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A bstract

The paper collects the various pieces of infomm ation concem-—
Ing the relative size of m ,;myg and m . A coherent picture re—
sults, which constrains the m ass ratios to a rather narrow range:
m,=m4q= 0553 0043, m=m4= 189 08.
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1. Iwish to show that recent resuls of chiral perturbation theory al-
low a rather accurate detem ination of the relative size of m ,; mg and mg.
T he paper am ounts to an update of earlier work []{ §] based on the same
m ethod. Sum rules and num erical sin ulations 0ofQ CD on a lattice represent
altemative approaches w ith a broader scope { they pem it a determm ination
not only ofthe ratiosm , :m 4 :m ¢, but also of the iIndividual quark m asses,
Including the heavy ones. The sum rul resuls for the ratios are sub gct to
com paratively large errors [, §]. Conceming the lattice technigue, consid—
erable progress has been made [§, 10]. It is di culr, however, to properly
acoount for the vacuum uctuations generated by quarks w ith sm allm asses.
Further progress w ith light dynam ical ferm jons is required before the num —
bers obtained form ,=m 4 orm =m 4 can be taken at face value.

2. The quark m asses depend on the renom alization schem e. Chiralper-
turbation theory treats the m ass tem of the light quarks, m ,GQu + m 4dd +
m . Ss, as a perturbation [11, 12]. Tt exploits the fact that, for m ass inde-
pendent renom alization schem es, the operatorsiu, dd and Ss transom as
m em bers of the representation (3;3 )+ (3 ;3). Since all other operatorsw ith
this transform ation property are ofhigher din ension, the nom alization con—
ventions form ,,m 4 and m ¢ then di eronly by a avour-independent factor.
T he factor, In particular, also depends on the renom alization scale, but In
the ratios m ,=m 4 and m ¢=m 4, i drops out { these represent convention—
Independent pure num bers.

3. The kading orderm ass form ulae for the G oldstone bosons follow from
the relation of G ellM ann, O akes and Renner. D isregarding the electrom ag-
netic interaction, they read M % = @, + mg)B, M7, = (m, + m,)B,
M If o= Mg+ my)B,where the constant of proportionality is determm ined by
the quark condensate: B = J0jauPiFF 2. Solving or the quark m asses and
form Ing ratios, this constant drops out, so that m ,=m 4 and m =m 4 m ay be
expressed In temn s of ratios of m eson m asses. Current algebra also shows
that them assdi erence betiveen the * and the © isalm ost exclusively due
to the electrom agnetic interaction { the contrlbution generated by m 4 6 m
isoforder ny m,)? and therefre tiny. M oreover, the D ashen theoram
states that, In the chiral lim i, the electrom agnetic contrbutions to M 1§+
and to M 2, are the sam e, whik the self energies ofK ° and ° vanish. Us-
ing these relations to correct for the electrom agnetic self energies, the above



lowest orderm ass om ule yield fi,]
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4. These relations and the analysis given below are based on the hypo-
thesis that the quark condensate isthe leading order param eter ofthe sponta-
neously broken symm etry. This hypothesis is questioned in refs. [13], where
a m ore general scenario is described, referred to as generalized chiral per—
turbation theory: Stem and co-workers investigate the possbility that the
correction of O (m ?) in theexpansion M = (m ,+m 4)B+0 m ?) is com parable
w ith or even larger than the tem that originates in the quark condensate.
Indeed, the availablk evidence does not exclude this possibility, but a beau—
tifi1] experim ental proposal has been made fl4]: *  atom s decay into a
pair of neutral pions, through the strong transition * ! ° %, Because
them om entum transfer nearly vanishes, the decay rate is determm ined by the
combination a, a, of S-wave scattering lengths. Since chiral sym m etry
In plies that G oldstone bosons of zero energy do not interact, ag;a, vanish in
the lmitm  ;m4! 0. The transition am plitude, therefore, directly m easures
the sym m etry breaking generated by m ,;m 4. Standard chiral perturbation
theory yields very sharp predictions forag;a, [[5], while the generalized sce-
nario does not {{6]. A measurem ent of the lifsttine ofa *  atom would
thus allow us to decide w hether or not the quark condensate represents the
leading order param eter.

