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At the TeV scale, low-energy precision observations of neutron characteristics provide unique
probes of novel physics. Precision studies of neutron decay observables are susceptible to beyond
the Standard Model (BSM) tensor and scalar interactions, while the neutron electric dipole moment,
d,, also has high sensitivity to new BSM CP-violating interactions. To fully utilize the potential of
future experimental neutron physics programs, matrix elements of appropriate low-energy effective
operators within neutron states must be precisely calculated. We present results from the QCDSF/
UKQCD/CSSM Collaboration for the isovector charges gr, g4 and gy of the nucleon, ¥ and E
baryons using lattice QCD methods and the Feynman-Hellmann theorem. We use a flavor sym-
metry breaking method to systematically approach the physical quark mass using ensembles that
span five lattice spacings and multiple volumes. We extend this existing flavor-breaking expansion
to also account for lattice spacing and finite volume effects in order to quantify all systematic
uncertainties. Our final estimates of the nucleon isovector charges are gr = 1.010(21),,(12)y5, 94 =

1.253(63) (41)Sys and gg = 1.08(21),,(03)
the MS scheme.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Historically nuclear and neutron beta decays have
played an important role in determining the vector-axial
(V-A) structure of weak interactions and in shaping the
Standard Model (SM). However, more recently, neutron
and nuclear f-decays can also be used to probe the
existence of beyond the Standard Model (BSM) tensor
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renormalized, where appropriate, at u =2 GeV in

and scalar interactions. The interaction of the W boson
with the neutron and proton during neutron f-decay is
proportional to the matrix element of flavor-changing
vector and axial-vector currents between the initial
neutron state and final proton state, with coupling
constants g,/gy = 1.2756(13) [1]. It has been identified
that the potential existence of BSM tensor and scalar
couplings would provide additional contributions to
neutron f-decay [2]. These new BSM contributions are
proportional to analogous matrix elements of flavor-
changing tensor or scalar operators. To gain sensitivity
to these effects the majority of previous and proposed
neutron beta decay studies aim to determine one or more
of the correlation coefficients included in the differential
decay rate for a beam of polarized neutrons [2],
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where 6, is the neutron spin, p, is the momentum of the
electron and p, is the momentum of the neutrino with
energies E, and E,, respectively, and E, is the endpoint
energy of the electron. In the SM, & = G2V2 (1 + 32%),
where A= g,/gy is the ratio of the axial-vector and
vector coupling constants and G is the Fermi constant.
The neutron decay observables include, a, the neutrino-
electron correlation coefficient, b, the Fierz interference
term, A, the beta asymmetry, and B, the neutrino
asymmetry. Within the SM, the correlation coefficients
a, A and B depend solely on the ratio of the axial-vector
and vector coupling constants, 4 = g,/gy. However the
parameter, b, is included to account for the case of
the hypothetical scalar or tensor couplings in addition
to the (V-A) interaction of the SM. Many experiments
are underway worldwide with the aim to improve the
precision of measurements of these neutron decay observ-
ables, two importantly being the neutrino asymmetry B [3],
and the Fierz interference term b [4,5]. The parameter b has
linear sensitivity to BSM physics through [6]

BSM = 1+ 322 [gses — 12Agrer]
~ 0.34gs€s - 5.22g7"€7", (2)
bYM = 11322 [9sesA — dAgrer(1 + 22)]
~ 0.44g5e5 — 4.85g7¢7, (3)

where ey and eg are the new-physics effective couplings
and gr and gy are the tensor and scalar nucleon isovector
charges. Here 2™ is a correction term to the neutrino
asymmetry correlation coefficient, B, and b®M is an
addition to the Fierz interference term b in Eq. (1). Data
taken at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is currently
looking at probing scalar and tensor interactions at the
<1073 level [7]. However to fully assess the discovery
potential of experiments at the 1073 level it is crucial to
identify existing constraints on new scalar and tensor
operators.

Another quantity of interest is the neutron electric dipole
moment (EDM), which is a measure for CP violation. In
extensions of the Standard Model quarks acquire an
EDM through the interaction of the photon with the tensor
current [8]. The contribution of the quark EDMs, d,, to the
EDM of the neutron, d,, is related to the quark tensor
charges, g%, by [9-11]

dn = dugaTl =+ ddg?" =+ dsgé" (4)

Here d,, d;, d,, are the new effective couplings which
contain new CP-violating interactions at the TeV scale.
The current experimental data gives an upper limit on the
neutron EDM of |d,| < 1.8 x 107%6¢ cm [12]. In calculat-
ing the tensor charges and knowing a bound on d,, we
are able to constrain the couplings, d,, and hence BSM
theories.

In recent years there has been an increase in interest
from lattice QCD Collaborations in calculating the axial,
scalar and tensor isovector charges due to their importance
in interpreting the results of many experiments and phe-
nomena mediated by weak interactions [13—-19]. The
QCDSF/UKQCD/CSSM Collaborations have an ongoing
program investigating various hadronic properties using the
Feynman-Hellmann theorem [20-27]. Here we extend this
work to a dedicated study of the nucleon tensor, scalar and
axial charges. We discuss a flavor symmetry-breaking
method to systematically approach the physical quark
mass. We then extend this existing flavor-breaking expan-
sion to also account for lattice spacing and finite volume
effects to quantify systemic uncertainties. Finally, we look
at the potential impact of our results on measurements of
the Fierz interference term and the neutron EDM.

II. SIMULATION DETAILS

For this work we use gauge field configurations that have
been generated with Ny =2+ 1 flavors of dynamical
fermions, using the tree-level Symanzik improved gluon
action and nonperturbatively O(a) improved Wilson fer-
mions [28]. In our simulations, we have kept the bare
average quark mass, m = (m, + my + my)/3, held fixed
approximately at its physical value, while systematically
varying the quark masses around the SU(3) flavor sym-
metric point, m, = m,; = my, to extrapolate results to the
physical point [29]. We also have degenerate u and d quark
masses, m, = my; = m;. The coverage of lattice spacings
and pion masses is represented graphically in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1. Lattice ensembles that are used in this work charac-

terized by pion mass, m,, and lattice spacing, a. The horizontal
lines represent the physical pion and kaon masses and the
continuum limit occurs as a — 0.
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TABLE 1. Details of lattice ensembles used in this work.

ﬂ a (fm) Volume (Klighthstrange) my mg (MCV)

5.40 0.082 323 x 64 (0.119930, 0.119930) 408 408
(0.119989, 0.119812) 366 424
(0.120048, 0.119695) 320 440
(0.120084, 0.119623) 290 450

5.50 0.074 32° x 64 (0.120900, 0.120900) 468 468"
(0.121040, 0.120620) 357 505"
(0.121095, 0.120512) 315 526"

5.50 0.074 32° x 64 (0.120950, 0.120950) 403 403
(0.121040, 0.120770) 331 435
(0.121099, 0.120653) 270 454

5.65 0.068 483 x 96 (0.122005, 0.122005) 412 412
(0.122078, 0.121859) 355 441

(0.122130, 0.121756) 302 457

(0.122167, 0.121682) 265 474

643 x 96 (0.122197, 0.121623) 220 485

5.80 0.059 483 x96 (0.122810, 0.122810) 427 427
(0.122880, 0.122670) 357 456
(0.122940, 0.122551) 280 477

5.95 0.052 48% x 96 (0.123411, 0.123558) 468 395
(0.123460, 0.123460) 418 418
(0.123523, 0.123334) 347 451

*Ensembles with a different value of m, further from the
physical m. The uncertainty on the pseudoscalar masses is
between 1-3 MeV.

