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A bstract

W e have com puted B K with staggered ferm ions,using two di�erentm ethods.The

num ericalsim ulationswere perform ed on a 163 � 40 lattice in fullQ CD with � = 5:7.

W e also tried an im proved wallsource m ethod in order to select only the pseudo-

G oldstone bosons and com pare the num ericalresults obtained with those from the

conventionalwallsource m ethod. W e have studied a series ofnon-degenerate quark

anti-quark pairsand saw no e�ecton B K ,although e�ectswereseen on theindividual

term sm aking up B K .

1 Introduction

In the standard m odel,there are two kindsofCP violation: the indirectCP violation and

the direct CP violation. [1,2,3,4]. The indirect CP violation com es from the fact that

electro-weak K 0-�K 0 m ixing causestheneutralkaon eigenstatesnottorespectCP sym m etry

[5].The directCP violation com esfrom the CP violating e�ective operators(e.g. penguin

operators) [3,4], which can directly contibute to the K decay am plitude. The indirect

(direct)CP violation isparam etrized by the phenom enologicalquantity ",while the direct

CP violation isparam etrized by "0[1,2,3,4].Both "and "0can bem easured experim entally.

The low energy e�ective Ham iltonian ofthe electro-weak interaction is derived by de-

coupling heavy particles such as W and Z bosons and the t, b, c quarks in the stan-

dard m odel[3, 6,7,8]. The coe�cients in this e�ective Ham iltonian are functions of

the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa avor m ixing m atrix elem ents VC K M . This low energy

e�ective Ham iltonian includes a �S = 2 term which belongs to the (27,1) representa-

tion ofthe SU(3)L 
 SU(3)R avor sym m etry group and to the (1,0) representation of

the SU(2)L 
 SU(2)R isospin sym m etry subgroup. This �S = 2 electro-weak e�ective

Ham iltonian causes the K 0-�K 0 m ixing in the standard m odel[3,6,7,8]. Therefore,the
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�S = 2 e�ective Ham iltonian isconnected to the " param eter.Using thistechnique," can

beexpressed in term softhestandard m odelparam etersasfollows:

"= C B̂ K F(VC K M ;
m 2

t

M 2
W

;
m 2

c

M 2
W

;
m 2

u

M 2
W

); (1)

where

C =
G 2
F f

2
K m K M

2
W

6
p
2�2[m (K L)� m (K S)]

(2)

B K =
hK 0 j[�s�(1� 5)d][�s�(1� 5)d]jK

00i
8

3
hK 0 j�s�5d j0ih0j�s�5d jK

00i
(3)

B̂ K = �(�s(�))B K (�): (4)

Here B̂ K is de�ned as a renorm alization-group invariant quantity, and the function

F(VC K M ;m
2
t=M

2
W ;� � �) is given in Ref. [1,3,4]. Once BK is determ ined theoretically,

we can narrow the dom ain ofjVtd jand the top quark m ass [1],using the experim ental

determ ination of".

There have been a variety ofm ethodsused to calculate B K ,including chiralperturba-

tion theory,hadronicsum rules,QCD sum rules,1=N C expansion and latticegaugetheory.

Lattice gauge theory hasthe virtue ofm aking the sm allest num ber ofassum ptions and is

exactly equivalentto QCD in thelim itofin�nitevolum eand vanishing latticespacing.For

thisreason,wehaveadopted latticegaugetheory to obtain B K .

In ordertocalculateB K in latticegaugetheory,oneneedsto�nd asetofoperatorswhich

can describeon thelatticethesam ephysicsasthecontinuum �S = 2four-ferm ion operator.

Therehavebeen two m ethodsto im plem entferm ionsin latticegaugetheory:thestaggered

ferm ion m ethod and W ilson ferm ion m ethod. Forthe weak m atrix elem entsinvolving the

pseudo-Goldstone bosons,itisvery usefulto take advantage ofthe exactUA(1)sym m etry

ofthestaggered ferm ion action,which isnotm anifestin W ilson ferm ion action [9,10].W e

haveused thestaggered ferm ion m ethod to calculateB K becauseofthisadvantage.

Therearetwom ethodstotranscribethecontinuum �S = 2weak m atrix elem entstothe

latticewith staggered ferm ions[9,11]:theonespin traceform alism and thetwo spin trace

form alism .Thefourferm ion operatorscan beexpressed asproductsofoperatorsbilinearin

theferm ion �elds.In theonespin traceform alism ,each externalhadron iscontracted with

both bilinearsofthefourferm ion operatorsim ultaneously.In thetwo spin traceform alism ,

each externalhadron iscontracted with onlyoneofthebilinearsin thefourferm ion operator.

Untilnow,the two spin trace form alism (2TR)hasbeen used exclusively in calculationsof

weak m atrix elem ents with staggered ferm ions,[12,13,14],[15,16,17,18]and [19,20].

Recently,theonespin traceform alism hasbeen developed to a levelwhich perm itsitto be

used fornum ericalsim ulationsofweak m atrix elem entssuch asB K [11].W ehaveused both

form alism sto calculateB K and theresultsarecom pared in thispaper.

Lattice calculations introduce their own system atic artifacts and errors which can be

sizable. One ofthe principalsources ofsystem atic errors is �nite volum e. The results of

a �nite volum e com parison were reported in Ref. [16],where itwasargued thatthe �nite

volum e e�ectson B K are quite sm allwhen V � T � 163 � 40 at� = 6:0 (a�1 � 2 GeV),
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N f = 0. Another source ofsystem atic errors com es from the quenched approxim ation,

neglecting alloftheinternalquark loops.Quenched e�ectswerestudied in Ref.[15],which

concluded thatthe e�ectofquenching can notbe large.Anothersystem atic errorwhich is

called scalingviolation com esfrom the�nitelatticespacing (a 6= 0).In Ref.[14],thescaling

correctionswere argued to be ofa2 order.In otherwords,O (a)correctionsdo notexistat

allfor the staggered ferm ion operators ofB K . Related to possible scaling violations is a

possiblediscrepancy between gauge-dependentLandau gaugeoperatorsand gaugeinvariant

operators. The Landau gauge operatorim plies thatthe quark anti-quark propagatorsare

�xed to Landau gauge and that gauge links between the quark and anti-quark �elds are

om itted. The question wasraised asto whether the Landau gauge operatorsm ightcause

the large scaling violation which had been noticed originally in Ref. [12]. However,itwas

reported in Ref.[19]thattheresultsofboth Landau gaugeoperatorsand thegaugeinvariant

operatorswerenum erically found to beconsistentwith each other.

Thepurposeofthispaperistoreportand analyzethenum ericaldataforB K aswellasits

individualterm sand to interpretthenum ericalresultsin term sofvariousphysicalm odels.

Part ofthe prelim inary results have already appeared in Ref. [21]. In this paper we will

addressthefollowing�veissuesthrough theinterpretation ofournum ericalresults.The�rst

issue ishow to select the pseudo Goldstone boson state exclusively. Forhadron spectrum

m easurem ents,the sink operatorpicksup a speci�c hadronic state exclusively. In contrast

to hadron spectrum m easurem ents,the operators for weak m atrix elem ent m easurem ents

do notselect a particularhadronic state. W e need to im pose a sym m etry requirem ent on

thewallsourcesuch thatalltheunwanted statesaredecoupled in theweak m atrix elem ent

m easurem ent.W ehavetried an im proved wallsourcem ethod (called cubic wallsource[22])

to do this.Thesecond issueiswhetherthenum ericalresultsin theonespin traceform are

in agreem entwith thosein thetwo spin traceform .Theoretically thedi�erencebetween the

two form alism sissupposed to vanish in thelim itofa ! 0 [11]forB K .W ehavetried both

theonespin traceform alism and thetwo spin traceform alism to calculateB K .Theresults

arecom pared in thispaper.Thethird issueisthee�ectofnon-degeneratequark antiquark

pairson B K and theindividualcom ponentsm akingup B K .Thekaon iscom posed ofsand d

valencequarks.Hereanon-degeneratequarkanti-quarkpairim pliesthatthesvalencequark

m assisdi�erentfrom thed valencequark m ass,whereasa degeneratequark anti-quark pair

im pliesthatboth valenceavorshave thesam em ass.Thee�ectofnon-degenerate valence

quarkson B K in quenched QCD wasm entioned briey in Ref.[13]wherea sm alldi�erence

ofonly m arginalsigni�cancewasfound.In thispaper,weinvestigatein detailthee�ectsof

non-degeneratevalencequark anti-quark pairson B K and itsindividualcom ponents.From

the theoreticalpoint ofview,one e�ect ofnon-degenerate valence quark anti-quark pairs

can be related to the �0 hairpin diagram in (partially) quenched QCD [23,24,25]. The

forth issueiswhetherquenched chiralperturbation theory iscom patiblewith thenum erical

resultsofB K [23].Quenched chiralperturbation theory also predictsthechiralbehaviorof

the individualterm sm aking up B K [23]. Itisgood to know how reliable these theoretical

predictionsarenum erically.The�nalissueiswhetherthereisany dynam icalferm ion e�ect

on B K .Thisquestion wasaddressed originallyin Ref.[15].W ewillre-visitthisquestion and

see how im portanttheinternalferm ion loopsareto B K .Itisim portantto understand the

di�erencebetween fullQCD and quenched QCD in B K both theoretically and num erically.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2,we willdescribe the technicaldetails
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in doubling the lattice forquark propagatorsand explain the im proved (cubic)wallsource

m ethod in a self-contained m anner. In Section 3,we willspecify the lattice operatorsfor

B K in briefwhile leaving the detailsto adequate references. In Section 4,we describe the

param etersforthegaugecon�gurationswegenerated and them easurem entparam etersfor

B K .In Section 5,wepresentthenum ericaldataforM K (num eratorofB K )and thevacuum

saturation am plitude(denom inatorofB K ).Them ain em phasisisputon thedeterm ination

ofthe plateau region. W e also discuss the im proved wallsource with the wrong avor

channel,which is supposed to vanish in the lim it ofa ! 0. In Section 6,the num erical

resultsfrom the data analysisareinterpreted.The im proved (cubic)wallsource m ethod is

com pared with theconventionalm ethod.Thedataoftheonespin traceform and ofthetwo

spin trace form are com pared. Enhanced chirallogarithm sin the individualterm sm aking

up B K appearsto beseen num erically aswellastheadditionaldivergencewhich arisesfrom

the e�ect ofthe non-degenerate quark anti-quark pairs. W e em phasize the large e�ect of

non-degenerate quark anti-quark pairson the individualcom ponents ofB K . W e com pare

ourdata with othergroups(Kilcup,Sharpeand Ukawa etal.).W e describe thecovariance

�tting procedure forB K and the negligible e�ect ofnon-degenerate quark anti-quark pair

on B K .Section 7 containsa briefsum m ary and ourconclusions.

2 Q uark Propagators and W allSources

Here,weexplain thetechnicaldetailsofthequark propagatorsand theim proved wallsource

m ethod.

