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Abstract

W e develop quenched chiralperturbation theory forvectorm esonsm ade of

light quarks,in the lim it where the vector m eson m asses are m uch larger

than the pion m ass. W e use this theory to extract the leading nonanalytic

dependenceofthevectorm eson m asseson them assesofthelightquarks.By

com paring with analogous quantities com puted in ordinary chiralperturba-

tion theory,weestim atethesizeofquenchinge�ects,observingthatin general

they can bequitelarge.Thisestim ateisrelevanttolatticesim ulations,where

the� m assisoften used to setthelattice spacing.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

LatticeQCD hasm adegreatprogressin recentyears,to thepointthatthecom putation

ofthe m asses ofthe light hadrons with the accuracy ofa few percent is within sight [1].

Ofcourse,such a precision requires thatone understand wellthe variousapproxim ations,

extrapolations and ans�atze which underlie the calculation,in order to estim ate,and then

m inim ize,theerrorwhich they induce.W ithouta doubt,them ostsigni�cantofthese,and

by fartheleastwellunderstood,arethecorrectionsdue to quenching,particularly asthey

a�ecttheextrapolation ofresultsto thephysicalvaluesofthelightquark m asses.

Quenching errorsdivide roughly into shortand long distance parts. Atshortdistance,

theirprim ary e�ectisto change the running ofthe coupling constant�s. This m anifests

itself,forinstance,in thewavefunctionsofquarkonia,whereitcan bestudied in detail[2].

The long distance e�ects are by their nature m ore di�cult to quantify. One approach

is to use quenched chiralperturbation theory (QChPT),that is,the low energy e�ective

theory of quenched QCD.This idea was proposed by Sharpe [4,5], with the form alism

further developed by Bernard and Golterm an [6,7]. The advantage ofusing a version of

chiralperturbation theory to study thisproblem isthatitspredictionsfollow from thebasic

propertiesoftheunderlying theory.M oreover,ordinary chiralperturbation theory isknown

to describethelow energy dynam icsofunquenched QCD very well.

M ore recently, QChPT has been extended to describe the interactions ofpions with

baryons[8,9]and heavy m esons[10,11]in quenched QCD.In thispaper,we willextend it

further to describe the interactions ofthe light vector m esons,�,K � ! and �. Jenkins,

M anoharand W ise [12]have form ulated ordinary chiralperturbation theory forthevector

m esons,treating thevectorm esonsasheavy particles,in a m annersim ilarto chiralpertur-

bation theory forbaryons[13].W ewilladapttheirform alism to quenched QCD.Although

wewilladheretom ostoftheirconventions,wewilluseaslightly m odi�ed Lagrangian which

generalizesm oreeasily to thequenched caseand to an arbitrary num berN f oflightquarks.

W hatcan weexpectto learn from such an investigation? Thedi�culty with low energy

e�ective theories is that typically they contain a large num ber ofundeterm ined coupling

constants,allofwhich m ustbe�xed from experim ent.In fact,only forthatsectorofchiral

perturbation theory which describestheself-interactionsofthepionsarethereenough data

to carry outsuch a phenom enologicalprogram beyond leading order.Forallotherparticles

and interactionsin thechiralLagrangian,thedata arescanty atbest.Thesituation in the

quenched theory is even worse,since the only \data" available are extracted from lattice

sim ulations.Henceweareleftin a situation where�rm and accuratepredictionsarelargely

im possibleto obtain.

Instead,we take a m ore m odest approach. First,we note that there are certain loop

corrections which are predicted unam biguously by the lowest order Lagrangian,nam ely

those thathave a nonanalytic dependence on the light quark m asses. Such contributions

to physicalobservablescannotbe com pensated by higherorderterm sin the chiralexpan-

sion.Furtherm ore,thisnonanalyticdependenceisparticularly sensitivetothelongdistance

behavior ofthe theory,which is what we wish to investigate. Second,we use the power

countingruleswhich areim plicitin chiralperturbation theory,by which allnonperturbative

coupling constants are taken to be oforder one (given certain other conventions). W ith

thisassum ption,wecan ask whetherthenonanalyticdependence ofa physicalquantity on
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the lightquark m assesissm allorlarge. Ifitissm all,we enhance ourcon�dence thatthe

low energy theory iswellbehaved. However,ifitislarge,then the applicability ofthe low

energy theory to thatquantity iscalled into question.

Thepurposeofthisinvestigation,then,istoexplorewhetherQChPT isunderreasonable

control,bystudyingthosequantitieswhich thetheory,atsom elevel,predictsunam biguously.

W ewill�nd,in fact,thatQChPT isquitebadlybehaved forthem assesofthevectorm esons,

forapparently reasonable valuesofthe nonperturbative coupling constants. W hetherthis

conclusion ought to be extended to quenched QCD itselfis not com pletely clear,but at

the very least,our results should sound a serious note ofcaution about quenched lattice

sim ulationsofthevectorm eson m asses.