Further information about these ensembles is presented in
Table I and Appendix A, Table VII. We have five lattice
spacings, a = 0.082, 0.074, 0.068, 0.059, 0.052 fm [30],
enabling an extrapolation to the continuum limit as well as
three lattice volumes, 323 x 64, 483 x 96 and 64° x 96,
allowing an extension to the flavor-breaking expansion,
which describes the quark mass dependence of the matrix
elements, to also account for lattice spacing and finite volume
effects. We also use a bootstrapping resampling technique to
compute all statistical uncertainties in our study.

In order to compare with existing results in the literature
we use the renormalization constants given in Table II.
Table II summarizes the renormalization constants at each
value of f after chiral and continuum extrapolation across

TABLE II. Renormalization constants at each value of f after
chiral and continuum extrapolation across multiple masses with

conversion from RI'“MOM to MS at y = 2 GeV [31,32].

B zys s Zy

5.40 0.9637(23) 0.7034(48) 0.8671(77)
5.50 0.9644(49) 0.7046(89) 0.8693(38)
5.65 0.9684(54) 0.7153(86) 0.8754(19)
5.80 0.9945(11) 0.6709(23) 0.8913(49)
5.95 0.9980(42) 0.6683(94) 0.8983(43)

multiple masses with conversion from RI'-MOM to MS at
1 =2 GeV. The renormalization constants are calculated
following the method in Ref. [31] and the results first
appeared in Ref. [32].

III. THE FEYNMAN-HELLMANN THEOREM

The Feynman-Hellmann (FH) theorem is used to calcu-
late hadronic matrix elements in lattice QCD through
modifications to the QCD Lagrangian. The expression
for the FH theorem in the context of field theory is [20]

OEy () 1 < EX

—|\H 4
(u\ p> 5)

where S is a modified action of our theory so that it depends
on some parameter 4, S — S(4) and Ey ,(p) is the energy
of a hadron state, H. This result relates the derivative of the
total energy to the expectation value of the derivative of the
action with respect to the same parameter.

= = H, p
0A 2Ep ()

A. Application and implementation
Consider the following modification to the action of our
theory,
S-S+ 0. (6)

Then the FH theorem as shown in Eq. (5), provides a
relationship between an energy shift and a matrix element
of interest,

0Ey ,(P) _ 1
04 |0 2Eu(p)

(H,p|OH.p).  (7)

Importantly, the right-hand side is the standard matrix
element of the operator O inserted on the hadron, H, in the
absence of any background field. In lattice calculations, we
modify the action in Eq. (6), then examine the behavior of
hadron energies as the parameter A changes, and finally
extract the above matrix element from the slope at A = 0.

In order to calculate the tensor, axial and scalar charges
of a baryon, the extra terms we add to the QCD action are

ST -85+ C;y/lz Q(X)GW}/SQ(X), (8)
Sa = S+ q(x)y,rsq(x), 9)
Ss = S+ _q(x)q(x). (10)

where we will take the case of each quark flavor, g,
separately, Q’L,, é’ﬁ are the phase factors and there are four
choices of ¢ and v. The phase factors chosen here are
(la=Ch=1, ¢ =1iand { =1, {} =i The tensor,
axial and scalar charges are related to the baryon matrix
elements of the same operators:
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N I .2
<p,s|7',w|p,s> = _l%(s,upv - sl/pﬂ)g?V
(p,5|A,|p.s) = 2is,q4.

(P.5|S]p.5) = 2mygs, (11)

where 7, = go,,v59, A, = qr,ysq and S = gq [33]. In
our simulations, we have chosen y = 3, v =4 and p = 0,

(0,57 34]0.5) = 2mglo.
(6, 5| A5 0, 5) = 2imgto,
(0.,5/8]0,5) = 2myg?, (12)

where, o = +£1, is the spin of the baryon polarized in the z
direction.! Hence the FH theorem in Eq. (7) for the tensor
and axial charges gives

OEf|

oE;
EYR A =dr.a;

—4 = —g! 13
EYR 97,45 (13)

where we have dropped the, H, subscript as from now on
we are only dealing with baryon states and E*/~ denotes
the baryon energy with spin up/down in the z direction in
the presence of a tensor or axial background field [Egs. (8)
and (9)] with strength A. For small values of 4, the energy is
therefore given by

E; = Ey £ g%, + O(X). (14)

We have related the change in energy of the hadron state to
the spin contribution from the quark flavor g. Alternatively,
due to the combination of £/, the spin-down state with
positive 1 is equivalent to the energy shift of the spin-up
state with negative A. For the scalar we simply have

o;
04 A=0

— 4
= gy,

Here the insertion is on the quark flavor ¢. For example, we
use the perturbed propagator for the d-quark in the proton
to get the d-quark contribution to the nucleon isovector
charge. The nucleon isovector charges are then given by the
difference between the up- and down-quark contributions,

9?,_15 =97a5~ Q%A,s- (16)

Here we only insert the operator into the propagators used
in the quark-line connected contributions; there are no
quark-line disconnected terms considered here as they
cancel in the case u —d. To improve the precision of

1 . . . - e
Our spin vector is given by s(p) = (i°£.5(p)), where
5(p) = é + £~ p, with quantization axis 7 where & = omii,

m(E+m)
6 ==+1and s> = —m?. Forourcase we have y = 3, v =4, p =
0 and 7 = &;. Therefore, s3 = omes, s, = 0 and py = im.

our results we can take advantage of the fact that we are
only interested in energy changes due to changes in 4,
specifically the change in energy around the point A = 0,
with respect to the unperturbed energy. We consider two
correlation functions, one calculated at A = 0 and the other
at some finite value of A. If we take the ratio of these two
quantities, we find

Ci(t) larée te—(El—E)t£|A1|2
C(1) E; |AP

(17)

The exponential dependence on ¢ now contains the differ-
ence in energies between the unperturbed energy and the
energy at some A. C and C; are both measured on the same
configurations, so both will have correlated noise. Using
this ratio to determine energy differences has the advantage
that the noise will largely cancel, leaving to a more reliable
energy shift. We can also constrain our fit function to pass
through zero by construction as there is no difference in
energies at 4 = 0.

The extraction of hadron matrix elements in lattice
QCD demands careful attention to contamination from
excited states. Excited-state contamination has an impact
on the study of standard baryon three-point functions
due to the presence of weak signal-to-noise behavior at
large Euclidean times. Various techniques are used to
address excited-state contamination, one of which is the
variational method. The variational method has been
widely successful in spectroscopy investigations [34—40],
and has also found application in the analysis of hadronic
matrix elements [41-46]. Another popular method is the
“two-exponential fit” and ‘“summation” methods seen in
Refs. [45-51]. A summary of these methods as well as a
comparison between them can be seen in Ref. [52]. Since
in this investigation hadron energies are extracted from
two-point functions, control of excited state contamination
in the Feynman-Hellmann is simplified compared to
standard three-point analyses. For example Fig. 2 shows

1.01 ¢ 2=0.00005
¥ A=0.00001

H
. HHH

0 5 10 15 20
at

aAEeff//\
o
o

FIG. 2. Proton effective mass for the ratio [Eq. (17)] divided by
A, for the down quark at two different values of A, calculated at
a =0.068 fm, (k;,x,) = (0.122167,0.121682) for the tensor.
The points have been offset slightly for clarity.
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FIG. 3. Proton effective mass for the ratio [Eq. (17)] for the up quark at A = 0.00005, for spin down in the tensor (a) and the axial

(b) with the scalar results show in (c), calculated at a = 0.068 fm, (x;, x;) = (0.122167,0.121682). The blue bar graph shows the
weight of each fit result for the value of 7,,;,. The horizontal (red) band is the weighted-average value, where the band includes the

combined statistical and systematic uncertainty.

the effective energy shift for the ratio [Eq. (17)] divided by
A for the down quark at two different values of . In Fig. 2
we see a plateau in the effective mass indicating a clear
region where the ground state can be isolated.

