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We study multiparticle-state contributions to the QCD two-point functions of the axial-vector and
pseudoscalar quark bilinears in a finite spatial volume. For sufficiently small quark masses one expects
three-meson states with two additional pions at rest to have the lowest total energy after the ground state.
We calculate this three-meson-state contribution using chiral perturbation theory. We find it to be strongly
suppressed and too small to be seen in present-day lattice simulations.
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L. INTRODUCTION

Hadron spectroscopy is one of the prime applications of
lattice QCD simulations. Recent results for the light hadron
spectrum in 2 + 1 flavor simulations show an agreement
with the experimentally measured values to an accuracy of
a few percent [1,2]. The computation of the excited-state
spectrum is much more complicated, and the numerical
results are not as satisfactory as those for stable hadrons
[3,4]. Still, steady progress in excited-state spectroscopy
has been made over the last years (for a recent review see
Ref. [5]).

One feature of unquenched lattice simulations is the
presence of multiparticle states in the correlation functions
measured to obtain the spectrum. In particular, with the up
and down quark masses getting closer to their physical
values, one may expect three-particle states with two addi-
tional pions at rest to contribute dominantly after the
ground state in a given channel. Evidence for this expec-
tation has been reported, for example, in Refs. [6,7]. There,
results for the two-point correlation function C(¢) of the
pseudoscalar density were analyzed, as a function of the
time separation t. The data were well described by an
ansatz involving two exponentials,

C(t) = coe ™! + cre ™M) (1.1
with M’ = M + 2m_, and the other three parameters deter-
mined by the fit." A significant dependence of the correla-
tor on the sea-quark mass was observed, supporting the
interpretation of the second term in Eq. (1.1) as a three-
particle contribution.

The question here is whether one really sees a three-
particle state and not a genuine one-particle excited state.
In fact, the results in Refs. [6,7] are somewhat surprising.
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'To be precise, what was analyzed is the effective mass, equal
to minus the time derivative of logC(z).
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On theoretical grounds one expects the coefficient ¢; of a
three-particle state to be suppressed by two powers of the
(spatial) lattice volume and therefore to be rather small. In
principle, this volume dependence of the three-particle
state can be monitored, providing a strong check for the
three-particle state hypothesis. However, this would
require lattice data at various volumes, and these are often
not available.

The main observation in this paper is that the correlation
function of the pseudoscalar density and the axial-vector
current can be calculated reliably in chiral perturbation
theory (ChPT) [8-10]. ChPT is expected to give good
estimates for the coefficients ¢, and ¢; for small pion
masses where the exponential suppression of the three-
particle-state contribution in the correlator is less strong.
Moreover, to leading order (LO) in the chiral expansion, the
coefficients ¢y and ¢; depend only on the pseudoscalar
masses and decay constants, hence they are related. It turns
out that, in the case of both the axial-vector and pseudosca-
lar correlation functions, the coefficient c¢; of the three-
particle state is completely determined in terms of ¢, and
the Goldstone-meson masses, reducing the number of fit
parameters in Eq. (1.1) from three to two.

Our results show that the ratio c¢;/c, is very small,
even smaller than a naive analysis would suggest. For
typical pion masses and lattice volumes of present lattice
simulations it is of order 1074=1073. Therefore, the size
of the three-pion contribution is smaller than typical
statistical errors in the lattice data and it plays no role
in practice. This seemingly negative result can actually
be viewed as a positive result, if one is interested in
“genuine” excited QCD states, and not in the
multiparticle-state contaminations.

This paper is organized as follows. After a brief, more
general discussion of correlators in a finite volume
(Sec. II), we present our results in Sec. III, with
Secs. IIT A and III B containing technicalities. Section IV
confronts our results with lattice data, and Sec. V contains
our conclusions and some further discussion.
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II. QCD CORRELATORS IN A FINITE
SPATIAL VOLUME

Throughout this article we will consider QCD in a finite
spatial box with length L in each direction and periodic
boundary conditions. The Euclidean time extent, however,
is assumed to be infinite. This choice simplifies our calcu-
lations, and is justified as a good approximation for the
many lattice QCD simulations with 7 = 2L.

We are interested in the two-point correlation functions
of the (zero component of the) axial-vector current and the
pseudoscalar density:

o () = fL EXAYE0AZ0,0), @)

Cop(t) = f dBx(P(X, 1)P(0, 0)), (2.2)
L}

where the flavor nonsinglet current and density are defined

as usual by

A = PyuysT9, PO=gysT .

Unless stated otherwise, we consider 2 + 1 flavor QCD
with degenerate up and down quarks with mass m and a
heavier strange quark with mass m,. Therefore, the flavor
index a runs from 1 to 8, and the SU(3) group generators
T are chosen equal to A%/2, with A% the usual Gell-Mann
matrices.

