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A bstract

W e have com puted Bi w ith staggered ferm ions, using two di erent m ethods. T he
num erical sin ulations were perform ed on a 16 40 lattice :n fullQCD wih = 5{7.
W e also tried an in proved wall source m ethod in order to selct only the psesudo—
G oldstone bosons and com pare the num erical results obtained w ih those from the
conventional wall source m ethod. W e have studied a series of non-degenerate quark
antiquark pairs and saw no e ect on Bk , although e ects were seen on the individual
term sm aking up Bk .

1 Introduction

In the standard m odel, there are two kinds of CP violation: the Indirect CP violation and
the direct CP violation. [I, Z,3,4]. The indirect CP violation comes from the fact that
electro-weak K °K ° m ixing causes the neutral kaon eigenstates not to respect CP symm etry
B]. The direct CP violation com es from the CP violating e ective operators (eg. penguin
operators) 3, 4], which can directly contibute to the K decay ampliude. The indirect
(direct) CP violation is param etrized by the phenom enological quantity ", while the direct
CP violation isparam etrized by " {I,2,3,4]. Both " and "™ can bem easured experin entally.
The Iow energy e ective Ham iltonian of the electro-weak interaction is derived by de-
coupling heavy partickes such as W and Z bosons and the t, b, ¢ quarks In the stan—
dard model §3, 6, 7, 8]. The coe cients in this e ective Ham iltonian are finctions of
the CabibboK obayashiM askawa avor m ixing m atrix elem ents Vexy - This low energy
e ective Ham iltonian Includes a S = 2 temm which belongs to the 27,1) rpresenta—
tion of the SU (3); SU 3)r avor symm etry group and to the (1,0) representation of
the SU @), SU @)z isospin symmetry subgroup. This S = 2 elkctroweak e ective
Ham iltonian causes the K °K % m xing in the standard model {3, 4, 77, §]. Therefore, the
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S = 2 e ective Ham iltonian is connected to the " param eter. U sing this technique, " can
be expressed In tem s of the standard m odel param eters as follow s:

)i @

=nle N

e m?Z m? m
= K CKM 7 5 I o 1
M2 'M2'M
where

GZfimgM 2
C=-p=——-= 5w @)
6 22mKy) mKsg)]

_K%3 @ 5dls @ 5)dlJK %
EK 0 §s  5d J0i0 js  sd JK Oi

(s( 1Bk () @)

3)

w
=
Il

Here BAK is de ned as a renom alization-group nvariant quantity, and the function
F Vegw ;mZM 2 ; ) is given in Refs [I,'3, 4]. Oncg Bis determ ined theoretically,
we can narrow the domain of jVy jand the top quark mass fI], using the experin ental
determ ination of ".

T here have been a variety of m ethods used to calculate Bk , ncluding chiral perturoa—
tion theory, hadronic sum rules, QCD sum rules, 1=N . expansion and lattice gauge theory.
Lattice gauge theory has the virtue of m aking the an allest num ber of assum ptions and is
exactly equivalent to QCD in the lim it of in nite volum e and vanishing lattice spacing. For
this reason, we have adopted lattice gauge theory to obtain Bk .

In orderto calculate By in lattice gauge theory, oneneedsto nd a set of operatorswhich
can describe on the lattice the sam e physics asthe continuum S = 2 four-ferm jon operator.
T here have been two m ethods to In plem ent ferm ions In lattioe gauge theory: the staggered
ferm jon m ethod and W ilson ferm jon m ethod. For the weak m atrix elem ents nvolving the
pseudo-G oldstone bosons, it is very usefiil to take advantage of the exact U, (1) symm etry
of the staggered ferm ion action, which is not m anifest in W ilson ferm ion action [,710]. W e
have used the staggered fem ion m ethod to calculate By because of this advantage.

T here are two m ethods to transcribe the continuum S = 2 weak m atrix elam ents to the
lattice w ith staggered ferm ions ,711]: the one spin trace fom alisn and the two spin trace
form alism . T he four fem jon operators can be expressed as products of operators bilinear in
the ferm ion elds. In the one spin trace form alism , each extemalhadron is contracted w ith
both bilnears of the four ferm ion operator sim ultaneously. In the two soin trace form alisn ,
each extemalhadron is contracted w ith only one ofthe bilinears in the four ferm ion cperator.
Untilnow, the two spin trace form alisn (TR ) has been used exclusively In calculations of
weak m atrix elem ents w ith staggered ferm ions, {12, 13,141, {5, 16,17, 18] and {9, 201.
R ecently, the one soin trace form alism hasbeen developed to a kevel which pem its it to be
used for num erical sin ulations of weak m atrix elem ents such asBy [11]. W e have used both
form alism s to calculate By and the results are com pared in this paper.

Lattice caloulations introduce their own system atic artifacts and errors which can be
sizable. One of the principal sources of system atic errors is nite volum e. The resuls of
a nite volum e com parison were reported in Ref. f1§], where it was argued that the nite
volime e ectson Bx are quite snallwhenV T 16° 40at = 60 @° 2Gev),



N¢ = 0. Another source of system atic errors comes from the quenched approxin ation,
neglkcting all of the internal quark loops. Q uenched e ects were studied in Ref. [15], which
concluded that the e ect of quenching can not be Jarge. A nother system atic error which is
called scaling violation com es from the nite Jattice spacing (a6 0). In Ref. [14], the scaling
corrections were argued to be of a’ order. In other words, O (@) corrections do not exist at
all for the staggered ferm jon operators of Bx . Related to possible scaling violations is a
possible discrepancy betw een gauge-dependent Landau gauge operators and gauge invariant
operators. The Landau gauge operator in plies that the quark antiquark propagators are

xed to Landau gauge and that gauge links between the quark and antiquark elds are
om itted. The question was raised as to whether the Landau gauge operators m ight cause
the Jarge scaling violation which had been noticed originally in Ref. {12]. However, it was
reported in Ref. [[9]that the results ofboth Landau gauge operators and the gauge nvariant
operators were num erically found to be consistent w ith each other.

T he purpose ofthispaper is to report and analyze the num ericaldata forBx aswellas its
Individual tem s and to interpret the num erical results in tem s of various physical m odels.
Part of the prelin nary results have already appeared in Ref. 21]. In this paper we will
address the follow ing ve issues through the interpretation of ournum erical results. The rst
issue is how to select the pssudo G oldstone boson state exclusively. For hadron spectrum
m easuram ents, the sink operator picks up a speci ¢ hadronic state exclusively. In contrast
to hadron spectrum m easurem ents, the operators for weak m atrix elem ent m easurem ents
do not select a particular hadronic state. W e need to Inpose a symm etry requirem ent on
the wall source such that all the unwanted states are decoupled in the weak m atrix elem ent
m easurem ent. W e have tried an in proved wall source m ethod (called cubic wall source R2])
to do this. The second issue is whether the num erical results in the one soin trace form are
In agreem ent w ith those In the two spin trace form . T heoretically the di erence between the
two form alism s is supposed to vanish in the limit ofa ! 0 fil] orBk . W e have tried both
the one spin trace form alisn and the two soin trace form alisn to calculate Bk . The resuls
are com pared in this paper. T he third issue is the e ect of non-degenerate quark antiquark
pairson Bk and the individualcom ponentsm aking up Bk . The kaon is com posed of sand d
valence quarks. H ere a non-degenerate quark antiquark pair in plies that the s valence quark
m ass isdi erent from the d valence quark m ass, w hereas a degenerate quark antiquark pair
In plies that both valence avors have the sam e m ass. The e ect of non-degenerate valence
quarks on By in quenched QCD wasm entioned brie y in Ref. fl3]where a an alldi erence
ofonly m arginal signi cance was found. In this paper, we Investigate in detail the e ects of
non-degenerate valence quark antiquark pairson By and its individual com ponents. From
the theoretical point of view, one e ect of non-degenerate valnce quark antiquark pairs
can be related to the ° hairpi diagram in (partially) quenched QCD 3, 24, 28]. The
forth issue is w hether quenched chiral perturoation theory is com patible w ith the num erical
results of By R3]. Q uenched chiral perturbation theory also predicts the chiral behavior of
the individual term s m aking up Bx [3]. It is good to know how reliable these theoretical
predictions are num erically. The nalissue is whether there is any dynam ical ferm ion e ect
on By . This question was addressed origihally in Ref. [l§]. W ew ill revistt this question and
e how in portant the intemal fermm ion loops are to Bk . It is in portant to understand the
di erence between fullQCD and quenched QCD In Bk both theoretically and num erically.

T his paper is organized as ollows. In section 2, we w ill describe the technical details

3



in doubling the lattice for quark propagators and explain the in proved (cubic) wall source
m ethod in a selfoontained m anner. In Section 3, we w ill specify the lattice operators for
Bx In brefwhilke laving the details to adequate references. In Section 4, we describe the
param eters for the gauge con gurations we generated and the m easurem ent param eters for
Bk . In Section 5, we present the num ericaldata forM x (num erator ofBy ) and the vacuum
saturation am plitude (denom nator ofBk ). Them ain em phasis is put on the detem nation
of the plateau region. W e also discuss the Inproved wall source with the wrong avor
channel, which is supposed to vanish in the Iimit ofa ! 0. In Section 6, the num erical
resuls from the data analysis are Interpreted. The In proved (cubic) wall source m ethod is
com pared w ith the conventionalm ethod. T he data ofthe one son trace form and ofthetwo
FoIn trace form are com pared. Enhanced chiral logarithm s in the Individual tem s m aking
up Bk appears to be seen num erically aswell as the additional divergence w hich arises from
the e ect of the non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs. W e em phasize the large e ect of
non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs on the individual com ponents of By . W e com pare
our data w ith other groups ([ ilcup, Sharpe and Ukawa et al). W e describe the covardance

tting procedure for By and the negligbl e ect of non-degenerate quark antiquark pair
on Bk . Section 7 contains a bref sum m ary and our conclisions.

2 Quark P ropagators and W all Sources

Here, we explain the technical details of the quark propagators and the in proved wall source
m ethod.

