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1 Introduction

V irtualelectrom agnetic EM ) e ects in purely strong processes can be In portant
In precision situations. This is epecially true in the case of isogoin breaking
contrbutions to hadron m asses and som e hadronic processes. Ifwe want a high
precision description ofthe latter, we need to know not only the e ectsdue to the
quark massdi erencem 4 my, which isa quantity we would also lke to extract
from these experin ents, but the size of the electrom agnetic contributions.

T hat these contributions can be sizeable in certain cases is best illustrated
in the case of the cbserved % m ass di erence which is aln ost entirely due
to photon loops {I]. At present, we cannot directly use QCD to estin ate these
e ects. Some rst progress using lattice QCD has been m ade recently in P.
Instead we tum to the m ethod of Chiral Perturbation Theory (CHPT). In the
purely m esonic sector for the strong and sam iHeptonic processes, thiswas started
as a system atic program by G asser and Leutwyler [3, 4] and has since then been
extended to a large variety of processesfi]l. In the case of ! ey 71, -
scattering B] and [ £[9] this has even been done to the two-Jloop order.
In -scattering, electrom agnetic corrections m ight also becom e relevant at the
precision achieved by the two-Joop order calculation. T hey are already in portant,
at the present level of precision, In various others form factors.

Chiral Perturbation Theory for virtual electrom agnetic e ects was rst de—
scrbed at Iowest order €°p®) In [1]. U rech (1] has recently system atically stud-
jed the next-toJeading order temm s. H is work hasbeen m ainly dedicated to the
EM oorrection in the m asses of the lowest pssudoscalar G oldstone bosons. This
program has been later expanded into a few m ore form factors by Neufeld and
R upertsoergerfl4, 13]. T he results were, however, quite dependent on the values
or the new coupling constants appearing at order € p? in the chiral expansion.
U nfortunately, contrary to the case of strong and sem ileptonic processes, it is
In possible to detemm ine all these constants from experin entaldata. T he calcula—
tion of these constants is the m ain sub Fct of this paper. In addition we provide
estin ates for the countertem s appearing in CHPT at order p° in the processes

! PP . Here we extend the work done in i[14] to the charged case and m ake
predictions for the polarizabilities of pions and kaons too. This side aspect is
discussed in Section 7.

The real problem in caloulating the constants is that it requires an integra—
tion over internal photon m om enta. For Instance, In the estin ate done for the
strong sector in [15] using the lowest lying resonance saturation, only their lowest
order couplings are relevant. W hen one Integrates over all photon m om enta, the
couplings of the resonances to all orders need to be known, thus m aking these
estin ates much more di cult. The lJowest order constant, called C in Section
2, has a very long history, it was rst estinated in [L] ushg PCAC and then
saturating twopoint functions w ith resonance exchanges. A di erent technigque
was subsequently developed by Bardeen, Buras and G erard in [1§] for weak non—



Jeptonic m atrix elem ents, now generally referred to as the 1=N .approach. This
approach was then used together w ith theD aset al. sum rule [I] to estin ate the
pion m ass di erence at Iowest order, or equivalently C, in [L7]. Here a proper
separation of long and short distance contributions was also possible. The sam e
m ethod hasbeen used in the chiralquark m odelflg] and in the extended N am bu {
Jona-Lasinio ENJL) modelfl9]. A llofthese only allowed estin ates of the lowest
order constant C since they were based on the D aset al. sum rulk.

T he calculation ofthe pion and kaon EM m assdi erencesbeyond low est order
In CHPT, using saturation by the lowest Iying resonances, w as recently perform ed
by D onoghue, Holsten, and W yler in PJ]and Baurand Urech .n 21]. Forearlier
attem pts see P2]. In P3]the chirmllogsat = 1G eV were used to estin ate these
EM m assdi erences. These papers allhad to m ake assum ptions about the short
distance behaviour. M ore comm ents about these assum ptions are in Section §.
T he short-distance contribution was iIntroduced in an operatorproduct expansion

OPE) framework n P4]. This is discussed in Section 3.1.

Them ethod used in thispaper isan extension ofthe originall=N . m ethod [1§].
W e use an o —shell G reen function. Thism ethod was used by us previously in
the calculation ofthe S = 2 hadronicm atrix elem ent in the K %K © system and
comm only param etrized by the socalled Bx factor R3I.

T he paper is organized as llow s: in Section 2 we shortly discuss CHPT for
electrom agnetic corrections and de ne our set of counterterm s. O ur set is som e-
whatm ore approprate to the Jarge N . lin it and di erent num ber of avours. W e
also point out in som e detail the gauge dependence of the generating functional.
N o observable quantities do of course depend on the gauge but the In nite parts
ofthe constants at next-to-Jeading order do depend on it. In Section 3 we explain
the m ethod. This section also gives a short overview of the ENJL m odel that
we use forthe long-distance contrbutions. Them ain contributions are the Jatter
due to the photon propagator. In Section 4 we give the results and use CHP T
at lading order in 1=N . to extract the CHPT oconstants. W e com pare w ith the
earlier work in Section §. Section '§ sum m arizes the consequences for the ratios of
the light current quark m asses. Section ] contains the results on pion and kaon
polarizabilities and we present ourm ain conclusions in Section 8.

2 ChiralPerturbation Theory A nalysis

In this Section weuse CHPT to analyse the two-point functions,
z

@) =1 d'xe™f T P OPYx) Pi; 1)

in the presence of electrom agnetic interactions. W e shalldo thisto st order In

oep and to orderp” in CHPT . The pseudoscalar source P (x) in @.1) isde ned
as (@1 s9) x),wih a,bquark avour indices and colour indices sum m ed Inside
the parenthesis.



At lowest order in the chiral expansion O °) 6], the strong interactions
between the lowest psesudoscalar m esons Including extemal vector, axialvector,
scalar and pseudoscalar sources are described by the follow ing e ective Lagrangian

@) Fg o ©
Le = T tr D UD UY +tr UY+U Y 22)

whereD denotes the covariant derivative

D U=QU iv +a)U+ 1UW a); 23)
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InEqg. £3),v ) anda (x)areextemal3 3 vectorand axiakvector eldma—
trices. W hen electrom agnetisn isswichedon,v ®)= #PA K)anda &)= 0.
HereA (x) isthephoton eld and the light-quark electric charges in units ofthe
electron charge £jare collected n the3 3 avourmatrix Q = %djag(2; 1; 1).
In Eq. £2) 2BgM + six)+ ip&x)) with sx) and p ) extemal scalar
and psaudoscalar 3 3 eld matrdoes and M the 3 3 avourmatrix M =

diagfm ,;m 4;m ¢) collecting the lightquark current m asses. The constant B is
related to the vacuum expectation value

HOFEPIY g = FoBo L+ 0 @my)) : (2.5)

In this nom alization, F, is the chiral lin i value corresponding to the pion
decay couplng F 7 924 M &V . In the absence ofthe U (1), anom aly (large N .
1im 1) @-j], the SU (3) singkt ; eld becom es the ninth G oldstone boson which
is Incorporated In the (x) eld as

®)= p="+p=1: 2 6)
2 3

To this order, the two-point fiinctions in £.1) have the ©llow ing form

2BZF2
@)= i @.7)

¢ mj
wherem ( isthe psesudo-G oldstone boson m asses to that order, ie. m(z) =By +
my), with m , the avour a quark m ass. Here we are interested in the isospin



breaking corrections to the poles of these tw o-point fiinctions induced by electro—
m agnetisn to order e?. Sowe willset m, = m 4 in the calculation.

To take into account virtual photons excitations we need to add to the La—
grangian n @J) the corresponding kinetic and gauge xing tem s, ie.

‘p F L eay 28)
4 21 )

where ¥ = @ A @ A is the elkctrom agnetic eld strength tensor. The

param eter is the gauge xing param eter which is zero In the Feynm an gauge,

one In the Landau gauge and four In Yennie's one.

2.1 Lowest O rder Contribution

At Jowest order in the chiralexpansion, electrom agnetic EM ) virtual interactions
of order € between the pseudo-6 oldstone bosons are described by the Hllow ing
e ective Lagrangian {4, 27, 28]

)
&2

L, = €Ci(dtr 0% + &C,y( H)tr QUQUY : 2.9)
. : e p—
HeretheU eldmatrix istheU (3) symmetriconein £.6)and o= + ; 6=Fg,
where isthesocalled QCD theta-vacuum param eter. The constantC = C, (0) is
the coupling introduced in [L§]. T here are no loop contrbutions to this order and
therefore C,,, (0) and the derivatives ofC;, X) at x = 0 are nite countertemm s
not xedby symm etry alone. In the largeN . lin &£, C, , (0) are oforderN . w hereas
the n-th derivative ofC, (x) is of order 1=N 2" ' . To order &’p’, the correction
to the polk position of the two-point function in @.7) is zero orP = ° and
P = g4, whik charged pion and kaons get the sam e non-zero correction, nam ely

Miy (+xr)= & —5t 2.10)

T his is the so-called D ashen’s theorem [10]. T he pol position for the ;- two—
point fiinction gets corrected by

) _ ,8C{ M+ CP0)
Mgy ()= € P2

(211)

from EM wvirtual interactions.

