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Brian D. Serot and Xilin Zhang
Department of Physics and Center for Exploration of Energy and Matter
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1. Introduction

The understanding of electroweak (EW) interactions in nuclei has played an important role in
nuclear and particle physics. Previously, the electromagnetic (EM) interaction has provided
valuable information about nuclear structure. On the other hand, weak interactions, which
are intrinsically correlated with the EM interaction, can be complementary to the EM probe.
Moreover, a good knowledge of (anti)neutrino—nucleus scattering cross sections is needed
in other processes, including neutrino-oscillation experiments, neutrino astrophysics, and
others.

To understand EW interactions in nuclei, we need to deal with the strong interaction
that binds nucleons together. ~The fundamental theory of the strong interaction is
quantum chromodynamics (QCD), which is a relativistic field theory with local gauge
invariance, whose elementary constituents are colored quarks and gluons. In principle, QCD
should provide a complete description of nuclear structure and dynamics. Unfortunately,
QCD predictions at nuclear length scales with the precision of existing (and anticipated)
experimental data are not available, and this state of affairs will probably persist for some
time. Even if it becomes possible to use QCD to describe nuclei directly, this description is
likely to be cumbersome and inefficient, since quarks cluster into hadrons at low energies.

How can we make progress towards understanding the EW interactions of nuclei? We will
employ a framework based on Lorentz-covariant, effective quantum field theory and density
functional theory. Effective field theory (EFT) embodies basic principles that are common
to many areas of physics, such as the natural separation of length scales in the description
of physical phenomena. In EFT, the long-range dynamics is included explicitly, while the
short-range dynamics is parameterized generically; all of the dynamics is constrained by the
symmetries of the interaction. When based on a local, Lorentz-invariant lagrangian (density),
EFT is the most general way to parameterize observables consistent with the principles of
quantum mechanics, special relativity, unitarity, gauge invariance, cluster decomposition,
microscopic causality, and the required internal symmetries.

Covariant meson-baryon effective field theories of the nuclear many-body problem (often
called quantum hadrodynamics or QHD) have been known for many years to provide
a realistic description of the bulk properties of nuclear matter and heavy nuclei. [See
Refs. (Furnstahl, 2003; Serot & Walecka, 1986; 1997; Serot, 2004), for example.] Some time
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76 Advances in Quantum Field Theory

ago, a QHD effective field theory (EFT) was proposed (Furnstahl et al., 1997) that includes all
of the relevant symmetries of the underlying QCD. In particular, the spontaneously broken
SU(2)p ® SU(2)g chiral symmetry is realized nonlinearly. The motivation for this EFT and
illustrations of some calculated results are discussed in Refs. (Furnstahl et al., 1997; Hu et al.,
2007; Huertas, 2002; 2003; 2004; Mclntire et al., 2007; MclIntire, 2008; Serot, 2007; 2010), for
example. This QHD EFT has also been applied to a discussion of the isovector axial-vector
current in nuclei (Ananyan et al., 2002).

This QHD EFT has three desirable features: (1) It uses the same degrees of freedom to describe
the currents and the strong-interaction dynamics; (2) It respects the same internal symmetries,
both discrete and continuous, as the underlying QCD; and (3) Its parameters can be calibrated
using strong-interaction phenomena, like 77 N scattering and the properties of finite nuclei (as
opposed to EW interactions with nuclei).

In this work, we focus on the introduction of EW interactions in the QHD EFT, with the Delta
(1232) resonance (A) included as manifest degrees of freedom. To realize the symmetries
of QCD in QHD EFT, including both chiral symmetry SU(2); ® SU(2)g and discrete
symmetries, we apply the background-field technique (Gasser & Leutwyler, 1984; Serot,
2007). Based on the EW synthesis in the Standard Model, a proper substitution of background
fields in terms of EW gauge bosons in the lagrangian, as constrained by the EW interactions
of quarks (Donoghue et al., 1992), leads to EW interactions of hadrons at low energy. This
lagrangian has a linear realization of the SU(2)y isospin symmetry and a nonlinear realization
of the spontaneously broken SU(2); ® SU(2)r (modulo SU(2)y) chiral symmetry (when the
pion mass is zero). It was shown in Ref. (Furnstahl et al., 1997) that by using Georgi’s naive
dimensional analysis (NDA) (Georgi, 1993) and the assumption of naturalness (namely, that
all appropriately defined, dimensionless couplings are of order unity), it is possible to truncate
the lagrangian at terms involving only a few powers of the meson fields and their derivatives,
at least for systems at normal nuclear densities (Miiller & Serot, 1996). It was also shown
that a mean-field approximation to the lagrangian could be interpreted in terms of density
functional theory (Kohn, 1999; Miiller & Serot, 1996; Serot & Walecka, 1997), so that calibrating
the parameters to observed bulk and single-particle nuclear properties (approximately)
incorporates many-body effects that go beyond Dirac-Hartree theory. Explicit calculations
of closed-shell nuclei provided such a calibration and verified the naturalness assumption.
This approach therefore embodies the three desirable features needed for a description of
electroweak interactions in the nuclear many-body problem.

Moreover, the technical issues involving spin-3/2 degrees of freedom in relativistic quantum
field theory are also discussed here (Krebs et al., 2010; Pascalutsa, 2008). Following the
construction of the lagrangian, we apply it to calculate certain matrix elements to illustrate the
consequences of chiral symmetries in this theory, including the conservation of vector current
(CVC) and the partial conservation of axial-vector current (PCAC). To explore the discrete
symmetries, we talk about the manifestation of G parity in these current matrix elements.

This chapter is organized as follows: After a short introduction, we discuss chiral symmetry
and discrete symmetries in QCD in the framework of background fields. The EW interactions
of quarks are also presented, and this indicates the relation between the EW bosons and
background fields. Then we consider the nonlinear realization of chiral symmetry and other
symmetries in QHD EFT, as well as the EW interactions. Following that, we outline the
lagrangian with the A included. Subtleties concerning the number of degrees of freedom
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and redundant interaction terms are discussed. Finally, some concrete calculations of
matrix elements serve as examples and manifestations of symmetries in the theory. We
also briefly touch on how this formalism can be used to study neutrino-nucleus scattering
(Serot & Zhang, 2010; 2011a;b; Zhang, 2012).

2. QCD, symmetries, and electroweak synthesis

In this section, we talk about various symmetries in QCD including Lorentz-invariance, C, P,
and T symmetries, and approximate SU(2); ® SU(2)g chiral symmetry (together with baryon
number conservation). The last one is the major focus. Here, we consider only u and d quarks,
and their antiquarks, while others are chiral singlets. Moreover, the EW interactions, realized
in the electroweak synthesis of the Standard Model, are also discussed with limited scope.