Because the lattice size in the tim e direction is nite, the pions propagating around
lattice In the tin e direction can in principle contam inate the m easurem ents of By . There
have been two proposals for avoiding this contam ination. The st proposal is to inpose
D irichlet boundary conditions in tin e on the quark propagator and to place the wall source
near the boundary [10,15,19]. The second proposal is to double the lattice along the tin e
direction and to use periodic boundary conditions in tim e for the quark propagator [10, 13].
D irichlet boundary conditions cause a certain num ber oftin e slices near the wall source to be
contam nated by re ections o the boundary. T he tin e slices lost due to re ections overlap
w ith those contam lnated by mesons. Lattice doubling in the tim e direction suppresses
the badckward propagating pions which must travel over the whole lattice size in the tine
direction before they can contribute to the m easuram ents. In contrast to D irichlet boundary
conditions, lattice doubling does not ntroduce any re ection from the boundary. Hence, the
signal from Jattice doubling is much cleaner than that obtained using D irichlet boundary
conditions. Unfortunately, lattice doubling takes tw ice the com putational tin e since the
lattice doubling needs two undoubled quark propagators for a given wall source (forward
and backw ard) instead ofthe one quark propagator required when using D irich ket boundary
conditions.

W e adopt the second solution of doubling the lattice for our num erical sim ulation of
Bk . Here, we describe this second m ethod in detail. T he perdodic and antiperiodic quark
propagators In tin e on the undoubled lattice are:

X
(D + M )(z;x) G‘ (XI.Y) = zZy (5)

X



(D + M )(z;x) G& (X;Y) = zy 7 (6)

X

where O + M ) representsthe Euclidean D irac operator, and Gp (x;y) and G5 (X;y) represent
the G reen’s functions w ith periodic and antiperiodic boundary conditions on the undoubled
lattice. The source h (y) is introduced in the num erical sin ulation as follow s: or0  x¢ < Ny,
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where £ is the unit vector in tin e direction and 0 Vi < Nt (N isthe undoubled lattice size
in the tin e direction). The ) eld in the above satis es the llow ing: or 0  x. < Ny,

X
O +M)ex x) = h(2) ©)

X

and forN;: x¢ < 2Ny,

X
O +M )(z;x) x+ ]-\1.[,6: 0: 10)

X

W e use periodic and antiperiodicboundary conditions on the undoubled lattice and take the
sum and the di erence to obtain a quark propagatorwhich is periodic on the doubled lattice
in the tin e direction. N ote that the ferm ionic eld (x) is periodic on the doubled lattice
In the tin e direction. One m ight ask whether periodic boundary conditions in the tine
direction m ake any di erence com pared to the antiperiodic boundary conditions, which are
the physical ones at a nite tem perature. The answer is that periodic boundary conditions
m ake no di erence as long as the volum e is Jarge enough. T he physical eigenstates in the
con ned phase of Q CD are hadrons, not quarks nor gluons. In the con ned phase, a quark
must be con ned w ith other quarks or antiquarks w ithin a an allvolum e of typicalhadronic
size ( O (1fm )) before it can acknow kedge the existence of the boundary w ith the volum e
much larger than the hadronic size.

T here have been a num ber of attem pts to enhance the overlap w ith the lightest particle
com pared to that of the excited states so that one can see the asym ptotic signal exp( M j
t J) at sn aller tin e ssparations and over the longer plateau {13, 22, 24]. T he wall source
m ethod has an advantage because i enhances the signal of the hadron propagators w ith
resoect to the point source m ethod. For hadron m ass spectrum m easuram ents, the sink
operatorpossesses the sym m etry ofa soeci c hadronic state. In contrast to hadron spectrum
m easuram ents, since the operator in the electro-weak e ective Ham iltonian does not select
any particular hadronic state by itself, the weak m atrix elem ent m easurem ents require the
sym m etry properties of the wall source to detemm ine the speci ¢ hadronic state. T here have
been two attem pts to in prove the wall source such that it can exclide contam ination from
unwanted hadronic states: the even-odd wall source method fI'1, 26] and the cubic wall
source m ethod orighally proposed by M . Fukugita, et al. .n Ref. P2].
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Here, we explain the cubic wall source m ethod in detail. The By m easurem ents requires
that the pssudo-G oldstone K aon m ode should be sslected exclusively. H ence, we w ill restrict
our discussion to the cubic wall source operator of pseudo-G oldstonem ode. Let us start w ith
de nitions and notation. The symbol a represents one of the 8 vertices in the unit soatial
cube (le. a2 £0;1g°):

a2 £©;0;0); 1;0;0); 0;1;0); 7 1;1;1)g 11)

Wede neW 5 ) as ollow s:

X
Wa(ﬁ) n2m + a : (12)

w223

The cubic wall source operator for the pssudo-G oldstone pions can then be expressed as
follow s

X
O source = Tlmit= W, @) @) a.pWIie%) "e%t=0) ; 13)

nmO%a

where (x) ( 1fr"*2**3* % 3 andbare colorindicesand isa staggered ferm ion eld. As
an exam ple, ket us choose the sink operator to be the bilinear operator w ith soin structure
S and avor structure F :

Osink ¥)= Wa)(s F)AB (vs) : (14)

va = 2y+ A,wherey 2 Z* is the coarse Jattice coordinate and A 2 £0;1g? is the hypercubic
ocoordinate. Then the correlation function is

o sir%( (Y) O] souroei
= (s eGP WaimW.@) @)aplW I @IGT @ %)

namO%a

= (5s 5r)agCPEeiR)W .6 W70 )G an)]

_ X
=(ss s5rs Pws)l Pva)l (15)
c/b;a

where G (X;y) %BP x;y)+ Ga x;y)]Porthedomain 0 x¢;ve < 2N and

X
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Here P(ya) is actually what we calculate on the computer usihg a conjigate gradient
m ethod w ih the wall source st to W ;. For the fx and the vacuum saturation part of
Bk , Eq. {13) isused in our num erical sin ulation. The idea of the above exampke (oilinear
sink operators) can be extended as a whole to the four ferm ion operator m easurem ents (for
exam ple, Bk ) w ithout loss of generality.



3 O perators Com puted

Here, we present a set of lattice operators w hich describe the sam e physics as the continuum
S = 2 operator and which have been used for our num erical calculation of B ¢ . In the
continuum , By isde ned as

K°%9s @  s)ds @ 5)dIKOi

B
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The num erator of By is a matrix element of the S = 2 fourfem ion operator w ith the

neutral K meson (kaon) states. The denom inator of By represents the vacuum saturation
approxin ation of the num erator, which Inserts the vacuum state between the two bilinears
ofthe S = 2 four-ferm ion operators. For the denom Inator, one needs to prescribe a lattice

bilinear operator w hich corresponds to the continuum axial current:

A = (s 5) 4 18)

Here the notations are the sam e as those adopted by Ref. [,10,11]. The axial current is
chosen such that the avor structure is ddentical to that of the pseudo G oldstone kaon ofthe
exact Up (1) symm etry In the staggered ferm jon action.

For the num erator, we need som e particular st of lJattice four-ferm ion operators which
corresoond to the continuum S = 2 operator. There are two m ethods to transcrbe the
continuum S = 2 operator on the lattice with staggered fem ions: the one soin trace
form alisn and the two spin trace formalism [, 10, 11]. In the contihuum , there is no
di erence between the one soin trace form and the two soin trace form ofthe S = 2
operator, since they are connected by the F ierz transform ation. H owever, in the staggered
ferm ion m ethod, the one soin trace om is di erent from the two spin trace orm due to a
pure lattice artifact of 4 degenerate avors.

In the two spin trace form alism , the our{ ferm jon operator in the num erator in Eq. @7)
is transcribed to the lattice @, 10, 11l]asa sum of fur operators:

Oyr = W P)pat O PN
A Pt B PG 19)

whereV (orA ) represents the vector (oraxial) soin structure, P represents the pssudoscalar-
like avor structure and the subscript ab;la (or aa;lb) represents the color indices of the
quark elds (the details of these notations are described in Ref. [11]). The operators n Eqg.
(L9) have the sam e chiral behavior in the lin it of vanishing quark m ass as the continuum

S = 2 operator [10; 1I; 43]. In addition, the matrix elements of O ;75 show the same
leading logarithm ic dependence on the renomm alization scale as the continuum S = 2
opemator 11, 30, 311.

In the one spin trace form aliam , the ur-ferm ion operator of the num erator in Eq. @7)

is transcribed to the lattice as follow s:

Latt __ 1TR 1TR
o) lTaR - (V P )ab;ba + (V P )aa;bb
+® Pt ® Pl
1TR
+ Ochj.ral partner : (20)
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where again the details of this notation is given in Ref. {I1]. Th contrast w ith the two spin
trace form alism , the individual term s in Eq. €0) do not possess the sam e chiral behavior
asthe continuum S = 2 operator [iT]. W emust add O 3 ... in order to preserve the
correct continuum chiral behavior {11]. By in posing the correct chiral behavior on O L2,
we detem ine the chiral partner operator [11] as follow s:

1TR _ 1TR 1TR
o) chiral parther (V S )ab;ba + v S )aa;bb

+@ St @ S 1)

T his forces the resulting operator to resgpect the continuum chiralbehavior. T he next ques—
tion is whether the whole operators Including the additional chiral partner operators still
have the continuum Xading logarithm ic behavior. F irst of all, we need to choose the basis
operators such that they belong to the identity representation w ith respect to the 90 axial
rotation group (@ subgroup of the exact U, (1) symm etry group). T his particular choice of
the basis operators guarantees the analytic chiral behavior of the continuum . Second, we

nd that an eigen-operator Eq. @0) and Eq. @I))) possesses the sam e keading logarithm ic
behavior as the contihnuum S = 2 operator [1I1]. For B x measurements, the di erence
between the one soIn trace operators and the two soin trace operators vanishesasa ! 0
f11]. W e have used both one spin trace and two spin trace operators to calculate By on the
lattice and the num erical results are com pared later In this paper.

4 Simulations and M easurem ent P aram eters

In this section we describe the sim ulation param eters for the gauge con gurations and B k
m easurem ents. O urold hadron m asscalculation R7]lon a16° 32 latticeat = 5:7 inform ed
us that a longer tim e din ension allow s a m ore precise tting of the hadron propagators’
exponential tin e dependence. For this reason the volum e of the con guration was chosen
as 16> 40. The couplihg constant was = 5.7 (I=a 2 G&V).The dynam icale ects of
two degenerate avors of staggered fermm ions with a mass 0.01 were incorporated into the
gauge con gurations, using the hybrid m olcular dynam ics R -algorithm R8]. T he sea quark
mass (0.01) hasbeen =xed through allthe m easurem ents even though various valence quark
m asses were chosen forthe By m easurem ent. T he gauge con gurationswere updated by the
hybrid m olcular dynam ics R -algorithm w ith m olecular dynam ics step size 0.0078125 R§]
and a tra gctory length of 0.5 tim e units.

