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Baryon and meson screening masses
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In a strongly coupled quark-gluon plasma, collective excitations of gluons and quarks should dominate
over the excitation of individual quasifree gluon and quark modes. To explore this possibility, we
computed screening masses for ground-state light-quark mesons and baryons at leading order in a
symmetry-preserving truncation scheme for the Dyson-Schwinger equations using a confining formula-
tion of a contact interaction at nonzero temperature. Meson screening masses are obtained from Bethe-
Salpeter equations, and baryon analogues from a novel construction of the Faddeev equation, which
employs an improved quark-exchange approximation in the kernel. Our treatment implements a decon-
finement transition that is coincident with chiral symmetry restoration in the chiral limit, when both
transitions are second order. Despite deconfinement, in all 7 = 0 bound-state channels, strong correlations
persist above the critical temperature, 7 > T.; and, in the spectrum defined by the associated screening
masses, degeneracy between parity-partner correlations is apparent for 7 = 1.37,.. Notwithstanding these
results, there are reasons (including Golberger-Treiman relations) to suppose that the inertial masses of
light-quark bound states, when they may be defined, vanish at the deconfinement temperature, and that
this is a signal of bound-state dissolution. Where a sensible comparison is possible, our predictions are

consistent with results from contemporary numerical simulations of lattice-regularized QCD.
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L. INTRODUCTION

It is generally held [1] that a strongly coupled quark-
gluon plasma has been produced at the relativistic heavy
ion collider and that this substance behaves as a nearly
perfect fluid on a domain of temperature that extends above
that required for its creation: 7, < T =< 2T, [2]. If such is
the case, then collective excitations of gluons and quarks
should dominate within this domain over the excitation of
individual quasifree gluon and quark modes. It has long
been known that one may explore this possibility by study-
ing the screening masses of hadrons above T [3], since the
long-range structure of a plasma determines quantities
such as its equation of state and transport properties. It is
noteworthy, however, that sufficiently removed from
T = 0, the screening masses in a given channel do not
have a simple connection with the inertial masses of what
were the channel’s bound states at T = 0.

In the calculation of masses (screening or inertial), as
with most other applications, in order to arrive at robust
conclusions, one should employ an approach that preserves
the symmetries of QCD, is simultaneously applicable to
both mesons and baryons, and has already been applied
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with success to a diverse array of observables. The numeri-
cal simulation of lattice-regularized QCD is one such
approach, from which some results, relevant herein, are
described, e.g., in Refs. [4-7]. It is found that correlations
persist in hadron channels above T, and that parity-partner
screening masses become equal.

The temperature dependence of hadron masses may also
be explored in the continuum using models with an argu-
able foundation in QCD. Unfortunately, few such models
are simultaneously applicable to studies of mesons and
baryons; and amongst those that are, different models
and treatments lead to different conclusions.

For example, in a formulation of the global color-
symmetry model [8] that treats mesons and baryons differ-
ently, it is found [9] that the nucleon’s mass vanishes and
the associated radius diverges at the chiral symmetry res-
toration temperature (7). Alternatively, a scalar-diquark-
only Faddeev equation treatment of the nucleon, within a
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model framework [10] that does not
express confinement, indicates [11] that while the diquark
correlation can survive above the temperature for chiral
symmetry restoration, the nucleon does not: its mass falls
with increasing temperature and, below T, it lies above the
quark + scalar-diquark breakup threshold. One might
nevertheless argue that there is some qualitative similarity
between these outcomes.

On the other hand, an analysis of the nucleon using
thermal finite-energy sum rules produces [12] a nucleon
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mass that rises rapidly in the neighborhood of T, owing, it
is suggested, to a vanishing probability for three quarks to
form a correlation above this temperature. In this frame-
work, results for mesons are similar [13].

These results are all interpreted as statements about
inertial masses; and deconfinement is claimed in each
framework, although the signal is markedly different.
Plainly, therefore, results obtained in the computation of
inertial masses at w1 = Agcp are very sensitive to as-
sumptions; and such discordant outcomes are unsatisfac-
tory. This prompts us to reexamine the evolution of hadron
masses with temperature in the continuum. We will, how-
ever, focus primarily on the computation of screening
masses. These static quantities are only indirectly sensitive
to the real-time scattering processes that may complicate
the evaluation of inertial masses, which, in-medium, are all
likely to become complex numbers: M — m(T) — iw(T)
[14]. Finally, however, and in principle, upon computation
of all screening masses in a given channel, the inertial
masses may be reconstructed.

We choose to employ QCD’s Dyson-Schwinger
equations (DSEs) in our analysis. The DSEs have long
been used to explore the response of hadron phenomena
to nonzero temperature and density [15,16]. They are an
excellent tool for use in our study because they provide a
Poincaré-covariant framework that [17-19] is capable of
simultaneously implementing light-quark confinement and
expressing dynamical chiral symmetry breaking (DCSB),
admits a symmetry-preserving truncation scheme, and pro-
vides a unified and uniform treatment of mesons and
baryons.

Here it is worth commenting further on the manner by
which the study of mesons and baryons is unified. Both are
treated as continuum bound-state problems with kernels
built from dressed-gluon and dressed-quark propagators
that express the dynamical generation of mass: mesons
via Bethe-Salpeter equations (BSEs) and baryons via
Faddeev equations. In this way, they are completely
equivalent. Formulation of the Faddeev equations is
simplified by capitalizing on the established importance
of diquark correlations [20,21]. This is not unusual.
However, in extending the Faddeev equations to nonzero
temperature herein, we retain axial-vector diquark corre-
lations. They are crucial at zero temperature [22,23];
e.g., they provide significant attraction in the nucleon
bound state and the A resonance is inaccessible without
them. There is no reason to expect axial-vector diquarks to
be less important at 7 # 0, and their omission in earlier
studies undermines the reliability of those analyses.

In employing the DSE approach herein, we will exploit
a symmetry-preserving treatment of a vector X vector
contact interaction because it produces T = 0 results for
hadron static properties that are not realistically distin-
guishable from those obtained by using more sophisticated
kernels. This is demonstrated in Refs. [22,24-29].
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In Sec. I we explain our confining, symmetry-
preserving treatment of the contact interaction and its
extension to nonzero temperature. This section covers the
gap, Bethe-Salpeter and Faddeev equations. It is aug-
mented by two Appendixes, which detail the derivation
of the Faddeev equations. We highlight at the outset that
our Faddeev equations do not express the full complexity
that arises in-medium. Notwithstanding this, they are prac-
tical simplifications that should at least yield qualitatively
and semiquantitatively reliable insight into the behavior of
nucleon and A screening masses.

Our formulation of the contact interaction implements
confinement, following the notions of Ref. [30]. This dis-
tinguishes it from most previous simultaneous, covariant,
continuum treatments of mesons and baryons in-medium.
On the other hand, we expect QCD to exhibit deconfine-
ment at some 7 = T, > 0. Consequently, a dynamical
mechanism should be incorporated that allows for decon-
finement. In a related context, this was considered in
Ref. [31]. Our different approach is described in Sec. III.

Our results are described in Sec. IV. They range from an
analysis and illustration of chiral symmetry restoration and
deconfinement to a description of the 7 dependence of
screening masses of ground-state light-quark mesons,
diquark correlations, and baryons. A key result is that
correlations typically persist in hadron channels above
the temperature associated with chiral symmetry restora-
tion and deconfinement. As we explain, however, this is not
a statement that true bound states persist.

In Sec. V, following Ref. [32], we explore the implica-
tions of chiral-symmetry restoration and deconfinement for
quark- and nucleon-level Goldberger-Treiman relations,
and therefrom, the nucleon’s inertial mass. Section VI
presents a summary and perspective.

II. CONTACT INTERACTION AT
NONZERO TEMPERATURE

The formulation of DSEs at nonzero temperature is
described in Refs. [15,19] so here we proceed directly
with a specific discussion of the contact interaction
described in Appendix A.

A. Dressed quark propagator

The T # 0 dressed-quark propagator is obtained from
the following gap equation:

S_l([_i wn) = li/) : ﬁ + i‘yélwn +m
167TCYIR [ >
a0 S( , W ) » (1)
3m%; Ldg ’)//.L q l 7#
where m = m, = my, is the light-quark current mass,
J1ag =TXE_o [dG/2m), and w, = 2n + 7T is
the fermion Matsubara frequency. Equation (1) is the
rainbow approximation to the gap equation, which is the
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TABLE I. Dressed-quark properties, computed from the gap equation and required as input for
the Bethe-Salpeter and Faddeev equations, and computed values for in-hadron condensates
[35]—all at T = 0. The results are obtained with ag = 0.937 and (in GeV) A; = 0.24,
Ay, = 0.905. (These parameters take the values determined in the spectrum calculation of
Ref. [22], which produces m, = 0.928 GeV; we assume isospin symmetry throughout; and all
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dimensioned quantities are listed in GeV.)

mu mS ms/ml,t MO MM MS MS/MM K(l)/3 K;'/?’ K}(/3
0.007  0.17 243 036 037 053 1.43 0241 0243 0246

leading term in the systematic, symmetry-preserving trun-
cation scheme of Refs. [33,34].

The solution of Eq. (1) is momentum independent, as it
was for T = 0; viz.,

SN P w,) =iV P+ iysw, + M, 2)
where the dressed-quark mass is determined from

167Ta1R f aM
I

M=m+ > 3
3mg dgS; + M

3)

with s; = g* + w?. The integral is linearly divergent and
may be regularized using the 7 = 0 procedure; namely, we
write [30]

00 2
1 = ] dre~Tli+M?) _, Tir dreTlsi+M) 4)
Sl + M 0

2
Tuv

ef(s, +M?*)7l, _ e—(s,+M2)1'iZr

= , 5
S1+M2 ()

where 7., are, respectively, infrared and ultraviolet
regulators. Since the interaction in Eq. (A1) does not define
a renormalizable theory, then A, := 1/7,, cannot be
removed but instead plays a dynamical role, setting the
scale of all dimensioned quantities. Using Eq. (5), Eq. (3)
becomes

dag
M=m+ MR cium2;T), (6)
3mmg,

where C'*(M?; T) is defined in Eq. (A4) and the parameters
in Table 1.