With our choice for the quark masses the correlators
obey isospin symmetry, so it is sufficient to study the two
cases a = 1 and a = 4. In addition, the correlators (2.1)
and (2.2) are not independent because the axial-vector
current and the pseudoscalar density are related by the
partially conserved axial-vector current (PCAC) relations,

8MA}L = 2mP!, GMA‘}L = (m + m,)P*. 2.4)

(2.3)

Using these relations the pseudoscalar correlator can be
obtained from the axial-vector one by taking two time
derivatives. In the following we will thus focus on
C4 (1), although much of the following discussion applies
to C%,(1) as well.

The integration over the spatial volume in Egs. (2.1) and
(2.2) projects on states with zero total momentum. Hence,
the dominant contribution comes from the single-particle
state with the particle being the appropriate pseudoscalar
meson at rest. For the axial-vector correlator we obtain

1
Cha1a(0) = 5 — e HNOIAGON 75 = NP (25)

a

In order to keep the notation simple we will often refer to
all pseudoscalars as pions and denote them by 7,, even
though for a > 3 they correspond to the kaons and the eta.
The same applies to the corresponding masses m,, which
will denote either the pion, kaon, or eta mass, depending on
the value of the index a. In addition, we will always assume
that ¢ > 0, so that |7| = 1.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 014505 (2013)

Note that for Eq. (2.5) we assumed the standard normal-
ization of one-particle states,

<7Ta(é)|77b(ﬁ)> = SabL32Eﬁ,a5ﬁ,é’

in a finite volume. Here E;, = +/p* + m? is the energy of
the pion 7,, and 65 ; is a Kronecker delta. With this
convention the state |77,(p)) and all other one-particle
states have mass dimension —1. Consequently, the matrix
element that defines the decay constant f,,

OIA§O) 7, (p = 0)) = m,f,

and the correlator C§, | have their standard mass dimen-
sions of two and three, respectively.

The axial-vector current excites other states with the
same quantum numbers as well. The contribution of an
excited pion 7/, has the same form as Eq. (2.5) with the
appropriate mass m!), > m,. However, for sufficiently
small pion masses one expects the three-particle state
with two additional pions to have a smaller energy than
this excited state. For this three-particle contribution one
finds

(2.6)

2.7

1 1
CﬁA,’}W(t) = ﬁ 268[7+z}+12,0 RE- E- bEQ
Pk f k,b

p.atg
X [{0lAg(0)| 77, (B) 77y (§) 77, (K))|2e~Ewl, (2.8)

where E, is the total energy of the state, and we did not
show a possible wave-function renormalization. For
weakly interacting pions Ey, equals approximately the
sum Ej, + E;, + Ep, of the individual pion energies
and we expect the wave-function renormalization to be
close to one.

In a finite volume with periodic boundary conditions the
momenta p = 27ii/L are quantized, with 7 having
integer-valued components. If 27/(m,L) is not much
smaller than one, states with at least one of the pions
having a nonzero momentum will be signficantly more
energetic than those in which all three particles are at
rest, and it is sufficient to keep the latter contribution
only, i.e.,

L
LS 8mam127
X 1(01Ao(0)| 7, (B = 0)77,(§ = 0) 7, (k = O))I?
2.9

Cf\A,37T(t) =

X o~ (ma+2my)t

Here the index b is restricted to the values 1, 2, and 3, such
that the three-particle state is indeed a ‘“‘pseudoscalar-plus-
two-pion-state.” This state is also lighter than a three-
particle state with two additional kaons. Note that the
dimensions in Eq. (2.9) come out right: the matrix element
on the right-hand side is dimensionless, so the left-hand
side has dimension three, as the leading one-particle
contribution.
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The three-particle contribution is suppressed by 1/L°.
This factor is usually taken to argue that the three-particle
contribution in the correlator is small despite the fact that it
might be the most important excited-state contribution
according to the exponential suppression. To make this a
little more quantitative consider the ratio of the three-
particle and the one-particle contributions, assuming on
dimensional grounds that the matrix element in Eq. (2.9) is
of the order m,,/f,. (for a = 1). We thus estimate

Chas (D) - 1 .
Clarn()  4(f L) (m,L)>?

This is a very small number indeed. Typical values for m L
in present-day lattice simulations are of order 4, while f L
is of order 1.5, leading to a prefactor of the order 10~ or
1073. In the next section more precise results will be
obtained within ChPT.

—2mt

(2.10)

III. THE CORRELATORS IN CHPT

We now turn to a calculation of the ratio (2.10) for
various mesonic ground states in three-flavor ChPT. We
will first set up the framework in Secs. III A and III B, after
which we will present results for the axial-vector correlator
in Sec. III C and for the pseudoscalar density correlator in
Sec. IID. In Sec. II1 E we extend our results to include the
case of a ground-state meson made out of two different
quarks both with masses equal to the strange quark mass,
which is helpful for interpreting some of the results of
Refs. [6,7].

