In the above
relation S denotes a term of the expansion of the perturbative quark propagator (2.44) in
a classical, weak, gluonic background field specified by [ and m. It is merely a function of
the field strength tensor and derivatives thereof. Thus, the Dirac matrices I' do not alter

4 A more detailed mass formula which is based on the order of the quark field expansion and the expansion
of the perturbative quark propagator can be found in [Hill2a]. Note that Eq. (4.23) holds true solely for
quark condensates from the correlator in LO as.
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the spin parity of the EV. Since the number of Lorentz indices and the order of the mass
dimension are increased by the same integer if G, and D, are added, one can stick with the
mass dimension of the individual operators contributing to the EV to determine the rank
of this Lorentz tensor. Hence, the Lorentz tensor rank of the EV is n = dim,,, —3, where 3
is the mass dimension of the two quark operators. From relation (4.23) we, therefore, infer
that all chirally odd condensates of the fixed mass dimension dim,, enter the odd (even)
OPE with respect to the meson energy pp, due to their odd (even) tensor rank n. At this
point it becomes apparent, that chirally odd condensates in mass dimension 6 originating
from the LO correlator must enter the chirally odd OPE. Hence, these contributions do not
directly extend the open flavor chiral sum rule (4.20) calculated in [Hilll|, which includes
even OPE contributions with condensates of mass dimension 3 and 5, but they establish
an associated open flavor chiral sum rule (4.21) containing condensates with even mass
dimension originating from the correlator in LO as.

4.4 D meson properties from chiral partner sum rules

In order to assess the compatibility of chiral partner sum rules with ¢@) meson phenomenol-
ogy, we need the pseudo-scalar and scalar D meson spectral functions, provided by experi-
mental data or hadronic models. As chiral partner sum rules quantify the degree of DxSB
one is tempted to check whether the temperature dependences of the involved spectral
functions are consistent with the in-medium P—S sum rule (4.20) which exhibits signals of
chiral restoration for increasing temperatures. Currently, there are no experimental finite-
temperature spectral functions of D mesons available. However, the recent hadronic model
of chiral partner heavy-light mesons from Ref. [Sas14| provides temperature dependent D
meson masses, but no further information about the spectral functions. The incomplete
spectral information obstructs the desired consistency check, i.e. even if we resort to the
pole + continuum ansatz (4.7) for both particles employing the given meson masses mx
and degenerate continuum threshold parameters si residing at high energies, where chi-
ral symmetry is assumed to hold, the unrestricted chiral partner residua Rx prohibit the
quantification of the phenomenological side of the chiral partner sum rule.?

Although the temperature dependence of the chiral partner D meson masses [Sasl4|
is insufficient to check the compatibility of the underlying hadronic model with the chiral
partner sum rules they can be utilized to determine the meson residua and corresponding
decay constants from the P—S sum rule and its first derivative w.r.t. 1/M?2. To derive
comparable results for the decay constants extracted in recent vacuum QSRs we consider
also here the spin-0 currents (4.1) deviating from the ones defined below Eq. (4.17) by the
quark mass factors. The experimental value of the relevant leptonic branching fraction
(listed in Ref. [Patl6]), which corresponds to the decay constant and the residuum of the
pseudo-scalar D meson in vacuum, agrees with the results in Ref. [Narl3]. However, such
valuable experimental information is not available for the broad scalar D meson. In order
to treat scalar as well as pseudo-scalar particles on the same footing, in particular at finite

SExtraction of the needed parameters from channel-specific QSRs does not cure the problem, because these
parameters always yield spectral functions which perfectly satisfy the chiral partner sum rules, displaying
the consistency of the QSR framework, thus, obscuring the compatibility check provided by chiral partner
sum rules.
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temperatures, where no data is available, we use the pole + continuum ansatz (4.7) and
the continuum threshold parameters are determined from channel-specific QSRs for pseudo-
scalar and scalar D mesons separately. Hence, the finite-temperature P — S sum rule (4.20)
reads

S
50

R}:’e—m%/ﬂ/j2 B Rse—mg/J\/]2 + /dS e—s/MQImeert(S) _ ﬁngven(MQ)

P
S0

m3 m
= m2Q e‘Tlec,g/M2 [_Z’mQ<qq>T + <2]\4Q4 - ]\4Q2> ((cjgqu)T — <A>T>] . (4.24)

where the temperature dependent tanh-term in the spectral integral kernel has been ne-
glected as argued in Sec. 4.2. After taking the derivative w.r.t. 1/M? of the phenomenolog-
ical and OPE sides, solving for the residua yields

2 2 2 mg —mg
Rp(M) = m2 e(mp—mg)/M [ 2mg mg) — da)r
P S
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Using the numerical condensate values in Tab. 4.1 as well as the temperature dependences
of mpg from Ref. [Sasl4|, these chiral partner sum rule is evaluated in the overlap Borel
window of the channel-specific P and S sum rules, i.e. we average the resulting residuum
Borel curves (4.25) in

[MP_S MP_S} — [MP MP ] N [MS MS

min max min» max min» max]

(4.26)

to obtain the residua for the pseudo-scalar and scalar D mesons, which can be readily
converted to the respective decay constants by virtue of Eq. (4.8).

We obtain the results depicted in Fig. 4.8. The pseudo-scalar D meson residuum Rp
hardly changes with rising temperature as suggested by the conventional QSR analysis
demonstrating an insensitivity against temperature effects. However, the corresponding
decay constant fp being the mp(T)-rescaled square root of the residuum seems to acquire a
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Figure 4.8: Temperature dependences of residua (left panel) and decay constants (right
panel) of pseudo-scalar (blue solid curve) and scalar (green dashed curve) D mesons from
chiral partner sum rules.

mild temperature dependence. Its vacuum value, fp(T = 0) = 0.201 GeV, is in agreement
with previous findings [Lucllb, Nar13]. In contrast, the scalar D meson residuum Rg and
decay constant fg exhibit stronger temperature dependences. In fact, the resulting curves
are similar to the ones with M-dependent continuum threshold, cf. Fig. 4.7, as these evalu-
ations share the same input parameters, albeit a less pronounced fall of the residuum above
T = 0.12 GeV leads to a higher decay constants towards the upper end of the depicted tem-
perature range. Although, the approaching chiral partner D meson masses have been used
as an input to the chiral sum rules (4.25) the corresponding decay constant curves diverge
for T > 0.12 GeV after showing signals of partial chiral restoration. However, the residua
directly entering the pole ansatz of the spectral density exhibit approaching curves for higher
temperatures in accordance with the D meson masses. Thus, their behavior accumulates
indications for chiral symmetry restoration in a strongly interacting medium which would be
characterized by degenerate chiral partner spectra. The discrepancy might be attributed to
the decay constant quantifying a specific leptonic decay mode while modifications of spectral
densities due to chiral symmetry restoration affect all decay channels contributing to the
total width of the respective meson. Thus, as the leptonic decay constants do not dominate
the decay properties of the D mesons, the residua parameterizing the spectral densities in a
comprehensive manner are better suited to judge implications of the medium modifications
of D mesons.

4.5 Interim summary

Besides confinement, chiral symmetry is the central phenomenon of QCD because it provides
a mass generating mechanism giving essentially mass to the light hadrons. As this mechanism
is based on a spontaneous symmetry breaking principle the chiral symmetry breaking pattern
as well as its restoration in a strongly interacting medium are subject to a large variety of
investigations. While previous studies often consider chiral effects on light mesons [Dom89,
Dom04,Dom15b,Kap94, Kwo08,Kwo10,Hoh12,Hoh14,Ayal4], we shift the focus to the heavy-
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light sector evaluating pseudo-scalar and scalar D meson QSRs, because the notions of chiral
symmetry can be translated into the heavy-light sector if the symmetry transformations are
restricted to the light-quark content. While pseudo-scalar D mesons have already been
investigated in the framework of QSRs in the vacuum [Ali83, Lucllb, Narl3] and in the
medium [Hay00, Hil09, Suz16a, Wanl16a|, the investigations in this chapter provides QSR
results in vacuum and at finite temperatures for pseudo-scalar as well as scalar D mesons,
allowing for insights into the DxSB phenomenology.

While the conventional QSR analysis is inadequate to extract the pseudo-scalar D meson
mass, its scalar counterpart can be treated successfully. However, from intermediate steps
of the analysis a particular insensitivity of the pseudo-scalar QSR to temperature changes
is evident, suggesting negligible modification of the pseudo-scalar D meson spectral proper-
ties. As the scalar QSR evaluation yields a decreasing mass for growing temperatures the
channel-specific chiral partner sum rules signal partial chiral restoration up to T'= 0.15 GeV
(conservatively) limiting the range of validity of the employed low-temperature approxima-
tion. This qualitative behavior is in agreement with the findings of Ref. [Sasl4], but the
parabolic temperature curve deviates from the scalar D meson mass curve presented there.
Interestingly, the scalar D meson mass and decay constant approximately follows the tem-
perature dependence adapted from chiral perturbation theory.

Although, medium modifications of the D meson masses do not lead to measurable
changes of the D meson production in a statistical hadronization model [And08], the D meson
vields in heavy-ion collisions may be sensitive to their altered decay properties in an ambient
strongly interacting medium. Accordingly, we have extracted the temperature dependences
of the pseudo-scalar and scalar D meson decay constants utilizing channel-specific as well
as chiral partner QSRs. Due to their connection to particular leptonic branching fractions
these decay constants are of large interest allowing for the determination of the off-diagonal
CKM matrix element |V,4|? at T = 0 as a bonus.

The growing interest in decay constants of open charm mesons has led to QSRs for
these quantities using the experimentally determined vacuum masses as phenomenologi-
cal input [Nar01, Lucllb]. Hence, employing the estimated temperature behavior of these
masses [Sasl4] allows for the prediction of their in-medium decay constants. An improve-
ment of the QSR analysis by introduction of a Borel mass dependent continuum threshold
parameter, which is supposed to suppress contaminations of the lowest resonance from con-
tinuum excitations of the spectral density, results in residuum and decay constant tempera-
ture curves deviating from the ones of the conventional analysis, i.e. albeit showing signals
of chiral restoration at high temperatures the scalar residuum and decay constant do not
decrease monotonically.

The difference of chiral partner spectra can be quantified by WSRs, i.e. in the light-
meson sector, they are sensitive to single chiral order parameters, e. g. the chiral condensate
and chirally odd four-quark condensates. As promising experiments measured the dilepton
spectra of decaying light vector mesons in a strongly interacting medium [Sall3] the in-
medium WSRs of p and a; chiral partner mesons are eligible to test the contemporary
understanding of the DxSB pattern. As open charm chiral partner sum rules are equally
well suited to study chiral effects driven by these order parameters they are extended to four-
quark condensate contributions of mass dimension 6 which turn out to contribute to the odd
OPE;, i. e. they are of relevance at finite baryon densities only. Evaluating finite-temperature
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chiral partner sum rules with spectral input from Ref. [Sas14] one can deduce the residua
and subsequently the decay constants of pseudo-scalar and scalar D mesons. While the
residua parameterizing the spectral density resemble the expected partial chiral restoration
signature at high temperatures the decay constants of the chiral partner D mesons diverge
suggesting that the associated leptonic decays do not dominate the D meson widths but
other decay modes are important instead. This counter-intuitive behavior elucidates the
conceptional distinction of decay-channel specific decay constants and spectral parameters,
e.g. width and residuum.

While the planned facilities at NICA, FAIR and J-PARC are going to address charm
DoF in a baryonic dense medium, the running collider experiments at LHC and RHIC are
delivering at present a wealth of data on charm and bottom DoF in a high-temperature
environment at very small net-baryon density. The firm application of QSRs on these quite
different experimental conditions and the relation to observables, in particular such ones
supporting the quest for chiral restoration signatures, deserve much more dedicated investi-
gations on the theory side.
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5 Summary and outlook

QSRs are a powerful, contemporary tool to determine spectral properties of hadrons in
an active field of research [Narl3, Narlh, Dom14, Dom15a, Chel5, Jial5, Wanlb5b, Zhol5,
Maol5, Luclb, Farl6, Zan16] competing with the growing success of ¢QCD which is pre-
dictably facing a dominant role in the realm of hadron spectroscopy due to increasing com-
putational capabilities. A major advantage of the QSR approach over other methods is
its comprehensive and unproblematic generalization to hadrons embedded in a strongly
interacting environment. Thereby, the approach demonstrates its conceptional strength
allowing for testable predictions of medium modifications of hadrons at finite tempera-
ture [Wanlba, Wanl6a, Kim16], nucleon density [Bucl5b, Gub1l5b, Suzl6a] and magnetic
fields [Macl4, Chol5, Gub16|. The evaluation of the impact of higher order contributions
on in-medium D meson QSRs is one of the main goals of this thesis. Furthermore, the
QSR framework benefits from its easy application to exotic states, because it can be used
to uncover the internal structure of the newly observed hadrons with exotic quantum num-
bers [Dial3,Niel4, Alb16, Wan16b, Wan16c, Dial6, Agal6a, Agal6c, Agal6b, Chel6].

This work grounds on a careful introduction to the in-medium QSR framework which is
an inevitable prerequisite for a rigorous application of OPE techniques to higher mass di-
mension in-medium contributions envisaged in this thesis. By virtue of a dispersion relation,
integrated spectral properties of hadrons are linked to QCD condensates which are EVs of
quark and gluon operators. As the strongly interacting matter breaks Poincaré invariance
its characteristic velocity v, must be used to build invariants resulting in a multitude of
additional in-medium condensates which obey the assumed symmetries of the in-medium
ground state. Apart from the occurrence of new terms in the medium, a medium dependence
is inherent to all condensates, the additional in-medium contributions as well as the con-
densates already occurring in the vacuum. This is of particular interest, because there are
order parameters of chiral symmetry among these condensates offering the opportunity to
study chiral dynamics within the framework of QSRs and WSRs. A recent discussion on the
origin and meaning of condensates has been launched by the consideration of cosmological
arguments favoring in-hadron condensates with restricted spatial support over space-time
independent quantities.

As QSRs are capable of probing integrated spectral properties only, assumptions about
the spectral shape are to be specified. In order to enhance the sensitivity on the lowest
resonance a Borel transformation can be employed simultaneously reducing the impact of
the continuum region. To go beyond ansétze for the spectral density of the hadron under
consideration, Bayesian methods may be applied or model-independent information can be
derived from moments of a spectral function with a single peak structure.

One of the main results presented in this thesis is the first in-medium evaluation of the
pseudo-scalar D meson OPE for light-quark operators of mass dimension 6 [Buclbb]. It
requires the introduction of medium-specific condensates [Bucl4b, Buclba] defined to ob-
tain a smooth transition from medium to vacuum. These medium-specific condensates bear
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implications for the vacuum EVs of the contributing operator combinations [Bucl6b]. The
calculation of the respective Wilson coefficients is performed and the numerical impact of
the complete light-quark mass dimension 6 condensate terms with a density dependence
dominated by four-quark condensates is estimated. In contrast to the p meson sum rule,
these contributions are numerically small which can be attributed to the heavy-quark mass
entering the D meson OPE as a new scale and to the absence of light four-quark terms
originating from diagrams with hard gluons, i.e. from the NLO correlator, substituted in
the D meson sum rule by four-quark condensates containing heavy quarks. These contribu-
tions are assumed to be negligible due to the static heavy quark which hardly condenses.
Although leading to cumbersome expressions, four-quark condensate from the NLO heavy-
light correlator with heavy-quark content could be included into the heavy-light QSR [Hil12b]
performing a HQE [Bucl4a].