5. The contributions of rst non-lkeading order were worked out In ref.

2]. A s is tums out, the correction in them ass ratio M Efo M 1§+ )=(MI§
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Mé—m+msfl+ +0 @m?) @)
M2 myg+mg " g7
MZ, MZ. mgq m, 5
= fl+ + 0 :
MI% M2 ms m M ([n)g

The quantity y acoounts for the breaking of SU (3) and is related to the



e ective coupling constants L 5 and Lg:

8M 2 M?)
v = @Ly Ls)+ Jogs : 3)
Thetem Ilogsstands forthe logarithm s characteristic of chiral perturoation
theory (for an explicit expression, see {12]). The above relations in ply that

the double ratio
,_ mi m?
Q%= —4——— @
m d m u
is given by a ratio ofm eson m asses, up to corrections of second order,
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The result may be visualized by pltting m ¢=m 4 versus m ,=m 4 [7]. The
constraint then takes the form ofan ellipss,
m, 2 1 mg 2
= + = = =1; 6)
mg Q2 myg
wih Q asm apr sam taxis, the m Inor one being equalto 1 (for sim plicity, T
have discarded the tem 1 ?=m 2, which is num erically very sn all).
6. Them eson m asses occurring In the double ratio ) refertopureQCD .
C orrecting forthe electrom agnetic self energiesw ith the D ashen theorem , the
quantiy Q beoom es

MZ,+M7Z, MZ+MA)MZ+MZ2. MZ2Z4 M?A)
4M %, M2, M2, +M?%4 M#%)

KO K+

Q) = )
Num erically, this yields Qp = 242. For this value of the sam iaxis, the
ellipse passes through the point soeci ed by W einberg’s m ass ratios, which
corresgpondto vy =0;Q0=0Qp .

The D ashen theoram is sub ct to corrections from higher order tem s in
the chiralexpansion, w hich are analysed in several recent papers. D onoghue,
Holstein and W yler L8] estin ate the contributions arising from vectorm eson
exchange and conclude that these give rise to Jarge corrections, increasing the
valuie M g+ Mg o0)em .= 13M €V predicted by D ashen to 2:3M &V . A ccording
to Baur and Urech [13], however, the model used is n con ict with chiral
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symm etry: although the perturbations due to vector m eson exchange are
enhanced by a relatively an allenergy denom nator, chiral sym m etry prevents
them from being large. In view ofthis, it is puzzling that B thens R0], who
evaluates the s=lf energies w thin the m odel of Bardeen et al., nds an even
largere ect, M x+ Mg o)em:’ 2%6M&V. The implications of the above
estin ates for the value of Q are illustrated on the rhs. of g. 1.

R ecently, the electrom agnetic self energies have been analysed w ithin lat-
tice QCD [IQ]. The resul of this calculation, Mg+ Mgo)en.= 19MeV,
indicates that the corrections to the D ashen theoram are indeed substantial,
although not quite as large as found in refs. [18,20]. The uncertainties ofthe
lattice resutt are ofthe sam e type as those occurring in direct determ inations
ofthe quark m asses w ith thism ethod. Them assdi erence between K * and
K %, however, is predom inantly due tom 4> m ,, not to the em . Interaction.
An error of 20 In the self energy a ects the value of Q by only about 3% .
T he termm s neglected when evaliating Q ? w ith the m eson m asses are of order

MZ M ?%)?M J, where M is the m ass scake relevant for the exchange of
scalar or pseudoscalar states, M o M., ' M o E]. The corresponding error
in the result orQ is also ofthe order of 3% { the uncertainties in the value
Q = 228 that follows from the lattice resul are signi cantly an aller than
those ocbtained for the quark m asses w ith the sam e m ethod.

7. Theisospinviclatingdecay ! 3 allowsonetom easurethe sam faxis
in an entirely independentm anner 27]. T he transition am plitude ism uch less
sensitive to the uncertainties associated w ith the electrom agnetic interaction
than theK ° K * massdi erence: theem . contribution is suppressed by chi-

ralsymm etry and isnegligbly snall R2]. Thedecay ! 3 thus represents
a sensitive probe of the sym m etry breaking generated bymy m . It is con—
venient to write the decay rate in the om | + o= , Qp=Q)*, where

Qp isspecied ;neq. (}). Asshown in ref. R1)], chiral perturbation theory
to one loop yields a param eter-free prediction for the constant . Updating
the value of F , the num erical result reads o= 168 50&V . A though the
calculation includes all corrections of rst non—Jleading order, the error bar is
large. The problem orighates n the nal state Interaction, which strongly
am pli es the transition probability in part of the D alitz plot. T he one-loocp
calculation does acoount for this phenom enon, but only to leading order in
the low energy expansion. The nalstate Interaction is analysed m ore accu—
rately in two recent papers 23, 24], which exploit the fact that analyticity
and unitarity determ ne the am pliude up to a f&w subtraction constants.
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Figure 1: The lhs. indicates the values of Q corresponding to the various
experin ental results for the rate of thedecay ! * O, The rhs. shows
the results for Q obtained with four di erent theoretical estin ates for the
electrom agnetic s=lf energies of the kaons.

