
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
04

10
23

3v
1 

 1
5 

O
ct

 2
00

4

LPT-ORSAY/04-102

Decem ber25,2018

T he role ofstrange sea quarks in
chiralextrapolations on the lattice

S�ebastien Descotes-Genon

Laboratoire de Physique Th�eorique1,Universit�e Paris-Sud 11,

91405 Orsay Cedex,France

A bstract

Since the strange quark has a light m ass of order O (�Q C D ), 
uctua-

tionsofsea s�s pairsm ay play a specialrole in the low-energy dynam ics of

QCD by inducing signi�cantly di�erentpatternsofchiralsym m etry break-

ing in the chirallim its N f = 2 (m u = m d = 0,m s physical) and N f = 3

(m u = m d = m s = 0).Thise�ectofvacuum 
uctuationsofs�spairsisrelated

to theviolation oftheZweig rulein thescalarsector,described through the

two O (p4) low-energy constants L4 and L6 ofthe three-
avour strong chi-

rallagrangian. In the case ofsigni�cantvacuum 
uctuations,three-
avour

chiralexpansions m ight exhibit a num ericalcom petition between leading-

and next-to-leading-orderterm saccording to thechiralcounting,and chiral

extrapolations should be handled with a specialcare. W e investigate the

im pact ofthe 
uctuations ofs�s pairs on chiralextrapolations in the case

oflatticesim ulationswith threedynam ical
avoursin the isospin lim it.In-

form ation on the size ofthe vacuum 
uctuationscan be obtained from the

dependence ofthe m asses and decay constants ofpions and kaons on the

light quark m asses. Even in the case oflarge 
uctuations,corrections due

to the �nite size ofspatialdim ensions can be kept under controlfor large

enough boxes(L � 2:5 fm ).

1LPT isan Unit�eM ixtedeRecherchedu CNRS etdel’Universit�eParis-Sud 11 (UM R

8627).
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In orderto achievea betterunderstanding ofnonperturbativefeaturesof

thestronginteraction,itisinteresting torecalltheparticularm asshierarchy

followed by thelightquarks:

m u � md � m s � �Q C D � �H ; (1)

where �Q C D is the characteristic scale describing the running ofthe QCD

e�ective coupling and � H � 1 GeV the m assscale ofthe bound statesnot

protected by chiralsym m etry. Therefore, the strange quark m ay play a

specialrolein thelow-energy dynam icsofQCD:

i) itislightenough to allow fora com bined expansion ofobservablesin

powers ofm u;m d;m s around the N f = 3 chirallim it (m eaning 3 m assless


avours):

N f = 3: m u = m d = m s = 0; (2)

ii)itissu�cientlyheavytoinducesigni�cantchangesin orderparam eters

from theN f = 3 chirallim itto theN f = 2 chirallim it(m eaning 2 m assless


avours):

N f = 2: m u = m d = 0 m s physical; (3)

iii) itistoo lightto suppress e�ciently loop e�ectsofm assive �ss pairs

(contrary to c;b;tquarks).

These three argum ents suggest that �ss sea-pairs m ay play a signi�cant

role in chiraldynam ics leading to di�erent behaviours ofQCD in N f = 2

and N f = 3 chirallim its. Then,chiralorderparam eterssuch asthe quark

condensateand thepseudoscalardecay constant:

�(N f)= � lim
N f

h�uui; F
2(N f)= lim

N f

F
2

� ; (4)

would have signi�cantly di�erent values in the two chirallim its (lim N f
de-

noting thechirallim itwith N f m assless
avours).

