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Abstract

We review lattice results relevant for pion and kaon physics with the aim of making them
easily accessible to the particle physics community. Specifically, we review the determina-
tion of the light-quark masses, the form factor f;(0), relevant for the semileptonic K — 7
transition at zero momentum transfer as well as the ratio fx/fr of decay constants and
discuss the consequences for the elements V,,; and V4 of the CKM matrix. Furthermore,
we describe the results obtained on the lattice for some of the low-energy constants of
SU(2)xSU(2)r and SU(3),xSU(3)r Chiral Perturbation Theory and review the deter-
mination of the By parameter of neutral kaon mixing. We introduce quality criteria and
use these when forming averages. Although subjective and imperfect, these criteria may
help the reader to judge different aspects of current lattice computations. Our main re-
sults are summarized in section 1.2, but we stress the importance of the detailed discussion
that underlies these results and constitutes the bulk of the present review.
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1 Introduction

Flavour physics provides an important opportunity for exploring the limits of the Standard
Model of particle physics and in constraining possible extensions of theories “Beyond the
Standard Model”. As the LHC explores a new energy frontier, the importance of flavour
physics will grow still further, in searches for signatures of new physics through precision
measurements and /or in helping to unravel the theoretical framework behind direct discoveries
of new particles. The major theoretical limitation arises from the precision with which strong
interaction effects can be quantified and large-scale numerical simulations of lattice QCD
provide the opportunity of computing these effects from first principles. In this paper we
review the current status of lattice results for a variety of physical quantities in low-energy
physics; our aim is to provide the answer to the frequently posed question “What is currently
the best lattice value for a particular quantity?” in a way which is readily accessible to
non-lattice-experts. This is generally not an easy question to answer; different collaborations
use different lattice actions (discretizations of QCD) with a variety of lattice spacings and
volumes, and with a range of masses for the v and d quarks. Not only are the systematic
errors therefore different, but also the methodology used to estimate these uncertainties vary
between collaborations. Below we summarize the main features of each of the calculations and
provide a framework for judging and combining the different results. Sometimes it is a single
result which provides the “best” value; more often it is a combination of results from different
collaborations. Indeed, the consistency of values obtained using different formulations adds
significantly to our confidence in the results.

1.1 Scope of the present review

The Flavianet Lattice Averaging Group (FLAG) was constituted in November 2007, at a
general meeting of the European Network on Flavour Physics (Flavianet), with the remit
of providing the current lattice results to the network’s working groups and to the wider
community. In this paper we focus on physically important quantities in kaon and pion
physics, specifically the masses of the light quarks, the CKM matrix element Vs determined
from leptonic and semileptonic kaon decays, the Bx parameter of K°— K% mixing and the
low-energy constants of the SU(2)r, x SU(2)gr and SU(3), x SU(3)g chiral Lagrangians. In the
future, we plan to extend the range of topics covered and to update the material regularly.
Below, we review papers which appeared before the closing date of the present edition, 28
February 2011. The averages are based on the results quoted in the tables, which exclusively
list articles that appeared before this date. Most of the data concern simulations for which
the masses of the two lightest quarks are set equal. This is indicated by the notation: Ny =
2+ 1+ 1, for instance, denotes a lattice calculation with four dynamical quark flavours and
my = mq # ms # m.. Our review is also available on the FLAG webpage [1], which will
be updated as new lattice results appear. A compilation of some of the results discussed
below can also be found on the web page of Laiho, Lunghi and Van de Water [2, 3]. These
authors restrict themselves to simulations with Ny = 2+1 dynamical flavours, but in addition
cover lattice results for bound states containing charmed or beauty quarks, which are beyond
the scope of the present review. Our analysis does include simulations with Ny = 2. The
significance of these data for the physics conclusions to be drawn from the work done on the
lattice is discussed in section 2.2.

It is by now generally accepted that, taken together, QCD and QED provide a very



accurate approximation for the laws governing the low energy properties of nature — other
degrees of freedom, such as those of the W and Z bosons, appear to be frozen at low energies.
Moreover, since QED is infrared stable, the electromagnetic interaction can be dealt with
perturbatively at low energy, but for QCD, this is not the case. The present review deals
with the information obtained about the low energy structure of that theory by simulating it
on a lattice.

Lattice QCD is a mature field today as a result of a 30-year history of theoretical and
computational developments, many of which were tested on quenched simulations. Indeed
the remarkable recent progress in the precision of lattice calculations is due to improved
algorithms, better computing resources and, last but not least, conceptual developments, such
as improved actions that reduce lattice artifacts, regularizations which preserve (remnants of)
chiral symmetry, understanding the finite size effects, non-perturbative renormalization, etc.
For recent discussions of these developments, we refer to [4, 5]. A concise characterization
of the various discretizations that underlie the results reported in the present review is given
in appendix A.1.2 (cf. [6] for a more extended overview). The recent developments in the
domain of computer algorithms were triggered by [7-10]. For an outline of the progress in
computer architecture, we refer to [11], which also contains an overview of recent developments
in simulation-algorithms.

FEach discretization has its merits, but also its shortcomings. One of the main points
emerging from this review is that the large variety of discretizations employed by the various
collaborations lead to consistent results, confirming universality within the accuracy reached.
In our opinion, only the eventual convergence of the various lattice results, obtained with
different discretizations and methods, can lead to a reliable determination, for which all
systematic errors can be claimed to be fully under control.

The lattice spacings reached in recent simulations go down to 0.05 fm or even smaller. In
that region, growing autocorrelation times may slow down the sampling of the configurations
[12-16]. Many groups check for autocorrelations in a number of observables, including the
topological charge, for which a rapid growth of the autocorrelation time is observed if the
lattice spacing becomes small. In the following, we assume that the continuum limit can be
reached by extrapolating the existing simulations.

Lattice simulations of QCD currently involve at most four dynamical quark flavours. To
connect these with the QCD sector of the Standard Model, which is characterized by Ny = 6,
one considers a sequence of effective theories, obtained from full QCD by sending one of
the quark masses after the other to infinity: QCDs, QCDy, ... The series terminates with
gluodynamics, QCDg. The physical value of the coupling constant is conventionally specified
in terms of the value in QCDs5, in the MS scheme at scale y = Myz. We characterize the
masses of the light quarks by their running MS values in QCDy at scale j = 2 GeV.?

In this language, lattice calculations with Ny = 3 concern QCDs3. This theory deviates
from full QCD by Zweig-suppressed corrections of O(1/m?2). Note that calculations with
Ny = 2 dynamical flavours often include strange valence quarks interacting with gluons, so
that bound states with the quantum numbers of the kaons can be studied — what these
simulations share with QCDs is that strange sea quark fluctuations are neglected. Likewise,
calculations done in the quenched approximation, in which sea quark effects are treated as a

2Note that this convention is not universally adopted — the scale at which QCD3 is matched to QCDy is
not always taken below 2 GeV. The difference between the numerical values in QCD3 and QCDy is small, but
with the increase of precision on the lattice, it does become necessary to specify which one of these effective
theories the quoted running masses refer to (see section 3).



mean field, can be made to involve light valence quarks and mesons as well as baryons, while
in QCDyg, the spectrum exclusively contains glueballs.

For Ny < 3, the connection between the observables and the running coupling constant
and quark masses of the effective theory is now understood at the non-perturbative level. In
the case of QCD3, for instance, which is obtained from the QCD sector of the Standard Model
by sending my, my and m. to infinity, the running quark masses m, (1), mq(p), ms(pn) and
the running coupling constant g(x) can unambiguously be related to the masses M+, Mg+,
Mo and the mass of one of the baryons that occur in the spectrum, so that the simulation
yields parameter free results for all of the observables of the effective theory in terms of these
masses. The lattice results obtained so far, which concern the isospin limit of QCDj3, agree
with experiment, within the accuracy of the calculation. The results reported for the masses
of the long-lived baryons in BMW 08 [17], for instance, have a precision of better than 4%. In
particular, if the scale is fixed with M=, the mass of the 2 can be calculated to an accuracy
of 1.5%. The fact that the result agrees with experiment indicates that the residual effects
generated by the neglected heavy degrees of freedom are small.

We concentrate on pion and kaon observables and assume that, at the precision indicated,
simulations which do not account for the heavy degrees of freedom represent a sufficiently
accurate approximation to full QCD. In particular, for fx/fr and f4(0), where flavour sym-
metry suppresses the dynamics, we expect the effects generated by the presence of heavy
sea quarks to be too small to be seen, despite the fact that the level of accuracy reached
is impressive indeed. We emphasize that the estimates quoted below and labeled Ny = 2
or Ny = 2+ 1 concern the values of the relevant quantities in full QCD — the label merely
indicates the method by means of which these estimates are obtained.

At low energies, the fact that QCD has an approximate, spontaneously broken chiral
symmetry plays a crucial role. In the limit where the masses of the three lightest quarks are
set to zero, this symmetry becomes exact, so that the spectrum contains a massless octet
of Nambu-Goldsone bosons. There are lattice formulations of the theory that preserve this
symmetry and we refer to appendix A.1.2 for an overview. We rely on the understanding
of the dependence on the lattice spacing reached with Symanzik’s effective theory [18, 19].
This framework can be combined with Chiral Perturbation Theory (xPT), to cope with the
Nambu-Goldstone nature of the lowest excitations that occur in the presence of light quarks
[20—40]. The form of the effective theory depends on the discretization used — see appendix
A .4 for a brief characterization of the different variants in use.

As the calculations become more precise, it is important to emphasize the need for contin-
ued close collaboration between the lattice and xPT communities. Lattice computations are
generally performed at u and d quark masses which are heavier than the physical ones and
the results are then extrapolated to the physical point. Although these masses are decreasing
very significantly with time (see, in particular, the most recent calculations by BMW [41] and
PACS-CS [42]), it remains true that this extrapolation is one of the most significant sources
of systematic error. Indeed several lattice collaborations have found that the expansion of
M2, M2, fr, fx to first non-leading order in the quark masses m,, mg, ms [SU(3) xPT to
NLO] does not yield an adequate parametrization of the data, and so cannot reliably be used
for guiding the chiral extrapolation. In part, the problem may be due to the fact that in the
simulations, the mean mass of u and d is usually significantly heavier than in nature, while
my 18 taken in the vicinity of the physical mass of the strange quark, so that the kaon mass
is then too heavy for yPT to be of use, but it may also indicate that contributions of NNLO
need to be accounted for to have sufficient accuracy (an analytic approximation for the latter



that goes beyond the double-log approximation [43] is proposed in [44, 45]). One method to
circumvent the impasse is to (a) work at a smaller value of mg, so that the data taken concern
the region where the kaon mass does not exceed its physical value [46, 47] and (b) use NNLO
xPT for the extrapolation to the quark masses of physical interest. Alternatively, one may
try to apply brute force, lower the mean mass of 4 and d to the physical value and avoid using
an extrapolation altogether [41, 42]. Which one of these approaches yields better results yet
remains to be seen, but all of them can teach us something about the low-energy regime of
QCD and can contribute to a better determination of the low-energy constants of yPT.

1.2 Summary of the main results

We end this introduction with a summary of our main results, but we stress that they should
be considered together with the many comments and observations which accompany their
determination. The lattice results for the running masses of the three lightest quarks are
discussed in detail in section 3. Using the MS scheme and fixing the running scale at 2 GeV,
the lattice data with Ny = 2 + 1 dynamical flavours lead to

Mg = 343 £0.11MeV,  my =94+ 3MeV, —2 =27.4+04, (1)
Muyd

with myq = %(mu + mg). We emphasize that these results represent a very significant im-
provement of our knowledge: as compared to the estimates for the light quark masses given
by the Particle Data Group [48], the uncertainties in the above estimates for mg, m,q and
ms/myq are reduced by about an order of magnitude, in all three cases | Note also that the
estimates (1) agree with the only Ny = 2 determination that satisfies our quality criteria [49]:

Mg = 3.6+ 02MeV,  my=95+6MeV, % —974+404. (2)
Myd

The lattice simulations are performed with m, = my, so some additional input is required to
obtain m, and m, separately (see the discussion in section 3.4). We quote

My =219+ 0.15MeV ,  my = 4.67 +0.20MeV, 2% — 047+ 0.04. (3)
mq

In the determination of the CKM matrix elements V,,s and V,,4, the term f(0) (form factor
relevant for the semileptonic transition K° — 7~ evaluated at zero momentum transfer) and
the ratio fx/fr of the kaon and pion decay constants play a central role. Both of these
quantities can now be determined rather precisely on the lattice. Adding statistical and
systematic errors in quadrature, the results for f,(0) read

f4+(0) = 0.959 £ 0.005, (direct, Ny = 2+ 1), (4)
£4+(0) = 0.956 & 0.008, (direct, Ny = 2).

