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A bstract

The paper collects the various pieces of inform ation concern-

ing the relative size ofm u;m d and m s. A coherent picture re-

sults,which constrainsthem assratiosto a rathernarrow range:

m u=m d= 0:553� 0:043,m s=m d= 18:9� 0:8.
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1. I wish to show that recent results ofchiralperturbation theory al-

low a ratheraccurate determ ination ofthe relative size ofm u;m d and m s.

The paperam ountsto an update ofearlierwork [1]{[6]based on the sam e

m ethod.Sum rulesand num ericalsim ulationsofQCD on a latticerepresent

alternative approacheswith a broaderscope { they perm ita determ ination

notonly oftheratiosm u :m d :m s,butalso oftheindividualquark m asses,

including the heavy ones.The sum ruleresultsforthe ratiosaresubjectto

com paratively large errors[7,8]. Concerning the lattice technique,consid-

erable progress has been m ade [9,10]. It is di�cult,however,to properly

accountforthevacuum uctuationsgenerated by quarkswith sm allm asses.

Furtherprogresswith lightdynam icalferm ionsisrequired before the num -

bersobtained form u=m d orm s=m d can betaken atfacevalue.

2.Thequark m assesdepend on therenorm alization schem e.Chiralper-

turbation theory treatsthe m assterm ofthe lightquarks,m uuu + m ddd+

m sss,as a perturbation [11,12]. It exploits the fact that,for m ass inde-

pendentrenorm alization schem es,the operatorsuu,dd and ss transform as

m em bersoftherepresentation (3;3�)+ (3�;3).Sinceallotheroperatorswith

thistransform ation property areofhigherdim ension,thenorm alization con-

ventionsform u,m d and m s then di�eronly by a avour-independentfactor.

The factor,in particular,also dependson the renorm alization scale,butin

the ratios m u=m d and m s=m d,it drops out { these represent convention-

independentpurenum bers.

3.Theleading orderm assform ulaefortheGoldstonebosonsfollow from

therelation ofGell-M ann,Oakesand Renner.Disregarding theelectrom ag-

netic interaction, they read M 2

�+
= (m u + m d)B , M

2

K + = (m u + m s)B ,

M 2

K 0 = (m d + m s)B ,wheretheconstantofproportionality isdeterm ined by

the quark condensate:B = jh0juuj0ij=F 2

�
.Solving forthe quark m assesand

form ing ratios,thisconstantdropsout,so thatm u=m d and m s=m d m ay be

expressed in term s ofratios ofm eson m asses. Current algebra also shows

thatthem assdi�erencebetween the�+ and the�0 isalm ostexclusively due

to theelectrom agneticinteraction { thecontribution generated by m d 6= m u

is oforder (m d � m u)
2 and therefore tiny. M oreover,the Dashen theorem

states that,in the chirallim it,the electrom agnetic contributions to M 2

K +

and to M 2

�+
are the sam e,while the selfenergiesofK 0 and �0 vanish. Us-

ing theserelationsto correctfortheelectrom agneticselfenergies,theabove
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lowestorderm assform ulaeyield [1]

m u

m d

=
M 2

K + � M 2

K 0 + 2M 2

�0
� M 2

�+

M 2

K 0 � M 2

K + + M 2

�+

= 0:55 ; (1)

m s

m d

=
M 2

K 0 + M 2

K + � M 2

�+

M 2

K 0 � M 2

K + + M 2

�+

= 20:1 :

4. These relationsand the analysisgiven below are based on the hypo-

thesisthatthequarkcondensateistheleadingorderparam eterofthesponta-

neously broken sym m etry.Thishypothesisisquestioned in refs.[13],where

a m ore generalscenario is described,referred to as generalized chiralper-

turbation theory: Stern and co-workers investigate the possibility thatthe

correction ofO (m 2)in theexpansion M 2

�
= (m u+m d)B+O (m

2)iscom parable

with oreven largerthan the term thatoriginatesin the quark condensate.