IV. WEIGHTED-AVERAGING METHOD

The dependency of the fits on the time ranges used is a
source of systematic uncertainty. To address these issues,
we use a weighted-averaging method on the fit results to
limit the impact of the fit window selection. The weighted
averaging method we use is a simplified variation of that
outlined in detail in Ref. [53] and has similarities to that
proposed in Ref. [54]. We proceed by determining the
energy shifts, AE = E; — E, by fitting the ratio of per-
turbed to unperturbed correlation functions using Eq. (17)
for a variety of different Euclidean time fit windows. The
largest time slice employed in each fit for each ensemble
and operator is fixed to be the last time slice before the
signal is lost due to statistical noise. For example, in Fig. 2
this would be chosen to be f,,, &~ 17. The start of the fit
range, Iy, is varied between 7, ,, = 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 for
ensembles with f = 5.40, 5.50, 5.65, 5.80, 5.95, respec-
tively and up to the largest value of t,;, such that no less
than four time slices are used in a fit. By adjusting the
minimum time of the fit range, t,,;,, based on the lattice
spacing of each ensemble, we are ensuring that each fit
starts at an earlier scale. In the following we refer to the
value of AE for a single fit, f, as E/. Each fit result is then
assigned a weight,

Ef)~2
W= PO (18)
> pp(6EN)™

where f labels the choice of fit range specified by 7.,
for a fixed axs Pf = F(Nd.o.f./27)(2/2)/F<Nd.o.f./2) is the
p-value of the fit and SE/ is the uncertainty in the energy
shift, E/, for fit f. Taking a weighted average of the N fit

findings, E/, provides the final estimate of the energy shift,
E, and associated uncertainty SE,

N
E = Z w/ET,
f=1
N
SgaE* = Z Wf(éEf)2’
=

EZ

I
.MZ

5sys Wf(Ef - E>2’

1

O = /B> + 6, .

The total error SE describes the combined statistical
uncertainty on E plus the systematic uncertainty arising
from the choice of fit range. The separating of this error into
SquE and Sy E only partially separates statistical and
systematic uncertainties because 8y, E includes statistical
errors plus systematic uncertainties related to fluctuations
among the SE’. The final estimate, E, provides an estimate
of the energy of the hadron with reduced systematic bias
arising from choice of fit window. Figure 3 shows the
proton effective energy shift for the ratio [Eq. (17)], using
the standard definition of an effective mass. The final
estimate of the energy shift, E, when using the weighted-
averaging method is indicated by the red band. Figure 3
also includes a bar graph for the weights assigned to each
fit value.

<~
Il

(19)

V. DETERMINATION OF MATRIX ELEMENTS

A. Feynman-Hellman method

Now that we have a procedure for reliably determining
the energy shifts, we are now in a position to determine AE
at multiple values of 4 for a fixed ensemble and operator. In
Fig. 4 we plot the calculated proton energy shifts AE for

094511-5
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FIG. 4. Proton energy shift, AE = E, — E, for different parameter values, with a linear fit, where the red and blue bands show the
statistical errors associated with the fitted parameters. Calculated at a = 0.068 fm, (k;,«,) = (0.122167,0.121682). Results for the

tensor (a), axial (b) and scalar (c) operators.

each value of A for the a =0.068 fm ensemble with
(k;, k) = (0.122167,0.121682). Figure 4(a) shows results
for the tensor operator, while Fig. 4(b) shows those for
the axial operator. Now performing a linear fit to Eq. (14)
and extracting the slope we obtain the following results,
g% = 0.822(27), ¢4 =-0.263(25), g% = 0.814(56) and
g4 = —0.316(26), with the tensor results, renormalized at
u =2 GeV in the MS scheme using the renormalization
factors given in Table II. Similarly for the scalar charge, in
Fig. 4(c) we perform a linear fit to Eq. (15) and by extracting
the slope we find, g% = 4.03(29) and ¢¢ = 3.04(17), again
renormalized at 4 = 2 GeV in the MS scheme. The above
process has been repeated for all quark masses on each of the
lattice spacings as well as for the Z and = baryons. The results
can been found in Appendix B, in Tables XIII, IX, and X.

B. Two-exponential fit method

Here we compare the FH method results to the popular
“two-exponential fit” method using three point functions.

8
FH
2-exp fit
U T i} |
- toep = 14
YEESSTEnET
= =TT
~ooeL
LS gz=s
BV | ‘
= I e I
& [
3t ¥ [ ‘
2 246 8 10 12 14 16
7 for 3-pt, ¢ for 2-pt
FIG. 5. Graph of g§ extracted using the FH method shown by

the red points and shaded band compared with the result using the
two-exponential fit method, calculated at a = 0.068 fm,
(k;,k¢) = (0.122167,0.121682). The black, orange and blue fits
correspond to the two-exponential fit function constructed and
the purple shaded area corresponds to the g parameter extracted
from the two-exponential fit.

This is undertaken by expanding the two-point and
three-point functions to the second energy state and
fitting to obtain the parameters of interest. The process
for the two-exponential fit is to fit the two-point cor-
relator over a sink time range in which the two-state
initial fit assumption is justified. Then using these
extracted parameters in the fit to the three-point correlator
using a 7 range that also satisfies a two-state initial fit
assumption. A detailed treatment of the two-exponential
fit is given in, for example, Ref. [52]. Figure 5 shows a
comparison of the result for g§ extracted using the FH
method (red band) and the result using the two-expo-
nential fit method (purple band). The red points come
from a fixed A value, similar to that shown in Fig. 2,
whereas the red band comes from performing a linear fit
to Eq. (14) and extracting the slope. We can see that the
results using the FH method is in excellent agreement
with the standard three-point analysis.

Now that we have the quark contributions for mul-
tiple lattice ensembles, in the next section we shall use a
SU(3) flavor symmetry breaking method to extrapolate
results for the nucleon isovector charges to the physical
quark mass.

VI. FLAVOR SYMMETRY BREAKING

The QCD interaction is flavor-blind, which means that
the only distinction between quark flavors comes from the
quark masses when we disregard the electromagnetic and
weak interactions. The theory behind these interactions is
easiest to understand when all three quark flavors share
the same mass, as this allows us to use the full power
of SU(3) flavor symmetry. Here we have kept the bare
quark mass, m = (m, + my+ my)/3, held fixed at its
physical value, while systematically varying the individ-
ual quark masses around the SU(3) flavor symmetric
point, m, = m; = my, in order to constrain the extrapo-
lation to the physical point. In this work we simulate with
degenerate u and d quark masses m, = m,; = my, restrict-
ing ourselves to ny =2 + 1.
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When SU(3) is unbroken all octet baryon matrix
elements of a given octet operator can be expressed in
terms of just two couplings f and d. However, once SU(3)
is broken and we move away from the symmetric point we
can construct quantities (D;, F;) which are equal at the
symmetric point but differ in the case where the quark
masses are different. The theory behind constructing these
quantities is described in detail in Ref. [55] and is
summarized below. The result of constructing these quan-
tities leads to “fan” plots, with slope parameters (7;, s;)
relating them. Following the method in Ref. [55] we use the
SU(3) expansion to extrapolate the nucleon charges to the
physical point.

In this work, we describe the quark mass depen-
dence of the hadronic matrix elements by a perturbation
in the quark masses about an SU(3) symmetric point.
This perturbation generates a polynomial expansion in
the quark mass differences [i.e. the SU(3) breaking
parameter] and therefore appears distinct from a chiral
formulation that generates nonanalytic behavior (e.g.
logarithms) in the vicinity of the 2- or 3-flavor chiral
limits. However, it has been demonstrated in Ref. [56],
that by expanding the logarithmic features about a fixed
quark mass point (such as the chosen SU(3) symmetric
point), the infrared singularities reveal themselves in the
high-order terms of the polynomial expansion—hence
demonstrating that the group-theoretic expansion does
encode the same physics that appears in the logarithms.
A detailed numerical investigation exploring the numeri-
cal convergence from both limits goes beyond the present
work. Here we assess the convergence of our expansion
empirically, subject to the precision of our numerical
results.