It is apparent from the rightmost expression in Eq. (5)
that a finite value of 7;, = 1/A;, implements confinement
by ensuring the absence of quark production thresholds in
all processes [15,19]." This is appropriate for studies of

"The potential between infinitely heavy quarks measured in
numerical simulations of quenched lattice-regularized QCD—
the so-called static potential—is not related in any known
manner to the question of confinement in the real world, in
which light quarks are ubiquitous. It is a basic feature of QCD
that light-particle creation and annihilation effects are essentially
nonperturbative, and therefore it is impossible in principle to
compute a potential between two light quarks [36,37].
Confinement may, instead, be related to the analytic properties
of QCD’s propagators and vertices [38—44].

T = 0 phenomena. However, we expect QCD to exhibit
deconfinement at some 7 = T, > 0, whereat the produc-
tion thresholds reappear, as illustrated in Refs. [45,46].
Therefore, we subsequently introduce a dynamical mecha-
nism that makes 7; temperature dependent.

In the gap equation above, and in the bound-state equa-
tions to follow, we omit the temperature-induced separa-
tion of the gluon propagator dressing into transverse and
longitudinal parts. Instead, we assume the interaction
dressing is frozen at its 7 = O form. This is a defect that
our study shares with all other continuum analyses of
bound-state screening masses. In our judgment, however,
it is not a crippling weakness. Temperature does affect the
nature of gluon dressing but, on the domain of concern to
us, i.e., T = 2T,, these effects are modest [47,48].

B. Mesons
1. Screening masses

A strength of the DSE framework is its ability to treat
mesons and baryons on an equal footing, both at zero and
at nonzero temperatures. We illustrate and exploit that
capacity herein.

At leading order in the symmetry-preserving truncation
scheme of Ref. [34], one considers the homogeneous
rainbow-ladder BSE for mesons; namely,

1677 AR
3 m

T(Q0) = — f; S+ QI (@S, (D)

where S is obtained from Eq. (1) and Q, = {0, 0} is the
total momentum entering the amplitude. (For our immedi-
ate purposes, it is necessary to focus only on the meson’s
zeroth Matsubara frequency.) The rainbow-ladder trunca-
tion is known to provide reliable results for the 7 =0
properties of vector and flavor nonsinglet pseudoscalar
mesons [18,49]. Equation (7) is an eigenvalue problem:
it has a solution for Q3 = —m3, where my is the mass of
any one of the bound states in this channel at T = 0,
owing to O(4) invariance, and the associated screening
mass for 7 > 0.

We reiterate here that, sufficiently removed from 7 = 0,
namely, for 7T = M(T = 0), a particular screening mass
in a given channel has no simple connection with the
inertial mass of any of the channel’s bound states at
T = 0. Indeed, a given channel supports many bound states
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at T = 0, and hence there will necessarily be at least as
many screening masses. Moreover, traceable toeach T = 0
bound state, there is potentially a different screening mass
for each one of the enumerable infinity of (meson or
baryon) Matsubara modes. To reconstruct a real-time
Green function, from which an inertial mass may be
determined, one must calculate each such mass; compute
a Fourier transform of the form

S(r)=T Z e " S(v,), (8)

where {v,} are boson or fermion Matsubara frequencies
and § is a thermal Schwinger function; complete an ana-
lytic continuation via 7 — 7 + it and the limit 7 — 0t;
and finally arrange appropriate step-function-weighted
combinations of the result.

2. Pseudoscalar and vector mesons

It was shown in Ref. [50] that a pseudoscalar meson
must possess components in its Bethe-Salpeter amplitude
that may be described as pseudovector in character. These
components play a critical role in the 7 = 0 physics of
pseudoscalar mesons [24,25,29,32,51]. This means herein
that Eq. (7) supports a solution in the pseudoscalar channel
of the form

1
Fﬂ'(QO) = VYSEW'(QO) + M’)/S’y ' QOFﬂ'(QO)- (9)

In the vector channel there are two distinct components at
T #0,

y4EN Qo)

r = ,
(0 Y 1LEL(Qo)

(10)

where ¥, = P;;(Qo)y; = (8;; — Q;Q;/10P)y;, i, j =1,
2, 3. In a symmetry-preserving treatment of the interaction
in Eq. (Al), there can be no dependence on a relative
momentum in either case.

Explicit forms for the BSEs of the 77 and p mesons are
readily obtained following the procedures described in
Refs. [26,28]. That for the pion is an obvious analogue of
Egs. (31)—(35) in Ref. [26]. Herein, as C(s) is replaced by
C'(s;T), so

Cii(s) — C¥(s; T) = — d%ci“(g; 7). (11)
The argument of these functions is given by (& = 1 — «@)
s =s(M% a, Q) = M* + aa Q3. (12)
Note that we follow the interaction definition of Ref. [28],

so that 1/m% in Ref. [26] becomes 47 az /mZ herein. [See
Eq. (20) in Ref. [28].] For brevity, we will sometimes write
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1 47TaIR
— = (13)
mg mg

Given these observations, one can readily express the
pseudoscalar BSE:

[EW(QO)] B 4011R2 [JCEE Kir ][ E(Qo) ] (14

Fo(Q0) | 37m%| K7y Kgp | Fa(Qo)
where
1 .
K = [ dalCM(08, a, ~m)i1)
0
+ 2aamlCP(s(M?, @, —m2);T)],  (15a)
1 .
Kip = —m5; f daCl(s(M?, a, —m2);T),  (15b)
0
1 1 _.
Kz, = §M2f daCl(s(M?, a, —m2); T), (15¢)
0
= —2XKpg. (15d)

In deriving Eqgs. (14) and (15), one must use the follow-
ing identity:

0= [01 da[C(s;T) + C¥(s; T) + R¥(s; )], (16)

where RU(s;T) is defined in Eq. (A6). As the T # 0
generalization of Eq. (20) in Ref. [26], Eq. (16) is
necessary and sufficient to guarantee the vector and
axial-vector Ward-Green-Takahashi identities [52-54].
N.B. R(5;T — 0) =0, as shown in connection with
Egs. (A5) and (A6).

It is necessary to employ the canonically normalized
Bethe-Salpeter amplitude in the computation of observ-
ables. For the pion, that amplitude satisfies

d
1= TQ% I (K, QO)lK:QO: (17)

where
LK. Q) =6t [ T4(~K)S( + 6.0 A(KS(G. )
,dq
(18)
The BSE for the p-meson’s longitudinal component is
0=1+ J<P“(—m§u), (19)
where
I dar (1 0 2
KP(z) = — daladzCP(s(M?, a, 2);T)
3mmg Jo
+ RiV(s(M?, a, 2); T)]. (20)

The canonical normalization condition for the longitudinal
amplitude is
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1 d I
Y .

(Ely G gz K@)

2D

2
=
P

The BSE for the perpendicular component of the p
meson is almost identical to Eq. (19) except that one omits
R in mapping K*?' — K" . The equation thus obtained
is just Eq. (36) in Ref. [26] with the replacement (_Z'ilu(g) —
@ilu(s; T). The canonical normalization condition is simply
Eq. (21) with |[[—L in the obvious places. At zero tem-
perature the equations for the longitudinal and transverse
components are naturally identical, an outcome that is
realized because RV(s; T — 0) = 0.

3. Scalar and pseudovector channels

The large splitting between parity partners is a striking
feature of QCD’s spectrum. It is discussed at length in
Refs. [55,56], which showed that nonperturbative DCSB
corrections to the rainbow-ladder truncation generate a
large spin-orbit repulsion and are responsible for the split-
ting. Informed by those analyses, Refs. [26,28] modified
the rainbow-ladder BSEs in the scalar and pseudovector
channels, including a single, common coupling parameter
g%, whose presence simulates the repulsive effect.
The value

gl50 =024 (22)

reproduces the experimental value for the a;-p splitting.
It is noteworthy that the shift in m, is accompanied by an
increase of m,, the new value of which matches an esti-
mate for the §g component (dressed-quark core) of the o
meson obtained using unitarized chiral perturbation theory
[57,58].

We emulate Refs. [26,28] by including ggo in our BSEs
for the scalar and pseudovector channels. However, in
anticipation that chiral symmetry is restored above some
critical temperature, we enable the parameter’s strength to
track that of DCSB; viz., we use

M(T
%50 = 830(T) =1 = %(1 —le5o’P) @3
where M(T) is the T-dependent dressed-quark mass
obtained from Eq. (3).
With a symmetry-preserving regularization of the con-
tact interaction, the scalar meson Bethe-Salpeter amplitude
takes the simple form

I';(Qo) = InE;(Qo). (24)
The screening mass is obtained from

4aIR

1=
3mm’

K (—mg), (25)

where
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1 .
5K(2) = gho(T) [ dalC(s(MP, a2 )
0
— 201 (s(M?, @, 2); T)]; (26)
and the amplitude is canonically normalized via

l_3 4

B e e @

Akin to the p meson, at nonzero temperature the
Bethe-Salpeter amplitude for the a; channel has the form

ysy4En (Qp)
I, (Q) = o (28)
’ {YS'YLEcJ[l (Qo)-

The screening mass of the transverse component is
obtained from

0=1+ XK, (—m?)), (29)
1 aj
where

4 1 .
Kt (@) = oM 5% [ daC(s(’, @, 2: 7). 30)
G J0

The canonical normalization condition is

1 d
= —9;2 —
E2, mGdZ

4

:Ka%(z)'F*mjL' (€1

1

The BSE for the longitudinal component is modified
similarly to that of the p, Eq. (20):

0=1+ Kuu(—mi”), (32)
where
X _ .2 dag 1 i 2 .
A9 = oM | delCrs0r a 2:7)
+ RU(s(M?, a, 2); T)]; (33)

and the canonical normalization condition is
1 d
— —052
= 9, % Ko (Z)|Z=,mi : (34

Il
1
a

4. Vertex residues

In our subsequent analysis of deconfinement and chiral
symmetry restoration we will display the response to
changes in temperature of the residues connected with
the 77- and o-meson screening masses in, respectively,
the pseudovector and pseudoscalar vertices, and the scalar
vertex.