A. Basic definitions

We consider standard finite-volume ChPT for 2 + 1
flavors in Euclidean space-time [10,11]. The LO chiral
Lagrangian we use reads

L= 3 P0,50,51) = S PBuMTS + S 1h)
3.1

where the field 2, is the standard SU(3)-valued chiral field
containing the pseudoscalar fields

2 &
3= exp(— Z 7TaT“).
f a=1

B and f are the familiar low-energy coefficients related to
the chiral condensate and the decay constant in the chiral
limit. To LO we have f = f, = fk, and our conventions
correspond to f, = 92.2 MeV. The mass matrix M in the
mass term of the chiral Lagrangian is, according to our
setup in the previous section, given by

3.2)

M = diag(m, m, my). (3.3)

Expanding the chiral Lagrangian in powers of the pion
fields we obtain the well-known LO pseudoscalar masses
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2Bm = m%T, a=1273,
= { B(m + m,) = m%, a=4,...,7,

2 = 2
5B(m + 2m,) = my,

SIS

(3.4)

a=38.

With the spatial momentum discretized in a finite volume,
the (Euclidean) pseudoscalar propagators are given by

Gup(X = 3t = 1) = (m, (&, ), (5, 1))

1 P |
= — (=¥ = o Epalt=r]
Par 3 %elp T L

p.a

(3.5)

with the energy E;, = Vp* + m,.
The axial-vector current and the pseudoscalar density
corresponding to the definitions in Eq. (2.3) are

1

A4 =_f2u(T*(319,3 — 30,31)), (3.6)

N

P = % F2Btu(T(2 — =1)). (3.7)
Since we will be working to LO in this article, we will only
need these LO expressions. Higher-order terms, involving
Gasser-Leutwyler coefficients [10], will thus not be
needed.

Expanding Eqgs. (3.6) and (3.7) to first order in the pion
fields and substituting into Eqgs. (2.1) and (2.2) it is simple
to obtain

1
Caalt) = Efzmae_m“t, (3.3)
2B2
a (1) = —J; L (3.9)

As already mentioned, these correlators are not indepen-
dent, but related by the PCAC relations (2.4), which can be
used to show that

BZ
%P(t) = - WatngA(t),

a

(3.10)

which is indeed satisfied by Egs. (3.8) and (3.9). The PCAC
relations hold to all orders in the chiral expansion and for
all n-particle contributions. We will use it in Sec. III D to
calculate the three-pion contribution in C%,(1).

A graphical representation of these LO correlation func-
tions is given in Fig. 1(a). The two open squares represent
the one-pion terms for either the current or the density,
which (after contraction of the fields) result in the propa-
gator represented by the line.

B. Multimeson-state contribution to the correlators

The results (3.8) and (3.9) fall off exponentially with the
pion and kaon mass for a = 1 and a = 4, respectively. The
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for the axial-vector correlation
function. The squares represent the axial-vector current at times
t and 0, where the open and solid squares denote the one-pion
and three-pion terms in the current, respectively. The circles
represent a vertex insertion at an intermediate space-time point;
an integration over these points is implicitly assumed. The lines
represent propagators in position space. At least two of the three
lines connecting a solid square or circle are pion propagators in
our calculation.

diagrams in Figs. 1(b)-1(e) lead to contributions with the
anticipated exponential decay with rates 3m, for a = 1
and mg + 2m, for a = 4. In these diagrams the solid
square represents the three-pion terms of the current or
density. These terms contain three pseudoscalar fields
leading to three propagator lines emanating from them. If
two of the three propagators correspond to pion propaga-
tors the diagram leads to an exponential with exponent
—(m, + 2m_)t. Similarly, the circle represents the inser-
tion of an interaction vertex stemming from terms with four
pseudoscalar fields in the chiral Lagrangian. The vertex
includes an integration over the intermediate space-time
point where the vertex is placed. Also, Fig. 1(e) with two
LO currents or densities placed at times ¢ and 0 and two
inner pion propagators has a contribution with the time
dependence exp[—(m, + 2m,)t].