2.2 N exttoLeading O rder C ontribution

In this Section we shall report on the CHPT order p? € virtualEM corrections.
The rst type of these corrections is the am ission and absorption of a photon
by a pseudo-G oldstone boson line (see Fig. 1}). To the order we are hnterested
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Figure 1: The photon loop contributions to (.0). The crosses are pssudoscalar
currents. The w iggly line is the photon. T he fiill Iines are pseudoscalars.

here,the PP and P'P verticescome from the Lagrangian in £4). This
contribution needs a counterterm of order €’p? tom ake £ UV  nite.

The complete CHPT order p? e ective Lagrangian describbing virtual EM
interactions of order € between pseudo-G oldstone bosons and extemal vector,
axiakvector, scalar and pseudoscalar sources was written in [I1] (see also [13]).
T he coe cients ofthis Lagrangian are the needed countertemm s to absoro the UV
divergences of order €p?. To construct this Lagrangian, som e C ayley-H am ilton
relations for SU (3) m atrices were used. W e would like here to lnclude also the
ninth pssudo-G oldstone boson as above and work wih U (3) m atrces (s=e Eqg.
©.6)), which isthe symm etry in the largeN . Iin it (N . is the num ber of colours).
T his isuseful for our calculation since we want to use the 1=N —expansion as the
organizing scheme. To order €’p?, one has to add to the Lagrangians in €3),
©.8), and £.9) the Pllow ing one:

)
&2

L, = €K.( )F{tr D UD U tr Q7

+ €K,( OF tr D UYD U tr QUQUY

+ &K3( J)F tr QUYD UQD UYU + QUD UYQD UUY

+ &K, ( J)FZtr QUYD UQD UUY

+ €Ks( j)Fctr D UYD U+D UD UY Q7

+ €Ke( 5)F;tr D UYD UQUYQU +D UD UYQUQUY

+ &K, ( Fitr YU+ UY tr Q7

+ €Kg( F tr YU+ UY tr QUQUY

+ €Ko( HFStr YU+ UY + UY+U Y Q°

+ €Ki J)Fgtr YU+ UY QUYQU+ UY+U Y QUQUY

+ €Ky ( )Fftr YU UY QUYQU+ UY U Y QUQUY



h i h i
+ €Ky ( 5)Fftr UD UY r®Q;0 + U U r*Q;0Q

+ €Ki3( HFJtr r¥QUr QUY

+ e2K14(§)F02tr rRQrRQ+rLQrLQ

+ &Kis( 5)Fftr D UUY D UYU Q°

+ €Ki( JFjtr D UQUYQ DYQUQ

+ €K ( FF tr Q7 + tr QUQUY D D
+ €Ki ( 5)Fy tr Q% + tr QUQUY D

+ €Kio( HF) tr Q% + tr QUQUY

+ &€ Kyl )Fitr YU UY tr Q2

+ & Ko ( 9)Fitr YU UY tr QUQUY

+ &€ (Kp( )Fitr U Y+ YU UY UY Q*?
+ &€ (K )Fitr YU+ UY QUYQU U¥+ U¥Y QuUQUY
+ &€ Ku( Fitr YU UY QUYQU UY U Y QUQUY

(212)

It is Interesting to study the large N . behaviour of the coe cients in 212). In
the large N, lin it, the couplings K'; (0), K2 (0), K7 (0), K5 (0), K'15 (0), K'15 (0),
K5, (0), K'»3(0), and K'», (0) are order 1N . and the oouplings K17 (0), K15 (0),
K19 (0), K5 (0), and K'»; (0) are order 1=N 3 . The rest of the constants K ; (0) and
K';(0) n £I3) are oforder 1. Each derivative of the K ; x) and K'; (x) finctions
brings in an additional factor 1=N ?. In the rest ofthe paper, we callthe functions
Ki( 2)andK5( 3)at o= 0 the couplingsK ; and K.
The covariant derivatives r *® are de ned as Pllow s,

r*®o =00 iv @*)a;QJ; @13)

and the symbol is
@ +2tr@): (224)

T he relation between these couplings and the ones de ned in {11, 13] is

Ky
K1=K1+K3 ;K2=K2+?

Kz3= K3 ; Ky4=Ky
K5=K5 2K3 ;K6=K6 K4: (2.15)

From here one gets the follow ng large N . lin i relations

Ki= K3 and 2K2:K4: (2.16)



T he rest of the tilded couplings introduced here were not inclided in those ref-
erences because they worked in an octet symm etry fram ework. T he expressions
of the corrections to the poles of pssudoscalar two-point functions at this order
are given in Appendix Ai. The coe cients of the e ective Lagrangian i (4.12)
are again not detem ned from chiral sym m etry argum ents alone. Its estin ation
is the central sub ct of thiswork. W e explain the technique we use in the next
section.

2.3 G auge D ependence of the Various Q uantities

A subtle issue is nvolved here. The generating finctional in temm s of colourless
external elds, asused in @), isnot independent ofthe gauge chosen forthe gauge

elds propagators (in particular the photon one). A s a wellknown consequence
G reen functions are not gauge invariant in general. The underlying reason is
sin ply that extemal sources are in general charged so they transform under the
gauge group non-trivially. O foourse, for cbservable quantities, like them ass shift
we obtain from the two-point function @.0) or any other physical quantity, the
result has to be gauge invarant. So this gauge dependence disappears when the
extermnal sources are on the m ass<hell.

For instance, one obtains a gauge dependence in the result for the two-point
function @.1) which only cancelswhen them eson created by P Y (x) and destroyed
by P (x) is on the m assshell. Thism eans that som e of the couplings K ; and K';
are actually U (1) gauge dependent. In practice, In our CHPT calculation we

x the gauge for the photon propagator to be the Feynm an one (ie. = 0).
The sam e gauge was used in the CHPT calulations .n 12, 13]. If one wants to
com pare or use the values of the couplings we get w ith the ones cbtained from
experin ent or otherm odel calculations, one should m ake sure that the Feynm an
gauge (the gauge we used) is used In the CHPT calculation or n the m odel
calculation. A fematively, one can of course com pare directly the sam e physical
quantity.

This gauge dependence does not reduce the number of param eters in the
CHPT Lagrangian, since choosing a clkver gauge xihg in order to rem ove a
constant from the Lagrangian would bring back the param eter in the photon
propagator.

3 Calculation of the C ounterterm s

W e calulate directly the two-point function de ned n @.1) In the presence of
EM interactions to order €*. In practice, thism eans the calculation of
& dir g rr=r’

2 — —_ . .
@)= 12 2 ) 2 i ppyy @L): @d)




W here [,y (@1) isthe Pllow ng fourpoint function
Z Z Z
cpyy @) T d'x dly d'ze™TTY ) o0 P OPY&E)V GV () Pi:

32)
HereV )= @&)Q g&))wihgk)theSU (3) avourvector (ﬁ(x);a(x);g(x)) .
N otice that since the photon m om entum  r is Integrated out, we should know this
function at all energies. In particular, this m eans to all oxders In a low energy
CHPT expansion of this finction in the momentum r. In order to extract as
much inform ation as possble of the twopoint function @.1), we calculate i at
o —shellvalues of ¢ aswell.
Let usnow discuss on the U (1) gauge Invariance of (32). W hen the extemal
pseudo-6 oldstone bosons are on-shell, the ourpoint function n @4) is U (1)
gauge covariant and ful 1ls

r ppyy @r)=1r ppyy @r)= 0: 33)

T herefore the gauge dependent term proportionalto i (3.1) cancels. This isno
longer true when wem ove to o —shellg? values. In that case, the tem gives a
non-zero contribbution since we have no gauge covariance for (34) (see comm ents
in Section 2.3).

T he technique we use here is sin flar to the one introduced In f1§] and used In
7], and isthe variant presented in 25]. T his consists in introducing an Euclidean
cauto in the integrated out photon m cm entum . This cuto both serves to
separate Jong and short distance contributions and as a m atching variable. A fter
reducing the two pseudoscalar kgsof (@?) in @.1) the result has no anom alus
din ensions in QCD . W e have then to nd a plateau In the cuto if there is
good m atching. T he photon propagator w illhelp to produce it.