For these, the corrections to the current algebra predictions are an all, be-
cause they are barely a ected by the nal state interaction. A lthough the
dispersive fram ework used In the two papers di ers, the resuls are nearly
the sam e: whilke Kambor, W iesendanger and W yler obtain o= 209 20e&V,
weget ¢=219 226&V. This show s that the theoretical uncertainties of the
dispersive calculation are sn all.
U nfortunately, the experin ental situation is not clear 25]. The value of
Lo+ o relies on the rate ofthe decay into two photons. The two di erent
m ethodsofm easuring (ehoton {photon collisions and P rim ako e ect)
yield con icting results. W hile the data based on the Prin ako e ect are
In perfect agreem ent with the number Q = 242, which Pllows from the
D ashen theorem, the data yield a signi cantly lower result (see lhs.
of g. 2). The statistics is dom inated by the data. Using the overall
t of the Particke Data Group, . « o= 283 28e&V R§], and adding
errors quadratically, we obtain Q = 2277 0:8, to be com pared with the
result Q = 224 09 given ;n ref. 23]. W ith this value of Q, the low
energy theorem (§) in plies that the electrom agnetic self energy am ounts to
Mg+ Mgodem .= 2MeV, towihin an uncertainty of the order of 20% , In
agreem ent w ith the Jattice result. I conclude that, within the ram arkably



an all errors of the Individual detemm nations, the two di erent m ethods of
m easuring Q are consistent w ith each other, but repeat that one ofthese relies
on the lifetin e of the , where the experin ental situation is not satisfactory.

8. Kaplan and M anchar [17] pointed out that a change in the quark
mases ofthe orm m?=m,+ mgmg (ycl:u! d! s ! u) may be
absorbed In a change ofthe e ective coupling constants Lg; L;; Lg. The re—
suls obtained w ith the e ective Lagrangian for them eson m asses, scattering
am plitudes and m atrix elem ents of the vector and axial currents are invari-
ant under the operation. Conversly, since the ratios m ,=m 4 and m s=m 4
do not rem ain invariant, they cannot be detem ined w ith the experin ental
low energy inform ation conceming these observablesi. Tn particular, phe-
nom enology by itself does not exclude the valuem = 0, w dely discussed In
the literature RG], as a possble solution of the strong CP puzzle.

W e are not dealing wih a symmetry of QCD, nor is the e ective La—
grangian intrinsically am biguous: even at the level of the e ective theory,
the predictions for the m atrix elem ents of the scalar and psesudoscalar opera—
tors are not Invariant under the above transform ation. Since an experin ental
probe sensitive to these is not available, however, the size of the correction

v I eg. @) cannot be detem ined on purely phenom enolbgical grounds {
theoretical nput is needed for this purpose. In the follow Ing, I use the 1N .
expansion and the requirem ent that SU (3) represents a decent approxin ate
symm etry. For a m ore detailed discussion of the issue, I refer to [§].

9. The problem disappears in the largeN . lm it, because the transfor-
mationm?=m, + mym, vichtes the Zweig uk [3,4]. ForN.! 1 ,the
quark loop graph that gives rise to the U (1) anom aly is suppressed, so that
QCD acquires an additional sym m etry, whose soontaneous breakdown gives
rise to a ninth G oldstone boson, the °. The inplications for the e ective
Lagrangian are extensively discussed in the literature, and the kading tem s
in the expansion in powers of 1=N . were worked out long ago 27]. M ore
recently, the analysis was extended to rst non—-Jeading order, accounting for
all tem s which are suppressed either by one power of 1=N . orby one power
of the quark m assm atrix R§]. This fram ework leads to the bound

m > 0 ; @)

1T he transform ation m aps the elliptic constraint onto itself: to rst order i isospin
breaking, the quantitly 1=0 % m ay equivalently bewritten as m3 m2)=@m2 m3), and
thedierencesm? m2;mZ m3;m? m?2 are nvarant.
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Figure 2: Quark mass ratios. The dot corresponds to W ennberg’s values,
w hile the cross represents the estim ates given in ref. P]. T he hatched region
is excluded by thebound > 0. The error ellipse shown is characterized
by the constraintsQ = 2257 08, y > 0,R < 44, which are indicated by
dashed lines.