Note that all diagrams in Figs. 1(b)—1(e) are of the same
order in the chiral expansion. In order to see this, recall the
power counting of finite-volume ChPT in the p-regime
[11-14], for which

Ty 0(17)
(3.11)

With these counting rules Fig. 1(a) counts as order p*,
since each axial-vector current involves one pion field and

Mauark ™ 0([72)! 1/L ~ a,u, ~ O([?),
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one derivative. Figure 1(b) counts as order p®, since here
each current consists of three pseudoscalar fields and one
derivative. For Figs. 1(c)-1(e) with one or two vertex
insertions, note that each vertex involves four pseudoscalar
fields associated with either two derivatives or one power
of Mmguai- This is of order p®. Taking into account the
integration over space-time, which counts as order p ™4, a
vertex insertion effectively counts as order p2. Hence, the
diagrams in Figs. 1(c)-1(e) count as order p® as well.
Similar arguments can be made for the pseudoscalar
correlator, and one finds again that the diagrams in
Figs. 1(b)-1(e) are all of the same order in the chiral
expansion. Diagrams involving Gasser-Leutwyler coeffi-
cients L;, stemming from higher-order terms in the current
and the chiral Lagrangian [10], are at least of order p?
higher since they contain either two more partial deriva-
tives or one extra power of the quark mass.

We are interested in the contributions to the correlator
that decay with 3m, (a = 1) or mg + 2m, (a = 4). This
allows us to simplify the calculation by ignoring many
terms in the expressions for the axial-vector current and
the interaction vertices that do not contribute. For the
correlator C§, ;. we need to keep only those terms in A§
that involve one 7, field and two light fields, i.e., fields
with flavor index 1, 2, or 3. For the interaction vertices we
need to keep the vertices with at least one 7, in order to
contract with a field from the current. Two more fields need
to be light fields in order to end up with two pion propa-
gators in the intermediate lines in the diagrams. With these
restrictions in mind we can work with the following
(incomplete!) currents:

2i
A/IJ.,NLO =3—(7T1772(9‘M7T2 - 6#77177% + (2—’3)) + .- ,

f
3.12)

i
Ai,NLO = @(’Mﬂba,ﬂﬁa =, mymy) 0, (3.13)

where the dots indicate the terms not needed for our
calculation. In the first line one has to add the same terms
with the replacement 2 — 3 for the flavor index, as indi-
cated. In the second line a sum over the light flavors is
implied (b = 1, 2, 3).

The relevant interaction
Figs. 1(b)-1(e) read

vertices needed for

1
vl = —sz(—mr%(aﬂwz)? + 870,772,
—4(9,m)m+ (2—3)

+ m2 (7l + 27l + 2miwd) e, (3.14)
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vt = (739, 7p)? — 240, 4 (770, 77)

_ 1
24f2
+ (6,“77'4)277',27 + (m% + m2)mim) + -+, (3.15)

where again the dots stand for terms not needed for our
calculation, and in v* a sum over b = 1, 2, 3 is implied.

C. Results for the axial-vector correlator

The diagrams in Fig. 1 are straightforwardly calculated.
Two remarks, however, seem to be appropriate. First, recall
that we are interested only in the contribution with all
particles at rest. Hence, although Figs. 1(b)-1(e) are two-
loop diagrams, we do not need to perform the sum over
internal momenta, cf. Eq. (2.8). Obviously, this simplifies
the calculation significantly. Second, note that Fig. 1(e)
also contains contributions with a time dependence pro-
portional to #exp(—m,t). These contributions result in the
standard renormalization of the pseudoscalar masses, and
can simply be omitted for our purposes.

For the pion correlator (@ = 1) we find

1 5
Cl == 2 —m,,tl:l + —2m,,li|_
aa() =5 famze S12(f L) (m LY

(3.16)

In writing Eq. (3.16), we have made the replacement
f — [ in the three-pion contribution, since the difference
is of higher order in the chiral counting. Note that the
prefactor of the three-pion contribution is of the same
form as in Eq. (2.10). There is a numerical factor 5/512
in the ChPT result which leads to an even larger suppres-
sion of the three-pion contribution in comparison with our
naive estimate (2.10).
For the kaon correlator (a = 4) we obtain

1 1
() ==r% "”K’[1+—
) = 5 fkmxe 24(fx L)L)
X hl(ﬁ)e—mﬂ'], (3.17)
mg
where the function %,(x) is given by
1 +2x%\2
h =(1l—-x+———]). A
w=(1"xrg00y) G

As in Eq. (3.16), we have here substituted f — f.
However, to the order we are working we could equally
well substitute f — f or replace (fxL)* by (fxL)*(f,L)*
in the denominator of Eq. (3.17). The difference is of
higher order in the chiral expansion than we consider here.

The function h;(x) is a well-behaved function of the
mass ratio m,/mg, monotonically falling from about 0.9 at
the physical mass ratio x = 139/493 = 0.3 to about 1/7 at
equal masses (see Fig. 2).

Note that the result (3.17) is not applicable for m, equal
or near my. The reason for this is that we omitted the three-
kaon contribution to the correlator, because we assumed
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X

FIG. 2. The functions &;(x), i = 1, 2 that enter the results for
C4 (1) and Chp(1).

the kaon to be significantly heavier than the pion. Because
of this Eq. (3.17) does not reproduce Eq. (3.16) for
Mg = M.

