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We consider 2 + 1 flavor Wilson chiral perturbation theory including the lattice spacing contributions
of O(a?). We adopt a power counting appropriate for the unquenched lattice simulations carried out by the
CP-PACS/JILQCD Collaboration and compute the pseudoscalar meson masses to one loop. These
expression are required to perform the chiral extrapolation of the CP-PACS/JLQCD Ilattice data.
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L. INTRODUCTION

The limitations of the quenched approximation in nu-
merical lattice QCD simulations is by now well estab-
lished. For example, the light hadron mass spectrum
calculated by the CP-PACS Collaboration [1] deviates
from the experimentally measured values by about 10%.
Even though the quenching error is different for different
observables, one must assume the quenching error to be of
the same order for other quantities as well. Once the effect
of dynamical up and down quarks is included, the quench-
ing error is significantly reduced and the discrepancy be-
tween the numerically calculated and the experimentally
measured values is much smaller compared with the
quenched results [2]. Still, ignoring the effect of a dynami-
cal strange quark in these unquenched 2 flavor simulations
leads to an uncertainty, which is expected to be non-
negligible. Only simulations with a dynamical strange
quark will provide numerical results, which can be com-
pared with experiment with confidence.

In order to eliminate the remaining source of quenching
error the CP-PACS and JLQCD Collaborations have been
carrying out unquenched 2 + 1 flavor simulations. A RG-
improved gauge action and an O(a) improved Wilson
quark action have been adopted. The size of the lattice is
modest (L =~ 2 fm) and simulations at three different lattice
spacings (a = 0.7 fm, 1.0 fm, 1.22 fm) are planned so that
the continuum limit can be taken. Five different masses for
the degenerate up and down type quarks are simulated
leading to pseudoscalar meson masses in the range
mpg/my = 0.62 — 0.78. The physical strange quark mass
lies between the two simulated strange quark masses and
can therefore be reached by an interpolation. More details
and the status of these simulations have been recently
summarized in Ref. [3].

The masses for the up and down quarks are rather heavy
and an extrapolation to their physical values is required.
The functional forms for the extrapolation are usually
given by Chiral Perturbation Theory (ChPT). In its stan-
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dard form [4,5] the expressions derived in ChPT can be
used after the continuum limit of the lattice data has been
taken. However, for various reasons it is advantageous to
perform the chiral extrapolation before the continuum
limit. In this case ChPT needs to be formulated for lattice
QCD at nonzero lattice spacing a. The main idea how this
can be done was proposed in Ref. [6,7]. Since then many
observables have been calculated at one loop order (for an
overview see Ref. [8]). For lattice theories with Wilson
fermions, however, all results were derived for unquenched
2 flavor Wilson ChPT (WChPT) and the chiral expressions
are therefore not applicable for the CP-PACS/JLQCD
simulations.

This is the first paper in a series where we provide the
one loop expressions of 2 + 1 flavor WChPT for a variety
of observables, which will be measured by the CP-PACS/
JLQCD Collaboration. Here we present the results for the
simplest observables, the pseudoscalar meson masses. The
second paper is devoted to the vector meson masses and the
third to the pseudoscalar decay constants and axial vector
Ward identity quark mass [9,10]. In our calculations we
include the lattice spacing contributions through O(a?) and
adopt various power countings. Even though we have
primarily the CP-PACS/JLQCD simulations in mind, our
expressions are equally useful for other unquenched 2 + 1
flavor simulations employing Wilson fermions.

There is no fundamental difficulty in applying the
framework of WChPT to 2 + 1 flavors, the main difference
to the 2 flavor results is just the increased complexity of the
final results. Since we follow the standard strategy of
WChPT we will be brief in presenting our results. In
Sec. II we explain the power counting which we assume
and present the chiral Lagrangian up to next-to-leading
order. The calculation of the pseudoscalar masses from
this Lagrangian is straightforward and we summarize
our final results in Sec. III. Many technical details and
some intermediate results are collected in Appendices A
and B.
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II. THE CHIRAL EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

A. The order counting

In continuum chiral perturbation theory (ChPT), M = m
or p? is the expansion parameter, where m is the quark
mass and p is the momentum of the pseudoscalar meson.
Since chiral symmetry is explicitly broken in lattice QCD
with Wilson-type quarks, corrections due to the nonzero
lattice spacing a are non-negligible. The construction of
the chiral effective theory for Lattice QCD with Wilson
fermions, so-called Wilson ChPT (WChPT), has become
standard by now. From a conceptional point of view there
is nothing new in applying the familiar techniques
[6,11-13] to 2 + 1 flavor lattice QCD. The only nontrivial
choice one has to make is the order counting one adopts in
the chiral expansion, which we are going to explain in this
section.'

The leading order (LO) chiral Lagrangian of the WChPT
is constructed from O(M) terms and the O(a) term.
Since the O(a) term has the same chiral structure as the
mass term, the LO Lagrangian of the WChPT assumes the
same form as the one of continuum ChPT, provided one
performs the replacement m — /i = m + cja with ¢
being a combination of two low-energy constants [6,11].
Based on this LO Lagrangian, however, the pion becomes a
tachyon for m =m + cia <0 since the pion mass
squared m,, is given by m2 = 2B(m + c,a) at tree level.
This is in contrast to continuum ChPT where chiral
symmetry dictates that the pion mass is given by m2 =
B|m|. This already indicates that the first nontrivial
modification to continuum ChPT starts at O(a?). Indeed,
including the O(a?) term in the LO chiral Lagrangian
removes the unphysical tachyon from the theory, as has
been shown in Ref. [12] for the 2 flavor theory. We there-
fore conclude that, for the consistency of the theory, the
O(a?) term should be included in the LO Lagrangian in the
WChPT.

Although the O(a) term is superficially larger than
the O(a?) term, the former term is irrelevant since it is
absorbed in the definition of the shifted mass /7. The O(a?)
correction, on the other hand, becomes important in the
regime where 7i/Aqep = Ajepa®, even though the
Agcpa® correction is much smaller than 1 in general.