On the basis of the detailed discussion in section 4.3, we conclude that the value
f+(0) = 0.956 £+ 0.008 (direct) (5)

represents a conservative estimate for the range permitted by the presently available direct
determinations of f(0) in lattice QCD.



For fx/fx, the results are

fr/fr = 1.193 +0.005, (direct, Ny =2 +1), (6)
fx/fr = 1.210 £0.018, (direct, Ny =2),

where the first number is the average of three calculations whereas the second stems from
a single one. We refer to these results, which do not rely on the Standard Model, as direct
determinations.

Two precise experimental results constrain the determination of Vs and V,,4: the observed
rate for the semileptonic K° — 7~ decay determines the product |V,s|f(0), while the ratios
of the kaon’s and pion’s leptonic widths determine the ratio |Vys|fx/|Vud|fx. In section 4.4,
these results are combined with the lattice determinations of fx/fr and f1(0) to test the
unitarity of the CKM matrix. We find that the first row obeys this property within errors:
Vaudl? + [Vus|® + Vi[> = 1.002 £ 0.015 and 1.036 & 0.037 for Ny = 2+ 1 and Ny = 2,
respectively.? In obtaining these results, we have not made use of the recent determinations
of |Vl from super-allowed nuclear S-decays [50], but these are perfectly consistent with the
outcome of the lattice calculations. In fact, the unitarity test sharpens considerably if the
results obtained on the lattice are combined with those found in 8-decay: the interval allowed
for the sum |Vyg|? + |Vaus|? + [Vaup|? then shrinks by more than an order of magnitude. Since
this interval includes unity, CKM unitarity passes the test.

Within the Standard Model of particle physics, the CKM matrix is unitary. As explained
in section 4.5, this condition and the experimental results for |Vis|f+(0), |Vus|fx/|Vualfr
imply three equations for the four quantities |Vyq|, |Vus|, fx/fr, f+(0). Thus it is sufficient
to add one additional constraint, such as the lattice result for fx/fr or f+(0), to determine
all four of these quantities. Averaging over the numbers obtained for frx/fr and f4(0) with
Ny =2+ 1 dynamical quark flavours, we find

Voa| = 0.97427 +0.00021,  |Vi| = 0.2254 + 0.0009 (7)
£4+(0) = 0.9597 4 0.0038 , *;—K = 1.1925 = 0.0050 .

The results obtained from the data with Ny = 2 are the same within errors:

|Via| = 0.97433 +0.0042, [Vius| = 0.2251 4 0.0018, (8)
f+(0) = 0.9604 £ 0.0075, ?—K =1.194 + 0.010.

Since the lattice results are consistent with CKM unitarity, it was to be expected that the
above values for f,(0) and fx/f, are consistent with those derived from the direct determi-
nations, listed in equation (6). The main effect of the unitarity constraint is a reduction of
the uncertainties.

As far as the low-energy constants are concerned, there are many results coming from
lattice calculations which are of interest. A coherent picture does not emerge yet for all cases,
but for two quantities related to the SU(2) chiral expansion, the lattice provides results which
are competitive with what has been obtained from phenomenology. These are

_ F,
l3=32+08 and = =107340015 (9)

3The experimental information on |V,;| shows that the contribution from this term is negligibly small.



which are estimates based on Ny = 2, Ny = 2+1 and even Ny = 2+1+1 calculations. We refer

the interested reader to Section 5 for further results and all details about the calculations.
For the By parameter of K-K mixing we quote (B refers to the MS-scheme at scale 2

GeV, while B denotes the corresponding renormalization group invariant parameter):

B = 0.536 +0.017, By = 0.738 & 0.020 (Ny=2+1), (10)

Brg = 0.516 £0.022, Bg =0.729 +0.030 (Ny =2).

1.3 Plan of the paper

The plan for the remainder of this paper is as follows. In the next section we suggest criteria
by which the quality of lattice calculations can be judged and compared. We recognize of
course that these are necessarily subjective and generally give an incomplete picture of the
quality of a given simulation. Nevertheless we feel that some framework of quality standards
is necessary. There then follow five sections with physics results: quark masses (section 3),
Vs as determined from leptonic and semileptonic Kaon decays (section 4), the low energy
constants of SU(2)r,xSU(2)r and SU(3);,xSU(3)r chiral perturbation theory (sections 5.1
and 5.2 respectively) and the Bg parameter which contains the non-perturbative strong
interaction effects in K°-K° mixing (section 6).

The final point we wish to raise in this introduction is a particularly delicate one. As
stated above, our aim is to make lattice QCD results easily accessible to non-lattice-experts
and we are well aware that it is likely that some readers will only consult the present paper
and not the original lattice literature. We consider it very important that this paper is not
the only one which gets cited when the lattice results which are discussed and analyzed here
are quoted. Readers who find the review and compilations offered in this paper to be useful
are therefore kindly requested also to cite the original sources — the bibliography at the end
of this paper should make this task easier. Indeed we hope that the bibliography will be one
of the most widely used elements of the whole paper.

2 Quality criteria

In this article we present a collection of results and references concerning lattice results of
physical quantities in low energy particle physics. In addition however, we aim to help the
reader in assessing the reliability of particular lattice results without necessarily studying the
original article in depth. We understand that this is a delicate issue and are well aware of
the risk of making things “simpler than they are”. On the other hand, it is rather common
nowadays that theorists and experimentalists use the results of lattice calculations in order
to draw the physics conclusions coming from a new measurement or a new analysis of a set of
measurements, without a critical assessment of the quality of the various calculations. This
may lead to a substantial underestimate of systematic errors or in the worst case to a distorted
physics conclusion. We believe that despite the risks mentioned, it is important to provide
some compact information about the quality of a calculation.

2.1 Colour code

In the past, at lattice conferences, some speakers have used a “colour code” to provide such
information, for example when showing plots [51]. We find that this way of summarizing the



quality of a lattice calculation serves well its purpose and adopt it in what follows. We identify
a number of sources of systematic errors for which a systematic improvement is possible and
assign to each calculation a colour with respect to each of these:
when the systematic error has been estimated in a satisfactory manner and convincingly
shown to be under control;
when a reasonable attempt at estimating the systematic error has been made, although
this could be improved;
®  when no or a clearly unsatisfactory attempt at estimating the systematic error has been
made.
The precise criteria used in determining the colour coding is unavoidably time-dependent
because as lattice calculations become more accurate the standards against which they are
measured become tighter. Today, our definition of the colour code related to the systematic
error coming from ) the chiral extrapolation, i) the continuum extrapolation, 4ii) the finite-
volume effects, and (where applicable) iv) the renormalization and v) the running of operators
and their matrix elements are as follows:

e Chiral extrapolation:

Mz min < 250 MeV

250 MeV < My min < 400 MeV
" My min > 400 MeV
It is assumed that the chiral extrapolation is done with at least a three-point analysis
— otherwise this will be explicitly mentioned in a footnote. In case of nondegeneracies
among the different pion states My min stands for a root-mean-squared (RMS) pion
mass.

e Continuum extrapolation:

3 or more lattice spacings, at least 2 points below 0.1 fm

2 or more lattice spacings, at least 1 point below 0.1 fm
m  otherwise
It is assumed that the action is O(a)-improved, i.e. the discretization errors vanish
quadratically with the lattice spacing — otherwise this will be explicitly mentioned in
a footnote. Moreover the colour coding criteria for non-improved actions change as
follows: one lattice spacing more needed.

e Finite-volume effects:

M minl > 4 or at least 3 volumes

M minl > 3 and at least 2 volumes
m  otherwise
These criteria apply to calculations in the p-regime, and it is assumed that L, > 2
fm, otherwise this will be explicitly mentioned in a footnote and a red square will be
assigned. In case of nondegeneracies among the different pion states My i, stands for
a root-mean-squared (RMS) pion mass.

e Renormalization (where applicable):
non-perturbative
2-loop perturbation theory
m  otherwise

10



e Running (where applicable):

For scale-dependent quantities, such as quark masses or By, it is essential that contact
with continuum perturbation theory can be established. Various different methods
are used for this purpose (cf. Appendix A.3): Regularization-independent Momentum
Subtraction (RI/MOM), Schrodinger functional, direct comparison with (resummed)
perturbation theory. In the case of the quark masses, a further approach has been
proposed recently: determination of mg via the ratio m./ms. Quite irrespective of
the particular method used, the uncertainty associated with the choice of intermediate
renormalization scales in the construction of physical observables must be brought under
control. This is best achieved by performing comparisons between non-perturbative and
perturbative running over a reasonably large range of scales. These comparisons were
initially only made in the Schrédinger functional (SF) approach, but are now also being
performed in RI/MOM schemes.

In the framework of the Schrédinger functional, the comparison of the lattice results
for the relevant renormalization factors with perturbation theory has thoroughly been
explored. Among the calculations relying on the RI/MOM framework, the most recent
ones are aiming for a level of control over running and matching which is of comparable
quality. However, since these approaches are new, we postpone the formulation of
quantitative criteria until the systematics associated with their use is better understood.
We mark those data for which information about non-perturbative running checks is
available and give some details, but do not attempt to translate this into a colour-code.

The mass of the pion plays an important role in our colour coding, but there are fermion
action discretizations in which pion states are non-degenerate. This is the case in particu-
lar for the twisted-mass formulation of lattice QCD. In that discretization, isospin symme-
try and parity are traded for a chiral symmetry which simplifies the renormalization of the
theory [52] and, at “maximal twist”, eliminates leading O(a) discretization errors from all
observables [53]. As a consequence of the loss of isospin symmetry, the charged and neutral
pions have different masses, even when the v and d quarks are mass degenerate. This mass
difference is an O(a?) discretization effect, whose actual size depends on the specific choice
of the lattice regularization (in both the gauge and fermionic part of the action). In the
Ny = 2 simulation of [54] it is found 1 — M0 /M, + ~ 0.2 for a ~ 0.09 fm. Since the charged
pion mass turns out also to be larger than the mass of the neutral pion, when applying the
criterion adopted for assessing the quality of the chiral extrapolation to twisted mass fermion
simulations we will conservatively choose as My min the mass of the charged pion.

In staggered fermion calculations,* the Nambu-Goldstone pion has “taste” partners whose
masses are those of the Nambu-Goldstone boson plus a discretization error of order a?, which
can be significant at larger lattice spacings. For instance, in MILC’s simulations, at a =
0.15 fm and for a Nambu-Goldstone mass of 241 MeV, the largest taste partner (i.e. the taste
singlet) mass is 673 MeV and the RMS taste-partner mass is 542 MeV [59]. The situation
improves significantly as the lattice spacing is reduced: the singlet and RMS masses become
341 MeV and 334 MeV at a = 0.045fm for a Nambu-Goldstone of mass 324 MeV. While it
is possible to pick out the Nambu-Goldstone pion in the valence sector, the contributions of
the sea correspond to some complicated admixture of the 16 taste partners. MILC reduces to
one the contribution of the four quark tastes associated with a single quark flavor by taking

“We refer the interested reader to a number of good reviews written about the subject [6, 55-58].
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the fourth root of the quark determinant, and hence the name rooted staggered fermions.
In any event, the effective pion mass in the sea can be significantly larger than that of
the valence Nambu-Goldstone and, in comparing staggered fermion calculations with those
performed using other discretizations, it makes sense to quote as an My in a value which is
characteristic of the sea pion mass contributions. For most quantities, the RMS taste-partner
pion mass is a reasonable choice.

Of course any colour coding has to be treated with caution. First of all we repeat that the
criteria are subjective and evolving. Sometimes a single source of systematic error dominates
the systematic uncertainty and it is more important to reduce this uncertainty than to aim
for green stars for other sources of error. In spite of these caveats we hope that our attempt
to introduce quality measures for lattice results will prove to be a useful guide. In addition we
would like to underline that the agreement of lattice results obtained using different actions
and procedures evident in many of the tables presented below provides further reassurance.

Finally it is important to stress that the colour coding does not imply any credit for the
development of theoretical or technical ideas used in the simulations. Frequently new ideas
and techniques are first tested on smaller lattices, perhaps on quenched configurations or at
heavier quark masses, to demonstrate their feasibility. They may then be applied on more
modern lattices by other collaborations to obtain physical results, but since our primary aim
is to review the latest results concerning quantities of physical interest, we do not try to
attribute credit to the underlying ideas or techniques.

For a coherent assessment of the present situation, the quality of the data plays a key
role, but the colour code cannot be made visible in the figures. Simply showing all data
on equal footing would give the misleading impression that the overall consistency of the
information available on the lattice is questionable. As a way out, the figures do indicate the
quality in a rudimentary way: data for which the colour code is free of red tags are shown as
green symbols, otherwise they are depicted in red. Note that the pictures do not distinguish
updates from earlier data obtained by the same collaboration — the reader needs to compare
the legends to identify closely correlated data.