Aside from their numerical impact, four quark condensates posses relevance due to their
close connection to chiral symmetry. By virtue of its non-trivial behavior under chiral
transformations, we can identify the chirally odd four-quark condensate (gt4q f f;étA f) as
a potential order parameter quantifying the degree of chiral symmetry breaking, similar to
the famous chiral condensate (gq).

In this work, we advocate pseudo-scalar and scalar D mesons as probes of chiral dynamics,
because such effects can be translated into the heavy-light sector if the related chiral trans-
formations are restricted to the light-quark content |[Bucl6al. As pseudo-scalar D mesons
have been frequently studied we shift the focus on its scalar counterpart. A conventional
sum rule analysis yields different temperature behaviors of pseudo-scalar and scalar D meson
masses which can be explained to some extent in the scope of QSRs by a comparison of the
temperature dependences of the dominant OPE contributions. While the pseudo-scalar D
meson mass hardly changes, the scalar mass and decay constant decrease parabolically, in
agreement with results from chiral perturbation theory. There is growing interest from the
hadron physics community in decay properties of heavy-light mesons, as they may influence
open flavor meson production rates in contrast to the negligible impact of their mass modi-
fications. In particular, decay constants attracted much attention, as they provide access to
off-diagonal CKM matrix elements in the vacuum. Accordingly, we determine the tempera-
ture dependence of the scalar D meson residuum and decay constant from channel-specific
QSRs using temperature dependent masses as input.

Although, the D meson OPE is dominated by the chiral condensates (gq), being an order
parameter of DxSB, the sensitivity on further potential order parameters can be enhanced if
the difference of chiral partner sum rules is considered, which would lead to the well known
Weinberg sum rules for light spin-1 mesons. Due to cancellation of chirally even contribu-
tions chiral partner sum rules establish a relation between the difference of the integrated
chiral partner spectra and potential order parameters. We extend these sum rules to mass di-
mension 6, which enter the odd OPE and, thus, are relevant to finite-density situations only.
Evaluations of the in-medium chiral partner sum rules with temperature dependent input
magses in order to deduce residua and decay constants disclose their conceptional differences.
These studies of pseudo-scalar and scalar D mesons in a heat bath yield approaching meson
residua which exhibit signals of chiral restoration at higher temperatures approving also
heavy-light spin-0 mesons as adequate probes of partial chiral symmetry restoration.
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Driven by the desire for understanding the thermodynamics of strongly interacting mat-
ter, a series of current and forthcoming large scale experiments is set up to explore the
QCD phase diagram. As they produce a plenitude of open charm and bottom states at
finite temperatures or net-baryon densities, many efforts are made to treat heavy open fla-
vor hadrons under these circumstances theoretically. While one branch of research focuses
on the medium modifications of the hadrons themselves, another branch deals with the
influence of penetrating, open flavor particles on the fireball of a heavy-ion collision, e.g.
transport properties are determined or their impact on the hadronization process towards
the end of a collision is studied. By evaluation of the in-medium QSRs up to high orders,
we deduce changing spectral properties of D mesons which may also involve and indicate
chiral dynamics. Hence, this thesis contributes to the understanding of open charm mesons
as probes of hot and dense strongly interacting matter allowing for a mutual judging of the
different approaches.

As has been already stressed in the introduction, low-energy QCD faces multiple prob-
lems: The large coupling denies perturbative expansions. Confinement is not yet derived
from QCD. Although ¢QCD looks promising for the calculation of many Green’s functions
it has resistant issues with reproducing the pion mass and finite chemical potentials, due
to the sign problem in the Metropolis algorithm. Many approaches are model calculations
covering only certain aspects of full QCD, e.g. the linear sigma model, or rely on conjec-
tures, e.g. holographic methods. In this difficult milieu, QSRs seem an appealing analytic
approach with intimate contact to QCD, i.e. hadronic properties are traced to quark and
gluon DoF by means of a dispersion relation, where a rigorous separation of scales allows
for perturbative methods supplemented by a few condensate values encoding the long-range,
i. e. non-perturbative, effects.

A key to reliable results determined from QSRs are the evaluational strategies. Parame-
terizing the shape of hadronic spectral functions requires the extraction of several parameters
from a single equation calling for derivative sum rules in order to arrive at a system of equa-
tions which can be solved for the wanted spectral information. However, the reliability of
higher order derivative sum rules is questionable, which is the reason we do not proceed
beyond the first derivative following the orthodox approach. An evaluational strategy that
overcomes the shortcomings of derivative sum rules is provided by the Monte-Carlo sum rule
analysis based solely on the genuine QSR. This analysis procedure, where hadronic parame-
ters of the spectral density ansatz are extracted by means of a maximum likelihood method
for Gaussianly distributed input parameters, allows for a rigorous uncertainty analysis. How-
ever, it heavily relies on sophisticated optimization routines capable of producing credible
results. Once a reliable optimization is obtained the results genuinely reflect low-energy QCD
as intended by Shifman, Vainshtein and Zakharov, the inventors of the framework. Thus,
the Monte-Carlo sum rule analysis might be a promising tool to extract hadron properties
from QCD with the benefit of a statistical analysis of input uncertainties.

In the scope of this thesis, we pushed QSRs to the frontiers of its applicability in the
spirit of their inventors. In particular, in-medium OPEs in higher orders are flooded with
numerous condensates with yet unknown numerical values. While we could show from alge-
braic relations that the ground state EVs of additional in-medium light-quark condensates
of mass dimension 6 can be related to known condensates of lower mass dimension or to four-
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5 Summary and outlook

quark condensates, the details of their medium dependences remain unsettled. Aiming for
even higher mass dimension terms further increases the complexity of entering in-medium
contributions with presumably small numerical impact. However, if the involved Wilson
coefficients suggest a sizable impact of such contributions they would spoil the predictive
power of the sum rule. This very dilemma discloses one of the shortcomings inherent to the
QSR framework which lacks control over higher order power correction such that the influ-
ence of these condensate contributions on the extracted spectral properties of the hadron
under consideration is a priori unclear. In contrast, the rigorous power counting rules in ef-
fective theories avoid any of these difficulties. The crux of these approaches, however, is the
knowledge of the exact numerical values of the involved low-energy constants, e.g. particle
couplings, which are accessible in QSRs. Although, the applicability of the QSR framework
is limited to low-temperature/density approximations of lower order mass dimension conden-
sates its value beyond that may be strengthened when QSRs are used to extract low-energy
constants leaving the thermodynamics to an effective model.
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A Quantum chromodynamics. An overview

This chapter must not be understood as an introduction to QCD, but it specifies the no-
tation employed throughout this thesis and collects the essential definitions and relations.
In particular, no details of the quantization and BRS transformations are provided. A re-
view of the Lagrangian density' of classical chromodynamics suffices to introduce the used
conventions. The gauge invariant Lagrangian density, which is the basis of QCD, reads

L= (iy"Dy — M)y — %GfVGA“” (A1)

with the following notation:
Dﬁﬁ(w) = 0, (1n.)* — igAl‘fB(:c) gauge covariant derivative, (A.2a)
AP (z) = (t)*P Al (z) gluon field, (A.2Db)
Gu(z) = ;[Du(x), D,(z)] = tAG/‘:‘V(a:) gluon field strength tensor, (A.2¢c)
() quark fields, (A.2d)
(Y Dirac matrices, (A.2e)
th = %)\A generators of gauge group SU(N;), (A.2f)
A Gell-Mann matrices for N, = 3, (A.2g)
where Lorentz indices are denoted by Greek letters u, v, A, ..., Dirac indices by Latin
letters 4, j, k, ..., color indices by Greek letters «, 3, 7, ... (fundamental representation)

and generator indices by Latin capitals A, B, C, ...(adjoint representation). N, is the
number of colors; in QCD one has N, = 3. Generator indices which occur twice are to be
summed over from 1 to N2 — 1 and Einstein’s summation is applied to contracted Lorentz
indices. The generators of the symmetry group SU(N,) satisfy the following relations:

[t4, 5] = if AP (A.3)
Tre [t4] =0, Tr [t47] = %5"‘3, Tr. [t1P19] = i (a4 4 i fABC) | (A4)

where f4BC is the totally anti-symmetric structure constant of SU(N,), while the symmetric

quantity d*B¢ is defined by the anti-commutator
1
{t4tP}) = F5ABILNC + dABCC (A.5)
C

!The Lagrangian density is often referred to as simply the Lagrangian in quantum field theory and in
particular in this work, keeping in mind that an integration over the spatial coordinates gives the ac-
tual Lagrangian, i.e. the quantity which is related to the Hamiltonian of the system by a Legendre
transformation.



A Quantum chromodynamics. An overview

Thus, the gluon field strength tensor (A.2¢) can be expressed as

Gh, = 0,A) — 0,45 + gf"PCABAT and G, =-G,. (A.6)
The gluon field strength tensor fulfills the Bianchi identity

[D)\v Gw] + [D;u Gu)\] + [Dm G)\u] =0. (A7)

Equation (A.6) exhibits the gluon self-interaction, i.e. three- and four-gluon vertices, enter-
ing in the last term of the Lagrangian (A.1).

The Dirac matrices satisfy the relations

{77} = 29" 14, (A.8)
Trp [v*] =0, Trp [v*9"] = 4¢"”, Trp[odd number of 4*] =0 (A.9)

with Minkowski metric g = diag(1,—1,—1,—1). Traces with a higher number of Dirac
matrices can be calculated with Eq. (A.8) exploiting cyclicality of the trace operation. The
Feynman slash notation ¢ = v*a, of four-vectors a, is often used, e.g. the gauge invariant
Lagrangian can be expressed with the covariant derivative ). The Levi-Civita symbol

+1 (urAk) is an even permutation of (1234)
eMAR — & 1 (urAk) is an odd permutation of (1234) (A.10)

0 otherwise

1.2,3

may be used to define the Dirac matrix v5 = %Euy,\,{y“'y”y’\v” = in91~y243 which satisfies

the relations

{5} =0, (A.11)
Trp[ys] = Trp[y*7"y5] =0,  Trp[y*y" vy 5] = digh " (A.12)

as well as the identity

UV UV A UV UA LV VA

iy, = Ay = g = g g = g = g oA (AL3)

where the Dirac matrices ¥ are defined by

v Z v . 12 %
o= V] =i (Y = g) . (A.14)

The quark field ¢ = (u,d,c, s,t,b)" is a vector in the quark flavor space with diagonal
mags matrix M. Thus, the quark field also carries a flavor index suppressed in the above
definition (A.2d). The flavor symmetries of the Lagrangian (A.1) are an integral part of
this work and are detailed in App. B. According to the quark masses, which are reviewed in
Ref. [Pat16], light and heavy quarks can be distinguished. While the up- and down-quarks
are approximately massless, followed by the heavier strange-quark, the masses of the heavy
quarks of charm-, bottom- and top-type are orders of magnitude larger. Throughout this
thesis, quark fields of an individual flavor are denoted by ¢, f or () depending on their
respective masses.
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The coupling strength g of QCD entering the interaction part

Ling(z) = g()y"t4(z) Al ()

~ 5P [0,40() - 9, AL )] APH(2) A" (2)
— LA FAPE A (1) AC () APH () AP () (4.15)

of the Lagrangian (A.1) is defined as
g = Viras, (A.16)

where ag is the running coupling given to one- and two-loop order by Eqgs. (2.75) and (2.74),
respectively. Due to the decreasing coupling for growing momentum transfer QCD is referred
to as asymptotically free.

The quark and gluon EoMs may be inferred from Euler-Lagrange equations (or the
Heisenberg EoMs on quantum level) using Eq. (A.1):

YDyuq = —imq, (A.17)

"Dy = imgq, (A.18)

[DF, Gl = —gt* > fut'f, (A.19)
!

where for soft gluons the sum over quark flavors f is restricted to light quarks, i.e. f = u,
d(, s). Utilizing the EoM one can show

1
D?*=g¢"D,D, =~+"D,~'D, + 590‘“’(?,“,, (A.20)
1
D%q = (290‘“’GW - m3> q. (A.21)

The Green’s functions of the differential operators contained in (A.1) yield (as 2-point
functions in momentum space) the free quark propagator

+m
§O@p) = PF™ A.22
0) = s (4.22)
and the free gluon propagator
k. k
DO _ g+ (1 — prv A2
,uu( ) k‘2—|—i77 g# +( f)k‘2—|—l’l7 ( 3)

with gauge fixing parameter £ and n — 0. The gauge is fixed by including the term
—TE(D“AZ‘)Q into the Lagrangian (A.1) in order to satisfy canonical commutation relations
of the fields with their canonically conjugated momenta. Without the gauge fixing term the
zeroth component of the canonically conjugated momentum, associated with the gluon field,
vanishes and an important step in the canonical quantization procedure of the Lagrangian
of chromodynamics would fail. Throughout this thesis, the Feynman gauge with £ = 1 is
used.
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A Quantum chromodynamics. An overview

The Lagrangian (A.1) is deduced from requiring invariance of £ under the local gauge
transformation

Y (z) — (@) = U () () (A.24)
with a unitary (N, x N.) matrix
U(x) = et (@) (A.25)

where ©4(z) are the space-time dependent rotation parameters. Therefore, one obtains the
following transformations in color space:

b(x) — 3 (2) = P(2)UN(2), (A.26a)
Dyp(x) — Dy (x) = U(x) Dy (), (A.26b)
Dy(x) — Dj(x) = U(2)Du(2)U(2), (A.26¢)
Au(@) — Al (z) = U(x) Au(z)U' (z) + l,lg 0,U(2)] U (z), (A.26d)
o(2) — G () = U(2) G (2)UT (). (A-26¢)

Particular gauge invariants occurring in QCD condensates are usually abbreviated through-
out this work, i.e.

G? = G, G (A.27a)
G0Gq = G0 G, (A.27D)
a3 = fABCGA GPY GO (A.27¢)

Among the discrete symmetries of the Lagrangian (A.l) are parity and time reversal,
which are assumed to be manifested in the QCD ground state as well as in the in-medium
ground state throughout this thesis. A parity transformation (P) changes sign of the spatial
components, while a time reversal transformation (7") inverts sign of the temporal component
of x, = (z0, %), i.e.2

P F— 7 =-7, (A.28)
T To — TH= —T0 - (A.29)

The P transformation is mediated by a unitary operator P satisfying

P (z0, Z)PT = npy 29 (xo, —F) (A.30)

with |np| = 1, where 7 (z0, —Z) satisfies the parity transformed Dirac equation (A.17).
Analogously, the action of the time reversal operator 7 can be inferred from rewriting the
time reversed Dirac equation into its usual form (A.17) yielding

Top(wo, )T = nriy'y*¢(—m0, 7) (A.31)

2The symbol T denoting the time reversal transformation is employed only within this Appendix and must
not be confused with the temperature 7" used frequently in the thesis’ main body.
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with |nr| = 1 in standard representation of the Dirac matrices. However, the T transfor-
mation requires an anti-unitary operator 7 to preserve time-translation invariance, i.e. the
operator obeys (T|T¢) = (¢1) and in particular 75717 = —i. Utilizing these transfor-
mations on quark spinors, the transformation properties of further QCD operators may be
deduced from the invariance of £. The behavior of fermion bilinears and further operators
entering QCD condensates under parity and time reversal transformations is summarized in

Tab. A.1.

Table A.1: Transformation properties of quark and gluon operator combinations as well
as further components of in-medium condensates under parity (P) and time reversal (T')
transformations, where the shorthand notation (—1)* =1 for y = 0 and (—1)* = —1 for
uw=1, 2, 3 is employed.

v W eV sy Yot D G G
P+l -1 (=DF (=D (D=0 (e (DR (DR
T o+ -1 (=) (=D (DR (=D (DR (DR
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B Chiral symmetry

The purpose of this chapter is the introduction of the terms and notions of chiral symme-
try which provides the essential mass generating mechanism for light hadrons. Hence, the
influence of chiral symmetry and its breaking patterns on the observable world is of utmost
interest. Chiral symmetry aspects in the heavy-light sector are non-standard, thus, the
related notions and formulae frequently used throughout this thesis, especially in Chap. 4,
deserve a careful introduction specifying our notation simultaneously.