Suppose we consider the O(M) = O(r, p*) and the
O(a?) term as LO terms. Then the terms of
O(Mz, Md?, a*) can be regarded as next-to-leading order
(NLO), since the loop expansion in WChPT increases in
units of M. We remark that the O(a*) term is not as relevant
as the O(M? Ma?) terms for our final results for the
pseudoscalar masses. We will need the tree level contribu-
tion of the O(a*) term only to satisfy mpgy o =0 at

"For notational simplicity we assume N degenerate quark
masses in the following discussion.
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m%’S,LO =0, where mpgni o is the pseudoscalar meson
mass at NLO. This means that there is essentially no
unknown low-energy constant associated with the O(a*)
correction.

The proper order counting of the O(Ma) term is more
subtle than for the previously discussed terms.? Depending
on the size of the O(Ma) contributions we may include it at
leading order where it subsequently enters the chiral logs,
or we treat it as a NLO term and include it at tree level
only. The size of this term is indeed expected to vary
significantly, depending on details of the action of the
underlying lattice theory. The O(Ma) term contains one
power of a and stems from the Pauli term in the
Symanzik’s effective action [15-17], which is used in an
intermediate step to match the lattice to the chiral effective
theory. Consequently, the O(Ma) contribution in the chiral
Lagrangian is directly proportional to the coefficient of
the Pauli term [11], and the size of this coefficient is
much smaller for improved theories with a clover term in
the action than for standard Wilson fermions. For fully
nonperturbatively improved theories the coefficient is
equal to zero and no O(Ma) term appears in the chiral
Lagrangian.4

Since we have no a priori knowledge about the size of
the O(Ma) term we will be as general as possible and
present our results for three different order countings of
this term. We first keep the O(Ma) term at LO where it
gives a contribution to the chiral log corrections. If the
O(Ma) term is assumed to be much smaller than the other
LO terms we can easily expand our results. Performing this
expansion is equivalent to doing the calculation with keep-
ing the O(Ma) term at NLO. Finally we can set this term to
zero in order to obtain the results for nonperturbatively
improved theories.

B. Leading order Lagrangian

According to the discussion in the previous section, we
use the following LO Lagrangian, which consists of terms
of O(M, a*, Ma):

2This may seem odd within WChPT, but it is a simple con-
sequence of the fact that the pseudoscalar meson becomes
massless in lattice QCD at the critical quark mass. In other
words, the O(a*) term merely results in an additional shift in the
critical quark mass. An implicit assumption we make here is the
presence of a phase where flavor and parity is spontaneously
broken [14].

3The O(a®) term is unproblematic since the arguments we
gave for the O(a*) contribution also apply for the O(a?)
term.

“Strictly speaking this only holds if the chiral Lagrangian is
parameterized in terms of renormalized quark masses which
absorb some of the O(a) cutoff effects. Particular terms
linear in a will appear if other choices are used (see
Sec. III C).
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2 2 2
Lio =L 60,30, 30 = LR 0,3 + 3tM) + Do + 317 + (3 + 392 + es - 317

2 2
+ %[COQ + 3t —2)0,50,31) + 6((S + 3t —2)9, 30,51 + ?B[2c3<2 +3t(M,3 + STM,)

+&(E + IHM,S + STm )] + %[2%(2 —3tWM,S - 3TM) + e((E - 3IH(M,E -3t (D)

where (X) = trX, f is the pseudoscalar meson decay con-
stant,

3 = exp[i%gﬂ'aT“} 2)

is an element of SU(3) with 7, being the pseudoscalar
meson fields. The SU(3) generators 7¢ are normalized
according to uT9T? =16,,. The first and the second
term in the first line are the standard O(p?) and O(i7) terms
[5], respectively. The second line comprises the O(a?)
terms [12,13]. The last three lines contain the O(p?a)
and O(/a) contributions [11].

For notational simplicity only we use a different notation
for the low-energy constants associated with the nonzero
lattice spacing (the ¢ and ¢&’s) compared to the notation in
Refs. [11-13]. In particular, we have chosen to absorb the
explicit powers of the lattice spacing a into the coefficients
¢, ¢. Consequently, as a function of a these coefficients

scale according to
co, €9, €3, C3, €5, &5 = O(a), ¢, &y 04 = O(a?). (3)

The quark mass matrix is given by

m 0 O
Mq=<0 m O>=M01+M8T8,
0 0 m
_ 2m + my
°T T3

4)
2(m — my)

A

where isospin symmetry (m, = m,; = m) is assumed. Note
that O(a) contribution is already absorbed in the definition
of M, so there is no O(a) term in the chiral Lagrangian. In
the a — 0 limit, the pseudoscalar meson masses are related
to m and m, according to

Mg:

m2 = 2Bm, a=1273
mi={my=Bm+m) a=4567 (5
m3 = 2?B(m +2m,), a=S2§,

which, of course, agree with the continuum ChPT result.
We also define the average mass

2m + my

1
2 2
mav_Nz_l Ea m; = 2B 3 (6)

which will be a useful short hand notation in the following.

Note that, except for a 7, independent constant, the term
proportional to ¢5 is identical to the term with ¢;. Therefore
we can set ¢s = 0 without loss of generality.