Now them easurem ent param eters forBx : Every 60 tra gctories By hasbeen m easured.
T he totalnum ber ofthe gauge con guration sam ples ©orBx m easurem entswas155. W ehave
used both cubic wall source and conventional even-odd wall source m ethods to create the
pseudo G oldstone boson. W e used two sgparate wall sources to create K ° and K ° m esons.
T he distance between these two ssparate wall sources was 36 lattioe units. For each Bx
m easuram ent, both wall sources were shifted by 15 lattice units in the tin e direction from
the position used in the previous m easurem ent, while the distance between them was xed
to 36 through all the m easurem ents. The valence (quark, antiquark) m ass pairs for the K
mesons were (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). T he quark propagators were calculated, using the Jattice doubling m ethod



described In the previous section. T he stopping condition of the conjugate gradient residual
for the quark propagatorwas set to 10 10 8 . The quark propagators were gauge xed to
Landau condition with a num erical precision ofa‘q? @ A )?< 10 107.

5 D ata Analysis

W e now present the num erical results ofM i (the num erator of By ) and the vacuum satu-—
ration am plitude M ‘é (the denom mnator of By ) with respect to the lattice Euclidean tine
forK aon with a quark antiquark masspair= (0.01, 001). M eanwhilk, we explain how the
central plateau region has been selected to determ ne By . W e also discuss the num erical
results forunrenom alized (haive, bare) Bx w ith resgpect to the various quark and antiquark
m asses. In addition, we w ill present the num ericalm easurem ent of the w rong avor channel
(V + A) S)*™® in order to see how much contam ination com es from the operatorm ixing

and the excited hadronic states which are supposed to vanish in the Im it ofa ! O.

51 TheDenom inator: Vacuum Saturation A m plitude
W e de ne the denom nator ofB ¢ as the vacuum saturation am plitude:

MY Sk d 304h0 5 dJK % : 22
K 3 Js  sd ] Js sdJK ' 1: @2)
Num ericaldata forM | is presented in Figure (the even-odd wall source m ethod) and in
Figured (the cubic wall sourcem ethod). T he data points in F igured}, 2, and 3 are cbtained
by single elin ination pckknife m ethod. Each data point in Figure 7 (the even-odd wall
source) has about tw ice Jarger error than that in F igure EZ (the cubic wall source) . H ow ever,
one needs to notice that the cubicwall sourcem ethod takes fourtin es Iongertin e to com pute
than the even-odd wall sourcem ethod. In Table :jl, the results ofthe covariance tting ofthe
vacuum saturation togetherw ith their 2 per degree of freedom are given w ith respect to the
various tting ranges in the lattice Euclidean tine orquark massm ga = 001. From Tablk
1, or the cubic wall source m ethod them ininum ofthe 2 per degree of freedom extends to
the tting rangeofll t 24. Forthe even-odd wall source m ethod, the m inimum of the
2 per degree of freedom occurs in the tting range of 13 t 23. It is in portant to keep
In m ind the fact that both the one soin trace form and the two soin trace form of Bk have
the vacuum saturation in comm on.

52 The Num erator: M x
W e de ne the num erator of By as:
My HK%js @ s)ds @ s)dIK°i 23)

Num ericaldata forM i caloulated in the two soin trace om alisn w ith the even-odd wall
source m ethod is presented in Figure 3. Num erical data orM g calculated in the two spin
trace form alisn with the cubic wall source m ethod is shown in Figure 4. Num erical data
forM ¢ caloulated In the one spin trace form alisn w ith the even-odd wall source m ethod
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CubicW all Source | Even-Odd W all Source
F ittihg R ange MY | *=@dof)| M{ | ?=(of)
14 t 21 1217(6) | 040(63) | 492 (30) 0.40 (68)
13 t 22 1210(8) | 037(2) | 49325) 033 (53)
12 t 23 12.15(0) | 037@48) | 48.7(24) 0.61 (65)
11 t 24 1210(3) | 045@8) | 49.0(25) 0.68 (56)
10 t 25 11.76(59) | 1.06(1) | 47.0@27) 124 (76)
9 t 26 11.70(59) | 127(66) | 46.7(Q27) 1.34(70)
8 t 27 1161(58) | 131(62) | 452 4) 1.40(68)
7 t 28 1120(8) | 1.65(70) | 442 (24) 1.52(70)
6 t 28 10.74 (60) 1.72(65) | 42.9(24) 147 (67)

Tablk 1: Here, we present the num erical results for the vacuum saturation am plitude M ‘é )
w ith the quark m ass pair (0.01, 0.01), calculated both in the even-odd wall source m ethod
and in the cubic wall source m ethod. A 1lthe values In the tabl have been obtained through
the covariance tting to a constant on the bootstrap ensam bles.

isdrawn In Figure . A Il the data points In Figures 3, 4, and § are obtaied by the shglke
elin ination “pckknife m ethod. Each data point .n Figure 3 (the even-odd wall source) has
an about tw ice lJarger error than that in Figure 4 (the cubic wall source). T he nearby data
pointsin Figure3 and F igure 5 (the even-odd wall source) have larger uctuations than those
in Fjgure:-fl (the cubic wall source), which are re ected on  ?=do:f: ih Tablk -2 H ow ever,
this was not observed in the results for vacuum saturation am plitude. It is in portant to
note the fact that the com putational tim e for the cubic wall source m ethod is four tim es
longer than that for the even-odd wall source m ethod. In Tablk [2, the covariance m atrix

tting results ofM x and its ?=(do:f:) are collected w ith respect to the tting range in the
lattice Euclidean tine. From Tabl?Z it is di cul to choose the optinal tting range as all
ofthe ?=do:if) vallesarewithin 05 1 HrM x caloulated in the two soin trace fom
w ith the cubic wall source. This is also true forM i calculated In the one spin trace fom
w ith the even-odd wall source. For these cases, we therefore choose the optim al tting range
consistent w ith the vacuum saturation amplitudeM | .

ForM g calculated In the two spin trace form with the even-odd wall source, we notice
that the optinal tting range is13 t 22. The M ¢ results in the cubic wall source
m ethod hasm ore correlation (less uctuation) between neighboring tim e slices than those In
the even-odd wall source m ethod, whilke this is not obvious for the m easuram ents of vacuum
saturation amplitude M § .

53 TheRatio: Bx

In the previous sections, we have discussed the covariance m atrix tting result of M ¢ and
M ; asa function ofthe tting range. From thisanalysis ofthe tting ranges, we determm ine
the optin al tting range for Bx . The optim al tting ranges we have chosen to detem ine
By with respect to various quark m ass pairs are summ arized in Tabl 3. Once the tting
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Two Spin Trace Fom One Spin Trace Fom

F itting CubicW all Source Even-odd W all Source | Even-odd W all Source

R ange M x | ’=dwo:if) M g | ’=dwo:if) M g | ’=dwo:if)
14 t 21| 720(48) 111(99) 298 (15) 1.05(102) 334 (21) 1.45(106)
13 t 22| 723@R9) 0.88(87) 29.9@15) 0.87(83) 33.6(17) 1.18(82)
12t 23| 726(28) 0.75(75) 28.7(14) 1.47(80) 34.0@7) 1.19(68)
11 t 24 | 719@8) 0.73(67) 28.6(13) 124 (70) 34.1(18) 1.03(62)
10 t 25| 716(29) 0.66 (60) 281 (14) 129(59) 33.7(16) 0.96 (58)
9 t 26 7.11(30) 0.62 (51) 281 (13) 1.14 (54) 33.7(16) 1.04 (49)
8 t 27 711 (30) 0.60 (52) 27.71(12) 127 (61) 33.6(16) 0.95(47)
7 t 28 7.04(27) 0.57 (54) 271@11) 1.47(52) 33.9(6) 0.95(43)
6 t 29 6.97 (26) 0.61 (50) 273@12) 1.52 (54) 33.8(15) 0.90 (45)

Tabl 2: Here, we present the num erical results fortheM  wih the quark m asspair (0.01,
0.01), calculated both In the even-odd wall source m ethod and in the cubic wall source
m ethod. A 1l the values In the tablk has obtained through the covariance m atrix tting to a
constant on the bootstrap ensam bles.

range is chosen, Bx can be detem ined through the covariance tting to a constant. O ne of
our tting procedures is naive pckknife analysis of the data (conventional) and the other
uses the covariance tting on the bootstrap ensem bles.

The num erical results for By calculated in the two soin trace form w ith the even-odd
wall source m ethod are shown iIn Figure'§. The num erical results or By caloulated in the
two spin trace orm w ith the cubic wall source m ethod are drawn in F igure 7. T he num erical
results for By calculated in the one soin trace form w ith the even-odd wall source m ethod
appear in Figure'§.

Tablk 4 is a collection of the num erical results of K m eson m ass and By w ith respect to
the quark m ass pairs calculated in the optim al tting range by the pck-knife m ethod. The
results forK mesonm ass (mx ) are obtained by analyzing the resuls foraxial current m atrix
elem ent with an extemal K meson state h0 §S (¢ 5 5)D JK i, which are also used to
obtain the vacuum saturation am plitude. W e tted the logarithm of the axial current data
to the linear function ofthe Euclidean tine A + m ¢ t in the optin al ttihg range. W ewould
like to thank Pavlos Vrwanas for checking these m ass results using his own tting program .
Tabl § presents the results of By  obtained by the covariance tting over the optinal tting
range on the bootstrap ensam bles.

54 TheW rong F lavor C hannel

Here we address two in portant questions on the validiy of our approach to Bx . The 1rst
question com es from the fact that the higherdoop radiative correction of the four-ferm ion
com posite operators cause the violation of the continuum soin and avor symm etries. Tt
is In portant to know non-perturbatively, how large is the contrbution of such symm etry
violating tem s to the weak m atrix elem ent m easuram ents for nite lattice spacing. Note,
such tem s are supposed to vanish in the Imit ofa ! 0. The analler the contrdbution
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F itting R ange

Quark M ass Two Spin Trace Fom One Spin Trace Fom

Pair CubicW all Source | Even-odd W all Source || Even-odd W all Source
(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
(001, 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

Tabl 3: Here, we present the optim al tting range w ith respect to quark m ass pairs. The
optin al tting range in plies that we can get the sam e average w ith am aller error bar for
2 190.

unrenom alized Bk
Quark M ass m g Two Spin Trace Fom One Spin Trace Fom
Pair Cubic Source | Even-odd Source Even-odd Source
(0.004,0.01) | 0219@) 0.557(32) 0.547 (54) 0.656 (73)
(0.004,0.02) | 0277 Q) 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) | 0253() 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) | 0347(@1) 0.709 25) 0.689 (28) 0.746 (33)
(0.03,0.03) | 0421(1) 0.768 23) 0.753 (26) 0.781 (28)

Tabl 4: K meson m ass and unrenom alized Bg versus quark m ass pair: the Bx data are
analyzed by the single-elin nation pck—knife m ethod over the optin al tting range. The K
meson mass, myk was obtained by analyzing the resuls forh0 jS ( ¢ s s)D jK i.