2.1 Symmetries

To consider the symmetries, we apply the background-field technique (Gasser & Leutwyler,
1984). First we introduce background fields into the QCD lagrangian, including v = v'f'1;/2
(isovector vector), v?s) (isoscalar vector), a# = a'tt;/2 (isovector axial-vector), s = s't;/2

(isovector scalar), and p = piTl’/ 2 (isovector pseudoscalar), wherei = x,y,zor + 1,0, —1 (the
convention about i = +1, 0 will be shown in Sec. 3.1):

L = Locp+qru(v! + BV?S) +s5al)q —q(s —iysp)q
= Locp + T 7ul(l + By )aL + Gryu(r + BY( )R

—qp(s—ip)gr — qr(s+ip)qr
= £QCD + ﬁext . (1)

Here, r = v¥ +al, I = vi —at, q = J(1—v5)q,qr = 3(1+75)q, 9 = (u,d)T and
B = 1/3 is the baryon number. To preserve C, P, and T invariance of £, the change of
background fields under these discrete symmetry transformations are determined by the the
properties of the currents coupled to them. The details are in Tabs. 1 and 2. Inside the tables,
Pl = diag(1, -1, -1, -1),y and TF = diag(—1,1,1,1),,. Moreover, the Lorentz-invariance
is manifest, considering the definition of these background fields.

vH v?s) ab |s|p
C| —vIr —vi(l) alw |sT|pT

S
p| Plv Pllfvl(’s —Plav| s |—p
T _%ﬂvv _rnﬂvvs) _7:/#31/ s|—p

Table 1. Transformations of background fields under C, P, and T operations. The
transformations of spacetime arguments are not shown here.
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rt I fruv fLuv fsuv
I L e ~fhu —fdw
Pl PUIY | PV | PPl fiae | PaPlfrac | PaPyfore
T| = T | =T =TT frae | =Tt T fiae| =Tt T foro

Table 2. Continuation of Tab. 1.

To understand SU(2); ® SU(2)g ® U(1)p symmetry, we can see that the £ defined in Eq. (1)
has this symmetry with the following local transformation rules:

_ _ ; B
qLa — exp —i9<3x) <exp [—i@Li(x) ;]) qLp = exp [_if)(?)_x) (L)qu , )

A
[ 0(x) ] . Tl 0(x

qr — exp —z<3x) exp [—z@Ri(x) 2] qr = exp {—1(3)} Rqgr, 3)
" — LIPLY +iLoMLT, (4)
" — Rr#RY +iRo#R', (5)

H - !
Vis) — Vi) 0", (6)
s+ip — R(s+ip)L". )

We can also construct field strength tensors that transform homogeneously:

fruw = Ouly — by —i [ly, I] — LfrL’, (8)
fouv = ayv(s)v — ayv(s)ﬂ — fouv - (10)

2.2 Electroweak synthesis

Now we can discuss the electroweak synthesis (SUL(2) ® Uy(1)) of the Standard Model,
which is mostly summarized in Tab. 3 (electric charge Q = Y /2 + Tf) (Donoghue et al., 1992;
Itzykson & Zuber, 1980). We ignore the Higgs fluctuations and gauge boson self-interactions:

i = —qr" (8o Wyt 8"y Bular = Tr"(8" Bu)ax

1

— T _ _ T Y
= =g Wi+ ST W gL — a8 5 Wi+ 8 5 Buae

e Y
—qrY" (8/53;1)(112 : (11)
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| T2 | Q|Y|B

1 1 2 1 |1

Uiz 2 | 313 |3
A1) 1] 11
L2 2 313 |3
2 4 11

MROO 3 3 |3
1 2(1

dr| 0] 0 | —3|—3|3

Table 3. Multiplets in electroweak synthesis.

Here g, ¢’ and e are the SU(2);, U(1)y and U(1)gy charges. To make sure that Ugy(1) is
preserved, we impose the following redefinition of excitations relative to the vacuum (6, is

the weak mixing angle):
B* = cos 0y, A* —sin 0, 72",
WO = cos 0, Z" + sin 0, A,

gsinfy = ¢’ cosby =e.

(12)
(13)
(14)

After substituting Eqgs. (12) to (14) into Eq. (11), we have the right coupling for the EM
interaction. Let’s compare Eq. (11) with Eq. (1); we deduce the following (V,,; describes u

and 4 mixing):

0 0
_ T 8 2, T
0
§ T ( +1 T+1 ~1T-1 )
- —7Z, —qV W =4+ W, —=,
c059w2”g”d oy T
0 0]
T g .2 T
Ty = —eiAy—l-COSew sin 9w7Z;4,
Visu = —€5 Ay + — sin” 0y > Zy .
Furthermore,
0 0 0
B T g 0. T g T
fupw = —e EA[V/H] + cos Oy in” By 2 Zivp ~ cos By 2 Zlu ]
T-i—l T_1

— 8Vud o W+1[1/,]/t] — 8Vud N Wfl[v,y]

+ interference terms including (WZ), (WA), (WW), but no (ZA),

0 0

fRW = —¢ 5 A[v’y} + Cof 6 sin? 6, % Z [v,1] (no interference terms),

fs],n/ = —¢ A[V/V} + 05 0oy sin” 0, E Z[v,]z} .
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Here A[V,y] = dy Ay — dy Ay and so are the indices of other fields. If we define [see Eq. (1)]

Lext = Viyviy - aiyAiV + V(s)y]By

= LM IR v P (21)
__ gEM g u 8 iNCou _ L +1p L —1u
Ly =—e],7A cos 0y Ju =27 = 8Vua J 51, W §Vua 21, W7, (22)

and use Egs. (15) to (17), we can discover

1
Ji = 5 (Vig+ Ai) (23)
r 1
]z’y = E (Vz - Aiy) ’ (24)
1
LM =Vi+ 5T (25)
INC =10 —sin® 6, ;M . (26)

Here ]ﬁ is the baryon current, defined to be coupled to vé’s). These relations are consistent
with the charge algebra Q = T° + B/2 (B is the baryon number). V# and A™* are the
isovector vector current and the isovector axial-vector current, respectively. ]Plt\’ c, I ilﬂ are
the conventional neutral current (NC) and charged current (CC) up to normalization factors.

3. QHD EFT, symmetries, and electroweak interactions

Here we present parallel discussions about QHD EFT’s symmetries and EW interactions.
The QHD EFT, as an EFT of QCD at low energy, should respect all the symmetries of
QCD. Moreover, the approximate global chiral symmetry SU(2); ® SU(2)g ® U(1)p in two
flavor QCD is spontaneously broken to SU(2)y ® U(1)p, and is also manifestly broken due
to the small masses of the quarks. To implement such broken global symmetry in the
phenomenological lagrangian using hadronic degrees of freedom, it was found that there
exists a general nonlinear realization of such symmetry (Callan et al., 1969; Coleman et al.,
1969; Weinberg, 1968). Here, we follow the procedure in Ref. (Gasser & Leutwyler, 1984). The
discussion about the conventions is presented first.