C. Shifted quark mass at leading order

By expanding the LO Lagrangian to second order in 7,
we obtain

1 .
L(Z) = 5;[(8,11,7751)2 + m%”i] (7)
The pseudoscalar meson masses at LO are therefore given
by
nﬁg=m§(l—NC3—E3)—m§VNC3—NCZ—52. (8)

In the following we keep the number of flavors N arbitrary,
but put N = 3 in the final expressions.
We now define shifted quark masses, which satisfy

w2 = 2B, a=123,
m2=1m%k=B(m+m), a=4567 (9
=2 _ 2B (5 po -
m? =2 (m + 2i,), a=38
Explicitly they are given by
- . 2m + mg Ncy, + ¢
m=m(1—Nc3—c3)—T C3_%,
(10)
- _ 2m+ m Ncy + ¢
mg = ms(l — Ney — C3) _#NCB _%.
(11

From these expressions the LO critical mass for N = 3 is
defined by the condition

mi, = mi(l —6c3 — &) — 3¢, — & =0, (12)

leading to

3C2 + 62

2270 = sml, 13
1_66'3_53 Mav ( )

28mcrilical =
This definition for the critical quark mass assumes that all
three quark masses are extrapolated to the massless point,
including the strange quark mass. In numerical spectros-
copy calculations, however, a different definition is some-
times employed where the strange quark mass is kept fixed
at (approximately) its physical value. For this procedure
the condition for the critical quark mass reads

014511-3
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I’h%. = m%(l - 3C3 - 53) - m§V3c3 - 3C2 - 62 = 0,
(14)

which results in

2Bmgcz + 3¢y, + &y

15
1_5C3_E3 ( )

2Bmigical (ms) =

The difference between these two values is therefore
C3 3C2 + 52
1_56'3_53 1_66'3_53

Meritical — Meritical (ms) =
- 2Bms} (16)
Indeed, numerical 2 + 1 flavor simulations [18] suggest a

nonvanishing value for this difference with

Meritical — mcritical(ms) >0. (17)

D. NLO Lagrangian

The NLO Lagrangian provides the necessary counter

terms in order to remove the UV divergences in the 1-
|
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loop integrals. The contribution of O(M?) is given by

Lyiose = La(S (M3 + 31M )
+Ls(3,, (M3 +3tM,))
+ L6<Mq2 + ETA?[q>2 + L7(Mq2 — 2+Mq>2
+ Lg(M,3M S + 3TM STV ), (18)

where we introduced %, , = GMEGME* and Mq = BMq,
where M ¢ 18 the shifted quark mass matrix constructed
from m and i, (cf. previous section). The NLO constants
L, are related with standard Gasser-Leutwyler coefficients
LG [5]as Lys = 2LGE and Le7s = —4L$% .

The complete Lagrangian at O(a>M) and O(aM?) is
cumbersome and has not been computed so far. Here we
only list the terms that contribute to the meson propagators,
which we need for the calculation of the pseudoscalar
masses. These terms are straightforwardly found by a
spurion analysis with spurion fields proportional to the
lattice spacing [6,11,13]. Our result for the O(a’M)
Lagrangian reads

w W. W
Lo = (Zp)(W + (8 + S12 4 Z3(S2 + (217)) + 7005, (5 + TO)XE + 3

+ %@M(Ez + (Z1) + Ws(M, 2 + STM,) + We(S + STXM, S + 3TM,) + Wo(3? + (37)?)

X (M,E + STNL) + Wo(S + SOOI, 32 + (SH2H,) + Wolb, 53 + (STYNL) + Wio(S + 1,
+ Wi(0,3)? + (0,5D2) + Wi((3, SRE? + 320, 3H?). (19)

while the terms of O(aM?) are given by

N . . . A v
Lo = (S| 2V0001,) + 3005+ TO01,Z + T, + Vol 22 + (2PN | + 52,5 + 30

X (VS + ST,y + Z"Tyzw(mz +STNNS + 1) + Vi(S,,, (V1,52 + (SH2M,)

+2Ve(2 M) + Vigl(0,2)* M, + M, (0,31 + V(0,322 M 3t + 3M,3(3,21)%)

+ (3 4+ IHVL2) + V(M S + STV + VoM SM,S + STV, STV )] + (M3 + 3Ta)

X [VipdM ) + Vi (M2 + (S1)2M )]+ VioMES + STNE) + V(M 3M 32 + (31)2M, 3T ,)

+ V(S + SME = 3TM )2 + V(M 32 = (31 M M3 - ST, (20)

As in the leading order Lagrangian we have absorbed the
explicit powers of the lattice spacing in the low-energy
constants, and their scaling behavior is therefore

W; = 0(a?), i=0...12, 21

V; = O(a), i=0...17. (22)

III. RESULTS

A. Quark mass dependence of meson masses

The calculation of the pseudoscalar masses from the
chiral Lagrangian in the previous section is straightfor-
ward. We collect some details and intermediate results of
our calculation in the appendix. Here we simply quote the
final result for the quark mass and lattice spacing depen-

014511-4
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dence of the pseudoscalar meson masses. The total con-
tribution from LO tree, LO 1-loop plus NLO tree for m,,
and mg and m,, are given as follows:

2
m r,total

1
=x+2y+ F[L:,{A’,;x + BTy +5C}
+ L}{A}?x +B%y+ 4C} + L;{A’;x + Bgy + C}
- {(C() + DO)x + 2C0y + (Cav + l)av)x2

+ DTy? + 2Dxy}],

y (23)

1
m%(,total =x—y+t ]TZ[L;({Aﬁx + Bgy + 6C}

+ L7 {A%x + BKy + 3C}

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 014511 (2006)