Because the lattice size in the tim e direction is �nite, the pions propagating around

lattice in the tim e direction can in principle contam inate the m easurem ents ofB K . There

have been two proposals foravoiding this contam ination. The �rst proposalis to im pose

Dirichletboundary conditionsin tim eon thequark propagatorand to placethewallsource

neartheboundary [10,15,19].Thesecond proposalisto doublethelatticealong thetim e

direction and to useperiodicboundary conditionsin tim eforthequark propagator[10,13].

Dirichletboundaryconditionscauseacertain num beroftim eslicesnearthewallsourcetobe

contam inated by reectionso� theboundary.Thetim esliceslostdueto reectionsoverlap

with those contam inated by � m esons. Lattice doubling in the tim e direction suppresses

the backward propagating pions which m ust travelover the whole lattice size in the tim e

direction beforethey can contributetothem easurem ents.In contrasttoDirichletboundary

conditions,latticedoubling doesnotintroduceany reection from theboundary.Hence,the

signalfrom lattice doubling is m uch cleaner than that obtained using Dirichlet boundary

conditions. Unfortunately,lattice doubling takes twice the com putationaltim e since the

lattice doubling needs two undoubled quark propagators for a given wallsource (forward

and backward)instead oftheonequark propagatorrequired when using Dirichletboundary

conditions.

W e adopt the second solution ofdoubling the lattice for our num ericalsim ulation of

B K . Here,we describe thissecond m ethod in detail. The periodic and anti-periodic quark

propagatorsin tim eon theundoubled latticeare:

X

x

(D + M )(z;x)� GP (x;y)= �z;y (5)
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and
X

x

(D + M )(z;x)� GA(x;y)= �z;y ; (6)

where(D + M )representstheEuclidean Diracoperator,and G P (x;y)and G A(x;y)represent

theGreen’sfunctionswith periodicand anti-periodicboundary conditionson theundoubled

lattice.Thesourceh(y)isintroduced in thenum ericalsim ulation asfollows:for0� xt < N t,

�(x)=
1

2

X

y

(G P (x;y)+ G A(x;y))� h(y); (7)

�(x+ N t̂t)=
1

2

X

y

(G P (x;y)� G A(x;y))� h(y) (8)

where t̂istheunitvectorin tim edirection and 0� yt< N t (N t istheundoubled latticesize

in thetim edirection).The�(x)�eld in theabovesatis�esthefollowing:for0� xt < N t,

X

x

(D + M )(z;x)� �(x)= h(z) (9)

and forN t� xt < 2N t,

X

x

(D + M )(z;x)� �(x + Nt̂t)= 0 : (10)

W euseperiodicand anti-periodicboundaryconditionson theundoubled latticeand takethe

sum and thedi�erencetoobtain aquark propagatorwhich isperiodicon thedoubled lattice

in the tim e direction. Note thatthe ferm ionic �eld �(x)isperiodic on the doubled lattice

in the tim e direction. One m ight ask whether periodic boundary conditions in the tim e

direction m akeany di�erencecom pared to theanti-periodicboundary conditions,which are

thephysicalonesata �nitetem perature.The answeristhatperiodicboundary conditions

m ake no di�erence aslong asthe volum e islarge enough. The physicaleigenstatesin the

con�ned phaseofQCD arehadrons,notquarksnorgluons.In thecon�ned phase,a quark

m ustbecon�ned with otherquarksoranti-quarkswithin asm allvolum eoftypicalhadronic

size (� O (1fm ))beforeitcan acknowledge theexistence ofthe boundary with the volum e

m uch largerthan thehadronicsize.

Therehavebeen a num berofattem ptsto enhancetheoverlap with thelightestparticle

com pared to thatoftheexcited statesso thatonecan seetheasym ptoticsignal(exp(�M j

tj))atsm allertim e separationsand overthe longerplateau [15,22,26]. The wallsource

m ethod has an advantage because it enhances the signalofthe hadron propagators with

respect to the point source m ethod. For hadron m ass spectrum m easurem ents,the sink

operatorpossessesthesym m etry ofaspeci�chadronicstate.In contrasttohadron spectrum

m easurem ents,since the operatorin the electro-weak e�ective Ham iltonian doesnotselect

any particularhadronic state by itself,the weak m atrix elem entm easurem entsrequire the

sym m etry propertiesofthewallsourceto determ inethespeci�chadronicstate.Therehave

been two attem ptsto im prove thewallsource such thatitcan exclude contam ination from

unwanted hadronic states: the even-odd wallsource m ethod [17,26]and the cubic wall

sourcem ethod originally proposed by M .Fukugita,etal.in Ref.[22].
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Here,weexplain thecubicwallsourcem ethod in detail.TheB K m easurem entsrequires

thatthepseudo-GoldstoneKaon m odeshould beselected exclusively.Hence,wewillrestrict

ourdiscussion tothecubicwallsourceoperatorofpseudo-Goldstonem ode.Letusstartwith

de�nitionsand notation. The sym bol�a representsone ofthe 8 verticesin the unitspatial

cube(i.e.�a 2 f0;1g3):

�a 2 f(0;0;0);(1;0;0);(0;1;0);� � � ;(1;1;1)g : (11)

W ede�neW
�a
(~n)asfollows:

W
�a
(~n)�

X

~m 2Z 3

�~n;2~m + �a : (12)

The cubic wallsource operator for the pseudo-Goldstone pions can then be expressed as

follows

O source =
X

~n;~n0;�a

��a(~n;t= 0)W
�a
(~n)�(�a)�a;b W

y
�a
(~n0)�b(~n0;t= 0); (13)

where�(x)� (�1)x1+ x2+ x3+ x4,aand barecolorindicesand � isastaggered ferm ion �eld.As

an exam ple,letuschoose the sink operatorto be the bilinearoperatorwith spin structure

S and avorstructureF:

O sink(y)= ��(yA)(S 
 �F )A B �(yB ): (14)

yA = 2y+ A,wherey 2 Z 4 isthecoarselatticecoordinateand A 2 f0;1g4 isthehypercubic

coordinate.Then thecorrelation function is

�hO sink(y)O sourcei

=
X

~n;~n0;�a

(S 
 �F )A B G
c;a(yB ;~n)W �a

(~n)�(�a)�a;bW
y
�a
(~n0)G b;c(~n0;yA)

=
X

~n;~n0;�a

(5S 
 �5�F )A B G
c;a(yB ;~n)W �a

(~n)�a;bW
y
�a
(~n0)[G c;b(yA;~n

0)]�

= (5S 
 �5�F )A B

X

c;b;�a

 
cb
�a
(yB )[ 

cb
�a
(yA)]

� (15)

whereG(x;y)� 1

2
[G P (x;y)+ G A(x;y)]forthedom ain 0� xt;yt< 2N t and

 
cb
�a
(yA)�

X

~n

G
c;b(yA;~n)W �a

(~n): (16)

Here  cb
�a
(yA) is actually what we calculate on the com puter using a conjugate gradient

m ethod with the wallsource set to W
�a
. For the fK and the vacuum saturation part of

B K ,Eq.(15)isused in ournum ericalsim ulation.The idea oftheabove exam ple (bilinear

sink operators)can beextended asa wholeto thefourferm ion operatorm easurem ents(for

exam ple,B K )withoutlossofgenerality.
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3 O perators C om puted

Here,wepresenta setoflatticeoperatorswhich describethesam ephysicsasthecontinuum

�S = 2 operator and which have been used for our num ericalcalculation ofB K . 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 j0ih0j�s�5d jK

0i:
(17)

The num erator ofB K is a m atrix elem ent ofthe �S = 2 four-ferm ion operator with the

neutralK m eson (kaon)states. The denom inatorofB K representsthe vacuum saturation

approxim ation ofthe num erator,which insertsthe vacuum state between the two bilinears

ofthe�S = 2 four-ferm ion operators.Forthedenom inator,oneneedsto prescribea lattice

bilinearoperatorwhich correspondsto thecontinuum axialcurrent:

A � = ��s(�5 
 �5)�d : (18)

Here the notationsare the sam e asthose adopted by Ref. [9,10,11]. The axialcurrentis

chosen such thattheavorstructureisidenticalto thatofthepseudo Goldstonekaon ofthe

exactUA (1)sym m etry in thestaggered ferm ion action.

Forthe num erator,we need som e particularsetoflattice four-ferm ion operatorswhich

correspond to the continuum �S = 2 operator. There are two m ethodsto transcribe the

continuum �S = 2 operator on the lattice with staggered ferm ions: the one spin trace

form alism and the two spin trace form alism [9,10,11]. In the continuum , there is no

di�erence between the one spin trace form and the two spin trace form ofthe �S = 2

operator,since they are connected by the Fierz transform ation. However,in the staggered

ferm ion m ethod,the one spin trace form isdi�erentfrom the two spin trace form due to a

purelatticeartifactof4 degenerateavors.

In thetwo spin trace form alism ,thefour{ferm ion operatorin thenum eratorin Eq.(17)

istranscribed to thelattice[9,10,11]asa sum offouroperators:

O
Latt
2TR = (V � P)2TRab;ba + (V � P)2TRaa;bb

+ (A � P)2TRab;ba + (A � P)2TRaa;bb (19)

whereV (orA)representsthevector(oraxial)spin structure,P representsthepseudoscalar-

like avor structure and the subscript ab;ba (or aa;bb) represents the color indices ofthe

quark �elds(thedetailsofthesenotationsaredescribed in Ref.[11]).Theoperatorsin Eq.

(19)have the sam e chiralbehaviorin the lim itofvanishing quark m assasthe continuum

�S = 2 operator [10,11,23]. In addition,the m atrix elem ents ofO Latt
2TR show the sam e

leading logarithm ic dependence on the renorm alization scale as the continuum �S = 2

operator[11,30,31].

In theone spin trace form alism ,thefour-ferm ion operatorofthenum eratorin Eq.(17)

istranscribed to thelatticeasfollows:

O
Latt
1TR = (V � P)1TRab;ba + (V � P)1TRaa;bb

+(A � P)1TRab;ba + (A � P)1TRaa;bb

+ O
1TR
chiral partner : (20)
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where again the detailsofthisnotation isgiven in Ref.[11].In contrastwith the two spin

trace form alism ,the individualterm sin Eq. (20)do notpossessthe sam e chiralbehavior

asthecontinuum �S = 2 operator[11].W em ustadd O 1TR
chiral partner in orderto preserve the

correct continuum chiralbehavior [11]. By im posing the correctchiralbehavior on O Latt
1TR ,

wedeterm inethechiralpartneroperator[11]asfollows:

O
1TR
chiral partner = (V � S)1TRab;ba + (V � S)1TRaa;bb

+(A � S)1TRab;ba + (A � S)1TRaa;bb : (21)

Thisforcestheresulting operatorto respectthecontinuum chiralbehavior.Thenextques-

tion is whether the whole operators including the additionalchiralpartner operators still

have the continuum leading logarithm ic behavior. Firstofall,we need to choose the basis

operatorssuch thatthey belong to theidentity representation with respectto the90� axial

rotation group (a subgroup ofthe exactUA(1)sym m etry group). Thisparticularchoice of

the basis operatorsguarantees the analytic chiralbehavior ofthe continuum . Second,we

�nd thatan eigen-operator(Eq.(20)and Eq.(21))possessesthesam eleading logarithm ic

behavior as the continuum �S = 2 operator [11]. For B K m easurem ents,the di�erence

between the one spin trace operatorsand the two spin trace operatorsvanishes asa ! 0

[11].W ehaveused both onespin traceand two spin traceoperatorsto calculateB K on the

latticeand thenum ericalresultsarecom pared laterin thispaper.