The role of�ss-pairs in the structure ofQCD vacuum is a typicalloop

e�ect. Therefore,itshould be suppressed in the large-N c lim it,and itcan

besigni�cantonly iftheZweig ruleisbadly violated in thevacuum (scalar)

channelJP C = 0+ + .On generaltheoreticalgrounds[1],oneexpects �ss sea-

pairsto have a param agnetic e�ect on chiralorderparam eters. The latter

should decrease when the strange quark m assissentto zero :forinstance,

�(2;m s)� �(2;m s = 0),and sim ilarly forF 2.Thiscorrespondsto

�(2)� �(3); F
2(2)� F

2(3): (5)

However,thesizeofthisparam agneticsuppression isnotpredicted.
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This e�ect can also be discussed in term s ofthe Euclidean QCD Dirac

operator, m ore precisely of its eigenvalue spectrum (with an appropriate

weight over the gluonic con�gurations)[2,3]. Chiralorderparam eters are

related to theaccum ulation ofthelowesteigenvaluesin thetherm odynam ic

lim it.Forinstance,thequark condensate can be interpreted asthe average

density ofeigenvalues around 0. In this language,the Zweig-rule violating

e�ectdue to �ss pairscorrespondsto m ulti-pointcorrelationsin the density

ofeigenvaluesaround 0 [1].Thesizeoftheparam agneticsuppression eq.(5)

dependson theim portanceofsuch correlationswhich can beinterpreted as


uctuations 2.

Thus, it is highly desirable to extract the size ofthe chiralorder pa-

ram eters in N f = 2 and N f = 3 lim its from experim ent. Recent data on

�� scattering [4]together with older data and num ericalsolutions ofthe

Roy equations[5]allowed usto determ ine the two-
avourorderparam eters

expressed in suitablephysicalunits[6]:

X (2)=
(m u + m d)�(2)

F 2
�M

2
�

= 0:81� 0:07; Z(2)=
F 2(2)

F 2
�

= 0:89� 0:03:(6)

A di�erentanalysisofthe data in ref.[4],with the additionalinputofdis-

persiveestim atesforthescalarradiusofthepion,led toan even largervalue

ofX (2)[7]. In any case,X (2)and Z(2)are close to 1,so thatcorrections

related tom u;m d 6= 0(whilem s rem ainsatitsphysicalvalue)havenosigni�-

cantim pacton thelow-energy behaviourofQCD.In turn,two-
avourChiral

Perturbation Theory (�PT)[8],which consistsin an expansion in powersof

m u and m d around theN f = 2 chirallim it,should su�erfrom no particular

problem sofconvergence. Indeed,itstwo O (p2)low-energy constantsF 2(2)

and �(2)aredom inantin theexpansionsofthedecay constantand m assof

thepion.

Unfortunately,two-
avour�PT [8]dealsonly with dynam icalpionsin a

very lim ited range ofenergy. In orderto include K -and �-m esonsdynam -

ically and extend the energy range ofinterest,one m ust use three-
avour

�PT [9]where the expansion in the three lightquark m assesstartsaround

the N f = 3 vacuum m u = m d = m s = 0. From the above discussion,large

vacuum 
uctuationsof�sspairsshould havea dram atice�ecton N f = 3 chi-

ralexpansions. The leading-order(LO)term ,which depends on the O (p2)

low-energy constantsF 2(3)and �(3),would bedam ped.On theotherhand,

2This param agnetic e�ect should m atter only for observables dom inated by the in-

frared end of the Dirac spectrum such as the quark condensate and the pseudoscalar

decay constant.O bservablesunrelated to chiralsym m etry (string tension,vectorsector)

would hardly bea�ected by thise�ectand could bedescribed accurately through large-N c

techniques.
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next-to-leading-order (NLO) corrections could be enhanced, in particular

those related to Zweig-rule violation in the scalarsector. Forinstance,the

Gell-M ann{Oakes{Renner relation would not be saturated by its LO term

and would receive sizeable num ericalcontributions from term s counted as

NLO in thechiralcounting.

W ecalled unstability oftheexpansion such a num ericalcom petition be-

tween term s ofdi�erent chiralcounting. A na��ve argum ent based on reso-

nance saturation suggeststhathigherordersin the chiralexpansion should

be suppressed by powers of(M �=�H )
2. However,such an argum ent does

notapply to a leading-ordercontribution proportionalto �(3):there isno

resonancethatcould saturatethequark condensate.W eexpectthereforeto

encounterthree-
avourchiralexpansionswith a good overallconvergence:

A = A LO + A N LO + A�A ; �A � 1; (7)

butthe num ericalbalance between the leading orderA LO and the next-to-

leading orderA N LO dependson theim portanceofvacuum 
uctuations.

