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Heavy-meson masses in the € regime of heavy-meson chiral perturbation theory
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The pseudoscalar and vector heavy-meson masses are calculated in the e-regime of Heavy Meson
Chiral Perturbation Theory to order €*. The results presented will allow the determination of low-energy
coefficients (LECs) directly from Lattice QCD calculations of the heavy-mesons masses for lattices that
satisfy the e-regime criteria. In particular, the LECs that parametrize the next-to-leading order volume
dependence of the heavy-meson masses are necessary for evaluating the light-pseudoscalar meson
(m, K, ) and heavy meson ({D°, D", D}}, {B~, B, B%}) scattering phase shifts.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the properties of systems composed
of heavy mesons, containing a single heavy quark,
and the pseudo-Goldstone bosons (pGB) of Quantum
Chromodynamics (QCD) is currently a topic of high inter-
est. This interest has been partly triggered by the renais-
sance of charmonium and open-charm studies. A
resonance that has initiated much discussion is the narrow
D;,(2317), first observed by the BABAR collaboration [1].
This resonance couples to the S-wave DK continuum
scattering state [2,3]. At low energies the strength of the
DK interaction is predominantly parametrized by the scat-
tering length. This has resulted in several theoretical stud-
ies that have attempted to determine the S-wave scattering
lengths in the pGB-heavy meson scattering channels [4-8].
The determination of these scattering lengths would not
only help discern the heavy-meson spectrum, but is needed
in order to evaluate transport coefficients of systems con-
taining heavy-light mesonic species, e.g. the hadronic
phase of heavy ion collisions.

Currently, a combination of effective field theories
(EFTs) and Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics (LQCD)
provides the best option for performing reliable calcula-
tions of low-energy QCD observables (reviews on these
topics include [9-15]). Heavy Meson Chiral Perturbation
Theory (HMxPT) [16-18] is the low-energy EFT for
studying strong-interaction quantities of mesons contain-
ing a single heavy quark and a single light antiquark. The
nonperturbative QCD contributions to HMyPT are pa-
rametrized by low-energy coefficients (LECs). The predic-
tive power of HMyPT is currently limited by the poor
determination of these LECs, e.g. currently next-to-leading
order (NLO) LECs are determined within a factor of three
of precision, resulting in scattering lengths that are known
within a factor of three [6,7]. The results outlined in the
work will help reduce the uncertainties of LECs needed in
the evaluation of pGB-heavy meson scattering.
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Historically, LQCD calculations have used moderate
volumes and unphysically large pion masses. With advan-
ces in computing technology, performing LQCD calcula-
tion at the physical point (m, = 140 MeV) of QCD is now
a reality. However, limited computer resources require
state of the art calculation with physical pion masses to
be performed with small physical volumes. This leads to
sizable volume effects contributing to the quantities of
interest, and while it is natural to want to remove them,
these effects can hold physically important information.
More specifically, volume effects are parametrized by the
LECs of the EFT, therefore by evaluating physical observ-
ables in small volumes one can determine the LECs.

In an infinite volume, the expansion parameters of
HMyPT are p/A,, m;/A,, and Agcp/mg, where p is
the characteristic momentum of the interaction, m; is the
mass of the light Goldstone bosons, my, is the heavy-quark
mass, A, is the chiral symmetry breaking scale, and Agcp
is the characteristic scale of QCD. In a finite volume this
expansion scheme is consistent in the p-regime [19,20].