In the isospin-symmetry limit, which we employ herein,
there is no o-meson pole in the vector vertex. On the other
hand, the pseudovector vertex does exhibit a pion pole and
the residue is the pion’s leptonic decay constant. At T # 0
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the expression for the relevant decay constant may be
derived following Refs. [26,59]:

1 3
I =M 2
where K7, is given in Eq. (15c¢). This is actually fi The

expression for f|7|7 is different and of less interest herein.
The pseudoscalar vertex also exhibits a pion pole. Its
residue is [26,59]

[Ew - 2F7r:|j<gE’ (35)

3
Ve = 4—77_2[E7r~7<gE + F7Tj<gF 8 (36)

where the kernels are given in Eqgs. (15a) and (15b). The
product r,. f,. defines the in-pion condensate [35,60,61].
The scalar vertex exhibits a o-meson pole. Its residue
may be derived following Refs. [59,61]:
3 (4 2
e = mEa’K (_m(r)r (37)
where K7 is given in Eq. (26). This residue can be used to
express the in-o-meson condensate [61].

C. Diquark correlations

The relevance of rainbow-ladder truncation meson BSEs
to baryon Faddeev equations is explained, e.g., in Sect. 2.1
of Ref. [22]; namely, in this truncation one may obtain the
mass and Bethe-Salpeter amplitude for a color-antitriplet
quark-quark correlation (diquark) with spin-parity J* from
the equation for a J~ ¥ meson in which the only change is a
halving of the interaction strength [20]. The flipping of the
sign in parity occurs because intrinsic parity is opposite for
fermions and antifermions. N.B. Only scalar and axial-
vector diquark correlations are needed for the ground-state
nucleon and A because these correlations have the same
parity as those baryons and masses that are lower.

We remark that the rainbow-ladder truncation generates
asymptotic diquark states. Such states are not observed,
and their appearance is an artifact of the truncation.
Higher-order terms in the quark-quark scattering kernel,
whose analogue in the quark-antiquark channel do not
materially affect the properties of vector and flavor non-
singlet pseudoscalar mesons, ensure that QCD’s quark-
quark scattering matrix does not exhibit singularities that
correspond to asymptotic diquark states [34,62,63].
Studies with kernels that exclude diquark bound states
nevertheless support a physical interpretation of the
masses, Mgg) ,» obtained using the rainbow-ladder trunca-

tion; viz., the quantity € = l/m(qq)JP may be inter-

(q9)”"
preted as a range over which the diquark correlation can
propagate before losing its identity through fragmentation.

Following these observations, it is straightforward to
infer the BSEs for diquark correlations from the formulas
in Sec. I B. The Bethe-Salpeter amplitude for a spin-parity
JP diquark is equivalent in form to that for a J~" meson;
e.g., the 0" diquark is described by an amplitude I'y+(Qy)
and
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I5.(Qo) = T+ (Qy)CT (38a)

= iysEy-(Qo) + %757 * QoFo+(Qp),  (38b)
where C = vy,y, is the charge-conjugation matrix
[see Egs. (D10) and (D11)]. The amplitude Fg+ (Qp) and
the mass of this correlation are obtained from an equation
with the same form as that for the pion except for inclusion
in the kernel of a multiplicative factor of 1/2. [See,
e.g., Eq. (23) in Ref. [28].]

As we are concerned with just the nucleon and A, only
one more BSE is needed; namely, that for the axial-vector
diquark. The Bethe-Salpeter amplitude for this correlation
is constructed from

')’4E1”+(Q0)
Y 1E1:(Qo)-

The mass of the longitudinal component of the correlation
is the solution of

I'f.(Qo) = (39)

1
0= 1+ K¢ (=m}.), (40)
I
where K?" is given in Eq. (19), and that of the transverse
component from the same equation except that one omits
R in mapping K?' — K*"*. The amplitudes are canoni-
cally normalized as follows:

1 ~ d Il
= —6m2 — Kr
B 6 de (Z)lz=7’”fﬁ’ (41a)
I
1 _, d 1
== —6m20d—zﬂ<p (Z)'Z:7,,1?+~ (41b)

1

D. Baryon Faddeev equations

We base our description of the dressed-quark core of the
nucleon and A resonance on the Faddeev equation intro-
duced in Ref. [21], depicted in Fig. 1, and since studied
extensively at 7 = 0 (see, e.g., Refs. [22,23,28,64—69]).
The phrase ‘“dressed-quark core” means that, consistent

pq
P
P\ =

FIG. 1. Poincaré covariant Faddeev equation, the basis for our
computation of baryon screening masses. W is the Faddeev
amplitude for a baryon of total momentum P = p, + p,;. The
shaded region demarcates the kernel of the Faddeev equation,
Appendix B, in which the single line denotes the dressed-quark
propagator, Sec. I A; I" is the diquark Bethe-Salpeter amplitude,
Sec. I C; and the double line is the diquark propagator, Egs. (B4)
and (C6).
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with the rainbow-ladder treatment of mesons and diquark
correlations, we deliberately omit contributions to baryon
masses that arise from resonant (meson cloud) contribu-
tions. The nature and implications of this omission at
T =0 are detailed, e.g., in Ref. [22] (particularly,
Sec. 4.2) and Ref. [28] (particularly, Sec. 3.3).

With the loss of O(4) invariance at nonzero temperature,
a complete description of J = %, % baryons becomes com-
plicated. In the case of the nucleon, as with the dressed
quark in Eq. (2), the complexity begins with a new
structure in the propagator; and then one must account
for the separation of the axial-vector diquark into two
components. Notwithstanding this, a careful symmetry-
preserving formulation using the contact interaction could
conceivably yield a tractable albeit cluttered problem. For
the A resonance, on the other hand, the complexity
becomes extreme [70].

In this first study, therefore, we choose to work with the
zero temperature Faddeev equations modified in a simple
manner. Namely, in deriving the Faddeev equations we
ignore T-dependent modifications of the propagators and
amplitudes, and then realize T dependence in the resulting
equations by replacing the dl, relative-momentum integral
by a Matsubara sum, employing the 7-dependent mass of
the dressed quark and the screening masses of the diquarks
(transverse mode, in the case of the axial vector), and the
appropriately matched T7-dependent diquark Bethe-
Salpeter amplitudes. The procedure is exemplified via the
A in Appendix B and the nucleon Faddeev equation is
described in Appendix C.

III. CONFINEMENT LENGTH AT
NONZERO TEMPERATURE

Recall now the rightmost expression in Eq. (5): a finite
value of 7, = 1/A;; = 0.8 fm implements confinement by
ensuring the absence of quark production thresholds in all
processes [15,19]. We expect that QCD exhibits deconfine-
ment at some 7 = T, > 0, where the production thresholds
reappear, as illustrated in Ref. [45]. Here we therefore
introduce a dynamical mechanism that makes 7;, tempera-
ture dependent.

While more sophistication is required in general [71], if
one works in the rainbow-ladder truncation, then chiral
symmetry restoration and deconfinement may be studied
in the chiral limit by using the auxiliary-field effective
action [72,73], which we will denote by A. At T =0,
realistic models of QCD’s gap equation support a DCSB
(Nambu-mode) solution and a chirally symmetric (Wigner-
mode) solution.” The difference

The full pattern of solutions to the gap equation is described
in Refs. [74-78]. However, as explained in Ref. [78], when
discussing phase stability it is sufficient to consider only the
simplest Nambu and Wigner solutions.
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Byn(T) := A[Wigner] — A[Nambu] (42)

measures the relative stability of these different modes [8]:
when By is positive, the Nambu mode is dynamically
favored. The difference in Eq. (42) evolves with T’; and the
temperature at which it vanishes defines the critical value,
T = T, for chiral symmetry restoration. Chiral symmetry
restoration and deconfinement are simultaneous in extant
DSE studies; viz., T; = T, (see, e.g., Refs. [2,45,46,79—
81]). Hence, following an idea in Ref. [9], we define

Bi/w(0)

Tir(T) =T —/4,
Biow(T)

(43)

which ensures that the confinement length-scale diverges
when chiral symmetry is restored in the chiral limit.

Our precise implementation of Eq. (43) is described in
connection with Eq. (53). It uses the fact that, with a
dressed-quark propagator of the type in Eq. (2), the explicit
form of By y(T) is readily evaluated [15]:

2 + M2
Byn(T) = 2NN, f {ln [”;—Q’]
Ldp p; t My,

P+ mM 7+ mM
n [P12 m 2N _P12 m ZW]}, (44)
p; + My p; + My,

where p7 = p* + o7 and N; = 2, N, = 3. Equation (44)
possesses an ultraviolet divergence, and our regularization
procedure is explained in connection with Eq. (50).

