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A bstract

W e present the results of a Jattice Q CD calculation of the average up-down and
strange quark m asses and of the light m eson pseudoscalar decay constants w ith
N¢ = 2 dynam ical ferm ions. The simulation is carried out at a single value of the
lattice spacing w ith the tw isted m ass ferm ionic action atm axin altw ist, w hich quar-
antees autom atic O (a)-n provem ent of the physical quantities. Q uark m asses are
renom alized by in plem enting the non perturbative RIM OM renom alization pro-
cedure. O ur results for the light quark massesarem ' 5 (2G eV )= 385 0:12 040
MeV,m¥52Gev)= 105 3 9MeV andm g=m yq= 273 03 12.W ealsocbtain
fx = 1617 12 31 MeV and theratio fx =f = 1227 0:009 0:024. From thisra-
tio, by using the experim entaldeterm nation of (K ! ()= (! ( ))and
the average value of 3,4 jfrom nuclear beta decays, we obtain V,sj= 0:2192(5)(45),
In agreem ent w ith the determ ination from K 13 decays and the unitarity constraint.

1 Introduction

Tn this paper we extend to the kaon sector our previous lattice study of the pion m ass
and decay constant [1l]]. W e present a determn ination of the light quark m asses, strange
quark m assm g and the average up-down quark m assm .4, of the kaon pseudoscalar decay
constant fx ,and oftheratio fx =f . W e have sin ulated the theory with N¢ = 2 dynam ical
quarks, taken to be degenerate in m ass, and two valence quarks. In order to investigate
the properties of the K m eson, we consider in the present analysis a partially quenched
setup, nam ely we take the valence quark masses 1 and , di erent in value between each
other and di erent from the sea quark mass g.

The strategy of the calculation is the follow ing. W e rst com pute the pseudoscalar
m eson m asses and decay constants for di erent values of the sea and valence quark m asses,
and study theirm assdependence. W e then use the experim ental values of the ratiosM =f
and M ¢ =M to determ ine the average up-down and the strange quark m ass respectively.
T he Jattice spacing is xed from £ . The results obtained for the quark m asses are nally
used to evaluate fx and the ratio fx =f .

The calculation is based on a set ofgauge eld con gurations generated w ith the tree-
level improved Sym anzik gauge action at = 39, corresponding to a = 0:087(1) fm
@'’ 23Gev) [], and the twisted m ass ferm ionic action at m axin al twist. W e have
sim ulated 5 values of the bare sea quark m ass,

a ¢ = £0:0040;0:0064; 0:0085;0:0100; 00150g ; (1)

and com puted quark propagators for 8 values of the valence quark m ass,
a 1, = £0:0040; 0:0064; 0:0085; 0:0100; 00150, 0:0220; 0:0270; 0:0320g : (2)
The rst ve masses are equal to the sea quark m asses, and lie in the range 1=6m 4 <

12 < 2=3m,wherem is the physical strange quark m ass, while the heaviest three are
around the strange quark m ass.



W e In plem ent non-degenerate valence quarks in the tw isted m ass form ulation of lat-
tice QCD as discussed for Instance in refs. [2,13]. W e Introduce two tw isted doublets of
degenerate valence quarks, (u;,d;) and (uy,d;), with masses ; and , respectively, and
sim ulate charged m esons u;d, and diu, . W ithin each doublet, the two valence quarks are
regularized In the physicalbasisw ith W ilson param eters of opposite values (r, = rg= 1).

At each value of the sea quark m ass we have com puted the two-point correlation func—
tions of charged pseudoscalar m esons, w ith both degenerate and non degenerate valence
quarks, on a set of 240 Independent gauge el con gurations, ssparated by 20 HM C tra fc-
tordes one from the other (each tra fctory being of Jength 1/2). To In prove the statistical
accuracy, w e have evaluated them eson correlators using a stochastic m ethod to include all
gpatialsources. Them ethod involves a real stochastic source (Z (2)noise) forallcolour and
soatial indices at one Euclidean tim e slice random Iy m oved when passing from one gauge
con guration to another. This \one-end" m ethod is sim ilar to that pioneered in ref. [4]
and In plem ented iIn ref. [9]. Statistical errors on the m eson m asses and decay constants
are evaluated using the ackknife procedure, by decin ating 10 con gurations out of 240 in
each pckknife bin. Statistical errors on the t results, which are based on data obtained
at di erent sea quark m asses, are evaluated using a bootstrap procedure. Further details
on the num erical sin ulation can be found in [@].

T he use of tw isted m ass farm ions in the present calculation tums out to be bene cial
In several aspects [/,12]: 1) the pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants, which
represent the basic iIngredients of the calculation, are autom atically im proved at O (a) ;H ii)
once m axin al tw ist is realized, the physical quark m ass is directly related to the tw isted
m ass param eter of the action, and it is sub fct only to m ultiplicative renom alization; iii)
the determm ination of the pseudoscalar decay constant does not require the introduction of
any renomm alization constant, and it is based on the relation

fes=(1+ 2

| J0PHOP )
M P25 )
C onceming the size of discretization e ects, it is worth noting that, since the two valence
quarks are regularized in the physical basis with W ilson param eters of opposite values,
themeson massM 7 di ers from its continuum counterpart only by term s ofO (a® ) and
O (a*), whereas fp 5 di ers from its contihuum lin it by tetm s of O @%) [8,[9]. Therefore,
atO (a%) thecuto e ectsonM 7 and fps areas In a chiral invariant lattice form ulation.
Themeson massM p5 and them atrix elem ent 10P 1 (0)P ijhave been extracted from
a tof the twopoint pseudoscalar correlation function in the tim e interval t=a 2 [10;21].
In order to illustrate the quality of the data, we show In g.[I the e ective m asses of
pseudoscalar m esons, as a function of the tin e, in thedegenerate cases s = 1= .