Atthe levelofO (p4)N f = 3 chiralperturbation theory,the size ofthe

vacuum 
uctuationsisencoded in the low-energy constants(LECs)L4 and

L6 whose valuesrem ain largely unknown. Fora long tim e,one setthem to

0 at an arbitrary hadronic scale (typically the �-m ass) assum ing that the

Zweig ruleheld in thescalarsector.M orerecentbutindirectanalysesbased

on dispersive m ethods [10,11,12]suggest values ofL4 and L6 which look

quite m odest but are enough to drive the three-
avour order param eters

�(3) and F 2(3) down to half of their two-
avour counterparts �(2) and

F 2(2). Obvioulsy,these indirect hints ofsizeable vacuum 
uctuations call

fora m oredirectcon�rm ation.

UnstableN f = 3 chiralexpansions(A LO � AN LO )requirea m orecareful

treatm ent than in two-
avour �PT where such unstabilities do not occur.

Forinstance,itwould be wrong to believe thatthe chiralexpansion of1=A

convergesnicely 3.Thism ightinducetheobserved problem sofconvergence

in currenttwo-loop com putations[13]:the lattertreatthe 
uctuationsen-

coded in L4 and L6 assm all
uctuationsand arenotdesigned tocopewith a

largeviolation oftheZweig rulein thescalarsector,leading to unstabilities

ofthechiralseries.

In a previous work [14],we proposed a fram ework to dealwith chiral

expansions in the case oflarge 
uctuations,by picking up a subset ofob-

servables with (hopefully)good convergence propertiesand resum m ing the


uctuation term scontaining theZweig-ruleviolating LECsL4 and L6.This

3Thiswould beequivalenttoclaim that1=(1+ x)’ 1� x isareasonableapproxim ation

forx = O (1).
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fram ework includesconsistently the alternativesoflarge and sm allvacuum


uctuations.

Obviously,there is a price to pay forthis extension: som e usualO (p4)

relationscannotbeexploited anym ore,becauseofourignoranceabouttheir

convergence.Letuscom m enton a few noveltiesin ourfram ework:

� F2P and F 2
P M

2
P (P = �;K ;�)are expected to converge correctly :LO

and NLO m ay com pete,butthere should be only a tiny contribution

form NNLO and higher. On the contrary,the chiralexpansion ofM 2
P

(ratio oftheform erquantities)m ay exhibita bad convergence.

� The three-
avour quark condensate and pseudoscalar decay constant

expressed in physicalunits:

X (3)=
2m �(3)

F 2
�M

2
�

; Z(3)=
F 2(3)

F 2
�

; (8)

are free param eters. Constraintscom e from the vacuum stability and

theparam agneticinequalities(5):

0� X (3)� X (2); 0< Z(3)� Z(2); (9)

wherethevaluesofX (2)and Z(2)havebeen determ ined from experi-

m ent,seeeq.(6).

� Thequark m assratio r= ms=m (m = m u = m d)cannotbe�xed from

M 2
K =M

2
� since we do not controlthe convergence ofits three-
avour

chiralexpansion. r becom es a free param eter which can vary in the

range:

r1 = 2
FK M K

F�M �

� 1� 8� r� r2 = 2
F 2
K M

2
K

F 2
�M

2
�

� 1� 36: (10)

The chiralexpansions ofF 2
�M

2
� and F 2

K M
2
K lead to a correlation be-

tween r and X (2) [1]. Experim entally,the analysis of�� scattering

phase shifts[4]showsthatr> 14 (95% CL),slightly favouring values

between 20 and 25 [14].

� The agreem ent of the pseudoscalar spectrum with the Gell-M ann{

Okubo form ula requires a �ne tuning ofL7. Let us rem ark though

thatthis�netuning existseven in thecaseofadom inantthree-
avour

quark condensateand sm allvacuum 
uctuations[14].
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� One cannotdeterm ine LECsorcom binationsofLECsthrough ratios

ofobservables. Forinstance,one should notuse FK =F� to determ ine

L5 becausewedo notknow ifthechiralexpansion ofFK =F� converges

atall.