2 —
m'r],total -

1
x—2y+ F[L;{A?,x + By +3C}
+ L7 {Alx + Bly + 3C}

+ LA x + Bly +4C} — {(Cy + Dg)x — 2Cyy

+ (Cav + Dav)x2 + D;])'yz - ZDXy}] (25)
The parameters
2B
X = ﬁlgv ?(27’;1 + ﬁly),
! 2BM 2B(~ i) e
=— = —(m — my),
N R

represent the quark mass dependence. The chiral log is
denoted by

2

ro— my ~2
+ Lo {A%x + By + C} — {(Cy + Dy)x — Cyy La 1672 log(z), @7)
+(Coy + Dyy)x* + D.vay > — Dxy}], (24 whose coefficients contain
|
1 1 5 1 1 1 1
C=-7, Az=2(203-3X)  AF=-0CF-2X), Aj=:(2c7-5X)  Bp=;(4C3-5Y),
T — 1 T T — 1 K — 1 K K — 1 K 3
BK_g(CK_Y)’ B"I —§(12C5 - Y), AK—§(2CK_3X), A77. —§<2C7_§X>,
1 1 1 1 3 1 5
AK =§<ch,§—5x), Bf =5(-2¢§ +3), B =§(cg§—zy>, BX =§<—3C’,§+ZY—6CS>,
1 3 1 3 1 1
Al ==(2CT - ZX), Al =-QCL —-=X), AZ = —(ZCZ —2X), Bl = = (—4C7} + 5Y — 24c5),
3 2 3 2 3 3
1 1
Bl = 5(_3Y + 36¢s), Bl = 5(—3C}2 + 5Y — 24cs).
These terms are parametrized by Cy = 6¢y + 3¢, + 9¢3B,
(31)

X = A[l — 6¢c3 — 4¢3 — 36¢3B],

Y = (1 —3¢c; — 48;)B, (28)
Z =[9¢c, + 4&, + dm2,(1 — 18¢c; — 4¢3)],
T =12+ 18¢cy + 9, + 15¢3B,
7 =1+ 24cy + 6¢y + 12¢3B, (29)
Cy = 6cg + o + 3¢;3B,
cK = % + 24c¢q + 9¢, + 18¢5B,
ck = % + 18¢y + gao + 9¢3B, (30)
CcK = % + 6¢( + 250 + 3c3B,

C:]r = 18C0 + 350 + 9C3E,
CIZ =3+ 24C0 + 1050 + 12C3B,

with

~ 1
A: s
I_ZNC3_C3
. 1
B: )
I_NC3_C3
Ncy + ¢,
S 2 =
May 1_2NC3_C’;

The polynomial (nonlogarithmic) terms contain
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D7, = 16Ls + 8(Lg + L}) + 48V,

DX =4Ls + 20Lg — 16L} + 48V,

Dy, = 16Ls5 + 24Lg + 24L} + 96L; + 48V,
D = Cy, +4Ls +4(Lg + L)),

Co =4(NLg+ NL, + Ls),

Dy = 2(Lg + L§) + V,,

Co=4Wy + W, + W, + Wy + W,) + 2Ws + 8N>W;

+ 4NW; + 16NWg + 18Wy — 8(W,, + W),)
= aZWC,
Dy = N[16(NW¢ + W) + 4Wg + 2W,o] = a®>W)p,

where

£4:L4+V0+V1+V2+V3=L4+CIL}1,
ES=L5+V4+V5+V6_V16_V17=L5+(1L;,

~ 1 5
L6 :L6 +2NV8 +1V10+§V11 :L6 +aLé,

L;=1L;+2NVy +2Vs=L,;+all,
_ 1 5
L8 = L8 + 2NV9 + EV]Q + EVIS = LS + aLé”,

L =Lg+2NVy+2V3 = Lg + aLl’,
Va = N(V; + 2Vy + 4NVy),

1
VA = §(V7 + 2V9)

Even though the NLO parameters have been used to re-
move the divergent terms from the loop integrals we use
the same notation for these coefficients. We finally note
that there exists the following constraint among some of
the coefficients:

1
ZA; = §[6 + 96¢y + 32¢, + 60c3B — 5X].  (32)
b

Consequently, in the limit y — 0 we obtain identical results
for m,, mg or m,, as it should be for three degenerate
quark masses.

Obviously the final results for the pseudoscalar masses
are fairly lengthy. From a practical point of view the
number of independent unknown parameters in these ex-
pressions is crucial for their usefulness. Unknown parame-
ters are the critical quark mass m .41, the constant 2B and
the decay constant f. The coefficients of the chiral log
terms, given in Eq. (29)—(32), are defined through five
independent O(a) parameters, ¢, ¢y, 3, C3, and c¢s, and
the coefficient C, which is an independent O(a?) parame-
ter. In the analytic NLO correction we find the independent

combinations C,, + D,,, D7, DX, DY, and D, which start

7’
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at O(1), and the two coefficients Cy, D, are of O(a?).
Therefore, the total number of independent parameters is
13 besides mica» 2B, and f.

B. O(Ma) term at NLO

In Eqgs. (24)—(26), O(Ma) terms are considered at LO. In
this subsection we present the results for the case that these
terms are treated as NLO corrections. First of all, the
expressions for the shifted quark masses simplify to

- Nc, + ¢

m=m— % = M = Mcriticals (33)
- Nc, + ¢
my=mg— 223 2 — Mg — Meritical- (34)

The quark mass dependence of the pseudoscalar meson
masses becomes

m%rtotal (x + 2.)7)[1 — Ncjy — Cz] — xNc3
1
f2|:L’{ x+y+5C}+L§<4C
1 1

+ (Cypy + Dy )x* + D, y2 + 2ny}:| (35)

m%(,total = (x = Y1 — Nej — &3] — xNcs
1 1
+ | Ly6C + L] = ~x +3C
f 4
e
+ Lol = )+ Cf =G+ Dyx = oy

+(Cyy + Do) + DKy — nyH, (36)

m%},total = (.X - Zy)[l — Ncj — 53] — xNc;
1 1 5
Lyl—-x+2y+3C
fZ[ { 2" 3 }
1 4
+ L;{—Ex —y+ 3C} + L;{g(x —y) + 4c}
—{(Cy + Dy)x — 2Cyy + (Cyy + Dyy)x?
+ DJy* — 2ny}} (37)
where

014511-6
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c_Z_0-Ne+35
6 6 ’

D7, = 16Ls + 16Lg = 4DK,,

D}, = 16Ls + 48Lg + 96L,

D = C,, +4Ls + 8Ly,
C, =4(NLg + NL, + Ls),
D,, = 4Ls,

Co=4Wy + W, + W, + W5 + W,) + 2Ws + 8N?W;

+ 4NW; + 16NWg + 18Wy — 8(Wy; + Wo)
= a’We,
Dy = N[16(NWg + W5) + 4Wg + 2W,o] = a> W),

The number of independent parameters is reduced com-
pared to the result given in the previous section. Besides
Megitical, 2B and f there are c3, ¢3, C, Ly + Lg, Ls + Lg
(note that C,, + D,y, DY, ny, and D can be expressed by
Ly + Lg and Ls + Lg.) and Dy),. The total number of
independent parameters besides M ;ica, 2B, and f is re-
duced from 13 to 6.