As a technical aside we mention that Figs. 1(b)-1(d)
vanish in the calculation of Eq. (3.16). This is due to
isospin symmetry and the fact that all pions have vanishing
spatial momenta. The particular form of the current (3.12)
implies that Figs. 1(b)-1(d) are proportional to energy
differences of the pions and thus vanish if all pions have
equal spatial momenta. Therefore, only Fig. 1(e) contrib-
utes to Cj, 5,.(1).

We emphasize that the three-pion contribution in
Eq. (3.16) is completely determined in terms of the leading
one-pion contribution: only f, and m, appear as non-
trivial, unknown parameters. In other words, employing
Eq. (3.16) in the analysis of actual lattice data leads essen-
tially to a two-parameter fit, involving the same unknowns
as a standard single-exponential fit. The same applies to the
kaon correlator once f,. and m, have been determined.

D. Results for the pseudoscalar correlator

The pseudoscalar correlators are easily obtained using
the PCAC relations (2.4). For flavor index a = 1 we obtain

f*B> _ [ 45 B
Cl )= — matl 1 4 2m,,ti|.
)= =5 e 512(7, L) m, L2
(3.19)

The three-pion contribution is enhanced by a factor of 9
compared to Eq. (3.16). This is a simple consequence of the
two time derivatives in Eq. (3.10) acting on the exponential
exp(—3m,t). These result in a factor of 9m2, with the 9
multiplying the factor 5/512.

The kaon correlator is obtained analogously. In this
case the enhancement factor is given by the ratio
(mg + 2m,.)?/m%, so we find

T
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2 p2

B
C?’P(t) = JK™

_ e k!
2mK

1 Mo —2mt
x [1 T AL m L) hz(m_,()e ]
(3.20)

The function h,(x) is related to the previously defined
hy(x) by

hy(x) = (1 + 2x)hy (%),

and is sketched in Fig. 2.

In principle, the enhancement up to a factor of 9 of the
pseudoscalar correlator gives some preference to the axial-
vector correlator in the determination of the mass and
decay constant of the pion and kaon. However, the three-
particle contribution is very small for both correlators so
that it does not play a role in practice in any case.

(3.21)

E. Partially quenched mesons with
one or two heavy quarks

So far we have considered 2 + 1 flavor QCD and ChPT.
Useful extensions are the partially quenched (PQ) variants
in which the masses of some of the valence quarks are
chosen to be different from any of the sea-quark masses
[15]. Theoretically, these theories have a larger field
content due to the presence of additional ghost fields.
Although technically more involved, the calculation of
the previous section can in principle be repeated for the
PQ case. A full PQ calculation is beyond the scope of this
paper, but for this subsection we only need to consider two
special cases.

First, we claim that the result (3.17) for the kaon corre-
lator applies without change to the Ny = 2 theory with
two light-quark flavors and a quenched strange quark.
Quenching of the strange quark is achieved by introducing
a ghost quark with mass m, which exactly cancels the
contribution of the strange quark to the fermion determi-
nant. In PQChPT the larger field content appears explicitly
because the nonlinear X matrix of Eq. (3.2) becomes a
4 X 4 matrix. The mass matrix in Eq. (3.3) changes to
M = diag(m, m, m;, my).

Now suppose we are interested in the exp[—(mg +
2m,,)t] contribution to the axial-vector correlation function
C44- As before we can simplify the calculation of
Figs. 1(b)-1(e) by dropping terms in the axial-vector cur-
rent and interaction vertices that do not contribute to the
exponential we are interested in. Doing this, we end up
with the same expressions as in Egs. (3.13) and (3.15): the
three-pion term in the axial-vector current needs to contain
at least one 77* field and two more light pion fields. There
are no other terms than those already shown in Eq. (3.13)
fulfilling this requirement, with or without the ghost fields.
The same is true for the vertices. Three of the four pion
fields in the vertices need to be one 7, and two light fields,
and Eq. (3.15) contains all of those. We conclude that the
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result (3.17) for the 2 + 1 flavor theory applies to the
theory in which the strange quark is quenched as well.

Next, we want to generalize our results to a partially
quenched setup with two light flavors and two quenched
heavy flavors. We will refer to these heavy flavors as
strange and charm, even though we consider the case
with equal quark masses only, taking m,. = m;. This theory
contains a “D,” meson, made of the strange and charm
quarks, even though with our choice for the quark masses
its mass is not the physical D; meson mass. Nevertheless,
we are interested in the axial-vector correlation function
that projects on this D; meson.