Indeed,the available evidence doesnotexclude thispossibility,buta beau-

tifulexperim entalproposalhas been m ade [14]: �+ �� atom s decay into a

pairofneutralpions,through the strong transition �+ �� ! �0�0. Because

them om entum transfernearly vanishes,thedecay rateisdeterm ined by the

com bination a0� a2 ofS-wave �� scattering lengths.Since chiralsym m etry

im pliesthatGoldstonebosonsofzero energy donotinteract,a0;a2 vanish in

thelim itm u;m d! 0.Thetransition am plitude,therefore,directly m easures

the sym m etry breaking generated by m u;m d. Standard chiralperturbation

theory yieldsvery sharp predictionsfora0;a2 [15],whilethegeneralized sce-

nario doesnot[16]. A m easurem ent ofthe lifetim e ofa �+ �� atom would

thusallow usto decide whetherornotthe quark condensate representsthe

leading orderparam eter.

5. The contributions of�rst non-leading order were worked out in ref.

[12].Asisturnsout,thecorrection in them assratio (M 2

K 0 � M 2

K + )=(M
2

K
�

M 2

�
)isthesam eastheonein M 2

K
=M 2

�
:

M 2

K

M 2

�

=
m̂ + m s

m u + m d

f1+ � M + O (m 2)g ; (2)

M 2

K 0 � M 2

K +

M 2

K
� M 2

�

=
m d � m u

m s � m̂
f1+ � M + O (m 2)g :

The quantity � M accounts forthe breaking ofSU(3)and isrelated to the
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e�ective coupling constantsL 5 and L8:

� M =
8(M 2

K
� M 2

�
)

F 2

�

(2L8 � L5)+ �logs : (3)

Theterm �logsstandsforthelogarithm scharacteristicofchiralperturbation

theory (foran explicitexpression,see [12]).The above relationsim ply that

thedoubleratio

Q
2 =

m 2

s
� m̂ 2

m 2

d
� m 2

u

(4)

isgiven by a ratio ofm eson m asses,up to correctionsofsecond order,

Q
2
�
M 2

K

M 2

�

�
M 2

K
� M 2

�

M 2

K 0 � M 2

K +

f1+ O (m 2)g : (5)

The result m ay be visualized by plotting m s=m d versus m u=m d [17]. The

constraintthen takestheform ofan ellipse,

�
m u

m d

�
2

+
1

Q 2

�
m s

m d

�
2

= 1 ; (6)

with Q asm ajorsem i-axis,them inoronebeing equalto 1 (forsim plicity,I

havediscarded theterm m̂ 2=m 2

s
,which isnum erically very sm all).

6.Them eson m assesoccurringin thedoubleratio(5)refertopureQCD.

Correctingfortheelectrom agneticselfenergieswith theDashen theorem ,the

quantity Q becom es

Q
2

D
=
(M 2

K 0 + M 2

K + � M 2

�+
+ M 2

�0
)(M 2

K 0 + M 2

K + � M 2

�+
� M 2

�0
)

4M 2

�0
(M 2

K 0 � M 2

K + + M 2

�+
� M 2

�0
)

: (7)

Num erically, this yields QD = 24:2. For this value ofthe sem i-axis, the

ellipse passesthrough the pointspeci�ed by W einberg’sm assratios,which

correspond to � M = 0;Q = QD .

TheDashen theorem issubjectto correctionsfrom higherorderterm sin

thechiralexpansion,which areanalysed in severalrecentpapers.Donoghue,

Holstein and W yler[18]estim atethecontributionsarisingfrom vectorm eson

exchangeand concludethatthesegiverisetolargecorrections,increasingthe

value(M K +�M K 0)e:m := 1:3M eV predicted byDashen to2:3M eV.According

to Baur and Urech [19],however,the m odelused is in conict with chiral

3



sym m etry: although the perturbations due to vector m eson exchange are

enhanced byarelativelysm allenergydenom inator,chiralsym m etryprevents

them from being large.In view ofthis,itispuzzling thatBijnens[20],who

evaluatestheselfenergieswithin them odelofBardeen etal.,�ndsan even

larger e�ect,(M K + � M K 0)e:m :’ 2:6M eV. The im plications ofthe above

estim atesforthevalueofQ areillustrated on ther.h.s.of�g.1.