A. Mass dependence of amplitudes

In order to find the allowed mass dependence of the octet
operators in hadrons we need the SU(3) decomposition of
the 8 ® 8 ® 8. SU(3) singlet and octet coefficients are
constructed through group theory and using a mass Taylor
expansion, which can be seen in Ref. [55]. Here we
summarize the coefficients in Table III.

These coefficients are used to construct equations which
are linear in 6m;, where

5m, =m;— ﬁ’l, (20)

is the difference of the light quark mass to the SU(3)
symmetric point. Using the definitions in Table IV, we
introduce the notation for the matrix element transition of
B — B’ as follows:

Aprp = (B'1I7|B), (21)

where J is the appropriate operator, or current, from
Table IV and F represents the flavor structure of the

TABLE III. ~ Coefficients in the mass Taylor expansion of Az .
operator amplitudes: SU(3) singlet and octet, for first-class
currents [55].

1, 1% class 8, 1% class
o(1) O(om;)
f d d d f f
I Aprp S r r r3 S1 S2
0 NyN V3 -1 1 0 0 0 -1
0 = 0 2 1 0 2v/3 0 0
0 /_\nA 0 -2 1 2 0 0 0
0 Ex= -3 -1 1 0 0 0 1
Nz°N 1 V3 0o 0 =2 2 0
1 Z2%% 2 0 0 0 0 -2 3
1 2% 1 -3 0 0 2 2 0

operator. From Table III we can now read off the expan-
sions of the various matrix elements, where the f and d
terms are independent of 6m; and the coefficients ry, r,, 3
and s, s, are the leading order om; terms. For example if
we look at the 7% term, we have to first order in dm;,

(ZHIP|ZY) = Aspy = 2f + (=25, +V3sy)0m,.  (22)

B. Mass dependence: Fan plots

Since we hold the average quark mass, m, fixed, while
moving away from the symmetric point, we only need to
consider the nonsinglet polynomials in the quark mass. In
this subsection quantities (D;, F;) are constructed which
are equal at the symmetric point and differ in the case where
the quark masses are different. We can then evaluate
the violation of SU(3) symmetry that emerges from the
difference in m; — m;.

TABLE IV. The conventions for the generalized currents. We
use the convention that current (i.e. operator) numbered by i has
the same effect as absorbing a meson with the index i. Here y
represents an arbitrary Dirac matrix [55].

Index  Baryon (B)  Meson (F) Current (JF)

1 n K° dys

2 p K+ uys

3 x- V. dyu

4 >0 70 \/LE (ﬁyu_— dyd)

5 A° n \/Lg (ityu + dyd — 25ys)
6 >t A ityd

7 = K~ Syu

8 =0 K° Syd

0 n \/ig (tyu + dyd + 5ys)
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1. The d-fan
Following Ref. [55], we construct the following combi-
nations of matrix elements which have the same value, 2d,
at the SU(3), symmetric point:
Dy = —(Ag,y +Azg) = 2d — riomy,
D, = As,s = 2d + (ry +2v/3r3)om,,
D3 = —A/’\,’A = 2d - (rl + 2r2)5m1,

1 4
= — A_ —Aiﬂ: :2d——
\/g( NzN H_‘) \/g

D5 = Ain’A =2d + (r2 - \/§r3)5m1,

1"351711,

1 2
D¢ =— (Ajygs + Ask=) = 2d + —=r36my,
6 \/6( vks + Asgz) 330
D7 = —(Ajka + Ajk=) = 2d = 2ry6m;. (23)

By constructing these quantities the result is a “fan”
plot with seven lines and three slope parameters (ry, r,
and r;) constraining them. The slope parameters can
be constrained by calculating octet baryon matrix
elements on a set of ensembles with varying quark
masses at fixed lattice spacing, such as those given in
Table I, and constructing the D;s. For the forward
matrix elements considered here, these D;s can also be
written as linear combinations of the different quark
contributions to the baryon charges. For example,
using Table IV we see

D, = _(ANnN +AEnE)

_ —(% (054 o4) + 0k 2ga>), (24)

where we introduce the notation ¢} to denote the
quark, ¢, contribution to the overall charge in the
baryon, B. In this work we only consider the flavor
diagonal matrix terms, i.e. there are no transition
terms. Therefore, only the diagonal D terms, D;, D,
and D,, are used. An “average D” can also be
constructed from the diagonal amplitudes,

1
Xp=¢ (Dy +2D, +3D,) = 2d + O(émj), (25)
which is constant in ém; up to terms O(Sm?). When
constructing these fan plots it is useful to plot D; =
D;/Xp to find the average fit to reduce statistical

fluctuations.

2. The f-fan

Similarly another five quantities, F;, can be constructed
which all have the same value, 2f, at the SU(3) ; symmetric

point:

1 2
Fl = _(ANnN _AEVIE) = 2f __S25ml’

V3

Fy = (Ajuy + Agzz) = 2f +4s,6my,
Fy=As,s = 2f 4 (=25, + V/35,)6m,,

>

1
Fi=—(Aspn — Ax =2f —2s,0my,
4 \/5( K= NKT) f omy
1 2
Fi=—(Azre — Ax =2f +— (35, — 5,)6m,.
5 \/g( AKE NKA) f \/g( 1 2) [

(26)
Again, an “average F’ can be calculated through

Xp=—3F |+ F,+2F3;) =2f + O(6m?). (27)

AN =

In this work, only the connected quark-line terms are
computed. Quark-line disconnected terms only show up in
the r; coefficient and r{*" cancels in the case g§s =
G4 a.s — 9% 4.5 Unlike the d-fan, the f-fan to linear order, has
no error from dropping the quark-line disconnected contri-
butions, as none of the r; parameters appear in the f-fan.

C. Fan plot results

Here we present results using the @ = 0.068 fm ensem-
ble. Results from other lattice spacings are similar. In
Sec. VII, we will extend this method to include all
ensembles and present the final results for gr,g. The
singlet quantities X, and X are calculated using Egs. (25)
and (27). In Fig. 6 X and X are plotted against ém; and
fitted to a constant. Since in Sec. VII we will work to
O(6m?) in our flavor-breaking expansions, we fit X, and
X to constants in order to determine their values at the
physical quark masses. The constant fits to the a =
0.068 fm data are shown by the dashed lines in Fig. 6.
In Fig. 7(a) we present the D-“fan” plot which shows the

0.650
0.625 L4 +
¢ + ¢
0.600
~ 0575
<
0.550
s ‘
0.525 ¥
0.500 f P Xo
t o Xr

—0.008 —0.006 —0.004 —0.002 0.000 0.002

6m,

FIG. 6. Xp and X for each 6m, for the a = 0.068 fm ensemble
for the tensor matrix element. The dashed lines are constant fits
and the black stars represent the physical point.
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— Di/Xp
—— DalXp
— D2/Xp

De/Xp
Extrap

1.05 1

Di/Xp

1.00 +

\

0.95

—0.010 —0.005 0.000 0.005

omy

(@

1.05

1.00

t — Fi/Xr
— FaXe
—— F3lXe
FalXp
Fs/Xrp
Extrap

(17

0.95

0.90 3

—0.010 —0.005 0.000 0.005

&my

(b)

FIG.7. (a) The three fits D, D, and D, (b) The three fits F';, F,
and F; for the tensor. The vertical black dotted line represents the
physical point. Results for the five ensembles at a = 0.068 fm
ensemble. The flavor off-diagonal terms D¢, F, and F5 are also
predicted and plotted. Where some points have been offset
slightly for clarity.