II.Q U EN C H ED C H IR A L P ERT U R B AT IO N T H EO RY

The extension ofchiralperturbation theory to describe quenched QCD isby now stan-

dard. Following M orel[3],foreach quark qi,a corresponding bosonic \ghost" quark ~qi is

introduced with identicalm ass,so thatthe ferm ion determ inant is canceled by the ghost

determ inant.Theseghostquarkswillthen form m esonswith thetruequarksand with them -

selves.Asaresult,thesym m etry group ofthetheory isenlarged from SU(N f)L � SU(N f)R
to thesem i-directproduct(SU(N fjN f)L � SU(N fjN f)R )
 U(1).

In thislargertheory,them atrix ofGoldstonebosonsisprom oted to a superm atrix,

�=

�
� �y

� ~�

�

; (2.1)

wherethequark/ghostcontentofthe�eldsis� � qq,�y � ~qq,� � q~q and ~� � ~q~q.Each of

theseisactually an N f � N f m atrix;forexam ple,forN f = 3,� istheordinary pseudoscalar

nonet

� =

0

B
B
@

1p
2
�0 + 1p

6
� �+ K +

�� � 1p
2
�0 + 1p

6
� K 0

K � K
0

�
q

2

3
�

1

C
C
A +

1
p
3
�
0
I3: (2.2)

Notethat� and �y areferm ionic�elds,while� and ~� arebosonic.

TheLagrangian ofQChPT isgiven by

LQ � =
f2

8

�

Str[@��@
��y]+ 4B 0 Str[M + ]

�

+
1

2

�

A 0Str[@��]Str[@
��]� M

2

0
Str[�]Str[�]

�

: (2.3)

Here�= �2,� = ei�=f (thenorm alization issuch thatf� � 130M eV)while

M =

�
M 0

0 M

�

; (2.4)

M = diag(m 1;:::;m N f
); (2.5)

and M � = 1

2
(�yM �y � �M �). The \supertrace" Strisde�ned with a m inus sign forthe

ghost-antighost�elds.The chiefdi�erence between the quenched and unquenched theories
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isthepresenceoftheterm sinvolving Str[�]= N
1=2

f (�0� ~�0).In theunquenched theory they

can beneglected becausethey describethedynam icsofthe�0m eson,which decouplesfrom

the theory. Butquenching prevents the �0 from becom ing heavy and decoupling,so these

term sm ustbe retained in QChPT.W e have norm alized A 0 and M 0 so thatthey have no

im plicitdependence on N f.

Thepropagatorsthatarederived from thisLagrangian aretheordinary ones,exceptfor

the avor-neutralm esons,where the non-decoupling of� 0 leads to a curious double-pole

structure. Itisconvenientto adopta basisforthe these m esonscorresponding to qiqi and

~qi~qi.Then thepropagatorin theavor-neutralsectortakestheform

G ij(p)=
�ij�i

p2 � m 2

ii

+
�A 0p

2 + M 2

0

(p2 � m 2

ii)(p
2 � m 2

jj)
; (2.6)

where m 2

ii = 2B 0m i,and �i = 1 ificorresponds to a quark and �i = �1 ificorresponds

to a ghost. The second term in the propagator is treated as a new vertex,the so-called

\hairpin," with the rule thatitcan be inserted only once on a given line. Note thatthis

term can inducem ixing between quark-antiquark and ghost-antighostpairs.

Thetreatm entforvectorm esonsissim ilar.They arecom bined into thesuperm atrix

N � =

 
H � K �

L�
fH �

!

; (2.7)

with H � theusualm atrix ofvectorm esons,which forN f = 3 is

H � =

0

B
B
@

1p
2
�0� +

1p
6
�8� �+� K � +

�

��� � 1p
2
�0� +

1p
6
�8� K � 0

�

K � �
� K

� 0

� �
q

2

3
�8�

1

C
C
A +

1
p
3
S�I3: (2.8)

Itisconvenientto separatetheneutral�elds�8� and S� into SU(3)octetand singletpieces.

Theactualm asseigenstates,forN f = 3,arem ixtureswhich correspond m oreclosely to the

!� (�uu + �dd)and the�� (�ss).

W ewillwork in the\heavy vectorm eson" lim it,previously used forordinary ChPT for

vectorm esonsby Jenkins,M anoharand W ise[12].In thisapproxim ation,thevectorm esons

aretreated asstatic�elds,whosevelocity v� doesnotchangewhen absorbing and em itting

softpions.Thekineticand m assterm sforthevectorm eson �eldsaregiven by

Lkin = �iStr[N y
� (v� D )N�]� iA N Str[N

y
�](v� D )Str[N�] (2.9)

Lm ass = �0 Str[N
y
�]Str[N

�]+ � Str[N y
�N

�]+ �1

�

Str[N y
�]Str[N �M + ]+ h:c:

�

(2.10)

+ �2 Str[fN
y
�;N

�gM + ]: (2.11)

Thecovariantderivativeis

D �N � = @�N � + [V�;N �]; (2.12)

where

V� =
1

2

�

�@��
y+ �

y
@��

�

: (2.13)
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Thereisalso an axialcom bination,

A � =
i

2

�

�@��
y� �

y
@��

�

; (2.14)

which transform shom ogeneously underthevectorsubgroup oftheavorsym m etry.