Recently,theelectrom agneticselfenergieshavebeen analysed within lat-

tice QCD [10]. The resultofthiscalculation,(M K + � M K 0)e:m := 1:9 M eV,

indicatesthatthecorrectionsto theDashen theorem areindeed substantial,

although notquiteaslargeasfound in refs.[18,20].Theuncertaintiesofthe

latticeresultareofthesam etypeasthoseoccurringin directdeterm inations

ofthequark m asseswith thism ethod.Them assdi�erencebetween K + and

K 0,however,ispredom inantly dueto m d> m u,notto thee.m .interaction.

An errorof20% in the selfenergy a�ectsthe valueofQ by only about3% .

Theterm sneglected when evaluating Q 2 with them eson m assesareoforder

(M 2

K
� M 2

�
)2=M 4

0
,where M 0 isthe m ass scale relevantforthe exchange of

scalarorpseudoscalarstates,M 0 ’ M a0
’ M �0 [4]. The corresponding error

in theresultforQ isalso oftheorderof3% { theuncertaintiesin thevalue

Q = 22:8 that follows from the lattice result are signi�cantly sm aller than

thoseobtained forthequark m asseswith thesam em ethod.

7.Theisospin-violatingdecay� ! 3� allowsonetom easurethesem i-axis

inanentirelyindependentm anner[21].Thetransitionam plitudeism uch less

sensitiveto theuncertaintiesassociated with theelectrom agneticinteraction

than theK 0�K + m assdi�erence:thee.m .contribution issuppressed bychi-

ralsym m etry and isnegligibly sm all[22].Thedecay � ! 3� thusrepresents

a sensitiveprobeofthesym m etry breaking generated by m d� m u.Itiscon-

venientto write the decay rate in the form ��! �+ �� �0 = �0(QD =Q)
4,where

QD isspeci�ed in eq. (7).Asshown in ref. [21],chiralperturbation theory

to oneloop yieldsa param eter-freeprediction fortheconstant�0.Updating

the value ofF�,the num ericalresultreads�0= 168� 50eV. Although the

calculation includesallcorrectionsof�rstnon-leading order,theerrorbaris

large. The problem originatesin the �nalstate interaction,which strongly

am pli�esthe transition probability in partofthe Dalitzplot.The one-loop

calculation doesaccountforthisphenom enon,butonly to leading orderin

thelow energy expansion.The�nalstateinteraction isanalysed m oreaccu-

rately in two recentpapers[23,24],which exploitthe factthatanalyticity

and unitarity determ ine the am plitude up to a few subtraction constants.
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Figure 1: The l.h.s. indicatesthe valuesofQ corresponding to the various

experim entalresultsfortherateofthedecay �! �+ �� �0.Ther.h.s.shows

the results for Q obtained with four di�erent theoreticalestim ates for the

electrom agneticselfenergiesofthekaons.

Forthese,the corrections to the current algebra predictions are sm all,be-

cause they are barely a�ected by the �nalstate interaction. Although the

dispersive fram ework used in the two papers di�ers,the results are nearly

thesam e:whileKam bor,W iesendangerand W ylerobtain �0= 209� 20eV,

weget�0= 219� 22eV.Thisshowsthatthetheoreticaluncertaintiesofthe

dispersive calculation aresm all.

Unfortunately,the experim entalsituation isnotclear[25].The value of

��! �+ �� �0 relieson therateofthedecay intotwophotons.Thetwo di�erent

m ethodsofm easuring��!  (photon{photon collisionsand Prim ako�e�ect)

yield conicting results. W hile the data based on the Prim ako� e�ect are

in perfect agreem ent with the num ber Q = 24:2,which follows from the

Dashen theorem , the  data yield a signi�cantly lower result (see l.h.s.

of�g. 2). The statistics is dom inated by the  data. Using the overall

�t ofthe Particle Data Group,��! �+ �� �0 = 283� 28eV [25],and adding

errors quadratically,we obtain Q = 22:7 � 0:8,to be com pared with the

result Q = 22:4 � 0:9 given in ref. [23]. W ith this value ofQ, the low

energy theorem (5)im pliesthatthe electrom agnetic selfenergy am ountsto

(M K + � M K 0)e:m := 2 M eV,to within an uncertainty ofthe orderof20% ,in

agreem ent with the lattice result. Iconclude that,within the rem arkably
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sm allerrorsofthe individualdeterm inations,the two di�erent m ethods of

m easuringQ areconsistentwitheach other,butrepeatthatoneoftheserelies

on thelifetim eofthe�,wheretheexperim entalsituation isnotsatisfactory.

