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1. Motivation and Strategy

At present there is considerable interest in open charmesas®'hile much is known about
C =1 charmed meson masses and singly charmed baryon masssguétien is far less clear
for doubly charmed quark baryons (i€.= 2 or ccq with ¢ = u, d, s). Here many masses are
unknown, but as stable states in QCD they must exist (prigsenly some candidate states are
seen by the SELEX Collaboratioii [1], but not by BaBar [2], &@LB.E [d]). Also there are possible
relations to tetraquark states. For example irvihes oo, [4], m. — oo limit we expect the relation
M(ccﬁg) ~~ MEC+C+ —I—M/\j —MDo — (MD*+ —|—MD0)/4, [15]

The charm quark; is considerably heavier than the updownd and strange quarks, which
has hampered its direct simulation using lattice QCD. Hawveas the available lattice spacings
become finer, this is becoming less of an obstacle. The seksjugpresent day, = 2+ 1 flavour
dynamical lattice simulations consist of two mass degeed(iee. m, = my) light flavoursu, d
and a heavier flavour. Their masses are typically larger than the ‘physical’ reagsecessary to
reproduce the experimental spectrum. How can we usefuflyoaeh the ‘physicali, d, s quark
masses? One possibility suggested in [6] is to considsiUaB) flavour breaking expansion from
a pointmg on the flavour symmetric line keeping the average quark mass(m, + my + my)/3
constant £ myg). This not only significantly reduces the number of expamsioefficients allowed,
but the expansion coefficients remain the same whether wadsym, = m, or m, = my. Thus
we can also find the pure QCD contribution to isospin brealffigcts with just onerr =2+ 1
numerical simulation.

The SU (3) flavour breaking expansion can also be extended to valerar& quasses, i.e. the
quarks making up the meson or baryon have not necessarigathe mass as the sea quarks. The
valence quarks are called ‘Partially Quenched’ or PQ quirkisstinction to the sea or dynamical
sea quarks. We call the ‘Unitary Limit’ when the masses oflence quarks coincide with the sea
quarks. PQ determinations have the advantage of being dosapared to dynamical simulations
and including them allows a better determination of the axjmmn coefficients over a wider range
of quark masses. (This was the strategy pursued in [7].) ditiad because the charm quarkis
much heavier than the, d ands quarks, it contributes little to the dynamics of the sea and/s
can regard the charm quark as a PQ quark.

2. Method

We presently only consider hadrons which lie on the outag dghtheir associated multiplet
and not the central hadrons. (So we need not consider eitlganiing or numerical evaluation of
quark—line disconnected correlation functions.) BBE3) flavour symmetry breaking expansion
for the pseudoscalar mesons with valence quarksds up to cubic or NNLO terms in the quarks
masses is given by

M?(ab) = M+ o (O + OH)
+Bod(OmZ + OmG + Sm?) + Bu(SUZ + OF) + Ba(Siha — Oty
+YoOm, Omydmy + yi (S, + Oy ) (Sm> + dm? + dSm?)
+o(Ola + O1p)> + V3(Sha + O 1p) (Olha — Bip)? (2.1)
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with dp, = Y, —7, g =a,b, ... € {u,d,s,c} being valence quarks of arbitrary magg.anddm, =
my—T1i, q € {u,d,s} being sea quarks. (These have the automatic conséiaint- dm,+ dm;=0.)
Note that we have some mixed sea/valence mass terms. Theydmiit occurs whemdp, — dm,.
The expansion coefficients av (), a (), ... so if 7 is held constant then we have constrained
fits to the numerical data. In particulana= 2+ 1 flavour simulation, whedm, = dmy = om, is
enough to determine the expansion coefficients. We now ede@h(and unitary) data to determine
the expansion coefficients (i.as, 3s, ys). This in turn leads to a determination of the ‘physical’
quark massedm;, dm;, dm; anddy; by fitting to e.g. M-\ (ud), M'"(us) andMp *(ct). We can
now describe pseudoscalar open charm states with the saveéuwetion (and hence expansion)
M =7GYsc (g =u, d, s)i.e. D(cu), D" (cd) and D (c5). Using dm};, dm};, dm: and d gives
estimates of their physical masses.