The propagatorissom ewhat di�erentforthe heavy vectorm esons,butthere isstilla

doublepolestructurein theavor-diagonalterm s.LetusneglecttheSU(3)violating m ass

term sproportionalto �1 and �2.Then thepropagatorfortheo�-diagonalm esonsis

(v�v� � g
��)

1

v� k� �
; (2.15)

wherek� = P
�

N � (M N � �)v� isthe\residualm om entum " ofthevectorm eson N .Forthe

avor-diagonal�elds,thepropagatoris

G
��

ij (k)= (v�v� � g
��)

"
�ij�i

v� k� �
+
�A N v� k+ �0

(v� k� �)2

#

: (2.16)

The vectorm esonshave a com m on \residualm ass" � atthisorder. However,we could as

easily choose to �x � = 0,absorbing itallinto the static phase associated with the heavy

vectorm eson propagator.W ewilldo thisfrom hereon.

There are four invariant interactions between the vector m esons and the Goldstone

bosons:

Lint = ig1Str[N
y
�]Str[N �A �]v��

����+ h:c:

+ ig2Str[fN
y
�;N �gA �]v��

����

+ ig3Str[N
y
�]Str[N �]Str[A �]v��

����

+ ig4Str[N
y
�N �]Str[A �]v��

����
: (2.17)

Note that we could \unquench" the theory sim ply by rem oving the ghost �elds and the

avor-singlet�0,which then would receivealargem assfrom theanom aly.Only the�rsttwo

interaction term sin Lint would rem ain,corresponding to thetwo interactionsconsidered in

Ref.[12].

III.N O N A N A LY T IC C O R R EC T IO N S T O V EC T O R M ESO N M A SSES

The interactionsin thechiralLagrangian e�ectthe m assesofthe vectorm esonsin two

ways.First,thereareexplicitSU(3)violatingterm swhich correspondtolocalinteractionsin

thetheory.Onecannotsay m uch abouttheseterm s,exceptto usetheavailablesym m etries

to constrain them at any given order in the chiralexpansion. Second, there are \long

distance" correctionswhich arise from the infrared partsofloop integralscom puted using

the Lagrangian atleading order. These correctionshave a nonanalytic dependence on the

lightquark m assesm i,usually oftheform
p
m iorm ilnm i,and thuscannotbecanceled by

counterterm satany orderin theexpansion.Itisusefulto study thesecorrections,because,

whilethey m ay notbedom inantin general,they atleastsetascaleforSU(3)violation.As

discussed earlier,such term salso correspond to the partofthe theory where the e�ectsof
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FIG .1. Feynm an diagram swith no hairpin insertions.

quenching aretheleastunderstood.M oreover,they m ay bedom inantforsu�ciently sm all

quark m asses.

W e willuse the interaction Lagrangian Lint to com pute the nonanalytic corrections to

the vectorm eson m assesforN f = 1;2;3.W e willthen com pare ourresultwith analogous

correctionscom puted in theunquenched theory.In each case,wewilltruncatetheexpansion

to include nonanalytic term s of order m 1=2
q , m qlnm q and m 3=2

q , but not those of order

m 2

qlnm q.W herewedo notneglectthem ,wetreatthedim ensionfulparam eters�0 and M
2

0

asbeing form ally oforderm q.

A .N f = 1

ThecaseN f = 1 isparticularly sim ple,sincethereareonly avor-singletm esons.Since

itistheavor-singletsectorwhich isthesourceofm ostcom plicationsin QChPT,wework

outthiscasein detailasa pedagogicalexam ple.

W e begin with the propagatorforthe Goldstone �elds. Forthe �0 and ~�0,thisisgiven

in m atrix form by

1

p2 � m 2

�0

�
1 0

0 �1

�

+
�A 0p

2 + M 2

0

(p2 � m 2

�0)
2

�
1 1

1 1

�

: (3.1)

Note the relative m inus sign in the non-hairpin parts ofthe �0 and ~�0 propagators. The

o�-diagonalterm sm ix the�0and the ~�0.Thepropagatorfortheferm ionic� �eld issim ply

1

p2 � m 2

�0

: (3.2)

Thevectorm eson propagatorsaresim ilar.Choosing � = 0,in thebosonicsectorwe�nd

(v�v� � g
��)

1

v� k

�
1 0

0 �1

�

+ (v�v� � g
��)

�A N v� k+ �0

(v� k)2

�
1 1

1 1

�

: (3.3)

Thepropagatorsfortheferm ionsL� and K � are
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FIG .2. Q uark ow diagram swhich contribute to �M S in the quenched approxim ation.

(v�v� � g
��)

1

v� k
and � (v�v� � g

��)
1

v� k
; (3.4)

respectively.A carefulstudy oftheordering ofcreation and annihilation operatorsin tim e-

ordered productsshowsthatferm ion loopscontaining an L� and a �
y com ewith theusual

m inussign,butthose with a K � and a � do not. In the Feynm an diagram swhich we will

consider,thise�ectively cancelstheextra m inussign in theK � propagator.