om, dependence of the D; = D,;/Xp, for i =1, 2 and 4.
Here the lines correspond to the linear in om; fits using
Eq. (23). From these linear fits the slope parameters 7; =
r/Xp and 73 = r3/Xp are determined. It is interesting to
note that these parameters also lead to a prediction for the
flavor off-diagonal term for i = 6, which is also shown.
Similarly in Fig. 7(b) we present the F-“fan” plot for
F;=F,;/Xp,i=1,2and 3, where the lines correspond to
the linear fits using Eq. (26). Similarly, the parameters §; =
s1/XF and §, = s,/ X are determined from the linear fits.
Again, the corresponding off-diagonal terms for i =4, 5
are also predicted and plotted. By forming appropriate
linear combinations, we reconstruct the matrix elements for
an individual quark flavor in a particular hadron:

(plaTu|p) =2v2f+ (@m —V2r;+V2s, - \és2> smy,
(plaTd|p) =V3(F ~/3d) + (@ V-3,

3
—\/;Sz)&”z,

(28)

and hence the nucleon isovector charges can be determined,

i As = (plalulp) - (pldld|p), (29)

for I' = 03475, 7375 and . To obtain an extrapolation of
gr.a.s to the physical point, we evaluate the expressions in
Eq. (28) at 6m; — ém; and substitute in the estimated
values for r; = 7;Xp and s; = §;Xp. In order to quantify
systemic uncertainties we will now extend this flavor
breaking expansion method further.

VII. GLOBAL FITS

The flavour breaking expansion described in Sec. VI
only accounts for the quark mass-dependence of the matrix
elements. However, in order to quantify systematic uncer-
tainties, here we extend this method to also account for
lattice spacing, finite volume effects and second-order mass
terms. As we are performing a global fit over all ensembles,
we are now able to place constraints on the second-order
mass terms, which means that all fits will now incorporate a
term of order O(6m?). These fits also include corrections
with respect to a, a*> and m, L. In order to perform a global
fit across all masses we substitute the quantity ém; from
here on with

S (30)

where the pseudoscalar mass-flavor singlet, X2, is given by

2 2 2
X%:meer,,. (31)

By determining ém; to now be dimensionless and given in
terms of physical quantities we are now able to combine
results from different lattice spacings. The fit used for the
singlet quantities X and Xy are extended to [56],

Xor =X (1415 f2l0m0) + 2£2m0)]) + 20

+ c36m?, (32)

where we also consider an alternative O(a?) lattice spacing
dependence by replacing c,a with c,a’. The ¢, term
estimates the finite-size effects, where the leading
meson-loop contribution has the functional form [57],

m\ 2 e—mL

f L (m) < X”> \/HE .
It is important to note that here finite size effects are only
included in the singlet quantities X, and Xy and not in
the D and F fan plot fits as the finite size corrections to
the flavor-breaking coefficients determined by fits to, e.g.
D; = D,/ X, are expected to be subdominant compared to
those in the corresponding singlet quantities. The fits used
for the D fan, D; = D;/X ), are of the form:

(33)
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TABLE V. Table of results for each fit and the corresponding y?/d.o.f., renormalized, where appropriate, at 4 = 2 GeV in the MS
scheme. The notation in the first column shows which corrections are included in Egs. (32), (34), and (35). For example Fit 4 includes all
corrections a, 5m% and m,L, while Fit 1 only includes an added 5m? term, i.e. c; = ¢, = b; = ¢; = 0.

Fit Xp y*/d.o.f. Xr y*/d.o.f. gr y*/d.o.f. D-Fan  y?/d.o.f. F-Fan
1 6m% 0.515(43) 1.88 0.6002(57) 1.74 1.035(13) 1.27 1.84
2 a, (3m12 0.5251(81) 1.87 0.610(10) 1.74 1.000(27) 0.76 1.24
3. a2, 5m12 0.5211(59) 1.86 0.608(69) 1.74 1.016(18) 0.72 1.22
4. a, 5m12, m,L 0.5252(80) 1.98 0.611(10) 1.84 1.001(27) 1.35 1.97
5 a, 5m12, m,L 0.5212(59) 1.97 0.606(75) 1.84 1.017(18) 0.74 1.18
6 5m?, m,L 0.516(43) 1.98 0.6005(50) 1.83 1.034(13) 0.78 1.21
Fit Xp y*/d.o.f. Xr y*/d.o.f. ga y*/d.o.f. D-Fan  y*/d.o.f. F-Fan
1 §m12 0.583(21) 0.99 0.648(22) 0.81 1.262(60) 1.00 1.74
2 a, 5m12 0.565(36) 1.02 0.656(39) 0.85 1.21(15) 1.03 1.80
3. a2, 5m12 0.572(26) 1.02 0.651(28) 0.85 1.231(95) 1.02 1.80
4. a, 5m12, m,L 0.563(36) 1.08 0.654(39) 0.90 1.21(15) 0.93 1.64
5 a, 5m12, m,L 0.574(27) 1.08 0.653(30) 0.90 1.231(95) 0.95 1.73
6 6m%, m,L 0.584(22) 1.04 0.648(22) 0.85 1.262(60) 0.95 1.73
Fit Xp y*/d.o.f. Xp y*/d.o.f. Js y?/d.o.f. D-Fan  y*/d.o.f. F-Fan
1 6m12 —0.610(53) 1.03 2.52(12) 1.52 1.07(20) 1.29 2.76
2 a,ém; —-0.72(10) 0.98 2.58(15) 1.57 1.12(50) 1.30 2.87
3 a’, 5m12 —0.654(67) 0.99 2.55(13) 1.57 1.09(31) 1.30 2.89
4 a, 5ml2, m,L —-0.71(10) 1.04 2.59(17) 1.67 1.11(50) 1.07 2.85
5 az, 5m12, m,L —0.655(66) 1.05 2.52(14) 1.66 1.10(31) 1.07 2.99
6 6m%, m,L —0.608(54) 1.09 2.51(12) 1.60 1.06(19) 1.07 2.98
. e T -, i
Dy = 1=2(7y + bya)sm, + dy6m, and 8(c). In Fig. 8(a) we show X as a function m”X—_ZX’Z‘ for
Dy = 1+ ((7y + bya) +2V3(F3 + bsa))om, + dyom3, “Fit 1,” which only includes the constant term, X} and a
N . 4 b\ 5 s 24 6m% term in Eq. (32), while Fig. 8(c) shows X as a
Dy=1-—(7F . X . .
4 V3 (73 + ba)om, + dadmi., (34) function of "‘%X—X” with the result from using Eq. (32)

and similarly for the F fan, F;, = F,;/X:

- 2 -
Fi=1-—=(5, + &a)ém; + f6m3,

V3
Fz = 1 +4(§1 +éla)5mz +}25m12

Fy =1+ (=2(3 + &,a) + V3(3, + &,a))dm; + f36m3.
(35)

The &m? coefficients were computed for the EM form
factors in Ref. [55]. At O(6m?) there are 12 amplitudes and
11 coefficients so there is just one constraint. However, here
we only consider the diagonal amplitudes and therefore we
do not have 12 amplitudes and hence they are unable to be
constrained here [58]. Therefore, they are replaced with one
émlz coefficient (d;, f;) for each D, and F;.