4 Sim ulations and M easurem ent Param eters

In thissection we describe the sim ulation param etersforthe gauge con�gurationsand B K

m easurem ents.Ourold hadron m asscalculation [27]on a163� 32latticeat� = 5:7inform ed

us that a longer tim e dim ension allows a m ore precise �tting ofthe hadron propagators’

exponentialtim e dependence. Forthisreason the volum e ofthe con�guration waschosen

as163 � 40.The coupling constantwas� = 5.7 (1=a � 2 GeV).The dynam icale�ectsof

two degenerate avors ofstaggered ferm ions with a m ass 0.01 were incorporated into the

gaugecon�gurations,using thehybrid m oleculardynam icsR-algorithm [28].Thesea quark

m ass(0.01)hasbeen �xed through allthem easurem entseven though variousvalencequark

m asseswerechosen fortheB K m easurem ent.Thegaugecon�gurationswereupdated by the

hybrid m olecular dynam ics R-algorithm with m olecular dynam ics step size 0.0078125 [28]

and a trajectory length of0.5 tim eunits.

Now them easurem entparam etersforB K :Every 60 trajectoriesB K hasbeen m easured.

Thetotalnum berofthegaugecon�guration sam plesforB K m easurem entswas155.W ehave

used both cubic wallsource and conventionaleven-odd wallsource m ethods to create the

pseudo Goldstone boson. W e used two separate wallsourcesto create K 0 and �K 0 m esons.

The distance between these two separate wallsources was 36 lattice units. For each B K

m easurem ent,both wallsourceswere shifted by 15 lattice unitsin the tim e direction from

the position used in the previousm easurem ent,while the distance between them was�xed

to 36 through allthe m easurem ents. The valence (quark,antiquark)m asspairsforthe K

m esonswere (0.01,0.01),(0.02,0.02),(0.03,0.03),(0.004,0.01),(0.004,0.02),(0.01,0.03)

and (0.004,0.05).Thequark propagatorswerecalculated,usingthelatticedoublingm ethod
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described in theprevioussection.Thestopping condition oftheconjugategradientresidual

forthequark propagatorwassetto 1:0� 10�8 .Thequark propagatorsweregauge�xed to

Landau condition with a num ericalprecision ofa4g2(@�A �)
2 < 1:0� 10�7 .

5 D ata A nalysis

W enow presentthenum ericalresultsofM K (thenum eratorofB K )and thevacuum satu-

ration am plitude M V
K (the denom inatorofB K )with respectto the lattice Euclidean tim e

forKaon with a quark anti-quark m asspair= (0.01,0.01).M eanwhile,weexplain how the

centralplateau region has been selected to determ ine B K . W e also discuss the num erical

resultsforunrenorm alized (naive,bare)B K with respecttothevariousquark and anti-quark

m asses.In addition,wewillpresentthenum ericalm easurem entofthewrong avorchannel

((V + A)
 S)2TR in orderto seehow m uch contam ination com esfrom theoperatorm ixing

and theexcited hadronicstateswhich aresupposed to vanish in thelim itofa ! 0.

5.1 T he D enom inator: Vacuum Saturation A m plitude

W ede�nethedenom inatorofB K asthevacuum saturation am plitude:

M
V
K �

8

3
h�K 0

j�s�5d j0ih0j�s�5d jK
0
i: (22)

Num ericaldata forM V
K ispresented in Figure1 (theeven-odd wallsource m ethod)and in

Figure2 (thecubicwallsourcem ethod).Thedata pointsin Figure1,2,and 3 areobtained

by single elim ination jack-knife m ethod. Each data point in Figure 1(the even-odd wall

source)hasabouttwicelargererrorthan thatin Figure2 (thecubicwallsource).However,

oneneedstonoticethatthecubicwallsourcem ethod takesfourtim eslongertim etocom pute

than theeven-odd wallsourcem ethod.In Table1,theresultsofthecovariance�ttingofthe

vacuum saturation togetherwith their�2 perdegreeoffreedom aregiven with respecttothe

various�tting rangesin thelatticeEuclidean tim eforquark m assm qa = 0:01.From Table

1,forthecubicwallsourcem ethod them inim um ofthe�2 perdegreeoffreedom extendsto

the�tting rangeof11� t� 24.Fortheeven-odd wallsourcem ethod,them inim um ofthe

�2 perdegreeoffreedom occursin the�tting rangeof13 � t� 23.Itisim portantto keep

in m ind thefactthatboth theonespin traceform and thetwo spin traceform ofB K have

thevacuum saturation in com m on.

5.2 T he N um erator: M K

W ede�nethenum eratorofB K as:

M K � h�K 0
j�s�(1� 5)d �s�(1� 5)d jK

0
i (23)

Num ericaldata forM K calculated in the two spin trace form alism with the even-odd wall

sourcem ethod ispresented in Figure3.Num ericaldata forM K calculated in thetwo spin

trace form alism with the cubic wallsource m ethod is shown in Figure 4. Num ericaldata

forM K calculated in the one spin trace form alism with the even-odd wallsource m ethod
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CubicW allSource Even-O dd W allSource

Fitting Range M V
K �

2
=(dof) M V

K �
2
=(dof)

14 � t� 21 12.17(66) 0.40(63) 49.2(30) 0.40(68)

13 � t� 22 12.10(58) 0.37(52) 49.3(25) 0.33(53)

12 � t� 23 12.15(60) 0.37(48) 48.7(24) 0.61(65)

11 � t� 24 12.10(63) 0.45(48) 49.0(25) 0.68(56)

10 � t� 25 11.76(59) 1.06(51) 47.0(27) 1.24(76)

9 � t� 26 11.70(59) 1.27(66) 46.7(27) 1.34(70)

8 � t� 27 11.61(58) 1.31(62) 45.2(24) 1.40(68)

7 � t� 28 11.20(58) 1.65(70) 44.2(24) 1.52(70)

6 � t� 28 10.74(60) 1.72(65) 42.9(24) 1.47(67)

Table1:Here,wepresentthenum ericalresultsforthevacuum saturation am plitude(M V
K )

with the quark m asspair(0.01,0.01),calculated both in the even-odd wallsource m ethod

and in thecubicwallsourcem ethod.Allthevaluesin thetablehavebeen obtained through

thecovariance�tting to a constanton thebootstrap ensem bles.

isdrawn in Figure 5. Allthe data pointsin Figures3,4,and 5 are obtained by the single

elim ination jack-knife m ethod. Each data pointin Figure3 (the even-odd wallsource)has

an abouttwice largererrorthan thatin Figure4 (thecubic wallsource).The nearby data

pointsin Figure3and Figure5(theeven-odd wallsource)havelargeructuationsthan those

in Figure 4 (the cubic wallsource),which are reected on �2=d:o:f:in Table 2. However,

this was not observed in the results for vacuum saturation am plitude. It is im portant to

note the fact that the com putationaltim e for the cubic wallsource m ethod is four tim es

longer than that forthe even-odd wallsource m ethod. In Table 2,the covariance m atrix

�tting resultsofM K and its�2=(d:o:f:)arecollected with respectto the�tting rangein the

latticeEuclidean tim e.From Table2 itisdi�cultto choosetheoptim al�tting rangeasall

ofthe�2=(d:o:f:)valuesarewithin 0:5� 1 � forM K calculated in thetwo spin traceform

with the cubic wallsource. Thisisalso true forM K calculated in the one spin trace form

with theeven-odd wallsource.Forthesecases,wethereforechoosetheoptim al�tting range

consistentwith thevacuum saturation am plitudeM V
K .

ForM K calculated in thetwo spin trace form with theeven-odd wallsource,we notice

that the optim al�tting range is 13 � t � 22. The M K results in the cubic wallsource

m ethod hasm orecorrelation (lessuctuation)between neighboringtim eslicesthan thosein

theeven-odd wallsourcem ethod,whilethisisnotobviousforthem easurem entsofvacuum

saturation am plitudeM V
K .

5.3 T he R atio: B K

In the previoussections,we have discussed the covariance m atrix �tting resultofM K and

M V
K asafunction ofthe�tting range.From thisanalysisofthe�tting ranges,wedeterm ine

the optim al�tting range forB K . The optim al�tting rangeswe have chosen to determ ine

B K with respectto variousquark m asspairsare sum m arized in Table 3. Once the �tting
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Two Spin TraceForm O ne Spin TraceForm

Fitting Cubic W allSource Even-odd W allSource Even-odd W allSource

Range M K �
2
=(d:o:f:) M K �

2
=(d:o:f:) M K �

2
=(d:o:f:)

14� t� 21 7.20(48) 1.11(99) 29.8(15) 1.05(102) 33.4(21) 1.45(106)

13� t� 22 7.23(29) 0.88(87) 29.9(15) 0.87(83) 33.6(17) 1.18(82)

12� t� 23 7.26(28) 0.75(75) 28.7(14) 1.47(80) 34.0(17) 1.19(68)

11� t� 24 7.19(28) 0.73(67) 28.6(13) 1.24(70) 34.1(18) 1.03(62)

10� t� 25 7.16(29) 0.66(60) 28.1(14) 1.29(59) 33.7(16) 0.96(58)

9� t� 26 7.11(30) 0.62(51) 28.1(13) 1.14(54) 33.7(16) 1.04(49)

8� t� 27 7.11(30) 0.60(52) 27.7(12) 1.27(61) 33.6(16) 0.95(47)

7� t� 28 7.04(27) 0.57(54) 27.1(11) 1.47(52) 33.9(16) 0.95(43)

6� t� 29 6.97(26) 0.61(50) 27.3(12) 1.52(54) 33.8(15) 0.90(45)

Table2:Here,wepresentthenum ericalresultsfortheM K with thequark m asspair(0.01,

0.01),calculated both in the even-odd wallsource m ethod and in the cubic wallsource

m ethod.Allthevaluesin thetablehasobtained through thecovariancem atrix �tting to a

constanton thebootstrap ensem bles.

rangeischosen,B K can bedeterm ined through thecovariance�tting to a constant.Oneof

our�tting proceduresisnaive jack-knife analysisofthe data (conventional)and the other

usesthecovariance�tting on thebootstrap ensem bles.

The num ericalresults forB K calculated in the two spin trace form with the even-odd

wallsource m ethod are shown in Figure 6. The num ericalresultsforB K calculated in the

twospin traceform with thecubicwallsourcem ethod aredrawn in Figure7.Thenum erical

resultsforB K calculated in the one spin trace form with the even-odd wallsource m ethod

appearin Figure8.