However, for volumes smaller than the Compton wave-
length of the Goldstone bosons, the zero momentum mode
is enhanced with respect to the non-zero modes, and an
alternative expansion scheme must be utilized [21]. The
regime where the pion zero-modes must be integrated over
explicitly while still treating the non-zero modes perturba-
tively is known as the e-regime [21-33]. In the e-regime, a
new expansion parameter is introduced, € ~ 277/LA [Wias
27/BA, and € ~ m;/ A, where L and B are the spatial
and temporal extents, respectively. At leading order, one
may associate Ag, the hyperfine splitting between the
pseudoscalar meson P ({D°, D*,D}}, {B~, B®, BY}) and
its respective vector meson P* ({D*,D*T, Dit},
{B*~, B0, Bi%}), with the physical values of ~140 MeV
and ~50 MeV for the charm and bottom mesons, respec-
tively. Therefore, it is reasonable to expect the hyperfine
splitting to contribute at order € for charmed mesons
(e ~ A./A,) and approximately at order € for bottom
mesons (€’ ~ A,/A,). For the sake of generality, both
scenarios are considered.
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This study presents the volume dependence of the
heavy-meson masses at next-to-leading order (NLO),
O(€*), in the “mixed regime” of SU(2) and SU(3)
HM yPT. In the mixed regime, the physical pion mass is
small compared to the IR cutoff and therefore fall within
the e-regime, while the kaon and eta still satisfy the
p-regime criteria [34,35]. Therefore in the mixed regime,
the expansion in the 7 and {K, n} masses is treated sepa-
rately in order to satisfy €2 ~m, /A and € ~ mg/A, ~
m,/A,. The O(e’) volume dependence of the heavy-
meson mass for an SU(2); X SU(2); chiral theory with
static heavy quarks has been previously calculated [35].
The results presented in this study are in agreement with
those found in [35]. At O(e?), the NLO couplings of
HM YPT do not contribute and therefore extracting them
requires going to the next order in the chiral and mél
expansions.

II. HEAVY MESON CHIRAL PERTURBATION
THEORY

The field multiplet of the pseudoscalar P and the vector
P can be conveniently represented as a single field opera-
tor [16-18],

1+¢, .. .
HaET[FaJ’_lPaYS]’

A,="HIY’, ()
where v* is the velocity of the heavy meson. The repre-
sentation of the composite field H,(x) assures it transforms
as an SU(2) spinor under heavy-quark spin rotations, under
the unbroken SU(3),, symmetry it transforms as an element
of the 3 fundamental representation (as denoted by the

g _ N >
L= —=L TrlH H,y + Apyys] —

A
Tr[H v ﬂlbaysHb] + — Ti{H,0"*"H a0 ) + 2
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subscript ), and under both Lorentz and parity trans-
formations it is a bilinear. In the rest frame, the LO
HMXPT Lagrangian in mg and A, consistent with sponta-
neously broken SU(3); X SU(3)y is [16-18]:

L0 = —iTH, (D), Hy] — g Tr[H ,H,Y - ﬁlba?’s]
2 2
+ % Tro#379,3] + = Tr[avlzT +Hel ()

where M = 1diag(m?2, m?% ZmK — m?2) is the light meson
mass matrix, ¥ is the spatial component of y*, D* =
d* + V" is the covariant derivative, f is the pion decay
constant, and the Goldstone bosons are encapsulated in the
operators,

== exp(zzjﬁw>M

kT K
| = -Z+% K
kR -
k= S(Eamet = £rorg)
Vi = L(Eanet + glamg) G

At NLO in HM yPT there are a large number of corrections
to the Lagrangian that are consistent with velocity repar-
ametrization invariance (VRI) [36], but the terms that will
contribute to the volume dependence of the mass are the
following:

- Tr[A,H, (A’ A0y,

mQ mq mq Ay

+ 71 L T{A H,(§ME + Hee.),,] + 22 2 T{H, H,(§ME + Hee.),] + 22 > Tr{H,H A% AI ]
A)( AX AX

+ B A HA,, A, ]+ T{AHA - A),, (4)
AX AX

The g's, a's, o's, and A are the relevant LECs of the
theory. At leading order, the hyperfine splitting can be

written in terms of A, Ag = }i}é

III. ZERO-MODES INTEGRATION
IN THE e-REGIME

In the e-regime, it is necessary to evaluate the pion zero-
modes, g* = (0, 0), contribution nonperturbatively. It is
convenient to integrate zero-mode out of the theory, leav-
ing an effective field theory in terms of the non-zero
modes. In the mixed regime, only the pion zero-modes
are removed [35], while the zero-modes of the kaon and eta

are treated perturbatively. This can be done by rewriting
the 3 operator as

0

|3

+
7TZ
0

. 0
~ i
= UX(x)U, U = exp 7 _% 0

0 0

S(x)

o3 &

&)