Unrenom alized B
Quark M ass Two Spin Trace Fom One Spin Trace Fom
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) 0595 (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)

Tablk 5: Unrenom alized Bx for each quark m ass pair. The Bx data is analyzed by the
covariance tting over the optin al tting range on the bootstrap ensem bles.
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from thesewrong avor channels is, them ore reliable our connection between the continuum
and lattice cbservables (either at tree Jevel or at one loop lkvel). The seocond question is
how exclusively we can select the pssudo-G oldstone m ode through our In proved wall source
m ethod. In other words, we want to ask how reliably our wall source technique suppresses
the unw anted hadronic states.

W ehave chosen the (V +A) S)?'® operator ;n orderto address the above tw o questions.
The m atrix elem ent of this operator w ith external K m esons is supposed to vanish In the
continuum lin it @ ! 0) of lattice QCD, due to the vanishing avor trace. T he num erical
results for this wrong avor channel are shown I Figure 9 for the even-odd wall source
and F igure 10 for the cubic wall source. From Figuresd and 10, we notice that the value
of the wrong avor channel is extrem ely suppressed (less than 1% of Bix ) In both cases.
This inplies that the unwanted operator m ixing of (Vv + A) S)?® should be at m ost
1% of Bk shhce it is suppressed by =@ ) aswell as by the vanishing avor trace. This
fact that the unwanted operator m ixing is sm aller than 1% of Bk is of great signi cance
to our approxin ate m atching between the continuum and lattice com posite operators. So
far, one has neglected those tem s of wrong avor channels which enters at order g2, when
one connects the lattice B to the continuum By at one loop level [10,11, 19, 3d]. The
m ain reason was that these wrong avor channels w illnot contrbbute to Bx atallasa ! 0.
Hence, the ram aining di culty was to know how large is the contribution of those wrong

avor channels at nite Jattice spacing. O ur non-perturbative m easurem ents of one ofw rong

avor channels show s that the contrbution from these wrong avor channelsw illbe at m ost
1% ofBgx and so much snaller than the statical and other system atic errors at = 57
@?! = 2GeV). This gives us a great con dence in our approxin ate m atching at one loop
level, where such tem s of wrong avor channels, which enters at order g2, are neglected.

From Figures'9 and 10, we also dbserve that the nearest neighboring data points have
stronger correlation (less uctuating) in the cubic wall source than in the even-odd wall
source. The fourtin esm ore oating point com putation in the cubic wall source than in the
even-odd wall source explains why the error bars of the data in Figure 1( is about half of
those in Figure 9. Hence, we conclude that the even-odd wall source is equivalent to the
cubic wall source from the standpoint of statistics. W e believe that it is better to use the
cubic wall source in weaker coupling sin ulations because the unwanted contam nation from
the degenerate and excited hadronic states becom es even m ore severe there.

6 D ata Interpretation

Here, we interpret the num erical results in temm s of the physics. F irst ofall, we w ill address
the technical questions about the In proved wall source m ethods. Second, we w ill com pare
the num erical resuls of the one soin trace form and the two soIn trace form and discuss
the m eaning of the consistency between the two form alisn . Third, we w ill discuss the chiral
behavior of Bx , and the chiral behavior of the indiridual com ponents m aking up Bk (ie.
Ba,Bai,Baz, By, Byi, Byo). In addiion, we will discuss the e ects of non-degenerate
quark antiquark pairs on the chiral behavior of these quantities. W e w ill also discuss the
chiralbehavior from the standpoint ofboth 1=N . suppression and (partially quenched) chiral
perturbation theory. Fourth, we w ill com pare our num erical results w ith earlier works and
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discuss the e ect of quenching on B ¢ m easurem ents. F nally, we w ill present our best value
ofBk In the physical Iim it aswellas our tting procedure.

6.1 Comparison ofW all Sources

Num erical resuls forunrenom alized (aive, bare, ortreedevel) By forvariousaverage quark
m ass, calculated both by the even-odd wall source and by the cubic wall source are shown
in Figure 1. The values of By calculated by the two wall sources agree w ithin errors. The
error bars forBx calculated by the cubic wall source are about half of those of the even-odd
wall source. T he cubic wall source m ethod takes four tin es m ore com putational tin e than
the even-odd wall source m ethod. W e conclude that for By measuraments at = 57 the
cubic wall source results are consistent w ith the even-odd wall source resuls.

6.2 Comparison of One Spin Trace Form and Two Spin Trace
Fomm

The num erical results for unrenom alized Bx in both one soin trace and two spin trace
m ethodsarepresented in F igured3. T he num erical results for one-Jdoop renom alized (tadpole
in proved through mean  eld theory {1, 29, 31, 30, 84, 83]) Bk both i the one spin trace
and two spin trace methods are shown in Figure 13. The num erical results for oneloop
renom alized RG improved {11, 34]) Bx both in the one spin trace and two o trace
form are given in Figure14. From FiguresiZ, 13 and 44, we notice that the resuls for the
renom alized By calculated In the one son trace m ethod agree w ith those in the two spin
trace m ethod better than those for the unrenom alized Bk .

Let usexplain how we have obtained the renom alized coupling constant for the pertur-
bative expansion. The one-loop renom alization ofthe S = 2 four-fem ion operators on
the lattice is explained ;n Ref. [11, 31, 30] in detail. The detailed explanation of m atch—
Ing between the continuum and lattice cbservables at one loop level is also given in Ref.
i1, 31, 30]. W e discuss here how to cbtain the coupling constant for the renom alization
of the com posite operators. For perturbative m atching at one-loop lvel, one needs a well-
de ned coupling constant to use as the perturbative expansion param eter B3, 34]. W e have
chosen theM S coupling constant at ws = =—a scak asour perturbative expansion param —
eter [I9]. There are two m ethods to cbtain theM S coupling constant from the bare lattice
coupling constant. O ne is a non-perturbative approach using tadpole in provem ent by m ean

eld theory B3]and the other is a purely perturbative approach using renom alization group
in provem ents 34]. W e w ill refer to these two approaches to cbtaining oﬁ as the \tadpolk
inproved" and \RG in proved" m ethods. W e use both m ethods to obtain theM S coupling
constant at the renom alization scale =a.

The details of the non-perturbative approach of tadpole inprovament by mean eld
theory is given in Ref B3, 11, 34, 31, 30]. The M S coupling constant () is related to
the tadpolk—m proved coupling constant (g ) and the bare lattice coupling constant (g7)
through mean eld theory fi1, 341:

g, 9@

— 0 24
Re:T1U, i @)
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" ( !)
ojﬁ(ﬁ)=oj” 1 5y 2h@ yg5)+2h

1
§q§F+O<g§F> (25)

where g7 (@) is the bare lattice coupling constant, U, is a unit gauge link plaquette, and

_u N 06
07 16 2 33

For = 577 andN: = 2, we obtain the tadpol inproved M S ocoupling constant:

%, =182

e =178 : 27)

The coupling constant n Eq. {27) is used for tadpole inproved m atching between the
continuum and the lattice cbservables.

T he details about a perturbative approach of RG in provem ent is explained in Ref. B4].
In this approach, the M S coupling constant (ozfs) is related to the bare lattice coupling
constant (@ @)):

a

G (- — 28 @8)
s\ Ms 1, tog @) "
where t= 2 h@ y5)+ h —=
Ms
For = 5{7andN; = 2,weobtain theM S coupling constant at 5 = 7 scak:
& (a) = 105263
s — =161: (29)
a

T he coupling constant in Eq. €9) isused ©rRG in proved m atching between the continuum
and the lattice observables.

6.3 Chiral Logarithm s and N on-degenerate Q uark M ass P airs

T here have been a num ber of theoretical attem pts to understand the chiral behavior of the
K meson B param eters in tem s of chiral perturbation theory 3,135, 86, 37]. In order to
discuss the chiralbehavior of the B param eters in an organized way, we need to consider a
theory with four valence avors: S and S°both with massm, aswellasD and D %, both
wih massmy. Let the K ° bethe S 5D pion and the K © be the corresponding state w ith
prin ed quarks (ie. S° sD ®pion). Letusde neBy1, By, Ba: and By, as:

K ®3B) DJIB, Da.ljK%i

By: = . - — (30)
SIK ® 380 5D j0iM0 jS,  sDp JK Oi
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K®9B DB, DpliK°i
Bve = 79 g0 0 =0 = ‘K 03 (1)
51’][( jSa 5Da jOlhO ij 5Db jK 1

o . _ MU3BI DBy DaIIK’i -
Ik ©3S? D230 IS, D IK Od

o _ _ EP3B DBy sDplIK i -

A2 4 ©® 450 DO 4040 3S Dy 3K %1 G
3 Joa sVa Jop sPpJn -l

where a and b are color indices. The B, , By and By are expressed in tem s of By 1, Bya,
BAl andBAz:

Ba = Ba1+ Baz (34)
BV = BV1+ sz (35)

Let us discuss the chiral behavior of the B param eters de ned above B a1, Bazs Bvis
By,). In the vacuum saturation approxin ation with 1=N. suppression, Bp; = 025,Ba, =
0.75and By = By, = 0 (cbviously wrong!). Form , = m 4 & m 4, chiralperturbation theory
predicts the Hllow ing resuls {14, 231

3" 2 #

By:i = = 1)+ +A+ ;—C+ 4D @37)
8" mk
3 2 '

By, = - (+ 20+ A+ ,—C+ D (38)
8 mi
3 2 '

Ba; = - ( + 1)+ LA 1—C 1D 39)
8 m;
" #
3

Baz = - (++ 2)+ A 2=—C 2D (40)
8 m;i

where In the vacuum saturation approxin ation (treeJdevel chiral perturoation), . = 1,
=1 ,=1 .,=1, =1, ,= %whﬂe 1 and , isnot detetm ned.A,C andD are

37 37
de ned as
m2 +m? m2 +m?
A = L{mk) %Iﬂmsg) K2m72ddll(mdd) 41)
K K
C = Iimg)t Iifmg) 2Limkx) 2L (k) @42)
mZ + m2,
D = 2Limkx) Lmkx) ——F Lhifms)
2mK
2 2
mK+mdd
I M gq) @43)
2m
where
1% & 1
L) —