B.1 Chiral symmetry group, related transformations and
currents

The classical chromodynamic Lagrangian (A.1), which QCD is based on, obeys a set of global
flavor symmetries in the massless quark limit M = 0 manifested in the chiral symmetry
group U(Ng)r, x U(N¢)r. Since the gauge fields are insensitive to the quark flavor, relevant
considerations involve the quark part of the Lagrangian (A.1) only. Upon introduction of
the left and right handed projectors

1
PLr= 5(1 T7), (B.1)

satisfying PﬁR = PLRr, PLPrR = PrP, = 0 and P, + Pr = 1, the quark fields can be
decomposed in two chiral sectors

YR = PLRY (B.2)

building the N¢-dimensional light-flavor vector ¥ = i, + ¥g. The free fermion Lagrangian
in terms of left and right handed spinors reads

L= &Lia@/)L — IELM'LﬂR +L+—R. (B.3)

The independence of the symmetries U(N¢)r, and U(N;)r expresses the decoupling of left
and right helicity states. In the assumed chiral limit, M = 0, where helicity and chirality
coincide (similarly in the infinite momentum frame), this corresponds to the decoupling of
left and right handed quark field dynamics, cf. Eq. (B.3).

Employing the decomposition of an unitary group U(N) =~ U(1) x SU(N),! the chiral
symmetry group may be rewritten U(1)r, x U(1)r x SU(N¢)r, x SU(N¢)gr with the correspond-
ing transformations

/ —i0
U(1)Lr YLrR — YLr=¢ "-RYLR, (B.4)
/ —19¢ 7
SU(Np)LR YLrR — Yrr=e€e =R YLRr (B.5)
!One may not consider the given decomposition as an exact equality, because the center symmetry group

Z(N), with associated transformation ¢y — ¢’ = e /Ny for k = 1,..., N, is a subgroup of SU(N)
but also contained in U(1), and thus, redundant in this expression [Fuk13].




B Chiral symmetry

in a matrix representation characterized by arbitrary angles Ovr or sets of angles ©f x with
implicit summation over a = 1,... ,Nf2 — 1, respectively. The matrices 7 = A*/2 acting
on the flavor indices are the N? — 1 traceless generators of the special unitary group being
normalized by Tr¢[r%7%] = §%°/2 and satisfying the equivalent relations to (A.3)-(A.5) for
the generators of the gauge group.

Using the infinite transformations ¢ ~ (1 — iO@¢)Yc = o + 6o and Y ~ (1 —
iOLTY) Ve = Yo + O(6%)c, where C denotes a common subscript for either L or R, one
can deduce the Noether currents

@u_ 9L ) B.6

e douwe)” (0
from the assumed invariance of the Lagrangian, i.e. 5é?)£ = LYo + 6DYe) — L) = 0.
They read

ih =vey"pe  and  jE" = Yoo (B.7)

However, for finite quark masses, M # 0, these currents are not conserved and their diver-

)

gence can be read off the change of the Lagrangian 5g L under these transformation, i.e.

aﬂjﬁR =6LrL = —i (YLrRMYRL — YrIMYLR) , (B.8a)
itk = 0L rL = —i (PLRT*MYR L — YR LMT YL R) - (B.8b)

These relations explicitly show how the symmetry breaking term of the Lagrangian is related
to the non-conservation of the current.

As various objects built from quark operators, e.g. bilinears or QCD condensates, ex-
hibit invariant or non-invariant behavior under the chiral transformations, we introduce the
notions of chirally even and chirally odd objects, respectively. If a quark operator object
is invariant under the transformations (B.5) for arbitrary angles ©f it is dubbed chirally
even, otherwise it is considered chirally odd, although this very term is apparent only for
suitable chiral transformations, i. g. for a specific choices of rotation parameters Of g, which
transform the operator object into its negative.

While utilizing infinite transformations are sufficient to deduce the Noether currents
(B.7) they are inadequate to unveil the chirally odd nature of various objects explicitly, i. e.
in general they do not transform chirally odd objects into their negatives. For Ny = 2 the
finite chiral transformations (B.5) can be cast into a matrix analogon to Euler’s formula
which considerably simplifies the search for angles ©f y; transforming chirally odd QCD
condensates into their negatives or parity partner currents into each other. Expanding
the exponential into a power series separating the even and odd polynomials and multiple
application of the Pauli matrix algebra {c%, 0°} = 259 yields

—i02, g0 © &o? S)
e 0% 0 /2 _ cos | C‘ — co ‘ C| (Bg)
2 |Oc¢| 2
with |O¢| = 22:1(@%)2. Analogously, also for Ny > 2 one can use finite transformations
in a-direction (no summation over dotted indices)
0 e .. e
e 0T = cos —C — §1/2N; 79 sin —C (B.10)

V2N¢ V2Ns'
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B.1 Chiral symmetry group, related transformations and currents

which might suffice to exhibit chirally odd behavior. In order to derive Eq. (B.10) the flavor
equivalent to Eq. (A.5) with d®® = 0 has been employed.

The above provided chiral symmetry group based on the decomposition of quark states
into left and right handed parts can be equivalently expressed U(1)y x U(1)a x SU(N)y %
SU(Ng)a, i-e. in terms of the well known vector and axial-vector transformations

Uly ¢ — ¢ =e vy, Ul)a ¢ — ¢ =e %y, (Bl
SUNty & — ¢/ ="y, SUWNNa ¢ — ¢/ = APy, (B2)
choosing the vector and axial-vector angles to be
a 1 a a
ol =5 (o +e[) . (B.13a)
a 1 a a
of) =5 (e — e} . (B.13b)

respectively. Thus, invariance under the transformations (B.4) and (B.5) for arbitrary left
and right handed angles is equivalent to invariance under the transformations (B.11) and
(B.12) for arbitrary vector and axial-vector angles, i.e. they are related by

Y= +or — ) = e OOV Py 4 OO PRy

_ 1Oy =045 |:e+i@aA7'a(1+’Y5)PL i e_i@XT“(l_%)PR} "

— e—i@%T”e—i@%T”%{ [1 + Py Z (2i0% 7 }PL

i PLZ 20047 }PR}w

— T OYT —iOK T s (Pp, + PR) v
— e—i@%’rae—’iG‘lAT“’ysw , (B14)
where the inverted Egs. (B.13), ©f = 0, — ©4 and Of = O, + 6%, as well as the three

projector relations, given above, have been employed An analogous relation holds for the
U(1) transformations, too.

The conserved Noether currents of the transformations (B.11) and (B.12), which can be
deduced analogously to (B.6) from invariance of the QCD Lagrangian, are the (iso-vector-)
vector and (iso-vector-)axial-vector currents

U(l)y 3=y, U(1)a i = yHsy, (B.15)
SUWNp)v gyt =ity SUWNpa  Jat =y, (B.16)

respectively. The vector and axial-vector currents can be related to the corresponding left

(a)p (a) (a) p

and right handed currents (B.7) via jy, “—i—jR and j(a) = jﬁa)“—j}({am. According

to the behavior of j( D1 and j( D1 yunder Lorentz transformation, they are currents with
internal angular momentum 1. Analogously one may define (iso-vector-)scalar and (iso-
vector-)pseudo-scalar currents

js =Yy, jp = s, (B.17)
j§ =91, i = ihysT Y (B.18)
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B Chiral symmetry

with internal angular momentum 0. They can be also expressed in terms of left and right
handed currents jir = ¢rYr and jrn = YrYL or jig = YL7r and ji, = Yr7T YL,
yielding the relations j& = 9 4+ ;% and ;@ = i(;%) — ;1))

For currents that share the same internal angular momentum but have opposite parity
we introduce the notion chiral partner currents, because they can be transformed into each
other by suitable, finite chiral transformations. Thus, if the system is invariant under such
transformations the exchange of chiral partners does not alter observables. The appropriate
angles to convert chiral partner currents into each other are conveniently obtained from the
representation in left and right handed currents to which the finite transformations (B.5)
are applied employing Eq. (B.9), cf. the specific example in App. B.3.

Evaluating the divergence of (iso-vector-)vector and (iso-vector-)axial-vector currents by
virtue of Egs. (B.8), where 8Mj€,a’)A” are to be expressed in terms of 0, j&)%“ , allows to infer
the requirements under which the classical theory obeys the chiral symmetries U(1)y o and
SU(N;)v,a. While the U(1)y symmetry causing the conservation of the vector current ji;
and thus the total baryon number is always realized, even for arbitrary quark masses, the
classical U(1)s symmetry is preserved only in the massless quark limit, M = 0. It is special,
because it is not conserved on quantum level due to the QCD axial anomaly. The discussion
on the behavior of condensates under chiral transformation mainly focuses on the remaining

SU(N¢)v x SU(N¢)a symmetry.

In the presence of identical finite masses for all quark DoF, where the diagonal mass
matrix reduces to M = mly;,, the theory obeys iso-vector—vector symmetry SU(N¢)y, often
abbreviated iso-spin symmetry, because the reduced mass matrix and the generator of the
vector symmetry commute, [M, 7% = 0. In contrast, the iso-vector—axial-vector symmetry
SU(N¢)a is violated by any non-zero quark mass. Even if the generator of the symmetry,
T%5, commutes with the quark mass matrix, it does not commute with the Dirac matrix g
of the conjugate quark field ¢ = T, i.e. from the infinite iso-vector-axial-vector transfor-
mation ¢’ =~ (1—i©%7%;5)1 one obtains 0,54 " = 64 L = — (i1 5707 Mep — i) M7%y51) # 0.
Thus, the mass matrix must vanish in order to obtain an invariant Lagrangian.

Although the up- and down-quark masses deviate slightly they are both negligible in
comparison to hadronic mass scales. Hence, iso-spin symmetry is approximately realized in
nature, e.g. the neutron and proton masses coincide nearly (in terms of hadronic scales).
However, the masses of mesons which couple to different chiral partner currents, e.g. the
vector meson p and the axial-vector meson ay, posses vastly different masses, m, ~ 776 MeV
and mg, ~ 1240 MeV. This mass splitting is not caused by the explicit breaking of the
SU(Ng)a symmetry due to the tiny quark masses, because the meson mass difference is
of the order of hadronic scales, but rather points to a spontaneous symmetry breaking
mechanism. This mechanism can generate the essential part of light hadron masses. As
this symmetry violation is not manifest in the Lagrangian but is due to a non-syminetric
ground state of the theory one relies on order parameters to quantify the degree of violation.
Chirally odd QCD condensates which appear in QSR evaluations are candidates for such
order parameter. Thus, they are subject to more detailed considerations in Subsec. 2.3.2.
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B.2 Derivation of the GOR relation

B.2 Derivation of the GOR relation

The notions of order parameters, as presented in Subsec. 2.3.2, allow for the derivation of
the famous Gell-Mann—Oakes-Renner (GOR) relation [GM68] relating the chiral condensate
to pion properties [Hil12a]. This relation was known before the introduction of QSRs and is
used to estimate the numerical value of the chiral condensate from known pion properties.

The Goldstone theorem ensures that the Goldstone bosons, interpreted as pions de-
scribed by the one-pion state |7°(p)) with momentum p, couple to the current j3"(z) =

Y(z) 57 () of the charge Q% (2.106), i.e
(QU7a" ()| (7)) = 187 fr (p®)e P, (B.19)

where the coordinate dependence has been extracted employing the unitary space-time trans-
lation operator, and the projection of the Lorentz structure has been performed, cf. App. C.2.
The decay constant f,(p?) is defined as (no summation over dotted indices)

i2(0) = — (Op i O) () (B.20)

™

which may be verified by multiplying Eq. (B.19) by p,, evaluated at x = 0 with a = b = a. By
applying 9, to Eq. (B.19), the pseudo-scalar current is introduced which has the quantum
numbers of the pion. Thus, employing the quark EoMs (A.17) and (A.18) yields

(QU0u 5" ()7 (2)) = Qi (x)ys {M, 7} () |[7*(D)) = i6m3 fx(pP)e P (B.21)

for a diagonal mass matrix M. This relation is often considered to exhibit partial con-
servation of the axial-vector current (PCAC), because the violation scales with the pion
mass squared being a very small quantity compared to other hadronic scales; and in the
chiral limit, where pions are massless, the current is conserved. For the light two-flavor
systems i.e. 27% = g% are Pauli matrices the diagonal mass matrix is readily expressed by
M = £[my (12 4 03) + mg(1s — 03)] leading to {M, 7%} = (my + ma)o® + (my, — mg)6* 1y,
and therefore the commutator (2.104) reads

5ab my + mq

(Q[Q4 (x0), Oujin (2)]1€2) = (Qlpy|Q)

— i O ), (B.22)

where the second term on the r. h.s. may be neglected due to iso- spln symmetry Inserting a
complete set of covariantly normalized one-pion states 1 =" [ (27r 32Ep |7¢(p)) (m¢(p)] into
Eq. (B.22), using the definition of the charge (2.98) together with (B.19) for u = 0 and the
PCAC relation (B.21) as well as taking the trace w.r.t. flavor indices, one arrives at the
GOR relation

My, + My

—m2f2 = o (Qlau + dd|Q), (B.23)

which is also often expressed in terms of iso-spin averaged quantities mg = (my, +mq)/2 and
(Qgql) = (Qau + dd|€) /2 as —mZ f7 = 2mq(Qqq|).
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B.3 Finite chiral transformations in the heavy-light sector

General pseudo-scalar and scalar two-quark currents read
Jp =iyt and  j§ =Ty (B.24)

with flavor matrix 7. They are decomposable into the (iso-vector) currents (B.17) and (B.18).
One can rewrite these general currents as follows:

Jb = LY TYR + iR TYL

= i&L'%Tl(l +75)9R + Z'l/_JR%Tl(l — ¥5)YL

2 2
= % <1j§ + YLTYR — @Rﬂ/}L)
=i (YrTYr — YrTYL) (B-25a)
=i(jlr — JRL) (B.25b)
and
3§ = YLTYR + YRTYL (B.26a)
=Jir +JRL (B.26b)

in terms of the left-right and right-left handed currents j{ and jg;,, respectively.