2.2 Averages and estimates

For some observables there may be enough independent lattice calculations of good quality
that it makes sense to average them and propose such an average as the best current lattice
number. In order to decide if this situation is realized for a certain observable we rely on
the colour coding. Unless special reasons are given for making an exception, we restrict the
averages to data for which the colour code does not contain any red tags. In some cases,
the averaging procedure nevertheless leads to a result which in our opinion does not cover
all uncertainties — this happens, in particular, if some of the data have comparatively small
systematic errors. In such cases, we may provide our estimate as the best current lattice
number. This estimate is not obtained with a prescribed mathematical procedure, but is
based on our own assessment of the information collected on the lattice.

There are two other important criteria which also play a role in this respect, but which
cannot be represented with the colour coding, because a systematic improvement is not possi-
ble. These are: i) the publication status, and i) the number of flavours. As far as the former
is concerned we adopt the following policy: we consider in our averages only calculations
which have been published, ¢.e. which have been endorsed by a referee. The only exception
to this rule is an obvious update of numbers appearing in a previous publication. Other cases

12



will be listed and identified as such also by a (coloured) symbol, but not used in averages:

e Publication status:
A published or plain update of published results
P preprint
C conference contribution

Several active lattice collaborations do their calculations with only two dynamical flavours
(N =2). We are not aware of visible differences between results obtained in this framework
and QCD with Ny = 3. At the present level of accuracy, it is thus perfectly meaningful to
compare results obtained for Ny = 2 with experiment. On the other hand, the two theories
are intrinsically different; the manner in which quantities like the coupling constant or the
quark masses depend on the running scale depends on Npy.

Since we are not aware of an a priori way to quantitatively estimate the difference between
Ny =3 and Ny = 2 calculations we will present separate averages (where applicable) for the
two sets of calculations. Averages of Ny =3 and Ny = 2 calculations will not be provided. A
first lattice calculation with Ny =4 dynamical flavours has recently appeared [60]. While in
principle it would be cleaner to keep Ny = 4 separate from the rest, we believe that, for the
quantities under discussion in this review, the effects of the c-quark are below the precision
of current lattice calculations: if appropriate, we will average Ny = 4 and Ny = 3 results.

We stress that Ny = 2 calculations have in several cases a better control over systematic
effects than N; = 3 calculations, as will be clear in colour coding tables below, and therefore
play a very important role today in the comparison with experiment. Several calculations
discussed below provide examples of the relevance of Ny = 2 calculations today, and in
particular they enter in some of our estimates. In the future, as the accuracy and the control
over systematic effects in lattice calculations will increase, it will hopefully be possible to
see a difference between Ny = 2 and Ny = 3 calculations and so determine the size of the
Zweig-rule violations related to strange quark loops. This is a very interesting issue per se,
and one which can be quantitatively addressed only with lattice calculations.

One of the problems that arises when forming averages is that not all of the data sets
are independent — in fact, some rely on the same ensembles. For this reason, we do not
average updates with earlier results. Note that, in this respect, the figures give a somewhat
distorted picture: they include all of the data listed in the tables and, moreover, indicate their
quality only in a very rudimentary way. Specific problems encountered in connection with
correlations between different data sets are mentioned in the text. In our opinion, the variety
of algorithms and configurations used and the fact that we attach conservative errors to our
estimates ensure that these correlations do not distort our results in a significant manner.

We take the mean values from the standard procedure, where y? is evaluated by adding
the statistical and systematic errors in quadrature (data sets for which the error estimate
only accounts for the statistical uncertainties are not taken into consideration). The standard
procedure also offers an estimate for the net uncertainty J to be attached to the mean: if the
fit is of good quality (x2,,/dof < 1), calculate § from x? = x2,;, + 1; otherwise, stretch the
result obtained in this way by the factor S = \/x?,;,/dof. The problem with this recipe is
that the systematic errors are not stochastic. In particular, applying it to the lattice data on
Muyd, Ms, Ms/Myq and fx/fr, one arrives at a total error that is smaller than the smallest
systematic error of the individual data sets. In our opinion, the latter represents a lower
limit for the total error to be attached to the average. It is not a trivial matter, however,
to split the total error of the average into a statistical and a systematic part. We are not
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aware of a generally accepted prescription for doing this and refrain from proposing one in
this review. In application to the lattice data to be discussed below, where the statistical
errors are small compared to the systematic ones and thus barely affect the result, replacing
the quantity & by the smallest systematic error of the individual data sets does not lead to
a significant underestimate of the total error. In the following, we adopt this prescription,
which has the advantage of being simple and transparent. For a more sophisticated discussion
of the problem, we refer to [61]. At the precision used in the present review, the numerical
results obtained for the total errors with the method proposed there are the same.

3 Quark masses

Quark masses are fundamental parameters of the Standard Model. An accurate determination
of these parameters is important for both phenomenological and theoretical applications. The
charm and bottom masses, for instance, enter the theoretical expressions of several cross
sections and decay rates, in heavy quark expansions. The up, down and strange quark masses
govern the amount of explicit chiral symmetry breaking in QCD. From a theoretical point of
view, the values of quark masses provide information about the flavour structure of physics
beyond the Standard Model. The Review of Particle Physics of the Particle Data Group
contains a review of quark masses [48], which covers light as well as heavy flavours. The
present summary only deals with the light quark masses (those of the up, down and strange
quarks), but discusses the lattice results for these in more detail.

Quark masses cannot be measured directly with experiment, because quarks cannot be
isolated, as they are confined inside hadrons. On the other hand, quark masses are free
parameters of the theory and, as such, cannot be obtained on the basis of purely theoretical
considerations. Their values can only be determined by comparing the theoretical prediction
for an observable, which depends on the quark mass of interest, with the corresponding
experimental value. What makes light quark masses particularly difficult to determine is the
fact that they are very small (for the up and down) or small (for the strange) compared to
typical hadronic scales. Thus, their impact on typical hadronic observables is minute and it
is difficult to isolate their contribution accurately.

Fortunately, the spontaneous breaking of SU(3),®SU(3)g chiral symmetry provides ob-
servables which are particularly sensitive to the light quark masses: the masses of the resulting
Nambu-Goldstone bosons (NGB), i.e. pions, kaons and etas. Indeed, the Gell-Mann-Oakes-
Renner relation [62] predicts that the squared mass of a NGB is directly proportional to the
sum of the masses of the quark and antiquark which compose it, up to higher order mass
corrections. Moreover, because these NGBs are light and are composed of only two valence
particles, their masses have a particularly clean statistical signal in lattice QCD calculations.
In addition to which, the experimental uncertainties on these meson masses are negligible.

Three flavour QCD has four free parameters: the strong coupling, o (alternatively Aqcep)
and the up, down and strange quark masses, m,, mqg and ms. However, present day lattice
calculations are performed in the isospin limit, and the up and down quark masses get replaced
by a single parameter: the isospin averaged up and down quark mass, m,q = %(mu +mg). A
lattice determination of these parameters requires two steps:

1. Calculations of three experimentally measurable quantities are used to fix the three bare
parameters. As already discussed, NGB masses are particularly appropriate for fixing
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the light quark masses. Another observable, such as the mass of a member of the baryon
octet, can be used to fix the overall scale. It is important to note that most of present
day calculations are performed at values of m,q which are still substantially larger than
its physical value, typically four times as large. Thus, reaching the physical up and down
quark mass point still requires a significant extrapolation. The only exceptions are the
PACS-CS 08, 09, 10 [42, 63, 64] and BMW 08, 10A [17, 65] calculations discussed below,
where masses very close to the physical value are reached. The situation is radically
different for the strange quark. Indeed, modern simulations can include strange quarks
whose masses bracket its physical value, and only interpolations are needed.

2. Renormalizations of these bare parameters must be performed to relate them to the
corresponding cutoff-independent, renormalized parameters.” These are short distance
calculations, which may be performed perturbatively. Experience shows that one-loop
calculations are particularly unreliable for the renormalization of quark masses, in all
discretizations. Thus, at least two loops are required to have trustworthy results. Nev-
ertheless, it is best to perform the renormalizations non-perturbatively, to avoid poten-
tially large perturbative uncertainties due to neglected higher order terms.

Of course, in quark mass ratios the renormalization factor cancels, so that this second step is
no longer relevant.

3.1 Contributions from the electromagnetic interaction

As mentioned in section 2, the present review relies on the hypothesis that, at low energies,
the Lagrangian Lqcp + Lqep describes nature to a high degree of precision. Moreover, we
assume that, at the accuracy reached by now and for the quantities discussed here, the
difference between the results obtained from simulations with three dynamical flavours and full
QCD is small in comparison with the quoted systematic uncertainties. The electromagnetic
interaction, on the other hand, cannot be ignored. Quite generally, when comparing QCD
calculations with experiment, radiative corrections need to be applied. In lattice simulations,
where the QCD parameters are fixed in terms of the masses of some of the hadrons, the
electromagnetic contributions to these masses must be accounted for.5

The electromagnetic interaction plays a crucial role in determinations of the ratio m,/mg,
because the isospin breaking effects generated by this interaction are comparable to those from
my, # mq (see subsection 3.4). In determinations of the ratio mg/myq, the electromagnetic
interaction is less important, but at the accuracy reached, it cannot be neglected. The reason
is that, in the determination of this ratio, the pion mass enters as an input parameter. Because

5Throughout this review, the quark masses m,, mq and ms refer to the MS scheme at running scale
1 = 2GeV and the numerical values are given in MeV units.

6Since the decomposition of the sum Lqcp + £qep into two parts is not unique, specifying the QCD part
requires a convention. In order to give results for the quark masses in the Standard Model at scale y = 2 GeV,
on the basis of a calculation done within QCD, it is convenient to match the two theories at that scale. We
use this convention throughout the present review. Note that a different convention is used in the analysis of
the precision measurements carried out in low energy pion physics. The result ag M.+ = 0.220(5)(2)(6) of the
NA48/2 collaboration [66] for the I = 0 S-wave 77 scattering length, for instance, also concerns QCD in the
isospin limit, but refers to the convention where M, is identified with M +. When comparing lattice results
with experiment, it is important to fix the QCD parameters in accordance with the convention used in the
analysis of the experimental data (for a more detailed discussion, see [67-70]).
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M, represents a small symmetry breaking effect, it is rather sensitive to the perturbations
generated by QED.

We distinguish the physical mass Mp, P € {r", 7%, KT, K°}, from the mass Mp within
QCD alone. The e.m. self-energy is the difference between the two, M} = Mp — Mp. Since
the self-energy of the Nambu-Goldstone bosons diverges in the chiral limit, it is convenient
to replace it by the contribution of the e.m. interaction to the square of the mass,

AL =M} — M2 =2MpM}, + O(et). (11)

The main effect of the e.m. interaction is an increase in the mass of the charged particles,
generated by the photon cloud that surrounds them. The self-energies of the neutral ones
are comparatively small, particularly for the Nambu-Goldstone bosons, which do not have a
magnetic moment. Dashen’s theorem [71] confirms this picture, as it states that, to leading
order (LO) of the chiral expansion, the self-energies of the neutral NGBs vanish, while the
charged ones obey A} = Az +- It is convenient to express the self-energies of the neutral
particles as well as the mass difference between the charged and neutral pions within QCD
in units of the observed mass difference, A, = Mz A Mﬁoz

Aty =0 Ar, Alo=exoDr, M2 — M2 =6, Ar. (12)
In this notation, the self-energies of the charged particles are given by
AT, =(1+en0—em)Ar, Apy =(1+e+ego—6n)Ar, (13)
where the dimensionless coefficient € parametrizes the violation of Dashen’s theorem,
Ay =AY — AT+ A) =€, (14)

Any determination of the light quark masses based on a calculation of the masses of 7+, KT
and K° within QCD requires an estimate for the coefficients €, €,0, €50 and €.

The first determination of the self-energies on the lattice was carried out by Duncan,
Eichten and Thacker [72]. Using the quenched approximation, they arrived at M;( L M?(O =
1.9MeV. Actually, the parametrization of the masses given in that paper yields an estimate for
all but one of the coefficients introduced above (since the mass splitting between the charged
and neutral pions in QCD is neglected, the parametrization amounts to setting ¢, = 0 ab
initio). Evaluating the differences between the masses obtained at the physical value of the
electromagnetic coupling constant and at e = 0, we obtain € = 0.50(8), €0 = 0.034(5) and
eo = 0.23(3). The errors quoted are statistical only: an estimate of lattice systematic errors
is not possible from the limited results of [72]. The result for e indicates that the violations of
Dashen’s theorem are sizable: according to this calculation, the non-leading contributions to
the self-energy difference of the kaons amount to 50% of the leading term. The result for the
self-energy of the neutral pion cannot be taken at face value, because it is small, comparable
with the neglected mass difference Mﬁ — Mwo. To illustrate this, we note that the numbers
quoted above are obtained by matching the parametrization with the physical masses for 7°,
K* and K°. This gives a mass for the charged pion that is too high by 0.32 MeV. Tuning
the parameters instead such that M, + comes out correctly, the result for the self-energy of
the neutral pion becomes larger: ;0 = 0.10(7). Also, the uncertainties due to the systematic
errors of the lattice calculation need to be taken into account.
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In an update of this calculation by the RBC collaboration [73] (RBC 07), the electromag-
netic interaction is still treated in the quenched approximation, but the strong interaction is
simulated with Ny = 2 dynamical quark flavours. The quark masses are fixed with the physical
masses of 7%, KT and K°. The outcome for the difference in the electromagnetic self-energy
of the kaons reads M., — M., = 1.443(55) MeV. This corresponds to a remarkably small vi-
olation of Dashen’s theorem. Indeed, a recent extension of this work to Ny = 2+ 1 dynamical
flavours [74] leads to a significantly larger self-energy difference: M., — M., = 1.87(10) MeV,
in good agreement with the estimate of Eichten et al. Expressed in terms of the coefficient €
that measures the size of the violation of Dashen’s theorem, it corresponds to € = 0.5(1).