The full PQ theory would contain two ghost fields
compensating the effects of charm and strange in the
fermion determinant. In the corresponding chiral effective
theory the field X becomes a 6 X 6 matrix. However,
applying the same arguments as before, one can convince
oneself that all the additional fields due to the presence of
the ghosts do not contribute to the terms in the correlator
we are interested in. It is therefore sufficient to consider
standard ChPT with four flavors in order to calculate these
terms. In this theory the flavor index a in Eq. (3.2) runs
from 1 to 15 and the mass matrix (again) assumes the form
M = diag(m, m, m,, my). For the group generators 7% we
take the obvious generalization of the Gell-Mann matrices
to the group SU4).

Expanding the chiral Lagrangian in powers of the
pseudoscalar fields we obtain, in addition to the masses
in Eq. (3.4),

B(m + my) = m%, a=09,...,12
m2 = { 2Bm; = m%,x, a =13, 14, (3.22)
%B(m + 5m,) = m2, a=15.

Note that with our choice for the quark masses we have the
relation

m%)x =2m% — m? (3.23)

between the LO masses.

The axial-vector correlation function that projects on the
D, meson is the one with flavor index @ = 13 or 14. To LO
we find the results already given in Egs. (3.8) and (3.9) for
the correlators. The dominant three-meson contribution is
the one with two kaons (defined as a meson made out of
either the strange or charm quark and one of the light
quarks) and one pion, as one can easily see from the
quark-flow equivalents of Fig. 1. The D, + 27 state, on
the other hand, does not couple to C}3, to the order we are
working here. Calculating Figs. 1(b)-1(e) and keeping
only the contributions with the exponential falloff
exp[—Q2mg + m,)t], we find
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fb,mp 1
C13 f) = s s —mDyrI:l +
wl =y (AL L)
X &m(&)e—(zmﬁmrmm)t]’ (3.24)
mDX Mg
where the function /5(x) is given by
2 —4x — 2x* + X2

h ={1—-x- 3.25
0= (1) 629

As before, the pseudoscalar density correlator is easily
obtained from Eq. (3.24) using the PCAC relation. Here
the enhancement factor of the three-meson contribution is
2mg + m,)*/mj, , so we find

o 1
Chp(t) = — ’”DJ[I +
0 Sy, ¢ 3o,
X ﬁm(&)e—@mkﬂlrmm)t} (3.26)
mDA mg
with 714(x) defined by
(2 + x)?
h4(x) = ﬁh3(x) (327)

Comparing the results (3.24) and (3.26) with their coun-
terparts (3.17) and (3.20) for the kaon correlator there
appears to be an enhancement factor of 8 for the three-
meson contribution (1/3 versus 1/24). However, this is
not the case when one takes into account all factors.

Incorporating the factor m,,/mD)_ =Jx2/2—x3), x=

m,/mg, Fig. 3 shows the functions
2
Rt (x) = mhi(x), i=34

(3.28)

0.7

- ’h3, eff

h
0.6} 4,eff N

0.5F

0.4+

0.3F

0.2}

01f -

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
X

FIG. 3. The functions h; (x), i = 3, 4 that enter the results for
CL3.() and CEL(D).
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that enter the results for the correlators. These functions are
roughly a factor of 4 smaller than the ones shown in Fig. 2,
effectively reducing the enhancement to a factor of about 2.

F. A comment on higher-order contributions

We have assumed that we can take the energy of the
three-particle state to be equal to just the sum of the
individual masses, as would be the case if the three mesons
would not interact. The pseudo-Goldstone boson character
of the pions implies that they interact only weakly if all
three pions have small (or vanishing) spatial momenta.
Interaction corrections thus appear only at higher order in
the chiral expansion and are suppressed by additional
inverse powers of the volume. Figure 4 shows an example
of a higher-order diagram, generated by a vertex insertion
into Fig. 1(b). It consists of two more propagators and one
more vertex than in Fig. 1(b). According to the counting
rules of Sec. III B, it is suppressed by an additional factor
1/L3. The time integration leads to a term with a time
dependence ~1exp(—3mt), which, after exponentiating,
corresponds to the expected energy shift of order L3 [16].
These corrections, however, are of higher order than those
considered in this paper and we therefore ignore them.

G. An estimate for contributions with nonzero-
momentum pions

In Sec. IT we assumed that the three-particle contribution
to the correlators is dominated by the state with all three
mesons at rest, cf. Egs. (2.9) and (2.8). For a sufficiently
large spatial extent L (at fixed pion mass) this is not
justified because the ‘“‘nonzero-momentum states,” i.e.,
states where some of the pions have nonzero spatial
momentum, are no longer well-separated from the one
with all momenta equal to zero. The calculation of the
contributions due to the nonzero-momentum states is beyond
the scope of the present paper. However, a simple estimate
for this contribution will be useful in the next section.