3.1 Conventions

In this work, the metric g,y = diag(1, —1, —1, —1) 4y, and for the Levi-Civita symbol ehveB the
convention is €123 = 1. Since we are going to talk about the A, which is the lowest isospin I =
3/2 nucleon resonance, we define the conventions for isospin indices. The following example,
which shows the relation between two isospin representations for A, may help explain the
convention:

A* = T, AT (27)

Here a = £3/2,4+1/2,i = £1,0, and A = £1/2. The upper components labeled as ‘a’,
‘i’ and A’ furnish D3/2), (1) and D(1/2) representations of the isospin SU(2) group. (We
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work with spherical vector components for I = 1 isospin indices, which requires some care
with signs.) We can immediately realize that T% , = (1, % i, Al % ;a), which are CG coefficients.
It is well known that the complex conjugate representation of SU(2) is equivalent to the
representation itself, so we introduce a metric linking the two representations to raise or lower
the indices a,i, and A. For example, A, = (A*™)* = TH IAA; 4, where T+ A — (%;a|1, %,z A),

should also be able to be written as

Ao =TiANig = Tjp 5pa '8P Ay . (28)

Here, 6 denotes a metric for one of the three representations. It can be shown that in this
convention, T ‘4 = T4, Details about the conventions are given in Appendix 7.A.

3.2 QHD’s symmetry realizations

Now we proceed to discuss a low-energy lagrangian involving N A A p;'l, and the chiral
singlets V, and ¢ (Furnstahl et al., 1997; Serot & Walecka, 1997). Under the transformations
shown in Egs. (2) to (7), the symmetry is realized nonlinearly in terms of hadronic degrees of
freedom (Gasser & Leutwyler, 1984):

U = exp {m‘# tl} — LURY, (29)
CE\/E—exp{fi i] — Léht = heR?, (30)
5y = (e @y — il)E + E@y — iry)ET] = Tyt — BT — ihht (31)
=T L p )6 | = Uip z wit
iy = 16" O = il)E = 8@ — et = At > hauht, (32)
o,U = 9,U —il,U + illr, — L9, UR", (33)
Outp)a = By +i 8y — iv(s)uB)L Pp — exp [~i0(x) B hd (Bup)p (34)
Buv = —ildy, dy) = h@wh*, (35)
Fao) = & L&+ &fru € — hEG R, (36)
By = & frw € — &fru & — R0 (37)
NEE) = 0y E) +ifon, B2 — ha EG (38)

In the preceding equations, t' are the generators of reducible representations of SU/(2).

Specifically, they could be generators of D(l/z) D DF(J ) D D(3/2), which operate on
non-Goldstone isospin multiplets including the nucleon, p meson, and A. We generically label
these fields by ¢» = (Nga, p;, As),. Most of the time, the choice of t! is clear from the context.
B is the baryon number of the particle. The transformations of the isospin and chiral singlets
Vy and ¢ are trivial (¢ — ¢, V, — V},). h is generally a local SU(2)y matrix. We also make
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(£)uv = eyvaﬁlz(i)

use of the dual field tensors, for example, F , which have the same chiral

transformations as the ordinary field tensors. Here we do not include the background fields s
and p mentioned in Eq. (1), which are the source of manifest chiral-symmetry breaking in the
Standard Model.

The C, P, and T transformation rules are summarized in Tabs. 4 and 5. A plus sign
means normal, while a minus sign means abnormal, i.e., an extra minus sign exists in the
transformation. The convention for Dirac matrices sandwiched by nucleon and/or A fields are

_ _NTITN', 1;
CNINC 1= 1 = o v "o (39)
N'T'N , abnormal .
— — —ATFTNT—NTFTKT, normal ;
C(ATN+NTA)C™! = P T o r o T (40)
+A'T* N +N'T* A", abnormal.
. —T . —T
. — _ +iATTTN® —iNTTTA normal ;
Ci(ATN —NTA)C™! = _ 7’ ’ (41)
( ) {—iATFT NT +iNTTT AT , abnormal .

Here, in Egs. (39), (40), and (41), the extra minus sign arises because the fermion fields
anticommute. The factor of i in Eq. (41) is due to the requirement of Hermiticity of the
lagrangian. To make the analysis easier for ATN + C.C., we can just attribute a minus sign
to an i under the C transformation. Whenever an i exists, the lagrangian takes the form
i(ATN — NTA). When no i exists, the lagrangian is like ATN + NTA.

For P and T transformations, the conventions are the same for N and A fields, except for an
extra minus sign in the parity assignment for each A field (Weinberg, 1995a), so we list only
the N case:

— NPT, N l;
PNT,NP! = PulvN,  normal; (42)
—N 73; I'' N, abnormal.
_ NTVT,N l;
TNT,NT ! = TyIyN,  normal; (43)
—-N 7;,‘/ I'y N, abnormal.

It is easy to generalize these results to [y, ete.

Now a few words about isospin structure are in order. Suppose an isovector object is denoted
as Oy = O;,t', then the conventions are explained below:

or, 1;
co, o1 u g norma (44)
—Oy , abnormal .

PO p-1 — PﬁOV , normal ; 45)
K —Pﬁ O, , abnormal.

TO.T-! — 7;}/01, , normal ; (46)
¥ B —7;,”01, , abnormal .
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Y1 |y ysliys| i ig ehvep
Cl-1=1+#] + [+]-]-] +
Pl+|+ |+ — | — |+ +| —
T\ —| = |+ — | —|—|—| —

Table 4. Transformation properties of objects under C, P, and T. Here ‘+" means normal and
‘—" means abnormal.

By | O | O | O [ Oyuv [y | Vie | Vir | Vi i [ fow F%Evi Il spv
+=1=T=-1=1=1=1=1=1=F[-[F |-
Pl=[+ [+ [+ |||+ |- | +] F |-
=== == [+ |- = |+ |- -] + |+

Table 5. Continuation of Tab. 4.

The same convention applies to the isovector (pseudo)tensors. For isovector (pseudo)scalars,
the P and 7 should be changed to 1. For the C transformation, O means transposing both
isospin and Dirac matrices in the definition of O, if necessary.

3.3 QHD EFT lagrangian (without A) and electroweak interactions

Now we begin to discuss the QHD EFT lagrangian. Based on the symmetry transformation
rules discussed above, we can construct the lagrangian as an invariant of these
transformations by using the building blocks shown in Egs. (29) to (38). In principle, there are
an infinite number of possible interaction terms in this lagrangian. However, power counting
(Furnstahl et al., 1997; Hu et al., 2007; McIntire et al., 2007) and Naive Dimensional Analysis
(NDA) (Georgi & Manohar, 1984; Georgi, 1993) enable us to truncate this series of interactions
to achieve a good approximation. Following the discussion in Ref. (Furnstahl et al., 1997), we
associate with each interaction term a power-counting index:

0Ed+g+b. (47)
Here d is the number of derivatives (small momentum transfer) in the interaction, # is the
number of fermion fields, and b is the number of heavy meson fields.

The QHD theory has been developed for some time.  Details can be found in
Refs. (Furnstahl et al., 1997; Serot & Walecka, 1997; Serot, 2007). Here, we give a complete
treatment of electroweak interactions in this theory. (However, we do not discuss “seagull” terms
of higher order in the couplings.) We begin with

Lnp<s) = N(iy" 04 + igopy + ig0Vy] + a7 v5 8y — M+ gsp)N

_ — K — ~

<

2 Ny,0,N Tr (@)

ABr—
— = NNT at
+ r(ayat) + M2

M

1
+ No™ M) fp + AVEGIN, (48)
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~ g - —
where 9, is defined in Eq. (34), 9y = 9y — (0y — i0y + iv(s)v), and the new field tensors are

ouv = 90y + 18, lou, pu] + ([0, o] — 4 > v) = hpuh® . (49)

The superscripts (?) and (1) denote the isospin. In Appendix 7.B, details about the tilde objects
(which are defined exactly above) are shown explicitly in terms of pion and background fields.