Next,weexpand theinteraction Lagrangian Lint.Sincewewillbecom putingthecorrec-

tionsto the realvectorm eson self-energy atoneloop,we only keep term swith a leastone

factorofS�.Each ofthesixrelevantcouplingshasacoe�cientwhich isalinearcom bination

ofthegi’s.Suppressing thecom m on factorofv��
����,we�nd thecoe�cients

S
y
�S�@��

0 : 2g1 + 2g2 + g3 + g4

S
y
�S�@�~�

0 : �g3 � g4

S
y
�
~S�@��

0 : �g1 � g3

S
y
�
~S�@�~�

0 : �g1 + g3

S
y
�K �@�� + h:c: : g1 + g2

S
y
�L�@��

y + h:c: : �g1 � g2: (3.5)

There are four types ofgraphs which contribute to the S� self-energy: those with no

hairpin insertions,those with a single hairpin insertion (on eitherthe vectorm eson orthe

Goldstone boson line),and those with two hairpin insertions (one on each internalline).

Thesix Feynm an diagram swith only \ordinary"propagatorsareshown in Fig.1.Thesam e

loop integralappearsin allthegraphs,

�M S / I1(m �0)= �
1

12�f2
m

3

�0 + (analyticin m 2

�0): (3.6)

Thesix diagram scontributeto �M S with thefollowing coe�cientsofI 1(m �0):
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FIG .3. Feynm an diagram swith a hairpin insertion on the �0propagator.

1(a) : (2g1 + 2g2 + g3 + g4)
2

1(b) : �(�g3 � g4)
2

1(c) : �(�g1 � g3)
2

1(d) : (�g1 + g3)
2

1(e) : �(g1 + g2)
2

1(f) : �(�g1 � g2)
2
: (3.7)

Them inussignsin graphs1(b)and 1(c)arefrom the�0and ~S� propagators;them inussigns

in 1(e)and 1(f)arefrom ferm ion loops.Sum m ing them up,we�nd

�M S = (2g2
1
+ 2g2

2
+ 4g1g2 + 4g1g4 + 4g2g3 + 4g2g4)I1(m �0)+ ::: (3.8)

Beforewecom putetherem aining graphs,itisinteresting to seewhich com binationsofthe

gi’s contribute to �M S. Since the role ofthe ghost quarks is to im plem ent quenching by

cancelingthecontributionsofclosed quark loops,theterm swhich rem ain afterthediagram s

have been added should be justthose forwhich no quark loop is necessary. In Fig.2 we

present \quark ow" diagram s corresponding to the com binations ofcoupling constants

which contribute. It is an easy exercise to check that for the com binations which do not

appearin �M S,any quark ow diagram m ustcontain a closed quark loop.

W epausefora m om entto considerthedependenceofthevariousterm son thenum ber

ofcolorsN c.In thelargeN c lim it,thecoupling constantsscalewith N c asfollows:

g1 �
1

N c

; g2 � 1; g3 �
1

N 2

c

; g4 �
1

N c

: (3.9)

Hence, it would be tem pting to argue that the term proportionalto g2
2
in Eq.(3.8) is

dom inant in this lim it. However,we note from Fig.2 thatthe corresponding quark (and

color)ow diagram isnotplanar,so itisalso suppressed by 1=N c. Ofcourse,thisiswhat

wewould expect,sincein theN c ! 1 lim itthespectrum ofthe�eld theory iscom posed of

noninteracting m esons,so Goldstoneboson loopsshould haveno e�ecton thevectorm eson

m ass.Thelesson isthatwem ustconsiderm orethan thecouplingconstantswhen extracting

thelargeN c dependence ofa term in �M .

The nextclassofgraphsare those with a hairpin insertion on the �0 line,asshown in

Fig.3. In such a graph,there can be two �0 propagators,two ~�0 propagators,or (in two

ways),an �0and an ~�0.Sofrom thegraph in Fig.3(a),we�nd aresultwhich isproportional

to

(2g1 + 2g2 + g3 + g4)
2 + 2(2g1 + 2g2 + g3 + g4)(�g3 � g4)+ (�g3 � g4)

2 = (2g1 + 2g2)
2
;

(3.10)
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FIG .4. Feynm an diagram swith a hairpin insertion on the vectorm eson propagator.

and from Fig.3(b),

�
h

(�g1 � g3)
2 + 2(�g1 � g3)(�g1 + g3)+ (�g1 + g3)

2

i

= �(�2g1)
2
; (3.11)

wherethem inussign in thesecond expression com esfrom the ~S� propagator.Adding these

and including theloop integral,weobtain

�M S = :::+ (4g2
2
+ 8g1g2)I2(m �0)+ :::; (3.12)

where

I2(m �0)= �
1

12�f2

�
3

2
M 0m �0 �

5

2
A 0m

3

�0

�

+ (analyticin m 2

�0): (3.13)

Sim ilarly,we can have a single hairpin insertion on the vectorm eson line,asshown in

Fig.4.Herethegraph in Fig.4(a)isproportionalto

(2g1 + 2g2 + g3 + g4)
2 + 2(2g1 + 2g2 + g3 + g4)(�g1 � g3)+ (�g1 � g3)

2 = (g1 + 2g2 + g4)
2
;

(3.14)

when theS� and ~S� propagatorsareincluded.Thegraph in Fig.4(b)isproportionalto

�
h

(�g3 � g4)
2 + 2(�g3 � g4)(�g1 + g3)+ (�g1 + g3)