Let us consider the first subleading contribution in
Eq. (2.8) with two of the three pions having opposite
momenta with magnitude 277/L. The energy of such a

pion can be written as s,m, with the scaling factor

1+ 4772

s, = —,
P (mL)*
hence E = m,(2s, + 1) and 8E; E;E; = 8m3,s3, for the
contribution of this state to Eq. (2.8). Defining r(¢) as the

(3.29)

FIG. 4. Higher-order Feynman diagram for the axial-vector
correlation function.
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ratio of this contribution to the dominant one in Eq. (2.9)
we obtain the simple estimate

1
r@)z_gf—wm%—m_ (3.30)
S

p

The 18 in the numerator is the multiplicity of the nonzero-
momentum state, counting the number of different ways
two nonzero and opposite momenta can be distributed
among the three pions. As mentioned before, by making
L larger at fixed m ;. the ratio r will eventually grow and the
nonzero-momentum state contribution cannot be ignored.

In the case of the kaon correlator (a = 4) there is a
second state where one nonzero momentum is carried
by the kaon. This leads to a somewhat different estimate,
but for order-of-magnitude estimates Eq. (3.30) will be
sufficient.

IV. CONFRONTING LATTICE DATA

Two collaborations [6,7,17] provide sufficient informa-
tion in order to compare our results with data. In these
references plots are shown for the effective mass associated
with the pseudoscalar correlation function, with the effec-
tive mass defined by

d
Mgy ei(t) = — — logCép(t). 4.1

dt

If only the ground state contributed to the correlator, the
effective mass would be equal to the ground-state mass m,,
and hence would be constant in time. Any deviation from a
constant value originates from excited and multiparticle
states. Our results for the three-particle contribution can be
written in the generic form

Mg ei(1) = my (1 + kye™ (")), 4.2)

with m, and m/, denoting the ground-state and three-me-
son-state masses, respectively, and a coefficient k,, deter-
mined by the results of the previous section.

Consider first the data reported in Ref. [17]. These data
were generated with Ny = 2 O(a)-improved Wilson fer-
mions. One data set, labeled by “O7,” has a pion mass of
270 MeV and a spatial extent L such that m_ L = 4212
The pion mass is sufficiently light that we may expect
ChPT to be applicable. The measured pseudoscalar decay
constant is such that f,L = 1.58.> The combinations m L
and f L are the only unknowns entering the coefficient k
in the pionic effective mass (a = 1),

b — 90
b S12(fF L) (m L)

With the particular values given above we obtain

4.3)

The results we need are found in Tables 1 and 18 of Ref. [17].

374 necessary to obtain this value can be obtained with
Eq. (B.1) of Ref. [17]. Note that we converted f,.L to our
convention in which its physical value is 92.2 MeV.
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O lattice
ChPT

0.08 - %
0.078}
0.076
0.074}

0.072}

a Meff

0.07 +

0.068

0.066 |

0-064 1 1 1 1 1 1
0

FIG. 5 (color online). The effective mass for the O7 data of
Ref. [17] (also shown in Fig. 2 of this reference.) The solid blue
line corresponds to the ChPT predicition for the three-pion-state
contribution to the effective mass.

ky = 1.6X1073. 4.4)

This is a tiny number, leading to less than a per mille
contribution to the effective mass. Figure 5 shows the
effective mass for the O7 data set together with the ChPT
prediction given by Egs. (4.2) and (4.4).* The latter appears
as a straight horizontal line in this plot. Apparently, the
statistically significant deviation from a constant value in
the effective mass data cannot be attributed to the three-
pion-state contribution.

Let us turn to the data from the CERN group [6,7].
Figure 2 of Ref. [6] shows the effective mass of the
pseudoscalar correlator for two different lattices, labelled
D, and D,, respectively. These lattices were also generated
with two flavors of nonperturbatively O(a)-improved
Wilson fermions. The measured values for the pseudosca-
lar masses and decay constants are collected in Tables 9
and 10 of Ref. [7].

For the D, lattice we focus on the data set with equal
sea- and valence-quark masses.” Here we find f-L=10
and m,L = 5.9. Note that for this data set the pion mass is
about 620 MeV and the applicability of ChPT is question-
able. Nevertheless, here we find the value

ky = 4.4 X 1073, (4.5)

which is of the same order as Eq. (4.4). Again, this value is
orders of magnitude too small to explain the curvature in
the left panel of Fig. 2 of Ref. [6]. Strictly speaking, our
calculation for k; does not exactly correspond to the lattice
data shown in the left panel of Fig. 2, because it shows PQ

“We thank Francesco Virotta and Rainer Sommer for providing
us with the lattice data for this plot.

3Second row for the D, run in Tables 9 and 10 of Ref. [7].
Z,4 = 0.75 is given in Ref. [18].
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data with the average valence-quark mass roughly ten
percent smaller than the sea-quark mass. However, this is
a small effect that cannot account for the huge discrepancy
between the data and our ChPT result.