More recently, the BMW collaboration has reported preliminary results for the electromag-
netic self-energies, based on simulations in which a U(1) degree of freedom is superimposed
on their Ny =2+ 1 QCD configurations [75]. The result for the kaon self-energy difference
reads M., — M., = 2.2(2) MeV, that is e = 0.66(14), where the error indicates the statistical
uncertainties.

The input for the electromagnetic corrections used by the MILC collaboration is specified
in [76]. In their analysis of the lattice data, €0, €go and €, are set equal to zero. For the
remaining coefficient, which plays a crucial role in determinations of the ratio m,, /mg, the very
conservative range € = 141 was used in MILC 04 [77], while in more recent work, in particular
in MILC 09 [6] and MILC 09A [59], this input is replaced by € = 1.2 + 0.5, as suggested by
phenomenological estimates for the corrections to Dashen’s theorem [78, 79]. First results
of an evaluation of the electromagnetic self-energies based on Ny = 2 + 1 dynamical quarks
in the QCD sector and on the quenched approximation in the QED sector are also reported
by the MILC collaboration [80]. Further calculations using staggered quarks and quenched
photons are underway [81].

The effective Lagrangian that governs the self-energies to next-to-leading order (NLO) of
the chiral expansion was set up in [82]. The estimates in [78, 79] are obtained by replacing
QCD with a model, matching this model with the effective theory and assuming that the
effective coupling constants obtained in this way represent a decent approximation to those
of QCD. For alternative model estimates and a detailed discussion of the problems encoun-
tered in models based on saturation by resonances, see [83-85]. In the present review of the
information obtained on the lattice, we avoid the use of models altogether.

There is an indirect phenomenological determination of €, which is based on the decay
1n — 3w and does not rely on models. The result for the quark mass ratio () obtained from a
dispersive analysis of this decay implies € = 0.70(28) (see section 3.4). While the values found
on the lattice [72-75] are lower, the phenomenological estimate used by MILC 09A [59] is on
the high side. In the following, we take the central value from n-decay, but stretch the error,
so that the numbers given in [59, 72-75] are all within one standard deviation: € = 0.7(5).

We add a few comments concerning the physics of the self-energies and then specify the
estimates used as an input in our analysis of the data. The Cottingham formula [86] represents
the self-energy of a particle as an integral over electron scattering cross sections; elastic as
well as inelastic reactions contribute. For the charged pion, the term due to elastic scattering,
which involves the square of the e.m. form factor, makes a substantial contribution. In
the case of the 70, this term is absent, because the form factor vanishes on account of charge
conjugation invariance. Indeed, the contribution from the form factor to the self-energy of the
7T roughly reproduces the observed mass difference between the two particles. Furthermore,
the numbers given in [87-89] indicate that the inelastic contributions are significantly smaller
than the elastic contributions to the self-energy of the 7. The low energy theorem of Das,
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Guralnik, Mathur, Low and Young [90] ensures that, in the limit m,, mg — 0, the e.m. self-
energy of the 7¥ vanishes, while the one of the 7 is given by an integral over the difference
between the vector and axial spectral functions. The estimates for €0 obtained in [72] are
consistent with the suppression of the self-energy of the 7° implied by chiral SU(2)xSU(2).
In our opinion, €0 = 0.07(7) is a conservative estimate for this coefficient. The self-energy
of the K is suppressed less strongly, because it remains different from zero if m, and my
are taken massless and only disappears if mg is turned off as well. Note also that, since
the e.m. form factor of the K is different from zero, the self-energy of the K° does pick up
an elastic contribution. The lattice result for exo indicates that the violation of Dashen’s
theorem is smaller than in the case of €. In the following, we use exo = 0.3(3).

Finally, we consider the mass splitting between the charged and neutral pions in QCD.
This effect is known to be very small, because it is of second order in m, — mg. There
is a parameter-free prediction, which expresses the difference M72+ — ]\Zfio in terms of the
physical masses of the pseudoscalar octet and is valid to NLO of the chiral perturbation
series. Numerically, the relation yields €,, = 0.04 [91], indicating that this contribution does
not play a significant role at the present level of accuracy. We attach a conservative error also
to this coefficient: €,, = 0.04(2). The lattice result for the self-energy difference of the pions,
reported in [74], M;/ M MZO = 4.50(23) MeV, agrees with this estimate: expressed in terms
of the coefficient ¢,, that measures the pion mass splitting in QCD, the result corresponds
to €y, = 0.04(5). The corrections of next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) have been worked
out [92], but the numerical evaluation of the formulae again meets with the problem that the
relevant effective coupling constants are not reliably known.

In summary, we use the following estimates for the e.m. corrections:

€e=0.705), €0 =007(7), exo=033), €mn=0.04(2). (15)

While the range used for the coefficient € affects our analysis in a significant way, the numerical
values of the other coefficients only serve to set the scale of these contributions. The range
given for €;0 and exo may be overly generous, but because of the exploratory nature of the
lattice determinations, we consider it advisable to use a conservative estimate.

Treating the uncertainties in the four coefficients as statistically independent and adding
errors in quadrature, the numbers in equation (15) yield the following estimates for the
e.m. self-energies,

M;/+ =4.7(3) MeV M;O = 0.3(3) MeV, M;/+ — M;ZO =4.4(1)MeV, (16)
M), =25(7T)MeV, M}, =04(4)MeV, M), — M/, =21(6)MeV,

and for the pion and kaon masses occurring in the QCD sector of the Standard Model,

M+ = 134.8(3)MeV, Mo =134.6(3)MeV, M.+ — My = 02(1)MeV,  (17)
M+ = 491.2(7T)MeV , Myo = 497.2(4) MeV , M+ — Mygo = —6.1(6) MeV .

The self-energy difference between the charged and neutral pion involves the same coefficient
€m that describes the mass difference in QCD — this is why the estimate for MZ+ — MZO is so
sharp.

3.2 Pion and kaon masses in the isospin limit

As mentioned above, most of the lattice calculations concerning the properties of the light
mesons are performed in the isospin limit of QCD (m, —mg — 0 at fixed m, + mgq). We
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denote the pion and kaon masses in that limit by M, and M, respectively. Their numerical
values can be estimated as follows. Since the operation u <+ d interchanges 71 with 7~ and
K7 with K, the expansion of the quantities M7?+ and %(ZMIQ(+ + M?(O) in powers of m, —my
only contains even powers. As shown in [93], the effects generated by m, — mg in the mass

of the charged pion are strongly suppressed: the difference MﬁJr M represents a quantity

™

of O[(my — mq)?(my + my)] and is therefore small compared to the difference M£+ - Mgo,

for which an estimate was given above. In the case of %(MIQ(+ + MIQ(O) - M 12<, the expansion
does contain a contribution at NLO, determined by the combination 2Lg — Ls of low energy
constants, but the lattice results for that combination show that this contribution is very
small, too. Numerically, the effects generated by m, —mg in M% and in %(Z\ZIQ<+ + MIQ(O) are
negligible compared to the uncertainties in the electromagnetic self-energies. The estimates
for these given in equation (15) thus imply

M, = 134.8(3) MeV , M = 494.2(5) MeV . (18)

This shows that, for the convention used above to specify the QCD sector of the Standard
Model, and within the accuracy to which this convention can currently be implemented,
the mass of the pion in the isospin limit agrees with the physical mass of the neutral pion:
My — Mo = —0.2(3) MeV.

3.3 Lattice determination of m, and m,y

We now turn to a review of the lattice calculations of the light quark masses and begin with
myg, the isospin averaged up and down quark mass, m,q, and their ratio. Most groups quote
only M4, not the individual up and down quark masses. We then discuss the ratio m,/mqy
and the individual determination of m, and my.

Quark masses have been calculated on the lattice since the mid-nineties. However early
calculations were performed in the quenched approximation, leading to unquantifiable sys-
tematics. Thus in the following, we only review modern, unquenched calculations, which
include the effects of light sea quarks.

Tables 1 and 2 list the results of Ny = 2 and Ny = 2+1 lattice calculations of m and m,4.
These results are given in the MS scheme at 2 GeV, which is standard nowadays. The tables
also show the colour coding of the calculations leading to these results. The corresponding
results for mg/m,q are given in Table 3. As indicated in the Introduction, we treat Ny = 2
and Ny = 2 + 1 calculations separately. The latter include the effects of a strange sea quark,
but the former do not.

3.3.1 Ny =2 lattice calculations

We begin with Ny = 2 calculations. A quick inspection of Table 1 indicates that only the
most recent calculation, ETM 10B [94], controls all systematic effects. Only ETM 10B [94]
and ETM 07 [49] really enter the chiral regime, with pion masses down to about 300 MeV.
All the others have significantly more massive pions, the lightest being about 430 MeV, in
the calculation by CP-PACS 01 [101]. Moreover, the latter calculation is performed on very
coarse lattices, with lattice spacings a > 0.11fm and only one loop perturbation theory is
used to renormalize the results.

One calculation of mg which performs quite well in terms of colour coding is that of AL-
PHA 05 [98]. This is due to the fact that both non-perturbative running and non-perturbative
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Collaboration Ref. S) T & & L & Mauyd M
ETM 10B 94 A a  3.6(1)(2) 95(2)(6)
JLQCD/TWQCD 08A [95] A E = - 4.452(81)(38)(_19.) -
RBC 07" 73] A = = —  4.25(23)(26) 119.5(5.6)(7.4)
ETM 07 [49] A u —  3.85(12)(40) 105(3)(9)
QCDSF/
UKQCD 06 [96] A = n —  4.08(23)(19)(23) 111(6)(4)(6)
SPQcdR 05 971 A = — 43 ED 101(8)(*2%)
ALPHA 05 98] A = b 97(4)(18)8
QCDSF/ B
UKQCD 04 99 A = n 4.7(2)(3) 119(5)(8)
JLQCD 02 100 A = =m B - 3.223(T%) 84.5(+120)
CP-PACS 01 [101] A = = B~ 3.45(10) (1)) 89(2)(F2)*

t The calculation includes quenched e.m. effects.

§ The data used to obtain the bare value of mg are from RBC/UKQCD 04 [99]

* This value of ms was obtained using the kaon mass as input. If the ¢ meson mass is used instead, the
authors find ms = 907°

a The masses are renormalized non-perturbatively at scales 1/a ~ 2 + 3 GeV in the Ny = 2 RI/MOM

scheme. In this scheme, non-perturbative and N3LO running for the quark masses are shown to agree
from 4 GeV down 2 GeV to better than 3% [102].

b The masses are renormalized and run non-perturbatively up to a scale of 100 GeV in the Ny =2 SF
scheme. In this scheme, non-perturbative and NLO running for the quark masses are shown to agree
well from 100 GeV all the way down to 2 GeV [98].

Table 1: N; = 2 lattice results for the masses m,q and m, together with the colour coding
of the calculation used to obtain these. If information about non-perturbative running is
available, this is indicated in the column ”"running”, with details given at the bottom of the
table.

renormalization are performed in a controlled fashion, using Schrédinger functional methods.
However, the lightest sea pion in the calculation is 600 MeV, significantly above our thresholds
for a controlled chiral extrapolation. In that sense, this calculation should be viewed more
as a means of giving a first estimate of possible sea quark corrections to the equally precise
quenched calculation ALPHA 99 [112], than a full fledged dynamical fermion calculation.