Heavy-light meson currents are recovered, e. g., for 1 = (u,d,c)’ and the choice 7 = 7 =
(A% 4iX%)/2. Accordingly, we obtain

0 01 U
jp =iyt =i(@deys | 0 0 0 || d | =iwse
0 0 0 c
= i(uLcr — urer) (B.27)
and
J§ = vT = uc
= U,cr + URCl, - (B.28)

General chiral transformations restricted to the light parts of the left and right handed
flavor vectors 1, r read

u
YLr=| d — g =e CERN Py g (B.29)
c
LR
with the rotation parameters Of p = (@1143’ @%R’ @iR, 0,...,0) and the Gell-Mann matri-

ces A*. Applying the SU(N¢ = 2) finite chiral transformation formula (B.5) expressed by
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B.3 Finite chiral transformations in the heavy-light sector

Eq. (B.9) to the light-flavor components ¢ = (u,d)” we can explicate the desired finite
transformations

/ |©c| _ ,©¢a” |®c|}
C |:COS - —1 Sl —— | @
bo= | ") = = 77 = S ,
cc Ccc cc
- o - o _ Oc O%s% | |O¢|] _
Vo = (pc,cc)  — Vo= (@c.cc) = | @c |cos [Oc +i—S—sin [l ec ),
2 |Oc] 2
(B.30)
where again C'is a common label for either L or R, oo = (uc, dc)T, 0% are the Pauli matrices

and ©¢ the three non-vanishing rotation parameters. Employing the finite transformations
restricted to the light part of the flavor vector ¢ we aim for a set of rotation parameters Of g

which transforms the pseudo-scalar into the scalar heavy-light current, i.e. jg — (jg)/ =
J&§ = ULCcR + URCL:

(3F) =i (F 70k — arol)

[ Oy O%ot . |®L|:| 0 0 01
_ cos 1 sin
=i (ay, dy,, ) 2 O] 21 o 00 0
0 0 1 0 00
[ |Or| ORo? . ’@Rq 0 UR
cos —1 sin
x 2 |Or| 2 ] 9 dr | — (L+—R)
0 0 1 CR
o oL .63 . |oy - [0 +i0%  |Oy]
= d
z<uL [cos 5 —i—z’@L’sm 5 cr + di, _z o1 sin —= | cr
—(L+—R). (B.31)
Choosing
oL =6f =0, o} = (4k — ), CHESC/AP
O = 0% =0, 03 = (4k + )7, Or| = |OF] (B.32)
with integer k we obtain
('F>/—z’ U cosquiisinE cr + d z'gsimz c
Jp) UL\ R TSRy R AL {1 Sy R
. T T, T - (.0 . 7
—1 uR<cos—+z—sm—>cL+dR 1—sin — | ¢,
[ 2 s 2 s 2
= ULCR + URCL
=43, (B.33)

where k£ = 0 has been used, exemplarily.
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B Chiral symmetry

The chiral transformation (B.29) specified by the rotation parameters (B.32) also exhibits
the chirally odd nature of the chiral condensate

(Pe) = (PLeR + SDR%OL>
< PR) + (Bre ™ L)

pLe
—(PLYR + PrRYL)
—({py), (B.34)

i.e., as expected, it turns the chiral condensate into its negative.
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C Operator product expansion. Addendum

In this chapter, further important details of an OPE evaluation are provided bridging the
gap from the basic ideas of the expansion to the resulting expressions presented in Chaps. 3
and 4. While the cornerstones of the computation, building on Wick’s theorem and the
background field expansion, are provided in Sec. 2.2, the physical implications of the con-
densates involved are outlined in Sec. 2.3. To arrive at operator combinations which form
meaningful condensates a sequence of manipulations is in order. The intricate calculation
of contributions to the in-medium OPE with higher order mass dimension condensates, as
employed in this thesis, require a thorough application of these computation steps given
below.

C.1 Technicalities on condensates

QCD condensates introduced in Sec. 2.2 and described in Sec. 2.3 are to be color singlets as
well as Dirac and Lorentz scalars to share the assumed symmetries of the QCD ground state.
They emerge as decomposition coefficients of non-scalar operator products. However, in
intermediate steps of the OPE one naturally encounters the EVs of quark and gluon operators
which are color, Dirac and Lorentz matrices, i.e. non-scalars. Therefore, the projection of
color, Dirac and Lorentz indices is needed to obtain non-zero ground state EVs of these
operators which can be interpreted as QCD condensates. Thereby, the decomposition into
Lorentz scalars is special, as only there the difference between vacuum and medium in the
scope of an OPE comes into play.

C.1.1 Projection of Dirac indices

The projection of Dirac indices builds on the basis elements of the Clifford algebra. Thanks
to the 16 basis elements with lower Lorentz indices I'y € {14, Yy, 0p<w s #9574, 75} and upper
Lorentz indices T € {14,7*, o*<",iysy", 75} each (4 x 4) matrix in Dirac space O;; can be
decomposed into

O = da (T%),; . (C.1)

Multiplication with (I'y) ;i and summation over ¢ and j yields

dy = iTrD 1,0, (C.2)

where the normalization of the basis elements of the Clifford algebra with the Dirac trace
Trp [Fal“b] = 452 is employed. Interpreting this trace as a scalar product reveals that the
basis elements I', and I'® form an orthogonal basis of the Clifford algebra. The normalization



C Operator product expansion. Addendum

relation can be expressed in that simple manner only if the basis elements are chosen as above.
(In the literature, one often encounters an inconvenient notation of the basis elements of the
Clifford algebra I'y, and I’ without ’<’ in the element 0,<y and without the imaginary unit
in the element iv57,. In this case a further factor €, is necessary in Eq. (C.1), which acquires
the value e, = 1/2 for projections with o, and ¢, = —1 for projections with v57,.)

For typical structures entering the OPE, (g; - - - ¢;), which are to be projected, one ob-
tains (with suppressed color indices)

(@ - a) = 3 dPE (%), | (©3)
with
1
™" = Z<qFa o q). (C.4)

In comparison with Eq. (C.1) the Dirac indices of the basis element I'* are interchanged,
because a Dirac scalar has to appear in the coefficient d(?PE, which is commonly not expressed
as a trace. Thus, the basis element of the Clifford algebra needs to be placed in-between
the spinors ¢ and gq.

C.1.2 Projection of color indices

The projection of color indices also relies on an orthogonal basis. For (V. x N.) matrices,
this basis is provided by the generators of the symmetry group SU(N.) supplemented by the
N-dimensional identity matrix. To reduce notation the identity matrix is included into the
generator notation:

1n./v/2N, for A=0,
pa_ ) v/ (C.5)

4 otherwise ,

where the generators t4 = A /2 incorporate the N-dimensional generalization of the Gell-
Mann matrices A4 and satisfy the normalization relation Tr, [TATB } = 648 /2. Therefore,
each color matrix O,g can be decomposed as

Oas =Y _ca (T4 - (C.6)
A

Multiplication with (T B ) S and summation over « and § yields the coefficients

cq = 2Tr, [TAO] . (C.7)

For structures entering the OPE up to mass dimension 5, which are to be projected, one
obtains with N, = 3 the single color singlet structure (with suppressed Dirac indices)

_ 1

(@a - a8) = 5(a - a) (L3)gq - (C.8)

If four-quark condensates and condensates of mass dimension 6 or higher are considered,
further color singlet structures arise. Two color singlet structures formed by contraction
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C.1 Technicalities on condensates

with the identity matrix of color space or the generators t* exist for four-quark condensates
leading to the projection formula (with suppressed Dirac indices and implicit summation
over generator indices)

B =y

1 1
(@393 = < (01g2G3a1) (13) 4o (13) 5, + 5 (@11 23t  @a) (t7) g (t7)s+ (C.9)

9 2

where the subscript labels potentially different quark flavors. This is the corrected projection
formula of Eq. (39) in [Tho07| which contained a typographical error and was included for
pedagogical purposes only [Thol2].

C.1.3 Fierz transformations

In this subsection, general Fierz transformations [Pes95, Nie04| are presented as well as
Fierz transformations with symmetry restrictions [Zhal0]. Despite the different notation
for the sums over basis elements of the Clifford algebra or generators of the symmetry
group SU(NV,) the close connection between Fierz transformations and the projections of
Dirac and color indices of four quark condensates is obvious. The considered quark fields
carry Dirac and color indices, i.e. the Fierz rearrangement in Dirac and color space must
be applied to transform the four-quark condensates with the structures (:¢i1I'qq2G3'pqa:)
and <:q_1tAFaq2(jgtAqu4:> to condensates with interchanged quark fields go and qq, i.e.
(:1Tcqsqslagz:) and (: 1t Teqagst*Taga:).

In Dirac space, the relation between (I'q);;(I'y)r and (I'c)y(I'a)r; is wanted. In general
it is given by the linear combination

(La)ij(Tp)i = ZCab c)it(Ca)ks (C.10)

where I'y € {14,7,,0u<v,iv5Yu,75} is the basis of the Clifford algebra with the scalar
product Trp [[qI'y] = 4045 = 14p which induces a metric 7y, with T'g = >, napI'?, thus, one
has 4T € {14,v", o*<", ivsy*, v5}. Multiplication of Eq. (C.10) with (T'¢);(I'¢), yields

1
Cab == ETI'D [F FdeF ] (Cll)
The general Fierz transformation (C.10) with the coefficients Cypeg = Tr [ToTqlpl] is
not restricted to the Clifford algebra of the Dirac space, but is valid for all groups with basis
elements which can be represented by matrices I'; and with a scalar product that induces
an invertible metric 74, = Tr [[ ).

The Fierz transformation in color space is a special case of the transformation (C.10)
due to the required invariance of four-quark condensates under symmetry transformations of
SU(N. = 3). Not all combinations of matrices which form color space meet this requirement.
Invariants of a particular irreducible representation A of an arbitrary symmetry group are
of the form 3 (T'2),n (T4, (a = 1,...,dim A). Therefore, a Fierz transformation which
obeys a particular symmetry is a rearrangement of invariants of the symmetry group (instead
of components of basis matrices):

> (T (A ZC““BZ (TB)a (TP, (C.12)

a
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C Operator product expansion. Addendum

where the Fierz coefficients CA8 depend only on the associated representations. Summation
of Eq. (C.10) with a = b over a and considering that coefficients (C.11) do not vanish for
¢ = d only, yields

CAE =N =3 T [F;;‘FEFAGFBI’} . (C.13)

a

In color space of SU(V,), the one-dimensional representation Z and the fundamental repre-
sentation 7 (dim 7 = N2 — 1) with generators t® exist, which are normalized by the scalar
product Tr. [tatb] = 6% /2.1 To harmonize notation and in accordance with the generalized
Fierz transformation the generator index a instead of A is used here and the sums over
generator indices are written explicitly. The final transformation formulae are provided in
standard notation with indices A and implicit summation. Due to the definition of the
metrics for the choice I'Z = 1, and T/ = % one has

nky = Tr [TITY] = Tre [In,] = Ne, (C.14a)

a

1
nl, = Tr [[TT]] = Tr. [t“tb} = 5% (C.14b)
and consequently rte — 1n,/Nc and ['7a = gt Thus, the Fierz coefficients read

crr_ L g Ne=1

CIZ i
N’ N’ N,

(C.15)

1
N. -

Utilizing Eq. (C.12) with the coefficients (C.15) one obtains for the symmetry group SU(N;)
the following Fierz transformations:

1
(Ine)ij (I = ﬁc(]lNc)il(ﬂNc)kj +2 ()t (C.16a)
a
N2 -1 1
za:(ta)ij (t" ) = T\fg(ﬂ]\/c)il(]lNc)kj A za:(t“)ﬂ(t“)kj. (C.16b)
Setting N. = 3 and rewriting the Fierz transformations in standard notation with the

generator indices A and implicit summation as well as color indices with Greek letters o, 3,
~ and § yields

(13)015(13)75 = %(13)046(]13)75 + 2(tA)a6(tA)'y,87 (C.l?a)
(tM)ap(t")rs = g(HS)a(S(]lfi)’yﬁ - %(tA>a5(tA)fyﬁ- (C.17b)

!The symbol T denoting the fundamental representation of the color group must not be confused with the
anti-unitary operator 7 mediating the time reversal transformation.
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic
vacuum limits of QCD condensates

Based on the notions of vacuum- and medium-specific condensates, introduced in Sec. 3.7
and illustrated in Fig. 3.7, we are going to present a comprehensively formalized framework
suitable to deal with the decomposition of Lorentz tensors entering higher mass dimension
condensates |Bucl4b, Bucl5a, Bucl6b|. The framework builds on ideas first considered in
finite-density nucleon QSRs [Coh91, Coh92, Fur92, Jin93|, where the authors realized that
a tensor decomposition of local operators, as needed in OPE evaluations, depends on the
available tensors, e. g. the metric tensor g,,, and the Levi-Civita symbol €,,,.). In a strongly
interacting medium the ground state is not Poincaré invariant, but there is an additional four-
vector, the medium velocity v,,, which must be transformed when comparing observations in
different reference frames and which must be included to build tensors or invariants [Jin93].
Thus, additional condensates give non-zero in-medium contributions which vanish in vacuum.
The goal is a decomposition scheme for tensor structures which accomplishes the smooth
transition of the OPE of current-current correlators in a medium to the vacuum.

C.2.1 General framework

QCD condensates constitute the decomposition coefficients of ground state EVs (2|0, |€2)
and/or Gibbs’ averages ((O,)) of local spin-n operators O,. We use the short notation (O,)
for both in this paragraph. The label u is understood here as a shorthand notation for n
Lorentz indices Oy, ..., (irrespective of the number of space-time dimensions). The corre-
sponding Lorentz indices are projected onto a set of independent Lorentz tensors collected in
the projection vector l_,; which represents the dependences of the EV under consideration.?
We now assume that the following decomposition holds:

(Op) =L, (C.18)

where -’ denotes the scalar product. It follows that the desired decomposition is given by
- -\ 1o
i= <lol) (0" (C.19a)
- N1/ S
(0,) = Tr [(z oz) (z# ° z,,)] (o), (C.19b)

where 'o’ is the dyadic product, to which the trace refers to and contracted indices are
understood if omitted. The projection matrix L = (l; o fa) = (fo f) is symmetric and

P =Tt [(fo f>_1 (fuofy)] (C.20)

is the wanted projection tensor, satistying P, P¥, = P,.. Obviously, a valid set of Lorentz
tensors and a valid projection vector is only given if the projection matrix L is invertible.

2Note that we do not explicate the index notation as in the App. C.1. However, we do not refer to l_;L as
an element of a vector space, but only make use of the vector notation for the sake of conciseness.
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C Operator product expansion. Addendum

Therefore, the components of l_,; must be linearly independent. As L is symmetric, L™ is
likewise.

In general, one writes down all possible Lorentz tensors which can be constructed from
the set on which the EV depends and performs the projection for each EV independently.
However, as can be seen from (C.19b), the procedure of decomposing an operator into a
set of Lorentz scalars only depends on the tensor rank and is, thus, actually independent of
the operator. Once P, is known, it is the same for all operators O,. On the other hand,
a specific operator O, may occur in different OPEs. This in turn may impose different
symmetry conditions on the operator by contraction of its Lorentz indices with symmetric
or anti-symmetric tensors. It is therefore advisable to (anti-)symmetrize the Lorentz indices
of .

Vacuum

In vacuum, we assume that an operator O, decomposes as
(Q10,[Q) = (2]0,]Q)0 = 1, - d, (C.21)

where the metric tensor g,,,, and the Levi-Civita pseudo tensor €, u,u;3u, are the only
independent Lorentz tensors to construct the projection vector f,fo). From these, Z;(O) can

be constructed only for even rank tensors. Hence, the Lorentz-odd OPE vanishes.

Examples For a second-rank tensor (two Lorentz indices) (Q|O,,,,|Q2), only the metric

-,

tensor g, u, = lu(? ,)Q contributes and the decomposition tensor is trivially given by

1
P/E)IMQ vive = Zguluzngz . (C.22)

Clearly, only symmetric tensors can give non-vanishing condensates. For a fourth-rank
tensor (four Lorentz indices) (O, puopusua|S?), three combinations of metric tensors and

e =(0 .
the Levi-Civita symbol, lu(lﬁ)twsM = (5#1#2#3#479/11#29#3#4’gu1u3g#2#479m#49u2#3)T (with

f,,(loy)zyw analogously), serve as decomposition basis yielding

5 -1 —1 | . }
PY 1y <z<0> o[ ) . (C.23)

HIM2U3 4 V1V2V3V4 72 M1 243 s vivav3va

-1 -1 5

Due to different (anti-)symmetries of the decomposition elements, the projection matrix Lo

. . 3 . . : (0)
is in block-diagonal form.® Equivalently, a set of (anti-)symmetrized tensors, [ QonpaHuspa}?