2

i

= �(�g1 � g4)
2
; (3.15)

wherethem inussign isfrom the ~�0propagator.Com bining theseterm s,we�nd

�M S = :::+ (4g2
2
+ 4g1g2 + 4g2g4)I3(m �0)+ :::; (3.16)

where

I3(m �0)=
1

12�f2

�
3

2�
�0m

2

�0lnm
2

�0 + A N m
3

�0

�

+ (analyticin m 2

�0): (3.17)

Finally,there are graphswith two hairpin insertions,one each on the �0and S� propa-

gators.Thesixteen possiblegraphsareillustrated com pactly in Fig.5.Itisstraightforward

to enum eratethem asbefore,and we�nd

�M S = :::+ 4g2
2
I4(m �0); (3.18)

where
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I4(m �0)=
1

12�f2

�
3

2�
�0M

2

0

�

1+ lnm 2

�0

�

�
3

2�
�0A 0m

2

�0

�

1+ 2lnm 2

�0

�

+
3

2
A N M

2

0
m �0 �

5

2
A N A 0m

3

�0

�

+ (analyticin m 2

�0): (3.19)

In Fig.6 we present quark ow diagram s corresponding to the surviving diagram s with

hairpin insertions,in which there isno closed quark loop.Again,one can convince oneself

that allother com binations ofcoupling constants require quark loops,and hence do not

contributein thequenched theory.

B .N f > 1

Ifthereism orethan onelightavor,then thesituation iscom plicated by thefactthat

there ism ore than one avorofvectorm eson. However,we willsee the resultin thiscase

can beobtained largely by considering thequark ow diagram sin Figs.2 and 6 fora single

avor.

The m atrix ofvectorm esonsH � hasN
2

f entries,m ostconveniently enum erated in the

basisqiqj. In thisbasis,there are three types ofcontributionsto the m ass m atrix: �M ij,

i6= j,the correction to the m assesofthe o�-diagonalm eson qiqj;�M ii,the correction to

the m assofthe avor-diagonalm eson qiqj;and �M ii� jj,i6= j,the correction which m ixes

the avor-diagonalm esonsqiqi and qjqj. Each ofthese correctionsarisesfrom quark ow

diagram swith a particularstructure.

Thequark ow diagram sin Figs.2 and 6 can bedivided into two classes:thosein which

thequark avorlinesrun through from theincom ing vectorm eson to theoutgoingone,and

thosein which they donot.In the�rstclassaretheg1g2 and g2g4 term sin Fig.2and theg
2

2

term sin Figs.6(a)and 6(b).Theothersarein thesecond class.Becauseavorisconserved

in thosediagram sin which thequark linesow through,they contributeto �M ij and �M ii,

butnotto �M ii� jj.In therestofthediagram s,thequark linesin theincom ing m eson m ust

annihilate in the graph,so they cannotcontribute to the o�-diagonal�M ij;however,they

do contributeto �M ii and �M ii� jj.

The only other di�erences in the N f > 1 case are the som ewhat m ore com plicated

integralswhich arise when a double-pole propagatorwith m ii 6= m jj appearsin a diagram

with a hairpin insertion on the Goldstone boson line. The solution iswritten in term s of

integralswith thefollowing nonanalyticdependence on x2 and y2:

I1(x)= �
1

12�f2
x
3

10
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FIG .6. Q uark ow diagram scorresponding to hairpin insertions.(a)hairpin insertion on the

�0line;(b)hairpin insertion on theS� line;(c)two hairpin insertions.

I2(x;y)=
1

x2 � y2

h

(M 2

0
� A 0x

2)I1(x)� (M 2

0
� A 0y

2)I1(y)
i

(3.20)

I3(x)=
1

12�f2

�
3

2�
�0x

2lnx2 + A N x
3

�

I4(x;y)=
1

x2 � y2

h

(M 2

0
� A 0x

2)I3(x)� (M 2

0
� A 0y

2)I3(y)
i

: (3.21)

TheintegralsI2 and I4 havethedegeneratelim its

I2(x;x)= �
1

12�f2

�
3

2
M

2

0
x �

5

2
A 0x

3

�

I4(x;x)=
1

12�f2

�
3

2�
�0M

2

0

�

1+ lnx2
�

�
3

2�
�0A 0x

2

�

1+ 2lnx2
�

+
3

2
A N M

2

0
x�

5

2
A N A 0x

3

�

: (3.22)

TheintegralsIi willdepend on thevariablesm ij = [B 0(m i+ m j)]
1=2.

Forthem assesoftheo�-diagonalvectorm esons,we�nd thecorrection

�M ij = 4g1g2I1(m ij)+ 2g2g4 [I1(m ii)+ I1(m jj)]

+ g
2

2
[I2(m ii;m ii)+ 2I2(m ii;m jj)+ I2(m jj;m jj)]+ 4g2

2
I3(m ij): (3.23)

Theavor-conserving diagonalm assm atrix isperturbed by

�M ii=
�

2g2
1
+ 2g2

2
+ 4g1g2 + 4g1g4 + 4g2g3 + 4g2g4

�

I1(m ii)

+
�

4g2
2
+ 8g1g2

�

I2(m ii;m ii)+
�

4g2
2
+ 4g1g2 + 4g2g4

�

I3(m ii)