IStrictly speaking, autom atic O (a) in provem ent was proved in [7,[2]to hold in a unitary aswellas in
a m ixed action fram ework. A ctually the sam e proof goes through also in the present partially quenched
setup. The reason is that all the sym m etries entering the discussion of the renomm alizability and O (a)
In provem ent are valid for generic values of the m asses of the various valence and sea quarks.
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Figure 1: E ective m asses of pseudoscalar m esons, as a function of the tim e, In the degenerate
cases s = 1= 5.Errorbarsare analler than the sym bol sizes.

2 Quarkm assdependence ofpseudoscalarm eson m as—
ses and decay constants

T he determm ination of the physical properties of K m esons requires a study of the quark
m ass dependence of the corresponding obsarvables over a large range of m asses, extending
from the physical strange quark down to the light up and down quarks. Tn thiswork, we
study the quark m ass dependence of the pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants
by investigating two di erent functional form s. The rst one is the dependence predicted
by continuum partially quenched chiral perturbation theory (PQChPT ), whereas in the
second case we consider a sim ple polynom ial dependence. For a recent precision study of
the quark m ass dependence ofm eson m asses and decay constants in the partially quenched
theory with N = 2 dynam ical ferm ions see also ref. [101].

21 PQChPT ts

W ithin PQChPT we consider the full nexttoJeading order (NLO ) expressions w ith the
addition of the JocalNNLO contributions, ie. term s quadratic In the quark m asses, which
tum out to be neaded for a good description of the m eson m asses and decay constants up
to the region of quark m asses around the strange quark mass. The PQChPT predictions
have been derived In ref. [11]]and can be written in the form

1 (s 1)In2 2 (s 2)]T122+
(2 1) (2 1)

1
2 2 2 .
tay 12+ as st ayv 1ot Ass st Avs 12 st A&bp pip 7 (4)

MPZS( si 17 2) = Bo( 1+ 2) 1+



fes(s7 17 2)= £ 1 1s n2 5 25 N2 55 +

+ by +1=2) p+ (o 1=2) s+ yy L+ kss S+ bys 12 s+ kup

where ;= 2B ;=(4 £, = Bo( i+ 4)=(4 £V and pi= Bo( ;s 4)=(4 £¥.The
param eters By and f are the low energy constants (LEC s) entering the chiral Lagrangian
at the LO E,whereasav,as,b, and by are related to the NLO LECs [11]by

ay =43 25 ; a=84s 44 ; b= 5 ; bhy=2,4: (5)

T he quadratic tem s in the quark m asses in 5. (4) represent the JocalNNLO contributions.
T he corresponding chiral logarithm s at two loops in the partially quenched theory are also
known [12]. They involve, however, a larger num ber of NLO LECs whose values, In the
N ¢ = 2 theory, cannotbe xed from phenom enclogy. Tntroducing their contribution in the
t would increase signi cantly the num ber of free param eters, thus lin iting, at the sam e
tin e, the predictive pow er of the calculation.
In the Iim it of degenerate valence quark masses, 1 = v, eq. (@) is nite and
reduces to

Mpzs(S;V;V)=2BO \% 1+ 2y s)h2v+(av+i1)v+(as 1) ¢+
+ayy 5+ass g"‘avs v s 7 6)
h i
fes(siviv)=f 1 2ysh2ys+b v+b s+byy ¢ +hs s+bvs v s

2.1.1 Finite volum e corrections

In a lattice QCD calculation aim Ing at a percent precision on the physical predictions, the
In pact of nite size corrections cannot be neglected. The Jattice in our sim ulation has
gpatialextension L = 24a ’ 2:1 fm ,and the pseudoscalarm eson m ass at the lightest value
of the quark m ass is such thatM p gL, / 32. Since we have not perform ed yet a system atic
study of non-degenerate m eson m asses and decay constants on di erent lattice volum es,
we w ill estin ate the nite size e ects by including in the ts the corrections predicted by
one—]ooE chiral perturbation theory, which, In the partially quenched case, are expressed
py 13

( Jor (L; 1) ( Yo (L; 2)
M2 (i 17 L) = M2 (g5 17 5) 145 1oL 2ls  2iieie)
(2 1) (2 1)
fPS(S;"1; 2ib)=Tes(si 17 2)
1 s (L 1s) 2SQ1(L;25)+Q(1@’1(L;1) 2gr Ly 2))+
2( 1)
1 1
+Z(S 1)@2(L;1)+Z(s 200 (L 2) (7)

2T he pseudoscalar decay constant £ is nom alised such that £ = 130:7M &V at the physicalpion m ass.
W e thank D Becirevic and G V illadoro for having provided us with the expression of nite volim e
corrections toM 2 ( s; 1; 2)which isnotgiven in ref. [I3].