So, after passing to Euclidean space Eq. @.0), we introduce the cuto  in
the photon mom entum 1 as Pllows

Z z Z
, dr = , dry + dry : 34)

For the short-distance part we can perform the fill calculation, see next Section.
In particular, we have obtained, in the large N. lin it and up to order 1= 2,
the short-distance contrbutions to all the term s In £.17) and not only those
accessble via B.1).

3.1 Short-D istance C ontribution

T he higher part of the Integral in 34) collects the contrbutions of the higher
than m odesofthe virtualphotons. The e ective action obtained by integrating
out the virtual photons w ith m odes higher than in 8.1) can be expanded in
powers of 1= like in an OPE .W e com pute these contributions up to order 1= 2.
This contrbution was st Introduced in R4].

8
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Figure 2: The short distance contrbutions. The wiggly line is the photon, the
curly one the glion, the full Ine a quark. There are also the crossed and sym —
m etric con gurations.

There are four types of contributions. There is a pure QED fem ion m ass
renom alization contrbution (seeF igure? (@)) due to the fact that the quark m ass
In QED runsproportionally to them ass itself. TheQED log divergency produces
a contribution to the e ective action proportionalto n( = ) where isthescake
w here the Input current quark m asses are renom alized n QED .W ithin theEN JL
m odelthe Input current quark m asses are encoded In the values ofthe constituent
quark m asses. W ehave xed the physical values forthe constituent quark m asses
by com paring the EN JL predictions to low energy observables typically at som e
scale between the rho meson m ass and the ENJL m odel cuto engnr = 116
G eV . A cocordingly, we will vary the scale in that range. O f course, there will
be som e kind of doubl counting since we cannot disentangle the EM virtual
contrbutions to the EN JL param eters from the experim ental values. But they
give order e! corrections. The contrbution of the QED selfenergy diagram in
Figure 2 (@) to the e ective QCD Lagrangian, in the pressnce of EM virtual
interactions, is

3 h i
ST hi=) g OMOo)Y& + &G OMQO)g) (3.5)



w here colour indices are summ ed Inside parenthesis. Its e ective realization can
be calculated to allorders in an 1=N . expansion since it can be w ritten in tem s
of just bilinear QCD currents. At low energies, in tem s of the lowest pssudo—
G oldstone bosons and extemal sources and at low est order In the chiralexpansion,
it only contributes to the couplingsK 1o and K 1; In £.I3).

|

3
K2 = KOP = b - (3.6)

N otice that here enters the scale where the current quark m asses are de ned.
T he ram aining part of the integration from to 1l isabsorbed in the de nition
of the current quark m asses. Here we can also Indicate the type of corrections
existing to (316). First, at the quark-gluon lvel there are 1= # and 5 correc—
tionsto (3.53). Then when going from the quark-glion kvel expression in (3.3) to
the hadronic kevel one, there are corrections that are higher order in chiralpower
counting. To cbtain B.6) we used the orderp? strong Lagrangian in €.J). There
are thus CHPT O (o*) corrections to this result.

T he presence of explicit dependence on in the short-distance contribution
to K 19 and K ;; Indicatesthat one hasto be carefilw hen using rules of the strong
sector to cbtain naive estin ates of order ofm agnitude sizesof CHP T param eters.
Thiswe w ill refer to Jater as failire of naive pow er counting.

This problam will appear whenever non—Jkptonic couplings of interactions
other than the strong interaction com e into play. In particular it also shows
up In weak non—leptonic decays. T here the e ects are suppressed by extra Inverse
powers ofthe W boson m ass, so its num erical in portance is negligible.

A sin ilar contrbution com es from diagram () In Fig. EZ Here it is not
the scalar and pseudoscalar current that are renom alized but the vector and
axiakvector ones. They have to be de ned at the scale and again the QED
running can lead to a contrbution. The cross in Fig. & (o) denotes an insertion
of an extemal vector or axialsvector current. This w ill contridoute to K ;, and,
w ith one m ore insertion, to K 13 and K ;4. There are In principle short-distance
contributions ofthis type but they vanish because ofthe globalchiral invariance in
QCD perturbation theory. There w ill be short-distance contributions from this
diagram but to higher order operators n CHP T, for nstance to m agnetic-like
structures, etc. So we have

K3 =K =K =0: 3.7)

There can be long-distance contrbutions of this type due to the spontaneous
breaking of the axial sym m etry.

The third and fourth type of contrlbutions to the e ective Lagrangian are
of order N cz s - These are the well known box—and penguin-type diagram s (see
Figs. 2(c) and 2 (d) and crossed versions). To order 1= ? they contrbute to the

10



e ective Lagrangian as follow s. T he box-type contribution is
3 S (2) X h— ab — cd — ab — cd
CE—— ¢ o¥d g o%¢ + F o § o
ajbjc;d ,
+ 4 F0¥E FEoUP - (3.8)
and the penguin-like contrdbution is
1 g(Hx h _ 2 \bc _ 2 \bc
il € £ eHE + @ )R QI*GF
ab;c .

2 @) ROHE 2 &) E QHE " 3.9)

Latin Indices are forthe quark avours and colour Indices are summ ed inside the
parenthesis. Themeaning of § ( 2) is given at the end of this section. Penguin
diagram sw ih photon and glion interchanged does also exist but there the photon

isat Jow energiesand isthus included in the low energy part calculated in Section

34.

In addition there are also diagram s obtained from inserting extemalv ,a , s
and p currents on the Intemalquark lines of the box—and penguin-lke diagram s
inFig. 2. These do not contrbute to the e ective action at order e’p” we consider
here.

The factorizable contrloution (ie. the lading order In 1=N . contrlbution)
to the realization of these e ective Lagrangian, B.8) and B.9), can be easily
obtained since, in that lm it, this Lagrangian is just products of QCD quark
currents. The low -energy realization ofQ CD quark currents in tem s of pseudo—
G oldstone bosons and extemal sources can be worked out in tem s of the cou—
plings appearing in the QCD chiral Lagrangian. To order p? this chiral La—
grangian is in @2), at orderp*, it can be found in &].

T herefore, to order p* in the chiral expansion and lading order in 1=N ., the
contribbutions to the couplings n €.9) and €.12), from Integrating out virtual
photons w ith Euclidean m om entum largerthan i @.0) are

38 (WEBE (D)

c = § > ;
3 e (2)F2
K3 = i £ _(2)[ K4:0 7
2 3 e (2)L5B2 (2)
K5=§ K3 K ’ K6=§ S Oe2 ’
1§ (%) @Lg+ H)BZ (?)
K9 = % > ;
3 ¢ (2% (QLg H,)B? 2
Klo:K%oED —Ko Kll_KflED-l-Z s (7) @Ls 22) oe ):

(310)
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A 1l others are zero because of 1=N . counting. Here, Fy ¥ (86 10) M &V is the
CHPT chiral lim it value of the pion decay constant F . The constants L; and
H ; are couplings of the order p* strong chiral Lagrangian i @]. They reabsorb
the UV divergences that appear in CHP T calculations to orderp?. I particular,
the values of the renom alized nite parts at a CHPT scale ~ = M of the
constantswe need in theM S schemeused in Blare Bl: L= (03 05) 103,
Ls= (14 05) 103%,Lg= (02 03) 103,Lg= (09 03) 103 and
2Lg H,= 29 10) 10° PRYl. The scal dependence of the L; couplings
cancels out when the next order n 1=N . com pared to the one in our calculation
is included. W e have chosen the scale ~ to be a typicalhadronicm ass scale. The
scales ~, and are unrelated. The nalerror assigned to the short-distance
contrbution takes into account this 1=N . uncertainty.

The ocoupling K’y does not receive perturbative contributions n QCD and
QED becauss tmodulatesa L R twopomnnt function. It can however receive
non-perturbative contributions at leading order in 1=N .. In the case ofthe EN JL
m odel, these appear proportionally to constituent quark m asses.

The expressions n Eq. 3.10) have both order p® and 1= * corrections. The
product £ ( ?)BZ ( %) has to be understood as

|
9=11 7 1

N. s 1Gev? . 2)=3)=11
e (2)B2 (2) B2aGev?) s ( ) dx(N s(X2) )
3 1 X

(321)

and Z & )
S0 dx——— : (312)

W e use the onedoop large N . expression
5 12

s( )= (3213)

1IN.In( 2= 3.p)

wih g¢p = 300M eV and By (1G Vi) =16GeV 2-9]. T his corresponds to using
the lJarge N . renom alization group to in prove the purely perturbative result.

T he short-distance contributions to pssudo-<G oldstone boson m asses can be
found in Appendix B'.