Table4 isa collection ofthenum ericalresultsofK m eson m assand B K with respectto

thequark m asspairscalculated in theoptim al�tting rangeby thejack-knife m ethod.The

resultsforK m eson m ass(m K )areobtained by analyzingtheresultsforaxialcurrentm atrix

elem ent with an externalK m eson state h0 j �S(05 
 �5)D jK i,which are also used to

obtain thevacuum saturation am plitude.W e�tted thelogarithm oftheaxialcurrentdata

to thelinearfunction oftheEuclidean tim eA + m K tin theoptim al�tting range.W ewould

like to thank PavlosVranasforchecking these m assresultsusing hisown �tting program .

Table5presentstheresultsofB K obtained by thecovariance�tting overtheoptim al�tting

rangeon thebootstrap ensem bles.

5.4 T he W rong Flavor C hannel

Here we addresstwo im portantquestionson the validity ofourapproach to B K . The �rst

question com es from the factthatthe higher-loop radiative correction ofthe four-ferm ion

com posite operators cause the violation ofthe continuum spin and avor sym m etries. It

is im portant to know non-perturbatively,how large is the contribution ofsuch sym m etry

violating term sto the weak m atrix elem ent m easurem ents for�nite lattice spacing. Note,

such term s are supposed to vanish in the lim it ofa ! 0. The sm aller the contribution
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Fitting Range

Q uark M ass Two Spin TraceForm O ne Spin TraceForm

Pair Cubic W allSource Even-odd W allSource Even-odd W allSource

(0.004,0.01) 9 � t� 26 13� t� 22 13� t� 22

(0.004,0.02) 11� t� 24 13� t� 22 13� t� 22

(0.004,0.05) 14� t� 21 15� t� 20 15� t� 20

(0.01,0.01) 11� t� 24 13� t� 22 13� t� 22

(0.01,0.03) 11� t� 24 13� t� 22 13� t� 22

(0.02,0.02) 13� t� 22 13� t� 22 13� t� 22

(0.03,0.03) 13� t� 22 13� t� 22 13� t� 22

Table 3:Here,we presentthe optim al�tting range with respectto quark m asspairs. The

optim al�tting range im plies thatwe can get the sam e average with sm aller error barfor

�2 � 1:0.

unrenorm alized B K

Q uark M ass m K Two Spin TraceForm O neSpin TraceForm

Pair Cubic Source Even-odd Source Even-odd Source

(0.004,0.01) 0.219(2) 0.557(32) 0.547(54) 0.656(73)

(0.004,0.02) 0.277(2) 0.641(32) 0.630(39) 0.698(58)

(0.004,0.05) 0.406(2) 0.731(34) 0.687(44) 0.759(88)

(0.01,0.01) 0.253(2) 0.600(27) 0.579(33) 0.688(46)

(0.01,0.03) 0.348(2) 0.710(26) 0.689(30) 0.748(37)

(0.02,0.02) 0.347(1) 0.709(25) 0.689(28) 0.746(33)

(0.03,0.03) 0.421(1) 0.768(23) 0.753(26) 0.781(28)

Table 4:K m eson m assand unrenorm alized B K versusquark m asspair:the B K data are

analyzed by thesingle-elim ination jack-knifem ethod overtheoptim al�tting range.TheK

m eson m ass,m K wasobtained by analyzing theresultsforh0j�S(05 
 �5)D jK i.

Unrenorm alized B K

Q uark M ass Two Spin TraceForm O neSpin TraceForm

Pair Cubic Source Even-odd Source Even-odd Source

(0.004,0.01) 0.546(23) 0.548(42) 0.675(63)

(0.004,0.02) 0.627(28) 0.663(37) 0.700(47)

(0.004,0.05) 0.732(30) 0.715(40) 0.771(78)

(0.01,0.01) 0.595(22) 0.607(34) 0.682(45)

(0.01,0.03) 0.717(23) 0.708(31) 0.771(37)

(0.02,0.02) 0.727(24) 0.707(29) 0.773(36)

(0.03,0.03) 0.791(21) 0.758(26) 0.804(25)

Table 5: Unrenorm alized B K foreach quark m asspair. The B K data isanalyzed by the

covariance�tting overtheoptim al�tting rangeon thebootstrap ensem bles.
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from thesewrongavorchannelsis,them orereliableourconnection between thecontinuum

and lattice observables (either at tree levelor at one loop level). The second question is

how exclusively wecan selectthepseudo-Goldstonem odethrough ourim proved wallsource

m ethod. In otherwords,we wantto ask how reliably ourwallsource technique suppresses

theunwanted hadronicstates.

W ehavechosen the((V + A)
 S)2TR operatorin ordertoaddresstheabovetwoquestions.

The m atrix elem ent ofthisoperatorwith externalK m esonsissupposed to vanish in the

continuum lim it(a ! 0)oflattice QCD,due to the vanishing avortrace. The num erical

results for this wrong avor channelare shown in Figure 9 for the even-odd wallsource

and Figure 10 forthe cubic wallsource. From Figures9 and 10,we notice thatthe value

ofthe wrong avor channelis extrem ely suppressed (less than 1% ofB K ) in both cases.

This im plies that the unwanted operator m ixing of((V + A)
 S)2TR should be at m ost

1% ofB K since itissuppressed by �s=(4�)aswellasby the vanishing avor trace. This

fact that the unwanted operator m ixing is sm aller than 1% ofB K is ofgreat signi�cance

to ourapproxim ate m atching between the continuum and lattice com posite operators. So

far,one hasneglected those term sofwrong avorchannelswhich entersatorderg2,when

one connects the lattice B K to the continuum B K atone loop level[10,11,19,30]. The

m ain reason wasthatthesewrong avorchannelswillnotcontributeto B K atallasa ! 0.

Hence,the rem aining di�culty was to know how large is the contribution ofthose wrong

avorchannelsat�nitelatticespacing.Ournon-perturbativem easurem entsofoneofwrong

avorchannelsshowsthatthecontribution from thesewrong avorchannelswillbeatm ost

1% ofB K and so m uch sm aller than the staticaland other system atic errors at � = 5:7

(a�1 = 2GeV ). Thisgivesusa greatcon�dence in ourapproxim ate m atching atone loop

level,wheresuch term sofwrong avorchannels,which entersatorderg2,areneglected.

From Figures9 and 10,we also observe thatthe nearestneighboring data pointshave

stronger correlation (less uctuating) in the cubic wallsource than in the even-odd wall

source.Thefourtim esm oreoating pointcom putation in thecubicwallsourcethan in the

even-odd wallsource explainswhy the errorbarsofthe data in Figure 10 isabouthalfof

those in Figure 9. Hence,we conclude that the even-odd wallsource is equivalent to the

cubic wallsource from the standpointofstatistics. W e believe thatitisbetterto use the

cubicwallsourcein weakercoupling sim ulationsbecausetheunwanted contam ination from

thedegenerateand excited hadronicstatesbecom eseven m oresevere there.

6 D ata Interpretation

Here,weinterpretthenum ericalresultsin term softhephysics.Firstofall,wewilladdress

the technicalquestionsaboutthe im proved wallsource m ethods. Second,we willcom pare

the num ericalresults ofthe one spin trace form and the two spin trace form and discuss

them eaning oftheconsistency between thetwo form alism .Third,wewilldiscussthechiral

behaviorofB K ,and the chiralbehaviorofthe individualcom ponentsm aking up B K (i.e.

B A,B A 1,B A 2,B V ,B V 1,B V 2). In addition,we willdiscuss the e�ects ofnon-degenerate

quark anti-quark pairson the chiralbehaviorofthese quantities. W e willalso discuss the

chiralbehaviorfrom thestandpointofboth 1=N c suppression and (partially quenched)chiral

perturbation theory. Fourth,we willcom pare ournum ericalresultswith earlierworksand
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discussthee�ectofquenching on B K m easurem ents.Finally,wewillpresentourbestvalue

ofB K in thephysicallim itaswellasour�tting procedure.

6.1 C om parison ofW allSources

Num ericalresultsforunrenorm alized (naive,bare,ortree-level)B K forvariousaveragequark

m ass,calculated both by the even-odd wallsource and by the cubic wallsource are shown

in Figure11.ThevaluesofB K calculated by thetwo wallsourcesagreewithin errors.The

errorbarsforB K calculated by thecubicwallsourceareabouthalfofthoseoftheeven-odd

wallsource.The cubic wallsource m ethod takesfourtim esm ore com putationaltim e than

the even-odd wallsource m ethod. W e conclude thatforB K m easurem ents at� = 5:7 the

cubicwallsourceresultsareconsistentwith theeven-odd wallsourceresults.

6.2 C om parison of O ne Spin Trace Form and T wo Spin Trace

Form

The num ericalresults for unrenorm alized B K in both one spin trace and two spin trace

m ethodsarepresented inFigure12.Thenum ericalresultsforone-looprenorm alized (tadpole

im proved through m ean �eld theory [11,29,31,30,32,33])B K both in the one spin trace

and two spin trace m ethods are shown in Figure 13. The num ericalresults for one-loop

renorm alized (RG im proved [11,34]) B K both in the one spin trace and two spin trace

form aregiven in Figure14.From Figures12,13 and 14,wenotice thattheresultsforthe

renorm alized B K calculated in the one spin trace m ethod agree with those in the two spin

tracem ethod betterthan thosefortheunrenorm alized B K .

Letusexplain how wehaveobtained therenorm alized coupling constantforthepertur-

bative expansion. The one-loop renorm alization ofthe �S = 2 four-ferm ion operatorson

the lattice is explained in Ref. [11,31,30]in detail. The detailed explanation ofm atch-

ing between the continuum and lattice observables at one loop levelis also given in Ref.

[11,31,30]. W e discuss here how to obtain the coupling constantforthe renorm alization

ofthe com posite operators. Forperturbative m atching atone-loop level,one needsa well-

de�ned coupling constantto useastheperturbativeexpansion param eter[33,34].W ehave

chosen theM S coupling constantat�
M S

= �=a scaleasourperturbativeexpansion param -

eter[19].Therearetwo m ethodsto obtain theM S coupling constantfrom thebarelattice

coupling constant.Oneisa non-perturbativeapproach using tadpoleim provem entby m ean

�eld theory [33]and theotherisapurely perturbativeapproach usingrenorm alization group

im provem ents[34].W ewillreferto thesetwo approachesto obtaining g2
M S

asthe\tadpole

im proved" and \RG im proved" m ethods.W euseboth m ethodsto obtain theM S coupling

constantattherenorm alization scale�=a.

The details of the non-perturbative approach of tadpole im provem ent by m ean �eld

theory isgiven in Ref[33,11,34,31,30]. The M S coupling constant (g2
M S

)is related to

the tadpole-im proved coupling constant (g2M F )and the bare lattice coupling constant(g20)

through m ean �eld theory [11,34]:

g
2
M F �

g20(a)

Reh1
3
TrU2i

(24)
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g
2

M S
(�

M S
)= g

2
M F

"

1� �0g
2
M F

(

2ln(a�
M S

)+ 2ln

 
�Latt

�
M S

! )

�
1

3
g
2
M F + O (g4M F)

�

(25)

whereg20(a)isthebarelatticecoupling constant,U2 isa unitgaugelink plaquette,and

�0 =
11

16�2

�

1�
2N f

33

�

: (26)

For� = 5:7 and N f = 2,weobtain thetadpoleim proved M S coupling constant:

g
2
M F = 1:82

g
2

M S

�
�

a

�

= 1:78 : (27)

The coupling constant in Eq. (27) is used for tadpole im proved m atching between the

continuum and thelatticeobservables.