Now we perform a combination of different fits sum-
marized in Table V. Firstly, the fit is performed individually
on Xp and Xp. An example of this is shown in Figs. 8(a)

with all corrections included (Fit 4). The extrapolated
result for X, and X, are summarized in Table V taken
in the limits a - 0, m,L — oo and m,, mg — physical
masses. Similarly, fits are performed on the fan plots using
Egs. (34) and (35). Figures 8(b) and 8(d) show the results
when using “Fit 17 and “Fit 4,” where it is important to
mention that all data points are shifted in the limit a — 0 in
Figs. 8(c) and 8(d). The slope results are then multiplied by
the extrapolated results for X, and Xp:

ri = (F; + b;a)Xp,

s; = (3, + ¢;a)Xp,

d; = aiXD7

fi=FiXp. (36)

The resulting slope parameters r;, s; and the 5m,2 coef-
ficients are then included in the reconstruction of the matrix
elements in a particular hadron,
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FIG. 8. As an example of some fits we have for the tensor: (a) X results for each ensemble using Eq. (32) where ¢; = ¢, = 0 (Fit 1),

mi—X2

plotted against Y (b) The three fits F, F, and F5 using Eq. (35) with ¢; = O (Fit 1). (c) X results using all corrections in Eq. (32)

(Fit 4), plotted against 2% The black line is a fit to Eq. (32) in the limit @ — 0 and m,L — co. (d) The three fits Fy, F; and F; using

Eq. (35), where once again the data points are shifted in the limit a — 0. The black stars represent the physical point. Where some points
have been offset slightly for clarity.

3 A. Results
alu|p) = 2V2f + \ﬂ —V2r; + V2
(pliulp) f < 2! "3 . In order to combine these results we extend our
3 V3 J3 weighted-averaging method described in Sec. IV. To do
— \/:s >6m* + (—— — this we combine the y? and de f freed f X, X
) ; N X grees of freedom of X, Xp,
2 V2 2V2 D-fan and F-fan; enumerated by i = 1, 2, 3, 4, respectively,

3 in the following:
+—= om;?
23! 2{ 22! 2)

4 4
- 3 )(2 = Zizv Nioyf.y = Nao.f.is (38)
(pldTd|p) = V2(f ~3d) + (\@wﬁe—ﬁsl e st = 2 N

\/— NG where f labels one of the six fit types. Each fit is then
- \/Esz> sm; < ——d, assigned a weight using the combined y?
2 2f a2 ! £

+——=f1——=f> |ém;? (37) W= p-f'(édf’A’S),_ , 39
2v2 M ) S8, Py (8 a5)7 )

where  pp=T(Ngoy.r/2.27/2)/T(Naoy.p/2) is the
where d = X} /2 and f = X%/2. The final result for gy, P-value of the fit f and 8¢}, is the uncertainty in
are then given in the limit, @ — 0, m,L — oo and 6m; is the the nucleon isovector charges calculated using Eq. (37).
physical mass. The final results for X, Xy and gy 4 ¢ for ~ Taking a weighted average of the six fit results, gé A
each fit are summarized are in Table V, together with the  provides a final estimate of the nucleon isovector charges,
X quceq fOT €ach fit. gr.a.s» and associated uncertainty:
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FIG.9. Weighted average results for g7, g4 and gg. The x-axis displays the fit number as shown in Table V and the y-axis displays the
corresponding nucleon isovector charge results. The bar graph shows the weight of each fit result. The red band shows the final weighted
average result using Eq. (40), with statistical and systematic errors combined in quadrature and the gray band is the FLAG Review

result [59].
6
gr.as = wang,A.s’
f=1

6
5statg%_A,S = Z Wf (5g§",A,S)2’
f=1

6

SsysTTAs = Z w/ (Q;A_s — Gras)*
=

5§T,A,S = \/éstatg%,A,S + 5sys§%",A,S' (40)
Figure 9 shows the results for each fit and their assigned
weight. The final estimate of the nucleon isovector charges,
gr.a.s» renormalized using the results given in Table II, at

u =2 GeV in the MS, are

gr = 1'010(21>stat(12>a(01)FV’ (41>
ga = 1.253(63) 4 (41)4(03)gy. (42)
gs = 1.08(21)51(03),(00) gy, (43)

where the systematic errors labeled as “a” and “FV”
represent the difference in the central value obtained by
incorporating a lattice spacing correction compared to
without, and likewise for the finite-volume correction.
These final results, with statistical and systematic errors
combined in quadrature, are shown by the red bands in
Fig. 9. We note our results for gr, g4 and gg are all
comparable with the FLAG Review results [59], repre-
sented by the gray bands in Fig. 9. Of particular note is that
we have determined g; to the ~#2% level. However, work is
still needed in order reduce the uncertainties on, gg and g,,
to understand it at the same level.

As a check on our method for combining the results from
the six different fits given in Table V, we employ the widely
used Akaike information criterion (AIC). Here results
obtained from the various fits are weighted using the
Akaike weights [60],

exp (— %AICf(F))
> exp(~3AIC, (1))

Akaike’s information criterion takes on the simple form for
models with normally distributed errors:

Wy = (44)

AIC/(I') = 24 + 2py. (45)

where ){j% is the same as that calculated in Eq. (38) and p is
the number of parameters in each fit. As a result the AIC
weight prefers the models with lower y? values, but
penalizes those with too many fit parameters. The above
method was repeated using the AIC weights. This gives
the following results for the nucleon isovector charges,
gr = 1.003(26), g4 = 1.261(68) and g5 = 1.07(23), where
the errors have been added in quadrature. These results are
in agreement with those in Egs. (41)—(43).

B. Hyperons

Here we calculate flavor-diagonal matrix elements
of hyperons using the same method. Reference [61]
demonstrates that isovector combinations of hyperon
charges are relevant in searches for new physics through
semileptonic hyperon decays. The calculated slope param-
eters r;, s; and the 5m12 coefficients can also be used in the
reconstruction of the matrix elements in a particular
hyperon. The theory behind constructing these quantities

TABLE VI. Summary of results for the tensor, axial and scalar
charges of the ¥ and Z° baryons. The first set of brackets
contains the statistical uncertainty, whereas the second set of
brackets contains the systematic uncertainty.

Tensor Axial Scalar
Jsr 0.802(16)(12) 0.884(25)(36) 2.75(25)(08)
i —0.2379(10)(08) —0.250(22)(30) 1.86(16)(12)
gé(, —0.1929(77)(13) —0.198(22)(15) 1.52(11)(08)
gsEO 0.968(25)(10) 0.924(23)(12) 2.58(24)(11)
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is described in detail in Ref. [55] and is summarized in
Appendix. C. The results for the charges of the =+ and =°
baryons are summarized in Table VI.

To properly exploit the increased experimental sensitiv-
ity to hypothetical tensor and scalar interactions, we require
lattice-QCD estimates of the nucleon isovector charge, gr
at the level of 10-20% [6]. The results presented here are at
the 697/ gr ~ 2% level. As the overall goal of this research
is to support precision tests of the Standard Model, we have
successfully demonstrated the validity of our approach. We
can now look at the effect this has on phenomenology.

VIII. IMPACT OF LATTICE RESULTS
ON PHENOMENOLOGY

Asdiscussedin Sec. I, itis expected that future neutron beta
decay experiments will increase their sensitivity to BSM
scalar and tensor interactions through improved measure-
ments of the Fierz interference term, b, as well as the neutrino
asymmetry parameter, B. In order to assess the full impact of
these future experiments we have performed an analysis of the
tensor charge gr and gg. Here we discuss existing constraints
on new scalar eg and tensor e7 couplings which arise from
low-energy experiments. Finally, using the existing con-
straints on €5 and e as well as our calculated value for g
and gg, we determine the allowed regions in the eg — €7 plane.

A. Low-energy phenomenology of scalar
and tensor interactions

1. 0t — 0% transitions and scalar interactions

The most precise bound on the scalar coupling €5 comes
from 0" — 0" nuclear beta decay. The differential decay
rate for 0t — 0™ nuclear beta decay has coefficient a,, and
Fierz interference term by, [6]:

apy =1, (46)

y=V1-a*Z2, (47)

where Z is the atomic number of the daughter nucleus. We
can see from Eq. (47) that by, couples to the BSM scalar
interaction. From a comparison of well-known half-lives
corrected by a phase-space factor, Hardy and Towner [62]
found by, = —0.0022(26). This result was found using a
number of daughter nuclei and averaging over the set. This
can be converted to the following bound on the product of
scalar charge and the new-physics effective scalar coupling,

(90% CL).  (48)

by, = —2ygses,

—1.0 x 1073 < ggeg < 3.2x 1073

This is the most precise bound on the scalar interactions
from low-energy probes.