The conclusion of our analysis of Ny = 2 calculations is that the results of ETM 10B [94]
(which updates and extends ETM 07 [49]), is the only one to date which satisfies our selection
criteria. Thus we do not offer an average of Ny = 2 results for the strange and isospin averaged
quark masses and their ratios, but simply quote the results of ETM 10B [94]:

Mug = 3.6(1)(2) MeV, —2

Ny =2:
! Myd

ms = 95(2)(6) MeV , =27.3(5)(7). (19)
The combined statistical and systematic errors on these results are 7%, 6% and 3% respec-
tively. The errors are smaller in the ratio because many systematics cancel, most notably
those associated with renormalization and the setting of the scale. Moreover, because of

statistical correlations between mg and m,, those errors are also reduced in the ratio.
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PACS-CS 10 [64] P = = a  2.78(27) 86.7(2.3)
MILC 10A [103] C — 3.19(4)(5)(16) -
HPQCD 10 [104] A — 3.39(6)" 92.2(1.3)
BMW 10A, 10B*  [65, 105] P b 3.469(47)(48) 95.5(1.1)(1.5)
RBC/UKQCD 10A [106] P ¢ 3.59(13)(14)(8) 96.2(1.6)(0.2)(2.1)
Blum 10} [74] P ] — 3.44(12)(22) 97.6(2.9)(5.5)
PACS-CS 09 [42] A = = a  2.97(28)(3) 92.75(58)(95)
HPQCD 09 [107] A — 3.40(7) 92.4(1.5)
MILC 09A [59] C —3.25 (1)(7)(16)(0)  89.0(0.2)(1.6)(4.5)(0.1)
MILC 09 6] A —3.2(0)(1)(2)(0) 88(0)(3)(4)(0)
PACS-CS 08 [63] A = omm - 2527(47) 72.72(78)
RBC/UKQCD 08 [108] A ] —  3.72(16)(33)(18)  107.3(4.4)(9.7)(4.9)
JCLP (;;%CS; [109] A = B 3.55(19)(F39) 90.1(4.3)(F1%7)
HPQCD 05 [110] A - 3.2(0)(2)(2)(0)* 87(0)(4)(4)(0)*
MILC 04, HPQCD/ ™ 7y ypy) - o = - 280)1)B)0)  76(0)(3)(7)(0)

MILC/UKQCD 04

* Value obtained by combining the HPQCD 10 result for m, with the MILC 09 result for ms/mqa.
T The fermion action used is tree-level improved.
t The calculation includes quenched e.m. effects.

¥ The bare numbers are those of MILC 04. The masses are simply rescaled, using the ratio of the 2-loop to
1-loop renormalization factors.
a The masses are renormalized and run non-perturbatively up to a scale of 40 GeV in the Ny = 3 SF

scheme. In this scheme, non-perturbative and NLO running for the quark masses are shown to agree well
from 40 GeV all the way down to 3 GeV[64].

b The masses are renormalized and run non-perturbatively up to a scale of 4 GeV in the Ny = 3 RI/MOM

scheme. In this scheme, non-perturbative and N*LO running for the quark masses are shown to agree
from 6 GeV down to 3 GeV to better than 1% [105].

¢ The masses are renormalized non-perturbatively at a scale of 2 GeV in a couple of Ny = 3 RI/SMOM
schemes. A careful study of perturbative matching uncertainties has been performed by comparing results
in the two schemes in the region of 2 GeV to 3 GeV [106].

Table 2: Ny = 2 + 1 lattice results for the masses m,q and my, together with the colour
coding of the calculation used to obtain these. If information about non-perturbative running
is available, this is indicated in the column "running”, with details given at the bottom of
the table.

3.3.2 Ny =2+1 lattice calculations

We turn now to Ny = 2+1 calculations. These and the corresponding results are summarized
in Table 2 and 3. Somewhat paradoxically, these calculations are more mature than those with
Ny = 2. This is thanks, in large part, to the head start and sustained effort of MILC, which
has been performing Ny = 2 + 1 rooted staggered fermion calculations for the past ten or so
years. They have covered an impressive range of parameter space, with lattice spacings which,
today, go down to 0.045 fm and valence pion masses down to approximately 180 MeV [59].
The most recent updates, MILC 10A [103] and MILC 09A [59], include significantly more
data and use two loop renormalization. Since these data sets subsume those of their previous
calculations, these latest results are the only ones that must be kept in any world average.
We recall that valence and sea quarks are treated differently in the rooted staggered
approach, as discussed in section 2, and that the lightest effective sea-pion mass of all of
their ensembles is about 260 MeV rather than 180 MeV. Regarding the specific subject of
light quark masses, a weak point of present day staggered fermion calculations is the use
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BMW 10A, 10B* (65, 105] P 27.53(20)(8)
RBC/UKQCD 10A [106] P 26.8(0.8)(1.1)
Blum 10f [74] P L] 28.31(0.29)(1.77)
PACS-CS 09 [42] A ] m 31.2(2.7)
MILC 09A [59] C 27.41(5)(22)(0)(4)
MILC 09 [6] A 27.2(1)(3)(0)(0)
PACS-CS 08 [63] A ] m 28.8(4)
RBC/UKQCD 08 [108] A m 28.8(0.4)(1.6)
MILC 04, HPQCD/
MIL.C/UKQCD 04 [77, 111] A 27.4(1)(4)(0)(1)
ETM 10B [94] A 27.3(5)(7)
RBC 077 (73] A m L] 28.10(38)
ETM 07 [49] A m 27.3(0.3)(1.2)
QCDSF/UKQCD 06 [96] A m m 27.2(3.2)

* The fermion action used is tree-level improved.
t The calculation includes quenched e.m. effects.

Table 3: Lattice results for ms/m,q, together with the colour coding of the calculation used
to obtain them. The upper half of the table corresponds to Ny = 2+1 calculations, the lower
half to Ny = 2 results.

of perturbative renormalization. As already noted, it is preferable, a priori, to renormal-
ize non-perturbatively, to avoid introducing uncontrolled systematic errors from neglected,
higher order contributions. That this is a problem, in practice, for the staggered calculations
can be seen from the following observation. In MILC 04 [77] and HPQCD/MILC/UKQCD
04 [111], only one loop perturbation theory was used. O(a?) corrections were included in the
HPQCD 05 [110] update. The only difference between this update and the earlier calculation
is the inclusion of these corrections: the bare lattice results are the same in both. Yet, the
O(a?) correction increased the renormalized value of m by 11 MeV, i.e. 14%. In light of this,
one may question whether the perturbative expansion is under control. Moreover, prelimi-
nary results including non-perturbative renormalization suggest that the omitted terms may
contribute an additional increase of ~ 20% in mg [113].

Of all the entries in Tables 2 and 3, Blum 10 [74] is the only one which provides an
improved determination of the electromagnetic self-energies on the lattice and points the way
for future promising developments: still, at present, these data do not pass the selection
criteria formulated in section 2.2 as the authors did not investigate all sources of systematic
error. There are four other calculations with Ny = 2+ 1, however, that do and that we discuss
now.

The most recent one is BMW 10A, 10B [65, 105] which, as shown by the color coding in
Tables 2 and 3 has addressed all sources of systematic effects. One of the most impressive
aspects of this calculation is that they have reached the physical up and down quark mass
by interpolation and did not need any chiral extrapolation. Moreover, their calculation was
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performed at five lattice spacings ranging from 0.054 to 0.116 fm, with full non-perturbative
renormalization and running and in volumes of up to (6 fm)? guaranteeing that all sources of
systematic error are controlled. However, according to the rules set forth in section 2.2, these
results will have to be published before they can be included in our averages.

The second calculation that we discuss is PACS-CS 10 [64], which updates 09 [42]: these
calculations have been performed with O(a)-improved Wilson fermions on lattices with a ~
0.09fm. The important aspect of this calculation is that it also probes pion masses down
to M, ~ 135MeV, i.e. down to the physical mass point. This is achieved by reweighting
the simulations performed in PACS-CS 08 [63] at M, ~ 160 MeV. If adequately controlled,
this procedure eliminates the need to extrapolate to the physical mass point and, hence, the
corresponding systematic error. Moreover, renormalization of quark masses is implemented
non-perturbatively, through the Schrodinger functional method [114]. As it stands, the main
drawback of the calculation, which makes the inclusion of its results in a world average of
lattice results inappropriate at this stage, is that for the lightest quark mass the volume is
very small, corresponding to LM, ~ 2.0, a value for which finite volume effects will be difficult
to control. Another problem is that the calculation was performed at a single lattice spacing,
forbidding a continuum extrapolation. Furthermore, it is unclear at this point what might be
the systematic errors associated with the reweighting procedure. The PACS-CS collaboration
plans to perform physical point simulations with larger and finer lattices.

The third calculation of particular interest is RBC/UKQCD 10A [106] (which updates
RBC/UKQCD 08 [108]). This calculation uses the theoretically appealing domain wall
fermions. It reaches down to 330 MeV pion masses in the sea and to 242 MeV valence pions.
Moreover, it makes use of non-perturbative renormalization a la Rome-Southampton [115].
The latest update removes the main drawback of the previous calculation by adding a second,
finer lattice spacing of about 0.09 fm to the first rather coarse lattice spacing of 0.11 fm, and
allows a first estimate of the systematic error from the continuum extrapolation.

Finally we come to the fourth calculation which satisfies our selection criteria, HPQCD 10 [104]
(which updates HPQCD 09 [107]). The strange quark mass is computed using a precise de-
termination of the charm quark mass, m.(m.) = 1.273(6) GeV [104, 116], whose accuracy is
better than 0.5%, and a calculation of the quark mass ratio m./ms = 11.85(16) [107], which
achieves a precision slightly above 1%. The determination of m; via the ratio m./mg circum-
vents the problem of running by calculating a scale-invariant ratio non-perturbatively. The
MILC 09 determination of the quark mass ratio ms/myq [6] is also used in HPQCD 10 [104]
to calculate m,q.

The high precision quoted by HPQCD 10 on the strange quark mass relies in large part
on the precision reached in the determination of the charm quark mass [104, 116]. This
calculation uses a novel approach based on the lattice determination of moments of charm-
quark pseudoscalar, vector and axial-vector correlators. These moments are then combined
with four-loop results from continuum perturbation theory to obtain a determination of the
charm quark mass in the MS scheme. In the preferred case, in which pseudoscalar correlators
are used for the analysis, there are no renormalization factors required, since the corresponding
axial-vector current is partially conserved in the staggered lattice formalism. Owverall, the
0.5% accuracy claimed in the calculation of m, is certainly impressive, since it implies that
all sources of uncertainty, coming from the scale determination, discretization effects (the
bare charm mass in lattice units is as large as am. ~ 0.85), perturbation theory as well as
non-perturbative effects in the estimate of moments, are all controlled at the per mille level.

This discussion leaves us with three results to average for my, those of MILC 09A [59],
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Figure 1: Mass of the strange quark (MS scheme, running scale 2 GeV). The upper part shows
the lattice results listed in Tables 1 and 2. Full and empty symbols correspond to simulations
with Ny =2+ 1 and Ny = 2, respectively. Diamonds represent results based on perturbative
renormalization, while squares indicate that, in the relation between the lattice-regularized
and renormalized MS masses, non-perturbative effects are accounted for. The vertical bands
indicate our estimates (19) and (20). The lower part shows recent determinations obtained
from the evaluation of sum rules, together with the earliest result based on this method, as
well as the most recent estimate of the Particle Data Group.

RBC/UKQCD 10A [106] and HPQCD 10 [104]. Treating them as independent measurements
and simply adding the statistical and systematic errors in quadrature, we obtain a good fit,
with x? = 2.5 for 3 data points and 1 free parameter. With the prescription specified in
section 2.2, the average becomes mg = 92.8(1.3) MeV. When repeating the exercise for m,q,
we replace MILC 09A by the more recent analysis reported in MILC 10A [103] and again
obtain a good fit: x2 = 2.3 for 2 degrees of freedom and m,g = 3.38(6) MeV for the average.
The outcome of the averaging procedure thus amounts to a determination of mg and m,q of
1.4%. and 1.8%, respectively.

The results in BMW 10A, 10B [65, 105], which are not included in the averaging procedure
on account of our criteria concerning the publication status, offer an independent, remarkably
sharp determination of m,4 and ms. These data are perfectly consistent with the averages
quoted above.

The heavy sea quarks affect the determination of the light quark masses only through
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Figure 2: Mean mass of the two lightest quarks, m,q = %(mu + mg). The meaning of the
various symbols is explained in the caption of Fig. 1.

contributions of order 1/m?, which moreover are suppressed by the Zweig-rule. We expect
these contributions to be small, but do not know of a reliable quantitative evaluation. The
problem originates in the fact that the relation between the parameters of QCD3 and those of
full QCD can currently be analyzed only in the framework of perturbation theory. The $- and
~-functions, which control the renormalization of the coupling constants and quark masses,
respectively, are known to four loops [124-127]. The precision achieved in this framework for
the decoupling of the t- and b-quarks is excellent, but the c-quark is not heavy enough: at the
percent level, the corrections of order 1/m? cannot be neglected and the decoupling formulae of
perturbation theory do not provide a reliable evaluation, because the scale m.(m.) ~ 1.27 GeV
is too low for these formulae to be taken at face value. Consequently, the accuracy to which
it is possible to identify the running masses of the light quarks of full QCD in terms of those
occurring in QCDg is limited. For this reason, it is preferable to characterize the masses my,,,
mg, mg in terms of QCDy, where the connection with full QCD is under good control. The
role of the c-quarks in the determination of the light quark masses will soon be studied in
detail — some simulations with 2+1+1 dynamical quarks have already been carried out [60].