The functions g, (s= 1;2) In eq. (1) are de ned as

2 G 2
gs (LM 7)) = W (s 1=2) 5 12(L;M “); (8)
whereM is the pseudoscalarmeson massatthe LO ,M 2= 2B, = (4 £} ,
"w ! #
Z 2
1 1 2 L
s L;M 2 - - d s 5=2 M 3 _ 1 ; 9
( ) @ 77 (5 e # 1 9)
and #( ) is the elliptic theta fiinction
® 2
#( ) e " (10)

n= 1

T he lin its of eg. (1) In the case of degenerate valence quark masses, 1 = - v ,can
be obtained by using the dentity

, d w2y w2 w2
M 2 qs (L IM ) - (2 S)qs (L /M ) QS+ 1 (L IM ) (11)
and are given by
Mpzs(S;V;V;L)szzs(S;V;V) A+ve@L;v) (v s)p@L; v)l;
fos(sivivil)=fs(s;i viv) D Zysa(l;vs)l: (12)

2.2 Polynom ial ts

T he inclusion of the local NNILO contributions in the PQChPT predictions expressed by
eq. ({4) is required by the observation that the pure NLO predictions are not accurate
enough to describe the quark m ass dependence of pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay
constants up to the region of the strange quark. H owever, not having considered the fill
NNLO chiral predictions, we regard eg. (4) m ostly as an e ective description of the quark
m ass dependence of these observables. Tn order to evaluate the associated system atic
uncertainty, we also consider in the analysis an altemative description based on a sin ple
polynom ialdependence on the quark m asses, for both the pssudoscalar m eson m asses and
decay constants:

Mps(S;ﬁ; 2) = Bol( 1+ 2) N
1+ay 12+ as s+ avy fz‘* ass 52+avs 12 s T avbp 512 ; (13)
h
fos(si 17 2) = £ 1+ (o +1=2) 1+ (o 1=2) s+ byy 5+ bxs S+
1

2
+b/S 12 st bJD D12

N ote that, though we are adopting In eg. {I3) the sam e notation for the coe cients of the
chiralexpansions as in eg. (4), the physicalm eaning of these coe cients, ie. their relation
to the derivatives of M st and fp g with respect to the quark m asses, is actually di erent.
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It also worth observing that, in the case of the polynom ial ts (13), a change in the valies
ofthe LECsf and B, only am ounts to a rede nition ofthe tparam eters ofM p25 and fpg
regpectively. T herefore, in this case, the two ts are independent one from the other. T he
di erences between the results obtained by perform ing either chiral or polynom ial tswill
be included in the nalestim ates of the system atic errors.

3 Chiral extrapolations

T he Input data in the present analysis are the lattice results for the pseudoscalar m eson
m asses and decay constants obtained at each value of the sea quark mass, with both
degenerate and non degenerate valence quarks. W e exclude from the ts the heaviest
m esons having both the valence quark m asses in the strange m ass region, nam ely w ith
a 1, = £0:0220;00270; 00320g. O verall, we have considered therefore 150 com binations
of quark m asses for both the m eson m asses and the decay constants. The full sets of
results are collected in tables[4 and [3 of the appendix. T he num ber of free param eters in
the combined tofM PZS and fpg is14,buta rstanalysis show s that som e of them , in the
various cases, are com patible w ith zero w ithin one standard deviation, and are kept xed
to zero in the nalestin ates of the t param eters (see table[d).

In order to extrapolate the pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants to the
points corresponding to the physical pion and kaon, we have considered three di erent ts:

Polynom ial t: a polynom ialdependence on the quark m asses is assum ed for the
pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants, according to eg. (13).

PQChPT t: the pssudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants are tted ac-
cording to the predictions of PQChPT expressed by ej. (4) to which we add the
nite volum e corrections of eg. (1).

Constrained PQChPT t: this t,denoted asC-PQChPT in the follow ing, de-
serves a m ore detailed explanation. Them ain uncertainty in usihg egs. (4) and (13)
to e ectively describe the quark m ass dependence of M st and fpg is related to the
extrapolation toward the physical up and down quark m asses. On the other hand,
we have shown In ref. 1] that pure NLO ChPT , with the inclusion of nite volum e
corrections, is su ciently accurate In describing the lattice results for both the pseu-—
doscalar m eson m asses and decay constants when the analysis is restricted to our
Tightest four quark m asses in the unitary setup (ie. 1= 2= ¢). In orderto take
advantage of this inform ation , w hen perform ing theC PQChPT twe rstdetemm ine
the LO param etersBy and £ and the NLO combinationsay + ag and y; + by from a
thased on pure NLO ChPT perform ed on the lightest four unitary points. In other
words, we repeat here as a prelin inary step the sam e analysis done in ref. [1], but
on the an aller statistical sam ple of data used for the present s’wdyH In thisway we

‘Note that in the limit ;= 5= g,and when all the coe cients of the quadratic tem s are sent to
zero,the PQChPT expressions @), aswellas the nite volum e corrections expressed by eJ. (), reduce to
the pure NLO ChPT predictions used in the chiral tofref. [1].



determ ine

2aBy = 482(10) ; af = 0:0552(12) ;
ay + as = 080(23) ; by + by = 062(24) : (14)

These results, are perfectly consistent, at the levelof 135 , with those obtained
in ref. [1]. By ushg the constraints of eg. (14), the other param eters entering the
chiral expansions ofM . and fp 5 are then cbtained from a tto eg. (4) over the non
unitary points. For consistency w ith the previous unitary t,we exclude also in this
case from the analysis the data at the highest value of sea quark mass,a 5 = 0:0150.

