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W e have com puted Bk , using two di erent m ethods w ith staggered ferm ions on a 16°

40 lattice at = 577

with two dynam ical avors ofa mass 0.01. Using an in proved wall source m ethod, we have studied a series of
non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs and observed no e ect on Bk , although e ects were seen on the individual

tem sm aking up Bk .

1. NTRODUCTION

The standard m odel which is believed to de—
scribe our world of hadrons and Jeptons contains
anum beroffindam entalparam eters. T he know -
edge of hadronic weak m atrix elem ents is crucial
to detem ine these param eters from the experi-
m ents. Lattice gauge theory has reached a point
that i is capable of calculating hadronic weak
m atrix elem ents. E specially, the know ledge of
Bk which describes the neutral K m eson m ix—
Ing is crucial to narrow the dom ain of Vg and
the top quark m ass, which are the fundam ental
param eters of the standard m odel.

W e have computed Bx on a 16> 40 lattice
at = 57 @ '’ 20 GeV) wih two dynam i
cal avorsofamass 0.01. The results were cb—
tained over 155 gauge con gurations. O ur work
extends earlier calculations of Bx and includes
experin ents w ith altemative lattice form ulations
and in proved wall source m ethods. There are
two m ethods to transcribe the continuum weak
m atrix elem ents to the lattice with staggered
ferm jonst_]:,'_Z]: the one spin trace form alism and
the two spin trace formalisn . The two spin
trace form alism @TR) has been used predom i-
nantly for weak m atrix elem ent ca]cu]atjonsrﬁ].
R ecently, the one soin trace form alismn (1TR) has
been developed to a kvel which allows it to be
used for weak m atrix elem ent calculation on the
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lattice {i]. We have tried both fom alisns to
calculate Bk . The results are com pared in this
paper. W e have studied an in proved wall source
nam ed cubic wall source in order to pro gct out a
speci ¢ hadronic state exclisively f@:]. The results
are com pared w ith those ofthe conventionaleven—
odd wall source. W e have looked Into the e ect
of non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs on Bg
and the individual com ponentsm aking up Bx 1n
detail. From the standpoint of chiral perturba—
tion theory, the e ects of non-degenerate valence
quark are related to the © hairpin diagram i
(partially) quenched QCD PB]. W e interpret our
num erical results in tem s of chiral perturbation
theory.

P relim nary results have already appeared In
Ref. {al.

2. K K M ixing
In the continuum , Bx is de ned as

K%9s @ s5)d s @
K 0 §s  s5d j0ih0 s
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sd jK 03

Bk

The operator transcription of the continuum
S = 2 operator to the lattice in both one spin
trace form alisn and two spin trace form alism is
explained in Ref. fI]. The num erical results of
Bk calculated In both form alisn s are com pared
nF jgure:g: . The details of renom alization proce-
dure isgiven in Ref. i_]:]. From Fjgure-:ﬂ, note that
num erical resuls of the tadpole-in proved renor—
malized Bxg 1n both form alisn s agree w ith each
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Figure 1. Comparison of Bx in one spih trace

form ( lled circle) with Bk in two soin trace form

(em pty square). Top : unrenom alized B . B ot—
tom : tadpole-in proved renom alized Bx at =a
scale. Even-odd wall source is used.

other better than those of unrenom alized Bk .
Here, we address two In portant questions on

the validity of our approach to Bk . The
higher loop radiative correction of four ferm ion
operators cause the m ixing of operators w ith dif-
ferent spin and avor structures. The st ques—
tion is how much the m ixing of operators w ith
di erent avor structure contrbutes to our weak
m atrix m easurem ent at nite Jattice spacing non-—
perturbatively. T he second question ishow excli—
sively we can select the pseudo-G oldstone m ode
using our in proved wall source nam ed cubic wall
source. W ehave chosen ((V +A) S)?"® i order
to address the above two questions, where we fol-
Jow the notation in Ref. @]. Them atrix elem ent
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Figure 2. Unrenom alized Bx ofwrong (scalar-
lke) avor structure (V + 2) S)?TR and of
a valence quark m ass 0.02 versus the Euclidean
tine. Calculated In two spin trace orm . Top:
even-odd wall source is used. B ottom : cubic
wall source is used.

of this operator with K mesons is supposed to
vanish in the continuum lmi @ ! 0) of lattice
QCD, due to vanishing avor trace. W e present
the num erical results of the w rong avor channel
n Figure :_2, which tells us that the wrong avor
channel is highly suppressed (wihin 1% ofBygk )
when cubic source is used. T his in plies that un—
wanted m xing of (Vv + A) S)?*T® should be at
most 1% ofBk since it is suppressed by =@ )
aswellasby vanishing avortrace. The sn allde-
viation of the wrong avor channel from zero in
Fjgure:_z tellsushow e ciently the In proved wall
sources suppress contam nations from unwanted
hadronic states. In Figure ';_3', we com pare By
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Figure 3. Unrenom alized Bk vs. average quark
mass (mqa): The lled circle (em pty square) rep—
resents the data of cubic wall source (even-odd
wall source). Calculated in the two spin trace
form alism .

of cubic wall source with Bx of even-odd wall
source.