W e can get an estin ate of the contrdbutions suppressed in 1=N . by kesping
the leading in 1=N . contrbutions from factorization in B.8) and @.9) at the
quark-gluon level language but including the L; that vanish orN_.! 1 forthe
hadronic realization. T his gives an additional set of nonzero tem s:

§ (MLBG (4
2 ’

2
Kl = §K2 =

s ()LeBE. (9
2 ’

Wl wliN

2
K7= §K8 = (3.14)



3.2 Long-D istance C ontribution and M atching

W e need here the two-point function @.1) for extemal energies up to the Eu-
clidean scale . This scake is expected to be around 1 G &V, thus beyond the
applicability of CHPT . W e therefore need to resort to m odels. W e have chosen
the ENJL m odel for the reasons given below i Sect. 321. The low-energy
contribution to the two-point function in @.1) was calculated already w ithin the
sam e ENJL m odel we use here .n {14] for neutral pions. Here we needed to ex—
tend it to any avour structure. Since the technique has already been explained
several tim esPg, 3(] we w ill not repeat it here.

A fterw ards, we Integrate over the photon m om entum In the Euclidean space
up to iy = . This gives us the lower part of the integralin 3.4).

321 The ENJL M odel

For recent com prehensive review s on the NJL Bl]and the ENJL m odels 32], see
33, 33]. Here, we willonly summ arize the m ain features, notation and reasons
why we have chosen thism odel. M ore details and som em otivations on the version
ofthe EN JL m odelwe are using can be found in {19, 35, 34].
T he kinetic part of the Lagrangian is given by
L' =9fi @ v da s G) ™M +s 1Ips)gqg: (3.15)

Here summ ation over colour degrees of freedom  is understood and we have used
the follow Ing short-hand notation: g Tl;a;_s ;v ,a, s and p are extermal
vector, axialvector, scalarand pseudoscalar eld m atrix sources; M isthe quark—
massmatrix; G is an extemal colour source transfom ing as the glions do in
QCD .The ENJL m odelwe are using corresponds to the follow ing Lagrangian

Leng, = ij%NJLJngsX 44 d4
« & ¢ 4 L+ F & B £ : 0619

ab

Here a;bare avour indices, k() 1=2) @+ () s5) and
8 G 4 %G
% vi ENJL) ) % s (2 ENJL) : 317)
Nc ENJL NC ENJL

The couplingsGgs ( gyor) and Gy ( gyon) aredin ensionlessand O (1) in the 1=N .
expansion and sum m ation over colours between brackets In 3.16) is understood.

T hism odelhasthree param etersplus the current light quark m asses. The st
three param etersare Gg, Gy and thephysicalcuto  gyg 0ofthe regqularization
that we chose to be propertin e. A Ithough this regulator breaks In general the
W ard dentities we inpose them by adding the necessary countertermm s. The
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light quark masses in M are xed in order to obtain the physical pion and kaon
m asses In the poles of the pseudoscalar two-point fiinctions B4]. The values of
the other param eters are xed from the results ofthe tto low energy e ective
chiral Lagrangians obtained n B5]. They are Gs ' 1216, Gy ’ 1263, and

enon, = 116 GeV from Fi 1 In that reference. Solving the gap equation, we
then obtain the constituent quark masses: M , = M 4= 275M &V and M = 427
Me&v.

Themodel in 3.16) is very econom ical capturing in a sinpl fashion a lot

of the observed low and intem ediate energy phenom enoclogy. It has also a few
theoretical advantages.

1.

Themodelin .16) has the sam e symm etry structure as the QCD action
at leading order in 1=N. B7]. In the chiral lim it and for Gg > 1 this
m odel breaks chiral sym m etry soontaneously via the expectation valie of
the scalar quark-antiquark onepoint function (quark condensate).

. It has very few free param eters. These are unambiguously determ ined

from low energy physics involving only pssudo-G oldstone bosons degrees
of freedom B3].

. It only contains constituent quarks. Therefore, all the contrbutions to

a given process are uniquely distinguished using only constituent quark
diagram s. W ithin thism odel there is thus no possible doubl counting. In
particular, the constituent quark—loop contribution and what would be the
equivalent of the m eson loop contrbutions In this m odel, are of di erent
order in the 1=N . counting. A s descrdbed in [85] this m odel includes the
constituent-quark loop m odelas a speci ¢ lim it.

. Resumm ation of ferm ion-loops autom atically produces a pok in allm ain

Foin-isospin channels w thin the purely constituent quark picture. This is
qualitatively the sam e as in the observed hadronic spectrum .

. It provides a reasonable description of vector and axial vector m eson phe—

nom enology B§1.

. Som e of the short distance behaviour is even the same as in QCD . For

instance, the W elnberg sum rules §9] are satis ed. These are required In
som e cases for convergency, for instance in the D as et al. sum rule {I].

. Them aprdrawback ofthe EN JL m odel is the lack ofa con nem ent m ech—

anisn . A tfhough one can always introduce an ad-hoc con ning potential
doing the Pb. W e an ear the consequences of this drawbadk by working
w ith intemal and extermalm om enta always Euclidean.
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3.2.2 Extraction of the Long-D istance C ontributions

The integral over the Euclidean photon m om entum is done at xed rZ , ie. we
perform the angular integration rst by a G aussian procedure. W e then t the
result cbtained for the two-point function @.1) fora xed value of the extemal
m om entum o to a serdes of C hebyshev polynom ials in 1 . The rem aining integral
over 2 isthen straightforward. W e have choosen the & points in the Euclidean
region and near ¢ = 0 where we expect the artifacts of the m odel (constituent
quark on-shell e ects) to be suppressd.

The Iower part of the integral n 3.4) has a non-analytical com ponent too,
we have however checked that, in the region of interest or I¥j 02 Ge&V? and
b 1 G&V the Chebyshev polynom ials give a good t and the non-analytical
behaviour is actually very sm ooth. W e have checked thisby calculating the lower
part of the integralw ithin Jowest order CHP T w ith an explicit Euclidean cuto

.Forlow thisagreed with the ENJL calculation.

T he tw o pssudoscalar kgs ofthe resuting tw o-point function are then reduced
o —shell, for details of the reduction technique see B6]. Sihce we are working in
the large N . 1m i, this has been done for the avour structures tu, ad, ss, ud,
Usand sd. TheCHPT expressions forthese avour combinations in the Jarge N .
lim it after the reduction are given in A ppendix Ar.

A s an exam ple of the quality we have shown in F ig. 3, the reduced two-point
fiinction in the chiral lim it as a fiinction of ¢ forthe integralin (3.4) up to 1y =
05 G eV forthe charged case. The curvature ispurely due to the chiral logarithm .
N otice that this is well reproduced by the ENJL calculation. Sim ilar good ts
were obtained for all the other com binations. From the analytic part ofthe t
we can then, foreach avour case, extract the com bination of coupling constants
asgiven in Appendix Ar.

32.3 M atching

Summ ing the short-distance calculated in the Section 3.0 and the long-distance
obtained in the EN JL m odelwe get the two-point functions in €.1) w ith thetwo
pseudoscalar sources reduced.

W e have studied the m atching of the long— and short-distance contributions
by looking at the stability in the scale ofthe the resuls. W e have plotted the
charged pion m assdi erence in F igure 4. Them atching is quite good above ener—
giesarmound (0.6 0.8) GeV due to the presence of the photon propagator. T his
is because the presence of the photon 1=r? propagator is enough to cut the high
energy contributions. This happens despite the fact that the vector and axial-
vector propagators cbtained w ithin the EN JL have only an acceptable behaviour
up to around (0.5 0.6) Ge&V In the kaon channel. W e have checked that this
stability m atching) region can be enlarged just by im posing the correct high—
energy behaviour in the vector tw o-point functions coupling to the photon in this
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Figure 3: The long distance contribution to the reduced two-point fiinction as a
finction of ¢ orthe integralin 84) upto = 1 = 05 GeV.The curve isthe
CHPT t.Allcurvature is due to the chiral log.
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Figure 4: The longdistance (LD ), shortdistance (SD) and the sum of the
N.! 1 resultsasa function ofthem atching scale form?, }y .

cass . The predictions for the couplings ram ain however m ostly unchanged and
w ithin the quoted errors. T his is because the presence of the photon propagator
suppresses these contrbutions.

4 Results

In this section we give the results of our calculation. In the large N, lin i and
m, = m4 there are four ndependent com binations of pseudoscalar two-point
fiinctions. W e have calculated the ollow ing com binations at o —shell values of g°
for our analysis:

1. Neutralcase : zero quark m asses, equal quark m asses corresponding to the
kaon m ass and di erent quark m asses corresponding to the kaon m ass.

2. Charged case : zero quark m asses, equal quark m asses corresoonding to
the pion m ass, equal quark m asses corresoonding to the kaon m ass and
di erent quark m asses corregoonding to the kaon m ass.