which excludes the hatched region n g. 2. Sihce the W ennberg ratios
corresoond to  y = 0, they are located at the boundary of this region. In
view of the elliptic constraint, the bound in particular inplies m ,=m 4~ %
and thus excludes a m assless u—quark.
10. An upper lim it form ,=m 4 m ay be obtained from the branching ratio
o, o= o . D isregarding electrom agnetic contrbutions RY], the ratio
of transition am plitudes is proportionalto myg my)=Mms mM):

j O
TO! + 0 3 3

= 1+ ;
T o 4R( )i

1 mg My
R me m

SU (3) predicts that, for quarks ofequalm ass, o vanishes: thistem repre—
sents an SU (3)-breaking e ect oforderm ¢ . The data on the branching
rmtomplyR= 31 4) 1+ o), where the given error only accounts forthe
experin ental accuracy. T he breaking of SU (3) isanalysed in ref. 9], on the
basis of the multipole expansion. The calculation yields a ram arkably an all



result or o, ndicating a value of R close to 31, but the validiy of the
multipole expansion for the relevant transition m atrix elem ents is doubtfiil
Q1. M oreover, g. 2 shows that the result of this calcuation is in con ict
w ith the largeN . bound. Sihce the quark m ass ratios given I refs. fi] rely
on the value of R obtained in this way, they face the sam e ob ctions.

At the present kevel of theoretical understanding, them agnitude of o is
too uncertain to allow a determm ination of R, but I do not see any reason
to doubt that SU (3) represents a decent approxin ate symm etry also for
cham onium . The scale of st order SU (3) breaking e ects such as  y ,
Fx F )=F or oissstby M7 M ?)=MZ’ 025. Indeed, a correction
of this size would rem ove the discrepancy w ith the largeN . bound. Large
valies of R, on the other hand, are inconsistent with the eightfold way.
A s a conservative upper lim it for the breaking of SU 3), Tuse j oj< 04.
Expressed n temtm s of R, this InpliesR < 44. The valuiem =t = 29 7,
obtained by B ijiens, Pradesand deRafaelw ith QCD sum rulks B, yieldsan
Independent check: the lower end ofthis nterval correspondsto y < 047.
Figure 2 show s that this constraint also restricts the allowed region to the
right and is only slightly weaker than the above condition on R .

11. The net resul for the quark m ass ratios is indicated by the shaded
error ellipse N g. 2, which is de ned by the follow ing three constraints:
(i) On the upper and lower sides, the ellipse is bounded by the two dashed
lines that correspond to Q = 2277 08. (1) To the kft, i touches the
hatched region, excluded by the largeN . bound. (iii) O n the right, Tuse the
upper Im it R < 44, which follow s from the observed value of the branching

ratio o o= o .The coresponding range of the various param eters of
Interest is
mu mS mS
— = 05853 0043 ; —=189 08 ; = 344 397 ;
mg mg my
mg m mg
— =408 32 ; —=244 15 ; v = 0065 0065 :
mg my m

W hile the central value form ,=m 4 happens to coincide w ith the leading
order formula, the one for m ;=m 4 tums out to be slightly analler. The
di erence, which am ounts to 6% , orighhates in the fact that the available
data on the lifetim e as well as the Jattice result for the electrom agnetic
self energies of the kaons in ply a som ew hat an aller value of Q than what is
predicted by the D ashen theorem , in agreem ent w ith ref. [Fl.
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T he resukt forthe ratio of isospin—to SU (3)-breakingm assdi erences, R =
408 32, con m stheearly determ inations describbed in IZ]. A sshown there,
the m ass splittings in the baryon octet yield three ndependent estim ates of
R,ie.51 10 W P),43 4 ( *)and 42 6 ( 9)&. These num bers
are perfectly consistent w ith the value given above. A recent reanalysis of

! m xing 31]kadstoR = 41 4 and thus corroborates the picture further.

I nd it rem arkabl that, despite the problem s generated by the deter-
m inant of the D irac operator for quark m asses of realistic size, the lattice
results for the m ass ratios are quite close to the above num bers. The m ost
recent values arem ,=m 4= 0512 0006, mgq m,)=m = 0:0249 00003,
where the error only accounts for the statistical noise {[(]. T hey correspond
toQ =229, y =0,R= 386 { the place where the error ellipse shown In

g. 2 touches the lJargeN . bound.

Finally, I use the value ofm ¢ obtained with QCD sum rles [], ] as an
Input and calculate m , and m 4 with the above ratios. The result for the
munningmasses n theM S scheme at scale = 1G &V reads

m,=51 09Me&V ; mg= 93 14Me&V ; mgs= 175 28Me&V
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