The subscript z labels the zero-mode operators, while the
operators with a hat are operators whose contribution can
be treated perturbatively in the e-expansion. When inte-
grating over the zero-modes it is convenient to write the
operator U in terms of hyperspherical coordinates,
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cos(if) +icos(@)sin(ir)

U= sin(@)sin()e ¢
0

When constructing the Lagrangian that is invariant under
chiral transformations, it is advantageous to define the
operator ¢ = V2. Under the redefinition of Eq. (5), one
finds,

E(x) = UE)VT(x) = V(0)EWU, (7

USU and V=

\/ usuut g? ! have been implicitly introduced. When inte-
grating over U, one may substitute A, = VA MVT and

vV, = Vﬁ/#VT +iV3,VT. The results presented here

will be truncated at O(e*), in which case one can safely
make the following approximation:

where the definitions VT = gUJf

Ak = A = (Eard = Eond) = T2+ 0(e)
Vi V=L@t v pany <20 oo
®)

The only contribution to the heavy-meson mass that origi-
nates from the zero-modes integration first appears at
O(€*), and comes from the second line in Eq. (4):

(S'LM A TI'[H Hb(é‘:jvlg + H.c. )ba]

+ A_ Tr[I:IaHa(fle + H'C')bb]
X
=~ % Ti[H,H, + H,H,](cos(2¢)m2)
X
+ TL T A Hy)2m? — m2) + 22 To{ A, H,]
Ay Ay

X (2m% + (=1 + 2cos(2¢))m?). 9)

In order to evaluate the contribution of this term to the
heavy-meson mass, the ¢/-dependence in this expression
must be integrated out using the nonperturbative weight
arising from the last term in Eq. (2). It is convenient to
perform this integral by analytically continuing to
Euclidean time t — —ir:

fl?U2 exp[ld“x(jcz2 T{MU? + Hec] + 5.53\4)]

X'(s)
X(s)

= X(s) exp[— m2 [d“x((ol +20,)

X (PSTPy+ Bl B,) — oy (P PS + B - ﬁ3))]. (10)
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sin(8)sin(y)e’® 0
cos(¢f) —icos(8)sin(yr) 0 |. (6)
0 1

where s = 1 f2m2 BL?, and X(s) can be expressed in terms
of the modified Bessel function I,(2s) of the first kind,
11 (23)

s b

(S) .

X(s) = f§dl,//COSZ(¢)sin2(¢)e2”°5(2‘/’) =

/ dicos?(i)sin?(f)e?s <% cos(2i) = (11)
Since M has no spin structure, it results in the same shift
for both the masses of the pseudoscalar and vector fields,
yet it explicitly breaks the SU(3), symmetry,

my X'(s)
8M(P,P*) = A—((Tl + 20’2) X( ) 2(2 - m%.),
X X
m2  X'(s) o+ o,
oM o =2-" ———2202m% — m2). (12
(P, PY) AX (%] X(s) AX ( my mz). (12)

This shifts the bare mass of the strange-pseudoscalar me-
son by 87, and the strange vector-meson mass by A,

S 2m3% — m2)
BQ = (BMPK - 6MP)(L=OO) = 20’1 KT,
P 13)

At leading order, one may associate 8y, with physical value
of the splitting between the isospin doublet P and strange-
pseudoscalar Pg, which is on the order of 100 MeV for both
the charm and bottom mesons, respectively. Both 87, and
Ap will assume the same power counting as Ag ~ 0(€?).