Therearesom eprospectsofprobingexperim entally thethree-
avoursec-

tor and in particular the size ofvacuum 
uctuations through �K scatter-

ing [12].Unfortunately,thecurrentdata arenotpreciseenough to draw any

de�nite conclusion. On the otherhand,recentprogressachieved by lattice

unquenched sim ulations [15]m akes them an interesting �eld to investigate

thesizeofvacuum 
uctuations.Forinstance,latticepractitionnerscan vary

very easily thevalueofthequark m asses.

A com m ent is in order at this point. From large-N c considerations,it

isoften assum ed thatquark-loop e�ectsare notsigni�cant,so thatsim ula-

tionswith only two dynam ical
avours,oreven none(quenched case),could

be good approxim ations to realQCD.W e are precisely questionning this

assum ption in the case ofobservablesrelated to chiralsym m etry breaking.

Thus,it is m andatory to perform unquenched sim ulations with three dy-

nam ical
avoursin orderto probe strange sea-quark e�ectson the pattern

ofchiralsym m etry breaking,

Onecould think ofinvestigating directly thecorrelationsofDiraceigen-

values,orthem s-dependenceofthequarkcondensateandpseudoscalardecay

constant. However,thism ightprove ratherchallenging taskssince they re-

quire sim ulationswith three dynam icalvery lightquarks.In thispaper,we

investigate anotherway ofprobing the size ofvacuum 
uctuationsthrough

thespectrum ofthetheory.Indeed,thislessim m ediateapproach iseasierto

follow with currentlattice sim ulations. W e believe thatthisexercise m ight

also be usefulto illustrate som e subtletiesarising in three-
avourchiralex-

trapolationswhen vacuum 
uctuationsofs�s pairsarenotnegligible.

W e are not going to address the issue ofdiscretisation,which depends

on the speci�c im plem entation ofthe lattice action. W e focus on chiral

extrapolationswith potentially largevacuum 
uctuationsand on theim pact

of�nite-volum e corrections. For de�niteness,we work in the isospin lim it

m u = m d = m and weconsideralatticesim ulation with (2+1)
avours:two


avoursare setto a com m on m ass ~m ,whereasthe third one iskeptatthe

sam e m assasthe physicalstrange quark m s. Each quantity X observed in

thephysicalsituation (m ;m ;m s)hasalatticecounterpart ~X for(~m ;~m ;m s).

W eintroducethenotation:

q=
~m

m s

; r=
m s

m
; (11)
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X (3)=
2m �(3)

F 2
�M

2
�

; Z(3)=
F 2(3)

F 2
�

; Y (3)=
X (3)

Z(3)
=
2m B 0

M 2
�

;(12)

where �(3)and F(3)are (the absolute value of)the quark condensate and

the pion decay constantin the N f = 3 chirallim it,and B 0 = �(3)=F(3)2.

W etakethefollowing valuesforthem assesand decay constants:F� = 92:4

M eV,FK =F� = 1:22,M � = 139:6 M eV,M K = 493:7 M eV,M � = 547 M eV.

1 Vacuum 
uctuations at in�nite volum e

1.1 B are expansions ofm asses and decay constants

W estartbyconsideringtheim pactofvacuum 
uctuationsonthespectrum in

thelim itL ! 1 .Sincelargevacuum 
uctuationsareallowed,theproblem s

highlighted in the introduction m ight arise. Therefore,we have to de�ne

the appropriate observables to consider and the treatm ent oftheir chiral

expansion.W efollow theprocedureadvocated in [14]:

1.Considerasubsetofobservablesthatareassum ed tohaveagood over-

allconvergence { we callthem \good observables". They m ust form

a linear space,which we choose to be that ofconnected QCD corre-

lators(ofvector/axialcurrents and theirdivergences) away from any

kinem aticsingularities.Thisruleselectsin particularF 2
P and F 2

P M
2
P .

2.Takeeach observableand writeitsNLO chiralexpansion.