In tablke[d (\A lldata") we collect the results obtained for the t param eters in the three
cases: polynom ial, PQChPT and CPQChPT ts. In the last line we also quote the
corresponding values of the 2 perdegree of freedom . From these valuesw e see that, though
the quality of the t is better in the polynom ial case, all three analyses provide a good
description of the lattice data, In the whole region of m asses explored in the sinulation.
This is only true, however, if the temm s quadratic In the quark m asses are taken into
account.

A potentialproblem in the partially quenched theory is the divergence of the chiral log—
arithm s in the Iim it In which the light valence quark m ass goes to zero at xed sea quark
m ass (seeeg. (4)). Thisdivergence doesnota ect the extrapolation of the Jattice results to
the physical point, since the sea and the light valence quark m asses are degenerate in this
case. However, in order to verify that this unphysical behaviour of the partially quenched
chiral logarithm s does not m odify the result of the extrapolation, we have repeated the
analysis by restricting both the polynom ialand the chiral tsto the 30 quark m ass com bi-
nations (26 In the case of the C-PQChPT t) that, satisfying the constraint 1= gy
are not a ected by the dangerous chiral logarithm s. T he results obtained for the free pa-
ram eters of these ts are also shown In table[l] (Jast three colum ns). By com paring these
results w ith those obtained by using the full set of data, we nd som e di erences in the
estin ates of the coe cients of the quadratic term s, particularly those involring the sea
quark mass (ays,ass, ::2). These di erences re ect the relative In portance in the tof
the various quadratic term s In the di erent quark m ass regions. For instance, in the case
of the highest sea quark mass,a ¢ = 0:0150, only 4 out of 30 com binations of m asses are
Incluided in the t restricted by the condition 1= g.0n theotherhand,when we
com pare the results for the extrapolated physical quantities (am ,4q,am s,af , :::) obtained
from the two ts, we nd that they are aln ost indistinguishable (see table [J). This is
reassuring, as it show s that the e ects of potentially divergent chiral logarithm s are well
under control in our analysis.

T he m ass dependence of the pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants is illus—
trated n  g.[d, where we also com pare the Jattice data w ith the results of the polynom ial,
PQChPT and C-PQChPT ts. W e have shown In the plots the cases in which one of the
valence quark m ass ( ;) is equalto the sea quark m ass, and the results are presented as a
function of the second valence quark mass ( ,). The points corresponding to the physical
pion and kaon are thus obtained by extrapolating/interpolating the results shown in  g.[2
tothelimits ;! myggand , ! mg.
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Alldata Onky 1= g

Fit Polynom ial| PQChPT | CPQChPT | Polynomial| POQChPT CPQChPT
2aB 4 59(3) 4.79(6) 4.82(10) 455(6) 486(12) 4.82(10)
af 0.0607(6) | 0.0577(6) | 0.0552(12) | 0.0606(9) | 0.0574(14)| 0.0552(12)
ay -0.63(7) 237(10) 2.15(18) -0.52(16) 191(15) 2.15(18)
as 0.0 144(10) | -135(12) 0.0 1.04(37) | -135(12)
o 2.66(4) 0.68(5) 0.86(8) 2.56(13) 0.49(12) 0.75(8)

o8 0.86(13) | 122(15) | -025(23) 1.03(15) | -094(34) | -0.13(24)
avv 26(2) 9.3(3) 8.3(6) 23(5) ~7.8(18) 5.8(7)
avs 00 76(4) 69(3) 00 6.0(38) 00
ass 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 59(7)
avp 06(1) 3.8(2) 32(3) -0.9(6) 2.6(21) 5.1(4)
by v 4.0(2) 12(2) 0.9(1) -4.1(8) 0.0 23(5)
by s 0.0 6.0(6) 3.7(12) 00 71(21) 00

by s 00 00 53(14) 00 0.0 2.0(6)
by o 3.7(2) 3.8(2) 3.0(3) 26(6) 0.0 3.1(6)
?/d o f. 038 134 111 028 0.40 0.78

Table 1: Values of the t param eters as obtained from the polynom ial, PQChPT and

CPQChPT ts (seetext fordetails), by analysing allcom binations of quark m asses oronly

the com binations satisfying the constraint 1= g . Inthe last line, the corresponding
2 per degree of freedom are also given.

Tn order to illustrate the in pact of nite volum e corrections in the PQChPT ts,we
com pare in g.[3thebest tcurves for the pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants
asobtained w ith orw ithout including these corrections. In the plotsthedi erences between
the two curves are barely visble. O bviously, a di erent question is w hether the theoretical
form ulae based on ChPT can accurately describe at the NLO the dependence of M P2S and
frs on the lattice volum e. W e postpone this issue to a future investigation, in which
we plan to better quantify the system atic ervor due to nite size e ects by extending
the calculation of light pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants on lattices w ith
di erent spatial sizes.

By having determ ined the t param eters, we are now ready to extrapolate egs. (4) and
(13) to the physical pion and kaon. W e follow the procedure outlined in sect.[l: we use the
experin ental values of the ratiosM =f and M ¢ =M to determm ine the average up-down
and the strange quark m ass respectively. O nce these m asses have been determm ined, we use
again egs. (4) and (13) to com pute the values of the pion and kaon decay constants aswell
as their ratio fx =f

5In order to account for the electrom agnetic isospin breaking e ects which are not introduced in the
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Figure 3: PQChPT ts of the pseudoscalar m eson m asses and decay constants perform ed w ith
(solid lines) and w ithout (dashed lines) including the nite volum e corrections of eg. {1). The
results are shown as a function of the valence quark massa ,,witha 1= a g.