1For som e work where the correct high-energy behaviour is in posed usihg Q CD -hadron
duality see [fl(_i]
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Particke mZ, LD SD Stability
10° Gev? | 10° Gev? | 10° Gev? nGev

¥ 0.95 0.67 028 0.60 { 0.85
K" 1.93 147 0.46 0.65 { 0.90
K ° 0.01 0.006 0.004 | 065 {080
M 2, 0.98 0.79 019 065 { 1.00

Tablkl: TheN.! 1 resuls forthe electrom agnetic contributions to them eson
m asses squared and the violation ofD ashen’s theoram . A 1so quoted are the long—
and short-distance contribution and the stability region.

To order €’p? there appear ve combinations of coupling constants. In the long
distance case we have worked in the ENJL model to all orders In the chiral
expansion. W ew illthus also obtain an estin ate ofthe e’p? and higher corrections
to the long-distance contributions. From this analysis we have got four of the
counterterm s of the ’p* Lagrangian in f11]. Ren ember there are ten in the large
N . lim i, where three ofthem involve extemal vector or axialvector sources. T his
ispresented in Section'4 3. W e rst extract the relevant corrections to them asses

directly.

41 EM corrections to the M asses and D ashen’s T heo—
rem

W e take the ormulas of Appendix Al and t them to the reduced two-point
function of the relkevant particke at a xed value of . W e then use the same
chiral form ulasto extrapolate it to thepol. That way we obtain the long distance
contrbution to the various m asses. For the short distance we take the resuls of
Section 3dwihL, = Ls= Otostay ntheN.! 1 lmi.The resultswe obtain
are given In Tablk 1} where we also quote the stability region. The contrdbutions
for the neutral pion are are always very an all. T he contrbutions of short and
Iong distance are both of course -dependent. The numbers given are for the
m iddle of the stability region. W e have also quoted the result directly for the
violation ofD ashen’s theoram given by

2 2 2 2 2
M I, Mg+ Mgo M7 +m% o 4.1)

A s an exam pl of the stability we have plotted the long-distance, the short-
distance and the sum of the contrbutions to m?, }, i Fig. 4 and sin ilar for
M 2, mFig. §. Them atching for the other quantities is not quite as good but
quite acosptable. T here are several reasons for the very good m atching of M EZM .
F irst is that In this com bination, the leading e ect the QED quark m ass renor-

m alization only appears m ultiplied by pion m asses. In addition, though tem s
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Figure 5: The longdistance (LD ), shortdistance (SD) and the sum of the
N.! 1 resultsasa function ofthematching scale for M 2, .

likem Z K g appear for individual pseudo-6 oldstone boson EM corrections (in the
charged pion m ass for instance), they drop out in the combiation M 2, . No—
tice that these tem s are 1=N . suppressed but appearm uliplied by large relative
mZ=m? factors. The combination M 7, has no contrbutions from countert-
em s of order € p? 1=N .. This elin lnates a potentially large 1=N . uncertainty.
T herefore, EM corrections to pion and kaon m asses have lJarger uncertainties than
the combination M 2, .
T he above num bers are for the current quark m asses de ned at the scale =

1 G&V . There are contrbutions from QED running of pssudo-G oldstone boson
m asses both in the short- and long-distance counterparts. The short-distance
ones are discussed in Section 3.1 and can be obtained from Egs. (3.6). They
are the tem s proportional to K fOED and K %ED . A s discussed previously, there
is a num erical ambiguiy com ng from this contrbution. This is param etrized
by the UV scal in the log dependence of the short-distance counterpart (835).
The reason for the uncertainty is that the m ass de nition used here corresoonds
to subtracting a QED oountertemm ocorresponding to the integral from  tilll .
This uncertainty we estin ate by varying the scale . W ihin the context of the
EN JL m odel (see com m ents in Section 3.1), one expects  to vary between the rho
mesonmassand gygn, ie. between 08 G eV and 12 G &€V, roughly. T he stability
region we nd form atching between short-and long-distance contributions is in
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between 06 GV and 0.9 G &V .W e take the variation in the contribution ofK fOED
and K %ED by varyingthescale between 0.8G &V and 1 2 G €V astheuncertainty
due to the unknown QED counterterm . W e estin ate therefore this uncertainty
in the pseudo-G oldstone boson m asses to be Iower than 12 10° Ge&V? for
individual pion m asses and cancelling or m?, m?,)zm . For individual kaon
masses it is snaller than 74 10° GeV?. For the combiation M 2, i is
anallerthan 75 10 ® GeV?, thus negligble. Tn all cases this is am aller than
other uncertainties.

T he prediction we get from ourcalulation for M 2, dueEM virtual correc-
tions and in the large N lim it is

M 2, = (098 030) 10 Gev’: @2)

W ecan now add the kading suppressed 1=N . logarithm ic contributions. T hese
are the log tem s proportionalto C in {[1]. W e lnclude them at a the CHPT
scale = M . Notice that we are neglecting the 1=N . contributions from the
counterterm s. but they cancel, asm entioned above, for the com bination M E2M .
U sing our determ nation ofC from the chiral lim it two-point functions the chiral
logs are the second num ber below

m 2, ., = 095+ 027) 10 Gev? = (122 0:40) 10 Gev’

m %, L, = (000 o004) 10 Gev? = (004 001) 10 Gev?
mZ. L, = 193+039) 10 Gev?® = (232 0:0) 10 Gev?®
mioEM = ( 001+ 000) 10 Gev® = (0010 0:003) 10 Gev?®

M 7, = (0:98+ 008 10 Gev® = (106 0:32) 10 Gev® @J3)

The combination M 2, is caloulated directly, w ithout using the other resuls.
This is why the error is of the sam e order as for the individual contributions.
This is the m ain result of thiswork. W e con mn a large violation of D ashen’s
theorem . Som e phenom enological consequences of it are discussed in Section 4.
In particular the pion mass di erence result should be com pared w ith the
experimentalmass di erencem 2, m?, = 126 10 Ge&V?. As expected the
experim entalm assdi erencevaluiem 2, m ?, ism ostly saturated by QED virtual
contrbutions, wih 30% uncertainty though. The uncertainty here due to not
Inclided 1=N . suppressed counterterm contrbutions, is however larger due to

themi K tem . An estin ate of its contrbution will be discussed in the next
section.

4.2 D etem ination of C ouplings of the €p? Lagrangian

In this section we give the value of the large N . couplings In 2.9) and £.14)
that can be detem ined from our calculation. Essentially we have tted the
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Figure 6: The longdistance (LD ), shortdistance (SD) and the sum of the
N.! 1 resultsasa function ofthem atching scale HrK;o( =M ).

CHPT large N results n Eq. @ 1)) to the output of our calculation. Being o
m assshell has allowed to detem ine one m ore coupling. See the comm ent about
the gauge dependence of these couplings In Section 23. W e give the central
values at the points where the stability is best and the errors include typical
1=N . error estin ates as well as m atching uncertainties. See the comm ent on
m atching in Section ;32 .3. As custom ary we take the CHPT scale to be the
tho mass. The QED short-distance contrbution in (3.6) is taken at = 1
Ge&V.Thematching scale isalwaysbetween 0.7 GeV and 0.9 GeV .For some
com binations of couplings we do not get a very good m atching contrary to the
m asses them selves. The variations for between 0.7 GeV and 0.9 G&V are still
within 10% form ost. T his seem sto be caused by the large rok played by the QED
m ass renom alization e ects. A s an exam pk we have plotted the long distance,
the short distance and the sum forthe coe cientK 19 in F ig. [6 and a com bination
w ith very large cancellations in F ig. 7. T he other cases are som ew here in between.

From the charged com binations in the chiral lin it, ie. the zero m ass charged
pion case, we cbtain a good m atching and we obtain

m 2, L, = [0:00+ 030+ 067= 097) 030] 10 Gev?
at = 085GeV ; 44)

where the rst gure isthe short-distance QED contrbution, the second the rest
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of the short-distance and the third is the long-distance part. The di erence w ith
the djarged pion case is very small. U sihg consistently the chiral lin it ENJL
value? Fy = 89M &V, we obtain orthe €p’ CHPT scale independent coe cient
Cy

C = [000+ 13+ 29=42) 15] 10 cev’
at = 085GeV: @4 5)

The central value di ers by about 30% from earlier detem inations, eg. [5].
T here it was assum ed that the fullm easured pion m ass di erence cam e from the
e’ tem proportionalto C . Taking into account our error bars both resuls are
nicely com patible, especially since the order e?p? contribution is about 25% { see
l[1,23] and the resuls afterEq. {4 4).

G oing o —shellwe can get one m ore com bination of couplings of order e?p?,

nam ely
2@K3+ Ky)+ 5Ks+Kg) 10Ko+Ki) 18Ky ( =M )=
[085 253+ 2:64= 096) 04] 1¢
at = 08 Gev (4 .6)
The three rst guresarcasin @4).