2. Radioactive pion decay and the tensor interaction

An analysis of radioactive pion decay z™ — eTv,y
is sensitive to the same tensor operator that can be

investigated in beta decays. The experimental results from
the PIBETA Collaboration [63] put constraints on €7,

-1.1x1072 <€ < 1.36 x 1072 (90% CL).  (49)

Currently this is the most stringent constraint on the tensor
coupling from low-energy experiments. Using these con-
straints, as well Egs. (2) and (3), bounds can be put on the new
scalar and tensor interactions at the 1073 level. Following the
work of Ref. [6], in Fig. 10 we show the constraint on the
€s-e7 plane. The current best constraints on scalar and tensor
interactions arise from 0" — 0T nuclear beta decays and
radioactive pion decay, which is shown by the green band
[6,62]. The neutron constraints are future projections at the
1073 level, derived from Egs. (2) and (3), using the tensor and
scalar charges as obtained in this work, shown by the red and
blue bands in Fig. 10. When accounting for uncertainties in
these lattice QCD calculations, the boundaries on the bands in
Fig. 10 become wider and the bands take on a “bow-tie”
shape. However most of the constraining power is lost due to
the large uncertainty in our value for gg. In order to fully utilize
the constraining power of 1073 experiments, understanding
the lattice-QCD estimates of the nucleon tensor and scalar
charge at the level of 10% is required [6]. We have success-
fully calculated the tensor charge at the ~2% level and are able
to fully utilize the constraining power future experiments.

B. Quark electric-dipole moment

In this section we briefly discuss the impact our results
have on constraining the quark EDM couplings using the
current bound on the neutron EDM. Using the same method
followed in Sec. VII we are able to constrain g7 We note that
in this work we have only considered quark-line connected
contributions, although other works have shown the dis-
connected contributions to be small at near-physical quark
masses [64]. This is in line with expectations based on the fact
that the tensor operator is a helicity-flip operator and hence
disconnected contributions mush vanish in the chiral limit.

0.04

== |b,-b|<10-3
b4 =-(2.2+4.3)1073
|bj<10~3

0.02

—0.02

—0.04
—0.0010

~0.0005 0.0000 0.0010

1

0.0005

FIG. 10. Allowed regions in the €5 — e plane, using the tensor
and scalar charges as obtained in this work in Egs. (41) and (43),
gs = 1.08(21),(03)ys and gy = 1.010(21), (12) - The green
band is the existing band on by, [6,62].
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10 1x102%
dp< 1.8 x 10726 e.cm

-10

-2 0 2
dgsecm

1x10%

FIG. 11. 90% confidence level bounds on d, and d; using
lattice QCD estimates for g% and g% and the current limit on the
neutron EDM of |d,| < 1.8 x 107%°¢ cm [12].

Using Eq. (37) we can calculate the up and down contribu-
tions to the nucleon tensor charge for each fitlisted in Table V.
Applying the weighted averaging method, the final estimates
for, g7, are

¢4 = 0.812(21), (50)

g4 = —0.199(14). (51)

Using these results, Eq. (4) and the existing bound on the
neutron EDM we are able to put bounds on the new effective
couplings which contain new CP-violating interactions.
Figure 11 shows the 90% confidence level bounds in the
d,-d; plane, assuming g; = 0.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this work we have presented results for the axial, tensor
and scalar nucleon and hyperon charges using the Feynman-
Hellmann theorem, as well as using a flavor symmetry
breaking method to systematically approach the physical
quark masses. We applied a weighted averaging method on
the fit results, removing possible systematic uncertainties
which arise from a bias in choosing the fit windows. In the
flavor symmetry-breaking method, symmetry constraints are
automatically built in order-by-order in SU(3) breaking. We
extended the flavor symmetry-breaking method in this
analysis in order to have full coverage of a, m, and volume,
meaning we have control over these systematics. Our final
result of g7 = 1.010(21),(12)y, is comparable to results
present in the FLAG review. We have precisely calculated g7
to the 2% level, successfully reaching the goal of under-
standing g at the 10% level. However, work is still needed
in order reduce the error on, gg = 1.08(21),(03),, and
gs = 1.253 (63)Smt(41)sys, to understand it at the same level.
Future work is still needed with access to physical quark
masses in order to better constrain the extrapolation to the
physical point.
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APPENDIX A: LATTICE ENSEMBLE DETAILS

TABLE VII. Details of the lattice ensembles used in this work:
the same number of configurations was used for each A value and
operator. Measurements are separated by a single HMC trajectory
with a randomized source location. The number in parentheses
indicates the quantity of randomized sources used per configu-
ration to generate additional samples.

p a (fm)  Volume (Kiight» Kstrange) #Trajectories
540 0.082 323 x64 (0.119930, 0.119930) 1639
(0.119989, 0.119812) 1005(2)
(0.120048, 0.119695) 1000(3)
(0.120084, 0.119623) 1345(3)
550 0.074 323 x64 (0.120900, 0.120900) 1754
(0.121040, 0.120620) 1216
(0.121095, 0.120512) 1849(2)
550 0.074 323 x64 (0.120950, 0.120950) 1614
(0.121040, 0.120770) 1762
(0.121099, 0.120653) 1003(2)
5.65 0.068 483 x96 (0.122005, 0.122005) 531
(0.122078, 0.121859) 633
(0.122130, 0.121756) 561(2)
(0.122167, 0.121682)  534(2)
643 x 96 (0.122197, 0.121623)  428(3)
580 0.059 48 x96 (0.122810, 0.122810) 298
(0.122880, 0.122670) 458(2)
(0.122940, 0.122551) 522
595 0.052 48 x96 (0.123411, 0.123558) 283(2)
(0.123460, 0.123460) 457
(0.123523, 0.123334) 415
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APPENDIX B: INDIVIDUAL QUARK CONTRIBUTIONS
TO THE OVERALL CHARGE IN THE BARYON

Here we present the bare results for the individual quark contributions to the overall tensor, axial and scalar charges in the
nucleon, X and = baryons.

TABLE VIII. Table of the bare results for the individual quark contributions to the overall tensor charge in the nucleon, X and E
baryons.