In table[d we collect the values of the quark m asses, m eson m asses and decay constants,
In lattice units, as obtained from the three ts by analysing all com binations of quark
m asses or only the com binations that satisfy the constraint 1 = g.Note that the

lattice sin ulation, we use as \experim ental" values of the pion and kaon m ass the com binations [14]

1
™ %)ocp =M %4 ; <M§)QCD:5M§O+M§+ A+ )M M%)
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Alldata Only 1= s

Fit Polynom ial| PQChPT | CPQCHhPT || Polynomial| POQChPT | C-PQChPT

am.q 19 0.90(2) 0.86(2) 0.79(4) 091(3) 0.84(5) 0.79(4)
am 0.0243(5) | 0.0235(5) | 0.0218(10) 0.0243(7) | 0.0234(12) | 0.0217(10)

m =M g 269(1) 274(2) 275(3) 26.7(2) 279(2) 274(3)
aM 0.0642(6) | 0.0632(6) | 0.0610(12) 0.0642(9) | 0.0629(14) | 0.0610(12)

aM x 0235(2) 0232(2) 0224(4) 0235(3) 0231(5) 0224(4)
af 0.0622(6) | 0.0612(6) | 0.0591(11) 0.0622(8) | 0.0609(13) | 0.0591(11)
afx 0.0756(7) | 0.0744(7)| 0.0730(11) 0.0755(8) | 0.0747(11) | 0.0731(12)

fx =t 1.216(3) 1215(4) 1.236(8) 1.214(8) 1225(11) 1.238(7)

Table 2: Values of the quark m asses, m eson m asses and decay constants in lattice units as
obtained from thepolynom 2l,PQChPT and C-PQChPT tsby analysing allcom binations
of quark m asses or only the com binations satisfying the constraint 1= 3.

values of the quark m ass ratio m s=m ¢ and of the ratio of decay constants fx =f , being
din ensionless and well nom alised quantities, are obtained at this step w ithout need of

xing the scale nor of introducing the quark m ass renom alization constant. For these
quantities, therefore, the results presented in tablk[d already represent physical predictions
of the calculation.

A s a further investigation, we have studied how the results for the quark m asses and
decay constants change when the analysis is perform ed only on m esons w ith degenerate
valence quarks. In this case, we nd values of quark m ass in good agreem ent w ith those
given In table (J), whereas for fx and fx =f we obtal results that are Jarger by about
5% than those quoted in the table. This re ects the fact that them ass di erence between
valence quarks represents only a anall e ect In m eson m asses, whilke it tums out to be
relevant in decay constants, at the present level of accuracy, as shown by the contribution
oftheayp and by p tem s respectively in the sin ple polynom ial ts (see table(d).

4 Physical results

Tn order to convert into physical units the results obtained for the strange quark m ass and
the kaon decay constantswe x the scale w ithin each analysis (polynom ial, PQChPT and
CPQChPT ts)by using £ asphysical nput. This choice deserves som e discussion. By
looking at table[d, we see that the value of the pion decay constant in Jattice units as
obtained from the C-PQChPT t is in agreement, at the levelof 14 , with the result
of our previous study, af = 0:0576(7) [l]. Indeed, from the present analysis we obtain
the estim ate a = 0:089(2) fm , to be com pared w ith the determ ination a = 0:087(1) fm of
ref. [Il]. W ealso nd that the estim ate of the lattice spacing obtained from the CPQChPT
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analysis coincides w ith the one derived from the pure NLO ChPT analysis perfomm ed over
the lightest four unitary points. This is expected, since as explained before the NLO

unitary t over the four Iightest quark m asses is used as a constraint in the CPQChPT

analysis, and the e ect of the quadratic term swhich are left out in the rst tisnegligble
In the evaluation of £ . W e then conclide that the di erence between the determ hation
a = 0:089(2) Mm and the one given In ref. [1] is a purely statistical e ect and, as such,
is properly accounted for by the quoted statistical errors. In the analyses based on the
PQChPT and polynom ial ts, instead, we obtain the estinates a = 0:092(2) fn and
a= 0094(1) m respectively. In this case, the di erences w ith respect to the CPQChPT

determm nation, which are at the level of 3% and 6% respectively, have a system atic origin
related to the uncertainty in the chiral extrapolation.

A s m entioned before, rather than choosing a comm on estin ate of the scale for the
polynom al, POChPT and C-PQChPT analyses, we prefer to x the scale by relying on
the determm ination ofaf as obtained w ithin each ssparate t. This choice has the In por-
tant advantage that also the pion and kaon m asses are xed in this way to their physical
values w ithin each t, sihce the experin ental results for the ratiosM =f and M x =M
have been usad to determ ine the Iight and strange quark m asses. T herefore, the absolute
nom alization of the t functionsdescribbing the quark m ass dependence ofboth them eson
m asses and the decay constants is always correct, independently of the assum ptions done
on the chiral behaviour. As a result, we nd that the system atic di erences am ong the
various determ nations of am 5 and afy given In tablkl[d, which are at the level of 6% and
2% respectively, reduce by approxin ately a factor of two when the results are converted
In physical units. N evertheless, in the case of the polynom ialand PQChPT tswe conser—
vatively add in the calculation of the dim ensionful quantities a 6% and 3% of system atic
error com ing from the di erent estim ates of the scale.