IV. RESULTS

A. Phase transition

To explore chiral symmetry restoration in our
symmetry-preserving regularization of the contact interac-
tion, we solved Eq. (6) in the chiral limit using the values of
R, Ty, and 7, specified in Table 1. The solutions are

0.4 — 30
— N :
e N _
______ w118
3 S
© Jo =
o, [ Q
s [ ! am N+ ~
L p|ommeee -——,N ]
02 y dTr 1.5
- ’ i
e
o4l Ty v 1 g0
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

T [GeV]

FIG. 2 (color online). Temperature dependence of the dressed-
quark mass in the chiral limit. Solid curve: the standard
(positive) Nambu solution, M ; long dashed curve: negative
Nambu solution, which necessarily partners the positive
solution; dotted curve: Wigner-mode solution; and short dashed
curve: (—dM . /dT).
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depicted in Fig. 2. It is plain that chiral symmetry is
restored via a second-order transition at

70 = 0.215 GeV, (45)

which is the temperature at which the chiral susceptibility,
x ‘= —dM/dT, diverges in the Nambu phase.

Denoting the positive and negative Nambu solutions
by N., respectively, then it is not surprising that in the
chiral limit

The value of 70 in Eq. (45) is between 20% and 40% too
large when compared directly with that obtained in
numerical simulations of lattice-regularized QCD [82-
84]. It is notable, however, that 70 = 0.234m), where
mg = 0.919 GeV is the model’s zero-temperature chiral-
limit value for the p-meson mass. Measured in these units,
our value of 7? is between 0% and 15% too large, a
window that is typical of the rainbow-ladder truncation
[17,29,32].

In Fig. 3 we depict the T dependence of the simplest
solutions of the gap equation at the physical value of the
light-quark current mass. By contrasting Figs. 2 and 3,
it becomes evident that the chiral symmetry restoring
transition is replaced by a crossover at nonzero current
mass. To implement Eq. (43), we must ask how then
to assign a unique critical temperature for light quarks
with m # 0?

An answer is suggested by the behavior of the N_ and W
solutions in Fig. 3 and explained via a thorough consid-
eration of the nature of the gap equation’s solutions, as
described in Ref. [78]. Expressed simply, in the neighbor-
hood of m = 0, DCSB is manifested in the simultaneous
existence of three solutions to the gap equation. When T
reaches a value such that just one solution remains, explicit
chiral symmetry breaking has come to dominate in the
solution of the gap equation. For m = 0, therefore, T} is

0.4

M [GeV]

02} ,

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
T[GeV]

FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of the dressed-quark mass at
m = 7 MeV, the physical light-quark current mass in our model.
Solid curve: the standard (positive) Nambu solution, M. ; long
dashed curve: negative Nambu solution; and dotted curve:
Wigner-mode solution.
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defined as the merging temperature of the N_ and W
solutions, which may readily be located. It is the common
temperature at which the chiral susceptibility diverges
when evaluated with the W and N_ phases or, equivalently,
the solution set

{12} ={T > 0IByn_(T) = O}. 47)

To define this set, the integral must be regularized. We
accomplish this by first noting that

1)
S_IBWN, (T) ={qodw — @@, (48)
m

where

My

Gq)p = —AN.N f el 49
<qq>P f 1dp plz +M%; ( )

an expression that can be regularized via Eq. (5). Now, at
each temperature there is a current-quark mass, m,, such
that the W and N_ solutions merge and hence (Gq)y* =
(@q)° - Thus the regularized energy-density difference at
current mass m may be reconstructed as

Byn(T) = | dil{ggy= — Gg)u="1 (50

me

10
>
]
Q(D
o
=)
ol v v v vy e N
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
T [GeV]
0.15

000 1 11 1 I 1 11 1 I 11 11 I 1 11 1 I 1
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

T [GeV]

FIG. 4. Upper panel: Temperature dependence of the
energy-density difference Byy (T) at m =7 MeV. Lower
panel: Fourth root of that quantity: as noted elsewhere [§],
B4 (T=0)=0.17GeV is commensurate with the energy dif-
ference assumed in baglike models of baryons.
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At m = 7 MeV, as illustrated in Fig. 4, Eq. (47) yields

T = 0.197 GeV = 0.212m,, < T?. (51)

The behavior illustrated in Fig. 4 does not depend sensi-
tively on the interaction chosen: it is typical of a second-
order symmetry-restoring transition (compare, e.g., the
results in Refs. [9,46,85-88]).

We note that, evaluated with the N, solution, the chiral
susceptibility is maximal at

Ty = 0.221 GeV = 0.238m, = 1.12T". (52)

The preceding discussion clarifies Eq. (43) and enables a
concrete implementation, viz., for light quarks,

B (0)

() = Tie —77 -
By/x (1)

(33)

All results described below are obtained by using this
T-dependent infrared length scale in the computation of
the functions C', CYl, and C.

In Fig. 5 we depict the temperature dependence of
quantities that may all be considered as equivalent chiral
order parameters. The novelty, perhaps, is F,, which is the
pseudovector component of the pion’s Bethe-Salpeter am-
plitude, Eq. (9). As remarked above, a pseudoscalar meson
must possess components in its Bethe-Salpeter amplitude
that may be described as pseudovector in character [50],
and these pieces materially influence the T = 0 physics of
pseudoscalar mesons [24,25,29,32,51]. With increasing
temperature, however, the strength of these components
diminishes until, at 70 in the chiral limit, they disappear
[59]. It is that outcome that forces f, to vanish. This is
abundantly clear when analyzing the contact interaction:
consider Egs. (14) and (15) and recognize that the expres-
sion for f, Eq. (35), is proportional to the equation for F ..

0.50 ¢ 1 0.6
0.45F ]
040 Fvvememeeee ____?” 105
035 ] 0.4
= 0.30 F
Q® 025F J03
(O] : F 4 E
. 020F ] %
g E Jo2
S 015F ]
0.10 ;— ] 0.1
0.05F . ]
E AN 1
000E— v v o 1 v v 4 o | 4 S 0.0
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

T [GeV]

FIG. 5 (color online). Calculated T dependence of several
quantities that are commonly used to illustrate the evolution of
hadron properties through the chiral symmetry restoring transi-
tion: Solid curve: dressed-quark mass; dotted curve: pseudovec-
tor component of the pion’s Bethe-Salpeter amplitude, F,
Eq. (9); and dashed curve: pion’s leptonic decay constant f_,
Eq. (35).
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FIG. 6 (color online). T dependence of the residues of the
and o mesons in, respectively, the pseudoscalar and scalar
vertices: solid curve: r, in Eq. (36); and dashed curve: r, in
Eq. (37).

That F is equivalent to M as an order parameter is also
plain: Kgp < m2 « M [see Eq. (15b)], and hence the
driving term for F, vanishes with M.

In Fig. 6 we report the temperature dependence of the
residues connected with the 7- and o-meson poles in,
respectively, the inhomogeneous pseudoscalar and scalar
vertices. Qualitatively, the behavior is similar to that
depicted in Fig. 6 of Ref. [59]: chiral symmetry is restored.
Herein, however, the 7 = 0 magnitude of the splitting
re — rp 1s greater because we have modified the
o-meson BSE by the inclusion of ggg in Eq. (23). The
behavior of r, in the neighborhood of 77 is an artifact
arising from interference between ggo(7T) and 7;.(T).

B. Screening masses: mesons and diquarks

We are now in a position to compute and report the
T-dependent screening masses for the two-valence-body
systems whose Bethe-Salpeter equations are detailed in
Secs. II B and ITC.

20

1.5

m [GeV]
>
T

0.5

ool v v vV
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

T [GeV]

FIG. 7 (color online). Screening masses of mesons and
diquarks with J =0: solid curve: pion; dashed -curve:
o-meson described in Sec. IIB 3, the pion’s parity partner for
Ny = 2; dotted curve: JP = 0% diquark correlation; and dot-
dashed curve: J* = 0~ diquark.
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1. Screening in J = 0 channels

In Fig. 7 we plot the T evolution of the screening
masses associated with J = 0 systems. At T =0, our
implementation of the contact interaction produces the
following bound-state inertial masses [28]:

[gq]o-
1.37.

T o
mass (GeV) 0.14 1.29

[gqlo+

0.78 ©
Plainly, DCSB is expressed strongly in this part of the
spectrum through a large splitting between parity partners.
The splitting persists in the screening masses. They are
approximately insensitive to temperature until 7 = T =
T,, beyond which value the screening masses of the parity-
partner correlations evolve rapidly toward near degener-
acy: apart from current-mass effects, they may be called
equal for T = 1.3T)". (The 7 and o trajectories in Fig. 7
have long been familiar [89].)

Since our confinement mass scale vanishes for 7' >
" =Ty, ie., Ay (T >T™) =0, it is noteworthy that the
correlations persist on this domain. Thus, deconfinement is
not expressed in the absence of strong correlations in these
channels. This is because fermions at nonzero temperature
are characterized by an additional mass scale, wy = 7T}
and so long as 2[w, + M(T)] exceeds the correlation’s
screening mass, the correlation will persist. These features
were exposed in Ref. [59].

Considering the construction described in connection
with Eq. (8), one should expect a dramatic expression in
the real-time propagator of the discontinuous derivative
exhibited at 79 by the lightest chiral-limit screening masses
in the 77 and o channels (see Fig. 3 in Ref. [59]), and its
smoother remnant at m > 0, which is evident in Fig. 7.

2. Bound states?

Given these observations, we judge that the behavior of
the screening masses does not necessarily mean that bound
states continue to exist in any given channel at T > T,.