3.In theses form ulae,reexpand the physicalobservables (m asses,decay

constants...) in powersofquark m asseswherevertheresulting depen-

dence on the latter is polynom ial. Keep the physicalquantities only

in the nonanalytic term s(unitarity cuts,logarithm ic divergences...).

Theresultiscalled \bareexpansion".

4.In thepolynom ialsin quarkm asses,reexpressO (p2)and O (p4)LECsin

term sofX (3),Z(3)and rusing exactW ard identitiesforpseudoscalar

m assesand decay constants.

The �rst step is straightforward : one has to com pute the NLO chiral

expansion ofthem assesand decay constantsofGoldstonebosonsin an in�-

nite volum e with the quark m assesm u = m d = ~m and m s.Theexpressions

can beobtained directly from ref.[9].Then,wem ustreexpand thephysical

quantitiesoccuring in theseform ulaein term softhequark m asseswherever

7



thedependence isanalytic.In thecaseof ~F 2
P and ~F 2

P
~M 2
P ,theonly issuelies

in tadpolecontributionssuch as:

~M 2
�

16�2
log

~M 2
�

�2
: (13)

To obtain the bare expansionsassociated with ~F 2
P and ~F 2

P
~M 2
P ,we keep the

physicalm assesonly in the(nonanalytic)logarithm butweexpand thefront

factorin powersofquark m asses.Hence,atthechiralorderweareworking,

thecontribution from thepion tadpolehasthefollowing bareexpansion:

2~m B 0

16�2
log

~M 2
�

�2
: (14)

In the bare expansion,the polynom ialstructure in the quark m assesisex-

plictly displayed,sothatwecan keep track oftherelativecontribution ofthe

LO,NLO,NNLO...term s.

The resulting bareexpansionsforthe decay constants(third step ofour

procedure)can beexpressed in thefollowing way:

~F 2
�

F 2
�

= Z(3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qrY (3)

"

8

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
4
+ 8Lr

5

#

(15)

�
M 2

�

F 2
�

1

32�2
qrY(3)

"

4log
~M 2
�

�2
+

 
1

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
K

�2

#

+
~F 2
�

F 2
�

~e� ;

~F 2
K

F 2
�

= Z(3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qrY (3)

"

8

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
4
+ 4

 
1

q
+ 1

!

L
r
5

#

(16)

�
M 2

�

F 2
�

1

32�2
qrY(3)

�

2

4
3

2
log

~M 2
�

�2
+
3

2

 
1

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
K

�2
+
1

2

 
2

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
�

�2

3

5

+
~F 2
K

F 2
�

~eK ;

~F 2
�

F 2
�

= Z(3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qrY (3)

"

8

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
4
+
8

3

 
2

q
+ 1

!

L
r
5

#

(17)

�
M 2

�

F 2
�

1

32�2
qrY(3)� 3

 
1

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
K

�2
+

~F 2
�

F 2
�

~e� ;

where ~eP areNNLO rem aindersofO (m 2
q)(m q denoteseitherm s or ~m ).W e

havedivided by thephysicalvalueofF 2
� in orderto dealwith dim ensionless

quantities.
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In a sim ilarway,weobtain thebareexpansionsofthem asses:

~F 2
�
~M 2
�

F 2
�M

2
�

= qr

(

X (3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qr[Y(3)]2
"

16

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
6
+ 16Lr

8

#

(18)

�
M 2

�

F 2
�

1

32�2
qr[Y (3)]2

�

2

43log
~M 2
�

�2
+

 
1

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
K

�2
+
1

9

 
2

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
�

�2

3

5

)

+
~F 2
�
~M 2
�

F 2
�M

2
�

~d� ;

~F 2
K
~M 2
K

F 2
�M

2
�

=
qr

2

 
1

q
+ 1

!

�

(

X (3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qr[Y(3)]2
"

16

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
6
+ 8

 
1

q
+ 1

!

L
r
8

#

(19)

�
M 2

�

F 2
�

1

32�2
qr[Y (3)]2

�

2

4
3

2
log

~M 2
�

�2
+
3

2

 
1

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
K

�2
+

5

18

 
2

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
�

�2

3

5

)

+
~F 2
K
~M 2
K

F 2
�M

2
�

~dK ;

~F 2
�
~M 2
�

F 2
�M

2
�

= qr

(
1

3

 
2

q
+ 1

!