This analysis introduces a volume dependence to the
mass of the nonzero pion modes, as well as for the K’s and
7’s,

2 g XO
I(’)’Lz X'(s) (1
2 a2 T 2 — 22 4
mg — mg — " m74X(s) mz + O(e*)
2 /
R i ZX(S)_: m + O(e). (15)

3 "Tex(s)

After performing the integration over the zero-modes, the
finite-volume contribution from the remaining degrees of
freedom can be evaluated perturbatively. The finite-volume
Feynman diagrams can be evaluated in the standard way,
where the integral is replaced by a sum over discretized
four momenta and the zero mode is explicitly excluded in
the pion loops [19]. An outline of the methods used in
performing these sums is discussed in the appendix.

T3
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FIG. 1 (color online). €* contribution to the pseudoscalar
heavy-meson mass. The solid line corresponds to the heavy
pseudoscalar, the double line denotes a vector meson, and the
dashed line represents a Goldstone boson.

IV. RESULTS

In taking the isospin limit, the pseudoscalar pair P =
{P;, Pz} will receive the same mass contribution. P will
denote the isospin pair and P; will denote the strange-
heavy meson. In order to formally categorize the different
terms contributing to the mass, it is important to consider
the ratio Agcp/mq ~ O(e*). The most relevant cases are
the following:

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 85, 014508 (2012)
O(€?) (ii): Agcp/mq~ O(e),  (16)

corresponding to the static limit and LO heavy-quark mass
corrections, respectively. For simplicity, the expressions
below will include finite LO heavy-quark mass corrections.
The static limit can easily be obtained by taking the mg —
oo limit (note Ag « mé' — (). The individual diagrams
contributing to Mp are written in the appendix. The nota-
tion SMp = Mp(L) — Mp(o0) is used to denote the finite-
volume dependence of the mass.

(0): Agep/mq ~

A. SU(3) HMyPT

The SU(3) volume dependence of the P and P; masses
up to and including O(e*) is found by adding the finite-
volume contributions from the self-energy diagrams de-
picted in Figs. 1 and 2, where the Goldstone bosons can be
pions, kaons, and etas,

- 3 1 1 g20ym Ny(mg, L)
oMy = (2 + 2581 g2)>< ( 2N (mg, L) + - mE N L)) ! K( 2K )
P (g mq  NaPLY " 8aL2\"K 1(mie, L) emy Ny Gy, L) 2A, my2L5/?
ZA 3c 1 Ny(m,, L) N, (mg, L @ c m3
+£ 2Q<_ 12 2 ?/2 . 2152 N 21 ( 244 8 1527 K miL)
2f 8L 3 my 15/2 my L5/2 2f°A,\ 27 L 167°L
3 3
M x ) ( K (L +1ﬂ5< L)
1672L 210 2f2A P REeT: 2L (mL) + 3 g p2g K1 (mnl)
'3 3 3
- +-—1 K L)) —— X L)+2——XK L
2f2AX( T HlmgL) + 5 e Ko, L)) zszX( U IalmiL) + 2 I L)
m2 X'(s)
+2 17
2A — (o UZ)X(s)’ )

1 m

3

_ 2 g(g1 — 8)\( mk
M, f2(2+2 - )(8 N, L) 5 o N (o L)

)- 8820 my Nyl L)
szS/ZAX m}(/z

2820 (Na(my, L) | Nop(mg, L) a, ¢ my my
f2L5/2< 3ml)? m/? >_2f2Ax 27r2L4+816 ZL.’K(mKL)Jer ZLKI(WL,]L))
3 3 3
a; my 4 my ) as ( 4 m,, )
- 4—K L)+-—1_ - - L
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3 3 2 !
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FIG. 2 (color online). €* contribution to the pseudoscalar heavy-meson mass.

(a) Denotes the zero-modes contribution.