There are illustrative examples; e.g., Ref. [90], which
considers the scalar and pseudoscalar channels. In ideal
rainbow-ladder truncation (i.e., with ggo = 1), the inertial
mass of the scalar meson is m, = 2M in the chiral limit,
and the pseudoscalar mass is zero. As the T = 0 interaction
strength is reduced to some critical value (e.g., o is
reduced), the dressed-quark mass M — 0 and hence m, —
0, thus becoming degenerate with m_ = 0. As the interac-
tion strength is reduced still further, the bound states
disappear. It is possible, therefore, that when some mecha-
nism suppresses the interaction strength to a sufficiently
large extent, dynamical mass generation is impossible and
no true bound states are supported.

With these observations in mind, we conjecture that,
when they may reasonably be defined, the inertial masses
of all hadron bound states are proportional to M(T) for
T <T,, and that no bound states persist above T,. This

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 074038 (2013)

suggestion is less surprising if one states it as follows: as
the critical temperature characterizing a second-order
phase boundary is approached from below, all correlation
lengths diverge and real-time correlation functions acquire
power-law behavior. In our case, the primary correlation
length is &(T) = 7,,(T) = 1/M(T), the divergence of which
forces all related correlation lengths—the inverse of had-
ron inertial masses—to diverge as well. Notably, for states
with a significant hadronic width, a vanishing mass might
be very difficult to distinguish empirically from marked
spectral broadening: M — m — iw, with w/m > 1. We
note in connection with the latter that since rainbow-ladder
truncation omits resonant contributions to bound-state ker-
nels, it is likely to become a quantitatively inaccurate
approximation if used to compute the dynamical evolution
of bound states in a medium with copious numbers of
thermal pions.

The possibility that hadron inertial masses decrease
in-medium has long excited interest [91], and many analy-
ses have explored this possibility [16,92,93]. At present the
notion is empirically neither confirmed nor invalidated,
although an explanation of data does not require this effect
in its simpler forms [94]. A reduction in hadron inertial
masses in the neighborhood of T, is consistent with results
from some applications of sum rules, but spectral broad-
ening via hadron-hadron interactions in-medium is also
very important [95-97]. Much remains to be learnt in
this area, at least in connection with the role and manifes-
tation of gluon-quark dynamics.

3. Screening in J = 1 channels

We plot the T evolution of screening masses associated
with J = 1 systems in Fig. 8. At T = 0, our implementa-
tion of the contact interaction produces [28]

{gq}-
1.45.

pa {qqh-

(55)
mass (GeV) 093 1.38 1.06

20
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FIG. 8 (color online). Screening masses of mesons and
diquarks with J = 1: solid curve: p meson; dashed curve: a,
meson; dotted curve: J* = 1% diquark correlation; and dot-
dashed curve: JP = 17 diquark. Transverse modes are traced
with thick lines and longitudinal models with thin lines.
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For T >0.3T]" a separation is apparent between the
screening masses of the transverse and longitudinal modes.
The subsequent behavior of the screening masses for the
transverse modes follows the pattern set by J = 0 systems.
They are weakly sensitive to temperature within the con-
finement domain, a result found previously in the algebraic
model of Ref. [98] [see Eq. (21) therein], and chiral sym-
metry restoration is again evident for 7 = 1.3T, apart
from current-mass effects.

The longitudinal modes behave differently, however.
Their screening masses all increase markedly with tem-
perature, a result readily understandable from Eq. (22) in
Ref. [98], such that, with the exception of m ol they are
greater than 2w, at the deconfinement temperature, 7; =
T? in Eq. (51). In these three channels, owing to the
additional repulsion produced by the R(T) term in the
Bethe-Salpeter kernels [see, e.g., Egs. (32) and (33)], this is
sufficient to dissolve the correlations.

C. Screening masses: nucleon and A

Having determined the behavior of the screening masses
and Bethe-Salpeter amplitudes of the diquark correlations,
we are now positioned to compute and report the tempera-
ture dependence of the dressed-quark cores of the nucleon
and A as they are described by the Faddeev equations
detailed in Sec. IID. The T = 0 inertial masses are listed
and discussed, respectively, in connection with Egs. (C19)
and (B21). Their evolution into temperature-dependent
screening masses is depicted in Fig. 9: correlations persist
in both channels for all values of T; and for T = T, the
screening masses increase linearly with temperature but
always lie below 37 T.

It is interesting to analyze the splitting between the A
and nucleon screening masses. In the 7 =0 study of
Ref. [22] it was shown that, as a function of current
mass, mp — my is linearly proportional to the splitting
Miggh . — Miyq),.- Figure 10 demonstrates that a similar

correspondence holds at fixed current mass with
increasing temperature: given the 7 dependence of

ol 0
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

T[GeV]

FIG. 9 (color online). Screening masses of the nucleon and A
dressed-quark cores: solid curve: nucleon; and dashed curve: A.
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FIG. 10 (color online). Difference between screening masses:
solid curve: A and nucleon dressed-quark cores; and dashed
curve: axial-vector and vector diquark correlations.

Miggh . — Migq),,» then that of my —my is approxi-
mately the same.

The existence of diquark correlations within baryons is
a dynamical outcome of the strong interaction between
quarks. Whether one exploits this feature in order to
develop an approximation to the quark-quark scattering
matrix, as we do herein, or chooses instead to eschew the
simplification it offers, the outcome is the same [99]. It
follows that axial-vector diquark correlations are domi-
nant within the A. The nucleon, on the other hand,
possesses both scalar and axial-vector diquarks; and the
nucleon’s Faddeev amplitude expresses the relative
strength of these different correlations within the nucleon.
The T = 0 result is presented in Eq. (C20): the scalar
diquark is found with 72% probability. (The significance
of this result for the hadron spectrum is described in
Ref. [28].)

It is natural to consider how the ratio evolves with
temperature in the correlations that persist above 7,; =
T!. This is depicted in Fig. 11: while there is a perceptible
evolution in the apportionment of strength between the
two axial-vector diquark components, with the relative

0.8 |
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FIG. 11 (color online). Evolution of the nucleon’s Faddeev
amplitude with temperature: solid curve: scalar diquark compo-
nent; and dashed, dotted curves: the two distinct axial-vector
diquark structures. [See Egs. (C1) and (C2).]
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probability switching at T = T, the probability of finding
a scalar diquark correlation is almost temperature indepen-
dent. This is a curious outcome, which owes to a relative
similarity in the evolution of both Ej+, E;+ and mg+, m+,
as illustrated by Fig. 10. In contrast, Fig. 5 shows that the
structures defining the pseudoscalar correlation, and hence
the scalar diquark, both change significantly above 7.
It will be interesting to learn whether the behavior in
Fig. 11 survives a more sophisticated treatment of the
T # 0 Faddeev equation.

One might also ask about parity partners in the baryon
sector. Based upon the expressions in Ref. [28] and their
relationship to those derived herein, we anticipate that
chiral symmetry restoration will lead to degeneracy

+ - .
between J¥ =1", 1" screening masses and, separately,

JP‘:Tr 3

5 -5 mMmasses.

V. GOLDBERGER-TREIMAN RELATIONS

In vacuum, the axial-vector vertex, I's,(k4, k), k, =
k + Q, is the solution of

167TCYIR
3mé

1—‘S,u.(k+; k) = 757# -

4
X [(;ZT;V&S(H 05, (Q)S(D)y,. (56)

It satisfies the axial-vector Ward-Green-Takahashi identity,
which reads, in the chiral limit

P, Ts, (ki k) =S~ (ky)iys + iysS~' (k). (57

Translating the general relations in Ref.[50] to our
symmetry-preserving formulation of the contact interac-
tion, Eq. (57) entails the following chiral-limit quark-level
Goldberger-Treiman relations:

fYE, = M°, (58)

MOg5, + 2f%F% = M° = f3ED, (59)

where, as above, the superscript “0” denotes a quantity
computed in the chiral limit and we have used the fact that,
in this limit and in the neighborhood of Q2 = 0, the axial-
vector vertex has the general form

(k0,0 = 757, FHQ) + C52/5THO)  (©0)

Here, I'2(Q) is the canonically normalized pion Bethe-
Salpeter amplitude, and we have defined a dressed-quark
axial charge [32]

g3, = FR(Q =0). (61)

With the loss of O(4) invariance at nonzero temperature,
the contact-interaction axial-vector vertex takes the gen-

eral form (Qy = {0, 0))
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y4F1(Qy),
TF#(Qo) + 29 FF(Qy) + 2i & E4(Qy),
(62)

I's,,(Qo) = 75‘

where y =iy, + ¥ with 0- Y= O - 7. In this case, the
axial-vector Ward-Green-Takahashi identity does not place
a tight constraint on FII(Q,). However, the existence at
T # 0 of a pseudoscalar correlation with zero screening
mass entails

EL00) = fOES(0) = M°,  (63a)
MCF0(0) = £9.F9(0), (63b)
MOFE0) + 2f9F0(0) = MO = fOEQ(0);  (63c)

and vice versa.

As indicated in Eq. (61), the regular parts of the axial-
vector vertex may be identified as axial charges of a
dressed quark. The 7 dependence of these charges is
described by the following formulas:

1
1 =rloy=—— _
HD=PO= g O
Il . =71
U e SO

with the kernels given in Egs. (30) and (33), and displayed
in Fig. 12. The behavior is consistent with the T # 0
Goldberger-Treiman relations, discussed in association
with Egs. (62) and (63). The charges are identical and
less than one for 77T < M(0), and also essentially inde-
pendent of 7 on this domain (consistent with Ref. [100],
although the context therein is different). However, g j‘- and

glfl\ become distinct on 7T > M(0). The transverse charge
remains below one until 7 =~ TY, after which it rapidly
approaches unity, as dictated by Eq. (63c) and the restora-
tion of chiral symmetry. Like the screening masses, how-

ever, the longitudinal axial charge is far more sensitive to

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
T[GeV]

FIG. 12 (color online). Temperature evolution of the dressed-
quark axial charges in Eqs. (64), evaluated with m = 7 MeV:
solid curve: ggq; and dashed curve: gjq.
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temperature than g/{q. AtT =TY, g A , has dropped 20%
from its 7 = 0 value. With increasmg temperature there-
after, it approaches unity from below, but only slowly:
e.g.,evenat T = 277} ithas not returned to its 7 = 0 value.

