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W e have com puted B K ,using two di�erentm ethodswith staggered ferm ionson a 16
3 � 40 lattice at� = 5:7

with two dynam icalavors ofa m ass 0.01. Using an im proved wallsource m ethod,we have studied a series of

non-degeneratequark antiquark pairsand observed no e�ecton B K ,although e�ectswere seen on theindividual

term sm aking up B K .

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The standard m odelwhich is believed to de-

scribeourworld ofhadronsand leptonscontains

anum beroffundam entalparam eters.Theknowl-

edgeofhadronicweak m atrix elem entsiscrucial

to determ ine these param eters from the experi-

m ents.Lattice gaugetheory hasreached a point

that it is capable of calculating hadronic weak

m atrix elem ents. Especially, the knowledge of

B K which describes the neutralK m eson m ix-

ing is crucialto narrow the dom ain ofVtd and

the top quark m ass,which are the fundam ental

param etersofthe standard m odel.

W e have com puted B K on a 163 � 40 lattice

at � = 5:7 (a� 1 ’ 2:0 G eV) with two dynam i-

calavorsofa m ass 0.01. The results were ob-

tained over155 gauge con�gurations. O ur work

extends earlier calculations ofB K and includes

experim entswith alternativelatticeform ulations

and im proved wallsource m ethods. There are

two m ethods to transcribe the continuum weak

m atrix elem ents to the lattice with staggered

ferm ions[1,2]: the one spin trace form alism and

the two spin trace form alism . The two spin

trace form alism (2TR) has been used predom i-

nantly for weak m atrix elem ent calculations[3].

Recently,theonespin traceform alism (1TR)has

been developed to a levelwhich allows it to be

used forweak m atrix elem entcalculation on the
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lattice [1]. W e have tried both form alism s to

calculate B K . The results are com pared in this

paper.W e havestudied an im proved wallsource

nam ed cubic wallsourcein orderto projectouta

speci�chadronicstateexclusively[4].Theresults

arecom paredwith thoseoftheconventionaleven-

odd wallsource. W e have looked into the e�ect

ofnon-degenerate quark antiquark pairs on B K

and theindividualcom ponentsm aking up B K in

detail. From the standpoint ofchiralperturba-

tion theory,the e�ectsofnon-degeneratevalence

quark are related to the �0 hairpin diagram in

(partially) quenched Q CD[5]. W e interpret our

num ericalresultsin term sofchiralperturbation

theory.

Prelim inary results have already appeared in

Ref.[6].

2. K � �K M ixing

In the continuum ,B K isde�ned as

B K �
h�K 0 j�s�(1� 5)d �s�(1� 5)d jK

0i

8

3
h�K 0 j�s�5d j0ih0 j�s�5d jK

0i

The operator transcription of the continuum

�S = 2 operatorto the lattice in both one spin

trace form alism and two spin trace form alism is

explained in Ref. [1]. The num ericalresults of

B K calculated in both form alism sare com pared

in Figure1.Thedetailsofrenorm alization proce-

dureisgiven in Ref.[1].From Figure1,notethat

num ericalresultsofthe tadpole-im proved renor-

m alized B K in both form alism s agree with each

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9602012v1
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Figure 1. Com parison ofB K in one spin trace

form (�lled circle)with B K in twospin traceform

(em pty square).Top:unrenorm alized B K .B ot-

tom :tadpole-im proved renorm alized B K at�=a

scale.Even-odd wallsourceisused.

otherbetterthan thoseofunrenorm alized B K .

Here,we address two im portant questions on

the validity of our approach to B K . The

higher loop radiative correction offour ferm ion

operatorscausethem ixing ofoperatorswith dif-

ferentspin and avorstructures. The �rstques-

tion is how m uch the m ixing ofoperators with

di�erentavorstructurecontributesto ourweak

m atrix m easurem entat�nitelatticespacingnon-

perturbatively.Thesecond question ishow exclu-

sively we can select the pseudo-G oldstone m ode

using ourim proved wallsourcenam ed cubic wall

source.W ehavechosen ((V + A)
 S)2T R in order

to addresstheabovetwo questions,wherewefol-

low the notation in Ref.[1].Them atrix elem ent
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Figure 2. Unrenorm alized B K ofwrong (scalar-

like) avor structure ((V + A)
 S)2T R and of

a valence quark m ass 0.02 versus the Euclidean

tim e. Calculated in two spin trace form . Top:

even-odd wallsource is used. B ottom : cubic

wallsourceisused.

ofthis operator with K m esons is supposed to

vanish in the continuum lim it(a ! 0)oflattice

Q CD,due to vanishing avortrace. W e present

thenum ericalresultsofthewrong avorchannel

in Figure 2,which tellsusthatthe wrong avor

channelis highly suppressed (within 1% ofB K )

when cubic sourceisused.Thisim pliesthatun-

wanted m ixing of((V + A)
 S)2T R should beat

m ost1% ofB K sinceitissuppressed by �s=(4�)

aswellasby vanishingavortrace.Thesm allde-

viation ofthe wrong avorchannelfrom zero in

Figure2 tellsushow e�ciently theim proved wall

sources suppress contam inations from unwanted

hadronic states. In Figure 3, we com pare B K
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Figure3.Unrenorm alized B K vs.averagequark

m ass(m qa):The�lled circle(em pty square)rep-

resents the data ofcubic wallsource (even-odd

wallsource). Calculated in the two spin trace

form alism .

ofcubic wallsource with B K of even-odd wall

source.