£2 @2 )'k?+ m?
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- 2 on 4o @4)
@ £) 4 f 2 2
m2?% gk 1 2
L) 2 2 ) K+m?
= L!zh m_z! m* + m* 0 m_2! . 45)
4 f 2 @ £y (@ £)? 2 -

is ntroduced asamom entum cuto regularization for chiral perturbation theory. m %, =
2mg,mi = 2mgandm = (@ms+ my) (Gde. 2mZ = mZ + m3,). Note there is
no quadratic divergence in By i1, Byva, Ba1, and B, even though I; tm ) has a quadratic
divergence. T he quadratic divergences In C and D cancelout. T he quadratic divergences In
A isnot a function of quark massesm ¢ orm 4. Hence, these quadratic divergences In A can
be absorbed into the coe cients and . . Asa summary of chiral perturbation theory,

ktuscoose = 4 f and rewrte the results ©orB 1, By, Bai, and By, as ollow s:

Byi = e 1) : @+ o 1)
8 @ f£)y 8
+= i na %)+ nn 1+
8 4 £y 1
+ (it v zl@)+ (v + o: z+ 0 (‘zhz) (46)
By, = é( 2) i ]I'l(Z)+§(+ 2)
8 @ f£)y 8
+§ i na %)+ hn 1+
8 “@ f£) 1
+ (ot v )zl@)+ (vt o, )z+ 0 (‘zhz) @7)
Ba:1 = §(2 1) i Jl’l(Z)"‘é( + 1)
8 @ f£)? 8
3 2 5 1+
2—3 1(4 £y n@ Y+ In 1
+ (2t 2 z@)+ (4t an )z+ 0 (‘zh(z)) (48)
Baz = E(22) i J1’1(2)"'§(+"‘ 2)
8 @ f£)? 8
3 2 5 1+
2—3 2(4 £y n@ Y+ In 1
+ (st 2 z@)+ (Wt ., )z+ 0 (‘zh(z)) (49)

w here the constant tem s proportionalto ; are absorbed Into ;, and

ITl2

K 50
z 4 7 (50)
mg m
7d: (51)
ms+ md
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Here we keep fi1ll finctional orm w ith respect to  for theose tem s of order In (z) and 2.

For those tem s of order z In (z) and z, we do Taylor expansion w ith respect to  and keep
only the tem soforder ° and 2. Thecoe cients ;, i, jand ; (2 fV1;V2;A1;A2g) are

unknown. A llthe results in Eqn. G7440) and Eqn. @6+49) are calculated using f1llQCD as

the findam entaltheory. Note, By 1,Bv2,Bai,and By, haveabranch pointat = 1which
is non-singular. Let us set thedomain of to 1 land 2 R.Bi;,By,,Bai,and

B, have no singularity on thisphysicaldom ain of .Alsonote,Byi1,Bva2,Bai,and B, are

even functions of which m eans that although we sw itch mg w ith m 4, the physics does not

know it at all (ie. i doesnot change). Hence, the power series expansion ofBy1,Bv,,Bai,

and B, with repect to  should have only even powers of . The one-loop corrections to
Byi1,Bv2 Bai and B, inclide a term of the order I, (m )=mf< which is proportionalto ;

nEgn. B740).L Mg )=m: isproportionalto In fnk ) which is ogarithm ically divergent as

mg ! 0. These logarithm ically divergent temm s are called enhanced chiral logarithm s R3],

and were originally noticed by Langacker and Pagels 3§]. It is in portant to note that in full
QCD, the enhanced chiral logarithm s in Eqn. G7440) and Eqn. {46-49) are all proportional
to ié L mk ), which depends only on the average m ass of the quark antiquark pair.

Let us adapt the above results to the (partially) quenched lim it of QCD [R3]. Here,
quenched approxin ation m eans neglcting all the Intemal ferm ion loops and kesping only
pure gauge interactions (ie. sea quark m ass is In niely heavy), w hile the partially quenched
approxin ation in plies that the sea quark m ass of the intemal fem jon loops is di erent
from the valence quark m ass. Both partially quenched and quenched approxin ations have
additional Infra-red problem s which are absent In ull QCD, since the sea quark fam ion
determm nant can not regulate the Infra—red polk sihgularity of the valence quark propagator.
There are two in portant di erences between (partially) quenched and fullQCD . The 1rst
di erence isthat them eson eigenstates are not the sam e. T he second di erence com es from  °
Joops, which can not contrdbute in f111Q CD sin ply because the °istooheavy. The diagram s
ofthe hairpin type ( ° loops) present in the (partially) quenched chiral perturbation orBg
vanish in the lin it ofm ¢ = m 4 P3]. The bgarithm ically divergent term s which com e from
the hairpin diagram s are called quenched chiral ogarithm s 4, 25, 23]. H ere, the key point
is that In (partially) quenched Q CD , the quenched chiral logarithm s in the B param eters,
if present, m ust be a function of both average quark mass (m ¢ + m 4) and m ass di erence
ms myg) of the quark antiquark pair, whilk the enhanced chiral logarithm s comm on n
both full and (partially) quenched QCD are not a function of quark m ass di erence but a
function of only average quark m ass.

The quantity B,; mnEan. BY) hasa nite constant term which isa factor of around 1/3
am aller than that n B, n Eqn. @Q), while the enhanced logarithm icterm in B, ; is around
3 tin es largerthan that in B, . The enhanced logarithm icterm in By isalso around 3 tin es
larger than that in By, . T herefore, we have chosen B, ; asa usefiilm easuram ent adequate to
observe both the enhanced chiral logarithm s and, if present, the (partially) quenched chiral
logarithm s.

WeplbtB,; and By, with regpect to the average quark m asses In Figure 15 and By ;
and By, wih respect to the quark masses in Figure 1§. One can see a di erence i the
chiralbehavior ofB,; and By ; between the case w ith degenerate quark antiquark pairs of
m ass: £0.01, 0.02, 0.03g and the situation w ith non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs w ith
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the m ass pairs: £(0.004, 0.01), (0.004, 0.02), (0.004, 0.05), (0.01, 0.03)g. In order to m ore
precisely see the e ect of non-degenerate quark antiquark pairson B 5 1, wem ust Interpolate
In quark m ass. Toward thisend, we t the data of the degenerate quark antiquark pairs to
the follow iIng function:

m2 m
BT "ty )= A, bg (47;)2 +A2+A3(4 2)2109

; (52)

and, second, subtract this form for the degenerate case from the non-degenerate data as
ollow s:
mg+ m
Barfg)= — Baifmgim, mg) Bif™@my) ; 53)
mg mg
whereB,ifmg ;ms  myg) is the num erical data for the non-degenerate quark m ass pairs.
The covarance tting resuls of the degenerate data on the ack-knifed ensembles are is

2
BiP" ™ my;al =20Gev) =  0:68347) bg (47;)2 + 1:305(97)
|
m 7 m g . 2 23
+30605) 09 (2=181 102%) (54)
, !
piseemte g s al = 18Gev) =  0:300(@5) bg % + 2:4620)
|
m g m; . 2 2
+68406) ;09 (2=81 102%): (55)

U sing chiral perturbation theory, one can estin ate the value of A; in Eq. (2). From Eq.
és),

3 2
A= =@ 1)——; 56
1 8( 1)(4 £y (56)
w here mZ=f,+ my). Ushg the results of our lattice QCD sinulation ( = 23a 1),
this am plitude A; is written in tem s of a poorly known quantity ; l:A; = 116 ;.
U sing the value of K m eson m ass and strange quark m ass in the particle data book m ¢ =
100 300M eV and m ¢=m 4 = 25), one can also cbtain A; = 05 35H) ; Intemsofa

poorly known quantity 1, where the range ofvalues is chosen to re ect the large uncertainty
In the chiral perturbation theory prediction.

The num erical data or B x; Mk ) with respect to the average quark m ass are plotted
in Figure I7. From Figured?, i is obvious that there is a strong sensitivity to the non-
degenerate quark m asspairs (ie. B a1k ) isnot only a function of (m s+ m 4) but also a
function of mn s mg4)). This additional divergence m ay be related to (oartially) quenched
chiral Jogarithm s. It could also com e from nite volum e dependence on the lightest m ass of
the quark antiquark pair. Som ething else m ight cause this unexpected divergence. T he key
point is that there is an additional divergence which is visble in our num erical sim ulations.
At any rate, we would like to raise the follow Ing questions:
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% Joop: Could the additionalhainpin diagram in partially quenched chiralperturbation
theory explain quantitatively the additional divergence which is sensitive to the non—
degenerate quark m asses? In fact, it is known that the contrbution from ° loops
vanishesasm ! m4 R3,101.

nie volum e e ect: Could the nite volume e ect ofB,; or By be sensitive to the
non-degenerate quark m asses? T he an all eigenvalues and their density in lattice QCD
is regulated by the nite volume. Could these an all eigenvalues be st up such that
they are sensitive to the lightest m ass of the non-degenerate quark antiquark pair?

ferm ion determm inant in partially quenched Q CD : In partially quenched QCD , the s=ea
quark m ass is di erent from the valence quark m ass. In partially quenched QCD, the
ferm ion determm inant of the sea quark m ay suppress the coe cient of the logarithm ic
divergence m ore e ciently than the case of quenched QCD, which has no fem ion
determm inants at all. Could one see the much larger e ect of the non-degenerate quark
antiquark pairon B ; and By In quenched QCD than in partially quenched QCD ?

scaling violation: T he anom aly current in staggered fermm ion formulation ( s I)
isnot a conserved current for nite lattice spacing. H ence, the correspoonding pssudo-—
Goldstonepion (s I) hasa serious contam ination of nite lattice spacing, which
is supposed to vanish by avor symm etry restoration In the continuum lim itofa ! O.
This suggests that even in quenched QCD, % i staggered form ion omulation for

nite lattice spacing m ay be m uch heavier than pssudo G oldstone pion (s 5)
and that itsm assm ay have a scaling violation term of order a to m ake m atters worse.
How large is the scaling violation of “m ass as a fiinction of quark m ass?

other possibility: Is there som ething else related to the system atics of the non-
degenerate quark m asses on the lattice?

One Inportant thing is that this dependence on quark m ass di erence am pli es the en—
chanced chiral Iogarithm s rather than reducing them . W e see this in Figure 15, 1§ and
a7.

B, and By arepltted in Figureil§, togetherw ith By w ith respect to the average quark
m asses. O ne can notice that all these divergences related to both (partially) quenched chiral
logarithm s (if present) and enhanced chiral logarithm s (present n Ba1,Baz, By1 and By )
are canceled out In By which is nite in the chiral 1im it.