Thedetailsabouta perturbativeapproach ofRG im provem entisexplained in Ref.[34].

In this approach,the M S coupling constant (g2
M S

) is related to the bare lattice coupling

constant(g20(a)):

g
2

M S
(�

M S
)=

g20(a)

1� t�0g
2
0(a)

(28)

where t= �2

"

ln(a�
M S

)+ ln

 
�Latt

�
M S

! #

;

For� = 5:7 and N f = 2,weobtain theM S coupling constantat�
M S

= �

a
scale:

g
2
0(a)= 1:05263

g
2

M S

�
�

a

�

= 1:61 : (29)

Thecouplingconstantin Eq.(29)isused forRG im proved m atchingbetween thecontinuum

and thelatticeobservables.

6.3 C hiralLogarithm s and N on-degenerate Q uark M ass Pairs

There havebeen a num beroftheoreticalattem ptsto understand thechiralbehaviorofthe

K m eson B param etersin term sofchiralperturbation theory [23,35,36,37]. In orderto

discussthechiralbehaviorofthe B param etersin an organized way,we need to considera

theory with fourvalence avors: S and S0 both with m ass m s aswellasD and D 0,both

with m assm d. Letthe K
0 be the �S5D pion and the K 00 be the corresponding state with

prim ed quarks(i.e. �S05D
0pion).Letusde�neB V 1,B V 2,B A 1 and B A 2 as:

B V 1 =
h�K 00 j[�S0

a�D
0
b][
�Sb�D a]jK

0i
4

3
h�K 00 j�S0

a�5D
0
a j0ih0j

�Sb�5D b jK
0i

(30)
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B V 2 =
h�K 00 j[�S0

a�D
0
a][
�Sb�D b]jK

0i
4

3
h�K 00 j�S0

a�5D
0
a j0ih0j

�Sb�5D b jK
0i

(31)

B A 1 =
h�K 00 j[�S0

a�5D
0
b][
�Sb�5D a]jK

0i
4

3
h�K 00 j�S0

a�5D
0
a j0ih0j

�Sb�5D b jK
0i

(32)

B A 2 =
h�K 00 j[�S0

a�5D
0
a][
�Sb�5D b]jK

0i
4

3
h�K 00 j�S0

a�5D
0
a j0ih0j

�Sb�5D b jK
0i

(33)

where a and bare colorindices. The B A,B V and B K are expressed in term sofB V 1,B V 2,

B A 1 and B A 2:

B A = B A 1 + B A 2 (34)

B V = B V 1 + B V 2 (35)

B K = B V + B A (36)

Let us discuss the chiralbehavior ofthe B param eters de�ned above (B A 1,B A 2,B V 1,

B V 2).In thevacuum saturation approxim ation with 1=N C suppression,B A 1 = 0.25,B A 2 =

0.75and B V 1 = B V 2 = 0(obviously wrong!).Form u = m d 6= m s,chiralperturbation theory

predictsthefollowing results[10,23]:

B V 1 =
3

8

"

(�� � �1)+ �+ A + �1
�2

m 2
k

C + 1D

#

(37)

B V 2 =
3

8

"

(�+ � �2)+ �� A + �2
�2

m 2
k

C + 2D

#

(38)

B A 1 =
3

8

"

(�� + �1)+ �+ A � �1
�2

m 2
k

C � 1D

#

(39)

B A 2 =
3

8

"

(�+ + �2)+ �� A � �2
�2

m 2
k

C � 2D

#

(40)

where in the vacuum saturation approxim ation (tree-levelchiralperturbation),�+ = 1,

�� = 1

3
,�1 =

1

3
,�2 = 1,�1 = 1,�2 =

1

3
while 1 and 2 isnotdeterm ined.A,C and D are

de�ned as

A = I2(m K )�
m 2

K + m 2
ss

2m 2
K

I1(m ss)�
m 2

K + m 2
dd

2m 2
K

I1(m dd) (41)

C = I1(m ss)+ I1(m dd)� 2I1(m K )� 2I2(m K ) (42)

D = 2I1(m K )� I2(m K )�
m 2

K + m 2
ss

2m 2
K

I1(m ss)

�
m 2

K + m 2
dd

2m 2
K

I1(m dd) (43)

where

I1(m ) �
1

f2

Z
� d4k

(2�)4

1

k2 + m 2
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=
�2

(4�f)2
+

 
m

4�f

! 2

ln

 
m 2

�2

!

+ O

 
m 2

�2

!

(44)

I2(m ) �
m 2

f2

Z � d4k

(2�)4

�
1

k2 + m 2

�2

= �

 
m

4�f

! 2

ln

 
m 2

�2

!

�
m 2

(4�f)2
+

m 2

(4�f)2
O

 
m 2

�2

!

: (45)

� isintroduced asa m om entum cut-o� regularization forchiralperturbation theory.m 2
ss =

2�m s, m
2
dd = 2�m d and m 2

K = �(m s + m d) (i.e. 2m 2
K = m 2

ss + m 2
dd). Note there is

no quadratic divergence in B V 1,B V 2,B A 1,and B A 2 even though I1(m ) has a quadratic

divergence.Thequadraticdivergencesin C and D cancelout.Thequadraticdivergencesin

A isnota function ofquark m assesm s orm d.Hence,thesequadraticdivergencesin A can

be absorbed into the coe�cients� � and �+ . Asa sum m ary ofchiralperturbation theory,

letuschoose�= 4�f and rewritetheresultsforB V 1,B V 2,B A 1,and B A 2 asfollows:

B V 1 =
3

8
(2�1)

�2

(4�f)2
ln(z)+

3

8
(�� � �1)

+
3

8
�1

�2

(4�f)2

�

ln(1� �
2)+ � ln

�
1+ �

1� �

��

+(�
V 1 + �

V 1�
2)zln(z)+ (�

V 1 + �
V 1�

2)z+ O (�4zln(z)) (46)

B V 2 =
3

8
(2�2)

�2

(4�f)2
ln(z)+

3

8
(�+ � �2)

+
3

8
�2

�2

(4�f)2

�

ln(1� �
2)+ � ln

�
1+ �

1� �

��

+(�
V 2 + �

V 2�
2)zln(z)+ (�

V 2 + �
V 2�

2)z+ O (�4zln(z)) (47)

B A 1 = �
3

8
(2�1)

�2

(4�f)2
ln(z)+

3

8
(�� + �1)

�
3

8
�1

�2

(4�f)2

�

ln(1� �
2)+ � ln

�
1+ �

1� �

��

+(�
A 1 + �

A 1�
2)zln(z)+ (�

A 1 + �
A 1�

2)z+ O (�4zln(z)) (48)

B A 2 = �
3

8
(2�2)

�2

(4�f)2
ln(z)+

3

8
(�+ + �2)

�
3

8
�2

�2

(4�f)2

�

ln(1� �
2)+ � ln

�
1+ �

1� �

��

+(�
A 2 + �

A 2�
2)zln(z)+ (�

A 2 + �
A 2�

2)z+ O (�4zln(z)) (49)

wheretheconstantterm sproportionalto �i areabsorbed into �i,and

z �
m 2

K

(4�f)2
(50)

� �
m s � m d

m s + m d

: (51)
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Here we keep fullfunctionalform with respectto � fortheose term soforderln(z)and z0.

Forthose term soforderzln(z)and z,we do Taylorexpansion with respectto � and keep

only theterm soforder�0 and �2.Thecoe�cients� i,�i,�iand �i(i2 fV 1;V 2;A1;A2g)are

unknown.Alltheresultsin Eqn.(37-40)and Eqn.(46-49)arecalculated using fullQCD as

thefundam entaltheory.Note,B V 1,B V 2,B A 1,and B A 2 haveabranch pointat� = �1which

isnon-singular. Letussetthe dom ain of� to �1 � � � 1 and � 2 R. BV 1,B V 2,B A 1,and

B A 2 havenosingularity on thisphysicaldom ain of�.Alsonote,BV 1,B V 2,B A 1,and B A 2 are

even functionsof� which m eansthatalthough weswitch ms with m d,thephysicsdoesnot

know itatall(i.e.itdoesnotchange).Hence,thepowerseriesexpansion ofB V 1,B V 2,B A 1,

and B A 2 with respectto � should have only even powersof�. The one-loop correctionsto

B V 1,B V 2 B A 1 and B A 2 includea term oftheorderI2(m K )=m
2
K which isproportionalto �i

in Eqn.(37-40).I2(m K )=m
2
K isproportionaltoln(m K )which islogarithm ically divergentas

m K ! 0. These logarithm ically divergentterm sare called enhanced chirallogarithm s[23],

and wereoriginally noticed by Langackerand Pagels[38].Itisim portanttonotethatin full

QCD,theenhanced chirallogarithm sin Eqn.(37-40)and Eqn.(46-49)areallproportional

to �i
�2

m 2

K

I2(m K ),which dependsonly on theaveragem assofthequark antiquark pair.

Let us adapt the above results to the (partially) quenched lim it ofQCD [23]. Here,

quenched approxim ation m eansneglecting allthe internalferm ion loopsand keeping only

puregaugeinteractions(i.e.seaquarkm assisin�nitely heavy),whilethepartiallyquenched

approxim ation im plies that the sea quark m ass ofthe internalferm ion loops is di�erent

from the valence quark m ass. Both partially quenched and quenched approxim ationshave

additionalinfra-red problem s which are absent in fullQCD,since the sea quark ferm ion

determ inantcan notregulatetheinfra-red polesingularity ofthevalencequark propagator.

There are two im portantdi�erencesbetween (partially)quenched and fullQCD.The �rst

di�erenceisthatthem eson eigenstatesarenotthesam e.Thesecond di�erencecom esfrom �0

loops,which can notcontributein fullQCD sim plybecausethe�0istooheavy.Thediagram s

ofthehairpin type(�0loops)presentin the(partially)quenched chiralperturbation forB K

vanish in the lim itofm s = m d [23]. The logarithm ically divergentterm swhich com e from

thehairpin diagram sarecalled quenched chirallogarithm s[24,25,23].Here,thekey point

isthatin (partially)quenched QCD,the quenched chirallogarithm sin the B param eters,

ifpresent,m ustbe a function ofboth average quark m ass(m s + m d)and m assdi�erence

(m s � m d)ofthe quark anti-quark pair,while the enhanced chirallogarithm s com m on in

both fulland (partially)quenched QCD are nota function ofquark m assdi�erence buta

function ofonly averagequark m ass.

Thequantity B A 1 in Eqn.(39)hasa �niteconstantterm which isa factorofaround 1/3

sm allerthan thatin B A 2 in Eqn.(40),whiletheenhanced logarithm icterm in B A 1 isaround

3tim eslargerthan thatin B A 2.Theenhanced logarithm icterm in B V 1 isalsoaround 3tim es

largerthan thatin B V 2.Therefore,wehavechosen B A 1 asausefulm easurem entadequateto

observe both theenhanced chirallogarithm sand,ifpresent,the(partially)quenched chiral

logarithm s.