Next is a purely mesonic lagrangian:
1 1 ~ o~ 1
Limeson(v<4) = 5 Ou "¢+ ;f% Tr[0, U (9" U)"] + Zf% m2 Tr(U + Ut —2)
L e (o) — L vy,
) r(ouvpt”) — 4 v

1 gsp | M gEP*\ 1 2 2

2 42
+ (1+17pg5('b> mf)Tr(pHpV) — (1 + s 859 + K 857 ) m2¢?

M 23 M 4l M2
1 (+)pv L
+ — TI'(F H P;u/) + 3 fs V]w . (50)
29y 3
The v = 3 and v = 4 terms in Lyon(p<4) are important for describing the bulk

properties of nuclear many-body systems (Furnstahl etal., 1995; 1996; 1997). The only
manifest chiral-symmetry breaking is through the nonzero pion mass. It is well known that
there are other 7 = 4 terms involving pion-pion interactions. Since multiple pion interactions
and chiral-symmetry-violating terms other than the pion mass term are not considered, this
additional lagrangian is not shown here.

Finally, we have

1 — ~ ) = o V
Lnm(o—1) = qap N800 A% + BB, FCOM 4+ B3, FOM)N

— w1 Tr(F;(J) ") + wy Tr(ﬁyﬁvp(—)W) Y wsTr (gyi [ﬁv ) 1:(+)w} )
2 2

— 8pnm L;T Tr(pwjﬂ“/)
Mo

1 - =(+) €1 = -
+ o NN T (@ Fu) + o Ny N T,

C1p8p — _ e1080 — _
+ o NN T (Ef/ pw) + SN AN Vi (51)

Note that L (y—4) is not a complete list of all possible ¥ = 4 interaction terms. However, ,B(O)

and ﬁ(l) are used in the form factors of the nucleon’s vector current, w5 3 contribute to the
form factor of the pion’s vector current, and gy is used in the form factors that incorporate
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vector meson dominance (VMD).! Special attention should be given to the c1,€1,C1p, and
e, couplings, since they are the only relevant ¥ = 4 terms for NC photon production
(Serot & Zhang, 2011a;b).

The construction of these high-order terms, Ly ,(y—4) for example, is carried out by
exhaustion. Based on the various symmetry transformation rules, at a given order there
are a finite number of interaction terms, although the number can be big. For example, the
interaction terms involving two pions and only one nucleon at ¥ = 4 without chiral symmetry
breaking are (Ellis & Tang, 1998)

<
N9 N Tr (8;@4%) and other contractions of Lorentz indices,

N’yyi [5"21“’ , ﬁv] N and other contractions of Lorentz indices .

3.4 Introducing A resonances

The pathologies of relativistic field theory with spin-3/2 particles have been investigated
in the canonical quantization framework for some time. There are two kinds of problems:
one is the so-called Johnson-Sudarshan problem (Capri & Kobes, 1980; Hagen, 1971;
Johnson & Sudarshan, 1961); the other one is the Velo-Zwanzinger problem (Capri & Kobes,
1980; Singh, 1973; Velo & Zwanziger, 1969). It was realized in (Kobayashi & Takahashi,
1987) that the two problems may both be related to the fact that the classical equation of
motion, as the result of minimizing the action, fails to eliminate redundant spin components,
because the invertibility condition of the constraint equation is not satisfied all the time. For

example, in the Rarita-Schwinger formalism, the representation of the field is p*: (3,3) ®

((%,O) @ (0, %)) =1, HeG1)® (4,0 ®(0,3) (Weinberg, 1995b). It can be shown that the
spin-1/2 components are not dynamical in the free theory, which is generally not true after

introducing interactions. Another issue is about the so-called off-shell couplings, which have
the form -y, ¥, 9, ¥, @” Yu, and 8,4@” (still in the Rarita-Schwinger representation).

Recently, the problem has been investigated in a path-integral formalism in Ref. (Pascalutsa,
1998), where a gauge invariance is required for interactions. But this constraint conflicts
with the manifest nonlinear chiral-symmetry realization in chiral EFT. Subsequently,
in (Krebs etal., 2009; Pascalutsa, 2001), the authors realized that the commonly used
non-invariant interactions are related to gauge-invariant interactions by field redefinitions,
up to some contact interaction terms. Moreover, from the modern chiral EFT viewpoint,
it has been concluded (Krebs et al., 2010; Tang & Ellis, 1996) that the off-shell couplings are
redundant, since they lead to contributions to contact interactions without spin-3/2 degrees
of freedom. Furthermore, it has been proved that off-shell couplings with d;, changed to 5},
are also redundant, which makes the manifest realization of chiral symmetry possible with a
spin-3/2 particle.

However, the modern argument, which makes use of field redefinitions and gauge invariance
for the EFT, looks abstract. The whole argument is that the field redefinitions, constructed to
transform non-invariant terms to gauge-invariant terms, is applicable here, which requires us

1'VMD in QHD EFT has been discussed in detail in Ref. (Serot, 2007). We will discuss VMD for the form
factor of the transition current involving A and N.
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to be far away from the singularities of these transformations, i.e., to stay at low-energy and
in weak-field regions (Krebs et al., 2009). This leads us to give another interesting argument,
based directly on this assumption. In the Hamiltonian formalism, these two issues are
somewhat clarified,2 however the quantization of the EFT and hence Lorentz-invariance are
not straightforward. So we use the path-integral approach.

Let’s focus on the spin-3/2 propagator in the Rarita-Schwinger representation. First, we can
decompose the free propagator into different spin components:

Opv — —(}'5—{—711) ]/n/_l AV p}l,-)/v_pV,)/y B 2 [T
SE) = e |8 3T 32l P
1 3 1 1 1 1
—___+  p(3w_ (2)mv _ (3)uv
= ﬁ_erieP 2 \/§mP12 \/§mP21
2 1
i (Frmp", (52)

5 1 1 2

P = g — 2y 2ot = s (53)
(3)pv 1 1 (u,,V] 1 v

plaw _ Lo v L fu gy 4
1 37 3p2’Y Py 3P2p p (54)
(3)mv 1

Py = —p'p" + " ¥), 55
12 ﬁpz( Py + 2 p" p) (55)
(3)pv 1

Py¢ = Hp¥ — o pH ’ 56
21 \/gpz(PP 7' P) (56)
1

P = Ly (57)

p

By using the identities shown in Egs. (114) to (119) in Appendix 7.C, we can immediately write
down

0p) = pH__—1  pd)
SF(p) P2 ﬁ—m—}—ZGPZ
3 1 () 1 .G 3) 2 )| p(3
+pGH) —@PH —mpzl)JFPz(z)m(ﬁer)Pz(z) pizt)
= s03) 4 S0E (58)

2 In the perturbative calculation of EFT, the time-ordered free propagator defined in the Hamiltonian
formalism for a spin-3/2 particle always satisfies the constraint on the degrees of freedom. (Assume
we have a well defined Hamiltonian for the EFT.) For finite sums of the series of diagrams involving this
propagator, the constraint is always satisfied. Moreover, those off-shell terms when either contracted
to external legs or to the internal propagator of spin-3/2 degrees of freedom, give zero value. We may
conclude that they are redundant. However, it is not clear whether the two conclusions hold for infinite
sums. Moreover, as we know, the time-ordered propagator is not covariant, and leads to the difficulty
of understanding Lorentz-invariance.
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In principle, the decomposition shown in Eq. (58) should be obvious in the beginning, because
Lorentz-invariance is preserved. However the key is that only the spin-3/2 component has
pole structure, while the spin-1/2 components resemble contact vertices.