3The projection matrix L can be cast in diagonal form employing an orthogonal set of tensors for decom-
position, i.e. (l_;L o f“) = diag(b1, b2, . ..), which can be generated, e.g., by the Gram-Schmidt orthogo-
nalization. However, this merely shifts the problem from inversion of L to finding an orthogonal set of
tensors, which themselves have no relation to the properties of the operator under consideration unlike
tensors which reflect the (anti-)symmetries of particular index pairs of the operator.
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

may be employed, which simplifies the projection tensor to

-3
1 3 o .
0 _ (0) (0)
PH1H2H3H4 ViVaV3l4 ETI‘ 9 1 (l{,u,lug}{ug;m} © l{V1V2}{V3l/4}>
-1 5
(C.24)
with
€1 popizpia
7(0) o g,LLIMS.g,U«Q,UA - gu1u4g,u2us
{mipaH{uzpa}y = (C.25)
GuapsGuopa T Guypa Jpops
Guip2Guspa
and [ (vivoHusva} analogously.
Medium

At non-zero density and/or temperature, the medium four-velocity v, provides a new ele-
ment allowing for a number of additional Lorentz tensors to be projected onto (cf. [Bucl4b|
for a list of tensors up to 5 Lorentz indices). We assume that in medium the following
decomposition holds for any operator O,:

(Ou) = (Ou), =117 -, (C.26)
where p is a generalized medium parameter, i.e. p = 0 in vacuum, and p > 0 in the
medium.? The projection vector f,fp) = (f,fpo),f,fpl))T contains all tensors which already

[P0 _ [0

occur in vacuum, i.e. Iy . All remaining tensors which incorporate the medium

four-velocity v, are collected in l:fpl). Analogously, @, = (@py,@p, )", but @,, # do due to

[©) o) £ 0.

The coefficient vectors are given as

Gpy = Ly (fy(o) (o") - Lo,pﬁpl) , (C.27a)

Gp =Ly, (fu(p V(o) - Lp1,05p0> , (C.27b)
and in disentangled form they read

Gpo = (Lo — Lo Ly Lpy o) (ZZ@ — Loy, L;ffw) (o, (C.28a)

e = (L = Lol o)™ (1) = LpuoLg ') 07 (C.28b)

4The general medium parameter p, here mainly used as an distinguishing index, must not be confused with
the spectral density of a hadron introduced in Sec. 2.1.
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C Operator product expansion. Addendum

where the sub-matrices Lo, Lo p,, Ly, 0 and L,, of the projection matrix L, = (f(p) o f(p)>

are given explicitly in Eq. (C.90) below. As can be seen, having pre-evaluated the vacuum
decomposition is of little use. Both decomposition vectors have to be evaluated and will, in
general, contain all occurring condensates, irrespective of their vacuum limit.

Naturally, one wishes to reduce evaluational efforts in case the vacuum decomposition
is already at our disposal and only the additional medium-specific contribution has to be
determined. At this stage, however, the full decomposition has to be performed and the
vacuum contribution subtracted to identify the medium-specific term. In particular, the
construction of a medium-specific projection vector l:fl), which directly gives the additional
terms, is wanted.

We now define the ’algebraic’ vacuum decomposition in full analogy to (C.19a) and (C.21)
as

(Ouho =1 o = Tr {Lgl (fp ° f,jO))} (0" (C.29)

which is algebraically given by the same operators as the decomposition (C.21). However,
in general, the ground state EVs are now medium dependent. ere and in the following,
‘algebraic’ means that the projection vector Z:L is specified and the projection tensor P, is
applied to the EV irrespective if it is the ground state EV or Gibbs average. We explicitly
separate the algebraic vacuum-specific terms

(0 = (0o + (Ot =E© - Go + TV .y (C.20)
which, together with Eq. (C.21), defines the ’algebraic’ medium-specific contribution (O, ).

Note that (C.30) is an algebraic separation. This means, that the vacuum-specific conden-
sates generated by the vacuum-specific decomposition (C.21) exhibit a density dependence
when entering the in-medium decomposition in (C.30). Furthermore, it is important to

emphasize that the medium-specific projection vector l:fl) is not only constituted by the

medium four-velocity or tensors that contain the latter. The elements in f/fo) are completely

contained in l_;t(l). Medium-specific condensates have zero vacuum limit and are contained
in dj.

Using (C.27) together with (C.29), equality of the definitions (C.30) and (C.26) leads to
)

the following orthogonality requirement for f,fo and the medium-specific projection vector

0=1MolO (C.31)
It can be shown that (C.30) and (C.31) are equivalent definitions (cf. App. C.2.4).
The according prescription is detailed in the following. From orthogonality (C.31), the

relation dp = Lal (f(o) o f(p)) a, follows, which imposes dim(l_;L(O)) constraints on the coef-

ficients @ ») and @ ©) leaving dim(l_;fp )) independent elements. Substituting the obtained

constraints
dpo = do - LalLO,m C_ipl (C32)

in definition (C.30) allows (together with Eq. (C.21)) to construct a medium-specific projec-
tion vector

—

R Y

! 0 _ [en). (C.33)

0
In
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

Note that f,fl) is not unique. A constant factor and symmetry properties may be chosen
differently. Due to orthogonality (C.31), vacuum- and medium-specific parts of the tensor
decomposition can be evaluated independently of each other and the general decomposition
procedure (C.19b) can be applied utilizing the medium-specific projection vector (C.33).

The medium-specific contribution (O,))1 of a decomposed Gibbs averaged operator is
also referred to as a higher-twist contribution (S70,,)), where ST renders the operator sym-
metric and traceless w.r.t. Lorentz indices [Hat93, Leu98|. The numerical values of these
quantities can be obtained from DIS amplitudes [Gubl5a]. In the very same fashion numer-
ical values can be found for medium-specific condensates or at least for linear combinations
of the latter. For medium-specific condensates up to mass dimension 5, the corresponding
numerical values and their medium behaviors from DIS amplitudes to leading order in the
nucleon density are explicated in [Jin93].

Examples For a second-rank tensor (two Lorentz indices) (O, u,))1, only the metric tensor

Jprps = l;(? ,)Q and v, vy, /v? lu(f ,32 contribute, and the decomposition tensor reads
1 Uy U Uy, U
1
Pz = 13 (gm b — 4 “;2“2) (gyluz —4 ”;2”2> , (C.34)

where non-vanishing results are obtained for symmetric Lorentz indices only. For a fourth-
rank tensor (four Lorentz indices) ((Ou,uopsps))1 fourteen tensors contribute. Four of them,
which incorporate the Levi-Civita symbol, can be evaluated separately (cf. Eq. (C.23)). Thus,
we restrict the consideration to the remaining ten tensors, giving

pl — i
M2 3 4 V1V2V3VY T 240
[ 1 1 1 1 1
T -3 —3 2 -3 —3 —1
1 1 1 1
-3 7T —3 —3 2 —3 -1
1 1 1 1
-3 3 [ —3 —3 2 -l
(1 (1
xTrll 2 =1 2 7 b b 1 | ([ e 0 B ) | (C39)
1 1 1 1
-3 2 —3 —3 7 —3 -1
1 1 1 1
-3 —3 2 —3 —3 T -1
4
\-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 4 ]
with
=1 Vs Upay VU
lu(u)xzusm = (9#1#29#3#4 A9pps =5 — F ) s GpapsIpzna — A9ups Hf}gM’
Vo U Vyy U
Gpipa9paps — 49u1pa mgudagu:smgmuz — 493114 Mquzuzv
Uy U Uy U
GuopaGuips — 49#2#4 ) Saguzuggmm _49u2u3 M;}2u4’
Uy Vo Vs Upy
GpapoJuspa + GpapsJpopa + GpapaGpops — 241#;434> (C.36)
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and f,,(1132 vavs analogously. Decomposing the components of the projection vector into tensors
symmetric and anti-symmetric in the index pairs puipz and psug yields

1
1
Pmuzmm vivov3vs 240
gy -
20
20
(1) (1)
x Tr § -1 -1 =2 <l{u1u2}{u3u4} © Z{VlVQ}{V3V4}> (C.37)
-1 7 2 -1
-1 2 7T -1
4
i -2 -1 -1 3 ]
with
7(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) B
Z{H1#2}{H3H4} - (l[#l,uﬂ[#?)mk]’Z(M1#2)[#3H4]’ l[#1#2](#3u4)’ l(u1u2)(usu4)> ’ (C.38)
l 1 — _ — 7(
(i o) [papa] — Irns9pzpa = JpipaJpops 2 Iu1p3VpaVpa
— Gp1a Vs Vs + Gpuopea Vs Vs — Gpopis Uaa V) 5 (C.39a)
1
(Etl)uz)[usuz;] 2 (p113 V2 Vs = G pa Va2 Vps = Guapea Vs Vs & Gpops Upa Vpsg) 5 (C-39b)
1 1
l[/(ll)m](usM) - 02 (gu1u3vu2vu4 t Gp1paVpa Vs — GuopaVps Vs — gmltavulvw) ) (C.39¢)

i (s Grares + s Greans — — (Gpoes Uy
(1 pi2) (w3 ps) wipsGpapa pipapzps = o \Jpaps Vpz Vs

F GuipaVp2 Vs + JuopaVpa Vs + Juops Umvuz;) )

VpzVpy Up1 Vpp

Gurp2usps — 4Gur o 02 Jurp29psns — AGpspa 2

T
Vyyy Upyo Upypa U
Guapo Gpspa + GuaipsGuops + Guipa9uops — 24W> (0'39(1)

(1)
and l{mug}{usm}

index pair {---}.

analogously, where the Bach bracket notation is employed to the bracketed

Due to the anti-symmetry of the indices of the gluon field strength tensor, the medium-
specific gluon condensate can be identified by the decomposition |Zscl1]

1 G? vG)?
<<Gﬁlu2Gﬁsu4>>l = 24<<<4 - ()>>> [9u1u39u2u4 = GuipaGpaps

V2
2
- ﬁ (9#1#30/127}#4 - gu1ﬂ4vu2vu3 + 9#2#4Uu1 v#3 - gu2u3v#1v#4) (C~40)

which features only the decomposition in Eq. (C.39a).
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

Vacuum constraints

Although the (anti-)symmetrized projection vector exhibits a more complicated structure,
it considerably simplifies the decomposition of tensors with known symmetries among the
Lorentz indices and allows for an unambiguous identification of medium-specific condensates.

In vacuum, Gibbs averaging reduces to the ground state EV of the operators under consid-
eration, (O)) — (2|0,|?). Hence, in the vacuum limit the non-orthogonal decomposition
must satisfy

-

lu(o) T + fu(m) LT, — fﬂ(o) -G, (C.41)

which can be expressed by the following vacuum constraint

- T .
ll‘(O) -1 Lal 0 lu(o) v
o) L, - - [l ) (Q10719) =0. (C.42)

As the components of Z:Ep ) must be linearly independent, (C.42) can only be fulfilled if

Lt 0 70
-1 0 v
L (

o . )(Q\O”Q) ~0. (C.43)

ZV(Pl)

On the other hand Z_;L(p)<Q|O“|Q) # 0 must hold, if Z_;L(O)<Q|O“|Q> # 0.5 Consequently, the
vector of condensates f,fp) (Q|O*|Q2) must satisfy

. Lyt o

-1
LP(QOMQ) € ker [L,* — 0 o (C.44)

for all operators O,. Note that, in general, the kernel of the matrix is degenerate. Thus,
the imposed vacuum constraints are not unique in the sense that (C.43) is the strongest

constraint which can be deduced. In particular, because of the non-orthogonality of Z_;L(O) and

l_'“(p 1), the matrix in (C.43) has no block-diagonal form and possible interrelations among the
additional medium terms remain hidden.

Because the matrix in (C.43) must have a non-trivial kernel, thus being not invertible,
there is no matrix L with

Lyt 0
0 0

L'= |71 -

; (C.45)

This is merely another formulation of the problem that the full decomposition has to be
reevaluated in case additional tensors enter the projection vector although the vacuum de-
composition is known.

5 In case l:fo) (Q|O*|2) =0, l_;fp) (Q|O*|Q) = 0 must be fulfilled element-wise. For an odd number of indices

l:fo) does not exist, thus ljtpl) = f,fl) and the arguments for the orthogonal decomposition apply.
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For the orthogonal decomposition, the vacuum limit reads
0=(Ql0,1 =" -a . (C.46)

As the components of ZL(U must be linearly independent and the kernel of the invertible

. ooy -1
medium-specific projection matrix is trivial, i. e. ker (l Ry (1)> = {0}, this is equivalent

to d; — 0 with element-wise vanishing of the medium-specific condensates
_7a
0 =11 (Qlo"|Q), (C.47)

cf. Eq. (C.19a). From (C.33) it can be seen that medium-specific condensates f,fl)<<0“>>
contain algebraic vacuum condensates l:fo) {(O*). Accordingly, the requirement of vanishing
medium-specific condensates gives rise to vacuum constraints as interrelations among the
l;(p )<Q|O“]Q> entering the medium-specific part of the decomposition, in particular also

between terms which already occur in vacuum, i.e. f,fo)<Q]O“\Q>. Thus, the vacuum limit

7(p1)

of non-vacuum condensates [,""’ (Q]O*|Q) is restricted by vacuum condensates:

LPQ|OM|Q) = Ly, 0Ly 1,Y(Q|O"]Q) . (C.48)

In particular, non-vacuum condensates have a non-zero vacuum limit.

Summarizing, the Lorentz tensors which enter the decomposition upon the onset of a
continuous parameter p, as e.g. the density, lead to additional condensates. The limit of
these condensates for p — 0 is however constrained by (C.48) if the transition is assumed
to be continuous. It is remarkable that these vacuum constraints are independent of the
operator O, but only depend on the rank of this Lorentz tensor. Finally, the arguments
given above are not restricted to the occurrence of a medium velocity v, and can in principle
be applied to any decomposition where additional tensors enter.

Transformation to canonical condensates

Utilizing quark and gluon EoMs, i.e. Egs. (A.17), (A.18) and (A.19), as well as Dirac matrix
identities, e.g. Eq. (A.13), and the symmetries of the QCD ground state, the elements of
the vector of condensates can be mapped to a smaller set of (canonical) condensates,

[P(OM) = K{q), (C.49)

where K is a linear transformation matrix. It maps the canonical condensates <§> =
(((;>(0), <a>(p1))T onto the contracted EVs l_’u(p)<0“>. Canonical condensates contain the mini-
mal number of covariant derivatives. Whereas the Lorentz decomposition of a QCD operator
depends only on its tensor rank, the operator itself might be identified by its transformation
to canonical condensates. Having fixed a set of canonical condensates in the medium, any
operator O may be specified by its matrix K.