The connection in vacuum between the dressed quark’s
axial charge and that of the nucleon is discussed in
Ref. [32]. We revisit that here in the context of nonzero
temperature. In this case the free-field nucleon spinor is
defined via

0="[i% P+ iys0, + Mylu,(P),
= a,(P)[i7 - P+ iys0, + My),

(65a)
(65b)

where M is the fermion’s inertial mass. It follows that

’/_‘n(ﬁ/)')/S? : (ﬁl - ﬁ)um(ﬁ)
= i1,(P)ys[—y4(w, — w,,) — 2iMy]u,,(P).  (66)

Now consider the 7 # 0 extension of the nucleon’s
axial-vector current with momentum (, entering the
vertex:

J5(0) = a,(P)ys[721(0) + 0gp(07)]u,(P).  (67)

If one specializes to the chiral limit, then, analogous to the
dressed-quark case, the existence of pseudoscalar correla-
tion with zero screening mass entails

QOf

i1, (P’ )YSgp(Q Jit,(P) ngwNN(O)u W (P)iysu, (P),

(68)

where g% ,(0) is a normalization factor that expresses the

0% = 0 value of the seven- point function i (P )iysu, (P).
As a consequence of the nucleon-level axial-vector Ward-
Green-Takahashi identity, one has

0=1iQ-JUQ) (69)

= i,(P")iys[7 - 0gr%(0%) + 0%g%(0H)]u,(P) (70)

50 ) N
=21, (P')ys[Mygi°(0) — f58% yplu, (P); (71)

and hence, in the chiral limit, at all values of temperature,
%81°(0) = £5.8%\x(0). (72)

In the chiral limit, f% = 0at 7%. As withT'%(Q), V T the
normalized value of i, (P')iysu,(P) is finite at 0> =0,
ie., 0 < g%,y(0) < oo. Consequently,

lim M%g+°(0) = 0. (73)
T—(19)~

Following the reasoning in Ref. [32], sinceg 9is always
nonzero and, indeed, gAO(T T% =~ 1, Eq. (73) is not
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achieved by changes at the level of the dressed-quark-
axial-vector vertex. Hence a vanishing of g 10(79) would
require extraordinary and precise cancellations amongst
the terms that constitute the axial-charge matrix element
associated with the correlation in the nucleon channel;
namely, between the various contributions arising from
the angular momentum correlations within the Faddeev
amplitude. Owing to the power of symmetries in quantum
field theory, this is conceivable. However, it is unlikely
given the behavior in Fig. 11, i.e., that the amplitude
describing the 7" # O correlation in the nucleon channel
is only weakly sensitive to 7'. It is more probable, therefore,
as argued in Ref. [32], that Eq. (73) is achieved via dis-
solution of the nucleon bound state at a point of coincident
chiral symmetry restoration and deconfinement, with

lim M9 =0, (74)
T—(T9)~

so that, beyond 7', g jo represents just the normalization of
a seven-point function that is associated with a strong
screening correlation but not a bound state. The discussion
in Sec. IV B 2 anticipates Eq. (74).

The above discussion is dubious in the neighborhood of
TO if the inertial mass of the nucleon acquires a large

imaginary part within this domain; i.e., if My — m% —

oY, with ©%/mS, = 1.In this case, Egs. (65) become poor
approximations. In fact, there is no sense in which one may
employ notions of an asymptotic nucleon state and the
definition of each of the vertices employed above must
be revised significantly. But this is also the content
of Ref. [32]: under these conditions, the Goldberger-

Treiman relation is made moot by bound-state dissolution.

VI. SUMMARY AND PERSPECTIVE

Working at leading order in a symmetry-preserving
truncation scheme for the Dyson-Schwinger equations,
we extended a confining formulation of a vector X vector
contact interaction to nonzero temperature. This frame-
work proved useful in the study of a wide range of phe-
nomena at 7 =0, including hadron masses and form
factors. We therefore expect that, interpreted judiciously,
results obtained at 7 > 0 should represent a fair guide to
related hadron properties on this new domain.

In formulating the interaction at nonzero temperature,
our treatment of the gap and Bethe-Salpeter equations is
standard. However, our formulation of the baryon Faddeev
equations is novel. Although, in common with previous
continuum studies, our treatment fails to express the full
complexity of J =3, 5 states at 7 > 0, it does improve
upon the precedlng analyses in a number of ways, for
example, by including axial-vector diquarks in addition
to the scalar correlations, improving materially upon the
implementation of the widely used static approximation for
the Faddeev kernels, and allowing dynamically for the
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expression of chiral symmetry restoration and, importantly,
deconfinement.

Turning to the results, via the gap equation we found
a second-order chiral-symmetry restoring transition at
T =T?=0.23m, in the chiral limit, which becomes a
crossover at nonzero current mass. Notwithstanding this
change at m # 0, by capitalizing on the modern under-
standing of the gap equation and the nature of its solutions,
we were still able to define a single temperature, 7' =
0.21m,, whereat DCSB is no longer effective.

We thereafter explained and implemented a dynamical
mechanism that ensured deconfinement at 7, = T/ It is
distinguished by the feature that, while no kernel or
process exhibits production thresholds for colored states
when T < T,, all do for larger temperatures. Despite this,
in all 7 = 0 bound-state channels, strong correlations per-
sist for T > T,. Furthermore, in the mass spectrum defined
by the associated screening masses, degeneracy between
parity partners is apparent for 7 = 1.3T".

Since we retained axial-vector diquark correlations, we
were able to simultaneously study nucleon and A-baryon
properties. The splitting between screening masses in these
channels evolves with temperature in a manner that is
approximately proportional to the splitting between the
axial-vector and scalar diquark masses. Curiously, we
found that the scalar-diquark content of the correlation in
the nucleon channel is almost independent of temperature:
it is 72% on T =< 2T,, which is the highest temperature
considered herein.

Notwithstanding our results for screening masses and
the associated correlation amplitudes, we argued that there
are reasons (amongst them, the nucleon’s Goldberger-
Treiman relation) to suspect that, when they may reason-
ably be defined, bound-state inertial masses vanish as
T — T, and that this is a signal of bound-state dissolution
at the deconfinement temperature.

In closing we reflect briefly on the question of the
veracity of our results. Our formulation is internally con-
sistent and more systematic than preceding continuum
studies of the properties addressed herein. We have fur-
thermore eliminated two parameters used in earlier formu-
lations of the contact-interaction baryon Faddeev equations
at T = 0 and left the other three untouched. The material
weakness is that the rainbow-ladder truncation omits con-
tributions to the gap and bound-state kernels that might
fairly be described as meson-loop corrections. However,
while such corrections are necessary in order to reliably
determine critical exponents associated with the transitions
(see Ref. [15], p. S49, and Refs. [101,102]), we do not
expect them to have a material effect on the quantities we
have focused upon herein. This assumption can be
checked. For the present, however, we note that our pre-
dictions, e.g., regarding the persistence of correlations
above T, and the nature of chiral symmetry restoration
and deconfinement, are broadly consistent with analyses of

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 074038 (2013)

contemporary lattice simulations in those instances where
a sensible comparison is possible. It is interesting now to
turn this analysis toward the questions we have raised
herein; e.g., developing a continuum connection between
the screening masses and the real-time structure of spectral
functions.
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APPENDIX A: CONTACT INTERACTION

The key elements in our analysis are the dressed-quark
propagator and the meson and diquark Bethe-Salpeter
amplitudes. All are completely determined once the
quark-quark interaction kernel is specified. We use

47TCYIR
gD(p—q) =6, —5—,
mg

(AD)

where mg = 0.8 GeV is a gluon mass scale typical of the
one-loop renormalization-group-improved interaction
detailed in Ref. [103], and the fitted parameter a =
0.937 is commensurate with contemporary estimates of
the zero-momentum value of a running coupling in QCD
[104-109]. We embed Eq. (A1) in a rainbow-ladder trun-
cation of the DSEs. This means

L.(p.q) =7, (A2)

in the gap equation and in the subsequent construction of
the Bethe-Salpeter kernels.

While the interaction in Eq. (Al) may be viewed as
being inspired by models of the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio
type [10], our treatment is atypical. Used to build a
rainbow-ladder truncation of the DSEs, Eqs. (Al) and
(A2) produce results for low-momentum-transfer observ-
ables that are directly comparable with those produced
by more sophisticated interactions, as illustrated in
Refs. [22,24-29].

In Table I, for reference, we report T = 0 values of
u- and s-quark properties, computed from Eq. (6). The
ratio m,/m, where m = (m, + m;)/2, is consistent with
contemporary estimates [110]. The result M, — m; = M,
is typical [111,112] and indicates that the additive impact
of DCSB is nearly as great for the s quark as it is for u, d
quarks. In general, however, M; — m is a monotonically
decreasing function of my, bounded below by zero as
my — oo [112,113].
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We have simplified the form of Eq. (6) by introducing
the function

Cl(s;T) = 8T Z f dre” 7(';“")[ dgg?e™ ™

=T Z 1rd e T(q+w2) \/7T (A3)
=00 J Tov
i dTe TOT (e ™ T N i (A4)

2 32
where ¥,(x) is a Jacobi theta function [114]. It is straight-
forward to make the connection with zero temperature
results once one appreciates that

-0 1
ez

In deriving Bethe-Salpeter equations for vertices and
bound-state amplitudes, the Ward-Green-Takahashi iden-
tities are crucial. At 7 # 0, the identity in Eq. (16) is
necessary and sufficient to ensure they are satisfied, where

2T, (e ™) (A5)

. (e s fmf_d 11

T

]ZT'ﬁ ( —T47TZT2)
(A6)

Using Eq. (AS),
Ru(s; T — 0) = 0.

it is straightforward to show that

APPENDIX B: FADDEEV EQUATIONS
FOR A BARYON

Here we explain the origin of our simple Faddeev
equations for the baryons’ dressed-quark cores.