6.4 Comparison with Earlier W ork

W enow com pare ournum erical results ofBx w ith those ofother groupsaswellas com paring
ourresultsat = 577 llQCD with N¢ = 2) with theresulktsat = 60 Quenched QCD).
There have been two groups to calculate By at = 5:7 wih staggered fermm ions in full
QCD . Kilcup fl:Ei] has calculated the unrenom alized (haire) Bx at = 57 (16 32,
111 QCD wih two dynam ical avors ofa massm ,a = 001, 0015, 0.025). The lattice
scakwasal = 19 20 G &V . The number of independent con gurations was 50 and
Bk measuram ents were done tw ice In di erent locations on the lattice for each Individual
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N aive Bg
M valnced || thiswork (N) | thiswork BS) | Kilup | Ukawaetal
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(@)
0.03 0.768 (23) 0.791 1) 0.818(09) 0.79@)

Tabl 6: W e com pare our num erical results for naive Bx (cubic wall source, two spin trace
form ) wih those of other groups K ilcup and Ukawa et al). 5. mga= 001. IN
In plies that the errors are cbtained through single-elin ination jpck—knifem ethod. BS m eans
that the data is analyzed by covariance tting on the bootstrap ensam bles.

con guration, to m ake the total number of con gurations equivalent to 100. Quark wall
propagators were xed in Landau gauge, and periodic boundary conditions In space and
D irichket boundary conditions in the tin e direction were Inposed. Ukawa et al. [19, 20]

Ba1 Baz
M yalenced || thiswork | K ilcup this work | K ilcup
0.01 1210(64) | 1225(60) || 1.053(46) | 1.155(24)
0.02 0565@23) | 0575(15) || 0.860(30) | 0.932(13)
0.03 0.407(14) | 0418(7) 0.812(24) | 0.866(10)

Table 7: W e com pare our num erical results of Bp; and B,
trace form ) w ith those of K ilcup.
the standard ‘pdkknife procedure.

(cubic wall source, two spin
= 5. mga,a= 0:01l. The errors are estin ated through

Bvi By
M vakenced || thiswork | K ilcup this work | K ilcup
0.01 —1389(73) | —1455(65) || —0273@17) -0268(21)
0.02 -0.638(26) | —0.664(21) || —0.0786(52) | —0.0713(53)
0.03 -0417(@15) | —0435(12) || —0.0342(22) | —0.0302 21)

Tabl 8: W e com pare our num erical results of By, and By, (cubic wall source, two soin
trace form ) w ith those of K ilcup. = 5:7.mg.,a = 0:01. T he errors are estin ated through
the standard pck-knife procedure.

studied By at 5:7 on a lattice of size 20° 20 (duplicated in the tin e direction) w ith
two avors of dynam ical staggered quarks ofmassm ,a = 001l. The lattice scale was
a = 0085 009 fn @* 22 24 G&V).Both Landau gauge operators and gauge-
Invariant operators were used. Q uark propagators were calculated w ith D irichlet (periodic)
boundary condition In the tin e (space) direction.

The di erences between our num erical sinulation and those of other groups’ are the

lattice size, the boundary conditions on the quark propagators in the tim e direction and
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N aive Bg
M yalenced f1l1QCD ¢ = 2) quenched QCD
thiswork (IN) | thiswork BS) Sharpeeta].| K ilcup | Ukawa et al
0.01 0.600 27) 0595 (22) 0.68 (2) 0.697 (29) 0.69(22)
0.02 0.709 25) 0.727 (24) 0.73 (@) 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 lullQCD calculation of naive (Unrenom alized) Byx (cubic wall source, two
soin trace form ) is com pared w ith that of quenched QCD (Sharpe et al., K ilcup and the
Ukawa et al. group). IJN m eans that the errors are estin ated through the standard pck—
knife procedure. BS m eans that the data is analyzed by covariance tting on the bootstrap
ensam bles.

the color summ ation over the m eson wall sources. W e are not summ Ing the three values of
the color index for the m eson wall sources on the lndividual con guration sam ple. Instead,
we choose a di erent color index for the m eson wall sources In each m easuram ent (in other
words, color indices of m eson wall sources are soread over the con guration sam ples w ith
equal statistical weight Instead of being summ ed on each con guration samplk). The By
results of thiswork, K ilcup and Ukawa et al. are sum m arized In Tab]eifi. TheBai1,Baz,Bv:
and By, of thiswork and K ilcup [39] are com pared in Tablesi} and'§. W e believe that the
di erences in Tablks §, 7, and 8 can be reasonably explined by the di erent lattice size, the
boundary conditions on the quark propagators, color summ ation of the m eson wall source,
poor statistics, the uncertainties In the lattice spacing, etc.. Hence, we conclude that allthe
m easurem ents in Tables§, '] and § are consistent w ith one ancther.

Tt is also In portant to com pare the results of fullQCD (N ¢ = 2) w ith those of quenched
QCD . There have been three groups to calulate Bx at = 60 @' = 290 21 Ge&V)
In quenched QCD . This correspondsto = 57 n ullQCD . The results of thiswork (1l
QCD, = 5:,16 40),Shampeetal [13,18] (Quenched QCD, = 60,24 40),K ilcup
1§, 18] (quenched QCD, = 60, 16 40) and Ukawa et al. [IY, 20] (quenched QCD,

= 60,24 40) are compared .n Tabk 9. From Tablk9, we conclude that the dependence
of Bx onm o, istoo weak to detect in our num erical sim ulations (in other words, the e ect
of quenched approxin ation is lessthan 15 % in Bx m easuram ents). Thishasbeen predicted
by the quenched chiral perturbation theory in the lim it ofm o ! m4 [0, 23].

6.5 Fitting P rocedures for Bg

Bx descrbesK ? K ° m ixing at the energy scale of about 500 M €V (ie. in the Iow energy
lim it of QCD dynam ics). Ik is not known how to calculate the dependence of Bk on the
valence quark m ass directly from the QCD Lagrangian. For this reason we adopt the chiral
e ective Lagrangian (equivalent to current algebra), which is valid in the energy region
below the mesonmass. Thischirale ective Jagrangian isnot a cureall solution to the low
energy dynam ics ofQ CD . H owever, it gives us a reasonable guide to understand the lrading
chiral behavior ofQCD .W e willnow use the predictions of the chiral e ective Lagrangian
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to interpolate between our By results to m ake a By prediction for physical quark m asses.
T he corrections from chiral perturbation theory toM ¢ In ullQCD were calculated in
Ref. 3,135,386, 37]. The results of that calculation 3] m, = my6 m) n MIIQCD were

1 5mg+ 7m

By = B 1+ Lng) ; ——— L)
d s

1 3mg+tmg

I +0ms h*m?
. 4 md+ms l(m ) ([T‘l'K ([TIK))

1 m 2 m 2
= B 1 @B+=%)—E mn S
3 @4 f)? @ f£)?
m 2 m 2 f
+og—F + g2 K + 0 2 4 57
1(41‘:.)2 % @ £)2 myg ) 67)
where isde ned as
m m
s —d (58)
ms+md

¢, & areunknown coe cients, but can be determ ined by num erical sin ulation on the lattice.
The results from quenched chiral perturbation theory R3] fn, = m4 6 my) are

3mg+ m
pliended — B 14 T — < °7
R 2y ) e — l((mdd) |
mg+ 3m, 2 2 1
—— i) + In + 2
2m g+ 2m 4 ] 2 1+
1
+0 my N’ @m3))
n |
m 2 m2
= B 1 @B+ ) —=—h .
@ f£)? @ f£)?
+qo m g 02 Mg
@4 f)? @ f)?
( ) #
2 2
+ In +2 +0Mmg N°@m7))
2 +
59)
where quenched chiral perturbation R3] predicts
Am?}
—— 02: (60)
N @ £)?

d and & are unknown coe cients. The temm proportionalto is a contrbution of ° loops
appearing in quenched Q CD , which are absent in f11lQ CD . Because of this tem , B 7**"
has a singular branch point at = 1. Note, BlfﬂlQ “? does not have any singular branch
point. Equations (67) and §9) are the theoretical predictions or Bx as a function of the
light quark m asses.

Let us choose our tting function on the basis of the predictions of (Quenched) chiral
perturbation theory in Eq. (7) and 9). Parts of our num erical sinulation of By are

23



classi ed In the category of partially quenched QCD (N = 2 but Mg, $ M yaknce)- W e
notice that the coe cients of those tem s proportionalto “mZ h@mZ) in Eqn. (7) and
Eagn. {59) are di erent from each other, which inplies that the coe cient of these tem s
should be determ ined by our num erical data.

W e have trded a linear tting function Bk m4) = 1+ 2mg4a) even though the linear
term isa next to kading order correction from the chiralperturbation (@scan bessen n Egn.
©1) and $9)). The ?/(do.f) forthe linear covariance tting on the jpck*knifed ensambles
of Bx data calculated in the two soin trace form with the cubic wall source m ethod is
172 @37). This inplies that the tting is poor and that we need an addiional tem (eg.
mgsahmga)) to tthedata.

Hence, we choose the rst tting function as

Bx mg)= 1+ mgahmga)+ smga: (1)

where ; (i= 1;2;3) are unknown coe cients to be determ ined and m qa = % ms+ myg). In
this rst tting function, we neglected the e ect of non-degenerate quark m ass pairs (ie.
term s proportionalto ? are neglkcted). From the chiralperturbation theory Eqn. $7) and
69), the predicted value of the ratio  ,= ; is

T . (62)
! @ fa2’
where 0 1. Using our lattice QCD sinulation results for ( = 23a 1y, the matio
»= 1 Iswritten in tem s ofpoorly known quantity
—2 - 40+ 13 : 63)

1

U sing the value of K m eson m ass and strange quark m ass in the particle data book m ¢ =
100 300M &V andm ;=m 4 = 25), one can also cbtain the ratio ,= ;

2= @70 23)+ @3 76 ; (64)
1

In temm s of a poorly known quantity , where the range of values is chosen to re ect the
large uncertainty in the chiral perturbation theory prediction. The Bx results of the above
3 param eter covariance tting on the bootstrap ensambles are simm arized .n Tabk 10 un-
renom alized) and 17 (tadpole-im proved renom alized). From Tabl1(Q and 11, we observe
that the renom alization w ith tadpole in provem ents m akes By (n o) In agream ent between
the one son trace ©om and the two soin trace form once they are obtained w ith the sam e
source m ethod and covariance- tted In the sam e range. The covarance tting resuls for
the ratio ,= ; were not consistent am ong the various m easurem ents, m ainly because the
3 param eters have a wide dom ain to t the 7 Bk data points as a function of the average
quark m ass. T his gave us a m otivation for the second tting trial function, which w ill have
only two param eters.