Since vacuum and non-vacuum parts of the (m x n) matrix K separate according to

Ko 0
k=" (C.50)
0 K,
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

the vacuum constraints (C.48) read
K, (9)P) = Ly, 0Lg ' Kolg) ™, (C.51)

requiring the left inverse of K, to cast the vacuum constraints in the desired form. Since
columns and rows in K might show linear dependences the inverse K p_ll does not exist in
general. However, a left inverse K;“l can always be constructed from a matrix with linearly

—

independent columns which can be obtained by appropriate redefinition of (¢). Then the
vacuum constraints of canonical condensates read

(@) = K} Ly, oLy 'Ko(g)(© . (C.52)

C.2.2 Application to four-quark condensates

The above derived formulae are essential for setting up in-medium QSRs for mesons and
baryons. Depending on the order of the OPE of the correlator, operators with an increasing
number of Lorentz indices occur. To illustrate the definitions of vacuum- and medium-
specific contributions and to shed light on the effect of vacuum constraints we choose four-
quark condensates as an example with up to five Lorentz indices. The evaluation of leading
order ag four-quark condensate terms using the Fock-Schwinger gauge method [Nov84,Pas84|
requires the computatiori o£ thiee distinct contributions to ;uhe meson current-current corre-
lator (cf. App. C.3): (DD, DA\I'q), (qU'[Dy,Grrlq), (qD.I'Gyrq)). Specifying the Dirac
structure I" for a light vector current, such as for the p or w meson, we end up with the
following Gibbs averaged operators:

even OPE odd OPE

(e1) (7DuDyDyvaa) (01) (gD, D, Dxq)
(€2) (@yu[Dy, Grala) (02) (@[Dy, Grala)
(€3) «@vsvulDw, Gerla)) (03) (Goas[DsGurq)
(1) (@DyraGoad) (04) (@D,uGura)
(e5) (D 157aGurd) (05) (@D uoasGurd)

and equivalent objects with covariant derivatives acting on the right quark operator, i.e.

gD, ---q— q---D,q. Four-quark condensates in LO of oy also occur in the NLO correla-
tor with inserted interaction term:

even OPE odd OPE
(e6) (qv. T qdwTAd) (06) (GTqq v, T
(e7) (@vs7u T qq v T2q)) (07) (G571, T2 97 o, T2 ,

where ¢ and ¢ denote light-quark flavors, which may coincide, and T4 with A = 0,...,8
symbolize the generators of the color group SU(N, = 3), t4, added by the unit element
for A =0.
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In the following we provide vacuum- and medium-specific decompositions of those OPE
operators (el)—(e7) and (01)-(07) which do not vanish in the light (axial-)vector meson OPE
(due to (anti-)symmetries among the Lorentz indices or vanishing Dirac trace results). The
Lorentz-contracted operators occurring in the decomposition coefficients are transformed to
canonical condensates. The corresponding transformation matrices are presented along with
the vacuum constraints in terms of these canonical condensates.

In pseudo-scalar, scalar, vector and axial-vector meson currents the Dirac trace results
of the OPE differ only by a constant (non-zero) factor/sign, except for traces with Dirac
projection matrix o,g, where vector and axial-vector currents give zero results. Hence, up to
prefactors all four-quark condensate contributions in LO of ag to spin-1 OPEs already enter
spin-0 OPEs. The presented constraints are therefore valid in both channels. In particular,
they do not mutually contradict.

Even OPE

To extend conveniently the following results to mesons consisting of a light and a heavy
quark, such as D and B mesons, we first present the vacuum constraints set up by the
contributions of (el)-(eb) and include additional vacuum constraints from (e6) and (e7)
originating from the NLO correlator later on.

(i) The first EV (el) decomposes into vacuum- and medium-specific terms as (cf. (C.30))

(@D Dy Dxvaq)o
T —
. i JurGva + Guagur 2 -1 <<qDMlDDuq + qu2Q>> (C 53)
72 Juv9ira -1 5 <<qD2lDQ>>
{aDuDyDrvaq)

Gurva + GuaGvr — v%(g;LAquoz
+ GuaVvVx + GuaVuvx + gy)ﬂ);ﬂ)a)
= Tw Juvdra — ;izg,mﬂ))\va

4
Juw9ra — 329 aVply

Jun9va + GuaGvr T Guv9ra — %quuv)\va
+ @ (vD)*q + g(vD)IP(vD)q + G(vD)D*¥q)))

x| (aD*Pq— 4aD*(wD)pq) ! (C:54)

{(aD*Iq — 2q(vD)*1pq)

(aD* PD,wq + gD D*q + gD* g — 28q(vD)34q))

(gD* PD,yq + gPD?*q — % (D" (vD)D,¥q

where only the part symmetric in the index pairs ur and A« contributes to the (axial-)vector
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

OPE. Transformation to canonical condensates yields

<QBQB‘]> 0 1
(gD"PD,q) i P A Fruth f)
(D) 0 i 5HagoGa) —my{dq)
(aD*(wD)ga) 01000 ey Tt )
(@D (vD)Dya) | _ 3 100 0| HguD)goGa) |
(@b (D)%) 00 00 - mg{avD)ya)
(a(vD)* Do) 007 00 my(awD))
(a(vD)B(wD)a) 00 i =i 0] glawD)yGruna)
(a(vD) D) 010 =2 0\ (awD)ya)
(a(vD)*a) coon
(C.55)
where 7 denotes the sum over light-quark flavors.
(7) The second EV (e2) decomposes into vacuum- and medium-specific terms as
(ulDvr Gerlaho = 15 (Gustin — gurg) (17D, Gusla) (C.56)
(@D Gerlas = 51D (771D, Gasla

(@D, Caglt®a + @HID*, Caal?a) ), (C5T)

where only the part anti-symmetric in both index pairs pur and kA contributes to the
(axial-)vector OPE. Transformation to canonical condensates yields

(@v*[D?, Gagla) 1 9@y tq > ; Frutt f)
({@°[(vD), GaglvPq) | = 10 ({@°[(vD),GaplvPq) | - (C58)
(@[D*, Galvq) 01 gl@ptra >, fott f)

(#i4) The third EV (e3) decomposes into vacuum- and medium-specific terms as
(0570lDo, Gualaho = — 5o (e [D7, GV V1g), (C:59)
{@v57alDo, Gualadn
1| faor — eV Vs a o

JREZA - Z€aorrV Uy — (Eaovr — Z2E€acurVTUA) -2 3

<<€a’U’V’A’g’757a/ [Dalv GV’X]Q - %ga’v’/\’T’vT’qurya, KUD)v GV’X}Q»
2((~carorn @iy (D7, GV X = Srewornimvn” 157 [D7, GV X ]q)

X

)

(C.60)
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where only the part anti-symmetric in the index pair v contributes to the (axial-)vector
OPE. Transformation to canonical condensates yields

0
<5ao'1/)\qf}/5fya [DU7 Gyk]q> 1
= A _ . (@po"[(vD), Galg)
<EO¢V)\TUTq'75’7a[(,UD>7GV ]Q> - -1 2 0 _
i \ | @ [(0D), Gale¥a)
(EaorrvTvL @57 [D7, G*q) 0 —i i o o
glaytia >, f¥t° f)
(C.61)

(iv) The decomposition of (e4) does vanish, when contracted with the Dirac trace result of
the OPE.

(v) The fifth EV (e5) decomposes into vacuum- and medium-specific terms as

(D570 Gurd o = —isuam<<£u/a/yleqf7“/757a/G”/Xq» : (C.62)
(@Dy157Gorah
B _i Epavi — Z%EMV)\T”UT’UQ ' 4 =2

192 —Epav) — %EMOC)\TUTU,, — (Spavr — ;%EW,,TUTU,\) -2 3

p=y] ’ AV = .

(ewannaD" 457* GY'X g = Jepxav” GDM 459G N q)) (C.63)
= ’ I\/ ’ = , Iy 5 .

2((—eparnqD* 7Y G¥ Ng— %Eu’awva vy GDH 5y GY'N g)

where only the part anti-symmetric in the index pair v contributes to the (axial-)vector
OPE. Transformation to canonical condensates yields

<5uaquDu757aGV)\Q> i
<5,L1,V)\TUTQ7-BM’Y5¢GV>\Q> = 10
<€pa/\TUTUVun75’YaGV)\Q> 0 i

mq(GoGa) + g{@'t4a X Frut? f)
X <5m/)\7'UT(ﬁ_)u’Y5¢GV)\Q> . (064)
Mg (quuo™ Gy q) — Sg(@pt a3 FPtAf) — (@wD)y’ Goavrq)

Gathering the vacuum constraints as vanishing medium-specific condensates of the de-
compositions (C.54), (C.57), (C.60) and (C.63) in terms of canonical condensates yields

_ = _ _ 2 _ T
0= (Qg*ay"t"q Y _ Frut" f +2mqagoGq — 4miaq — (gzq;étAq >ty
7 7

—2q(viD)goGyq + 4m§q(vib)7ﬁq — 4chj(viD)2q + Ggq(vD)'y“Gwv”q> 1),
(C.65a)
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

_ _ 4 = =
0 = (QmyqgoGq — 2m;’qq -2 (— q(viD)goGypq + 2m2q(mD)¢q> 1) , (C.65Db)
8 =
0= (QmyggoGq — 2m2(jq + ﬁmqq(mD)zq\(D , (C.65c¢)
_ = _ _ 48«
0= (Qlg*ay"t"q ) _ Frut" f +3mqGgoGq — 6miaq — —q(viD)*$q|92), (C.65d)
f

0= (o0 Y Pyt = (e (D). Gl a + aait'a 3 )10 (C.650)
f

f
0= (Qlgagpt’q > _ ft*f + ey"[(vD), Guwlv’q + o (vD), GialalQ) (C.65f)
f
_ 4 = .
0= (Q3g*a7"t q D _ frut"f +3mqagoGa — (— 92t D 5 PGg
f

— 2gmqquuo Gyt + g* gty | Fpttf + 2g§(vD)7AGuw”Q) Q). (C.65g)
7

Equations (C.65) relate the known ground state EVs of vacuum operators, e.g. (©|qq|?),
(Q|ggoGq|Q) and ¢?(Q|gy"t4q Zf fyutAf|Q>, or the known components of medium-gspecific
condensates up to mass dimension 5, i.e. <Q]q(vzb)¢q\9> and (Q\cj(m’l(_))Qq\Q% to heretofore
unknown ground state EVs of components of medium-specific condensates in mass dimension
6, e.g. the medium four-quark condensate g*(Q|gpt’q ¥ fptAf1Q) /v2. We therefore solve
the above system of linear equations for the unknown condensates.

The system of equations is underdetermined, thus, the solution is not unique. In fact, the
relation between vacuum and medium four-quark condensate can be tuned this way. The
ground state EVs of non-vacuum operators of mass dimension 6 deduced from the algebraic
vacuum constraints, where we choose

2Qlggt e > Fptt 1) /0 =z, (C.66a)
f
9(Qmgquuot Gy ql) /v = yq (C.66b)

to be the free parameters of the solution of the system of equations (C.65), read

SOITiD)o Gl ” = i(zxmzm\qqrm -y Olag0Ga)). (C.67)

§(QUiD) Gy )7 = (g2 @IS Pyt 19 “2). (Com)
U ((0D). Gpula"als) /o* = 3 (0l a3 Pt i) “2). (€O
9{00¢0" (viD), Gy Jal0) /v? = ;<92<quv“tAquthf\Q> ~da). (Com

f
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= y 1 _ _
9(QE urr v G D 5G| J0? = o <6m2<quqm> — 8mq(Q|qgoGq|Q)

— 79%(Q|g" g Z Frut £19) + 8z, — 24yq) ,  (C.67e)
f

(Qa(wiD) e v’ = — (— 6m3(00qal) + 3mq(QlggoCal9)

48
PO Y Pt 19)). (C.67)
f
where the vacuum constraints
(Qlq(wiD)fal) /v? =~ my(ladl®) (C69)
(©lq(viD)%gl)/v? =~ (QlagoGal0) + ;m2(©ladlo) (.69)

from mass dimension-4 and -5 condensates have been used, respectively. The same solution
holds in the light chiral limit m, — 0.

(vi) Gibbs averaged light four-quark operators (e6) and (e7) from the NLO correlator
decompose into vacuum- and medium-specific terms as

_ ) 1

(@ T4 qq T T4 Yo = S (@0 T4d Ty T (C.70)
) ) 1 4

(@' T4 T T4 )1 = D <g,w - vg”/ﬂ’V)

_ / _ 4 _ .
X (@' TAq Ty, TAq — ?qF’géTAqu’yéTAq'» . (C.71)

where I denotes either 14 or v5. These condensates originating from two cut quark lines in
the corresponding diagram of the NLO correlator are already in canonical form, cf. Fig. 3.3.

The vacuum constraints from vanishing medium-specific condensates (C.71) read
_ _ 1, _
(QUeT'PT9g TYT A |Q) 0* = (T T4qgT'y,T4¢/|) (C.72)

which completes the list of Eqs. (C.67) for light-quark condensates. They confine the
arbitrary parameter z, in (C.67), i.e. Eq. (C.72) with IV = 14 and T4 = ¢4 deter-
mines the relation between light four-quark condensates in vacuum and medium, such that
zq = H(Qgy"t1q pF Fyut2 £1€2) must be used in the above vacuum constraints (C.67) lead-
ing to a zero ground state EV in (C.67d).

This is a general result providing vacuum values for non-vacuum condensates. It is
deduced only from the requirement of a continuous transition to vacuum terms when ’turning
off the medium’, p — 0.

Vacuum constraints of the even OPE of ¢@) meson currents can be deduced from the
results presented here. Besides Gibbs averaged light-quark operators also heavy-quark op-
erators and such quantities containing both kinds of quark operators enter the OPE of ¢Q
mesons. The Gibbs averages (el)—(e5) are supplemented by similar contributions, where
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

qbu---q — Q- D,Q. The four-quark terms (e6) and (e7) are substituted by similar
contributions where one q- - - ¢ pair is changed for one @ - - - @ pair.

The decompositions of the heavy-quark terms and their vacuum constraints originating
from the LO correlator can be obtained by ¢ — @ in (C.54)—(C.69), where this substitution
also refers to subscripts, e. g. further parameters enter the heavy-quark vacuum constraints,
xg and yg, which are absent in a light-quark current OPE. The decomposition of the heavy-
light four-quark terms originating from the NLO correlator can be obtained by the exchange
of one quark pair g---q — Q---Q in (C.70)—(C.72). This substitution in Eq. (C.72) fixes
the parameter z¢g = $(Q|Qv"4Q pF Fruttf19).

A subtlety may be mentioned regarding the parameter x, in ¢@) meson OPEs. Since
no light four-quark terms (e6) and (e7) but exclusively corresponding four-quark terms
containing heavy-quark and light-quark pairs enter such OPEs, z, can not be determined
by the ¢ meson OPE alone. However, the assumed universality of condensates requires
identical behavior of identical condensates in different OPEs. Thus, the light current OPE
fixes the parameter x, also in a heavy-light current OPE.

Odd OPE

In vacuum, the Lorentz-odd OPE is always zero. Hence, (O))¢ = 0 for all Lorentz-odd
operators.

(i) The first EV (01) decomposes as

T —
Vpgu 10 0 -1\ ({avD)D*q)
P 1| vgu 0 1 0 -1 ||¢gD"@wD)D.q)
<<qD,uDZ/D)\Q>> = W g RV : y
VNG 0o 0 1 -1 {gD*(vD)q)
00,0, -1 -1 -1 6 ) \&(awD)q)

(C.73)

where only the combination ((q(vb)qu + ZQBN(UB)B“q + q‘bQ(vb)q» and the single term

<<(j(v5)3q>>/112 enter the (axial-)vector OPE. Transformation to canonical condensates yields

(q(vD) D) 010 0\ [ Xa'aS, fpf)
@' @D)Da) | | 5 10 0 || §aD)Ca) —miaeDya) |
(@D*(vD)q) 0010 || 4@GwD)g)—m2(awvD)q)
L(gwD)q) 000 1)\ &b
(#) The second EV (02) decomposes as
(@D Corla) = 5 (s — vagon) (@D . Corpe ] q) (C.75)

3v

where only the part anti-symmetric in v\ enters the (axial-)vector OPE. Transformation to
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a canonical condensate yields

(@D", Gulv”a) = glat’q > Fpt'f). (C.76)
f

(7i) The third EV (03) decomposes as

(@0asDo; Guala)

T
Va9Bv9or — Va9prGor — V39avor + V39Gargov
1| vo(gavgsr — gargsy)
T 62
6v VvGac9Br — UA9ac9Br T+ UAGav9Bo — Vv9ar9Bo
5 (ValoUugan — VaVoUrgBy — VaVsUbgar + VBUsUATar)
1 0 0 -1 <<q7}a10' [D G /)\/]q>>
0o 2 0 -2 L(go”"™ N
) 0" (D). Goxla) | o
0 0 1 -1 <<7O'J [DU/, G,//A/]UV q))
-1 -2 -1 6 %((qva/a [(vD), Gl,/)\/]v’/q»

where only the combination (Go**[(vD),G,xlq + Go°* Dy, G,\]v"q) enters the (pseudo-)
scalar OPE. Application of the gluon EoM (A.19) to the first condensate in (C.77) yields
the four-quark condensate (quao®t4q > 7 fyutf) which is not invariant under parity and
time reversal transformations. The other condensates in (C.77) cannot be reduced by EoMs.