Furthermore, given certain interaction terms, we can carry out the calculation of the
self-energy insertion, as done in Ref. (Ellis & Tang, 1998), for example. Based on the same
argument as given above, the self-energy for renormalization should also be decomposed into
a diagonal form for the spin. The details are as follows. The self-energy of the A can be defined
as Xy = P Suv + 6Xyy. We see immediately that 6%,,,’s indices can only have a structure like
the products of (7, pu) x (Diracmatrices) x (v, py). Then we find

Y =3¢ 4% (59)
— p(%)ZAgP(%) 4+ pGLypGL)
+ P (28g +62)PGL) 4 PG (28¢ 4 6x)P(3) (60)

So, we can conclude that ¥ = p3/2)xAp(3/2) 4 p(3/2L)yp(3/21) = 5(3/2) 4 5(8/21) 1T the
proof, we make use of [P(3/ 2) , ZA} =0, [P(S/ 21) , ZA] = 0, because the only possible spin
structures of =2 are 1, p and 75 (parity violation), which commute with the two projection
operators. Then P(3/2)xA¢p(3/2L) — (0 and P/2)13A¢p(3/2) — 0. Also we make use of
Egs. (115) and (116), so we get P(3/2)52.P(3/2L) — ¢ and P(3/21)5zp(3/2) = 0.

Based on previous discussions, we can have the following renormalization of the spin-3/2
propagator:

Sp = (523 4§26y 1 (803) 4 UG Ly (n(3) 4 (359 £ 05y 4
= 503) 4 2B)n(ghe) (61)

D, 62)

So the renormalized propagator is decomposed into two different components: Sy = 51&3/2) +

S(F3/ 2L) The resonant contribution is S(F3/ 2) 52(3/2) + 52(3/2)2(3/ 2)51(:3/2)~ The background

contribution is S(F3/ . 52(3/2” + 52(3/ 2L)Z(3/ ZL)SI(S/ ZL). The renormalization shifts the

pole position of the resonant part. For the nonresonant part, as long as power counting
is valid, i.e, O(X/m) < 1, we are away from any unphysical pole in the renormalized

nonresonant part; [1 —O(X/m)] " never diverges. This also suggests that we will not
see the unphysical pole in the renormalized propagator, when working in the low-energy
perturbative region. Meanwhile, the argument helps to clarify the redundancy of the off-shell

couplings. We have seen that the self-energy due to these couplings does not contribute in the

renormalization of S(Fg/ 2). But it indeed changes the nonresonant part. However, the effect

is power expandable. So essentially it is the same as higher-order contact terms without the
A. This justifies the redundancy of these couplings. To ignore them in a way which does not
break chiral symmetry on a term-by-term basis, we can always associate the 0/ with 7 fields
so that it becomes 9. This indicates that those couplings having o or y* contracted with Ay can be
ignored without breaking manifest chiral symmetry.
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A few words on the singularity of 1/ pz are in order here. [See Egs. (52) to (57).] The whole
calculation is only valid in the low-energy limit, and in this limit we should not find any
diagrams with A’s that are far “off shell". Take pion scattering for example; we assume the
pion energy to be small, and hence p? is always roughly equal to the incoming nucleon’s
invariant mass. So the singularity in 1/p? should not be a problem in the low-energy theory
from a very general perspective.

3.5QHD with A

Consider first £ (7 < 3), which is essentially a copy of the corresponding lagrangian for the
nucleon as shown in Eq. (48):

i = A
L= Bu{e™, (0§ —hp f=ho ¥ —m+hsg)}) Ay, +haB, @5t}

_ Johp

_ fh,
) P A — % Ay Vo' AN

_ 48 B
— % ATyt AN + 51” MAMTr (@ @) . (63)
Here the sub- and superscriptsa, b = (£3/2,£1/2), and the isospin conventions and T matrix
have been discussed in Sec. 3.1.

To produce the N <+ A transition currents, we construct the following lagrangians (7 < 4):

Lanz=haA™" T8, Ny +C.C, (64)

ZC1A ZCSA
‘CA,N,background M Ay’YV75T+1AF( )FVN + —= M2 A ’)’ TJ”A(B F( v )NA

+ Mz A/\ ‘MVT'I'IA(a?\F( Juv )NA

— O B T A @ FM) Ny — S B, THAF TN,

ld7A

Evel Ayoy THA@ FEIWY, N, 4+ C.C., (65)

iC1Ap —a :
EA,N/p = WpAy YuvYs T;”Apl Ny —|— M A Y5 T*’A(a PpH)iNy

6Ap
MZ

It can be checked that the interaction terms respect all of the required symmetries. Terms
omitted from these lagrangians are either redundant or are not relevant to the transition
interaction involving N and A (at tree level). The construction of terms is by means of
exhausting all the possibilities. Here we give an example:

Ayou THA@MpM); N4 + C.C.. (66)

Auyo N PELD) = 2,7, ysNFCOW iF DA ys(yiy P — gy )N . (67)
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(+)

The preceding identity indicates that Z;%,T;r IAF, "N, differs from the cj5 coupling in

Eq. (65) by off-shell terms, which can be ignored.