Similarly for the baryon octet the same procedure can beexppiWe have théU (3) flavour
symmetry breaking expansion

M?(aab) = M3y +A1(251, + Oip) + A2(S 1y — S,)
+Bo§(Omf + 6mG + dm?) + B1(2845 + S7) + B2(SUF — O1iZ) + Ba(Sy — Sha)?
+CoOmy Omgmy + [C1(268 1y + S L) + Ca(Sy — Oly)](8m?2 + dm3 + 5m?)
+C3(Oa + Op)> + Ca(Sa + Oty )* (S — Ol
+Cs(81a + Otp) (Otha — S14p)* + Co(Sha — O1p)°, (2.2)

(so for exampleM, = M (uud)). Again we use PQ (and unitary) data to first determine theuvexp
sion coefficients (i.e. thds, Bs, Cs). We can then describe charm states with the same nucleon
like wavefunction and hence same expansion. For examplsirigte open charm = 1) states

we haveZ* (uuc), 29(ddc), Q%(ssc) which all have the wavefunctiosd = £(¢” Cysc)q (g = u,

d, s) while for double open charnC(= 2) states we have . (ccu), =}.(ccd), Q7 (cces) which all

have the wavefunctiog® = €(c’ Cysq)c (g = u, d, 5). In both cases usingm;;, dm’;, dm; andd

gives estimates of these physical masses.

3. Lattice details

We use a tree level Symanzik gluon action andodna) improved clover fermion action, in-
cluding mild stout smearing,[8]. Thus the quark mass is glyen

1/1 1
—_ = __= 3.1
M 2<Kq Koc> ’ (3.-1)

wherek, is the hopping parametexy is the hopping parameter along the symmetric line wigh
being its chiral limit. We shall consider two lattice spaysn{8 = 5.50 on 32 x 64 lattices and
preliminary results fo3 = 5.80 on 48 x 96 lattices).

We shall now briefly mention here our progress in defining asgirenining the scale using
singlet quantities, collectively denoted hereXyy There are many possibilities such as pure gluon
quantities like they Sommer scaleX,, = 1/ro, or the /7o [H], wo [£0] scales based on the Wilson
gauge action flowX,, = 1//7, X,,, = 1/wo, Or quantities constructed using fermions. One simple
possibility in this case is to take the ‘centre of mass’ of laglron octet. In all these cases it can
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easily be shown that linear termsdm, are absent, [6]. We then have from egs.!(2.1); (2.2) in the
unitary limit (with dm2 = (5m2 + dm2 + dm?)/3)

X7 = §(Mg. +Mgo+ Mz + My + Mo + Mg ) = Mg+ (3P0 + 281+ 3B2) Sm2 + ..., (3.2)
and

X2 = (M2 + M2+ M2, + M2 + M2, +M2.) = M3\ + 3(Bo+ By + B3)dm? 3.3

N — sy n S+ - =0 =) = Moy +5(Bo+ D1+ 3)m—|—.... ()

In the left panel of Figiil we plot various singlet quantitiesXs)? for S = to, wo, 1, p, N. It is
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Figure 1: Left panel: (asXs)? for S = tg, N, wo, p and T along the unitary line, from the symmetric point
om; = 0 down to the physical poirdim; = (dm;, + om;) /2 (vertical dashed line) together with constant fits
(for B = 5.50, ko = 0.12090). Right panel: Values af for S = 11, N, p, wo andzo using eq. ((3:4) foko
values on the symmetric line frory = 0.12090 toky = 0.12099, forB = 5.50, together with quadratic fits.
The crossing of the horizontal and vertical dashed linescanete gives an estimate for the common scale.

apparent that the constan@yXs)? holds over the complete range from the symmetric point down
to the physical point. Using this enables us to K§& to determine the lattice spacing by

(asXs)?

exp2
XS

We shall define our lattice spacing here using N: ay. Of course depending on how well we have
chosen our initiakg point, using a different singlet quantity (£ N) will give a slightly different
lattice spacing. More ambitiously we can vagqyto try to find a point where we have a common
scale. We have initiated a programme to investigate thigherright panel of Fig.i1 we plat§
again forS = m, N, p, wo, fp against varioukp. The crossing of thegs forS = m, N andp give
an estimation of the common scaless 0.074(2) fm. We can now adjust,™®, X;;" to also cross
at this point to find a preliminary estimate for these ‘intediate scales’ of/7" " ~ 0.1537)fm,
wo P a2 0.179(6) fm.

Practically it is numerically advantageous to form dimenkgss ratios (within a multiplet):
M? = M?/x2 and re-write egs: (2.1), (2.2) in terms@f= a /M§.., ... andA; = A;/M3,, ... in the
expansions. About- O(80) PQ and unitary masses are used to determine these expaaosftin ¢
cients and hence the ‘physical’ quark mas3es, om;, dm} anddp; as described in sectioh 2.

a2 = (3.4)
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4. Results and Conclusions

We now discuss our results. In Fig. 2 left panel, we show thgatial pseudoscalar mesons
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Figure 2: Left panel:M2(aa') = M?(aa') /X2 versusd, for B = 5.50, together with the fit from eq: (2.1).
The vertical dashed line represents the symmetric poiritewle horizontal dashed line is the physical value
of A7I,§ Right panel: ‘fan’ plot for the baryon octet, from the syntniepoint dm; = 0 to the physical point
om; = (dm};+ dm})/2 (vertical dashed line and stars) fBr=5.50. The filled triangles are from 864
sized lattices, while the open triangles are froni 2448 sized lattices (not used in the fits). The fits are
again given from eq, (2.1).