(7w) The forth EV (04) decomposes as

1 g /
= 72(”%9;1)\ - UAQW)«QD“ GV’}L/UV q» s (078)

(aDuGna) = 5

where only the part anti-symmetric in v enters the (axial-)vector OPE. Transformation to
a canonical condensate yields

(GD" G’ q) = Lat'a Y Tothf). (C.79)

[\)

(v) The fifth EV (05) decomposes as

(GD00sGona)

Va9Bv9ur — Va9rgur — V8GavGur + VGar9uv
L Uu(gaugﬂz\ - ga)\gﬁy)
2
6v VyGapdBr — Ua9apdBy + UaGavdpu — Vv9ardsu

U%(Uavuvugﬁk — VaUpUAJBr — VULV Ga) + UBIU;LU)\QCW)
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/ 1,0

1 0 0 -1 (@D v Gy
0 2 0 -2 Lg(vD)oG
« 2<<q(’l) )U q>> , (CSO)

(jDo/O'UIX GU’A’UV/CI»
(q(D)va o™ N Gixv” q)

)
)
—

|
—_
=

-1 -2 -1 6

S

where only the term containing ((cj(’ub)an)) enters the (pseudo-)scalar OPE. Application
of gluon EoM (A.19) to the first condensate in (C.80) yields (quao® tq pF frtAf) which
is not invariant under parity and time reversal transformations. The other condensates in

(C.80) cannot be reduced by EoM.

The OPE relevant combinations of condensates of the odd OPE must vanish in vacuum,
thus forming the algebraic vacuum constraints:

0= 2o*(Qat*a Y Tyt 1) + 9(la(wD)oGal)

f
+ %g(Q]@aG(vb)q&) — 3m2(0/g(vD)q|0), (C.81a)
0 = (Qlg(vD)%q|€) , (C.81b)
0= g(Qlat*qy_ Fprf19), (C81c)
f
0 = (Q|go"[(vD), G gl + (Q|go* Dy, Goalv”q|Q) (C.81d)
0 = (Q|g(vD)sGq|Q) . (C.81e)

Therefore, the condensates in (C.81) must vanish individually in vacuum except the conden-
sates in (C.81d) which need to cancel each other. Vanishing of the condensates in (C.81a)
is ensured due to (C.81c), (C.81e) and <Q|cj(vl3)q\9> = —img(QqpPq|Q?), where the latter
condensate is a medium-specific condensate in mass dimension 4 with a zero vacuum value.

(vi) From the NLO correlator further Gibbs averaged light-quark operators (06) and (o7)
contribute in order oy

_ _ v _ _

(Gt qqyut’e) = U%«thquAq», (C.82)
_ _ 1 ’Ua U o _ _

(@'t qqont ) = — = Ewra 5 {(e” N @yt qgo i) (C.83)

originating from two cut quark lines in the corresponding diagrams, cf. Fig. 3.3. They are
already in canonical form and must vanish in vacuum.

Vacuum constraints of the odd OPE of ¢ meson currents can be deduced from the results
presented here. Besides Gibbs averaged light-quark operators also heavy-quark operators
and such quantities containing both kinds of quark operators enter the OPE of ¢@) mesons.
The Gibbs averages (01)—(05) are supplemented by similar contributions where qf) W q —
Q-+ D,Q. The four-quark terms (06) and (0o7) are substituted by similar contributions
where one G- --¢ pair is changed for one @ ---Q pair. Be aware that, for two-flavor four-
quark terms with two different Dirac structures as in (06) and (07), the necessary substitution
yields two structures for each term.
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The decompositions of the heavy-quark terms and their vacuum constraints originating
from the LO correlator can be obtained by ¢ — @ in (C.73)-(C.81), where this substi-
tution also refers to subscripts. The decomposition of the heavy-light four-quark terms
originating from the NLO correlator can be obtained for the exchange of one quark pair
g---q— Q---Qin (C.82) and (C.83). Analogous to the odd OPE of light-quark currents
all heavy-quark condensates must vanish individually for p — 0. An exception bears the
analog of (C.81d), where both condensates chancel each other.

Note that the odd OPE and, thus, odd condensates drive the mass splitting of particle and
anti-particle in the medium. Such splitting may intuitively be understood in an asymmetric
ambient strongly interacting medium. First, heavy quarks are hardly generated dynamically
(at least compared to light quarks) and hardly condense (directly). Considering a strongly
interacting ambient medium consisting mainly of nuclear matter, i. e. light quarks (not anti-
quarks), a meson consisting of a heavy quark and a light anti-quark is affected differently
than its anti-meson, which consists of a heavy anti-quark and a light quark. Similarly, it
seems reasonable to assume that at zero density, meson and anti-meson, e.g. D and D, are
degenerate. As this splitting is driven by the Lorentz-odd OPE, it vanishes at zero baryon
density for arbitrary temperatures [Boc86, Hat93, Bucl6a].

C.2.3 Discussion of factorization and ground state saturation hypothesis

The common problem of presently poorly known numerical values of higher mass dimension
condensates is often circumvented by a factorization into condensates of lower mass dimen-
sion, cf. Subsec. 3.3.3. The non-zero factorization results of light four-quark condensates
employed in the decompositions of (el)—(e5) and (ol)—(05) read

(e Pt F) = (o) [20a0)? ~ Gaga)>/?] (C842)
!
Kaptta S Ft £/ = 5 io) [(aa)® + (aya)/e?) (C31b)
/

(ata S Fye' 1) = — 5 (o) (aa) (ata) (C840)
f

in full analogy to the expressions given in Tab. 3.3 but with ’fudge factors’ £! in order to

streamline the notation in this subsection. Further light four-quark condensates with the
Dirac structures in (e6), (€7), (06) and (07) factorize as [Jin93]

('t aqta) = —5 r(o) [20a0)? — (apa)?/e?] (C.850)
(apt"qapt q) /v* = —ém?(p) [(@a)® + (apa)®/v°] | (C.85b)
(ot aata) = 2 w0 (aa) (a¥a) (850
(@vsy"t aqysyuta) = gf”v%(p) [2{(qa)? + (apa)?/v*] . (C.85d)
(qyspt aqrspt’a) v* = éfffi(p) [(aa)? — (apa)?/v?] , (C.85¢)
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

(e et ot a) = — 5 w2(0)(aa) (apa) (.854)
(" aana) = —5rilo) [20a0)? ~ T(aa)? /2] (C858)
(apaata) /v* = —5w%(0) [(aa)? ~ 11{aga)?/e?] (C.85h)
(aaata) = 1ym2(o)(aa)ata) (C.85i)
(s advsa) = Gr3(o) [20a0)? + Gapa)?/”] (C.85)
(rspaqspal /o” = <rtolp) [(aa)? — Gapa)? /2] (C.85K)
(e vruadonna) = —4xts (o) (da) (apa) (C85)

For condensates composed of heavy- and light-quark operators with the Dirac structures
in (e6), (e7), (06) and (07) containing the unit elements 70 = 13 as color structures one
obtains [Jin93]

(T1naQ7" Q) = & (p) [(ga) (QQY + (aa) (QPQ) /v*] | (C.86a)
(apaQyQ) /v* = i (p) [(Ga) (QQ) + 4(apa) (QpQ)/v?] . (C.86b)
(GaQ¥Q) = @Q (p)(aa) (Q¥Q) , (C.86¢)
(@9QQ) = vS (p)(@a) (QQ) (C.86d)
(@r57m9Q77" Q) = —r5 (p) (72N (QQ) , (C.86e)
(@9Q sy Q) /v ‘—i”?@)« 2)4QQ) (861
(" Vaqr579QonQ) = (C.86g)
(" 430, qQYs Q) = (C.86h)

The same relations hold true for Q — ¢’ providing the factorization formulae for light
two-flavor condensates.

In vacuum, where ((- - - )) reduces to (] - - - |2), the medium-specific two-quark condensate
((q¥q)) cancels, thus further simplifying above relations and yielding zero factorization results.
The vacuum constraint (C.67) from the even OPE, where light four-quark condensates are
factorized, provide the following relations:

Ua(uiD)oGyal)/0* = § (4m0Uaul9) ~ myOlagoGal9) ) (©.87)
(D) Gy al0) /0 = = 3 (26400) = K4(0) ) Ol ?, (©57)
U (D), Gl 1) 02 = 5 (26400) = K4(0) ) P @l (€570
o(Safo (D), Gl /0* =~ 5 (W3(0) = K4(0) ) P @l (©870)
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= y 1 _ _
9(QE urr v G D 5G| J0? = o <6m2<quqm> — 8mq(Q|qgoGq|Q)

4
+ g (7/@8(0) - 2/@‘%(0))g2(Q\qu]Q>2 - 24yq> , (C.87e)
= 1 _ _
(a(wiD)*sa19) /0" = 15 (- GmEAgul9) + 3y OlggoGale)
4
- 0 lalop (©.571)
supplemented by six relations contained in (C.72) (originating from NLO correlator)
#1(0) = K4(0), (C.88)
r1(0) = r3(0), (C.88b)
K(0) = K3(0) (C.850)
#1(0) = #§(0), (C.88d)
K7 (0) = k7 (0), (C.88e)
< (0) = 5 (0). (C.556)

relating the x parameters for p = 0 and simplifying the factorized algebraic vacuum con-
straints (C.87), where (C.87d) gives a vanishing ground state EV as can be recognized
already in Egs. (C.67d) and (C.72). The odd OPE vacuum constraints are trivial as the
contained four-quark condensates vanish individually in the vacuum.

In ¢@Q meson OPEs, the vacuum constraints in factorized form are composed of the
relations (C.87) as well as these relations with /ﬁ?g’l = 0and ¢ — @. The vacuum constraints
(C.88) are substituted by

£2(0) = k5(0), (C.89a)
k2(0) = K$(0). (C.89Db)

As exhibited in Eqgs. (C.87)—(C.89) factorization of four-quark condensates does not vio-
late the algebraic vacuum constraints. Instead, it relates the x factorization parameters at
p = 0 and assigns numerical vacuum values to the medium dimension-6 condensates which
were previously unknown. Relating them to the known vacuum values of the chiral and the
mixed quark-gluon condensate allows for their tentative numerical estimate in vacuum.

C.2.4 Equivalence of two approaches to the medium-specific decomposition

One may find the medium-specific decomposition either by subtraction of the algebraic
vacuum decomposition (C.29) from the complete in-medium decomposition (C.26) using
Eq. (C.30) or by performing the projection procedure for the medium-specific decomposition
structures in (C.33) which are orthogonal to the vacuum decomposition structures. Following
the former approach we show that utilizing the blockwise inversion of the total projection
matrix

(f«» ° f<0>) (f<0> o f<m>) Ly Loy,

= (C.90)

L,= (f(m o f<p>) = (f@l) ] f@) <f(p1) o f(m)) Lpo Lo
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C.2 In-medium projection of Lorentz tensors and algebraic vacuum limits

yields the same medium-specific decomposition structures lu( as the latter approach based
on orthogonality, i. e. the equivalence of both approaches to the medium-specific decomposi-
tion. We rearrange Eq. (C.30):

I -a =10 a,—10-d =1 (@, — @) + L") -G, . (C.91)
Using the projections

do = Ly '1\"(0"), (C.92)

i, =L,'1,\"(0") (C.93)

with the sub-matrix definitions® of the inverse total projection matrix

L—l — (Lil)o (L71)07p1 (094)
(L) 0 (L7,
further decomposed to
g = (L7100 (E7)g, ) BHOY) and @, = ((27Y),, 5+ (E71),,) 1940 (C.95)
yields
Efl)-dl — fu(o). [((L—I)O ’ (L_1)07p1) (@ 0"y - Lall_’y(O) (O”)] + fu(m).gpl
= FO-[(L7), - L] T0(0%) + [0 (L), (07) + 19, (C.96)

The formula for blockwise inversion of matrices with two square sub-matrices A and D

-1

A B A1+ A 'BVCA™! —A'BV
_ (C.97)
C D —VCA! 1%
with
V=(D-CA'B)" (C.98)

relates the sub-matrices of the inverted matrix. We deploy this formula to the total projec-
tion matrix (C.90) and its inverse (C.94) obtaining the relations

(L 1)0_L + Ly ' Lops WLp oLy ' (C.99)
(Lo, = Lo LopW, (C.100)
(L) ,0= WLpl,oL b (C.101)
(L) = (L, Lpl,oLalLo,pl)_l- (C.102)

p1
Identifying the relevant interrelations among the sub-matrices of the inverted projection
matrix yields the desired terms

(LY, = Lyt —Ly'Loy,, (L7Y)
(L_I)O,pl =Ly Loy (L_l)

(C.103)
(C.104)

p1,0 7

p1 -’

5Note that (L’l)i # L7 for i € {0;0,p1;p1,0; p1}-
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Substituting Eqgs. (C.103) and (C.104) in Eq. (C.96) yields

lu(l) =1y ©. 1LO,,Ol ((L_l)m,(w (L_l)p1)> L )<OV> + 1, HaR “Gpy - (C.105)
Using Eq. (C.95) we arrive at
fli(l) ) = — f;t(O) 'LalLO,mﬁpl + flt(pl) 'C_ipl : (C'106)

Providing the first term in matrix notation

T,z TON L1 & 7. g 170\ 5 4T g

[M. & :—(lu )LO Lo py iy + 1 -am:—(Lm,OLU I ) G+ 1P, (C.107)
finally yields

[ .a = [L,,l,OLglfH(O) —Ie)] (= ap) (C.108)

which is exactly the medium-specific part of the decomposition as obtained from orthogo-
nality of vacuum- and medium-specific parts of the decomposition (cf. Eq. (C.33)). The
orthogonality (C.31) can be easily shown:

1Mo = (LPI,OL(;WO) - fW) ol® =1, 0Ly Lo~ Ly 0=0, (C.109)

where the orthogonality [© 671 =0 can be deduced for the transposed of (C.109), due to
the handy notation of the dyadic product.

C.3 Calculation of Wilson coefficients of light-quark
condensates of mass dimension 6

For the calculation of Wilson coefficients of light four-quark condensates corresponding to
tree-level diagrams containing a soft-gluon line we utilize Eq. (3.7b). Using the heretofore
presented OPE techniques — projection of Dirac indices onto elements of the Clifford algebra,
Egs. (C.3) and (C.4), as well as the covariant expansion of quark field operators exploiting
the Fock-Schwinger gauge, Eq. (2.35) — the light two-quark term IT (?) after Fourier trans-
formation reads [Hill1]

1 (p Z Z

where heavy-quark condensates are neglected. Treated in a classical, weak, gluonic back-
ground field the interaction of the quark is modeled by soft-gluon exchange with the QCD
ground state and the full propagator Sg(p) = [ d*z e”’xSQ(a: 0) can by approximated by
the perturbative propagator (2.44), where the subscript ’Q’ refers to the heavy quark.