A crude upper bound on the size of the effects due to the neglected heavy quarks can
be established within the Ny = 2 + 1 simulations themselves, without invoking perturbation
theory. In [17] it is found that when the scale is set by Mz, the result for M, agrees well
with experiment within the 2.3% accuracy of the calculation. Because of the very strong
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correlations between the statistical and systematic errors of these two masses, we expect the
uncertainty in the difference M= — My to also be of order 2%. To leading order in the chiral
expansion, this mass difference is proportional to ms —m,g. We conclude that the agreement
of Ny = 2+ 1 calculations with experiment yields an upper bound on the sensitivity of mg to
heavy sea quarks of order 2%.

In order to stay on the conservative side in this rapidly developing field, our final estimates
for m,q and mg come with sizable uncertainties:

Ny=2+1: Mug = 3.43(11) MeV ms = 94(3) MeV . (20)

As discussed in section 2.2, these numbers are not obtained from a mathematical prescription,
but are chosen so as to cover all of the high quality data discussed in the present section (note
also that the central values are slightly higher than those of the averages discussed above).

The estimates (20) represent the conclusions we draw from the information gathered on
the lattice until now. They are shown as vertical bands in Figures 1 and 2, together with the
Ny = 2 results (19) and a few estimates from other sources. The values quoted in the 2010
edition of the Review of Particle Properties [122] are myq = 3.9(9), ms = 101(F2)) MeV. The
errors attached to our estimates are smaller by an order of magnitude. In our opinion, the
remarkable recent progress achieved with the simulation of light dynamical quarks and the
fact that all of the data that pass our quality criteria are consistent with one another fully
justify this reduction of the uncertainties.

The lower half of Figure 1 shows that the sum rule results for m, agree with the Ny = 2+1
data, but Figure 2 indicates that in the case of m,g, the sum rule estimates are on the high
side. For the most recent sum rule evaluation [121], the origin of this apparent discrepancy
is readily identified. In that work, the sum rules are used to estimate the value of mg + mq.
In order to disentangle the two terms, the authors take the ratio ms/m,q from the early
literature on xPT. If the numerical value of this ratio is updated to the range given in (24),
the value of my practically stays put, but the outcome for m,y is lowered substantially, so
that the difference shrinks to about 1 o. In other words, there is no discrepancy to speak of
between the lattice and sum rule results for the masses of the light quarks — the size of my
and m,q is well understood.

In the ratio ms/myq, one of the sources of systematic error — the uncertainties in the
renormalization factors — drops out. Also, we can compare the lattice results with the leading
order formula of xPT,

Mg LO MIZ(+ + MIZ(O - M§+

Mayd M2+
T

; (21)

which relates the quantity ms/mg to a ratio of meson masses in QCD. Expressing these in
terms of the physical masses and the four coefficients introduced in (12)-(14), linearizing the
result with respect to the corrections and inserting the observed mass values, we obtain

Ms 2959~ 0.1e+1.9e0 —0.1ego — 186 . (22)

Mayd

If the coefficients €, €0, €0 and €, are set equal to zero, the right hand side reduces to the
value mg/myq = 25.9 that follows from Weinberg’s leading order formulae for m,,/m,4 and
ms/mq [128], in accordance with the fact that these do account for the e.m. interaction at
leading order, but neglect the mass difference between the charged and neutral pions in QCD.
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Figure 3: Results for the ratio mg/m,g, in which the renormalization factors cancel. The
upper part of the figure shows the lattice results listed in Table 3 (full and empty symbols
correspond to Ny = 2+ 1 and Ny = 2). The vertical bands indicate our estimates (19) and
(24). The lower part shows results obtained on the basis of xPT or from QCD sum rules, as
well as the most recent estimate of the Particle Data Group.

Inserting the estimates (15), the LO prediction becomes

LO

= 25.9(1).

Mg

p_— (23)
The quoted uncertainty does not include an estimate for the higher order contributions,
but only accounts for the error bars in the coefficients, which is dominated by the one in the
estimate given for €. o. The result shows that, at the accuracy reached in lattice determinations
of the ratio ms/myq, the uncertainties due to the electromagnetic corrections is smaller than
the systematic errors from other sources.

The lattice results in Table 3 indicate that the corrections generated by the non-leading
terms of the chiral perturbation series are remarkably small, in the range 5-11%. Despite
the fact that the SU(3) flavour symmetry breaking effects in the Nambu-Goldstone boson
masses are very large (MIQ( ~ 13 M2), the mass spectrum of the pseudoscalar octet obeys the
SU(3)xSU(3) formula (21) very well.

Our average for mg/myq is based on the results of MILC 09A and RBC/UKQCD 10A —
the value quoted by HPQCD 10 does not represent independent information as it relies on the
result for my/m,q obtained by the MILC collaboration. Adding the statistical and systematic
errors in quadrature, we obtain a good fit with ms/m,q = 27.39(23) and x? = 0.2 for 2 data
points and one free parameter. The fit is dominated by MILC 09A. Since the errors associated
with renormalization drop out in the ratio, the uncertainties are even smaller than in the case
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of the quark masses themselves: the above number for mg/m,q amounts to an accuracy of
0.8%. Again, the results of the BMW collaboration are not included in the fit because they are
not yet published. The result reported in BMW 10A, 10B, mg/m,q = 27.53(22), is perfectly
consistent with the above average and reaches comparable accuracy.

At this level of precision, the uncertainties in the electromagnetic and strong isospin
breaking corrections are not completely negligible. The error estimate in the LO result (23)
indicates the expected order of magnitude. The uncertainties in mg and m,q associated with
the heavy sea quarks cancel at least partly. In view of this, we are convinced that our final
estimate,

Ny=2+1: T 97.4(4), (24)
Muyd

is on the conservative side — it corresponds to an accuracy of 1.5%.

The lattice results show that the LO prediction of yPT in (23) receives only small cor-
rections from higher orders of the chiral expansion: according to (24), these generate a shift
of 5.8 + 1.5%. Our estimate does therefore not represent a very sharp determination of the
higher order contributions. Note however, that in comparison with the value mg/m,; = 26(4)
quoted by the Particle Data Group [122], the uncertainty is reduced by a factor of 10.

The ratio ms/myq can also be extracted from the masses of the neutral Nambu-Goldstone
bosons: neglecting effects of order (m, — my)? also here, the leading order formula reads

LO ~ ~ LO
Ms/Myq = %Mg/ME — 1. Numerically, this gives ms/m,q = 24.2. The relation has the
advantage that the e.m. corrections are expected to be much smaller here, but it is more
difficult to calculate the n-mass on the lattice. The comparison with (24) shows that, in this

case, the contributions of NLO are somewhat larger: 13 + 2%.

3.4 Lattice determination of m, and my

The determination of m,, and my separately requires additional input. MILC 09A [59] uses the
mass difference between K" and K+, from which they subtract electromagnetic effects, using
Dashen’s theorem with corrections, as discussed in section 3.1. The up and down sea quarks
remain degenerate in their calculation, fixed to the value of m,4 obtained from M, o. Instead
of subtracting electromagnetic effects using phenomenology, RBC 07 [73] and Blum 10 [74]
actually include a quenched electromagnetic field in their calculation. This means that their
results include corrections to Dashen’s theorem, albeit only in the presence of quenched
electromagnetism. Since the up and down quarks in the sea are treated as degenerate, very
small isospin corrections are neglected, as in MILC’s calculation. The results are summarized
in Table 4.
In order to discuss these results, we consider the LO formula

my o M7 — M7, + M2,

o2 or2 2
mq MKO—MK++M7T+

(25)

Using equations (12)—(14) to express the meson masses in QCD in terms of the physical ones
and linearizing in the corrections, this relation takes the form
M 220,558 — 0.084 € — 0.02 €0 +0.11 € - (26)
mq
Inserting the estimates (15) and adding errors in quadrature, the LO prediction becomes
My, LO
— = 0.50(4) . 27
2 0504) (27)
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Collaboration Ref. Q? s 8 S fﬁ g M my My /Mg
HPQCD 10* [104] P — 2.01(14) 4.77(15)
BMW 10A, 10B*  [65, 105] P a 2.15(03)(10) 4.79(07)(12) 0.448(06)(29)
Blum 10f [74] P n — 2.24(10)(34) 4.65(15)(32) 0.4818(96)(860)
MILC 09A [59] C — 1.96(0)(6)(10)(12) 4.53(1)(8)(23)(12) 0.432(1)(9)(0)(3
MILC 09 6] A — 1.9(0)(1)(1)(1) 4.6(0)(2)(2)(1) 0.42(0)(1)(0)(4)
ﬁ%g /%%SEQD%IZ/ (77, 111] A B L70)(1)2)©2)  390)(DA)(2)  0.43(0)(1)(0)(8)
RBC 07" 73] A m = — 3.02(27)(19) 5.49(20)(34) 0.550(31)

t Values obtained by combining the HPQCD 10 result for ms with the MILC 09 results for ms/m,q and
My /Mg.

T The fermion action used is tree-level improved.

t The calculation includes quenched e.m. effects.

a The masses are renormalized and run non-perturbatively up to a scale of 4 GeV in the Ny = 3 RI/MOM

scheme. In this scheme, non-perturbative and N*LO running for the quark masses are shown to agree
from 6 GeV down to 3 GeV to better than 1% [105].

Table 4: Lattice results for m,, mg and m,/my, together with the colour coding of the
calculation used to obtain them. The upper part of the table lists results obtained with
Ny =2+ 1, while the lowest row represents a calculation with Ny = 2.

Again, the quoted error exclusively accounts for the errors attached to the estimates (12) -
contributions of non-leading order are ignored. The uncertainty in the leading order prediction
is dominated by the one in the coefficient €, which specifies the difference between the mass
splittings generated by the e.m. interaction in the kaon and pion multiplets. Since the input
e = 1.2(5) used in MILC 09A [59] differs from the results e = 0.13(4) and € = 0.5(1) obtained
by RBC 07 [73] and Blum 10 [74], respectively, it does not come as a surprise that the values
for m,, /my are different. Evaluating the relation (26) for these values of e and neglecting the
self-energies of the neutral particles, we obtain m,,/mg = 0.46(4), 0.547(3) and 0.52(1) for
MILC 09A, RBC 07 and Blum 10, respectively. Within errors, these numbers agree with the
values for m,,/mg quoted in the last column of Table 4. This indicates that, as in the case of
ms/Mmyq, the corrections to the leading order prediction are small.

The uncertainties in the lattice results discussed so far for the ratio m,/mg are dominated
by those in the e.m. contributions to the meson masses. Given the exploratory nature of the
RBC 07 calculation, we do not draw a conclusion concerning the values of m,, and my obtained
with Ny = 2. As discussed in section 3.3.2, the results of Blum 10 do not pass our selection
criteria either. We therefore resort to the phenomenological estimates of the electromagnetic
self-energies discussed in section 3.1 and use the MILC data for Ny = 2 4 1 to assess the
size of the corrections from higher orders of the chiral expansion. With this input, we can
calculate the mass ratio of the two lightest quarks, with the result m,/mg = 0.47(4). The
two individual masses can then be worked out from the estimate (20) for their mean. The
result reads

Np=2+41: my=219(15)MeV , mg = 4.67(20) MeV , % = 0.47(4). (28)
d
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These estimates have uncertainties of order 7%, 4% and 9%, respectively.

In contrast to the situation with the ratio ms/myq, the error in the result for m, /my is
totally dominated by the uncertainties in the input used for the electromagnetic corrections.
In fact, the comparison of equations (27) and (28) indicates that more than half of the
difference between the prediction m,/mgy = 0.558 obtained from Weinberg’s mass formulae
[128] and the result for m,/mg obtained on the lattice stems from electromagnetism — the
higher orders in the chiral perturbation series only generate a small correction.

To determine m, /mgy, BMW 10A, 10B [65, 105] follow a slightly different strategy. They
obtain this ratio from their result for mg/m,4 combined with a phenomenological determina~
tion of the isospin breaking quark mass ratio Q = 22.3(8) from 1 — 37 decays [70]. In fact,
as discussed in section 3.5, the central value of the e.m. parameter € in (15) is taken from the
same source. Their results for m,/mg, m, and mgy are thus correlated with our estimates in
(28) and are compatible with them, but are more precise.