However, for improved theories there is some lattice
spacing dependence implicit in the definition of the renor-
malized quark mass. This results in 3 parameters (bg +
bg,%), bS,l,), bﬁf)), as we will show in the next subsection,
where we discuss O(a) improved theories.

C. Formula in O(a) improved theories

We finally consider the case that a nonperturbatively
O(a) improved quark action (i.e. the clover quark action
) is used in the lattice simulations [15-17,19,20]. In this
case there are no on-shell O(a) terms in the Symanzik’s
effective theory provided that the relevant improvement
coefficients are tuned nonperturbatively to an appropriate
value. In particular, O(a) improvement requires that some
a dependence is absorbed in the definition of renormalized
masses and the gauge coupling:

m—m+ bPm2a+ b 2m + m)ma + b (2m? + m?)a,
(38)

my—m, +bVm2a+ b2 2m+m)m,a + by 2m? + m?)a,

(39)

(40)

2m + my)a
gt— g%(l + b, 7>

3

where b, and b,, = bf,p + 3(1953) + b5,3,)) are improvement
coefficients defined in Ref. [19,20]. Therefore, as long as
on-shell quantities are considered, there are no terms of
O(a), O(Ma), O(M?a) etc. in the WChPT Lagrangian, if
we replace

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 014511 (2006)

i — m = m+ bVila + b2 (2m + m,)ima

+ b2 + m?)a, (41)

i, — m, = i, + bVita + b2 2m + in,)m,a
+ b 2m? + m?)a, (42)
B— B = B[l + by(2ii + iin,)al. (43)

Here the last modification comes from the mass depen-
dence of g3 in the Symanzik’s effective theory.

We emphasize that there are no terms linear in a in the
chiral Lagrangian and in the results for the pseudoscalar
masses as long as one parameterizes it in terms of 7z, which
absorbs some O(a) dependence through proper renormal-
ization. Using /7 instead, which is simpler in practice since
this mass is directly proportional to the difference between
the bare and the critical quark mass, there is some O(a)
dependence left explicit.

Having made these remarks we can write down the
WChPT expressions for nonperturbatively O(a) improved
theories:

1 1
M = %+ 27 + ]‘_Z[L;T{Ex +y+ SC} + Li4C
1 1

+ (Cay + Dyy)x? + DTy + 2ny}»:|, (44)

1 1
m;mtal =X—y+ fz[L;(6C + L;{— R + 3C}

+ qu{%(x — y) + C} — {(Co + Do)x — Coy

+(aw+l%»ﬂ-%D§ﬁ-—Dm&} 45)
DR N T
m%}wtal =Xx—2y+ F[L"{_Ex + gy + 3C}

1 4
+ L;{—Ex —-y+ 3C} + L;{g(x -y + 4C}

—&wvm—xwﬂ%+mm2

+ D\ y? — 2ny} } (46)
where
2, N9 4
xX= ?(2m + m,) = x[1 + (b + by)2m + 1y)a]

+ (Y + 362w + n?)a, 47
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2B L
y= ?(m —m,) = y[1+ (by + bﬁ,%))(2m + fig)a

+ bV + my)a], (48)
and

C:z:(9_N)C2+352
6 6 ’

D7, = 16Ls + 16Lg = 4DX,
D)\, = 16Ls + 48Lg + 96L-,

D =C,, +4Ls + 8L,
C,n =4(NLg+ NL, + Ls),
D,, = 4L,

Cy=4Wy + W, + W,y + W5 + W,) + 2Ws + 8N2W,

+ 4NW; + 16NWg + 18Wy — 8(W,; + Wy,)
= aZWC,

Dy = N[16(NWs + W) + 4Wg + 2W,o] = a®>W),.
Independent parameters (besides mg;gca, 2B, and f) are
by + b2, b, bY, C, Ly + L, Ls + Lg, and D7, The

number of independent parameters besides mcq, 2B and
f is therefore 7, reduced from previously found 13.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we computed the pseudoscalar masses in
2 + 1 flavor WChPT. We presented results for three differ-
ent order countings, appropriate for various sizes of the
O(aM) term in the chiral Lagrangian. Depending on the
lattice action used in the numerical simulation (unim-
proved, perturbatively improved, nonperturbatively im-

proved) one has to choose one result for the chiral
|

(9,59, 5t %wﬂaﬂﬂ 4 %wﬂ[m 0, m]m),
4
3t
(S + ST = 4) - JITSM " 36—;‘4<w4>,

(S +3hy=()- ]jiz<vr2> + 2,

M3 + Sy = QM) — %<M7T2> +

(S + 3t =2 - ]%<2><7r2> +

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 014511 (2006)

extrapolation. Since we have no prior knowledge about
the size of the O(aM) contribution we suggest to perform
fits to the data with all three forms and let the data decide
which form is most appropriate.

The number of unknown fit parameters is significantly
larger than in 2 flavor WChPT. Using our results requires
sufficiently enough data points in order to perform the
chiral fits. The CP-PACS/JLQCD Collaboration is cur-
rently performing 2 + 1 flavor simulations at three lattice
spacings with five values for the light up and down quark
mass and two different strange quark masses. At least for
these simulations the number of data points exceeds the
number of unknown fit parameters. Performing the chiral
extrapolation of the CP-PACS/JLQCD data using our re-
sults is work in progress.
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APPENDIX A: USEFUL FORMULAE

1. Expansions in terms of 77

In this subsection we collect some useful formulae
necessary for the expansion of the chiral Lagrangian in
terms of the 7 fields.

a. LO terms
At LO we have to expand terms at O(7*).