From the neutral combinations in the chiral lin it we obtain another combi-
nation of couplings, nam ely

K3+ K+t 2Ks+ Kg) 49+t Kyp) (=M )=
[(0:68 030+ 0:13= 0:51) 03] 1C¢F
at = 07GeV : @)

Then, by lncluding non—zero current quark m asses we can get one m ore cou-—
plng from the neutral com binations, nam ely

Ko+ Kup)( =M )= [T+ 04+ 06=27) 10] 1C
at = 0:7Gev (4 8)

and com bining the charged combination w ith the chiral lim it and the neutral

Kiop( =M )= [AT+ 05+ 18=40) 15] 10
at = 077 G&v 4.9)

2The chiral lin it value of F  is determ ined in CHPT tobeFy = (86 10) M &V . Since our
Jow -energy calculation hasbeen done w ithin the EN JL m odelw e use here the value Fy cbtained
in an ENJL tto severallow energy observablesf35]. N otice that this value is also com patble
wih the CHPT value.
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from the charged kaon m assEM ocorrections. W e could have used the K 17 combi-
nation from the pion massEM oorrections but the errors due to the subtraction
of the chiral Iim it are larger. W e use it as a check. Combinations of these four
couplings n (4.6)-{4.9) can now be used for other predictions provided the sam e
gauge and M S schame we use are used too.

From the combinations of couplings above, we can obtain two com binations
which are free of QED uncertainties, namely, 2K'3+ Ky + 2K's + K'g) and K 4.
In general, we see a strong dependence on the logarithm ically divergent short—
distance Q ED contribution. Thism akesm ore relevant the danger pointed out in
Section 3.1 ofm aking a naive chiralpow er counting here. Fortunately, aswe have
seen num erically in the previous section, when combined w ith the m ass factors
and electric charges, this short-distance QED contrdbution gives very anall nal
contrbution to the EM m ass corrections.

T he com binations above are detem ned directly from sin ple com binations of
our results. W e can combine the numbers n (4.6) to {4.9) to cbtain aswell

Ko( =M ) = 13 10 ; 4 10)

. Kip( =M ) = 40 10 ; 4a1)

2K5+ Ky + 2Ks+Kg) (=M ) = 57 10 ; @ 12)
h i

2K3+ Ky+ 4Ky, ( =M ) = 50 10 : 4.13)

In view of the results we get for the couplings above, neither short-distance
or long distance alone dom inate any of the couplings. There are In fact large
cancellations In som e cases. So that not much can be said about the couplings
we don’t get from our calculation.

5 Com parison w ith Earlier W ork
H istorically, the soft pion lin it was used in the rst attem pts for estim ating the

EM contributions to the pions. So that, the authors .n [I] arrived to the Hllow ing
expression for the charged pssudo-G oldstone bosons,

2 Z 4 _.2h i
, &€ 7 d'rg rr=r~" g @) 2t
m2, = 2t oy o v @) @) Gd)

®3)

The .y aa) (@) twopoint finctions are

\(/3\)/ (AA)(q2)=
Z ! y
£ d'xe T gO) <5>p%q<0> ) una%q(x) Pi

c2)
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P_
for the pions and exchanging the G ellM ann’s avour SU (3) m atrices 3(y)= 2

by [ ¢+ ( )i,F2 for the kaons. Neutral pssudo-G oldstone bosons get zero
contribution in this lin it. The sum rule in $.0) hasa good high energy behaviour
i QCD due to the fiil lling of the W einberg sum rules W SRs) BY]. T fact, i
the chiral Iin it, the st and second W SRs guarantee its convergency fli]. To
lowest order in CHPT the integrands in (.3) for kaons and pions are the sam e,
this is again D ashen’s theoram .

A ttem ptsto go beyond the approxim ation in (5.0) are i {11,13,20,21,23,241.
Let us com pare our resuls w ith the ones obtained in these references.

The chirmllogsat = 1GeV were used as an estin ate of the order of m ag—
nitude of the virtualEM  ocorrections to pssudoscalar G oldstone boson m asses In
P3]. This is of course a scale dependent statem ent, and a conclusion at any par-
ticular scale is a dangerous one. O nly after adding the countertem s the result
m akes sense. T he present work is devoted to estin ate them .

Inour nalresult @.3),wegeta relatively Jarge violation ofD ashen’s theorem ,
though not as large as n 4] and the same as in RQ]. However, as noticed in
P1], the calculation in R0] does not have the correct chiral sym m etry behaviour.
T he short-distance contrbution is here also assum ed to be negligble. W e nd
that this could be the case for scales larger than a few G &V . There is also work
k1] in proving the estin atem ade .n 2(]. T he resuls ound there are com patble
w ith ours.

In Ref. P1]some VM D -like estin ate in the sam e line as in 2(] is done. The
m atching scale in the resonant saturation in P1] is denti ed wrongly w ith the
CHPT scale, In our notation here this is setting = . This is very dangerous,
since the chiral logs have in both e ective theordes com plktely di erent depen—
dence. A Iso no attem pt to m ake any m atching of the resonant contribution w ith
the short-distance contribution was done. These two points m ake it very hard
for us to understand the m eaning of their nalresul.

Splitting the di erent contrdbutions to the corrections ofD ashen’s low est order
result, we get

2, mi, m?% +m? 0:98 + 0:08
K = Jen _ _ = 084 025 (53)
M=, m o)exp 126
where the CHPT scale of the chirmal logs istaken at = M . The numbers are

the leading N . correction and the 1=N . suppressed chiral logarithm s.

Let usnow com pare this w ith what we would have gotten from a €p? calcu—
lation using the central values of the K ; counterterm s determ ined in Section 4.2
atN.! 1 :

M 2 [0:294( K) 046( )+ 053K;) 031@LsC)] 10 Gev?

100 10 Gcev?: 5.4)
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T he four contributions above are the photon loop contribution to the pion and
the kaon, the contribution from the K ; counterterm s and the LsC contribution,
respectively. T his should be com pared with 0:98 10° GeV? from the fill calcu—
lation. T he agreem ent is very good, rem em ber that our nom inally e’p? couplings
Include also corrections to allorders in CHP T . N otice also the large cancellation
between theK ; and the LsC contributions, asm entioned before. T he latter show s
the danger of Including corrections of the known constants and fiilly neglect the
others. The statem ent is of course som ewhat scale dependent. That the chiral
logs give a sizeable part of the totalresult at = M is a non-trivial dynam ical
statem ent which our calculation answers.

In [11,13] the order & p? chiral logs together w ith som e order of m agnitude
estin ate ofthe K ; counterterm swasusad. T he lJarge scale dependence ofthe logs
only allowed to give a very broad range of results, of course com patdble w ith the
large D ashen’s violation we get.

The m ain di erence w ith the calculation in R4] is the Inclusion of the 1=N
suppressed logarithm s and the tem proportionalto Ls (ast tem I G .4)).

R ecently there hasbeen som e lattice QCD resultson the EM contributions to
hadrons R]using som e quenched unin proved W ilson action. Their nalresuk is

M 2, = 064 10 GeV?.Unfortunately only an estin ate of part of the system —
atic errors due to nite size e ects is given there m aking di cult the assesan ent
of the resul. This is particularly relevant after the recent re-analyses 2] on
the Jattice QCD light-quark m asses obtained using im proved W ilson actions to
calculate the sam e ocbservables as in E]. Large O (a) lattice spacing e ects have
been reported in those works.

T here have been several other calculations n the NJL m odel done. These
were allperform ed at Gy = 0, kesping only the scalar fourquark operators in
(3.16). One does however expect already at scals around 05 GeV (as we
observe) non-negligble contrbutions from spin one structures. In addition they
only treated the pion case, therefore we have not done a full com parison of our
results w ith those n @3].

W e can com pare the detem nation of the couplings from the previous section
with the estim ates made in [I1] and {2, 13]. W e get that the contrbution of
the counterterm s to M 2, is roughly one order of m agnitude sm aller than the
estin ate m ade In those references.

T hough the coupling K g is 1=N . suppressed, its contribution to the charged
pion mass [[1] is potentially large due to a factorm Z =m ?, as m entioned befre.
W e can estin ate the short distance estinate to Kg from (.10) to be around
KP( =M )= (10 14) 10 . An estinate of is total value can be
done using the result in Tabl 1, for the pion m ass di erence and assum Ing that
the deviation from the experim ental resul is just due to the 1=N . countertem s
proportional to m f( . Notice that we can do this because we have the com plete
leading in 1N . contrlbutions. In that way weget Kg( =M )= (08 20)
10 3, both compatible with the short-distance estin ate and Zweigy’s rule. In
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[[1] this sam e coupling was estin ated assum Ing that this deviation is dom nated

com pltely by the order e’p? K ; countertemn s contributions (poth leading and

next-to—-Jeading In 1=N.) proportional to mﬁ , 0o that they get Kg( = M ) =
@40 1) 10.