In view of the fact that a massless up quark would solve the strong CP-problem, many
authors have considered this an attractive possibility, but the results presented above exclude
this possibility: the value of m, in (28) differs from zero by 15 standard deviations. We
conclude that nature solves the strong CP-problem differently. This conclusion relies on
lattice calculations of kaon masses and on the phenomenological estimates of the e.m. self-
energies discussed in section 3.1. The uncertainties therein currently represent the limiting
factor in determinations of m,, and mgy. As demonstrated in [72-74], lattice methods can be
used to calculate the e.m. self-energies. Further progress on the determination of the light
quark masses hinges on an improved understanding of the e.m. effects.

3.5 Estimates for R and (@

The quark mass ratios

2 2

Ms — Muyd m; —m
R=—"—" and @Q*=—5 “2d (29)

Mg — My, m3 —m2

compare SU(3) breaking with isospin breaking. The quantity @ is of particular interest
because of a low energy theorem [132], which relates it to a ratio of meson masses,

M2 M2 — M2 . . . . . .
Qi = Mg'Mf T M2 =L(NVZ 4 N, ME=L(ME, 4+ M2). (30)
T KO K+

Chiral symmetry implies that the expansion of Q?\/l in powers of the quark masses (i) starts
with @2 and (ii) does not receive any contributions at NLO:

Qu = Q. (31)

Inserting the estimates for the mass ratios ms/myq, and m,/mg given in equations (24)
and (28), respectively, we obtain

R = 36.6(3.8), Q =22.8(1.2). (32)

As is the case with the ratio m,/mg, the errors are dominated by the uncertainties in the
electromagnetic corrections. To investigate the sensitivity to the latter, we use xPT to ex-
press the quark mass ratios in terms of the pion and kaon masses in QCD and then again
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use equations (12)—(14) to relate the QCD masses to the physical ones. Linearizing in the
corrections, this leads to

R 2 43.9-108¢+0.2¢50 — 0.2¢x0 — 1061, (33)

NLO

Q = 243—-30e+09€0 —0.1l€ego+2.1¢€p,.

While the first relation only holds to LO of the chiral perturbation series, the second remains
valid at NLO, on account of the low energy theorem mentioned above. The first terms on
the right hand side represent the values of R and ) obtained with the Weinberg leading
order formulae for the quark mass ratios [128]. Inserting the estimates (15), we find that the

e.m. corrections lower the Weinberg values to R = 36.7(7.6) and Q e 22.3(2.1), respectively.
The comparison with the full results quoted above shows that there is little room for the higher
order terms in the chiral expansion.

As mentioned in section 3.1, there is a phenomenological determination of ¢ based on
the decay n — 3w [133, 134]. The key point is that the transition n — 37 violates isospin
conservation. The dominating contribution to the transition amplitude stems from the mass
difference m, — mgq. At NLO of xPT, the QCD part of the amplitude can be expressed in a
parameter free manner in terms of (). It is well-known that the electromagnetic contributions
to the transition amplitude are suppressed (a thorough recent analysis is given in [135]). This
implies that the result for @) is less sensitive to the electromagnetic uncertainties than the
value obtained from the masses of the Nambu-Goldstone bosons. For a recent update of this
determination and for further references to the literature, we refer to [136]. Using dispersion
theory to pin down the momentum dependence of the amplitude, the observed decay rate
implies ) = 22.3(8) (since the uncertainty quoted in [136] does not include an estimate for
all sources of error, we have retained the error estimate given in [129], which is twice as
large). The formulae for the corrections of NNLO are available also in this case [137] — the
poor knowledge of the effective coupling constants, particularly of those that are relevant
for the dependence on the quark masses, is currently the limiting factor encountered in the
application of these formulae.

As was to be expected, the central value of ) obtained from n-decay agrees exactly with
the central value obtained from the low energy theorem: we have used that theorem to
estimate the coefficient €, which dominates the e.m. corrections. Using the numbers for €,,,
€,0 and €xo in (15) and adding the corresponding uncertainties in quadrature to those in the
phenomenological result for (), we obtain

e = 0.70(28) . (34)

The estimate (15) for the size of the coefficient € is taken from here, except that the error
bar is stretched, to account for the fact that the above relation is valid only up to NNLO
contributions.

The MILC data offer a welcome check on the size of the neglected higher orders: with the
input € = 1.2(5) and €0 = €go = €,, = 0 used in the MILC analysis, equation (34) implies
Qn = 21.3(1.0). On the other hand, inserting the MILC results for the quark mass ratios
ms/myq and m,, /mg (see Tables 3 and 4) in the definition of @, equation (29), and ignoring
a possible correlation between the results for the two ratios, we get @Q = 21.7(1.1). For MILC
09A, the central values of Qs and @ thus agree to an accuracy of 2%, indicating that the
corrections of NNLO or higher are smaller than the uncertainty of the result.
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In contrast to this, the picture which follows from the numbers obtained with the N; = 2
simulation of RBC 07 [73] is difficult to understand. Repeating the above calculation with
the estimate € = 0.13(4) that corresponds to the kaon self-energy difference obtained in this
reference and again neglecting the other terms in equation (34), we get Qs = 23.9(1), while
the value of @ that follows from the quark mass ratios mg/myq and m,/mg given in the
same reference, implies @ = 26.1(1.2). A difference of this size calls for large contributions
of NNLO, in conflict with the data analysis, which assumes that it is meaningful to truncate
the chiral series at NLO.

The recent extension of this calculation to Ny = 241 dynamical flavours described in [74]
appears to solve the puzzle. The values obtained for the kaon and pion self-energies obtained
in this reference imply € = 0.5(1), €, = 0.04(5). Inserting this in equation (34) and neglecting
the self-energies of the neutral particles, we obtain Qs = 22.8(3), to be compared with the
value @ = 23.9(3.4) that follows from the quark mass ratios given in the same reference. This
implies that the NNLO corrections to the low energy theorem (31) are too small to be seen
at the accuracy of this calculation: Qps/Q = 0.96(12).

The determination of R and @) in BMW 10A, 10B [65, 105] relies on the phenomenological
value of @ discussed above [70] — their results do not bring new information on (. The
value of R which follows from their result for the ratio mg/m,q and the input used for @ is
R = 34.9(2.5), slightly different from our estimate in (32), but perfectly compatible with it.”

Our final results for the masses m,,, mq, ms and the mass ratios m,/mg, ms/myq, R, Q
are collected in the table below.

Nf My, mq ms Muyd mu/md ms/mud R Q

24+1  2.19(15)  4.67(20) 94(3) 3.43(11) 0.47(4) 27.4(4)  36.6(3.8) 22.8(1.2)

9 - - 95(6)  3.6(2) - 27.3(9) - B

Table 5: Our estimates for the masses of the three lightest quarks, and related ratios (the
masses refer to the MS scheme at running scale p = 2GeV for Ny = 3, the numerical values
are given in MeV units).

"Repeating the calculation with the same input for Q, but replacing the BMW result for Ms/Myq by our
estimate in equation (24), we obtain R = 35.0(2.6).
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4 |Vi4| and |V

4.1 Experimental information concerning |V,4|, |Vus|, f+(0) and fx/fx

The following review relies on the fact that precision data on kaon decays very accurately
determine the product |Vys|f+(0) and the ratio |Vysfx|/|Vuafr| [138]:

Vust
Vudfﬂ

Vs f1(0) = 0.2163(5) , = 0.2758(5) . (35)

Viug and Vs are elements of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix and f, (t) represents
one of the form factors relevant for the semileptonic decay K — 7~ ¢v, which depends on
the momentum transfer ¢t between the two mesons. What matters here is the value at ¢ = 0:
f+(0) = foﬂf(t)|tﬁo. The pion and kaon decay constants are defined by®

(0 dypys ulm™ (p)) = ipufr, (0] 57,75 ul K (p)) = ippfr -

In this normalization, f; ~ 130 MeV, fx ~ 155 MeV.

The measurement of |V,4| based on superallowed nuclear § transitions has now become
remarkably precise. The result of the recent update of Hardy and Towner [50], which is based
on 20 different superallowed transitions, reads’

Vya| = 0.97425(22) . (36)

The matrix element |V,,5| can be measured in 7 decays [148-151]. Separating the inclusive
decay 7 — hadrons + v into non-strange and strange final states, Gamiz et al. [152] obtain

|Vius| = 0.2165(26) eqp (5)1, - (37)

Maltman et al. [153] arrive at very similar values.

As recently pointed out by Maltman [150], the theoretical uncertainties of the analysis
which underlies the result (37) can be reduced by invoking the experimental information about
the spectral function of the electromagnetic current, but the experimental uncertainties then
play a more important role. Applying this method, the outcome for |V,,s| reads [154]

[Vius| = 0.2208(39) . (38)

In principle, 7 decay offers a clean measurement of |V,,|, but a number of open issues
yet remain to be clarified. In particular, the measured exclusive decay rates for 7 — 7v and
7 — Kv are below the Standard Model predictions, which determine these rates in terms

8The pion decay constant represents a QCD-matrix-element — in the full Standard Model, the one-pion
state is not a meaningful notion: the correlation function of the charged axial current does not have a pole at
p? = Mfr+7 but a branch cut extending from Mfr+ to co. The analytic properties of the correlation function and
the problems encountered in the determination of fr are thoroughly discussed in [139]. The ”experimental”
value of fr depends on the convention used when splitting the sum Lqcp + Lqep into two parts (compare
section 3.1). The lattice determinations of fr do not yet reach the accuracy where this is of significance, but
at the precision claimed by the Particle Data Group [140], the numerical value does depend on the convention
used [67-69, 139]. A recent analysis of the electromagnetic and strong isospin breaking effects in the leptonic
decays of the pseudoscalar mesons is given in [141].

Tt is not a trivial matter to perform the data analysis at this precision. In particular, isospin-breaking
effects need to be properly accounted for [142-146]. For a review of recent work on this issue, we refer to [147].
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Collaboration Ref. Ny ) & & & 7+(0)
RBC/UKQCD 10 [158] 2+1 A [ 0.9599(34)(T31)(14)
RBC/UKQCD 07 [159] 2+1 A [ ] 0.9644(33)(34)(14)
ETM 10D [160] 2 C 0.9544(68) stat
ETM 09A [161] 2 A 0.9560(57)(62)
QCDSF 07 [162] 2 C [ ] [ ] 0.9647(15) stat
RBC 06 [163)] 2 A [ ] [ ] 0.968(9)(6)
JLQCD 05 [164] 2 C [ ] [ ] 0.967(6), 0.952(6)

Table 6: Colour code for the data on f(0).

of the same matrix elements |V,4fx| and |Vysfx| that govern the leptonic decays m — pv
and K — pv (violation of 7/p universality). On the other hand, the value obtained for
|Vus fi|/|Vuaf=| from the ratio of the tau decay rates is perfectly consistent with the one
from the leptonic 7 and K-decays quoted in (35), but this does not shed any light on the
value of |V,4|. It is important to pursue the measurement of modes that have previously been
studied only with low statistics (especially the large mode K797 ~), as well as those of higher
multiplicity (final states with more than two pions, for instance). The recent developments
on the theoretical side [155-157] also need to be pursued. The most interesting possibility
is that 7 decay involves new physics, but more work is required before 7 decay becomes a
competitive source of information about the CKM matrix elements.

4.2 Lattice results for f,(0) and fx/fx

The traditional way of determining |V,,s| relies on using theory for the value of f (0), invoking
the Ademollo-Gatto theorem [165]. Since this theorem only holds to leading order of the
expansion in powers of m,,, mg and mg, theoretical models are used to estimate the corrections.
Lattice methods have now reached the stage where quantities like f4(0) or fx/fr can be
determined to good accuracy. As a consequence, the uncertainties inherent in the theoretical
estimates for the higher order effects in the value of f,(0) do not represent a limiting factor
any more and we shall therefore not invoke those estimates. Also, we will use the experimental
results based on nuclear 5 decay and 7 decay exclusively for comparison — the main aim of
the present review is to assess the information gathered with lattice methods and to use it for
testing the consistency of the SM and its potential to provide constraints for its extensions.

The database underlying the present review of f(0) and fx/fr is listed in Tables 6 and
7. The properties of the lattice data play a crucial role for the conclusions to be drawn from
these results: range of M, size of LM, continuum extrapolation, extrapolation in the quark
masses, finite size effects, etc. The key features of the various data sets are characterized by
means of the colour code specified in section 2.
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The quantity f(0) represents a matrix element of a strangeness changing null plane
charge, f1(0) = (K|Q"*|m). The vector charges obey the commutation relations of the Lie
algebra of SU(3), in particular [Q"*, Q%%] = Q"“~*5. This relation implies the sum rule
> EIQU )2 =Y, [(K|Q|n)|? = 1. Since the contribution from the one-pion intermedi-
ate state to the first sum is given by f,(0)?, the relation amounts to an exact representation
for this quantity [166]:

F+(02 =1 =Y [(K[Q"n)]* + Y [(K]Q™|n)P. (39)

nFET n

While the first sum on the right extends over non-strange intermediate states, the second runs
over exotic states with strangeness £2 and is expected to be small compared to the first.