4
3ft
@) + ;—f<w2>2,

(M%),

8
37

(S + St —2)0,59,51) = —;—fwxaﬂaﬂx

(T + 3t - 2)6#28MET> = —]17?<W28M778M7T>,

(S + ITUMS + 3Ty = 2)2M) — ;;2<M><77'2> - Ji(l)(Mn-z} + ]13(772>(M772> +

( + SHMS + ST = @am) — ;§<M7T2> +

16 64
(=31 = - F@Tz) + 3—f4<774>,

8 4 8
37€4<M><7T ) +3TM

(-3 =0

(IXM7*),

64

3704<M7T4>,

S — StMS — Stay = 33’—;4<7T3><M7T>,

16 64
(2 =3NMY - 3Tm)) = —F<M77-2> + 3—f4<M7r4>.

014511-8
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b. NLO terms
We have to expand the NLO terms to O(72).

(S, (M3 + Sty = %@Maﬂxzm (S (M3 + S = %(aﬂaﬂzm
(3 + MY = QMY QMMM T, (%~ Sy =~ Jléwwﬂ
(MEMS +STMStm) = — %wwm ), (34 (EH) =@ - 0w,
(32 + (S1PM) = (M)~ 3 (M), (WS + (1)) = (2b) ~ 2 ),
(M?3, + 3TM?y = 2M?) — ]212<M27T2>, (MEIM3?+ SH2M3ItM)y = 2M?) — %<4M7TM7T + SM?7?),
(s = St =00, (17 = (1M =)

(0,32 + (3, 512) = (9, SA(SH? + 32(a, S12) = — f%wﬂam.

2. Formula for traces
After expanding the Lagrangian in terms of the 7 fields, we have to take the trace in the flavor space

a. LO terms

1 1
(1) =N, (M,) = NM,, (m?y = 52773, 2B(M ) = Egmgwg,
m2 = 2Bm, a=123,

- m%{ = B(m + ms); a=4567, 2B<Mq7T4> = Z FadeWaWchWd»
=B+ 2m), as

1 1
() = mZﬂ%ﬂ'i + 3 Zd“bedaie’ﬂa’ﬂbﬂcﬁd,
a,b a~e

qFabed — 2B2]W0 {% Sabged 4 Zdabedcde} + 2B41W8 {% (6abdcd8 1+ Jab8 (Scd) + ZdeeSdabedcde}y

1 1 1
— 2 — 2 be jed
(9,70, m) = 3 Ea 0,740, Ty, (m°0,md ,m) = PEY, agbﬂ'aa“wbaﬂn-b + gazeda €dede 0 oD T

1 1
(0 mlm, 9, m]m) = ~1 Zf“bef“"’aﬂwum,aﬂwcﬂ'd, (m3) = 2 Zd“bcwaﬂ'bﬂ'c,

a~e

1
ZB<Mq7T> = 523M87Tg

a,b,c
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b. NLO terms
s 3 1 - y
(2BM,) = N, (m) =33 m,  (2BM,)* = N2(m3,)”,
a
s 1 1 . 3 1, .
((0,m)*2BM ;) = m3, 5Z(a#wa)2 + Am? ZZd‘mS(a#wa)z, ((2BM,)*) = N(m2,)* + E(Amz)z,
a a

- 1
(2BM ) ngwg, (2BM ,m)* = Z(Anaz‘)%rg,

§CBI ) = GRS + AR de R S{a@r = S |
b
1

<<2BMq>2w2>= DA maVAmZZd““S 2+(Am2)22{ N

aa8 2
—d }7Ta

3. Group factors
We have to calculate some Lie group factors.
Cab = Zfabcfabc = (1 — §%)CAB = Cha, C™ = CKiKi = cKaKz = 1,
C C™ = ckik = 1/4, Cc™ =0, Ckn =3/4,
where 7 represents a = 1, 2, 3, K represents a = 4,5 (K;) and a = 6,7 (K,) and 7 represents a = 8.
pab = Zdaac dbbe = gaad gbb3  gaas ghb8 — pba D7 = pKiKi = pKiKa — pm — 1/3,
c

D™ = pKK: = —1/6, D™ =-1/3,  DK"1=1/6.

1 1
Eab = dcchaacdbbc _ daa3dbb3 _ daanbbS — Eba’ E™T = EKle = FEmM = — —
2 V3 : ] 33
1 1 1
E?TK — EK,KI — EK2K2 =__ E™ = S EKn = -
6/3 343 6+/3
Eab = ZdCCSdabcdabc — Eba Eaa — L 1_/16/3 gg:: 17? E~'77K — _L E‘7T7] — L
’ V3| =Z1/3 for ¢, 83 33
EXiKy = L Ekn = — b , others = 0.

4.3’ 24./3

With these definition we have
11 1 1
4Faabb = 2BMyl— + ~ D% + 2BMg|— (d*® + db*®) + —E,
O{N 2 } S{ZN( )3
1 1 - 1 1.
4Fabab = 2BMy|— 8% + — D + 2BMg|— §90dee8 + —Eb L,
O{N 2 } 8{N 4

The following formulae for N = 3 are useful.
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O 5/6 1/2
N+§D"b +D%=11/2 1/2
1/2 1/2
1 1 1 1 1/3
— (a8 + db"®) + —E?P + —Fb = —| 1/4
o )" 2 443 /

1

where a = 1,4, 8.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 014511 (2006)

/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/)2

12 5/6 1/2 12 12 1/2 |,

12 1/2 12 1/2 1/2 5/6
1 1/4 14 1/4  1/4 1
1/4 —1/6 —1/2 —1/2 —1/2 —5/4 |,
1 —5/4 —5/4 —5/4 —5/4 —17/3

4. 1-loop contractions

The following contraction formula is useful for the calculation of the meson propagators at 1-loop.