(b) Goldstone bosons loops originating from four-point vertices. (c) Incorporates operators that contribute the heavy flavor symmetry

breaking corrections to the PP* 7 vertex.
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where m%] = 4m%(/ 3, the discrete sums ¢y, ¢4, N, and XK; are defined in Egs. (A20), (A24), (A25), and (13) has used.
Similarly, the O(e?) and O(e*) corrections to the vector-meson masses are depicted in Figs. 3 and 4, respectively. In the
static limit, the pseudoscalar and the vector mesons are degenerate, therefore it is only necessary to evaluate the volume

dependence of the hyperfine splitting:

1
SMP* - 6Mp =8 £82 ( 3 +

1
<m§(yvl (g L)+ ¢ N (my L)))

3mg \4f?L*  8wLf?
N ngQ< cr 4 Nolmg, L) | 2 Nolm,, L)) 19
212 2wl 3 P52 9 mlPLs
16gg, (m%( 1 m? 4 g?Aq (. Ny(mg, L)
SMp: — 6Mp. = KN (i L) + — - ,L>__ (
P Ps 3me2 8L l(mK ) 3 87 1(771,,7 ) 3 f2L5/2 m}(/Z
2 28%°Aq Ny(m,, L)) 00
275/2 1/2 :
3 3f%L / mn/ |

B. SU(2) HMyPT 2,0 (¢2)2A@

SUQ2) X SM(PZ*) _ 5ME,2) _,8°8& (&9)°AG ¢ 22)

In SU(2) Chiral Perturbation Theory, the kaons and eta
decouple from the theory. Only integrals including pions
depicted in Figs. 14 contribute to the volume dependence
of the masses,

Q) _ 0
SMO) = ((g(z))z L8767 e )) 3

mQ 4f2L3
@
Iz (0 42000 X6 _ (69)°4y" 3¢,
2A, ! 27 X(s) 2f2  8wlL?
3 @, @y Ca
T apA, e e ) g (@D
- . -
r'd \ rd \
7 \ / AY
{ \ { \
] L 1 1
(a) (b}

FIG. 3 (color online). €* contribution to the heavy vector-
meson mass.

I/ \\
| |
& —
(a) b)
!’ \\ ,’ \\
e T <
(c) (d)

FIG. 4 (color online). €* contribution to vector-meson mass.

mof?L? > 4xL*

where an additional superscript has been introduced in
order to explicitly distinguish the SU(2) LECs from those
contributing to the SU(3) theory. Note, these results have
been derived assuming Ag ~ O(e?), which should be ex-
pected to be the case for the charm mesons. For the bottom
mesons one should expect A, ~ O(e?). This would move
finite volumes effects related to this coupling to O(e),
displacing them outside the scope of this calculation.

V. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

The results presented in the previous section allow de-
termination of LECs that play an important role in the
determination of heavy-light meson scattering phase shifts.
In order to evaluate the LECs, one must fit the expressions
My + OM(L, m,, mgy) and Ay + SA(L, m,, my) to
LQCD results of the heavy-meson masses for different
volumes and pion masses that fall within the e-regime,
where (M, A,,) are the physical mass and hyperfine split-
ting, and (6M, 8A) denote the finite L, m, and m, con-
tribution described by Eqgs. (12), (13), and (17)—(22). The
corresponding LQCD calculation has not been performed
yet. Nevertheless, the uncertainty of the LECs (§,) as a
function of the standard deviation of the heavy-meson
masses (8y,) can be estimated. Because of the larger
number of LECs and the larger expansion parameters for
SU(3) HMYPT (mg/A,, m, /A ), the following discus-
sion will focus on SU(2) HM yPT.