Moreover, the terms in the lagrangian in Eq. (66) and the 1/g, coupling in Eq. (50) are
necessary for the realization of transition form factors using VMD. First, we make the
following definitions:

(D0, pa|VHF(AM)|N, A, pN) = T 20 (pa) F?/PEA)(CI) un(pn) - (68)

Based on the lagrangians given previously, formulas shown in Appendix 7.B, and the
definitions of currents in Eq. (21), we find (note that (Tw,ew‘"/5 o i0*Prys5)

2c 2 2c 2
F"(/” = 71?(1{1 ) (qa’)’y— Vfgw)’YS‘i‘ 73??1(2[7 ) (qmqﬂ —gqu)%
8c 2 .
6]\A/I(2q ) Cl’x‘ﬂwl‘h% ’
cin(g%) = cin + Cip 7 i=1,36 (69)
iA q iA 2 . qz % rr Yy

ap _ w q9*q" 2dop 4 ap 2y 2dan g w
Ty = hA<g” qz_m%>+ SV R S B vl U Sl

— 4]6[7? q“c"ig, , (70)
where /14 is from Eq. (64). Quite similar to the c;(4%), we can introduce axial-vector meson
[a1(1260)] exchange into the axial transition current, which leads to a structure for the d;5 (%)
that is similar to the vector transition current form factors. There is one subtlety associated
with the realization of /4 (g%): with our lagrangian, we have the pion-pole contribution
associated only with the &4 coupling, and all the higher-order terms contained in dh 4 (g?) =
ha(g%) — ha conserve the axial transition current. With the limited information about manifest
chiral-symmetry breaking, we ignore this subtlety and still use the form similar to the c14 (%)
to parameterize 1 4 (g?). The axial-vector meson couplings & Aa, and d;p,, are the combinations
of g4, (a1 and isovector axial-vector external field coupling strength) and the coupling strength
of the Aay N interaction. m1,, is the ‘mass’ of the meson. So we have

2

hA(qZ) = hA + hAal q2 j m2 7 (71)
a1
2
din(P) = dip + ding, q?-iimZ i—2,4,7. (72)
ay

To determine the coefficients in the transition form factors shown in Egs. (69), (71), and
(72), we need to compare ours with the conventional ones used in the literature. In
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Refs. (Graczyk et al., 2009; Herndndez et al., 2007) for example, the definition is

1 M 1 - Cg ap o U CX ap a M
(B, 5 lee+ N, =5) = talpa) § | 3 @ A= 4"7") + 55 (0-Pag™ —4"p))

cy
+ 1 (q-pn g™t — q”‘P”N)] Y5

s i "
+ |30 @A)+ 37 (@ pag™ —a"py)
A ¢t
+ C5g" + ]\/?2 ‘7”‘7“] }”(PN) : (73)

The basis given above is known to be complete. The determination of the couplings through
comparing our results with the conventional ones has been given in Ref. (Serot & Zhang,
2010). There we find that our meson dominance form factors are accurate up to Q* ~ 0.3 GeV*.
Moreover, CVC and PCAC can be easily checked for the transition currents. The details can
be found in Ref. (Serot & Zhang, 2010).

4. Application

In this section, we briefly discuss the weak production of pions from nucleons. We focus only
on two properties of the Feynman diagrams in this problem, including the G parity and the
current’s Hermiticity. Then we talk about the production from nuclei, in which A dynamics
is the key component (for both the interaction mechanism and the final state interaction of
the pion). This points out the importance of understanding the strong interaction, associated
with nuclear structure and A dynamics, in the study of the electroweak response of nuclei.
So it is necessary to have a framework that includes the two and also provides for efficient
calculations. The details of these subjects are presented in Refs. (Serot & Zhang, 2010) and
(Serot & Zhang, 2011a;b).

4.1 Weak production of pions from free nucleons

The relevant Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 1 for weak production of pions due to
(anti)neutrino scattering off free nucleons. The ‘C” in the figure stands for various currents
including the vector current, axial current, and baryon current, of which both CC and NC
are composed according to Sec. 2.2. The details about these diagrams can be found in
(Serot & Zhang, 2010). Here we begin with G parity. We use (N, B, 71, j|J#|N, A) to represent
the contribution of diagrams, where A" and ‘B” denote isospin-1/2 projections. From G parity,
we have
GAMG™! = —AlM,
GVH(J)G™H = VI (]}) .

By applying this to the current’s matrix elements, we get

(N,B,m,jl|A"|N,A) = (N,B, m,jl|A"|N,A), (74)
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>
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(a) (b) (©) (d) (e) (f)

Fig. 1. Feynman diagrams for pion production. Here, C stands for various types of currents
including vector, axial-vector, and baryon currents. Some diagrams may be zero for some
specific type of current. For example, diagrams (a) and (b) will not contribute for the
(isoscalar) baryon current. Diagram (e) will be zero for the axial-vector current. The
pion-pole contributions to the axial current in diagrams (a) (b) (c) (d) and (f) are included in
the vertex functions of the currents.

(N, B,70,j|V¥#(Jp)IN,A) = (N, B, 7,j|V(Jp) N, A) . (75)

Egs. (74) and (75) give a relation between a current’s matrix element involving nucleon states
and a matrix element involving antinucleon states. Because of the isospin symmetry, we can
define

(N, B,psi 0, j kel AW [N, A, p)

= 5]1513 ﬁ(Pf)r?ym(pf/ kTC; Pi, q)u(pl)

A

o Tk _

+l€1]-k <7> M(Pf)rgsym(pf/kn} PiIQ)“(Pi) : (76)
B

Vector currents can be decomposed in the same way. From crossing symmetry, we can see

(N,B,psim,j kx| A N, A, p;)

= =065 9(pi) Thym(—pi ks —p g, 4)0(py)
) TkT b
— l'e’l]-k (—? > Aﬁ(pi)rgsym(_pi/kn;_Pf/q)v(pf>
i _ T
= (5}(5? M(Pf) <_Crsyym<_pi/kﬂ;_pf/q)c> u(pi)

A
. g Tk _
— 1€ (i)B U(Pf) <_Crgs;;m(_l7izkn}—l9f,q>c> u(p;) . (77)
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In Eq. (77), the —% 7 appears because antiparticles furnish the complex conjugate
representation. (It is equivalent to the original representation.) C is the charge conjugation
matrix applied to a Dirac spinor, i.e., ©(x) = C(¢(x))T. By comparing Eq. (77) with Eq. (74),
we have the following constraint on the axial current’s matrix element:

T
—CT )y —Piskm —pf,4)C = (f%)sym(r)f, ki pin) - (78)

Similarly, we have the following constraint on vector current’s matrix element:

T
= CT )y oym—Piskni —p5,7)C = (I)r?msym(r?fr ki pirg) - 79

For the baryon current (N, B’, 7, j|J5|N,A) = (3 Tj)Bf} ﬁ(pf)l"g(pf,kn;pi,q)u(pi), G parity
indicates

= CT " (=pi ki =5 9)C = ~Th(ps ki piq) - o

Now we can see how adding a crossed diagram involving the A is necessary to satisfy G parity.
For example, let’s talk about the vector current’s matrix element. If we define it for diagrams
(a) and (b) in Fig. 1 as follows:

(VI)a = T, T3 4 T (pg ks pi )i (81)
(V) = TYTH A Thoss(p g ki pi, g) s (82)

Then by using Eq. (98), we get [here we include only diagram (a) and (b) contributions]

2
1—‘](la)sym - 3 (rgir (—1_) rgross> . (83)

By calculating the diagrams, it is straightforward to prove that

— CTeoss(—piskm —pf, 4)C = =Tl (pr ki piv 1) - (84)

This equation justifies the G parity of the vector current’s matrix elements. Other currents’
matrix elements can be justified in a similar way:.