@l mlm = = 13O0, m, PIo3) + w3, ()]
a,b

m2
167

Iy(m?) = —

2
S[A + 1 — logm?], A==~y +log(4m),

Cab — Zfabcfabc’

c

Ii(m?) = —m*Iy(m?),

i ada aba i 1 1 aae e ape Jabe
QBM )y — ;wgzzo(mg)[p bb 4 ppabab] () — ;wglo(m%)[ﬁ(l 126,,) + Zg(ar dPbe + Dabe gab )}

1 1
(m)? — 52”510('71;2;)(1 +28,4), (m)Y2BM ) — Zzﬂglo(m%)(mﬁ +m3)(1 +28,,),
a,b a,b

0T = g SO m 1) + 7 (7))

1 1
<772(8#7T)2> — ;‘[(8’“77“)2[0(}71%) + 77'3]1(;/;~1i):|<R 4 Szdaacdhhc)

3
(mY2BM )y — §2BM8d““8[IO(ﬁ1%,)7T§ + Iy(m3)m2].

APPENDIX B: CALCULATION OF THE
PSEUDOSCALAR MESON PROPAGATOR AT
1-LOOP

In this appendix we give some details of the calculation
of the pseudoscalar meson propagator at 1-loop in the
WChPT.

1. Effective action for BG fields

In order to calculate meson masses at 1-loop, we use the
background (BG) field method. We first split the 7 field as

T =Ty T TG, (B1)

where 7 represents quantum field while 7 is a BG field
which satisfies the equation of motion. Inserting this into
the chiral effective Lagrangian, we have

Lio(m) = Lio(mg) + L@ () + LW (g + m5)

— LW (7). (B2)

{
Integrating out 7 we obtain the following formula

gfscrr(ﬂ'c) = fD’iTQBi Id4XLLo(7T)

= fd4XLL0(7TG) fDﬂ-Qe_ fd4XL(2)(7"Q)

x ¢~ J &L o+ m6)~ LW (mc)

(B3)
This leads to
Seff(ﬂ'c) = fd4XLLO(7TG)
_ 10g<€7 fdAX(L(A)(ﬂ'Q+7TG)*L(4)(7TG))> (B4)
where
— [ *xLO (g
(flmrg, 7)) = [ Drge” [T pm, o). (BS)

Expanding S, in terms of 775, we obtain
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2

(B6)

See(7mg) = const. + S

(mg) + Z Seff(ﬂ'c)

where Setf () contains the n-th power of the field 7. In
the calculation of the pseudoscalar masses we are inter-
ested in the n = 2 case. We write

(2)
eff

(76) = fd xLyo(7g) + S1 1oop(7TG) +-oe (BY)
where - - -

(2)
S 1—loop

and write

represent the higher loop contributions. We call
the 1-loop contribution to the meson propagator

(7g) = f

2. Expansion of the LO Lagrangian

s@

@
1—loop d4 L

1—loop (B 8)

(76).

We now expand the LO Lagrangian (1) in terms of the
pseudoscalar field 77,. Using the expansion and trace for-
mulae given in Appendix A, we obtain

) = 2N el
— c3(2BM  X7*) — c3(1)2B(M %) — 32B{M ,77*)

1
= EZ[(a,u’}Ta)z + m%lwt%]x

L® =((3,m* +2BM,

(B9)

at second order in 7,, where the pseudoscalar meson
masses at LO are given by

ﬁ’l 2(1 _NC3_C3) mg\,Nc3—ch—52,
(B10)
mly = —— IZma (B11)
For N = 3 flavors we have
2—ZBm a=123,
m2 = { m% = B(m + my), a=45,617,
m?% =2(m+2m,), a=38 (B12)
2m +
m2, = op M T Ms ms’

3

Equation (B9) gives the pseudoscalar meson propagator at

LO.
|

1 5 Am* 5
m2 g = 2+ — | L1Crom2 — 2 X2, — SY = + 27
: 3f 2 43 2
’,;‘12

_ N 1 .
Ln{CZ(m%] + mZ) — EXmav Y — 12¢5) —= \/_

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 014511 (2006)

The 4-th order terms in the LO Lagrangian become

1 _NC3 4C3

L@ = 3;2@”7[77, i) = 2B )
L Ney + 4532]; Nesmiy (a4 J% (7Y
2fc3 () 2BM 72y — 02°<w2><(8,nr)2>
4CO< 720, ) + 3;;(773><ZBM7T>. (B13)

There terms give the 4-point interaction vertices of the
pseudoscalar mesons.

3. 1-loop contribution to the propagator
Using the formulae in Appendix A, it is now easy to

@
calculate L,”

()=fd4

Forthe w (a=1,2,3), K (a =4,5,6,7), and 5 (a = 8)
we find the wave function renormalization as

. Including the tree level contribution we
obtain

O

off (B14)

1
x5 ZZa[(aMw-a)2 + m el
a

1

+ LK{I + 6(4C0 + 50)} + Ln(6C0 + 50)],

1
Zg - 3—],2[1477{3/4 + 9(2¢o + &/2)}
+ L,(3/4 + 6¢cy + 5¢0/2)],
1
Z.,7 =1 3—f~2[L7T3(6CO + 50) + LK{3 + 2(12C0 + 550)}
+ L,73(2c0 + &)l (B15)
where
L, = Ip(m2), Ly = Iy(m%), L, = Io(3).
(B16)
Similarly we have
ﬁ’l2
} + LK{Cz(ﬁﬁ( + m2) — 2Xm2, — \/_ + 22}
1
ZH B17)
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Am? 3 3 Avi 3
n g = i + e [LK{CszK — 3X72, + 3Y% + 32} +L {Clg(ﬁﬁ, +g) = S X, - ZY% —z}
- - 1 5 24 Am? 1
2 2 1 i 30 m’ 3
mn’R—mn-i-S—fz C m 2X av+5 Y_— )4 2
3 Am? 3
cr +m2) — = Xm2, —3(Y — 12 +>Z
R R
, 24\ A2
+LK{CK(mK+m ) — 2Xin2, +5<Y—— > Wi +ZZH (B19)

for the pseudoscalar meson mass. The parameters in these
expressions have already been given in subsection III A.