Our second  thing trdal function is chosen such that the ratio ;= , is xed to the case
ofthe degenerate quark antiquark pair ( = 0). The reason is that this ratio isuniversal for
the degenerate quark pair regardless of quenched approxin ation and that our values are
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an all enough to take into consideration later as a perturbative expansion param eter. The
second  tting trial function is
" ! #

2
m m
Bx mx)= 1 1 3 In . + 2 .

@ £) @ £)

; (65)

where ; (1= 1;2) are unknown coe cients. W e take the e ective mass m x ) of fx ({0 J
A 7K %i) measurem ents in Table 4 asa de nition ofm ¢ i Eq. 63). In this second tting
trial flinction, we set the coe cient of the leading term in the chiral perturbation expansion
to the theoretically expected valie n Eq. 67, 59) and also we again neglect the e ect of
non-degenerate quark m ass pairs. W hen weseta! = 1.8GeV from the meson massand
choose £ = 93 M &V, the covardance tting resuls for the two spin trace form (cubic wall
source) are summ arized in Tabk 2 and 13. From Tablk'1Z and 13, we notice that the tting
resuls for the tadpole—im proved renom alized By In various types of the m easurem ents are
In good agreem ent w ith one another, while the tting results for the unrenom alized By are
not consistent between the one soin trace form and the two soin trace fom .

Let us discuss how we can detect the e ect of non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs
on By (ie. the dependence of By on ). The strategy is the follow Ing. First, we divide
the num erical data In two parts: one part Wwe call this the degenerate part) contains only
the num erical data for degenerate quark m ass pairs £ (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 ass pairs f£ (0.004, 0.01), (0.004, 0.02), (0.004, 0.05), (001, 0.03)g. Next, we t the
degenerate part to the second trial function in Eqn. (65) which are supposed to be exact for
the degenerate quark m ass pairs up to the given order in the chiral perturbative expansion.
For the degenerate part,
mg m ¢

cer™ aey T tarp

B gegenelate (m X )

(66)

Now we de ne a function which represents the e ect of non-degenerate quark m ass pairs:

Bk fmx; ) Bgegenembe(mK)

Bk k) > ©7)
where By mg ; ) are our num erical data with non<vanishing 2= fm, mg)’=m+ m4)?
and B "™ (n ) represents the tting finction for the degenerate part, given n Eq. %8).

Fially, we try to nd a functional form , ifpossble, to t B x fmk ) num ericaldata to. In
Figurel9 (wo soin trace om , cubic wall source), F igure 20 (wo spin trace om , even-odd
wall source) and F igure 2-1: (one spin trace fom , even-odd wall source), we plot B ¢ wih
resoect to the average quark m ass, only for the non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs. A s
you can see In the gures, it ishard to nd a functional form which can explain all of the
data. From these gures, we notice that the dependence of Bx on 2 is extremely small
(especially In the dom ain near the physical K meson m ass). Henoe, we conclude that we
could not detect any signi cant e ect of non-degenerate quark m ass pairson B ¢ within the
precision of our num erical study.

A s a conclusion to this section, ket uspresent ourbest value of By . Since the data ofthe
cubic wall source m ethod has better statistics than that of the even-odd wall source m ethod,
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| Trace Fom (Source) | 1 | ) | 3 | ?/dof] Bx g |

2TR (Cubic) 0336 (65) -11233) 241 (93) 1.05 6.600 (21)
2TR (Even-Odd) 0346 (89) -101@39) | 21.9@112) 1.87 6.375(29)
1TR Even-©dd) 0477(@119) | 935@82) | 21.9@137) 047 7270 (30)

Tabl 10: Covariance tting ofunrenom alized By wih 3 param eters: Here 2TR and 1TR

represent the two sodn trace form and the one spin trace from respectively. Cubic and Even—
0dd mmply the cubic wall source and the even-odd wall source regpectively and Bk (M o)

m eans Interpolation to the physical quark m ass.

H Trace Fom (Source) H 1 ‘ 2 ‘ 3 ‘ ?/dof. H Bk (ng) H
2TR (Cubic) 0372(©2) | 98332) | 21.6(95) 1.06 0.655@21)
2TR Even-Odd) 0416@6) | -743(37) | -15.9@102) 203 0.636 (28)
ITR Even-©dd) 0408 (112) | 830480) | 192 (122) 052 0.633(27)

Tabl 11: Covarance tting of tadpole—in proved renom alized Bk with 3 param eters at
thescakof = =a:Here2TR and 1TR represent the two soin trace form and the one soin
trace from respectively. Cubic and Even-O dd in ply the cubic wall source and the even-odd
wall source respectively and Bk (m 4) m eans Interpolation to the physical quark m ass.

| Trace Fom (Source) | 1 | 2 | ?/dof | Bx tmx) |

2TR (Cubic) 0293 (14) | 0397 (66) 0.897 0.638 (21)
2TR (Even-Odd) 028921) | 0334(82) 153 0.619(28)
ITR Even-©dd) 0.346(24) | 0191 (84) 0.70 0.702 (35)

Tablk 12: Covariance tting ofunrenom alized By wih 2 param eters: Here 2TR and 1TR
represent the two spin trace form and the one soin trace from respectively. Cubic and Even—
0dd Imnply the cubic wall source and the even-odd wall source regpectively and Bx Mk )
m eans interpolation to the physical K m eson m ass.

| Trace Fom (Source) | | > | #/dof] Bx tmx) |

2TR (Cubic) 0301 (14) | 0300(67) 0.89 0.636(21)
2TR (Even-Odd) 0297@1) | 0255@83) 183 0.619(28)
1ITR Even-©dd) 0300@1) | 0.18481) 047 0.612(29)

Tablk 13: Covariance tting of tadpole-in proved renomn alized By with 2 param eters at
thescalkof = =a:Here2TR and 1TR represent the two soin trace form and the one spin
trace from respectively. Cubic and Even-O dd in ply the cubic wall source and the even-odd
wall source regpectively and Bx (m x ) m eans interpolation to the physical K m eson m ass.
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we shall quote the covariance tting resuls of the cubic wall source data as our best value.
For the second trial function, the uncertainty In the lattice scale a and the decay constant
f (fx ) produces uncertainty In Bx fm ) of the sam e order of m agniude as the statistical
uncertainty, whilk covariance tting to the st trial function isnot asmuch sensitive to the
lattice scale a and the decay constant £ . Hence, we choose the resuls of the covariance

tting to the st tting trial unction w ith three param eters on the bootstrap ensam bles as
our best value. Interpolated from the st tting trial function, the physical resuls are

0:660 (21)
0:65521) ; (68)

unrenom alized Bx Mk )

renomalized WD R.)Bx mg; = —)
a

whereN D R .In pliesnaive dim ensionalregularization schem e and the errors represent purely
statistical uncertainty. H ere the physical resuls in ply the Bx values for the physical kaon
mass mg = 49777 M &V).Here, we have com plktely neglected the system atic ervors related
to the scalke (@) uncertainty, the coupling (0424—5) uncertainty, the contam ination from the
unw anted operator m ixing, and the contam nation from unwanted hadronic states which
can ocouplk to the operators used. W e also could not control nite volum e e ects, nite
tam perature e ects, or nite Jattice spacing e ects.

7 Conclusion

Here, we sum m arize what we have leamed through the num erical sin ulation ofBx and what
needs further nvestigation in the future.

The results for By from the improved wall source (cubic wall source) were In good
agream ent w ith those of the conventional even-odd wall source. Ik is shown that the cubic
w all source suppresses the contam ination from thew rong avor channelse ciently. H owever,
the cubic wall source takes four tin es m ore com putational tin e than the even-odd wall
source. In the Im it ofa ! 0, the SU (4) avor symm etry is supposed to be recovered and
0 there will be a serious contam ination from pssudo G oldstone pions w ith various avor
structures and the various mesons. The cubic wall source is quite prom ising in the weak
coupling region to exclude the contam nation from unwanted hadronic eigenstates.

W e can transcribe the continuum S = 2 operator to the lattice w ith staggered fem ions
In two di erent ways. Theoretically, both fom alian s of operator transcription m ust be
equivalent to each other in the Iimit a ! 0. The num erical results In the one soin trace
form alism were consistent w ith those In the two soIn trace fom alisn after the proper renor-
m alization W ith either tadpol orRG ™ S) im provem ent). W e have lreamed how in portant
the proper renom alization is, as well as the careful choice of the coupling constant for the
perturbative expansion .

W e have tried to understand the e ects of the non-degenerate quark m asses on B¢ and
the Individual com ponents m aking up Bk . The e ects of the non-degenerate quark anti-
quark pairson Bx were too an allto cbserve w ithin the precision of our num erical sin ulation
(especially nearthe region ofphysicalK meson m ass). W hy thise ect is so am allneedsm ore
carefiil theoretical investigation. Chiral perturbation theory suggests that Bp; (@xialpart
of Bx with one ocolor loop) is the best cbservable to detect the enhanced chiral logarithm s
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which are not expected to be a function ofquark m assdi erence. W e cbserved an additional
divergence which depends on the quark m ass di erence. This additional divergence needs
m ore thorough investigation and understanding. W e wonder w hether partially quenched chi-
ralperturbation can explain thisadditionaldivergence, orhow much nite volum e e ectson

B a1 depend on the lightest m ass of the non-degenerate quark antiquark pair. Q ualitatively,
chiral perturbation theory is consistent w ith our num erical work. H ow ever, m ore theoretical
research on the (partially) quenched chiralperturbation and its quenched chiral logarithm s is
necessary to see whether the (partially) quenched chiral perturbation can explain the e ects
of the non-degenerate quark antiquark pairs on Bx and is individual com ponents.

W e could not cbserve any dynam ical ferm jon e ect on B ¢ . Ik is di cukt to understand
why Intemal ferm ion loops are so unin portant or Bk , sihce the D irac eigenvalue spectrum
ofquarks is supposed to be com pletely di erent between quenched QCD and fullQCD .This
also needs further theoretical understanding.

T hrough the num erical study ofBx In this paper, we have leamed that the cubic source
m ethod is prom ising for the weak coupling sim ulation and that the one soin trace form aliam
is consistent w ith the two soin trace form alian . It is true that lattice QCD results for B
are m ore solid and believable after this work. However, it is also true that there are m any
details w hich need m ore thorough Investigation and understanding.