6 R atios of LightQ uark M asses

A combination of light current quark m asses w ithout the K aplan-M anchar 4]
am biguity, can be obtained using the Hllow ing relation 4, 45]

n ! '#
0?2 mZ, +mZ, mZ.+mz, m* m?
m?, +m?, 2([11}2(0 mI2<+) ocp
4m? g, + mg)?
- s u 1+0mi=?) : ©1)

4mi m?)

As enphasized in B3], the higher order corrections to this particular ratio are
very suppressed, so i is very constraining.

In previous sections, we have com puted the virtual EM corrections to the
pseudo-6 oldstone bosons m asses, the results are n Eq. @.3). Subtracting them
from the experin entalm asses we get what would be the QCD values for thoss
m asses. So the result we get orQ is

Q=220 06 62)

W e have calculated the EM oorrections at keading order in 1=N . and to all orders
In CHPT.The long distance contributions are estin ated in the EN JL m odeland
the short-distance contributions In the large N, lim it of QCD . W e also add the
1=N . suppressed chiral Jogarithm s to order €p? . T he uncertainty corresponds to
a 30% uncertainty on ourestinateof M 2, . This should be com pared w ith the
lowest order result

Q =242 (63)
using D ashen’s theoram .

The Pt 0 decay rate is inversely proportional to the fourth power
of Q [4,20]. Recently there has been som e activity in in proving the prediction
of the proportionality factor {48, 47]. Com paring their best estin ate w ith the
experin ental data, they get

Q
Q

22:4 09[4
22: 08§71 (6.4)

in very good agreem ent w ith our result.

To obtain ratios ofquark m asses them selves requires extra inform ation beyond
CHPT .A very recent discussion on the consequences ofvalies ofQ for the ratios
of the light current quark m asses can be found in @8].
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7 Polarizabilities of P seudo-G oldstone B osons

In a previous Letter we calculated the cross-section for ! % %45 all orders
in the chiral expansion and kading order in 1=N . within the ENJL m odel{l4].
A spart of the work needed for this paper we need to calculate the pssudoscalar-
pseudoscalarvectorvector PPVV) fourpoint fiinction within the sam e m odel
also for charged pseudoscalars and any avour channel. W e can then cbtain
predictions for ! " ;K"K ;KK? toallorders in the chiral expansion
and lading in the 1=N . expansion. T he cross-section for the [ process
is however dom inated by the Bom term and higher corrections to it are am allfl,
i49]. The possbility of extracting the pion polarizabilities from the ! PPY
cross-section is studied n Q). Combining CHPT w ith dispersive m ethods they
arrive to the conclusion that the predicted polarizabilities are In agreem ent w ith
the experim ental resuls. They, however, nd low sensitivity In the cross-sections
to the pion polarizabilities (especially to the neutral ones), so that we cannot

expect a precise detemn ination from the cross-section ! PPY, The processes
! K"K ;K%K 9 occur at a too high center of m ass energy for the CHPT
predictions to be rliable.

T he polarizabilities for the lowest psesudoscalar m esons do however all n the
regin e where we expect CHPT to work. T he chiral calculation for the neutralfg]
and charged f1] pion polarizabilities have been perform ed to the two-loop level.
In those works the order p® countertemm s needed were estin ated by using the
resonance saturation m odel. Though thism odel has given good resuls to order
p’ in the strong sector [1§], not much is known about its reliability at O ©°) (and
higher). It is therefore in portant to com pare its predictions w ith other m odels,
which lke the ENJL m odelwe use, also reproduce the success of the resonance
saturation predictions for the order p* couplings in the strong sector. Here we
w ill provide the EN JL m odel estin ates for them .

T he polarizabilities orboth P * and P ° are de ned by expanding the C om p—
ton am plitude in photon m cm enta near threshold:
h i

T 2~ 7€ 4m " hLly) 4m @ ~) @ »)+ i (1)
T he phase convention we use can be obtained from this am plitude de nition.
Herem is the pssudo-G oldstone boson m ass, and g (! ;9, ~ are the photon
momentum and polarization vector, respectively. In temm s of the relativistic
am plitudes de ned .n Eq. (2) of [4] we use the sam e notation as there), the
polarizabilities for both neutral and charged pssudoscalar bosons are given by

- = —1lim A(s; =s)+ 8m°B (s; = s)
m s! O

—+7 = —Imn’B =9 (72)
m s! O

The barred am plitudes in (/' J) are the corresponding am plitudes w ith the Bom
contrbutions using pseudoscalar propagators to allorders n CHP T subtracted.
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W e have num erically calculated the ullPPVV fourpoint function, reduced
the extemnal pseudoscalar lgs (see Ref. PRJ]) and extracted the A (s; ) and
B (s; ) form factors. Thiswas done in the sam e way aswas done in {I4] for the
neutral case but now we optin ized the extraction ors Oandt m?2. To order
p* chiral symm etry inposes that B (s; ) = 0. To the same order A (s; ) also
vanishes at large N . for the neutral pseudo-6 oldstone bosons @9]. (T hey have
however a non—zero O (p4) contribbution from dhiral logs f4:9].) For the charged
cases ( ¥ and K ') we get at large N, ie. only from the countertem s,

A% )= 143 Gev? (73)
at lading order in the 1=N. expansion. This com pares well with the recent
determ ination ]

8
A (s; ):F Lo+ Lip)=15 02 Gev ?: (7 4)

CHPT predictsthe follow Ing countertermm structure forthe form factorsA (s; )
and B (s; )

am?+ ays
@ Fy)’

A (S; X ount: A @ (s; )+

1Y
@ Fy°

B (8i kount: + (7.5)
where F; isF forpions and Fx for kaons. In the ENJL modelFy = 89 M€V,
F = 90MeV and Fx = 96 Me&V at large N.. The ssoond term in A (s; )
and rst In B (s; ) are the order p6 contrbutions. W e have tted the A (s; )
and B (s; ) ENJL fom factors to a polynom ialin s up to order &. These give
alvays reasonable good ts. Thus, the 2 dependence i the energy region where
polarizabilities are de ned is an all. The results of those tsto the form factors
at A (s; ) and B (s; ) lrading order in 1=N. in tem s of a;, a, and b are given
in Tabke? (here we consistently used the ENJL m odelvalues forFy, F  and Fg
given above). W e have done i for the chiral lin it pssudo-G oldstone boson, the
pion and the kaon w ith their approprate m asses, both for the charged and for
the neutral case. The results we get from the t for the coe cientsa ;, a, and
b, in Tabk 2 include higher than order p® corrections which are not of the type
s*, ie. maihly m ass corrections. The coe cients in Tablk 4'have a typical error
estin ate for the 1=N . expansion of (20 30) % . In fact the di erence between
the coe cientsa , and b, forthe * and theK * are higher order corrections. The
coe cientsa ; ofthe charged pion and kaon have larger uncertainty than the rest
since we get them from subtracting the dom inant order p* contribution from the
A (s; ) fom factor. From the ocoe cients of the chiral Iim it pssudo-G oldstone
boson in Tablk 2 and the a; coe clents for the charged pion and kaon, one can
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a1 az by

* { 6.7 | 038
* 87 | 59 | 0238
K* 56 | 158 | 0.77
0 { 140 | 1.66

0 233|149 169
K?° 132 169|110

Tabl 2: The dimensionless a;, a, and by ooe cients for the chiral lm it
pseudo-G oldstone boson  , the pion and kaon, both for the charged and neu—
tralones.

p® and Higher Count. | p° -logs Total
0 0.62 017 079 025
* 0.14 031 045 015
K © 116 { {
K* 081 { {

Tablk 3: The combination of polarizabilities ~ +  in units of 104 3. The
chiral logs for the kaons (Colum n 3) are not known.

dbtain the EN JL predictions for the six tem s of the order p° chiral Lagrangian
5] contrbuting to ! PPYat hrgeN..

To get the com plete prediction for the polarizabilities, one has to add to the
counterterm ocontribbution we calculate w thin the the ENJL m odel to all orders
In theCHPT expansion, the contributions from chiral loop diagram s (order 1=N .
in the large N, counting). These are for the pions known to two loops [§, '71.
Our nalresul forthe pion and kaons polarizabilities are in Tables3 and 4. For
the SU (2) L countertem s (see B] for their de nition) entering the pion chiral log
expressions we have consistently used the EN JL predicted ones, ie.