Using a symmetry-preserving treatment of the contact
interaction at zero temperature, the A-baryon Faddeev
amplitude can be written as

Pl Q) = fA(6 Qup(0), (B1)

where uﬁ(Q) is a Rarita-Schwinger spinor, defined in
Eq. (D12) of Appendix D. (The reason for this simplicity
is elucidated below.) The amplitude is obtained from the
following Faddeev equation:

TR Qup(Q) =4 (j:f;étﬂ\’lﬁy(&»f;Q)fA(&Q)u%(Q),
(B2)
with Ky = —€y + Q, K = =€ + Q, 0* = —m3, and
8, ¢ P)

= iT'L (K)ST(— € + K)iTY, (—Ko)S()ALL(K), (B3)

where
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TpK) AK)=36,,+ K”zK “, (B4

AlJr K L
(K) = I(z—i-m%+ p my.

is the axial-vector diquark’s propagator and F}: (K) is its
Bethe-Salpeter amplitude:
I (K)Ct = y,E+ (K). (B5)

At this point, one postmultiplies by iiz(Q; r) and sums
over the polarization index to obtain [Eq. (D14)]

da*e
A (QR,p(Q) =4 Wﬂﬁy(goy GOAL(OQ)R,5(0),
(B6)
which, after contracting with 8,4, yields
d*e A
=2y [ 5 M3, (0, G OINL QIR (0)
R a*t  yl—iy- (o — K) + Mly,
U ) et [K? + mE (6 — K)? + M?]
[—iy £+ M][=iy-Q+ m,]
€2 + M2 2mA TpV(K)RV,LL(Q)
(B7)

[N.B. Here and below we suppress (€, Q), f(€, Q) on the
left- and right-hand sides, respectively, because, subject to
our approximations, they will finally cancel.]

Previous T = 0 studies of Eq. (B7) have used variants of
the so-called “‘static approximation,” in which the quark
exchanged in Fig. 1, described by ST(—¢€,+ K) in
Eq. (B3), is replaced by g3 /M. This expedient is discussed
extensively in Sec. 4 of Ref. [22] and Sec. 3.1 of Ref. [28].
In starting with Eq. (B1), we assumed implicitly that a
truncation of this sort would eventually be made, for only
then does ¢ ,({; Q) take such a simple form. Indeed, in
combination with diquark correlations generated by
Eq. (A1), whose Bethe-Salpeter amplitudes are momentum
independent, the static approximation generates Faddeev
equation kernels that are themselves momentum indepen-
dent and hence so are the Faddeev amplitudes. The con-
sequent simplifications are the merit of the truncation.

Unfortunately, the static approximation is inadequate at
nonzero temperature because, in the chiral limit, the
dressed-quark mass is expected to vanish for 7 > T,. To
maintain context with the large body of work that has used
the contact interaction [22,24-29], we must provide a
reasonable alternative.

To this end, consider that the right-hand side of Eq. (B7)
has the form

d4€ N(€; { - K()’ K’ Q)
Qm)* [€2 + M*|[(€ — Kp)*> + M?[(—€ + Q)* + m%+ ’
(B8)

where N(€, £ — Ko, K, Q) is a numerator and we have used
the relation (—€; + K) = (=€ + K;). In proceeding from
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this point, one employs a two-variable (a, 8) Feynman
parametrization to convert Eq. (B8) into
1 da*l N(I+7,0,l—(p—m,0K,
2[ dadﬁaf i (2 an2 gp 1,)0 2 g)’
0 Qm)* [I* + sg(M?, m3., a, B, p, O*)]
(B9)

where we have written Ky = pQ, i.e., explicated that the
external diquark carries a fraction p of the baryon’s
momentum, defined 1, = & + aBp and also

gB(Mz’ m%h a, B’ P QZ)
= aM? + ami. +[(@ + afp’) — (& + aBp)*]0*.
(B10)

Every term in the denominator is real, and hence it
acts as a weight function whose maximum occurs when
> =0 and

R 1 m%+ - M?

We therefore define the integrand in the Faddeev equation
as the quantity obtained from Eq. (B9) with
1 M?*- m%+ )

le_ﬂpzi"'izgz = pr+

In so doing, we solve for the baryon Faddeev amplitude

evaluated at a single value of the quark and diquark mo-

menta; viz., respectively, €5 = (1 — p;+)Q, Ky = p;+ 0.

(N.B. In a weak binding approximation, m7, = 4M?,

0? = —m% = —9M?, and hence p;+ = 2/3.)

To be explicit, applying these rules in the present case
maps Eq. (B7) into the following Faddeev equation for the
A baryon:

E2. 1 1
1= mlA j; da[o dBa
d*l 1
Qm)* [(P + sp(M? m}., @, B, pr+, Q)P
X trp[y,[—iy - (I + 10 — Ky) + M]
Xyul=iy-(I+70) + M][—iy-Q+ my]
X T,,(K)R,,.(Q)]

(B11)

(B12)

(B13)

KNQ? = —m) =

E@ 1 _
5 j dad,Ba{Cll“(q;T)I:l +
27 Jo

_ S
Cy'(s; T)[— W[Zm%+ +my(pt. + pH]+
1+

2
m
+ A

l+
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The numerator in Eq. (B13), and analogous numerators in
the nucleon Faddeev equation, produce many inner prod-
ucts. We treat them as at 7 = 0, viz., using the rules of
Ref. [22]:

1
(X-l)(Y'l)—>ZIZX~ Y, X,Y=0KK, (Bl4a)
[-Q—nQ% [-K—npQ? [-Ky—np;0?
(B14b)
K-P—pQ® Ky P—p;0% (Bl4c)
Ky =-my., Ki.=-m:., (B14d)

with p=1-m, n=a+ aBps, and p;= p;+ in
Eq. (B12), if the external diquark is an axial vector, or

M? — m?,

20 0 (B15)

1
= -+ = +,
Py 3 Po
if the external diquark is a scalar correlation.
We now define the nonzero temperature Faddeev equa-
tions by replacing the dg, integration in the expressions

that arise by a Matsubara sum, so that

a‘l 1 —_—
[?m_’CZ(Q,T), (B16)
fﬁlii— [Ci(s:T) —sCi(s: )] (BIT)
77_2 [12 I §]3 1\S; NSACH )
where

Air( .. — d oir( .. Air( .. _1 d2 Air( ..
Cl(g’T) = d_gc (s;7), Cz(g,T) ) d_gzc (s;7),
(B18)

with C"(s; T) defined in Eq. (A4).
The procedure described above, applied to Eq. (B13),
yields the following Faddeev equation for the A:
1= K3Q* = —m}), (B19)

with, using s = s, (M?, m%ﬂ a, B, pir, —m3),

mi(pl. + pz)]
Zm%+ '

M +
ﬂ<6M + mpy2p + 8p+ — 67m)

4p2p?, nm’
— [3M(p1. + p?) + mp(dppy+m — 3pi.m + 2py+ p> — 3np?)] — niizlA)]} (B20)

1+
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Naturally, E,+ = E,+(T); i.e., the axial-vector diquark’s
Bethe-Salpeter amplitude is 7 dependent, as are M, m+.

At T = 0, using the definitions in Table I, this Faddeev

equation produces

ma(T = 0) = 1.42 GeV. (B21)
Equation (B20) represents an improvement over previous
definitions of the static approximation because it elimi-
nates one parameter yet produces the same mass (within
2%) as that fitted using the extra parameter.

We reiterate here that this equation describes the A
baryon’s dressed-quark core. It should and does, therefore,
produce a mass that lies above that quoted empirically for
the A. Remarkably, indeed, the value produced is almost
identical to that inferred for the dressed-quark core via the
dynamical coupled-channels analysis of Ref. [115]. Any
theoretical framework that produces a stable (width zero)
A resonance with a mass near that quoted empirically is
dubious. In this connection it is also noteworthy that
my/m, = 1.53, a result that compares favorably with the
experimental value 1.59.

APPENDIX C: NUCLEON FADDEEV EQUATION

We capitalize on Eq. (C.47) in Ref. [22] to write the
nucleon Faddeev equation as a 3 X 3 matrix eigenvalue
problem for the scalar [ud] and axial-vector {ud} diquark
correlations. To begin, the nucleon is described by a
Faddeev amplitude,

s(Q)
Iy (Qu(Q) = [ e ]u@, e
where
s(Q) = s(Q)Ip, (C2a)
a,(0) = a1(Q)ysy, + @(Q)y50,,  (C2b)
with 0> = —1 and u(Q) being the spinor introduced in
Eq. (D4).
The amplitude satisfies
da*¢
vy Qu@) = 4 Gyt Mo, € O (Qu(0)
(C3)

with

MOO

3(M
M{p«v}(()o’ {;P)= I:(MIO);L (M),

_(Mll)p,v ]’ €4

where (I = ¢, — K)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 074038 (2013)

Moo =T (K)ST(—K)TO" (—Ko)S(O)AY" (K), (C5a)
(M), =T, (K)ST(—E)TO" (—Ko)S(O)AL,(K), (C5b)
(M), =T (K)ST(—CK)TY (—=Ko)S()AY (K), (C5c)
(M), =T5 (K)ST(—5)TL (—Ko)S(E)AL(K). (C5d)

In Egs. (C5a) and (C5c),

1
A (K) = e (Co)

+ mé
is the scalar diquark’s propagator and I'y+(K) its Bethe-
Salpeter amplitude:

. 1
Lo+ (K)CT = iysEy (K) + 2 ¥sY KFor(K). (€D
At this point one can follow the procedure in
Appendix B and thereby arrive at the following eigenvalue

problem for Q% = —m%:

s(Q)
Pp(Q)=| ai(Q) | = K(Q)¥(Q), (C8)
a>(Q)
where the kernel is a 3 X 3 matrix:
K30, 3K,
KQ) = | Ki)s —Kilay, —Kila, (C9)
Kags —Kiyay —Kiyay

The entries in Eq. (C9) are described below. N.B. The
Bethe-Salpeter amplitudes, dressed-quark mass, and
diquark masses are 7" dependent.