In order to determine &, as a function of &y, , I have
analyzed fake data for the heavy pseudoscalar and vector-
meson masses. For both hadrons, a data set was generated
that follows the trend predicted by My, + SM(L, m, m);
this required inputting randomly generated LECs.
Additional L, m, and m, dependent terms were added
to M + 8M(L, m,, my) in order to simulate the O(e’)
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FIG. 5 (color online). Prediction for the level of precision for
determining the LO LEC g? by fitting Egs. (23) and (24) to 18
pseudoscalar and vector masses [corresponding to six different
values of (m, L) that fall within the e-regime and three different
heavy-quark masses] with an uncertainty ranging from 0.5% to
0.01%.

corrections. The exact form of these terms is irrelevant for
the discussion at hand. Each hadron mass has been given a
corresponding uncertainty. Lastly, the set is fit to M, +
S8M(L, m,, mp) in order to reproduce the randomly gen-
erated LECs. Since at leading order the heavy-meson mass
depends linearly in the heavy-quark mass, the m, depen-
dence can be rewritten in terms of physical heavy-meson
mass, M;. It is convenient to introduce variables that
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encapsulate the linear combination of LECs appearing
in Egs. (21) and (22): g3 = 28(&A—;gz), g =28, o=
(o) +20,), A = gZAQ%—i, a = (2a; + a,). Using these
and Eqgs. (12), (21), and (22), the m, and L dependence of

the pseudoscalar and vector masses can be written as
follows,

MP(L’mar’Mh)
3 A, 3 m2 X'(s) 2m?2
=M, +g*——=+gi- >~ +o—-" - u
" ar  S My T2A, x(s) TFA,
- A 3 3
—A Clz 7 A5 Cz4 T (23)
M 167f2 L T 27N, 27°L
MP*(LJmTrJMh*)
3 A, 3 m2 X'(s)
=M, + g2 + g2~ a
g B 4 T 2A, X(s)
2m: <A, ¢ 3 Ccy
— g, _ - . (4
TN, TMy 1672 “2f7A 2L @4

where (M, M) are the bare pseudoscalar and vector
masses.
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(®)
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552
;2<%>
100} ()
80
60
40
20
61\/[
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FIG. 6 (color online). Prediction for the level of precision for determining the NLO LECs {AQ, a, o, 0y, g3, g3} by fitting Egs. (23)
and (24) to 18 pseudoscalar and vector masses [corresponding to six different values of (m,, L) that fall within the e-regime and three
different heavy-quark masses] with an uncertainty ranging from 0.5% to 0.01%.
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Since the level of precision with which the LECs can be
determined depends on their magnitude, the parameters
were varied A = {80-150} MeV, g* = {0.5-1.5}, |g3| =
{0.5-1.5}, g3l ={0.5-1.5}, lo|l ={0.5-1.5}, oyl =
{0.5-1.5}, |a| = {0.5-1.5}, while the pion decay constant
was fixed at f = 130 MeV. For each value of the LECs, a
set of 18 pseudoscalar and vector masses was generated,
corresponding to six different (m,,, L) that fall within the
e-regime and three different heavy-quark masses. The
three heavy-quark masses were chosen such that M, =
{1.8,2.5,3.0} GeV. Each heavy-meson mass was given
an uncertainty ranging from 0.5% to 0.01%. The randomly
generated LECs were then obtain by simultaneously
fitting the two data sets using Eqgs. (23) and (24). The
estimate of the expected fractional standard deviation of
the LECs as a function of 8,,, /M, is plotted in Fig. 5 and 6
as the shaded region. The range of possible standard
deviation for the LECs for a given uncertainty of the
heavy-meson mass manifests the fact that the precision
with which these LECs can be determined depend on their
absolute value.

VI. CONCLUSION

HMyPT is the EFT for calculating strong-interaction
quantities of heavy mesons. Currently, HM yPT is limited
by the determination of the LECs of the theory. In particu-
lar, the LECs in the Lagrangian discussed in this paper,
Egs. (2)-(4), contribute to the evaluation of scattering
lengths, and are currently known to within a factor of three
[6,7].

These LECs can be evaluated from LQCD calculations.
One way to achieve this is to extract the LECs from the
volume dependence of the heavy-meson masses, since
these finite-volume effects are parametrized by the LECs
of the theory. With this in mind, the finite-volume depen-
dence of the heavy pseudoscalar and vector-meson masses
in the e-regime of HM yPT have been calculated to O(e*).
In the e-regime, LQCD calculations can be performed at
the physical point of QCD (m, = 140 MeV) if volumes
are small (L = 4 fm).