T he determ ination of the physical strange and up-down quark m asses also requires
In plem enting a renom alization procedure. T he relation between the bare tw isted m ass at
maxin altwist, 4,and the renom alized quark m ass,m 4, is given by

Mgl r)= 2, @52 r) 4@); (15)

where g is the renom alization scale, conventionally xed to 2 G &V for the light quarks.
Z, Isthe Inverse of the avour non-singlet pseudoscalar density renom alization constant,
Zy = Zp !, W e have used the O (a)-In proved non-perturbative R M OM determ nation of
Zp ,which giveszi ™ %" (1=a)= 0:39(1)(2)at = 39 [15],and converted the result to the
M S scheme atthe scale g = 2 G &V by using renom alization group im proved continuum
perturbation theory at the N°LO [16]].
In table[3 we collect the results for the light quark m asses and pseudoscalar decay
constants, in physical units, as cbtained from the polynom ial, POChPT and C-PQChPT
ts. For com pleteness, we also show in the table the results for the ratios m =m .4 and
fx =f already given In table[d. To be conservative, we only consider from now on the
results obtained from the analysis of the quark m ass com binations satisfying the constraint
2 1 = g which, though being a ected by larger statistical errors, are safe from the
e ects of the potentially divergent chiral logarithm s. In table [3 we quote as a system atic
errorw ithin each ttheuncertainty associated w ith the determ ination of the Iattice spacing
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Fi Polynom ial PQChPT C-PQCHhPT

mis Mev) 4.07(9)(33) 3.82(15)(25) | 3.74(13)(21)

ms Mev) 109(2)(9) 107(3)(7) 102(3)(6)
m g= g 26.7(2)(0) 279(2)(0) 274(3)(0)

fx MeV) || 158.7(11)(89) | 160.2(15)(54) | 161.8(10)(0)
fx = 1.214(8)(0) 1.225(11)(0) | 1.238(7)(0)

Table 3: Results for the light quark m asses and psesudoscalar decay constants, in physical
units, as obtained from the polynom ial, PQChPT and C-PQChPT ts respectively, by
analysing only the com binations of quark m asses satisfying the constraint 1= g.
T he quoted errors are statistical ( rst) and system atic (second), the latter com ing from the
uncertainties in the determ ination of the lattice scale and of the quark m ass renorm alization
constant.

and of the quark m ass renorm alization constant.

In order to derive our nal estim ates for the quark m asses and decay constants, we
perform a weighted average of the results of the three analyses presented In table[3 and
conservatively add the whole spread am ong these results to the system atic uncertainty. In
thisway, we obtain as our nalestin ates of the light quark m asses the results

n¥S2Gev)= 385 042 040Mev ; m'S(2Gev)=105 3 9Mev; (16)

and the ratio
mg=myq= 273 03 12; (17)

where the rst error is statistical and the second system atic.
For the kaon decay constant and the ratio fx =f we obtain the accurate detem inations

fx = 1617 12 31Me&v ; fHRK=f = 1227 0009 0:024: (18)

It is interesting to com pare our result for the strange quark m ass w ith other lattice
QCD detem inations of the sam e quantity. This com parison is illustrated in  g.[4.

The HPQCD-M ILCUKQCD Collhboration, using the M ILC extensive sin ulations of
lattice QCD performed with N¢ = 2+ 1 dynam ical in proved staggered ferm ions, initially
quoted the J:esu]izmbs4 S(2GeV)= 76(3)(7)M &V [14], signi cantly lower than our prediction
in eq. (18). In [14], the quark m ass renom alization constant was determm ined using one-
Joop perturbation theory. T he two-loop calculation has then led to a signi cant increase of
the quark m ass estim ate [24], and the m ost recent determ ination presented by M ILC now
rea\olsmbs4 S(2GeV )= 90(5)(4)M &V [25]. Recently, a sin ilar result has been also obtained
by the CP-PACS and JLQCD Collaborations, using O (a)-=m proved W ilson ferm ions w ith
N¢ = 2+ 1 and in plan enting the quark m ass renom alization at one loop: m % °(2G eV ) =
914 (* é426 ) [26]]. Tt isworth noting that this result is perfectly consistent w ith the previous
N ¢ = 2 determ inations of the sam e quantity obtained by the two collaborations [17,118].
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Figure 4: Lattice Q CD determ nations of the strange quark m ass obtained from sim ulationsw ith

N¢e= 2 07H23]and N¢ = 2+ 1 [14,[24,25,26] dynam ical fermm ions. The PDG average (from

lattice only) [27] is also shown for com parison.

In the present analysis, we nd that the use of non-perturbative renorm alization plays
a crucial role in the determm ination of the quark m asses. The estinate Z5T " °" (1=a) =
0:39(1)(2) obtained with the RIMOM method is in fact signi cantly sm aller than the
prediction Z 7" (1=a) ’ 0:57(5) given by onedoop boosted perturbation theory (in the
same RIM OM renom alization scheme) [15]. Had we used the perturbative estin ate of
Zp wewould have obtaned m”$(2Gev )= 263 008 036MevV andm¥°2Gev) =
72 2 9MeV.Asshown In g.[4, our prediction for the strange quark m ass in eq. (14)
is In good agreem ent w ith other determ inations based on a non-perturbative evaluation
of the m ass renom alization constant. These Include the results obtained by ALPHA,
Y2 Gev)= 97(22)Mev [19], by SPQcpR,m¥5(2Gev)= 101(8)("5°) M ev 201, by
QCDSF-UKQCD ,mfs (2Gev)= 119(5)(8) M eV from the vector W ard dentity 211]and
m¥S(2Gev)= 111(6)(4)(6) M &V from the axialone [22], and by RBC,m¥5(2 Gev) =
1195(56)(74) M eV [23]. It is often found that, in lattice determ inations of quark m asses,
In plem enting a non-perturbative renom alization m ethod has an in pact that can be larger
even than the quenching e ect. W e believe that this ocbsarvation should be always kept in
m ind, particularly when the Jattice results for quark m asses are considered for producing

nal averages.