p K gt g9, gt g, g gy
5.40 0.119930 0.8851(55) —0.2020(43) 0.8851(55) —0.2020(43) —0.2020(43) 0.8851(55)
0.119989 0.832(23) —0.222(10) 0.838(25) —0.216(18) —0.222(18) 0.851(24)
0.120048 0.849(24) —0.225(17) 0.845(25) —0.2145(83) —0.209(11) 0.870(11)
0.120084 0.842(32) —0.209(25) 0.830(17) —0.2098(61) —0.2112(97) 0.8760(83)
5.50 0.120900 0.869(10) —0.2145(34) 0.869(10) —0.2145(34) —0.2145(34) 0.869(10)
0.121040 0.810(38) ~0.202(22) 0.809(25) —0.2163(98) —0.2042(83) 0.8796(85)
0.121095 0.800(27) —0.198(22) 0.822(17) —0.2159(66) —0.1947(59) 0.8747(61)
5.50 0.120950 0.8830(59) —0.2115(39) 0.8830(59) —0.2115(39) —0.2115(39) 0.8830(59)
0.121040 0.863(11) —0.2066(46) 0.8597(81) —0.2109(29) —0.2043(25) 0.8815(63)
0.121099 0.875(12) —0.2142(66) 0.8692(70) —0.2222(14) —0.2103(24) 0.8988(33)
5.65 0.122005 0.8738(65) —0.2145(25) 0.8738(65) —0.2145(25) —0.2145(25) 0.8738(65)
0.122078 0.8861(62) —0.2050(34) 0.8812(54) —0.2124(26) —0.2030(26) 0.9043(51)
0.122130 0.815(34) —0.192(14) 0.811(17) —0.2104(76) —0.1989(95) 0.8677(96)
0.122167 0.8609(84) —0.2078(78) 0.8513(62) —0.2206(19) —0.2008(41) 0.9034(44)
0.122197 0.868(71) —0.197(19) 0.821(72) —0.206(22) —0.198(13) 0.913(58)
5.80 0.122810 0.866(13) —0.2062(55) 0.866(13) —0.2062(55) —0.2062(55) 0.866(13)
0.122880 0.8543(55) —0.2059(31) 0.8503(53) —0.2062(54) —0.1994(34) 0.8835(51)
0.122940 0.848(11) —0.1963(57) 0.8399(74) —0.2155(55) —0.1943(27) 0.9043(50)
5.95 0.123411 0.8649(47) —0.2058(28) 0.8696(54) —0.2019(51) —0.2082(41) 0.8517(92)
0.123460 0.828(21) ~0.197(15) 0.828(21) —0.197(15) —0.197(15) 0.828(21)
0.123523 0.8522(70) —0.2041(38) 0.8502(61) —0.2112(23) —0.2005(27) 0.8897(47)

TABLE IX. Table of the bare results for the individual quark contributions to the overall axial charge in the nucleon, X and = baryons.

B K g, g4, g g, g gh.
5.40 0.119930 1.025(24) ~0.360(22) 1.025(24) —0.360(22) ~0.360(22) 1.025(24)
0.119989 1.024(26) —0.344(20) 1.018(21) ~0.333(16) —0.324(18) 1.0421(15)
0.120048 1.019(48) ~0.322(32) 0.982(39) —0.338(21) —0.312(15) 1.031(18)
0.120084 1.028(35) —0.334(35) 0.983(53) —0.340(10) ~0.316(12) 1.065(10)
5.50 0.120900 1.002(36) ~0.306(58) 1.002(36) —0.306(58) —0.306(58) 1.002(36)
0.121040 0.959(74) —0.306(58) 0.943(49) ~0.302(29) ~0.315(30) 1.035(24)
0.121095 1.014(52) —0.399(43) 0.978(21) —0.3155(94) ~0.2930(90) 1.0445(72)
5.50 0.120950 1.009(49) —0.298(24) 1.009(49) —0.298(24) —0.298(24) 1.009(49)
0.121040 0.835(91) —0.343(47) 0.913(45) —0.309(20) —0.299(23) 1.017(28)
0.121099 0.964(88) —0.341(41) 0.907(62) ~0.292(30) ~0.306(21) 1.021(24)
5.65 0.122005 0.950(48) —0.294(34) 0.950(48) —0.294(34) —0.294(34) 0.950(48)
0.122078 1.045(70) —0.322(26) 1.046(57) —0.317(19) —0.295(18) 1.044(41)
0.122130 0.973(91) —0.319(31) 0.97991) —0.330(17) —0.287(18) 1.070(24)
0.122167 1.113(93) —0.287(59) 1.024(42) ~0.310(17) —0.282(13) 1.064(14)
0.122197 1.049(59) ~0.335(76) 1.020(42) —0.316(18) ~0.257(22) 1.107(16)

(Table continued)
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TABLE IX. (Continued)

B K g, g, g g, i T

5.80 0.122810 0.966(63) —0.223(35) 0.966(63) —0.223(35) —0.223(35) 0.966(63)
0.122880 1.042(56) ~0.336(25) 1.032(46) ~0.333(15) ~0.309(61) 1.041(21)
0.122940 1.028(71) —0.326(35) 0.987(86) —0.295(38) —0.296(25) 1.028(35)

5.95 0.123411 0.975(33) —0.294(18) 0.967(40) —0.270(38) ~0.308(32) 0.941(56)
0.123460 0.992(41) —0.308(22) 0.992(41) —0.308(22) —0.308(22) 0.992(41)
0.123523 1.035(94) —0.364(62) 1.004(63) —0.340(34) ~0.302(36) 0.960(56)

TABLE X. Table of the bare results for the individual quark contributions to the overall scalar charge in the nucleon, X and E baryons.

B K g5, g5, g5, g5, g5, g5,
5.40 0.119930 4.34(11) 2.854(77) 4.34(11) 2.854(77) 2.854(77) 4.34(11)
0.119989 4.32(14) 2.987(92) 4.03(12) 2.695(46) 2.683(71) 4.181(66)
0.120048 4.44(41) 3.28(18) 3.98(15) 2.467(91) 3.01(22) 4.43(13)
0.120084 4.29(64) 2.62(47) 4.04(20) 2.702(42) 2.633(90) 4.282(50)
5.50 0.120900 4.26(10) 2.766(74) 4.26(10) 2.766(74) 2.766(74) 4.26(10)
0.121040 4.93(43) 3.41(24) 4.35(25) 2.642(60) 2.73(10) 4.201(70)
0.121095 5.60(29) 4.13(23) 4.10(19) 2.514(34) 2.474(93) 4.028(39)
5.50 0.120950 4.209(16) 2.81(11) 4.209(16) 2.81(11) 2.81(11) 4.209(16)
0.121040 5.39(36) 3.83(29) 431(21) 2.867(59) 2.77(14) 4.388(87)
0.121099 5.50(52) 4.46(41) 5.44(59) 2.937(68) 3.09(26) 4.611(94)
5.65 0.122005 4.83(23) 3.15(13) 4.83(23) 3.15(13) 3.15(13) 4.83(23)
0.122078 4.78(20) 3.163(19) 4.16(13) 2.705(51) 2.82(13) 4.53(10)
0.122130 5.21(55) 4.02(53) 4.31(25) 2.663(56) 2.55(14) 4.242(63)
0.122167 5.73(39) 4.15(22) 4.01(23) 2.759(46) 2.61(13) 4.344(70)
0.122197 6.34(59) 4.36(40) 4.04(38) 2.755(75) 2.50(21) 4.279(92)
5.80 0.122810 4.47(27) 2.89(16) 4.47(27) 2.89(16) 2.89(16) 4.47(27)
0.122880 4.55(20) 3.34(13) 3.96(15) 2.937(73) 2.76(10) 4.43(10)
0.122940 5.26(68) 4.15(73) 4.20(33) 2.872(70) 2.61(23) 4.384(90)
5.95 0.123411 4.18(34) 2.82(22) 5.00(28) 3.84(63) 3.39(17) 5.56(64)
0.123460 521(27) 3.38(17) 521(27) 3.38(17) 3.38(17) 5.21(27)
0.123523 4.84(28) 3.57(23) 4.24(24) 2.901(90) 2.93(18) 4.29(10)

APPENDIX C: HYPERON MATRIX ELEMENTS

Reconstruction of the hyperon matrix elements as shown to first order in Ref. [55] and given to second order here:

(ZF|alu|=t) = 2V2f 4+ (=2V2s; + V65,)6m; + V2. f36m?,

<Z+|§FS‘Z+> = \/E(f - \/gd) + (—\/grl - 3\/57‘3 - \/Esl + \/§S2> (5m, + <— %dz + Lf3>57’l’llz,

(B0lalu|=°) = V2(f — V3d) + (2V2r; + 2V2s,)dm, + <_ %d4 +

(EOJu[E%) = VA(f - V3d) + (2V3rs + 2/35,)om, + (—

3
°d
et

1
— Sm?,
ﬁfz) :
1
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