Lastly, it was shown that by evaluating the pseudoscalar
and vector-meson masses with a precision of 0.1% for
six (m,, L) and three m values, six of the SU(2) NLO
LECs can be determined within the 20% level of precision.
In order to calculate the heavy-light scattering lengths,
it is also necessary to determine the linear combination
2af) + a(32) [6,7], which could be determined from the
volume dependence of the heavy-meson mass at O(e®).

Because of the nature of the e-regime, chiral corrections
are suppressed, and finite m ., corrections to hadron masses
come in at NLO in the expansion parameter. This is in
contrast to the p-regime, where the finite m,, contributions
are enhanced, contributing at LO in the expansion parame-
ter. As a result, one would expect better determination of

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 85, 014508 (2012)

the o couplings from studying the m dependence of the
heavy-meson mass in the p-regime.
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APPENDIX A

Finite-volume Feynman diagrams can be performed by
replacing integrals with sums over discretized four mo-
menta [19]. The sums contributing to the calculation of the
heavy-meson mass to O(e*) are

1 1
A AL B) =
(my, B) BL’ nﬂzqg.ol-(%;"o +w)— A
ey
™ i ’ (AD
G2 + C7)% + m}
| (27;110 2
B(m,, L, B) = i (A2
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where w is the external energy, and m; denotes the light
meson mass (1, mg, m,). In the mixed regime, the 7 and
{K, n} loops must be treated separately. Because of the
field convention, the corrections to the mass are defined as
iM(w = 0) + i‘;P d,11(w = 0), where II is the sum of the
amputated self-energy diagrams, and 6p is the bare resid-
ual mass of the heavy meson. The superscripts of the terms
below denote the order at which they contribute in the
e-expansion. The O(€3) correction to the pseudoscalar
mass, depicted in Fig. 1, is
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where g = g + %. The first O(e*) contribution comes

from integrating out the zero-modes using Eq. (12),
depicted by Fig. 2(a)],

m2 X'(s)

M(a4)(mﬂ" L’ B) ZA (0-1 202) X( )

(A6)

The second graph, Fig. 2(b)], corresponds to the four-point
vertex contribution to the mass,

MP (m,,, L, B)
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X
_ a3 + 661’4
—6f2AX (B(m,, L, B) + C(m,, L, B)). (A7)

The third diagram, Fig. 2(c)], comes from the three-point
vertex corrections in the Lagrangian, and it results in the
following contribution to the P meson mass:
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(A8)

In order to evaluate the temporal sum, the Abel-Plana
formula will be used:

s2(5)

:/mm%f(z)—iReS<ei£§Z—) 1)

lowerplane

+ iRes( (A9)

upperplane

The spatial sum can be performed using Poisson’s
Resummation formula,
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As carefully discussed in Ref. [37], the finite tempera-
ture contributions in the e-regime are usually heavily sup-
pressed, and such is the case in all the integrals considered
here. This allows one to safely neglect finite temperature
terms. With this, one can extract the volume dependence of
the sum in Eq. (Al) as

5/&(}’”[{, A, L, B)
— A(my, A, L, B) — A(my, A, L — o0, B — 00)°=°A
X'[m% 1 k(2)+mlz n«/k+mL
o0 27T k(z) + A2 47L
+ O(€°). (A11)

1. e-Regime Integrals: m; = m,
In the case that the sum arises from a pion loop, one can

take the chiral limit and substitute 4/k3 + m? — kg in the

above expression. Corrections to this approximation will
result in O(e®) contributions to the heavy-meson masses.
All the integrals can be preformed using the following
generating formula:

oo 1
dky——— e oa
L 02+ A2¢

_ Ci(aA) sin(aA) N cos(aA)(F — Si(aA))

I(a, A)