4. NLO contribution to meson propagators

Using the formulae for the expansion in powers of the
pion field and the trace formulae in the Appendix A, we
have

1
LNLO = EZI:LO[(GILW“)Z + minLO’?T%], (B20)

where the wave function renormalization factor is given by

1
NLO _ =2 =2
ZNLO — f_2 (2,2, + At s 20

av 4(N£4 + Es), ZaA = 2daa8L~5,
20 =4Wy + W) + W, + W3 + W,) — 8(Wy; + W),

and the mass term is defined as

MaNLo = Nz [mz{mavcav + Am*C§ + Co}
+ md {m2,D,, + Am?D4 + Do} + (Am?)*E4 ],
Cav = 4(NL~6 + N£4 + l~45),
w = 2(Lg + L}) + V,,

DY = 2d°S(L + L),

CZ — 2daa81:5’

ES = e,Lg + el L} + V) + (sag(zi7 + %Zg),
Co=4Wy + W, + W, + W3 + W,) + 2Ws
+ 8N?Wy + 4NW; + 16NWy + 18W,
= 8(Wyy + Wpp) = a®Wo,
Dy = N[16(NWg + W,) + 4Wg + 2W,o] = a* W),
(B21)
The constants here are given by

Ly=L,+Vy+V,+V,+Vs=1L,+al), (B22)

[

Ls=Ls+V,+Vs+Vs—Vi4—V;;=Ls+alLl,

(B23)

N 1 5 .

L6 = L6 + 2NV8 +ZV10 + EVH = L6 + CZL6, (B24)
L,;=1L;+2NVyy +2Vis=L;+aLl, (B25)

~ 1 5
L8 = LS + 2NV9 + Evlz + §Vl3 = L8 + aLé”, (B26)

Li=Lg+2NVy+2V;3=Lg + aLl’, (B27)

and

1
Vo = N(V; + 2Vy + 4NVy), Va = E(V7 + 2Vy),

(B28)
— 1 _ 1 aa8 — l i l
ea—N 2\/§d , (em ek, €y) <6’12’2>’
(B29)
1
; 5[(daas)z Z(fahs)z]’
(B30)

1 11
/ / 'Y = (- —_ _
(€7, ek e3) (6’ 3’6>'

5. Cancellation of UV divergence

In order to perform the renormalization, we consider
divergent parts of meson masses in Eq. (B17)—(B19),
which are given by

[m2]ay. = — [Cix + C5y + CY, X2+ Csyy

A
4872 f2

+ C4xy], (B31)

where x = /2, and y = ﬁ Am?, in terms of which, m2 =

x+ 2y, myx =x—y, and /3 = x — 2y. Constants are
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given by

cr=ck=cl=5z T =27,

ck=-7

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 014511 (2006)

cl = -27,

ce = 22% —5X =2(3 + 48¢y + 16¢, + 30c3B) — 5X,
b

CT, =8CT — CE — 7Y — 24csB = 15 + 120¢y + 668 + B[—7 + 129¢5 + 28&; — 24cs],

CK =2CK +2CK + 6CK — 7Y + 12¢5B = 9 + 120c, + 42&, + B[—7 + 93c; + 28¢5 + 12¢5],
Cyy = 8Ch + 3C} — 21Y + 144csB = 9 + 120c( + 548; + B[—21 + 171c3 + 84¢; + 144cs),
CT, =8CT — CZ —4CT — 2X — 7Y + 12¢5B = 15 + 96¢ + 628, + 96¢38 — 2X — 7Y + 12¢5B,

7 .
CX, = —4C§+5C§—7C’,§+X+§Y—6c53=

1
cz,

2

Cly = —8C] +4C} — 5CL +2X + 7Y — 12¢sB = —CT,.

On the other hand, the NLO contributions lead to

1
[m2]nio = — F[Dfx + D§y + D4 x* + Dgyy2 + Df;yxy],

where
D% = Cy + D, DT = 2C,,
DT, = 16Ls + 8(Ly + L§) + 48V,
DYy = 16Ls + 24Lg + 24L} + 96L, + 48V,

Df = —Co,
DK =4[5 +20Lg — 16L§ + 48V,
D7, = 2C,, +8Ls + 8(Lg + L}) = —2DK = —DJ,

D) = =2C,, D¢, = C,, + Dy,

In order to cancel the UV divergences, the divergent part in the NLO terms must be chosen according to

[Dolaiv. = —

A

4872 42,

[2(3 + 48¢, + 16¢, + 30c;B) — 5X],

[15 + 120c, + 66&, + B(—7 + 129¢; + 28¢5 — 24cs)],

[4Ls + 20Lg — 161} + 48V ], = — WD + 120cy + 428, + B(—7 + 93c5 + 28&; + 12¢5)],

[Colaiv. = — 48A7T2 Z
[Cav + Daylaiv. = — 48372
[16L5 + 8(Lg + L}) + 48Valyy = Ty
A
[16Ls + 96L; + 24(Lg + L}) + 48V ]gy = — %
[2C, + 8Ls + 8Ly + 8Lglyy, = — é

[9 + 120c + 54, + B(—21 + 171c5 + 84&; + 144cs)],

[15 + 96¢y + 62&, + 96c3B — 2X — 7Y + 12¢5B].

Notice that we can remove all divergences [m2];, consistently by these parameters, as it should be.
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