L= 105 L =258; L=25 L=143; L= 14%6; L= 169: (7.6)

The nalresuk in Tablks3 and 4 contain the counterterm contrbutions to
allorders in CHPT and large N .. N otice that the experin ental result from (7.4)
8 Jogph= (60 08) 10 f>.W e can com pare the counterterm entries
in Tables 3 and 4 with results obtained using resonance saturation and other
calculations in the ENJL m odel1]. For the com parison between the resonance
saturation estin ates of [§] for the neutral pion case see Tablk 1 and text in [14].
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p* Count. | p* -logs| p® and Higher Count. | p° -logs Total
0 0 1.08 047 031 19 06
* 453 0 025 113 32 11
K ° 0 { 0.58 { {
K" 127 { 0.07 { {
Tablk 4: The combination of polarizabilities = i units of 104 3. The

chiral logs for the kaons (Colum ns 3 and 5) are not known.

In [7.] the follow ing results where cbtained from resonance saturation for the
coe cients in Tabl 4:in the case ofthe .

ai= 37 165; a, =075 065; b =045 0415: (7.7)

Only by seem s to be in agreem ent, notice though that the estim ates in 4] don't
Include the contrbutions from scalar and tensor resonances. The m ain part of
that work ishowever the two—-Jdoop calculation of the charged pion polarizabilities.

W e disagree, as discussed in [14], w ith the way the order p® coe cients were
obtained in [51]. W e have not com pared w ith the calculations in 52, 53] because
they work In the ENJL modelwih Gy = 0, so the In portant (even dom inant)
e ects com ing from vector and axialvector m esons exchanges are not inclided.
For com parison w ith predictions of other m odels for the pion polarizabilities see
4.

For a recent review of the experim ental situation and data on pion polariz—
abilities see [§,'54] and references therein.

8 Summ ary and C onclusions

Them ain ain ofthiswork hasbeen the calculation ofthe virtualEM corrections
to the m asses of the pseudo-G oldstone bosons. This was m otivated by som e re—
cent calculations R0, 23, 24] where large corrections to D ashen’s theorem were
obtained. This was also supported by recent i proved calculations of the decay
mtefor ! ¢ 0 §8,471which included estin ates ofhigher order corrections
using dispersive techniques. At the sam e tin e there appeared som e works clain -
ing that sn all violations ofD ashen'’s theorem were not excluded [, 13,21]. W e
have calculated in the Jarge N . 1im it and using a technigue sin ilar to the one In
L6]but for G reen functions o -shell, the virtual EM m ass corrections to pions
and kaons, ssttingm , = m 4. Our resul is

2 2 2 2 2
Mgy = Mg+ Mgo M7 +m%

106 032) 10 Gev? 81)
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where we have included the known 1=N. suppressed chiral logs at order e’p?
(they are only 0.08 ofthat number). T he error lncludes an estin ate of the 1=N .
corrections we are m issing am ong other uncertainties discussed along the text.
N otice that the 1=N . contribution com ing from the ordere’p? counterterm s cancel
in the combiation M 2, .

O ur general conclusion is that a large violation ofD ashen’s theoram is quite
well established. At the CHPT scake = M this is dom nated by the photon
Joop contribution (ooth logs and constant pieces). In fact, our calculation is to
allorders n CHPT (in the long-distance part) at large N, so i includes that
contribution to all orders. The dom inance of the photon loop contribution at

= M isdue to a large accidental cancellation between counterterm s of order
&p? of both types: proportional to L;C and K ;. The inclusion of jist part of
them is very dangerous at any scale. Varation of the CHPT scale In the logs
should be accom panied w ith the munning ofthe counterterm swhich could becom e
eventually in portant.

A snallremark here. We nd some 80 $ correction to the EM contribution
to kaon masses manly from the nexttoJlading order). This is very sim ilar
and consistent with what we found In another kaon selfenergy quantity, the
0 called Bk parameter PH]l. W e observe then that two-point function kaon
selfenergies from gaugedbosons exchange have very large higher order CHPT
corrections. N otice that In our approach we are abl tom ake a calculation to all
ordersin CHPT at largeN..

W e have obtained also the ratio of light quark masses Q2 de ned in (6.1),

Q=220 0%; 82)

in good agreem ent w ith the one found in K6, 41]. O ur result supports the very
recent schem e of ratios of light-quark m asses presented by Leutwyler in §].
W e have also estin ated som e couplings of the order €’p? e ective Lagrangian
described by Urech {11]. These were all of the expected order of m agnitude. For
values of the com binations obtained here, see Egs. @.6) to @.10).

W e have discussed the am biguity of the electrom agnetic gauge choice In the
de nition of these couplings and pointed out how in our approach this is cir-
cum vented. W e also discussed how to inclide the short distance renomm alization
needed due to photon loops.

G ven the large cancellation observed here between the K ; and the L;C coun-—
terterm contrloutions to electrom agnetic m ass di erences, one should also be
carefiilw ith estin ates of the electrom agnetic corrections to other quantities w hen
only one of these is taken Into acoount.

A s a by-product we have also predicted the order p°® tem s which enter in the
description of ! PPY @ = *; %K%K") decays and the countertem s of
electric and m agnetic polarizabilities to allorders in CHP T for pions and kaons.
T hese predictions were given In Section 1].
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A EM Corrections to P seudoscalar T wo-P oint
Functions to O €*p?)

In this appendix we give the Jarge N . expressions for the electrom agnetic contri-
bution to the pseudoscalar two-point functions in @.0) after reducing to order &
p* n CHPT.These are nite quantities, the coupling constants K ; and K'; are
the renom alized nite parts in theM S schem e of [4] at some scale  (this scake
has nothing to do w ith the scale  introduced in (3.4) or ~ in Section'3.).

W e only give here the lJarge N . expressions o m ass<hell, the com plkte on—
shell expressions to order € p’? can be found in {l1] ith the translation of
couplings in €.15)). These expressions are the needed ones to obtain the large
N . predictions forthe K'; and K ; counterterm s .n (.12) from ourcalculation. W e
also willuse the qgbasisw ith g= u;d;s quarks which ism ore directly related to
our lJarge N . calculation. W e use the Feynm an gauge for the photon propagator.
T he reduced pssudoscalar two-point finctions give the follow ing EM corrections
to the pseudoG oldstone boson m asses

16e? b
mZ, ) = 5 g QK3+ Ky)
i
+ 2Ks+Ks) 4Ko+Ki) +2m° Ko+ Kig) ;
1
mL @) = gma.E);
4e? h
mi () = - ¢ QK3+ K,)
i
+ 2Ks+Ke) 4o+ Ky +2@mi m?)Ko+ Kig) ;
" # " ! !
m 2 (qz) - @ 8m_2L ¢ m? 3n m_2 4
’ F2 FgT0 167 o -
2" 2 ) 2 2"
m m q2 m m

4eZh
?qz 2QPK3+ Ky)+ 5K+ K¢) 10Ko+ Kyip) 18K
i

+ m? GKoy 13Kio) ;

33



26°C m 2 & m2
mg. ) = -7 L 8F—§L5 T m; 3h — 4

0 0 | | II#
2 " 2 ) 2 2 "7
m m ¢ m m

+ 2(& mf{) 1+ — X 1n =X = 1 K5 =X

g ? o 2

42 h

7qz 2QPK3+ Ky)+ 5K+ K¢) 10Ko+ Kip) 18K
i

3m? Ko+ Kig)+ 2ms @Ko 5Kig)

1
m% ) = > mZ, )+ mi ) ;
1
mio @) = S ni@)+mid) : @ 1)

B Large N. ShortD istance C ontributions

In this appendix we give the short-distance part ofthe EM contrlbutions to the
pseudoscalar two-point finctions n @1) in the large N, lin . These are the
contrbutions of the higher than photon m odes to the EM ocorrections to these
pseudoscalar two-point functions after reducing. W e only give the independent
ones in the large N . 1im it.)
2 s ( )4 b 2 2 2
mg, &) = 75 & 1§+ 1120Ls  @Lg+ H2))BG, (%)
i 128 0ED

+ 56m?QLg+ Hp)BZ (%) + 5 Ko 2¢ m* ;
S(*1h
mi ) = 5725 o 1IF{+ 112@Ls @Lg+ H,))By (7)
i
+ 56@m: m%)Q@Lg+ H)BZ (7)
32
+ —KfOED 2cf 2mlz<+m2 ;
2 ( " , #
2 S (% 2.2 2 m
m? ) = ——— 3FFBg ()1 8- 7Ls

0

1 h
5 o 13F5+280Ls  @Le+ Ha)BL ()
io

648(2Lgs H B, (%)  508m” RLg+ H,)BZ ( °)

%K%OED 8¢ 13m? ;
2 S (2)( 2n 2 2 ' m£2< ¥
mi. ) = ——— 3B ()1 857 Ls
1h :

— ¢ 13F2+280@Ls (@Lg+ H,))BZ (2)
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