8. Kaplan and M anohar [17]pointed out that a change in the quark

m asses ofthe form m 0

u
= m u + � m d m s (cycl: u ! d ! s ! u) m ay be

absorbed in a changeofthee�ective coupling constantsL 6;L7;L8.There-

sultsobtained with thee�ectiveLagrangian forthem eson m asses,scattering

am plitudesand m atrix elem entsofthe vectorand axialcurrentsare invari-

ant under the operation. Conversely,since the ratios m u=m d and m s=m d

do notrem ain invariant,they cannotbe determ ined with the experim ental

low energy inform ation concerning these observables1. In particular,phe-

nom enology by itselfdoesnotexclude thevaluem u = 0,widely discussed in

theliterature[26],asa possiblesolution ofthestrong CP puzzle.

W e are not dealing with a sym m etry ofQCD,nor is the e�ective La-

grangian intrinsically am biguous: even at the levelofthe e�ective theory,

thepredictionsforthem atrix elem entsofthescalarand pseudoscalaropera-

torsarenotinvariantundertheabovetransform ation.Sincean experim ental

probe sensitive to these isnotavailable,however,the size ofthe correction

� M in eq.(2)cannotbedeterm ined on purely phenom enologicalgrounds{

theoreticalinputisneeded forthispurpose.In thefollowing,Iusethe1=N c

expansion and the requirem entthatSU(3)representsa decentapproxim ate

sym m etry.Fora m oredetailed discussion oftheissue,Ireferto [6].

9. The problem disappears in the large-N c lim it,because the transfor-

m ation m 0

u
= m u + � m dm s violatesthe Zweig rule [3,4]. ForN c! 1 ,the

quark loop graph thatgivesrise to theU(1)anom aly issuppressed,so that

QCD acquiresan additionalsym m etry,whosespontaneousbreakdown gives

rise to a ninth Goldstone boson,the �0. The im plications for the e�ective

Lagrangian areextensively discussed in theliterature,and theleading term s

in the expansion in powers of1=N c were worked out long ago [27]. M ore

recently,theanalysiswasextended to �rstnon-leading order,accounting for

allterm swhich aresuppressed eitherby onepowerof1=N c orby onepower

ofthequark m assm atrix [28].Thisfram ework leadsto thebound

� M > 0 ; (8)

1The transform ation m aps the elliptic constraintonto itself: to �rst order in isospin

breaking,the quantitiy 1=Q 2 m ay equivalently be written as(m 2

d
� m

2

u
)=(m 2

s
� m

2

d
),and

the di�erencesm 2

d
� m

2

u
;m

2

s
� m

2

d
;m

2

u
� m

2

s
areinvariant.
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Figure 2: Quark m ass ratios. The dot corresponds to W einberg’s values,

whilethecrossrepresentstheestim atesgiven in ref.[2].Thehatched region

isexcluded by the bound � M > 0.The errorellipse shown ischaracterized

by theconstraintsQ = 22:7� 0:8,� M > 0,R < 44,which areindicated by

dashed lines.

which excludes the hatched region in �g. 2. Since the W einberg ratios

correspond to � M = 0,they are located atthe boundary ofthisregion. In

view ofthe elliptic constraint,the bound in particular im plies m u=m d
>
�

1

2

and thusexcludesa m asslessu-quark.

10.An upperlim itform u=m d m ay beobtained from thebranching ratio

� 0!  �0=� 0!  �. Disregarding electrom agnetic contributions[29],the ratio

oftransition am plitudesisproportionalto (m d � m u)=(m s � m̂ ):

T 0!  + �0

T 0!  + �

=
3
p
3

4R
(1+ �  0) ;

1

R
�
m d � m u

m s � m̂
:

SU(3)predictsthat,forquarksofequalm ass,�  0 vanishes:thisterm repre-

sentsan SU(3)-breaking e�ectoforderm s � m̂ .Thedata on thebranching

ratioim ply R = (31� 4)(1+ �  0),wherethegiven erroronly accountsforthe

experim entalaccuracy.Thebreaking ofSU(3)isanalysed in ref.[29],on the

basisofthem ultipole expansion.The calculation yieldsa rem arkably sm all
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result for �  0,indicating a value ofR close to 31,but the validity ofthe

m ultipole expansion forthe relevanttransition m atrix elem ents isdoubtful

[30]. M oreover,�g. 2 shows thatthe resultofthiscalcuation isin conict

with the large-N c bound.Since the quark m assratiosgiven in refs.[5]rely

on thevalueofR obtained in thisway,they facethesam eobjections.