+ 4g2
2
I4(m ii;m ii): (3.24)
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Finally,thecontribution to m ixing between avor-diagonalm esonsis

�M ii� jj =
�

g
2

1
+ 2g2g3 + 2g1g4

�

[I1(m ii)+ I1(m jj)]+ 2g2
2
I1(m ij)

+ 2g1g2[I2(m ii;m ii)+ 2I2(m ii;m jj)+ I2(m jj;m jj)]

+ (2g1g2 + 2g2g4)[I3(m ii)+ I3(m jj)]+ 4g2
2
I4(m ii;m jj): (3.25)

C .Vector m eson m asses in ordinary chiralperturbation theory

W e would like to com pare these results with the nonanalytic corrections to the vector

m eson m assescom puted using ordinary chiralperturbation theory. The unquenched case,

asdiscussed in Ref.[12],issom ewhatsim pler.Thereareonly the�eldsH � and �,with no

�0�eld and no hairpin insertions.Theinteraction Lagrangian issim ply

L� = ig1Tr[H
y
�]Tr[H �A �]v��

����+ h:c:

+ ig2Tr[fN
y
�;N �gA �]v��

����
: (3.26)

Our norm alization conventions are chosen to correspond as closely as possible to the

quenched Lagrangian,and they di�erslightly from thoseofRef.[12].A straightforward cal-

culation yieldsthenonanalyticcorrectionstothevectorm eson m assm atrix forN f = 1;2;3.

ForN f = 1,thereisonly thesingletS,and

�M S = 0: (3.27)

ForN f = 2,therearetheisotriplet� and thesingletS.Ignoring isospin violation,we�nd

�M � = 2(g1 + g2)
2
I1(m �)

�M S = 6(g1 + g2)
2
I1(m �)

�M �� S = 0: (3.28)

ForN f = 3,wehave

�M � = 3

�

g1 +
2

3
g2

�2

I1(m �)+ g
2

2

�
2

3
I1(m �)+ 2I1(m K )+

2

3
I1(m �)

�

�M K � = 3

�

g1 +
2

3
g2

�2

I1(m K )+ g
2

2

�
3

2
I1(m �)+

5

3
I1(m K )+

1

6
I1(m �)

�

�M �8 = 3

�

g1 +
2

3
g2

�2

I1(m �)+ g
2

2

�

2I1(m �)+
2

3
I1(m K )+

2

3
I1(m �)

�

�M S = 3

�

g1 +
2

3
g2

�2

[3I1(m �)+ 4I1(m K )+ I1(m �)]

�M �8� S =
p
3g2

�

g1 +
2

3
g2

�

[3I1(m �)� 2I1(m K )� I1(m �)]: (3.29)

TheseexpressionsforN f = 3 correspond to thoseofRef.[12]ifwem akethereplacem ent

g1 !
1
p
3

 

g1 �
2
p
3
g2

!

: (3.30)

12



IV .P H EN O M EN O LO G Y

Thecoe�cientswhich appearin thechiralLagrangians,both quenched and unquenched,

are nonperturbative param eterswhich are di�cultto calculate from �rstprinciples. How-

ever,we need to have som e estim ate oftheirsize ifwe are to use ourexpressionsforphe-

nom enology.

Theparam etersA 0 and M
2

0
describingthe�0self-interaction m aybestudied onthelattice

through thehairpin vertex,theanom alousscaling ofm �,and thetopologicalsusceptibility

�t ofthepuregaugetheory.Thee�ectofthehairpin on m � isparam eterized by a quantity

�,which isextracted both indirectly and directly. The valuesof� m easured on the lattice

vary widely [15],in theapproxim aterange0< � < 0:3.W ith ournorm alization oftheterm s

in thee�ectiveLagrangian,therelationship between M 0 and � is

M
2

0
= 8�f2� ; (4.1)

from which we�nd 0< M 0 < 350M eV.

On theotherhand,M 0 isalsorelated tothetopologicalsusceptibility �t viatheW itten-

Veneziano form ula [17,18],

M
2

0
=

4

f2
�t: (4.2)

Onem ustbecarefulin taking thisform ula from theoriginalliterature,since�t isevaluated

in the lim it N c ! 1 . In this lim it A 0 = 0,that is,the wavefunction renorm alization

due to the hairpin vanishes. Hence there is no distinction between writing the left-hand

side ofEq.(4.2) as M 2

0
or,instead, as M 2

0
=(1 + N fA 0). Ifwe were to take this latter

expression,then itwould appearthattogetherEqs.(4.1)and (4.2)determ ine both M 0 and

A 0.
1 However,itisinconsistenttokeep thewavefunction renorm alization duetoA 0 in oneof

theserelationsbutnotin theother.(Ifwedo so,weareled to thecontradictory conclusion

thatA 0 � 1=N f,whilereallyA 0 isindependentofN f.) Instead,Eqs.(4.1)and(4.2)yield two

independentdeterm inationsofthesinglevariableM 0.Unfortunately,these determ inations

are not consistent with each other. Lattice calculations give �t � (180M eV)4 [16],from

which we �nd M 0 � 500M eV. As a com prom ise, we willtake M 0 = 400M eV in our

estim atesbelow.