8 A cknow ledgem ent

One of the authors W . Lee) is ndebted a ot to Nom an H . Christ. This work could not
have been done w ithout his consistent help and encouragem ent. Helpfil discussion w ith
Robert D .M awhinney at the early stage of this work is acknow ledged w ith gratitude. O ne
of the authors W . Lee) would lke to express his sincere gratitude to D onald W eingarten
at BM T J.W atson Ressarch Center for his superb lecture of bootstrap analysis. O ne of
the authors W . Lee) would lke to thank G regory K ilcup for his kind help iIn m any ways
during his visit to Columbia University. Helpfiil discussion with Stephen Shanpe and A.
Ukawa during Santa Fe workshop is acknow ledged w ith sincere gratitude. W e would lke to
thank Zhiua D ong forhiskind help iIn gauge xing program m ing. H elpfiil conversation w ith
Shaiksh Chandrasskaharan, D ong Chen, and D ecaiZhu is acknow ledged w ith gratitude.

28



R eferences

L] AndrzejJ.Buras and M ichaela K . Harlander, A Top Quark Story: Quark M ixing, CP
V iolation, and Rare D ecays in the Standard M odel appears in H eavy F lavors, edited
by A.J.Burasand M .Linder W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore, 1992).

R] K .K Jeinknecht, CP Violation in the K® K ° System appearsin CP VIOLATION,,
edited by C . JarlK og W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore, 1989).

BIM .W ise, CALT 68-1518, Lectures delivered at Ban Summ er Instute on Particle and
Fields, Ban , Canada, Aug.14-27 1988, p.124.

Bl E.A .Paschosand U.Turke, Phys.Rep.178, 145 (1989).

Bl M .K.Gaillard and B.Les, Phys.Rev.D 10,897 (1974).

] F.J.Giman and M .B.W iss, Phys.Rev.D 27 1128 (1983).
[[1F.J.Giman and M .B.W iss, Phys.Rev.D 20 2393 (1979).

Bl A J.Buras,M .Jam in and P H .W eisz, Nucl. Phys.B 347 491 (1990).

O] S.R. Share, A .Pate], R.Gupta, G.Gurahik and G .W .K ilcup, Nucl Phys. B 286,

253 (1987).

[L0] Stephen R . Sharpe, Staggerad Fem ions on the Lattice and , Kaon D ecays wih
appear In Standard M odel, H adron P henom enology and W eak D ecays on the
Lattice, DOE/ER /40614-5.

[11] W eonpng Lee and M arkus K lom fass, Phys.Rev.D 51, 6426 (1995).

[L2] S. Sharpe, NucL Phys.B (P roc. Suppl) 26, 197 (1992); NucL phys.B @ roc. Suppl)
17,146 (1990); Nucl phys.B (P roc. Suppl) 7A , 255 (1989).

[L3] S.Share, NucL Phys.B (P roc. Suppl) 20, 429 (1991).

[14] S. Share, Nucl. Phys.B (P roc. Suppl) 34, 403 (1993).

5] G regory K ilcup, Phys. Rev. Lett. Vol 71, 1677 (1993).

6] G .Kilup, S. Sharpe, R .Gupta and A .Patel, Phys. Rev. Lett. Vol 64, 25 (1990).
[17] G regory K ilcup, Nucl Phys.B (P roc. Suppl) 17, 533 (1990).

[18] G regoxry W .K ilcup, Stephen R . Sharpe, Rapn G upta and Apooxva Patel, Phys. Rev.
Lett.Vol 64,25 (1990).

[L9] N . Ishizuka, M .Fukugia, H .M no,M .Okawa, Y . Shizawa and A . Ukawa, Phys. Rev.
Lett.Vol 71, 24 (1993).

29



R0] N . Ishizuka, M .Fukugita, H .M ino,M .Okawa, Y . Shizawa and A .Ukawa, NucL Phys.
B (Proc.Suppl) 30, 415 (1993).

R1] W eonpng Lee and M arkusK lom fass, NucLPhys.B (P roc.Suppl) 47, 469 (1996); Nucl
Phys.B (Proc.Suppl) 42, 418 (1995).

R2] M .Fukugia, N . Ishizuka, H M lno, M .Okawa, and A . Ukawa, Phys.Rev.D 47, 4739
(1993).

23] Stephen R . Sharpe, Phys.Rev.D 46, 3146 (1992).
R4] Clhude W .Bemard and M aarten F L. G olterm an, Phys. Rev.D 46, 853 (1992).
R5] Clhude W .Bemard and M aarten F L. G olterm an, Phys. Rev.D 49, 486 (1994).

6] Rapan Gupta, Gerald Guralnik, G regory W .K ilcup and Stephen R . Sharpe, Phys.Rev.
D 43,2003 (1991).

R7] Frank R .Brown et al, Phys.Rev.Lett. Vol 67, 1062 (1991).
28] S.Gottlieb et al.,, Phys.Rev.D 35,2531 (1981).

R9] A .Pateland S.R . Sharpe, NucL Phys.B 395, 701 (1993).
B0] N . Ishizuka and Y . Shizawa, Phys.Rev.D 49, 3519 (1994).
B1] S.R.Share and A .Patel, Nucl. Phys.B 417, 307 (1994).

B2] G .Parisi, In H igh Energy Physics{1980 XX IntermationalConference, M adison, W is—
consin), P roceedings ofthe X X IntemationalC onference on H igh E nergy P hysics, edited
by L.Durandand LG .Pondrom ,ATP Conf.Proc.No.68 AIP,New York, 1981) 1531.

B3] P.Lepage and P.M ackenzie, Phys.Rev.D 48, 2250 (1993).

B4] W .Lee,Phys.Rev.D 49, 3563 (1994).

B5] J.Bihens, H.Sonoda and M .W ise, Phys.Rev.Lett. 53, 2367 (1984).

B6] JF .Donohue, E .G olowich and B R .Holstein, Phys. Lett.B 119, 412 (1982).
B7]1 W .Bardeen, A .Burasand JM .Gerard, Phys. Lett. B 221, 343 (1988).

[38] P.Langacker and H .Pagels, Phys.Rev.D 8, 4595 (1973).

B9] Thisdata isprovided to us through personal com m unication w ith G regory K ilcup. This
is acknow kedged w ith gratitude.

30



/00 ——mMmmm™@™@m@mmmm——————————————

60.0

50.0 ﬁEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
: EE’.

40.0 -

30.0

20.0 r

Vacuum Saturation

10.0 r

00 b e

Figure 1: Vacuum saturation wih respect to tine. mga= mgsa = 0.0l. Calculated w ith the
even-odd source m ethod In the two spin trace form alisn .
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Figure 2: Vacuum saturation wih respect to tine. mga= mgsa = 0.0l. Calculated w ith the
cubic wall source m ethod in the two spin trace form alisn .
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Figure 3: M ¢ with repecttotine.mga= ma = 0.0l. Caloulated w ith the even-odd wall
source m ethod In the two soin trace form alian .
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Figure 4: M ¢ wih respect to tine. mga = mgsa = 001l. Calculated wih the cubic wall
source m ethod In the two soin trace form alian .
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Figure 5: M ¢ with repecttotine.mga= ma = 0.0l. Caloulated w ith the even-odd wall
source m ethod In the one spin trace fom alisn .
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Figure 6: Unrenom alized By with resgpect to tine. mga = msa = 0.0l. Calculated w ith
the even-odd wall source m ethod In the two soIn trace form alian .
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Figure 7: Unrenom alized By with resgpect to tine. mgqga = msa = 0.0l. Calculated w ith
the cubic wall source m ethod in the two spin trace form alisn .
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Figure 8: Unrenom alized By with regpect to tine. mgqa = msa = 0.0l. Calculated w ith
the even-odd wall source m ethod In the one spin trace form alisn .
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B, of the wrong flavor channel
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Figure 9: Unrenom alized Bx with thewrong avorstructure (((V +A) S)?TR with respect
totime. mga= mza= 0:02. Calkulated w ith the even-odd wall source m ethod in the two
Foin trace form alian .
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Figure 10: Unrenom alized Bx wih the wrong avor structure ((V + A) S)?TR with
respect to tine. mga = mgza = 0:02. Caloulated w ith the cubic wall source m ethod in the
two soin trace form alisn .
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Figure 11: Unrenom alized By wih resoect to average quark m ass. The lked circles rep—
resent the data from the cubic wall source. The em pty squares represent the data from the
even-odd wall source. A 1l the data are obtained using the two soin trace form alian .
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Figure 12: Unrenom alized Bk w ih respect to average quark m ass. The lled circles repre—
sent the data from the one son trace form . The em pty squares represent the data from the
two soin trace form . Both data are obtained using an even-odd wall source.
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Figure 13: Tadpole—in proved renom alized Bk w ith respect to average quark m ass. =
The Iled circles represent the results from the one spin trace form . The em pty squares
represent the results from the two soin trace form . Both resuls are obtained using an

even-odd wall source.
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=a. The Ilkd circles represent the results from the one spin trace om . The em pty squares
represent the results from the two soin trace form . Both resuls are obtained using an
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Figure 15: Bp1, Ba, with resgect to average quark m ass. Three data points w ith average
quark mass 2 £0:01;002;0:03g correspond to the degenerate quark m asses. T he other four
data points correspond to the non-degenerate m asses. T he data are obtained using the two
soin trace form alism w ith the cubic wall source m ethod.
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Figure 16: By, By, wih respect to average quark m ass. T hree data points w ith average
quark mass 2 £0:01;002;0:03g correspond to the degenerate quark m asses. T he other four
data points correspond to the non-degenerate m asses. T he data are obtained using the two
soin trace formm alisn w ith the cubic wall source m ethod.
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Figure 17: B a; wih respect to average quark m ass. The quark m ass pairs are (0.004,
0.01), (0.004,0.02), (0.01,0.03) and (0.004, 0.05). The data are cbtained using the two spon
trace form alisn w ith the cubic wall source m ethod.
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Figure 18: Unrenom alized By , Bx and B, wih respect to average quark m ass. The data
are obtained using the two soin trace form alisn w ith the cubic wall source m ethod.
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Figure 19: B i wih respect to average quark m ass. T he data are obtained using the two
soin trace form alism w ith the cubic wall source m ethod.
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Figure 20: B i wih respect to average quark m ass. T he data are obtained using the two
soin trace formm alisn w ith the even-odd wall source m ethod.
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Figure 21: B i wih respect to average quark m ass. T he data are ocbtained using the one
soin trace formm alisn w ith the even-odd wall source m ethod.
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