Now we discuss the Hermiticity of the current. Let’s consider (N, rrout|J#|N, in):
(N, ps, 70, kn,out|JF|N, p;,in)" = (N, pi,in|J|N, pf, 7, ke, out)
# (N, pi,out|]+”|N, P T, Ky, in) . (85)
But how do we generally understand (i,in|O|f, out)? Naively, we would have the following:

(i,in|O|f,out) = (i|U(—00,0)U(0, t)o(t)U(t,0)U(0, +c0)|f)

= (i[To(t)expli [ atH (1)) (56)
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Here O and o(t) are the operators in the Heisenberg and interaction pictures. T is another type
of time ordering: TH;(t1)H(ty) = 0(to — t1)H(t1)Hy(t2) + 0(t1 — t2)Hy(t2)H(t1). Tt is easy
to realize that in momentum space, if we mirror the pole of the T defined Green’s function,
and apply (—) to the overall Green’s function, we get the T defined Green’s function. Second,
each interaction vertex in the (i,in|O|f,out) calculation differs from that of (i, out|O|f,in) by
a (—) sign. Third, since now all the poles are in the first and third quadrants in the complex
momentum plane, the corresponding loop integration differs from the normal loop integration
by a (—) sign! So, without a rigorous proof, we have that after calculating (i,out|O|f,in),
if we mirror all the poles relative to the real axis for the propagator and apply a phase
(—)(V*VO)”*L = (—)%~1 to it, then we get the corresponding (i,in|O|f,out). Here V,V,, I,
and L are the number of vertices in the graph, vertices in the operator O, internal lines, and
loops. For the current operator J#, V, = 1 and hence the phase is (+).

Now let’s proceed to see the consequence of the Hermiticity of J#(x = 0), i.e., J*T =] f :
(N, B, Pe Tk, out| Ji* |N, A, pi,in)*
= (N, A, p;, in|]l.” IN, B, P 7, ], ko, out)
= (N, A, p;,out|]'|N,B, Pe T ke, in) | pm

= 6780 (N, A, pi, 0, j', ke, out| J'*|N, B, ps,in) | pm . (87)

Here |, indicates poles are mirrored with respect to the real axis. In the following, we
decompose the general current matrix element into symmetric and antisymmetric parts, as
we did in in Eq. (76):

(N,B,pf, 70,j, kn,out|J*|N, A, pj,in)*

C o /TNB
= 6168 u(pi)Thym(pr ks piq)ulpys) — i€} ({)A (pi) Thsym (P ks piq)ulpys) . (88)
Here, T = 7T, Meanwhile, Eq. (87) can be rewritten as

(N, A, pi, 70, i, —kr,out| J'F [N, B, p, in)| pm 8iird/

= 5poll

808 u(pi)Chym (pi, —krs pp, —q)u(py)

B
k
Lo T _
+l€1j’k (2> u(pi)rgsym(pir_kn;pf’_q)u(pf)
A e

= (5{(55 ﬂ(pi)Télym(Pi/ —kr; pfr _q)u(pf) ‘pm

. ik T\ B
+ Zei] <Ek)A u(pi>rgsym(pi' —k;pg, _‘7)“<Pf)|pm . (89)

If we compare Eq. (88) with Eq. (89), we see the Hermiticity constraint is

A e O L 0
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Now let’s focus on the constraint on diagrams (a) and (b) in Fig. 1. We can check by calculating
diagrams:

Tgir(pf'kﬁ;pi/ q) = r?ross(Pi/ —k7; P —Q)|pm . (91)

We can choose kinematics where no poles and cuts arise, i.e., there is no phase shift, and
then test the constraint without [,,. The preceding observation, with Eq. (83) taken into
account, leads to the satisfaction of the constraint in Eq. (90). The Hermiticity of the baryon
current can be studied in a similar way, and hence is not shown explicitly here. Moreover, it is
interesting to see that the higher-order contact terms satisfy the requirements due to G parity
and Hermiticity on a term-by-term basis.

4.2 Weak production of pions from nuclei, A dynamics

With the development of neutrino-oscillation experiments, precise knowledge about the
neutrino (antineutrino)-nuclei scattering cross sections is needed for the understanding of the
experiments’ background. Take MiniBooNE (Aguilar-Arevalo et al., 2009; 2010), for example;
the median energy of the neutrino (antineutrino) beam is around 0.6 (0.5) GeV, and the
high-energy tail extends up to 2 GeV. In this regime, the A is the most important resonance for
the interaction mechanism, except in the very low-energy region. Therefore, to understand
pion production, we need to study A dynamics in the nucleus. This subject has been
extensively discussed in the nonrelativistic framework (Hirata et al., 1976; Horikawa et al.,
1980; Oset & Salcedo, 1987), and it has also been initiated in the relativistic framework in
(Herbert et al., 1992; Wehrberger et al., 1989; Wehrberger & Wittman, 1990; Wehrberger, 1993).
It is shown that the A width increases in the normal nuclear medium, since new decay
channels are opened, like AN — NN, for example. The real part of the A’s self-energy has
also been studied. From the lagrangian in Eq. (63), we can see that the two parameters hs and
hy in the lagrangian are important.3 However, the information in (Boguta, 1982; Kosov et al.,
1998; Wehrberger et al., 1989; Wehrberger, 1993) is still limited. In (Serot & Zhang, 2011a;b),
we have realized that these A-meson couplings are responsible for the A’s spin-orbit coupling
in the nucleus, and based on this we provide some information about the couplings from this
new perspective.

Meanwhile, the A dynamics is also strongly correlated with the pion dynamics in the
nuclear medium, and hence is important for understanding the pion’s final state interactions,
especially in the energy regime of these neutrino-oscillation experiments.

5. Summary

In this work, we have studied EW interactions in QHD EFT. First, we discuss the EW
interactions at the quark level. Then we include EW interactions in QHD EFT by using
the background-field technique. The completed QHD EFT has a nonlinear realization of
SU(2)p ® SU(2)gr ® U(1)p (chiral symmetry and baryon number conservation), as well as
realizations of other symmetries including Lorentz-invariance, C, P, and T. Meanwhile,
as we know, chiral symmetry is manifestly broken due to the nonzero quark masses; the
P and C symmetries are also broken because of weak interactions. All these breaking
patterns are parameterized in a general way in the EFT. Moreover, we have included the

3 h, should not play an important role in normal nuclei with small asymmetry.
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A resonance as manifest degrees of freedom in our QHD EFT. This enables us to discuss
physics at the kinematics where the resonance becomes important. As a result, the effective
theory uses hadronic degrees of freedom, satisfies the constraints due to QCD (symmetries
and their breaking pattern), and is calibrated to strong-interaction phenomena. (The EW
interaction of individual hadrons, like the transition currents discussed in this work, need to
be parameterized.) So this effective field theory satisfies the three listed points laid out in the
Introduction.

The technical issues that arise when introducing the A in the EFT need to be emphasized
here. It has been proven that the general EFT with conventional interactions has no redundant
degrees of freedom (Krebs et al., 2009). (Unphysical degrees of freedom have been considered
in the canonical quantization scheme as the reason for pathologies in field theory with
high-spin fields.) However, the proof rests on the work of (Pascalutsa, 1998), which claims that
gauge invariance could eliminate the redundant degrees of freedom. Here, we have provided
another perturbative argument about this issue, which indicates that as long as we work in
the low-energy and weak-field limit, the unphysical degrees of freedom do not show up. This
condition is satisfied in the EFT. Throughout the argument, we do not need to make use of the
gauge-invariance requirement. And in this way, we can easily see the redundancy of off-shell
interactions, which has also been rigorously addressed in (Krebs et al., 2010). Moreover, the
argument can be easily generalized to other high-spin fields.