A A
(A12)
2m .
I"(a, A) = f o2 Sl e = A).
(A13)

Where Ci(x) = vy + log(x) + fg%dt and Si(x) =

Ik Si“t(’) dt are the geometric integrals. From Eq. (A13),

it follows:
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AWML B) =2 L(L —Ci(nLA)

4772ﬁ¢0nLA nLA
Xsin(nLA) + cos(nLA)(Si(nLA) — g))
(A14)

Assuming AL ~ e, it is possible to expand about AL = 0.
In this limit the sum may be approximated as an integral
over the variable z = nLA, [38],

1 1
A2y ——(—— —Ci i +
L°A A <nLA Ci(nLA) sin(nLA) + cos(nLA)

o 72dz

(Sl(nLA) 2))“”477 i

1
X (— — Ci(z) sin(z) + cos(z)(Si(z) - g)) =272
z
(A15)
At leading order this matches to the approximation made in
Ref. [38] for the same integral. The next term in the

expansion comes from taking a derivative with respect
toa’ =LA

0 1 1
Fo a’zz —,(—, — Ci(na') sin(na’) + cos(na’)
a

X (Si(na’) - g))

Expanding about LA = 0 leads to a O@(e*) approximation
of Eq. (A14)

T
=23, (A16)
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where Eq. (A20) has been used. To O(e*) the remaining

integrals are

dk e—nL k +m2
5B(m.,. L, /3)__Zf Soge 1T
720 o &TT n

" g T O
=5 2L4 + 0(e°), (A18)
8C(m,, L, B) = 2L4 Z + O(€°)
1#0
C
= — T;L“ + O(e°). (A19)

In writing out the full expression of the masses,
it is important to note that SB(O,L, 8)+ 6C(0,L, B) =
0+ O(e%). Two previously calculated sums have been
used [39-42]:

Z = —2.8372974

n#O (A20)
= — = 16532315

VL#:Ol I

2. p-Regime Integrals: m; ={mg, m,}

In the p-regime, the light meson mass is comparable to
the lowest nonzero momentum m; /A, ~2m/LA, ~ €.
In this regime, the small mass approximations used in the
previous sections are no longer valid. One must perform
the integral in Eq. (A11) without taking the chiral limit.
Although this integral cannot be evaluated exactly, in the

= I Ac + 0(€), (A17) A — 0 limit the integral is dominated by small values of
‘2L3, 87L> ko. In this case, the argument in the exponential can be
o) O approximated as [k} + m} = m; + % - % + e,
dky 1 K2 4 m? e ~nmil o= (nLky/2m) nLk}
= 8A(my, A, L, A 0 M <+ o)+...
(. A = Z / o 27 K2+ A2 47l n 8m;
N (R PN
8wL &2 1 = 64772,,,12/2145/2”5/2
A

2
= "L Wl(er L) +

5
Sl Ny(my, L) + O(e),

—1/2 ITE (A21)

where the definition in Eq. (A24) have been used. The remaining integrals can be performed exactly,
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Z(K3(anL) Ky(m;nL)) + O(&),

16 2L K (m L)+ O(e) (A22)
3
m

6C(my, L, B) = — 16—I‘2 > (Ks(mynL) + 3K (mynl)) + O(€%) = E— (XK (m L) — Kp(m L),  (A23)

o 16 L
In writing Egs. (A21)—(A23) the following dimensionless functions were used,
el 3 4+ 9m;nL — (m;nL)? _

,L) = ,L) = 2me Mk A24

Nl(mL ) ﬁ;} n Nz(mL ) %( 6477.2”5/2 ) e 1 ( )

j(](mLL) = Z(K3(anL) - K] (anL)) Kz(mLL) == _4ZK] (anL), (A25)

i#0 in#0

where K, are the modified Bessel functions of the second kind. Finally, by adding the contributions from Eqgs. (A4)—(AS8)
and substituting the expressions of the respective sums, one arrives at Eq. (17).
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