W e plotB A 1 and B A 2 with respect to the average quark m asses in Figure 15 and B V 1

and B V 2 with respect to the quark m asses in Figure 16. One can see a di�erence in the

chiralbehaviorofB A 1 and B V 1 between thecasewith degeneratequark anti-quark pairsof

m ass:f0.01,0.02,0.03g and thesituation with non-degeneratequark anti-quark pairswith
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the m asspairs: f(0.004,0.01),(0.004,0.02),(0.004,0.05),(0.01,0.03)g. In orderto m ore

precisely seethee�ectofnon-degeneratequark anti-quark pairson B A 1,wem ustinterpolate

in quark m ass.Toward thisend,we�tthedata ofthedegeneratequark anti-quark pairsto

thefollowing function:

B
degenerate

A 1 (m K )= A 1log

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

!

+ A 2 + A 3

m 2
K

(4�f�)
2
log

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

!

; (52)

and,second,subtract this form for the degenerate case from the non-degenerate data as

follows:

�B A 1(m K )=
m s + m d

m s � m d

�

B A 1(m K ;m s � m d)� B
degenerate

A 1 (m K )
�

; (53)

whereB A 1(m K ;m s � m d)isthenum ericaldata forthenon-degeneratequark m asspairs.

Thecovariance�tting resultsofthedegeneratedata on thejack-knifed ensem blesareis

B
degenerate

A 1 (m K ;a
�1 = 2:0GeV) = �0:683(47)log

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

!

+ 1:305(97)

+3:96(35)
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2
log

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

!

(�2 = 8:1� 10�23 ) (54)

B
degenerate

A 1 (m K ;a
�1 = 1:8GeV) = �0:300(25)log

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

!

+ 2:46(20)

+6:34(56)
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2
log

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

!

(�2 = 8:1� 10�23 ): (55)

Using chiralperturbation theory,one can estim ate the value ofA 1 in Eq. (52). From Eq.

(48),

A 1 = �
3

8
(2�1)

�2

(4�f�)
2
; (56)

where � � m 2
K =(m s + m d). Using the resultsofourlattice QCD sim ulation (� �= 2:3a�1 ),

thisam plitude A 1 iswritten in term sofa poorly known quantity �1 � 1: A 1
�= �11:6�1.

Using thevalueofK m eson m assand strange quark m assin theparticledata book (m s
�=

100 � 300M eV and m s=m d
�= 25),one can also obtain A 1

�= �(0:5 � 3:5)�1 in term sofa

poorlyknown quantity �1,wheretherangeofvaluesischosen toreectthelargeuncertainty

in thechiralperturbation theory prediction.

The num ericaldata for�B A 1(m K )with respectto the average quark m assare plotted

in Figure 17. From Figure 17,it is obvious that there is a strong sensitivity to the non-

degeneratequark m asspairs(i.e.�B A 1(m K )isnotonly a function of(m s+ m d)butalso a

function of(m s � m d)). Thisadditionaldivergence m ay be related to (partially)quenched

chirallogarithm s.Itcould also com efrom �nitevolum edependence on thelightestm assof

thequark anti-quark pair.Som ething elsem ightcausethisunexpected divergence.Thekey

pointisthatthereisan additionaldivergence which isvisiblein ournum ericalsim ulations.

Atany rate,wewould liketo raisethefollowing questions:
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� �0loop:Could theadditionalhairpin diagram in partiallyquenched chiralperturbation

theory explain quantitatively the additionaldivergence which issensitive to the non-

degenerate quark m asses? In fact,it is known that the contribution from �0 loops

vanishesasm s ! m d [23,10].

� �nite volum e e�ect: Could the �nite volum e e�ectofB A 1 orB V 1 be sensitive to the

non-degeneratequark m asses? Thesm alleigenvaluesand theirdensity in latticeQCD

isregulated by the �nite volum e. Could these sm alleigenvalues be setup such that

they aresensitive to thelightestm assofthenon-degeneratequark anti-quark pair?

� ferm ion determ inantin partially quenched QCD:In partially quenched QCD,thesea

quark m assisdi�erentfrom thevalencequark m ass.In partially quenched QCD,the

ferm ion determ inantofthe sea quark m ay suppressthe coe�cientofthe logarithm ic

divergence m ore e�ciently than the case ofquenched QCD,which has no ferm ion

determ inantsatall.Could oneseethem uch largere�ectofthenon-degeneratequark

anti-quark pairon B A 1 and B V 1 in quenched QCD than in partially quenched QCD?

� scaling violation:Theanom aly currentin staggered ferm ion form ulation ��(�5 
 I)�

isnota conserved currentfor�nitelatticespacing.Hence,thecorresponding pseudo-

Goldstonepion ��(5 
 I)� hasa seriouscontam ination of�nitelatticespacing,which

issupposed to vanish by avorsym m etry restoration in thecontinuum lim itofa ! 0.

This suggests that even in quenched QCD,�0 in staggered ferm ion form ulation for

�nite lattice spacing m ay be m uch heavier than pseudo Goldstone pion ��(5 
 �5)�

and thatitsm assm ay havea scaling violation term ofordera to m akem attersworse.

How largeisthescaling violation of�0m assasa function ofquark m ass?

� other possibility: Is there som ething else related to the system atics of the non-

degeneratequark m asseson thelattice?

One im portant thing is that this dependence on quark m ass di�erence am pli�es the en-

chanced chirallogarithm s rather than reducing them . W e see this in Figure 15,16 and

17.

B A and B V areplotted in Figure18,togetherwith B K with respectto theaveragequark

m asses.Onecan noticethatallthesedivergencesrelated toboth (partially)quenched chiral

logarithm s(ifpresent)and enhanced chirallogarithm s(presentin B A 1,B A 2,B V 1 and B V 2)

arecanceled outin B K which is�nitein thechirallim it.

6.4 C om parison w ith Earlier W ork

W enow com pareournum ericalresultsofB K with thoseofothergroupsaswellascom paring

ourresultsat� = 5:7(fullQCD with N f = 2)with theresultsat� = 6:0 (Quenched QCD).

There have been two groups to calculate B K at � = 5:7 with staggered ferm ions in full

QCD.Kilcup [15]has calculated the unrenorm alized (naive) B K at � = 5:7 (163 � 32,

fullQCD with two dynam icalavors ofa m ass m seaa = 0.01,0.015,0.025). The lattice

scale was a�1 = 1:9 � 2:0 GeV.The num ber ofindependent con�gurations was 50 and

B K m easurem ents were done twice in di�erentlocationson the lattice foreach individual
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Naive B K

m valencea thiswork (JN) thiswork (BS) K ilcup Ukawa etal.

0.01 0.600(27) 0.595(22) 0.658(18) 0.69(2)

0.02 0.709(25) 0.727(24) 0.771(11) 0.75(1)

0.03 0.768(23) 0.791(21) 0.818(09) 0.79(1)

Table 6:W e com pareournum ericalresultsfornaive B K (cubic wallsource,two spin trace

form )with those ofothergroups(Kilcup and Ukawa etal.). � = 5:7. m seaa = 0:01. JN

im pliesthattheerrorsareobtained through single-elim ination jack-knifem ethod.BS m eans

thatthedata isanalyzed by covariance�tting on thebootstrap ensem bles.

con�guration,to m ake the totalnum ber ofcon�gurations equivalent to 100. Quark wall

propagators were �xed in Landau gauge,and periodic boundary conditions in space and

Dirichlet boundary conditions in the tim e direction were im posed. Ukawa etal. [19,20]

B A 1 B A 2

m valencea thiswork K ilcup thiswork K ilcup

0.01 1.210(64) 1.225(60) 1.053(46) 1.155(24)

0.02 0.565(23) 0.575(15) 0.860(30) 0.932(13)

0.03 0.407(14) 0.418(7) 0.812(24) 0.866(10)

Table 7: W e com pare our num ericalresults ofB A 1 and B A 2 (cubic wallsource,two spin

traceform )with thoseofKilcup.� = 5:7.m seaa = 0:01.The errorsareestim ated through

thestandard jack-knifeprocedure.

B V 1 B V 2

m valencea thiswork K ilcup thiswork K ilcup

0.01 -1.389(73) -1.455(65) -0.273(17) -0.268(21)

0.02 -0.638(26) -0.664(21) -0.0786(52) -0.0713(53)

0.03 -0.417(15) -0.435(12) -0.0342(22) -0.0302(21)

Table 8: W e com pare our num ericalresults ofB V 1 and B V 2 (cubic wallsource,two spin

traceform )with thoseofKilcup.� = 5:7.m seaa = 0:01.The errorsareestim ated through

thestandard jack-knifeprocedure.

studied B K at� = 5:7 on a lattice ofsize 203 � 20 (duplicated in the tim e direction)with

two avors ofdynam icalstaggered quarks ofm ass m seaa = 0:01. The lattice scale was

a = 0:085 � 0:09 fm (a�1 = 2:2 � 2:4 GeV).Both Landau gauge operators and gauge-

invariantoperatorswere used.Quark propagatorswerecalculated with Dirichlet(periodic)

boundary condition in thetim e(space)direction.

The di�erences between our num ericalsim ulation and those ofother groups’are the

lattice size,the boundary conditions on the quark propagators in the tim e direction and
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Naive B K

m valencea fullQ CD (N f = 2) quenched Q CD

thiswork (JN) thiswork (BS) Sharpeetal. K ilcup Ukawa etal.

0.01 0.600(27) 0.595(22) 0.68(2) 0.697(29) 0.69(2)

0.02 0.709(25) 0.727(24) 0.73(1) 0.749(16) 0.74(1)

0.03 0.768(23) 0.791(21) 0.78(1) 0.777(13) 0.78(1)

Table 9: The fullQCD calculation ofnaive (unrenorm alized) B K (cubic wallsource,two

spin trace form ) is com pared with that ofquenched QCD (Sharpe etal.,Kilcup and the

Ukawa etal. group). JN m eans thatthe errorsare estim ated through the standard jack-

knifeprocedure.BS m eansthatthedata isanalyzed by covariance�tting on thebootstrap

ensem bles.

the colorsum m ation overthe m eson wallsources.W earenotsum m ing thethree valuesof

thecolorindex forthem eson wallsourceson theindividualcon�guration sam ple.Instead,

we choose a di�erentcolorindex forthem eson wallsourcesin each m easurem ent(in other

words,color indices ofm eson wallsources are spread over the con�guration sam ples with

equalstatisticalweight instead ofbeing sum m ed on each con�guration sam ple). The B K

resultsofthiswork,Kilcup and Ukawaetal.aresum m arized in Table6.TheB A 1,B A 2,B V 1

and B V 2 ofthiswork and Kilcup [39]arecom pared in Tables7 and 8.W ebelieve thatthe

di�erencesin Tables6,7 and 8 can bereasonably explained by thedi�erentlatticesize,the

boundary conditionson the quark propagators,colorsum m ation ofthe m eson wallsource,

poorstatistics,theuncertaintiesin thelatticespacing,etc..Hence,weconcludethatallthe

m easurem entsin Tables6,7 and 8 areconsistentwith oneanother.