Atthepresentleveloftheoreticalunderstanding,them agnitudeof�  0 is

too uncertain to allow a determ ination ofR,but I do not see any reason

to doubt that SU(3) represents a decent approxim ate sym m etry also for

charm onium . The scale of�rst order SU(3) breaking e�ects such as � M ,

(FK � F�)=F� or�  0 issetby (M 2

K
� M 2

�
)=M 2

0
’ 0:25.Indeed,a correction

ofthissize would rem ove the discrepancy with the large-N c bound. Large

values of R, on the other hand, are inconsistent with the eightfold way.

As a conservative upper lim it forthe breaking ofSU(3),Iuse j�  0j< 0:4.

Expressed in term s ofR,this im plies R < 44. The value m s=m̂ = 29� 7,

obtained by Bijnens,Pradesand deRafaelwith QCD sum rules[8],yieldsan

independentcheck:thelowerend ofthisintervalcorrespondsto � M < 0:17.

Figure 2 shows thatthisconstraint also restricts the allowed region to the

rightand isonly slightly weakerthan theabovecondition on R.

11. The netresultforthe quark m assratiosisindicated by the shaded

error ellipse in �g. 2,which is de�ned by the following three constraints:

(i)On the upperand lowersides,the ellipse isbounded by the two dashed

lines that correspond to Q = 22:7 � 0:8. (ii) To the left,it touches the

hatched region,excluded by thelarge-N c bound.(iii)On theright,Iusethe

upperlim itR < 44,which followsfrom theobserved valueofthebranching

ratio � 0!  �0=� 0!  �.Thecorresponding rangeofthevariousparam etersof

interestis

m u

m d

= 0:553� 0:043 ;
m s

m d

= 18:9� 0:8 ;
m s

m u

= 34:4� 3:7 ;

m s � m̂

m d � m u

= 40:8� 3:2 ;
m s

m̂
= 24:4� 1:5 ; � M = 0:065� 0:065 :

W hile thecentralvalueform u=m d happensto coincide with theleading

order form ula, the one for m s=m d turns out to be slightly sm aller. The

di�erence,which am ounts to 6% ,originates in the fact that the available

data on the � lifetim e as wellas the lattice result for the electrom agnetic

selfenergiesofthekaonsim ply a som ewhatsm allervalueofQ than whatis

predicted by theDashen theorem ,in agreem entwith ref.[5].
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Theresultfortheratioofisospin-toSU(3)-breakingm assdi�erences,R =

40:8� 3:2,con�rm stheearlydeterm inationsdescribed in [2].Asshown there,

them asssplittingsin thebaryon octetyield threeindependentestim atesof

R,i.e.51� 10(N �P),43� 4(����+ )and 42� 6(����0)2.Thesenum bers

are perfectly consistent with the value given above. A recent reanalysis of

��! m ixing[31]leadstoR = 41� 4and thuscorroboratesthepicturefurther.

I�nd itrem arkable that,despite the problem s generated by the deter-

m inant ofthe Dirac operator for quark m asses ofrealistic size,the lattice

resultsforthe m assratiosare quite close to the above num bers. The m ost

recentvaluesare m u=m d= 0:512� 0:006,(m d � m u)=m s= 0:0249� 0:0003,

wheretheerroronly accountsforthestatisticalnoise[10].They correspond

to Q = 22:9,� M = 0,R = 38:6 { the place where the errorellipse shown in

�g.2 touchesthelarge-N c bound.

Finally,Iuse the value ofm s obtained with QCD sum rules[7,8]asan

input and calculate m u and m d with the above ratios. The result for the

running m assesin theM S schem e atscale�= 1GeV reads

m u = 5:1� 0:9M eV ; m d = 9:3� 1:4M eV ; m s = 175� 25M eV :
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