Our result for the ratio fx =f is com pared In g.[3 w ith other recent Jattice determ i
nationsbased on smulationswith N = 2and N¢ = 2+ 1 dynam ical ferm ions.

Our calculation and those based on the M ILC im proved staggered gauge con gura-—
tions are the only ones in which light quark m asses signi cantly lower than m (=3 have
been smulated (my " m =6 for our lightest quark mass). Therefore, it is interesting
to com pare our determ ination of fyx =f with the m ore recent results quoted by M ILC,
fx =f = 1208(2)("{,) 25],and by HPQCD-UKQCD , fx =f = 1:189(7) [33]. D espite the
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Figure 5: Lattice Q CD determ nations of the ratio fx =f obtained from sinulationswith N ¢ =

2 [17,[18,281and N = 2+ 1 28], 29H33]1dynam ical form ions. T he results are also com pared

w ith the PDG 2006 average [27]and w ith the average based on the updated determ ination of Vg
from K .3 decays [34].

strange quark is still quenched in our sim ulation, and our results are still obtained at a
single value of the lattice spacing, we nd the agream ent between these determ inations
quite satisfactory. In order to better quantify the size of discretization e ects, which are
of O (@) in the present calculation, we plan to extend the simulation to other two values
of the lattice spacing (corresponding to = 38 and = 4:05). This should also allow us
to eventually perform the extrapolation to the continuum Iim it.
O ur result for the ratio fx =f can be com bined w ith the experin entalm easuram ent of
® ! ( N=( ! ( 1)) P71 to get a detem ination of the ratio 7,5 F¥uaF B3
W e ocbtain
VusFVuaJ= 02251(5)(47) ; (19)

where the rst error is the experim ental one and the second is the theory error com —
ing from the uncertainty on fx =f . Eq (19), combined with the determ ination J,qj=
0:97377(27) [36] from nuclear beta decays, yields the estin ate

VusJj= 02192(5)(45) ; (20)

in agreem ent w ith the value extracted from K .3 decays, Vusj= 0:2255(19) [34], and leads
to the constraint due to the unitarity of the CKM m atrix

Voaf + VosF+ ¥V ? 1= ( 37 2:0) 10°: (21)
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A ppendix

In this appendix we collect in tables[4 and [3 the values of the pssudoscalar m eson m asses
and decay constants obtained at the various com binations of sinulated sea and valence
quark m asses.
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1 2 s = 00040 | 5= 00064| 5= 0008| 5= 00100| 5= 00150

0.0040 | 0.0040 0.1346(8) 0.1342(8) 0.1357(10) 0.1349(11) 0.1364(9)
0.0040 | 0.0064 0.1528(7) 0.1524(8) 0.1537(9) 0.1529(10) 0.1542(8)
0.0040 | 0.0085 0.1670(7) 0.1667(8) 0.1678(8) 0.1670(9) 0.1682(7)
0.0040 | 0.0100 0.1765(7) 0.1762(8) 0.1771(8) 0.1765(9) 0.1775(7)
0.0040 | 0.0150 0.2049(8) 0.2046(8) 0.2052(8) 0.2048(9) 0.2055(7)
0.0040 | 0.0220 0.2390(8) 0.2388(8) 0.2391(8) 0.2390(9) 0.2393(7)
0.0040 | 0.0270 0.2608(8) 0.2606(8) 0.2608(8) 0.2608(9) 0.2609(7)
0.0040 | 0.0320 0.2809(8) 0.2808(8) 0.2809(8) 02811(9) 0.2809(7)
0.0064 | 0.0064 0.1690(7) 0.1687(8) 0.1697(8) 0.1690(9) 0.1701(7)
0.0064 | 0.0085 0.1820(7) 0.1817(7) 0.1826(8) 0.1819(9) 0.1829(7)
0.0064 | 0.0100 0.1908(7) 0.1905(7) 0.1912(8) 0.1906(9) 0.1915(7)
0.0064 | 0.0150 02174(7) 02171(7) 0.2176(7) 02172(8) 0.2179(6)
0.0064 | 0.0220 0.2501(7) 0.2499(7) 0.2500(8) 0.2499(8) 0.2503(6)
0.0064 | 0.0270 02711(7) 02709(7) 0.2710(8) 02710(8) 0.2712(6)
0.0064 | 0.0320 02907(7) 02905(7) 0.2905(8) 02907(8) 0.2908(6)
0.0085 | 0.0085 0.1942(7) 0.1939(7) 0.1946(8) 0.1940(8) 0.1949(6)
0.0085 | 0.0100 0.2025(7) 0.2022(7) 0.2027(8) 0.2022(8) 0.2030(6)
0.0085 | 0.0150 02279(7) 02276(7) 0.2279(7) 02276(8) 0.2282(6)
0.0085 | 0.0220 0.2594(7) 02592(7) 0.2592(8) 02591(8) 0.2595(6)
0.0085 | 0.0270 0.2799(7) 0.2796(7) 02796(8) 0.2796(8) 0.2799(6)
0.0085 | 0.0320 02990(6) 0.2988(7) 0.2987(8) 0.2989(8) 0.2991(6)
0.0100 | 0.0100 02104(7) 02101(7) 0.2106(7) 02102(8) 0.2109(6)
0.0100 | 0.0150 0.2351(6) 0.2348(7) 0.2350(7) 0.2347(8) 0.2353(6)
0.0100 | 0.0220 0.2659(6) 0.2656(7) 0.2656(8) 0.2655(8) 0.2660(6)
0.0100 | 0.0270 0.2859(6) 02857(7) 0.2856(8) 0.2857(8) 0.2860(6)
0.0100 | 0.0320 0.3048(6) 0.3046(7) 0.3045(8) 0.3046(7) 0.3048(6)
0.0150 | 0.0150 0.2576(6) 0.2573(7) 02574(7) 0.2572(8) 02577(6)
0.0150 | 0.0220 0.2863(6) 02861(7) 0.2859(7) 0.2859(7) 0.2864(6)
0.0150 | 0.0270 0.3053(6) 0.3050(7) 0.3049(8) 0.3049(7) 0.3054(6)
0.0150 | 0.0320 0.3233(6) 0.3230(7) 0.3228(8) 0.3230(7) 0.3234(6)
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1 2 s = 00040 | 5= 00064| 5= 0008| 5= 00100| 5= 00150