Itisalso im portantto com paretheresultsoffullQCD (N f = 2)with thoseofquenched

QCD.There have been three groups to calculate B K at � = 6:0 (a�1 = 2:0 � 2:1 GeV)

in quenched QCD.Thiscorrespondsto � = 5:7 in fullQCD.The resultsofthiswork (full

QCD,� = 5:7,163 � 40),Sharpeetal.[13,18](quenched QCD,� = 6:0,243 � 40),Kilcup

[15,18](quenched QCD,� = 6:0,163 � 40) and Ukawa etal. [19,20](quenched QCD,

� = 6:0,243� 40)arecom pared in Table9.From Table9,weconcludethatthedependence

ofB K on m sea istoo weak to detectin ournum ericalsim ulations(in otherwords,thee�ect

ofquenched approxim ation islessthan 15% in B K m easurem ents).Thishasbeen predicted

by thequenched chiralperturbation theory in thelim itofm s ! m d [10,23].

6.5 Fitting Procedures for B K

B K describesK 0 � �K 0 m ixing attheenergy scaleofabout500 M eV (i.e.in thelow energy

lim it ofQCD dynam ics). It is not known how to calculate the dependence ofB K on the

valencequark m assdirectly from theQCD Lagrangian.Forthisreason weadoptthechiral

e�ective Lagrangian (equivalent to current algebra), which is valid in the energy region

below the� m eson m ass.Thischirale�ectivelagrangian isnota cure-allsolution to thelow

energy dynam icsofQCD.However,itgivesusa reasonableguideto understand theleading

chiralbehaviorofQCD.W e willnow use the predictionsofthe chirale�ective Lagrangian
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to interpolatebetween ourB K resultsto m akea B K prediction forphysicalquark m asses.

The correctionsfrom chiralperturbation theory to M K in fullQCD were calculated in

Ref.[23,35,36,37].Theresultsofthatcalculation [23](m u = m d 6= m s)in fullQCD were

B
full Q CD

K = B

�

1+ I2(m K )�
1

4

�
5m d + 7m s

m d + m s

�

I1(m �)

�
1

4

�
3m d + m s

m d + m s

�

I1(m �)+ O (m 4
K ln

2
(m 2

K ))

�

= B

"

1� (3+
1

3
�
2)

m 2
K

(4�f�)
2
ln

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

!

+ c1
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2
+ c2�

2 m 2
K

(4�f�)
2
+ O (m 2

K �
4)

#

(57)

where� isde�ned as

� �

�
m s � m d

m s + m d

�

: (58)

c1,c2 areunknown coe�cients,butcan bedeterm ined bynum ericalsim ulation on thelattice.

Theresultsfrom quenched chiralperturbation theory [23](m u = m d 6= m s)are

B
quenched

K = B

�

1+ I2(m K )�
3m d + m s

2m d + 2m s

I1(m dd)

�
m d + 3m s
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+ c
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2
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#

(59)

wherequenched chiralperturbation [23]predicts

� �
Am 2

0

N (4�f)2
� 0:2 : (60)

c01 and c
0
2 areunknown coe�cients.Theterm proportionalto � isa contribution of�0loops

appearing in quenched QCD,which areabsentin fullQCD.Becauseofthisterm ,B
quenched

K

hasa singularbranch pointat� = �1. Note,B
full Q CD

K doesnothave any singularbranch

point. Equations(57)and (59)are the theoreticalpredictionsforB K asa function ofthe

lightquark m asses.

Let us choose our �tting function on the basis ofthe predictions of(quenched) chiral

perturbation theory in Eq. (57) and (59). Parts ofour num ericalsim ulation ofB K are
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classi�ed in the category ofpartially quenched QCD (N f = 2 but m sea 6= m valence). W e

notice thatthe coe�cients ofthose term s proportionalto �2m 2
K ln(m 2

K ) in Eqn. (57)and

Eqn. (59) are di�erent from each other,which im plies that the coe�cient ofthese term s

should bedeterm ined by ournum ericaldata.

W e have tried a linear�tting function (B K (m q)= �1 + �2m qa)even though the linear

term isanexttoleadingordercorrection from thechiralperturbation (ascan beseen in Eqn.

(57)and (59)).The�2/(d.o.f.) forthelinearcovariance�tting on thejack-knifed ensem bles

ofB K data calculated in the two spin trace form with the cubic wallsource m ethod is

17.2(37). This im plies that the �tting is poor and that we need an additionalterm (e.g.

m qaln(m qa))to �tthedata.

Hence,wechoosethe�rst�tting function as

B K (m q)= �1 + �2m qaln(m qa)+ �3m qa : (61)

where�i (i= 1;2;3)areunknown coe�cientsto bedeterm ined and m qa =
1

2
(m s + m d).In

this �rst �tting function,we neglected the e�ect ofnon-degenerate quark m ass pairs (i.e.

term sproportionalto �2 areneglected).From thechiralperturbation theory Eqn.(57)and

(59),thepredicted valueoftheratio �2=�1 is

�2

�1
= (3+ �)

2�a

(4�f�a)
2
; (62)

where 0 � � � 1. Using ourlattice QCD sim ulation resultsfor� (� �= 2:3a�1 ),the ratio

�2=�1 iswritten in term sofpoorly known quantity �:

�2

�1

�= 40+ 13� : (63)

Using thevalueofK m eson m assand strange quark m assin theparticledata book (m s
�=

100� 300M eV and m s=m d
�= 25),onecan also obtain theratio �2=�1

�2

�1

�= (7:0� 23)+ (2:3� 7:6)�; (64)

in term sofa poorly known quantity �,where the range ofvalues ischosen to reect the

largeuncertainty in thechiralperturbation theory prediction.TheB K resultsoftheabove

3 param etercovariance�tting on thebootstrap ensem blesaresum m arized in Table10 (un-

renorm alized)and 11 (tadpole-im proved renorm alized). From Table 10 and 11,we observe

thatthe renorm alization with tadpole im provem entsm akesB K (m q)in agreem entbetween

the one spin trace form and the two spin trace form once they are obtained with the sam e

source m ethod and covariance-�tted in the sam e range. The covariance �tting results for

the ratio �2=�1 were notconsistent am ong the variousm easurem ents,m ainly because the

3 param etershave a wide dom ain to �tthe 7 B K data pointsasa function ofthe average

quark m ass.Thisgaveusa m otivation forthesecond �tting trialfunction,which willhave

only two param eters.

Oursecond �tting trialfunction ischosen such thatthe ratio �1=�2 is�xed to the case

ofthedegeneratequark anti-quark pair(� = 0).Thereason isthatthisratio isuniversalfor

the degenerate quark pairregardlessofquenched approxim ation and thatour� valuesare
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sm allenough to take into consideration laterasa perturbative expansion param eter. The

second �tting trialfunction is

B K (m K )= �1

"

1� 3
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2
ln

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

! #

+ �2
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2
; (65)

where �i (i= 1;2)are unknown coe�cients. W e take the e�ective m ass(m K )offK (h0 j

A � jK
0i)m easurem entsin Table4 asa de�nition ofm K in Eq.(65).In thissecond �tting

trialfunction,wesetthecoe�cientoftheleading term in thechiralperturbation expansion

to the theoretically expected value in Eq. (57,59)and also we again neglect the e�ectof

non-degeneratequark m asspairs.W hen weseta�1 = 1.8 GeV from the� m eson m assand

choose f� = 93 M eV,the covariance �tting resultsforthe two spin trace form (cubic wall

source)aresum m arized in Table12and 13.From Table12and 13,wenoticethatthe�tting

resultsforthetadpole-im proved renorm alized B K in varioustypesofthem easurem entsare

in good agreem entwith oneanother,whilethe�tting resultsfortheunrenorm alized B K are

notconsistentbetween theonespin traceform and thetwo spin traceform .

Let us discuss how we can detect the e�ect ofnon-degenerate quark anti-quark pairs

on B K (i.e. the dependence ofB K on �). The strategy is the following. First,we divide

the num ericaldata in two parts: one part(we callthisthe degenerate part)containsonly

thenum ericaldata fordegeneratequark m asspairsf(0.01,0.01),(0.02,0.02),(0.03,0.03)g

and the other part (the non-degenerate part) contains only the data for non-degenerate

quark m asspairsf(0.004,0.01),(0.004,0.02),(0.004,0.05),(0.01,0.03)g. Next,we �tthe

degenerate partto thesecond trialfunction in Eqn.(65)which aresupposed to beexactfor

thedegeneratequark m asspairsup to thegiven orderin thechiralperturbativeexpansion.

Forthedegenerate part,

B
degenerate

K (m K )� �1

"

1� 3
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2
ln

 
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

! #

+ �2
m 2

K

(4�f�)
2

(66)

Now wede�nea function which representsthee�ectofnon-degeneratequark m asspairs:

�B K (m K )�
B K (m K ;�)� B

degenerate

K (m K )

�2
(67)

where B K (m K ;�)are ournum ericaldata with non-vanishing �2 = (m s � m d)
2=(m s + m d)

2

and B
degenerate

K (m K )representsthe�ttingfunction forthedegeneratepart,given in Eq.(66).

Finally,wetry to �nd a functionalform ,ifpossible,to �t�B K (m K )num ericaldata to.In

Figure19 (two spin traceform ,cubicwallsource),Figure20 (two spin traceform ,even-odd

wallsource)and Figure21 (one spin trace form ,even-odd wallsource),we plot�B K with

respectto the average quark m ass,only forthe non-degenerate quark anti-quark pairs. As

you can see in the �gures,itishard to �nd a functionalform which can explain allofthe

data. From these �gures,we notice that the dependence ofB K on �2 is extrem ely sm all

(especially in the dom ain near the physicalK m eson m ass). Hence,we conclude thatwe

could notdetectany signi�cante�ectofnon-degeneratequark m asspairson B K within the

precision ofournum ericalstudy.

Asa conclusion to thissection,letuspresentourbestvalueofB K .Sincethedata ofthe

cubicwallsourcem ethod hasbetterstatisticsthan thatoftheeven-odd wallsourcem ethod,
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TraceForm (Source) �1 �2 �3 �2/d.o.f. B K (m q)

2TR (Cubic) 0.336(65) -11.2(33) -24.1(93) 1.05 6.600(21)

2TR (Even-Odd) 0.346(89) -10.1(39) -21.9(112) 1.87 6.375(29)

1TR (Even-Odd) 0.477(119) -9.35(482) -21.9(137) 0.47 7.270(30)

Table10: Covariance�tting ofunrenorm alized B K with 3 param eters:Here2TR and 1TR

representthetwo spin traceform and theonespin tracefrom respectively.Cubicand Even-

Odd im ply the cubic wallsource and the even-odd wallsource respectively and B K (m q)

m eansinterpolation to thephysicalquark m ass.