1\712(aﬁ’) (to avoid a three dimensional plot) versdig, together with the fit from eq; (2.1) (using the
prime notationz’ to mean a distinct quark from but degenerate in mass). The horizontal dashed
line represents the physical value]ﬁﬁf, the intersection with the fit curve gives a determination
of &. In the right panel we show a ‘fan’ plot dir3, M2, M2 and M3 againstdm, together
with the fit using eq..(2!1). Note that the scales involvedratier different, for the unitary masses
|6my| ~ 0.01 and the LO terms in ed. (2.1) or (2.2) dominaik, [6], whilethe PQ masses (reaching
up to the charm masses) we haye, ~ 0.4 but still with rather moderate curvature.

In Fig.:3 we showDO(cd), D* (cd) andD{ (c5) against oue? lattice spacings (left panel) and
their mass differences (right panel). These mass diff@mcparticular are sensitive to unknown
QED effects (the present computation is for pure QCD onlygwa currently have only two lattice
spacings (and are also increasing their statistics) thdtsegre to be regarded as preliminary and
we do not presently attempt a continuum extrapolation. Hewéere do not seem to be strong
scaling violations present.

In Figs.i4 and 5 we show thé = 1 andC = 2 charmed baryons (from the spifi2.20-plet).
Again while we do not see significant lattice effects in eittese, we gain an impression that those
present are a little larger for the doubly charmed baryoas thr the singly charmed mesons.

In conclusion we note that we have developed a method tordetersome open charm states
using a precis8U (3) flavour symmetry breaking expansion enabling, s quarks to approach the
physical point while the quark is treated as PQ. The expansion appears to be highhergamt.
The method can be extended to other states. Intal2vorld there is naz® - A° mixing, but
the determined coefficients can be used to compfiteds) - A°(uds) mixing, [I2]. Therefore
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Figure 3: Left panel: D%(cit), D" (cd) andD; (c5). Right panel:D* (cd) — D°(cit), D (¢5) — D°(c@) and
D} (c5) — D" (cd) mass splittings. (All values in MeV.) The experimental \are given as red stars. To
guide the eye, we extend these values as horizontal dastesd |i
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Figure 4: Left panel:=* (uuc), 39(ddc), Q%(ssc). Right panel=(ddc) — =+ (uuc), Q%(ssc) — = (uuc),
QO(ssc) — 2%(ddc) mass splittings.

computing e.gZ} - AF, =0 - =0 mixing is possible. Furthermore the method can be appli¢ieto

c ' —cC

baryon decuplet and QED effects can be introduced, [13].
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—cc —cc

star. Right panelQ, (ccs) — =/ * (ccu), Q/.(ccs) — =/, (ccd) mass splittings.

—cc cc —cc

by EU grant 228398 (HPC-EUROPA?2). JMZ is supported by thetralian Research Council
grant FT100100005. We thank all funding agencies.

References

[1] M. Mattsoner al. [SELEX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Le®&9 (2002) 112001,
[arXiv:hep-ex/0208014]; A. Ocherashviler al. [SELEX Collaboration], Phys. LetB628
(2005) 18,[arXiv:hep-ex/0406033].

[2] B. Auberter al. [BaBar Collaboration], Phys. Re274 (2006) 011103/ hep-ex/0605075].

[3] R. Chistovet al. [BELLE Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Le®7 (2006) 162001[ hep-ex/0606051].
[4] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Leit10 (2013) 261601[arXiv:1303.0342 [hep-phl].

[5] M. Karliner et al. JHEP1307 (2013) 153,[arXiv:1304.0345[hep-ph]].

[6] W. Bietenholzet al. [QCDSF-UKQCD Collaboration], Phys. Rev.83 (2011) 0545009,
[arXiv:1102.5300[hep-lat]].

[7] R. Horsleyet al. [QCDSF-UKQCD Collaboration], Phys. Rev.88 (2012) 114511,
[arXiv:1206.3156[hep—-lat]].

[8] N. Cundyer al. [QCDSF-UKQCD Collaboration], Phys. Rev.D (2009) 094507,
[arXiv:0901.3302[hep-lat]].

[9] M. Liischer, JHEPL008 (2010) 071,[arXiv:1006.4518 [hep-lat]].

[10] S. Borsanykr al. [BMW Collaboration], JHEP1209 (2012) 010,
[arXiv:1203.4469[hep-lat]].

[11] Y. Nakamureet al., PoS(Lattice 2010) 040 (2010),arXiv:1011.0199 [hep-lat].
[12] QCDSF Collaboration, in preparation.

[13] R. Horsleyet al. [QCDSF-UKQCD CollaborationoS(LATTICE 2013) 499 (2013),
arXiv:1311.4554 [hep-lat].