0.0040 | 0.0040 0.0669(6) 0.0666(5) 0.0674(6) 0.0681(6) 0.0676(7)
0.0040 | 0.0064 0.0689(5) 0.0686(5) 0.0696(6) 0.0701(5) 0.0700(6)
0.0040 | 0.0085 0.0703(5) 0.0701(4) 0.0711(5) 0.0715(5) 0.0716(6)
0.0040 | 0.0100 0.0712(5) 0.0710(4) 0.0721(5) 0.0724(5) 0.0726(6)
0.0040 | 0.0150 0.0739(5) 0.0738(4) 0.0749(5) 0.0751(4) 0.0755(5)
0.0040 | 0.0220 0.0771(5) 0.0772(4) 0.0782(5) 0.0783(4) 0.0787(5)
0.0040 | 0.0270 0.0791(4) 0.0792(4) 0.0802(5) 0.0804(4) 0.0807(5)
0.0040 | 0.0320 0.0809(4) 0.0811(4) 0.0821(5) 0.0822(4) 0.0826(6)
0.0064 | 0.0064 0.0707(5) 0.0706(4) 0.0716(5) 0.0719(5) 0.0722(6)
0.0064 | 0.0085 0.0721(5) 0.0720(4) 0.0731(5) 0.0732(5) 0.0737(5)
0.0064 | 0.0100 0.0730(5) 0.0729(4) 0.0740(5) 0.0741(4) 0.0747(5)
0.0064 | 0.0150 0.0757(4) 0.0757(4) 0.0768(5) 0.0768(4) 0.0775(5)
0.0064 | 0.0220 0.0789(4) 0.0790(4) 0.0800(5) 0.0799(4) 0.0807(5)
0.0064 | 0.0270 0.0809(4) 0.0811(4) 0.0820(5) 0.0819(4) 0.0827(5)
0.0064 | 0.0320 0.0827(4) 0.0830(4) 0.0839(5) 0.0838(4) 0.0845(5)
0.0085 | 0.0085 0.0735(5) 0.0734(4) 0.0745(5) 0.0746(4) 0.0752(5)
0.0085 | 0.0100 0.0744(5) 0.0744(4) 0.0754(5) 0.0754(4) 0.0762(5)
0.0085 | 0.0150 0.0771(4) 0.0771(4) 0.0782(5) 0.0780(4) 0.0789(5)
0.0085 | 0.0220 0.0802(4) 0.0804(4) 0.0814(5) 0.0812(4) 0.0821(5)
0.0085 | 0.0270 0.0822(4) 0.0825(4) 0.0834(5) 0.0832(4) 0.0841(5)
0.0085 | 0.0320 0.0841(4) 0.0844(4) 0.0853(5) 0.0850(4) 0.0859(5)
0.0100 | 0.0100 0.0753(4) 0.0753(4) 0.0764(5) 0.0763(4) 0.0771(5)
0.0100 | 0.0150 0.0779(4) 0.0780(4) 0.0791(4) 0.0789(4) 0.0799(5)
0.0100 | 0.0220 0.0811(4) 0.0813(4) 0.0823(4) 0.0820(4) 0.0830(5)
0.0100 | 0.0270 0.0831(4) 0.0834(4) 0.0843(4) 0.0840(4) 0.0850(5)
0.0100 | 0.0320 0.0850(4) 0.0853(4) 0.0862(5) 0.0859(4) 0.0868(5)
0.0150 | 0.0150 0.0806(4) 0.0808(4) 0.0817(4) 0.0814(4) 0.0825(5)
0.0150 | 0.0220 0.0838(4) 0.0841(4) 0.0849(4) 0.0846(4) 0.0857(5)
0.0150 | 0.0270 0.0858(4) 0.0862(4) 0.0870(4) 0.0866(4) 0.0877(5)
0.0150 | 0.0320 0.0877(4) 0.0881(4) 0.0889(4) 0.0885(4) 0.0896(5)
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Table 5: Values of the pseudoscalar decay constants afps ( 55 15 2) for the various com —
binations of sin ulated sea and valence quark m asses.
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