The expansion of f;(0) in powers of m,, my and my starts with f1(0) =14+ fo+ fa+...
[91]. Since all of the low energy constants occurring in fs can be expressed in terms of M,
My, M, and fr [167], the correction of NLO is known. In the language of the sum rule (39),
fo stems from non-strange intermediate states with three mesons. Like all other non-exotic
intermediate states, it lowers the value of f(0): fo = —0.023. The corresponding expressions
have also been derived in quenched or partially quenched chiral perturbation theory [168].
At the same order in the SU(2) expansion [169], f1(0) is parametrized in terms of M, and
two a priori unknown parameters. The latter can be determined from the dependence of the
lattice results on the masses of the quarks. Note that any calculation that relies on the yPT
formula for fy is subject to the uncertainties inherent in NLO results: instead of using the
physical value of the pion decay constant f,, one may, for instance, work with the constant
fo that occurs in the effective Lagrangian and represents the value of f; in the chiral limit.
Although trading f, for fy in the expression for the NLO term affects the result only at
NNLO, it may make a significant numerical difference in calculations where the latter are
not explicitly accounted for (the lattice results concerning the value of the ratio f./fy are
reviewed in section 5.2).

The lattice results shown in the left panel of Figure 4 indicate that the higher order
contributions Af = f,(0) — 1 — fo are negative and thus amplify the effect generated by fo.
This confirms the expectation that the exotic contributions are small. The entries in the lower
part of the left panel represent various model estimates for fy. In [179] the symmetry breaking
effects are estimated in the framework of the quark model. The more recent calculations are
more sophisticated, as they make use of the known explicit expression for the K3 form
factors to NNLO of xPT [180, 181]. The corresponding formula for f4 accounts for the chiral
logarithms occurring at NNLO and is not subject to the ambiguity mentioned above. The
numerical result, however, depends on the model used to estimate the low energy constants
occurring in fy [181-184]. The figure indicates that the most recent numbers obtained in this
way correspond to a positive rather than a negative value for Af.

A lattice determination of the low energy constants that occur in f; would be very useful
to identify the origin of the problem. Lattice results concerning the dependence of the scalar
form factor on the momentum transfer would also very useful, in particular they might help
sorting out the discrepancies in the experimental results for the slope of this form factor
[185-188]. Note that when analyzing lattice data on the basis of the yPT formulae, the loop
integrals occurring therein need to be evaluated for the masses at which the Nambu-Goldstone
bosons propagate in a given lattice simulation.'”

Fortran programs for the numerical evaluation of the form factor representation in [181] are available on
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Collaboration Ref. Ny Q? & & & fx/fx
ETM 10E [170] 24141 C 1.224(13) stat
MILC 10 [171] 241 ¢ 1.197(2)(+3)
RBC/UKQCD 10A [106] 2+1 P 1.204(7)(25)
BMW 10 [41] 2+1 A 1.192(7)(6)
JLQCD/TWQCD 09A [172] 2+1 C [ ] [ ] 1.210(12)stat
MILC 09A [59] 241 ¢ 1.198(2)(*9)
MILC 09 6] 241 A 1.197(3)(55)
Aubin 08 [173] 2+1 C 1.191(16)(17)
PACS-CS 08, 08A (63, 174] 2+1 A [ ] [ ] 1.189(20)
RBC/UKQCD 08 [108] 2+1 A [ ] 1.205(18)(62)
HPQCD/UKQCD 07 [175] 2+1 A 1.189(2)(7)
NPLQCD 06 [176] 2+1 A [ [ 1.218(2)(F11)
MILC 04 [77] 2+1 A 1.210(4)(13)
ETM 10D [160] 2 C 1.190(8) stat
ETM 09 [177] 2 A 1.210(6)(15)(9)
QCDSF/UKQCD 07 [178] 2 C 1.21(3)

Table 7: Colour code for the data on frx/fr.

4.3 Direct determination of f,(0) and fx/f:

Figure 4 shows that the lattice results for f;(0) and fx/fr obtained by the various collab-
orations which do a comprehensive error analysis are consistent with each other. We now
proceed to form the corresponding averages, separately for the data with Ny = 2 + 1 and
Ny = 2 dynamical flavours. As will be discussed in detail in section 4.5, CKM unitarity and
experiment correlate fi(0) with fx/fr. Indeed, the lattice data are consistent also with this
correlation. First, however, we analyze the lattice information available separately for f;(0)
and for fx/fz. We refer to results obtained in this way as "direct” determinations.

The colour code in Table 5 shows that for f(0), presently only the results of the ETM
collaboration with Ny = 2 dynamical flavours of fermions are without a red tag. In the
following, we rely on the published work ETM 09A [161]. The table contains two data
sets with Ny = 2 + 1, but since one represents an update of the other, we only discuss
RBC/UKQCD 10. These data carry a red tag, because a systematic study of cut-off effects
is missing. These two computations of f1(0) are the most advanced ones and we quote their
results:

f(0) = 0.9599(34)(T31)(14), (direct, Ny =2 + 1), (40)
f(0) = 0.9560(57)(62), (direct, Ny = 2).

The first error in the result quoted for Ny = 2 + 1 is statistical, the second is due to the
uncertainties in the chiral extrapolation of the lattice data and the third is an estimate of

request from Johan Bijnens.
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* Estimates obtained from an analysis of the lattice data within the Standard Model, see section 4.5.

Figure 4: Comparison of lattice results (red squares) for f(0) and fx/fr with various model
estimates based on xPT (blue triangles). Full and empty squares represent simulations with
Ny =241 and Ny = 2, respectively. The vertical bands indicate our estimates.*

potential discretization effects. Flavour symmetry implies that if m,q is set equal to my, the
lattice data yield f;(0) = 1, irrespective of the lattice spacing or the size of the box and for
any value of ms. Cut-off effects can therefore only affect the difference 1 — f (0), which turns
out to be about 0.04. Indeed, the estimate provided by RBC/UKQCD 10 for the uncertainties
due to discretization effects shows that these are sub-dominant: inflating the corresponding
error by a factor of up to 2 barely affects the net systematic uncertainty.

In the result quoted for Ny = 2, the brackets indicate the statistical and systematic errors,
respectively. The ETM collaboration provides a more comprehensive study of the systematics
by presenting results for three lattice spacings [189] and simulating at lighter pion masses
(down to M; = 260 MeV). This allows to better constrain the chiral extrapolation, using both
SU(3) [167] and SU(2) [169] chiral perturbation theory. Moreover, a rough estimate for the
size of the effects due to quenching the strange quark is given, based on the comparison of the
result for Ny = 2 dynamical quark flavours [177] with the one in the quenched approximation,
obtained earlier by the SPQcdR collaboration [190].

The quality criteria laid out in section 2 require a systematic study of lattice artifacts.
As indicated by the colour code in Table 6, the errors due to the continuum extrapolation
yet need to be investigated in more detail for the data with Ny = 2 + 1, while for Ny = 2,
where the quoted uncertainties are larger, these errors are under somewhat better control.
The value

f+(0) = 0.956(8) (our estimate, direct) (41)

covers both results in equation (40). In our opinion, it represents a conservative estimate for
the range permitted by the presently available direct determinations of f(0) in lattice QCD,
not only for Ny = 2, but also for Ny =2 + 1.

For fx/fx, Table 7 contains several simulations with Ny = 241 dynamical quark flavours.
The latest update of the MILC program is reported in MILC 10 [171]. We use the results
quoted there when forming averages. Three further data sets meet the criteria formulated in
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Figure 5: The plot compares the information for |V,4|, |Vus| obtained on the lattice with
the experimental result extracted from nuclear 8 transitions. The dotted arc indicates the
correlation between |V,4| and |V,s| that follows if the three-flavour CKM-matrix is unitary.

the introduction: BMW 10 [41] and HPQCD/UKQCD 07 [175] with Ny = 2+ 1 and ETM
09 [177] with Ny = 2 dynamical flavours. We ignore possible correlations due to the fact that
MILC 10 and HPQCD/UKQCD 07 have partly used the same set of gauge configurations and
apply the procedure outlined in section 2.2 to the three sets with Ny = 2+ 1. The resulting fit
is of good quality, with fx/fr = 1.193(4) and x? = 0.4 for 3 data points and 1 free parameter.
The systematic errors of the individual data sets are larger: 0.005, 0.007 and 0.006 for MILC
10, HPQCD/UKQCD 07 and BMW 10, respectively. Following the prescription of section
2.2, we replace the error by the smallest one of these numbers. Together with the ETM 09
result for Ny = 2, our estimates thus read

fi/fx = 1.193(5), (direct, Ny =2+ 1), (42)
fr/fr = 1.210(6)(17),  (direct, Ny = 2).

It is instructive to convert the above results for f1 (0) and fx/fr into a corresponding range
for the CKM matrix elements V,,4 and V4, using the relations (35). Consider first the results
for Ny = 24 1. The range for f(0) in (40) is mapped into the interval V,s = 0.2255(14),
depicted as a horizontal gray band in Figure 5, while the one for fx/fr in (42) is converted
into Vs/Vug = 0.2312(11), shown as a green band. The red curve is the intersection of these
two bands. More precisely, it represents the 68% likelihood contour, obtained by treating
the above two results as independent measurements. A Gaussian in f(0) corresponds to a
Gaussian in the variable 1/V,,s. Since the width is small, the distribution in the variable V,, is
also approximately Gaussian. The corresponding likelihood function is given by x2 = (Vs —
0.2255)2/0.00142. Likewise, a Gaussian in fx/f. is mapped into an approximately Gaussian
distribution of the variable V,s/V,4, with Xz% = (Vus/Vua — 0.2312)%2/0.0011%2.  Expressed
in terms of the CKM matrix elements, the Ny = 2 4 1 results for f,(0) and fx/fr are
thus characterized by the likelihood function x? = x2 + X%- The minimum occurs at the
intersection of the centers of the two bands, where x? vanishes. The contour shown is the line
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Collaboration Ref. Ny from |Vius |

MILC 10 [171] 2+1 fr/fx 0.2245(5)(*3?)
RBC/UKQCD 10A [106] 2+1 frc/fx 0.2233(13)(44)
RBC/UKQCD 10 [158] 2+1 f+(0) 0.2253(10)(3%)
BMW 10 [41] 2+1 fi/fx 0.2254(13)(11)
HPQCD/UKQCD 07 [175] 2+1 frc/ fr 0.2260(5)(13)
ETM 09 [177] 2 fr/Ir 0.2222(11)(31)
ETM 09A [161] 2 f+(0) 0.2263(14)(15)

Table 8: Values of |V,s| obtained from lattice determinations of fy(0) or fx/fr with CKM
unitarity. The first (second) number in brackets represents the statistical (systematic) error.

where x? differs from the minimum by unity. Values of Vg, V,,q in the region enclosed by this
contour are consistent with the lattice data for Ny = 241, within one standard deviation. In
particular, the plot shows that the nuclear 8 decay result for V, 4 is perfectly consistent with
these data.

Repeating the exercise with the Ny = 2 results leads to the dashed ellipse. The figure
thus indicates that the data are consistent within errors. We conclude that, at the accuracy
reached up to now for the quantities f1(0), fx/fx, Vus and V.4, the distortions generated by
the quenching of the strange quark are too small to be visible.

4.4 Testing the Standard Model

In the Standard Model, the CKM matrix is unitary. In particular, the elements of the first
row obey
Val? = [Vadl® + [ Vs + Ve |* = 1. (43)

The tiny contribution from |V,;| is known much better than needed in the present context:
|Vio| = 3.89(44) - 1073 [191]. In the following, we first discuss the evidence for the validity of
the relation (43) and only then use it to analyze the lattice data within the Standard Model.
In Figure 5, the correlation between V,4 and V,s imposed by the unitarity of the CKM
matrix is indicated by a dotted arc (more precisely, in view of the uncertainty in Vi, the
correlation corresponds to a band of finite width, but the effect is too small to be seen here).
The plot shows that the data for Ny = 2 + 1 are perfectly consistent with this constraint.
Numerically, the outcome for the sum of the squares of the first row of the CKM matrix reads
|V|? = 1.002(15). The Standard Model thus passes a nontrivial test that exclusively involves
lattice data and well-established kaon decay branching ratios. Combining the lattice results
for f1(0) and fx/fr in (40) and (42) with the S-decay value of |V,4| quoted in (36), the test
sharpens considerably: the lattice result for f (0) leads to |V,|?> = 1.0000(7), while the one
for fi/fr implies |V,|* = 0.9999(6), thus confirming CKM unitarity at the permille level.
Repeating the analysis for Ny = 2, we find |V,|? = 1.037(36) with the lattice data
alone. The number is somewhat larger than 1, in accordance with the fact that the dot-
ted curve passes just outside the blue contour, but the difference barely exceeds one stan-
dard deviation. Moreover, it only concerns the comparison of the Ny = 2 results for f,(0)
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