Let us Jmp into the next issue: the e ects
of non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs on Bk
and its individual com ponents, and their rela—
tionship with various chiral logarithm s. In our
num erical sin ulation, we have used three degen—
erate quark antiquark pairs: £0.01, 0.02, 0.03g,
and four non-degenerate pairs: £(0.004, 0.01),
(0.04,002), (001, 0.03), (0.01,0.03)g to produce
K meson state. In order to discuss individual
com ponents of Bg In an organized way, we need
to consider a theory w ith four valence avorsirj.]:
S and S°both with massm s aswellasD and D °
both with massm 4. Let K © be the S 5D pion
and K @ be the corresponding state w ith prin ed
quarks S° 5D 9. W e de ne individual com po-
nents of Bk as

VS gmmjsg 5D 30ih0 §S,  sDp JK °
Byi K®3s2 bl s, D,IKY=VS:
By K®3s2 Dl s, DyIKY=VS:
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Figure 4. Unrenom alized Bx ,Bv ,Ba vs. av—
erage quark m ass: Calculated using cubic wall
source In the two spinh trace formalisn . By :
an pty trianglk and lled square. Bk : star and

lled circle. By : x and lled diam ond. Filled
square, circle, and diam ond represent degenerate
quark antiquark pairs. A 1l other sym bols corre—
spond to non-degenerate pairs.

where a;b represent color indices. Let us sum —
m arize chiral perturbation resuls for the above
Individual com ponents, the details of which are
explined in Ref. [{]. In 11 QCD chiral per-
turbation, the one-loop correctionsto By 1,Bv 2,
Bai1,and B, nclide a logarithm ically divergent
tem in the chirallmitmyg ! 0, which is called
an enhanced chiral ogarithm s, and which is ab—
sent In Bx . The enhanced chiral logarithm s are
not a function of quark m assdi erence between s
and d quarks. W e present B , By ,and B, data
versus quark m ass in Fjgure:_ll, which illustrates
the existence of a divergence in By and B and
no divergence In Bx in the chiral lim it.
T here are two possible di erences betw een par-
tially quenched or quenched and full1QCD . The
rst di erence is that the m eson spectrum eigen—
states are not sam e. T he second di erence com es
from ° loops, which can not contrbute i fi1ll
QCD because i is too heavy for chiral dynam -
ics. The hairpin diagram contribution to Bx and
its individual com ponent, which is called \ (par—
tially) quenched chiral log", vanishes in the lim i
ofm s = m 4. In otherwords, (partially) quenched
chiral logarithm s are fiinctions of quark m ass dif-
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Figure 5. B a3 vs. average quark m ass: Calcu—

lated using cubic wall source in the two spin trace
form aliam .

ference. Since chiralperturbation theory predicts
that B, ; has a constant term about 1/3 am aller
and a enhanced chiral logarithm ic term around
3 tin es larger than Ba,, we have chosen B
as a usefilm easurem ent adequate to observe, if
present, both enhanced and quenched chiral log-
arithm s. In order to observe the e ect of non—
degenerate quark antiquark pairson B 1, rstwe
t data of degenerate pairs to cbtain B % (g
and second we subtract those degenerate OOl’lU:L—
butions from non-degenerate data as follow s:

Bai @ ; ) degcmm

Baifg; )

where Bai g ; ) is data of non-degenerate
quark antiquark pairs and msg mg)=Mmg+

q). Wepresent B 51 data in Fjgure:ﬁ,whjdl
Indicates that there is an addiionaldivergence as
a function of . Thisadditionaldivergence m ight
com e from (partially) quenched chiral logarithm s
or from a nie volime e ect. This needs m ore
num ericalevidence and fiirther theoreticalunder—
standing.

In order to detect the e ect of non-degenerate
quark antiquarkson Bk , we follow the procedure
sim iflarto Ba 1 case. First, we t degenerate date
to Bgeg mx ). Second, we Introduce B i as ol
Jow s:

Bx g ; ) Be¥(myg)
Bx mg) ————— & %

where the fiinction isnom alized by 2 since chiral
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Figure 6. B k versus average quark m ass: Cal
culated using cubic wall source in the two spin
trace form alism .

perturbation predicts that lading e ect of non—
degenerate quark antiquark pairson Bk is ofor-

der %. We present the B x data in Figure b,

which illustrates that the non-degenerate quark
mass e ect ismuch smaller than our statistical
error.

O ur best resuls are unrenom alized Bx Mk )
= 0.658(77) and tadpole-im proved renom alized
WD R.J)Bx mg; = 7)= 0.659(63).
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