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Erratum

Massive spin-1 field chiral Lagrangian
from an extended Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model of QCD
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We present here the corrected abnormal intrinsic parity
couplings of vector and axial-vector mesons to pions and
photons up to O(p3) in the ENJL model as defined in [1].
As explained there, one needs to subtract a non-chirally
covariant polynomial in external sources in order to ob-
tain the anomalous chiral currents that couple to vectors
and axial-vectors from the Wess-Zumino action in (4.1) of
[1]. We found some errata in the procedure of subtracting
some of these non-chirally covariant polynomials. In [2],
it was presented a more compact way of subtracting these
polynomials. We use it here. The corrected result for the
abnormal intrinsic parity couplings in the ENJL model
defined in [1] is
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The usual Hidden Gauge Symmetry model defined in
[3] implies the choice of a value for gA. So that, HGS model
results can differ from ENJL results if one uses another
value for gA. In fact, as we see below, it might be that
the HGS model choices are incompatible with the ENJL
results. For instance,
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is only true in the ENJL model for gA = 1, and the ratio
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which is no fulfilled for any value of gA.
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