The right panel of Fig. 2 in Ref. [6] shows the result for
the effective mass with two heavy valence quarks or, with
our nomenclature of Sec. IIIE, for m3 (7). The data
comes from the D, run with f, L =0.91 and m,L =
4.1. The D; mass is not given in Ref. [7], but the value
mp, = 567 MeV can be read off from Fig. 2.% The kaon
mass myg = 502 MeV for this lattice follows from
Eq. (3.23). Using these values in

1 Cmg +my —mp)m, (m,
kiz = 7 2 2 h4(_)
3(wa) (m7TL) le\ mg
4.6)
we obtain the estimate
ki3 =~2.1X1072, 4.7

As in the previous cases, this value is too small to account
for the curvature in the right panel of Fig. 2 of Ref. [6].

Result (4.7) for k5 is larger by a factor of 4.7 compared
to k; in Eq. (4.5). Most of this enhancement stems from the
smaller pion mass on the D, lattice; a smaller part is a
partial quenching effect. In order to roughly disentangle
both effects let us compute k; for the D, lattice:

ky ~ 1.5 % 1072 4.8)

This is already 3.4 times larger than Eq. (4.5). The remain-
ing factor of 1.4 compared to Eq. (4.7) can be attributed to
the valence-quark masses being heavier than the sea-quark
masses.

Finally, let us estimate the contribution of the nonzero-
momentum state using Eq. (3.30). We choose a sufficiently
small time separation t where the exponential factor does
not completely suppress this contribution and where the
data differs significantly from the leading ChPT result.

For the ALPHA data shown in Fig. 5 we choose 1/a =
14, leading to r(f) = 1.3. Thus, the nonzero-momentum-
state contribution is not negligible. Still, even if we allow
for a few nonzero-momentum states their cumulative con-
tribution is still too small to describe the data. The same
conclusion can be drawn for the data of the CERN group. If
we choose ¢ = 0.7 fm we obtain r(¢) = 1.3 (left panel) and
r(t) = 0.5 (right panel).

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Our results make it extremely unlikely that a multipion
state is seen in pseudoscalar density and axial-vector cor-
relation functions. The overlap of these local operators
with multipion states is tiny, much too small to be seen
in current lattice QCD data. This result is qualitatively in

The figure shows the result for k, = k, = 0.13590 [19].
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accord with findings in excited-state spectroscopy [3-5],
where the data showed no indication for the presence of
multimeson states, and extended operators need to be
employed in order to uncover such states.

Of course, it is interesting to speculate on how the
dependence of the effective mass plots of Ref. [6] on the
(sea-) pion mass might be explained. Possible excited
states are the single-particle resonance corresponding to
the 7(1300), and, for instance, the p — 77 or o/(500) — 7
excited states.

The latter two are again multiparticle states, but will be
suppressed by only a factor linear in the spatial volume,
instead of quadratic. Therefore, the factors corresponding
to k, in Eq. (4.2) will be enhanced compared to the cases
we considered in Sec. IV. For the pseudoscalar channel, a
p — m two-particle state has angular momentum L = 1,
and therefore the p and 7~ mesons should each have at least
one unit of momentum *27/L. Using lattice data for the
vector meson provided in Ref. [7] the two-particle
energies are at least about 2 GeV for both cases considered
in Sec. IV, respectively. This is probably too large to
fit the time dependence of the effective mass plots in
Ref. [6].

Assuming that the overlap of a (500) — 7 two-particle
state with the local pseudoscalar density is very small, we
speculate that the mass m/, in Eq. (4.2) may be a resonance
for the simulations of Refs. [6,7]. From Fig. 2 of Ref. [6]
we estimate m/, and k,, finding for the left panel m/,
1.7 GeV and k, = 1.8, and for the right panel m) =
1.5 GeV and k, = 2.2 We may fit the dependence on
the sea-pion mass using the simple form

U

k, = ko + am>. 6.1

ml, = m) + bm?,

From such a simple-minded fit we find m/, = 1.3 GeV
at the physical pion mass, and the estimates a =
—2.0 GeV~? and b = 1.0 GeV~!. While we cannot tell
from this simple exercise whether this is the correct inter-
pretation of the time dependence of the effective masses in
Ref. [6], these numbers appear to be quite reasonable, and
suggest that the first excited state seen in Ref. [6] might
correspond to the #(1300). Of course, a much more
detailed investigation, including multiple operators and
several spatial volumes, would be needed to determine
the nature of the time dependence seen in Ref. [6].

Finally, we anticipate that conclusions similar to those
reported here should also hold for other correlaters, such as
for instance a nucleon correlator. Chiral symmetry relates
processes with different numbers of soft pions, and thus we
expect that the contribution from a state with two extra
pions at rest in the nucleon channel can also be estimated
using the appropriate chiral effective theory.

"These values for m/, are significantly lower than our estimates
for the energies of p — 7 states.
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