TraceForm (Source) �1 �2 �3 �2/d.o.f. B K (m q)

2TR (Cubic) 0.372(62) -9.83(32) -21.6(95) 1.06 0.655(21)

2TR (Even-Odd) 0.416(86) -7.43(37) -15.9(102) 2.03 0.636(28)

1TR (Even-Odd) 0.408(112) -8.30(480) -19.2(122) 0.52 0.633(27)

Table 11: Covariance �tting oftadpole-im proved renorm alized B K with 3 param eters at

thescaleof� = �=a:Here2TR and 1TR representthetwo spin traceform and theonespin

tracefrom respectively.Cubicand Even-Odd im ply thecubicwallsourceand theeven-odd

wallsourcerespectively and B K (m q)m eansinterpolation to thephysicalquark m ass.

TraceForm (Source) �1 �2 �2/d.o.f. B K (m K )

2TR (Cubic) 0.293(14) 0.397(66) 0.897 0.638(21)

2TR (Even-Odd) 0.289(21) 0.334(82) 1.53 0.619(28)

1TR (Even-Odd) 0.346(24) 0.191(84) 0.70 0.702(35)

Table12: Covariance�tting ofunrenorm alized B K with 2 param eters:Here2TR and 1TR

representthetwo spin traceform and theonespin tracefrom respectively.Cubicand Even-

Odd im ply the cubic wallsource and the even-odd wallsource respectively and B K (m K )

m eansinterpolation to thephysicalK m eson m ass.

TraceForm (Source) �1 �2 �2/d.o.f. B K (m K )

2TR (Cubic) 0.301(14) 0.300(67) 0.89 0.636(21)

2TR (Even-Odd) 0.297(21) 0.255(83) 1.83 0.619(28)

1TR (Even-Odd) 0.300(21) 0.184(81) 0.47 0.612(29)

Table 13: Covariance �tting oftadpole-im proved renorm alized B K with 2 param eters at

thescaleof� = �=a:Here2TR and 1TR representthetwo spin traceform and theonespin

tracefrom respectively.Cubicand Even-Odd im ply thecubicwallsourceand theeven-odd

wallsourcerespectively and B K (m K )m eansinterpolation to thephysicalK m eson m ass.
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weshallquotethecovariance�tting resultsofthecubic wallsourcedata asourbestvalue.

Forthe second trialfunction,the uncertainty in the lattice scale a and the decay constant

f� (fK )producesuncertainty in B K (m K )ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe statistical

uncertainty,whilecovariance�tting to the�rsttrialfunction isnotasm uch sensitiveto the

lattice scale a and the decay constant f�. Hence,we choose the results ofthe covariance

�tting to the�rst�tting trialfunction with threeparam eterson thebootstrap ensem blesas

ourbestvalue.Interpolated from the�rst�tting trialfunction,thephysicalresultsare

unrenorm alized B K (m K ) = 0:660(21)

renorm alized (N.D.R.)B K (m K ;� =
�

a
) = 0:655(21); (68)

whereN.D.R.im pliesnaivedim ensionalregularizationschem eandtheerrorsrepresentpurely

statisticaluncertainty. Here the physicalresultsim ply the B K valuesforthe physicalkaon

m ass(m K = 497:7 M eV).Here,wehave com pletely neglected thesystem atic errorsrelated

to the scale (a) uncertainty,the coupling (g2
M S
) uncertainty,the contam ination from the

unwanted operator m ixing,and the contam ination from unwanted hadronic states which

can couple to the operators used. W e also could not control�nite volum e e�ects,�nite

tem peraturee�ects,or�nitelatticespacing e�ects.

7 C onclusion

Here,wesum m arizewhatwehavelearned through thenum ericalsim ulation ofB K and what

needsfurtherinvestigation in thefuture.

The results for B K from the im proved wallsource (cubic wallsource) were in good

agreem entwith those ofthe conventionaleven-odd wallsource. Itisshown thatthe cubic

wallsourcesuppressesthecontam ination from thewrongavorchannelse�ciently.However,

the cubic wallsource takes four tim es m ore com putationaltim e than the even-odd wall

source. In the lim itofa ! 0,the SU(4)avorsym m etry issupposed to be recovered and

so there willbe a serious contam ination from pseudo Goldstone pions with various avor

structuresand the various� m esons. The cubic wallsource isquite prom ising in the weak

coupling region to exclude thecontam ination from unwanted hadroniceigenstates.

W ecan transcribethecontinuum �S = 2operatortothelatticewith staggered ferm ions

in two di�erent ways. Theoretically, both form alism s ofoperator transcription m ust be

equivalent to each other in the lim it a ! 0. The num ericalresults in the one spin trace

form alism wereconsistentwith thosein thetwo spin traceform alism aftertheproperrenor-

m alization (with eithertadpoleorRG (M S)im provem ent).W ehavelearned how im portant

the properrenorm alization is,aswellasthe carefulchoice ofthe coupling constantforthe

perturbativeexpansion.

W ehave tried to understand thee�ectsofthenon-degeneratequark m asseson B K and

the individualcom ponents m aking up B K . The e�ects ofthe non-degenerate quark anti-

quark pairson B K weretoosm alltoobservewithin theprecision ofournum ericalsim ulation

(especially neartheregion ofphysicalK m eson m ass).W hythise�ectissosm allneedsm ore

carefultheoreticalinvestigation. Chiralperturbation theory suggests thatB A 1 (axialpart

ofB K with one colorloop)isthe bestobservable to detectthe enhanced chirallogarithm s
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which arenotexpected tobeafunction ofquark m assdi�erence.W eobserved an additional

divergence which depends on the quark m assdi�erence. This additionaldivergence needs

m orethorough investigation and understanding.W ewonderwhetherpartially quenched chi-

ralperturbation can explain thisadditionaldivergence,orhow m uch �nitevolum ee�ectson

B A 1 depend on thelightestm assofthenon-degeneratequark anti-quark pair.Qualitatively,

chiralperturbation theory isconsistentwith ournum ericalwork.However,m oretheoretical

research on the(partially)quenched chiralperturbation and itsquenched chirallogarithm sis

necessary to seewhetherthe(partially)quenched chiralperturbation can explain thee�ects

ofthenon-degeneratequark antiquark pairson B K and itsindividualcom ponents.

W e could notobserve any dynam icalferm ion e�ecton B K .Itisdi�cultto understand

why internalferm ion loopsareso unim portantforB K ,sincetheDiraceigenvaluespectrum

ofquarksissupposed tobecom pletely di�erentbetween quenched QCD and fullQCD.This

also needsfurthertheoreticalunderstanding.

Through thenum ericalstudy ofB K in thispaper,wehavelearned thatthecubicsource

m ethod isprom ising fortheweak coupling sim ulation and thattheonespin traceform alism

isconsistentwith the two spin trace form alism . Itistrue thatlattice QCD resultsforB K

are m ore solid and believable afterthiswork. However,itisalso true thatthere are m any

detailswhich need m orethorough investigation and understanding.
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Figure1:Vacuum saturation with respectto tim e.m da = m sa = 0.01.Calculated with the

even-odd sourcem ethod in thetwo spin traceform alism .
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Figure2:Vacuum saturation with respectto tim e.m da = m sa = 0.01.Calculated with the

cubicwallsourcem ethod in thetwo spin traceform alism .
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Figure3:M K with respectto tim e.m da = m sa = 0.01.Calculated with theeven-odd wall

sourcem ethod in thetwo spin traceform alism .
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Figure 4: M K with respect to tim e. m da = m sa = 0.01. Calculated with the cubic wall

sourcem ethod in thetwo spin traceform alism .

34



0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Time

0.0

10.0

20.0

30.0

40.0

50.0

60.0

70.0

M
K

Figure5:M K with respectto tim e.m da = m sa = 0.01.Calculated with theeven-odd wall

sourcem ethod in theonespin traceform alism .
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Figure 6: Unrenorm alized B K with respectto tim e. m da = m sa = 0.01. Calculated with

theeven-odd wallsourcem ethod in thetwo spin traceform alism .
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Figure 7: Unrenorm alized B K with respectto tim e. m da = m sa = 0.01. Calculated with

thecubicwallsourcem ethod in thetwo spin traceform alism .

37



0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0
Time

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

B
K

Figure 8: Unrenorm alized B K with respectto tim e. m da = m sa = 0.01. Calculated with

theeven-odd wallsourcem ethod in theonespin traceform alism .
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Figure9:Unrenorm alized B K with thewrongavorstructure(((V + A)
 S)2TR with respect

to tim e. m da = m sa = 0:02. Calculated with the even-odd wallsource m ethod in the two

spin traceform alism .
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Figure 10: Unrenorm alized B K with the wrong avor structure (((V + A)
 S)2TR with

respectto tim e. m da = m sa = 0:02. Calculated with the cubic wallsource m ethod in the

two spin traceform alism .
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Figure 11:Unrenorm alized B K with respectto average quark m ass. The �lled circlesrep-

resentthedata from thecubicwallsource.Theem pty squaresrepresentthedata from the

even-odd wallsource.Allthedata areobtained using thetwo spin traceform alism .
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Figure12:Unrenorm alized B K with respectto averagequark m ass.The�lled circlesrepre-

sentthedata from theonespin traceform .Theem pty squaresrepresentthedata from the

two spin traceform .Both data areobtained using an even-odd wallsource.
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Figure13:Tadpole-im proved renorm alized B K with respecttoaveragequarkm ass.� = �=a.

The �lled circles represent the results from the one spin trace form . The em pty squares

represent the results from the two spin trace form . Both results are obtained using an

even-odd wallsource.
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Figure 14:RG im proved (M S)renorm alized B K with respectto average quark m ass. � =

�=a.The�lled circlesrepresenttheresultsfrom theonespin traceform .Theem pty squares

represent the results from the two spin trace form . Both results are obtained using an

even-odd wallsource.
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Figure 15: B A 1,B A 2 with respectto average quark m ass. Three data pointswith average

quark m ass2 f0:01;0:02;0:03g correspond to thedegenerate quark m asses.Theotherfour

data pointscorrespond to thenon-degeneratem asses.Thedata areobtained using thetwo

spin traceform alism with thecubicwallsourcem ethod.
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Figure 16: B V 1,B V 2 with respectto average quark m ass. Three data pointswith average

quark m ass2 f0:01;0:02;0:03g correspond to thedegenerate quark m asses.Theotherfour

data pointscorrespond to thenon-degeneratem asses.Thedata areobtained using thetwo

spin traceform alism with thecubicwallsourcem ethod.
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Figure 17: �B A 1 with respect to average quark m ass. The quark m ass pairsare (0.004,

0.01),(0.004,0.02),(0.01,0.03)and (0.004,0.05).Thedata areobtained using thetwo spin

traceform alism with thecubicwallsourcem ethod.
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Figure18:Unrenorm alized B V ,B K and B A with respectto average quark m ass.The data

areobtained using thetwo spin traceform alism with thecubicwallsourcem ethod.
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Figure19:�B K with respectto average quark m ass.The data areobtained using thetwo

spin traceform alism with thecubicwallsourcem ethod.
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Figure20:�B K with respectto average quark m ass.The data areobtained using thetwo

spin traceform alism with theeven-odd wallsourcem ethod.
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Figure21:�B K with respectto average quark m ass.The data are obtained using the one

spin traceform alism with theeven-odd wallsourcem ethod.
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