1
KX = ﬁ[E%)* Keg + Eg-Fo K + Fo Kpp),
(C10a)
I _ _
Kee = / dadBa{C(s;T) + Cy'(s; T)
0

X [(M + my[po- — n])(M + mym) — <]},
(C10b)

1 =, —.
Ko =550 [ dadpalli(s: 1) py —2p) - BH(T)
0

X [2(po+ + p)M + myn)(M + my(po+ — 1))
+ s(por —2p)1} (C10c)

2 + 1 _. —.
Kpp = ="M [ dadpap(Ci(s:1) (s )

2M?
X [s+2(M + my(po+ — )M + mym)]1},
(C10d)

where s = sp(M? mZ., a, B, py-, —my),
n = a+ a,8p0+.

p=1-m,
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KOI _ E1+

sa,

[E0+ Kea, + For Kpg, ), (Clla)
_. _. 2 2 M 3
K, = [) dadﬂa{3C‘l“(§; T) + C¥(s; T)[3M2 — 35+ 3mdm(per — 1) + por Mmy + M]}, (Cl1b)

mi.
Kra, = mNpO [ dadﬁa{C‘“(g T)[l + 2mNp ]

1+

7i 2 2p*my 2 2 2

— Cin(s; T)[ZM + 6Mmypy+- + s+ ——=—C2M* + 2myn(po- — 1) + ) + 2my(pe+ — M |},  (Cllc)

1+
and

xo =B g . 4R K Cl12

say — ﬁ[ 0+t INEa, 0+ Faz]) ( a)
1 _ -
Ko, = [ dadBar, (@ T) = Es s + (M = mym)lmy(py: = m) = M, (C12b)

K, = = P2H ] dadBar, {C¥(s:T) — C¥(s:T)s + 2(M — mym)(M + my[n — po: D], (Cl2c)

where s = sp(M?, m?,, a, B, por, —my), ry+ = 1 —mjp*/m?, . p=1—m,19=a&+ aBpy.

E.
Ko = —'2[E0+ Kap+ For Korl (C13a)

2ms, + A . _.
K= [ dadpa {m' — 2L NP ) 4 B (52 T) M — 20 — )]+ B )y my (M + )} (€130
1+

1 2m?, +m3p?. _. _.
K10, =" [ dadﬁap{l—ﬂ”l[cws;n + O T) M2 — 2m3 2 — )] (C130)
M Jo 6ml+
+C (s T)pymy(M + nmN)}, (C13d)

where s = spg(M?, m2., &, B, p1+, —m3), p=1—m,n=a+ aBp-.

E+
xio = 5 [Eo Koy + Fo Kor) (Cl4a)
m?, — 4m? p2+ . .
j(azE = f dad,Ba{16—ZN1[Cllu(§,T) - gclzu(g,T)]
0 mﬁ
1., 2p1+m12\,
+ S CHS T + )M + my (57 = 3p1-) = (oM + nmNﬂ} (C14b)

1+

m S5m?. — 2m P - .
Ko =20 [ daapal™ N O ) + B TICM — )]

_ 2my pi+
(s T)[277m12v(3p1+ F 1)+ Moy + 2m) — 8 e ey |, (1)

]+

where s = sp(M?, mg., @, B, p1+, —my), p=1—m,n=a+ aBp-.
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1 —
Kaja, =

E2+ ! Piu my
— 6—7172 j; a’aa’,Ba{C1 (s; T)[l + 32
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2

(p3. +2pp+ — 2p2)]
1+

= Ci¥(ss T)[MmN(P1+ —4p) + myn(2n — 5py+) — 2M* + s

2

[(p% = 2p* + 2pi+p)s + 2M*(2p* = pt. — 2p1+p)

2 2
l+
4mS, p2, P2’
+2nmyQ2py+p* — 2mp* + piim + 6mpy-p)] - Nm174]} (C15)
1+
E% _
XKala, = [ dadﬁa{c‘“(s T)[l o o (p1+ ppi+ — 2p2)] —C‘zu(s;T)(e[l oy 5 (p1+ pPiep — 2p2)]
my+ my«
+ (gmy — M)[(Zp = 3py+ +2n)my +2M + my S-(M[pt. — pi+p — 2p?]
1+
2 2 2p P1+77m?v
+ my[pyim + ppiem + pP(p1s —21)]) — T])} (C16)
1+
K, — " dadpafei D14 (2 4 2ppr —2p2)
wa, = 12 5 adBaiCy(s; 2, pi+ T 2pp+ —2p
- éizu(e; T)(G —2M? + 2Mmy(4p — py+ — 1879) + 29m%(5p,;+ + 6p — 57)
- [4mN(P1+ —2p* +2ppi+)2M? — s) + 36p2, nMm3, + 4nm) (n[pl. — 6py+p — 2p?]
1+
32[7 +172,’72,”6
—4pp?)]+ 1—4N)} (C17)
l+
11 iu N 2 Aiu my 2 2
Kaya, = 12 5 [ dad,Ba{C (s; T)[S + Q2pi+p — 2p1+ - 5p ):I + (g;T)(c;l:m2 (2p7. +5p° —2py+p) — 5]
m 1+
2my, 2 2
+ (M = )| 10M = 2myGpy- + 7+ p) 55 (M2pyp = 59 = 277
]+
16m3, p7. p*n
+ my[n(@p,-p + p* + 4p3) + 4p, p?)) — Niﬁ])} (C18)
]+
|
where s = sp(M?, m%, a, B, pi+,—m%), p=1—mn, they eliminate one parameter yet produce essentially the

n=a+ aBp;-.
At T = 0, using the definitions in Table I, the nucleon
Faddeev equation yields
my(T = 0) = 1.09 GeV, (C19)
which is just 4% less than the value produced by the
static approximation employed in Ref. [28]. The Faddeev
amplitude is

N ap

0.85 041

a)

, C20
—0.34 (€20)
which may be compared with the static approximation
result [28] (s, a;, a,) = (0.88, 0.47, —0.078). Plainly once
again, Egs. (C8) and (C9) represent an improvement over
previous definitions of the static approximation because
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same mass.

Here, too, we emphasize that Eqs. (C8) and (C9)
describe the nucleon’s dressed-quark core. They should
and do, therefore, produce a mass that lies above that
quoted empirically. The inclusion of resonant contributions
to the kernel leads typically to a 0.15 GeV reduction in the
bound-state’s mass [23,68]. Notably, the mass in Eq. (C19)
is within 12% of the undressed nucleon’s mass in
Ref. [116]. Moreover, my/m, = 1.17, which compares
favorably with the experimental value of 1.21.

APPENDIX D: EUCLIDEAN CONVENTIONS

Our T = 0 Euclidean conventions are specified here.

P qg=2 piq: (D1)

i=1
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Y ¥} =28, Yh=vs 0. = %[m, v,J;
(D2)
tlYsYu Yoo Yol = —4€40p0 €134 = 1. (D3)
A positive energy spinor satisfies
a(P,s)(iy-P+M)=0= (iy- P+ M)u(P,s), (D4)
where s = = is the spin label. It is normalized as
ia(P, s)u(P, s) = 2M, (D5)
and may be expressed explicitly as
u(P, s) = m( af ) (D6)
M—ig Xs
with £ = VP + M2,
1 0
w=(o) o-(1) o

For the free-particle spinor, (P, s) = u(P, s)ty,.
The spinor can be used to construct a positive energy
projection operator:

AL(P) = ﬁ 3 b, (P, s) = ﬁ(—w P+ M)

(D8)
A negative energy spinor satisfies
(P, s)iy-P—M)=0=(iy-P—M)v(P,s) (DY)

and possesses properties and satisfies constraints obtained
via obvious analogy with u(P, s).
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A charge-conjugated Bethe-Salpeter amplitude is
obtained via

[(k; P) = C'T(=k; P)'C, (D10)

where “T” denotes a transposing of all matrix indices and

C = 7,7, is the charge conjugation matrix, Ct = —C. We
note that

[C, ys]=0. (D11

In describing the decuplet A baryon we employ a Rarita-
Schwinger spinor to represent a covariant spin-3/2 field.
The positive energy spinor is defined by the following
equations:

CT’}/};C = _V,M,

(iy - P+ M)u,(P;r) =0, (D12a)
Yuly(Pir) =0, (D12b)
P,u,(P;r) =0, (D12¢)

where r = —3/2, —1/2,1/2, 3/2. 1t is normalized as

i, (P;r"u, (P;r) = 2M (D13)
and satisfies a completeness relation
I > uu(Pina,(P;r) = A (P)R,,,  (DI4)
r=-3/2
where
1 2, 04 N A N
R,LLV = S/LVID - §7M7V + gP,u,PVID - lg[P,U,’YV - PVY/.L]’
(D15)
with P> = —1, which is very useful in simplifying the

Faddeev equation for a positive energy decuplet state.
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