�

 

X (3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qr[Y (3)]2
"

16

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
6
+
16

3

 
2

q
+ 1

!

L
r
8

#

(20)

�
M 2

�

F 2
�

1

32�2
qr[Y (3)]2

2

42

 
1

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
K

�2
+
4

9

 
2

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
�

�2

3

5

!

�
M 2

�

F 2
�

1

32�2
qr[Y (3)]2

�

2

4log
~M 2
�

�2
�
1

3

 
1

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
K

�2
�
1

9

 
2

q
+ 1

!

log
~M 2
�

�2

3

5

+
32

9

 
1

q
� 1

! 2
M 2

�

F 2
�

qr[Y (3)]2[3L7 + L
r
8]

)

+
~F 2
�
~M 2
�

F 2
�M

2
�

~d� ;

where ~dP areNNLO rem aindersofO (m 2
q).W ehavedivided by thephysical

valueofF 2
�M

2
� in orderto dealwith dim ensionlessquantities.
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1.2 Expression ofO(p4)LEC s

W em ustknow perform thefourth step ofourprocedure.Asshown in refs.[1,

10,11,14], one can reexpress the O (p4) LECs L4;L5;L6;L8 in term s of

[r;X (3);Z(3)](and NNLO rem ainders) using the fourchiralexpansions of

F 2
P and F 2

P M
2
P (P = �;K ) in the physicalcase. These quantities,related

to two-point functions ofaxial/vector currents and oftheir divergences at

vanishingm om entum transfer,areexpected tohavesm allNNLO rem ainders.

Oneobtains[14]:

Y (3)�L 4 =
1

8(r+ 2)

F 2
�

M 2
�

[1� �(r)� Z(3)� e]; (21)

Y (3)�L 5 =
1

8

F 2
�

M 2
�

[�(r)+ e
0]; (22)

Y
2(3)�L 6 =

1

16(r+ 2)

F 2
�

M 2
�

[1� �(r)� X (3)� d]; (23)

Y
2(3)�L 8 =

1

16

F 2
�

M 2
�

[�(r)+ d
0]: (24)

�L i = Lr
i(�)� L̂i(�)com bine the (renorm alized and quark-m ass indepen-

dent)constantsL4;5;6;8 and chirallogarithm sso thatthey areindependentof

therenorm alisation scale�:

32�2L̂4(�) =
1

8
log

M 2
K

�2
�

1

8(r� 1)(r+ 2)

�

"

(4r+ 1)log
M 2

K

M 2
�

+ (2r+ 1)log
M 2

�

M 2
K

#

; (25)

32�2L̂5(�) =
1

8

"

log
M 2

K

�2
+ 2log

M 2
�

�2

#

+
1

8(r� 1)

"

3log
M 2

�

M 2
K

+ 5log
M 2

K

M 2
�

#

; (26)

32�2L̂6(�) =
1

16

"

log
M 2

K

�2
+
2

9
log

M 2
�

�2

#

�
1

16

r

(r+ 2)(r� 1)

"

3log
M 2

K

M 2
�

+ log
M 2

�

M 2
K

#

; (27)

32�2L̂8(�) =
1

16

"

log
M 2

K

�2
+
2

3
log

M 2
�

�2

#

+
1

16(r� 1)

"

3log
M 2

K

M 2
�

+ log
M 2

�

M 2
K

#

: (28)
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Therighthand-sideofeqs.(21)-(24)involvesther-dependentfunctions:

�(r)= 2
r2 � r

r2 � 1
; r2 = 2

�
FK M K

F�M �

�2

� 1 � 36; �(r)=
2

r� 1

 
F 2
K

F 2
�

� 1

!

;

(29)

whereasd;d0and e;e0arecom binationsofNNLO rem aindersassociated with

thechiralexpansionsof�;K m assesand decay constantsrespectively.These

rem aindersshould besm all,and wearegoing to neglectthem forallnum er-

icalestim atesin thefollowing.