W e have less inform ation on the param eter A 0. Theoreticalprejudice and the large

N c lim itwould lead one to believe thatA 0 is sm all,butperhaps the inconsistency in the

determ ination ofM 0 isahintthatthislim itdoesnotworkwellhere.Inhisrecentreview [15],

Sharpe �ts values for a param eter �� = A 0=3 from a num ber oflattice groups,with the

preferred value A 0 � 0:2. Thisisthe value we willuse in the num ericalestim ates below,

keeping in m ind thatitisprobably highly uncertain.

1In the notation ofDuncan et al. [16], the Lagrangian is written in term s of the param eters

A = 1 + N fA 0 and m 2

0
= M 2

0
N f=(1 + N fA 0). They take M 2

0
=(1 + N fA 0) in Eq.(4.2),which

corresponds to writing it as m 2

0
= 4N f�t=f

2 instead ofas Am 2

0
= 4N f�t=f

2. W e agree that

Eq.(4.1)correspondsto theirexpression Am 2

0
= 8N f�

2f2�.
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W e willalso assum e that f � 130M eV and B 0 � 4�f are the sam e in quenched and

unquenched chiralperturbation theory,and thesam e forthecoupling constantsg1 and g2.

Allofthecouplingsgi areexpected to beoforderone,with unknown sign.W ewillassum e

thatthere are no dram atic accidentalcancellations between di�erent term s,and willtake

linearcom binationsofthegi’sto beoforderoneaswell.Finally,wewillneglectthevector

m eson hairpin,setting A N = 0 and �0 = 0.Ourprim ary m otivation forthisissim plicity;2

com pleteexpressionsin which theseterm sareincluded aregiven above.

A .T he quenched � m ass

W e now use these results to extract inform ation about the e�ect ofquenching in the

determ ination ofthe � m ass on the lattice. Quenched chiralperturbation theory gives

us inform ation about the nonanalytic dependence ofm � on the light quark m asses. Let

us consider a charged � in a theory with Nf = 2, the sim plest case in which there is

no annihilation channel. W e willtake the two quarks to have equalm ass m q. Then the

expansion ofm � in term sofm q takestheform

m � = � + C1=2m � + C1m
2

� + C3=2m
3

� + :::; (4.3)

wherethecoe�cientsC i aregiven by

C1=2 = �
M 2

0
g2
2

2�f2
� �1:5

C1 =
�2

B 0

� 0:1� (100M eV)� 1

C3=2 = �
1

12�f2

h

4g2(g1 + g4)� 10g2
2
A 0

i

� �0:1� (100M eV)� 2; (4.4)

and m � isrelated to m q by m
2

� = 2B 0m q.Forcom parison,theleading non-analyticterm in

theunquenched caseisC
�

3=2
m 3

�,with

C
�

3=2
= �

2(g1 + g2)
2

12�f2
� �0:1� (100M eV)� 2: (4.5)

Ofcourse,the num ericalestim ates are intended only to give a sense ofthe order of

m agnitudeoftheterm s.TheC1=2m � term islarge,and itssign ispredicted by thequenched

theory.M oreover,itistheleading term forsm allquark m ass.Theothercorrectionsareat

the 10% level. A �tto lattice data would determ ine the C i’sand check whether they are

ofthe expected size. In Fig.7 we presentthe correctionsto m � asa function ofm �,fora

typicalsetofcoupling constantsgi oforderone. W e show resultsfortwo di�erentchoices

ofthecouplingsM 0 and A 0.W ealso show theunquenched result.AsFig.7 illustrates,itis

quitegenericto�nd extrem ely substantialnonanalyticcorrectionstom � form �
>
� 400M eV.

Ofcourse,the possibility ofsuch large quenching correctionsin chiralperturbation theory

doeslittleto enhanceourcon�dencein thepreciseextraction ofm � from latticesim ulations

ofquenched QCD.

2 W enotethatin therealworld,thesizeofm � � m ! suggeststhattheseterm sareindeed sm all.
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FIG .7. Correction �m� to the � m ass,as a function ofm �,for N f = 2. The solid line is

the resultforan unquenched theory;the dashed and dotted lines are forquenched theories with

M 0 = 0:4G eV ,A 0 = 0 and M 0 = 0:1G eV ,A 0 = 0:2,respectively.W e have taken allgi= 0:75.

It is also useful to consider the case of unequal quark m asses, and to study the

quenched chiralcorrections to the m ass splittings. An interesting quantity to study is

(m K � � m �)=(m
2

K � m 2

�),which isconstantin thechirallim itatleading order.Theexpres-

sion sim pli�es ifwe setm � = 0 and study only the dependence on m K ,in which case we

�nd

m K � � m �

m 2

K � m 2

�

!
dm K �

dm 2

K

=
�2

B 0

�
1

12�f2

"
�

4g1g2 + 4
p
2g2g4 � 9

p
2g2

2
A 0

�

m K +
7
p
2

2
g
2

2

M 2

0

m K

#

;

(4.6)

where in this expression m K is the one-loop corrected kaon m ass. The divergence ofthe

�nalterm asm K ! 0 reectstheunphysicalbehaviorofthequenched theory in thechiral

lim it.