_D Lo Trp TS0(p)ys] ¢:) (C.110)

Light-quark condensate terms in mass dimension 6 enter II(?) with n = 3 and Sg=15 ©)

Q0
n=0and Sg = ngfi“)) aswell asn =1and Sg = s [Nov84|, where the order of the

Q (A)
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C.3 Calculation of Wilson coefficients of light-quark condensates of mass dimension 6

background field expansion is specified according to Eq. (2.49). The light-quark condensate
contribution reads

Maims (p) = T o (p) + T2 (p) + 18 () (C.111)

with the three terms

1 1(—1 3 £« e a y 0
H<[ii]mﬁ(p) = Z 1 3!) (:qD,Dx\D,I'qq:)Trp [F 758p813\855é2)(p)75] , (C.112)
2 1 — a 1
H([ii]rn6(p) = Z Z(“JF&TTD [F ’755(; 214(1))(17)75} q:), (C.113)
M (P) = Zl(_i)la%f? LuTrp 19585 40y ()35 09 (C.114)
dimﬁp - 4 1| D qUyl g lrp V5 Q(A(O)) p)Vs|4:), .
where Hgi]me contains contributions associated with diagram (d) and H[ﬁ’r‘:’l]ﬁ incorporate

terms associated with diagram (e) in Fig. 3.2. Using the perturbative quark propaga-

1 0 7(1 0 1 0 ~(0 0 .
tors S0, (B) = =59 P74 S () and Sy 40, (0) = —5G ()17 A5G (p) with

121;,1) =¢[D,, Gp,\](%\@g and flf()o) = i%GpA(?];\, respectively, one obtains

%) o) = =25 (:qTa [Dy, Gpal 4:) Trp [F“%Sg)(p)v” (628558) )(p)) 75] , (C.115)

12
Iihs(®) = =2 3 (aD TaGpra )0y Trn 9555 ()77 (955 () ) 35| - (C.116)
[1,2,3]

Subsequently, I1;,7%" are treated analogously. Utilizing the identity

55 (p) = —88 (P15 (p) (C.117)

and insertion of the free quark propagator (A.22) yields traces of products of Dirac matrices,
which stem from elements of the Clifford algebra I'y, as well as free quark propagators and
vertex functions. The results of the Dirac trace evaluatig_ns‘_ar(?_ to be contracted with the
tensor decompositions of the Gibbs averaged operators (:gD, DD, I'wq:), (:qUq [Dy, G,p] q3)

and (:6‘7]5,,I‘(1C¥p>\q:>7 cf. App. C.2.2.

In order to obtain a continuous transition of the OPE for T,n — 0, the in-medium
decomposition into Lorentz structures composed of g, (metric tensor), €,,\, (Levi-Civita
symbol) and v, (medium four-velocity) [Bucl4b| requires the separation of vacuum- and
medium-specific condensate contributions, where the former are present in vacuum, while
the latter vanish at zero temperature and nucleon density, cf. App. C.2.1 for details. If the
(anti-)symmetries among the Lorentz indices of the operators are imposed on the decompo-
sition structures one is able to identify unambiguously medium-specific operators.

The resulting Gibbs averaged operators can be reduced to canonical condensates of lower
mass dimension using the quark EoMs (A.17) and (A.18), cf. App. C.2.1, or they contain
covariant derivatives which can not be eliminated by application of the EoMs, i.e. exhibit-
ing light-quark condensation in mass dimension 6. Especially, the combinations D*D, Dy,
[D* G,,] and G,\D” incorporate the desired four-quark condensate terms. The first and
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third terms contain the second combination [D)‘, G)], which allows for the application of
the gluon EoM (A.19). One obtains

(:qU[D* Gialg:) = gt:aTt > frttf:), (C.118)
f

where I' € {v”, 4", 9v"}, because other elements of the Clifford algebra lead to expectation
values which are not invariant under time reversal and parity transformations, cf. Tab. A.1.
The result of these calculations is Eq. (3.8) with operators listed in Tab. 3.1 providing the
complete light-quark condensate contribution to the OPE of pseudo-scalar ¢@) mesons in
mass dimension 6.
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D Borel transformation

The QSRs emerging from the dispersion relations (2.17), (2.22) and (2.23) are not well
suited to estimate the lowest hadronic resonance of the spectral density. Generically, they
contain unknown subtraction terms and, apart from the lowest resonance, only limited
information about the shape of the spectral density is available. Furthermore, the OPE
is an asymptotic series, where only a first few terms are calculated which may not exhibit
a convergent behavior. However, the evaluation can be substantially improved utilizing a

Borel transformation which has been successfully employed since the early days of the QSR
method [Shi79]. The Borel transformation can be defined by [Shi79]

5 _ (Q*)" d \", 2
Blf(@)] = lim —— | f(Q°)=F(M~), (D.1)
A L'(n) < dQ2>

and slightly deviating but equivalent definitions are introduced in the literature, e. g. [Fur92]

@)= dm O (L 4N o - pas (D2)
 nooo I(n+1) dQ? ’ ’
Q%*=nM?
where in vacuum one has Q? = —¢? and in the medium Q? = —qg, accordingly. The new

parameter M is referred to as Borel mass and remains finite in the limit Q%,n — co. The two
definitions differ in overall factors only, which cancel if the Borel transformation is applied
to both sides of the QSR. We proceed with the latter definition (D.2), commonly used in
finite-density QSRs. For practical purposes, a catalog of Borel transforms F(M?) of typical
functions f(Q?) entering the OPE or the spectral integral is provided in the following.

Direct calculation from the definition (D.2) yields:

Q%) = (@*)F — F(M?) =0 (k=0,1,2,...), (D.3)
f(Qz)—(ng)k — F(MZ)_(k;_ll)!(M;)k—l (k=1,2,3,...), (DA4)

(@) =(@)*m@* — FWM? =(-D"E(MH (k=0,1,2,...). (D.5)

Although, the Borel transforms of simple functions, as they appear in the subtraction terms
or power corrections of the QSRs, are obtained easily with the definition (D.2), the Borel
transforms of complicated functions require much more effort. For complicated functions
the connection between Borel transformation and Laplace transformation is helpful.

The Laplace transform is defined by [Bro08§]

Clg(t)] = / dt e Pg(t) = f(p), (D.6)
0



D Borel transformation

B
SN

Figure D.1: Graphical representation of Eq. (D.10) exhibiting the link between Borel and
(inverse) Laplace transformation.

where the given function f(p) (with p complex) is the Laplace transform of the function g(t)
(with ¢ real). Further requirements are: g(t) is piecewise smooth on its domain ¢ > 0 and it
increases less than e® with o > 0 for ¢ — oo. The inverse Laplace transform satisfies

c+ioco

L= [ e o) = glo) (0.7)
c—100
with t > 0. The integration path of the complex integral is parallel, i.e. Rep = ¢, to the
imaginary axis with ¢ > «. An alternative inverse Laplace transformation revealing the
connection to the definition of the Borel transformation (D.2) is provided by Post-Widder’s
inversion formula [Hil12a]:
_ .1 /ny\ntl d\"
o) = i (5 (<) 0] =, (03)

|
n—oo n! \ t p=n/t

For t = 1/M? and n/t = nM? = Q? one obtains

2\n+1 d n
9<J\;2>_ s (Qn)! <_dQ2> 1@ (D-9)
Q2=nM?

Comparing with Eq. (D.2) one can identify

BLA(@) = FOr?) = g (372 ) = £ Q). (D.10)

The Borel transform of function f equals the inverse Laplace transform of function f. If
a function g can be found which is the inverse Laplace transform of the given function f,
then ¢ is the desired Borel transform F' of f (see Fig. D.1). That is, Borel transforms
of numerous function can be found which are known to be the Laplace transforms of the
wanted functions. Furthermore, the well established properties of the Laplace transform
may be employed. The property [Bro0§]

Lleg(t)] = f(p+a) (D.11)

simplifies the calculation of the Borel transform of numerous function. Due to the definition
g(t) = L7 f(p)] with t = 1/M? and p = Q* — a one has

BIf(Q? - a)] = e B[f(Q?)]. (D.12)
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For functions entering the hadronic integral of the dispersion relation one obtains the Borel
transformation

1 1 —a/M?
£(Q%) = T F(M?) = 5= (?\42)’671 (k=1,2,3,..). (D.13)
Employing the identity
@)™ ovme1 a(@)™!
0 ra @) o (D.14)

iteratively and Eq. (D.13), the Borel transformation of Wilson coefficients emerging from
propagators of particles with finite masses can be obtained:
2\m
2y _ (@7
m ; 2
m (—a)’ ea/M
F(M?) = : D.15
ot =3 (7 gt e (05)
(k>m, k=1,2,3,..., m=0,1,2,...).

In general, one has

_ (@)
(@) = Q2+ a)f

o= 245 (3)” (=)o)

(k=1,2,3,...,m=0,1,2,...).

(D.16)

t=0

The Borel transformation is tailored to improve the extraction of the properties of the
lowest hadronic resonance from QSRs emerging from the subtracted dispersion relations
(2.17), (2.22) and (2.23) in a threefold manner: It (i) eliminates the subtraction terms, due
to Eq. (D.3), and (ii) improves the convergence of the asymptotic OPE series by suppressing
higher order contributions factorially, due to Eq. (D.4) and its generalizations (D.13), (D.15)
and (D.16). By virtue of exponential factors in the integrand of the spectral integral the
Borel transformation (4i7) enhances the sensitivity of the QSR at low values of M close to
the lowest resonance, while suppressing higher hadronic excitations of the spectrum.
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E Monte-Carlo sum rule analysis

The Monte-Carlo QSR analysis introduced in Ref. [Lei97]| does genuinely rely on the original
QSR (2.130) avoiding the shortcomings of derivative sum rules (2.140) given in Sec. 2.4.2.
In this approach, the parameters of the pole ansatz (2.133) of the spectral density (2.126),
i.e. so, mp and Ry, are not evaluated consecutively, but they are fitted from the very same
chi-squared function x?(mp, Ry, s0) measuring the deviations of the phenomenological side
of the QSR (2.130) from the OPE side. For each considered Borel mass parameter M in the
Borel window this deviation is weighted by an OPE uncertainty o3 pp(M;) emerging from
Gaussianly distributed condensate values. The presentation of this QSR analysis method
closely follows Ref. [Lei97].

An OPE in Borel space, IIPPE(M), is constructed from a set (labeled by subscript ')
of Gaussianly-distributed randomly-selected QCD condensate values. By repeating this
procedure nc times, an uncertainty for the OPE at a fixed Borel mass M; can be given by

1 & — 2
obpr(M;) = ne—1 Z [HiOPE(Mj> - HOPE(M]‘)} (E.1)
i=1
with the OPE mean
TTOPE 1 & OPE
ITOPE(M;) = e > TP (M) (E.2)
i=1

The uncertainties U(Q)PE are not uniform throughout the relevant Borel range. They are larger
at the lower, non-perturbative end of the Borel range, where uncertainties in the higher
dimensional vacuum condensates dominate. Hence, it is crucial to have knowledge about
the higher mass dimension condensates and to use the appropriate weight in the calculation
of x2. Having determined the OPE uncertainty (E.1) for ng equidistantly distributed Borel
masses M; throughout the relevant Borel region! a x? measure is easily constructed. For
the OPE, HkOPE(M), obtained from the k-th set of QCD parameters, the X% per degree of
freedom reads

W) en k) k) (k)\]2
G _ 1§ PP (1) — 1oven (g ), B, 5() s,
Npor ”l(ak) — Nphen j—1 U%PE(MJ' ) 7 .

where the sum runs over the ng ) Borel masses within the k-th Borel window, typically n](3k) ~

50. The quantity nphen is the number of phenomenological fit parameters (nphen = 3 for
the pole + continuum ansatz), and TIPhe"(M/;; m(}’:), R,(lk), s(ok)) denotes the phenomenological
spectral representation of the QSR, i.e. the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.130) with the ansatz (2.133).

I'The number of evaluated Borel masses ng must not be confused with the Bose-Einstein distribution ng
used in Subsec. 2.3.3.



E Monte-Carlo sum rule analysis

The measure X% is minimized by adjusting the phenomenological parameters including the

hadron mass m,(Lk ), the pole residue R;Lk) and the continuum threshold parameter s(()k).

Distributions for the phenomenological parameters are obtained by minimizing X% for N
QCD parameter sets, where N may or may not coincide with nc. Provided the resulting
distributions are Gaussian, an estimate of the uncertainty in the phenomenological results
such as the hadron mass my, is obtained from

N
1
2 _ (k) 2
T = N 1 ;(mh —mp) (E.4)
with
| X
My = 57 ngﬂ) (E.5)
k=1

being the mean hadron mass, which may be considered the result of the QSR evaluation
following the Monte-Carlo approach. Analogously, mean and uncertainty can be obtained
for further phenomenological parameters, i.e. pole residue R; and continuum threshold
parameter sg. If the resulting distributions are not Gaussian, one may provide median and
asymmetric standard deviations. In contrast to the error of the distribution o/N, the
standard deviation (E.4) is roughly independent of the number N of QCD parameter sets
used in the analysis, and directly reflects the input parameter uncertainties. While N ~ 100
QCD parameter configurations are sufficient for obtaining reliable uncertainty estimates,
N ~ 1000 should be used to explore more subtle correlations among the QCD parameters
and the phenomenological fit parameters.

Some care must be taken in the interpretation of the X% /Npor. While we are free to
choose any number of points ng along the Borel axis for fitting the two sides of the QSR,
it is important to recognize that the actual number of DoF is determined by the number of
QCD parameters in the OPE. For the X%/NDOF to have true statistical meaning, a correlated
X% calculation is required:

(k)
g
en k k k
Xi= ) [HSPE(Mj)_th (M my B, ()
J,3'=1

x O} {HQPE(Mj,) - then(Mj/;m,(L’“),Rﬁf),sé’“))} , (E6)

where C’j_J,1 is the inverse of the covariance matrix, which may be estimated by

: nZC[HOPWMp—W(Mj)} OPE(M) ~TOPE(M)| L (B)

() )
i=1

Cjjr =

nc—1

Unfortunately, on many occasions the covariance matrix is ill-conditioned. Thus, inversion
of the covariance matrix leads to pathological problems [Mic95].

Even if some correlation among the data is suspected, due to n](3k ) > number of QCD
parameters in the OPE, it is still acceptable to use the uncorrelated X% fit (E.3) provided
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the errors on the fit parameters are estimated using a Monte-Carlo based procedure, like
that one presented here, rather than from the dependence of X% on the fit parameters. The
only drawback of such a practice is that it may be difficult to estimate the goodness of the
fit since the correlation among the data may not have been adequately treated [Mic94].

Sophisticated algorithms are needed to find the minimum of the x? function (E.3) in
order to genuinely extract the hadronic spectral properties from the QSRs rather than to
(re)construct results by fine-tuning the initial values of the optimization [Lei97|. As the
parameters of the spectral density enter the QSR in the integrand of the spectral integral,
the integral value itself might not be sufficiently sensitive on the individual parameters
impeding the fitting procedure, in particular, if a large number of parameters is used to
shape the spectral density.

The Monte-Carlo QSR analysis has been successfully tested by the p meson and the
nucleon sum rules [Lei97]. Based on this approach also finite-density QSRs for the p meson
[Jin95| and the nucleon |[Fur96] have been evaluated, where the statistical analysis supports
a p mass drop for finite net-baryon densities and demonstrates qualitative consistency of
the obtained nucleon self-energies close to nuclear saturation density with expectations from
mean-field phenomenology.
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Acronyms

AdS/CFT
CBM
CERN
CKM
DxSB
DIS

DoF

EoM
EV
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