To appreciate the importance of the symmetries realized in QHD EFT, we have discussed the
currents’ matrix elements in pion production from nucleons. The calculation and results are
detailed in (Serot & Zhang, 2010). Here, we first briefly mention the consequence of chiral
symmetry (and its breaking), i.e., CVC and PCAC. These two principles provide important
constraints on the EW interactions at the hadronic level. The G parity is then studied for pion
production. This provides another constraint on the analytical structure of matrix elements.
Meanwhile, it also points out the importance of including cross diagrams involving the A.
When combining the A’s contribution in the s and u channels, the full result respects G
parity. Moreover, the constraint due to the Hermiticity of current operators is explored. It is
important to notice that other contact terms respect all these constraints. So, it is necessary to
have a theoretical framework that satisfies these constraints. The QHD EFT, with symmetries
included, clearly provides such a framework.

However, the calibration of a model on the hadronic level does not guarantee its success
at the nuclear level. To study EW interactions in nuclei, we clearly have to understand
how the nucleons are bound together to form nuclei. QHD has been applied extensively to
this kind of problem (Serot & Walecka, 1986; 1997), and the recently developed chiral QHD
EFT has also been tested in the nuclear many-body problem (Furnstahl et al., 1997). The
mean-field approximation is understood in terms of density functional theory (Kohn, 1999),
and hence the theory calibrated to nuclear properties includes many-body correlations beyond
the Hartree approximation. Moreover, the power counting of diagrams in terms of O(k/M)
(k can be the Fermi momentum, mean-field strength, or other dimensional quantities) in the
many-body calculations has also been studied in this framework with the justification that
titted parameters are natural (Hu et al., 2007; McIntire et al., 2007). This enables us to discuss
the EW interactions order-by-order in the nuclear many-body system using QHD EFT.

As mentioned before, we have initiated the study of weak production of pions due to neutrino
and antineutrino scattering off nuclei in this framework (Serot & Zhang, 2010; 2011a;b).
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Moreover, we also studied the production of photons, in which the conservation of the EM
current is clearly crucial. The discussion of power counting has been presented in these
references. Furthermore, we should also anticipate the importance of A dynamics modified in
nuclei. It has been studied in the nonrelativistic framework, but just started in the relativistic
framework. The study indicates that the A decay width increases at normal nuclear density
because the reduced pion-decay phase space is more than compensated by the opening of
other decay channels. But a detailed discussion on this is still needed. The real part of the
A self-energy is still unclear. As we pointed out, the hs and h, couplings in Eq. (63) play
important roles, but there are still limited constraints on them. (Some constraints have been
gained from an equation of state perspective, and others come from electron scattering.) As
we realized in (Serot & Zhang, 2011a;b), the phenomenologically fitted spin-orbit coupling of
the A in the nucleus may shed some light on this issue. Clearly, more efforts are needed to
study A dynamics, which in the meantime is closely related to pion dynamics in the nuclear
many-body system.
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7. Appendix
A. Isospin indices, T matrices

Suppose f are the generators of some (ir)reducible representation of SU(2); then it is easy to
prove that (0 = —e~ ")

~—1

Fr=51s . (92)

(—fT) i]. - ikfkl ZSVZ]. = ?ij Je., —f =

|

Here the superscript T denotes transpose. This equation justifies the use of ¢ as a metric
linking the representation and the equivalent complex-conjugate representation. One easily
finds for D(3/2), D(l), and D(l/z),

0001 00 0-1
b | 00-10 - o010 )
0100]"’ “~1o-100 |’
10 0 0 1000
00-1 00-1
si=1010|, si=010 |, (94)
~10 0 ~10 0

g [01 - (01
s (00, (). .
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We now turn to the T matrices. As discussed in Sec. 3.1,

; 3 1 .
Tl;ll- iA = <§/a’1/ EIZIA> ’

(96)
1. .3
It is easy to prove the following relations (here 7! is a Pauli matrix):
Tl T = S]i + iE]l:ka ; 97)
NP e ptiB_3i5B_ 1. B
THA T, =8P, (99)

Here Plj is a projection operator that projects H1/2) @ HO) onto HB/2),
A few words about E;k are in order here. We have the following transformations of pion fields:

i I

T :nuli here,i = +1,0,-1; I=xy,z,
;1 0 i
V2’
(7t 7% nt) = (¥, ¥, ) | g ZE (100)
2
010
Under such transformations,
¢k = ub u]} 11<<€1]K = det(ui)eijk = —jelik

=

S _ {_i, if ijk = +1,0,-1; (101)

—idp, ifijk=P(+1,0,—1).

Here Jp is the phase related with the P permutation. It is 4+ (—) with an even (odd) number
of permutations. To simplify the notation, we will ignore the tilde on 6 and € in other places.

B. Expansion of tilde objects

Here we show some details about Z7y, ﬁy, Fﬁ[) and others, which are needed for understanding
electroweak interactions in QHD EFT. The pion-decay constant is f; ~ 93 MeV.

Ti . 7T 0 7T

Tr(—[U ,o*Ut)) ~ 2ielk L ZE7% 102
(2 [ 1) T (102)
i ; Oyt

Tr(—{U,o"Uu’}) ~ —2i , (103)
2 fr
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g' C + C C ~ T (104)
¢ T Tt ijk 7t
Lo el n ekl 1
R LR (105)
- 1 ik 5 G T ik T Tk (106)
’UV ~ Ee 7-(] ‘uﬂ'kE Vlyz ?Ealy,
~ Ti ik ] Tk
ay ~ —ay 7t —i—aw > + €'l £ Vin (107)
T
_ ik
— — Oyt a+e”k]Tkv]— HV)
< |: ,u 2 v o 2 w (‘u )
+ background interference terms, (108)
v = 01y + 18, lou , pv] +i([Op, o] — < v), (109)
fL]/lV +fR]/”/ — za[yvv} - ZZ[VF y VV] - Zl[aﬂ ’ a]/] ’ (110)
fLyv - fRyu = _2a[yav] +2i[Vy ,av] + 2i[ay vl (111)
F;j) A 20[,vy] + 2eijk i Z‘ d[,a;y] + background interference, (112)
F;SV) —20,2,) — 2€l]k a[y iv] 1+ background interference. (113)
fn

C. Properties of projection operators in the spin-3/2 propagator

We have properties about these spin projectors:

(P (P un = oo (P, (114)
ypid) = p#y =0, (115)
P"P,SU%) = P;EE)PV =0. (116)

Based on the above identities, we can prove that

1 1
PGy pl) i plz) =1, (117)
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P2 4 p2) = pih), (118)
3 1 1
P, 4] = [pl(f), 4 - {Pz(;), 4 ~0. (119)
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