Let us jum p into the next issue: the e�ects

ofnon-degenerate quark antiquark pairs on B K

and its individual com ponents, and their rela-

tionship with various chirallogarithm s. In our

num ericalsim ulation,we have used three degen-

erate quark antiquark pairs: f0.01,0.02,0.03g,

and four non-degenerate pairs: f(0.004, 0.01),

(0.04,0.02),(0.01,0.03),(0.01,0.03)g to produce

K m eson state. In order to discuss individual

com ponentsofB K in an organized way,we need

to considera theory with fourvalence avors[7]:

S and S0both with m assm s aswellasD and D 0

both with m ass m d. Let K 0 be the �S5D pion

and K 00 be the corresponding state with prim ed

quarks (�S05D
0). W e de�ne individualcom po-

nentsofB K as

V:S: �
4

3
h�K 00

j�S0a�5D
0
a j0ih0 j

�Sb�5D b jK
0
i

B V 1 � h�K 00
j�S0a�D

0
b

�Sb�D a jK
0
i=V:S:

B V 2 � h�K 00
j�S0a�D

0
a

�Sb�D b jK
0
i=V:S:

B A 1 � h�K 00
j�S0a�5D

0
b

�Sb�5D a jK
0
i=V:S:

B A 2 � h�K 00
j�S0a�5D

0
a

�Sb�5D b jK
0
i=V:S:

B V = B V 1 + B V 2

B A = B A 1 + B A 2

B K = B V + B A
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Figure 4. Unrenorm alized B K ,B V ,B A vs. av-

erage quark m ass: Calculated using cubic wall

source in the two spin trace form alism . B A :

em pty triangle and �lled square. B K : star and

�lled circle. B V : x and �lled diam ond. Filled

square,circle,and diam ond representdegenerate

quark antiquark pairs. Allother sym bols corre-

spond to non-degeneratepairs.

where a;b represent color indices. Let us sum -

m arize chiralperturbation results for the above

individualcom ponents,the details ofwhich are

explained in Ref. [7]. In fullQ CD chiralper-

turbation,the one-loop correctionsto B V 1,B V 2,

B A 1,and B A 2 includealogarithm ically divergent

term in the chirallim itm K ! 0,which iscalled

an enhanced chirallogarithm s,and which is ab-

sentin B K . The enhanced chirallogarithm sare

notafunction ofquark m assdi�erencebetween s

and d quarks.W epresentB K ,B V ,and B A data

versus quark m ass in Figure 4,which illustrates

the existence ofa divergence in B V and B A and

no divergencein B K in the chirallim it.

Therearetwopossibledi�erencesbetween par-

tially quenched or quenched and fullQ CD.The

�rstdi�erenceisthatthem eson spectrum eigen-

statesarenotsam e.Thesecond di�erencecom es

from �0 loops,which can not contribute in full

Q CD because it is too heavy for chiraldynam -

ics.Thehairpin diagram contribution to B K and

its individualcom ponent,which is called \(par-

tially) quenched chirallog",vanishesin the lim it

ofm s = m d.In otherwords,(partially)quenched

chirallogarithm sarefunctionsofquark m assdif-
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Figure 5. �B A 1 vs. averagequark m ass:Calcu-

lated usingcubicwallsourcein thetwospin trace

form alism .

ference.Sincechiralperturbation theory predicts

thatB A 1 hasa constantterm about1/3 sm aller

and a enhanced chirallogarithm ic term around

3 tim es larger than B A 2, we have chosen B A 1

as a usefulm easurem entadequate to observe,if

present,both enhanced and quenched chirallog-

arithm s. In order to observe the e�ect ofnon-

degeneratequarkantiquarkpairson B A 1,�rstwe

�t data ofdegenerate pairsto obtain B
deg

A 1
(m K )

and second we subtractthose degenerate contri-

butionsfrom non-degeneratedata asfollows:

�B A 1(m K ;�) �
B A 1(m K ;�)� B

deg

A 1
(m K )

�
;

where B A 1(m K ;�) is data of non-degenerate

quark antiquark pairsand � � (ms � m d)=(m s +

m d). W e present�B A 1 data in Figure 5,which

indicatesthatthereisan additionaldivergenceas

a function of�.Thisadditionaldivergencem ight

com efrom (partially)quenched chirallogarithm s

or from a �nite volum e e�ect. This needs m ore

num ericalevidenceand furthertheoreticalunder-

standing.

In orderto detectthe e�ectofnon-degenerate

quark antiquarkson B K ,wefollow theprocedure

sim ilarto B A 1 case.First,we�tdegeneratedate

to B
deg

K
(m K ).Second,weintroduce�B K asfol-

lows:

�B K (m K )�
B K (m K ;�)� B

deg

K
(m K )

�2
;

wherethefunction isnorm alized by�2 sincechiral
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Figure 6.�B K versusaveragequark m ass:Cal-

culated using cubic wallsource in the two spin

traceform alism .

perturbation predicts thatleading e�ect ofnon-

degeneratequark antiquark pairson B K isofor-

der �2. W e present the �B K data in Figure 6,

which illustrates that the non-degenerate quark

m ass e�ect is m uch sm aller than our statistical

error.

O ur bestresults are unrenorm alized B K (m K )

= 0.658(77) and tadpole-im proved renorm alized

(N.D.R.)B K (m K ;� =
�

a
)= 0.659(63).
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