Finally,we m ay estim ate the size ofquenching errors by com paring the nonanalytic

correctionstom � in thequenched and unquenched theories.De�ningtheratioR � = m Q
� =m

�
�

to betheratio ofthem assesin thetwo theories,we�nd

R � = 1+ �
� 1

h

2(g2
1
� g

2

2
+ 2g2g4)I1(m �)+ 4g2

2
I2(m �;m �)

i

’ 1�
1

6�f2�

h

m
3

� + 3M 2

0
m � � 5A 0m

3

�

i

; (4.7)

forg2
1
� g2

2
+ 2g2g4 = 1.Forthephysicalm eson m assesm � = 140M eV and m � = 770M eV,

thisam ountsto abouta 30% errorfrom quenching (which,ofcourse,isdom inated by the

uncertain M 2

0
term ). On the otherhand,forlargerlattice m assessuch asm � � 500M eV

and m � � 1GeV,the quenching errorisoforder100% . Clearly,ourestim ate ofthe error

dependson the m any undeterm ined param eterswhich enter,butitdoessuggestthatone

oughtto be cautiouswhen using m � asa reference quantity to setthe scale ofthe lattice

spacing.
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FIG .8. Theratio m N =m � asa function ofm �.Thevectorm eson param etersareasin Fig.7,

whilethe param etersforthebaryon chiralLagrangian are from Ref.[9].

B .T he baryon-m eson m ass ratio

The ratio m N =m �,which experim entally is1.2,isused often to gauge the accuracy of

lattice sim ulations. The chiralcorrectionsto m N have been com puted by Jenkins[13]and

by Bernard,Kaiserand M eissner [14],while the corresponding quenched corrections have

been com puted by Labrenzand Sharpe[8,9].Com bining thesewith ourcalculation,wecan

exam inethequenched chiralcorrectionsto thisratio.W e�nd theexpansion

m N

m �

=
m 0

�
+ R 1=2m � + R 1m

2

� + R 3=2m
3

� + :::; (4.8)

with

R 1=2 = �

�
3

2
(D � 3F)2 � 4g2

2

�
M 2

0

8�f2�
(4.9)

R 1 =

"

2(bD � 3bF )�
�2

B 0

#
1

�
(4.10)

R 3=2 =
h

(D � 3F)(2D + )� c
2 + 4g2(g1 + g4)

i 1

12�f2
�

5A 0

3M 2

0

R 1=2; (4.11)

whereD ,F,bD ,bF ,cand  areparam etersofthebaryon chiralLagrangian [8,9,13,14].In

Fig.8 wecom parethequenched and unquenched corrections,fora typicalsetofcoe�cients

oforder one. Ofcourse,there are far too m any unknown param eters for this plot to be

anything butillustrative ofthe possible size ofthe long distance e�ects. W hatthe reader

should noteisthatonceagain therecan easily bealargedi�erencebetween thetwotheories,

and thusa largecorrection dueto quenching.
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V .D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

Letusclosebycom m entingbrieyonourresults.Them ostim portantqualitativefeature

isthedependence ofm � on thesquare rootofthequark m assm q.Thisisto becontrasted

with the unquenched theory,where the the leading dependence is linear and the leading

nonanalyticdependencegoesasm 3=2
q .Asnoted earlier,whilethecoe�cientsoftheseterm s

depend on nonperturbativeparam eters,theirpresenceisunam biguously predicted,and they

are unchanged by the inclusion ofterm s ofhigher order in the chiralexpansion. They

dom inatetheextrapolation to sm allm q,and m ustbeaccounted forin latticesim ulations.

The derivation ofourresults hasrelied com pletely on chiralperturbation theory. The

carefulreader m ight worry that because quenched QCD is not a unitary theory,there is

no guarantee that QChPT accurately describes its low energy lim it. However, there is

som eindependentevidencethatQChPT isindeed thelow energy theory ofquenched QCD.

The m ost celebrated prediction of QChPT,the em ergence of \quenched" logarithm s of

theform M 2

0
lnm q,wasoriginally derived in anotherway,via strong-coupling perturbation

theory [3,4],and the two approaches yield the sam e coe�cient for these term s. W e thus

expectthattheuseofQChPT to describequenched QCD atlow energiesisvalid.

W e should also m ention one defectofthisform ulation ofchiralperturbation theory for

vector m esons,nam ely the absence ofthe decay � ! ��. Clearly,this is an im portant

contribution to thewidth ofthe�.However,itscontribution to therealpartofthe� m ass

is rather sm all. M oreover,a sim ple one loop calculation shows that the contribution is

nonleading,oforderm 4

� lnm �. W e thusexpectthatthe inclusion ofthise�ectwould not

alterourconclusionssubstantially.

Since ourresults depend on m any unknown nonperturbative param eters,itis hard to

draw �rm quantitative lessonsfrom them . Nonetheless,we have found in generalthatthe

long distance quenching corrections to vector m eson m asses could be quite large,at the

levelof100% .W hileitisequally possiblethatthey aresm all,ouranalysisdoesnothing to

increaseone’scon�dencethatquenchingisacontrolled errorin latticesim ulationsofm � and

m N =m �. On the contrary,the necessity ofsim ulations ofthese quantitieswith dynam ical

ferm ionsisaspressing asever.
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