W e stress thateqs.(21)-(24) are nothing m ore than a convenient reex-

pression oftheN f = 3chiralexpansionsofF 2
�;F

2
K ;F

2
�M

2
�;F

2
K M

2
K .Thelatter

can be easily recovered through linear com binations ofeqs.(21)-(24). For

instance,thechiralexpansion ofF 2
� [F 2

�M
2
�]isobtained when onecom bines

eqs.(21)-(22)[eqs.(23)-(24)]to elim inate�(r)[�(r)].

1.3 N um ericalresults

To exploitthe previousform ulae,we have to �x the valuesofr;X (3);Z(3).

Since these param eters are only weakly constrained by experim entaldata,

we willvary them in the ranges r = 20;30,Z(3) = 0:4;0:8 and X (3) =

0:2;0:4;0:8. In each \physical" situation, we study how the m asses and

decay constantsofthesim ulated � and K vary with q,neglecting allNNLO

rem aindersforthem om ent.

A slightcom putationaldi�culty arises:in eqs.(15)-(20),thelogarithm ic

NLO correctionsinvolve the valuesofthe sim ulated m asses ~M 2
P . W e could

solveiteratively thesystem ofequationstodeterm inethesem asses.However,

two iterationsturn outto achieve a su�cientnum ericalaccuracy.Thiscor-

respondsto an easierprocedure:i)com pute M̂ 2
P de�ned from eqs.(15)-(20)

with ~M 2
P replaced by M 2

P on theirright-hand side,ii)considereqs.(15)-(20)

again,with ~M 2
P replaced by M̂ 2

P on theirright-hand side,iii)the resulting

valuesforthepseudoscalarm assesareequalto ~M 2
P up to a tiny error.

In �gs.1 and 2 wehaveplotted ~F 2
P ,

~F 2
P
~M 2
P and ~M 2

P (P = �;K )asfunc-

tionsofq = ~m =m s in an in�nite volum e,neglecting allNNLO rem ainders.

Foreach observable,the�rstcolum n correspondsto Z(3)= 0:8,thesecond

oneto Z(3)= 0:4.On each plot,thecurvescorrespond to di�erentvaluesof

X (3)[full:0.8,long-dashed:0.4,dashed:0.2]and ofr [thick:r = 30,thin:

r= 20].

A few com m entsarein order:

� Ourchoiceofnorm alisation im posesthatallthecurvesintersectatthe
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Figure 1: ~F 2
�,

~F 2
�
~M 2
� and ~M 2

� (respectively upper,m iddle and lower plots)

norm alized to their physicalvalues as functions ofq = ~m =m s. The �rst

(second)colum n correspondsto Z(3)= 0:8 (0.4). On each plot,full,long-

dashed and dashed curves correspond respectively to X (3) = 0:8;0:4;0:2.

Thick (thin) lines are drawn for r = 30 (20). AllNNLO rem ainders are

neglected.
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Figure 2: ~F 2
K ,

~F 2
K
~M 2
K and ~M 2

K (respectively upper,m iddle and lowerplots)

norm alised to their physicalvalues as functions ofq = ~m =m s. The �rst

(second)colum n correspondsto Z(3)= 0:8 (0.4). On each plot,full,long-

dashed and dashed curves correspond respectively to X (3) = 0:8;0:4;0:2.

Thick (thin) lines are drawn for r = 30 (20). AllNNLO rem ainders are

neglected.
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physicalpoint ~m = m where:

q=
1

r
;

~X

X
= 1: (30)

� IfY (3) > 1,vacuum instability m ay occur : the pion m ass becom es

negative for\large" m asses[q = O (1)]. Thissituation would occurif

vacuum 
uctuationshad a m ore signi�cantim pacton the decay con-

stantthan on the condensate : the �rstwould decrease m ore quickly

than thelatterfrom thephysicalcaseto thethree-
avourchirallim it.

Actually,thissituation seem sunlikely.A nonvanishingF 2 isequivalent

to the spontaneousbreakdown ofchiralsym m etry. Otherchiralorder

param eters(like�)m ay orm ay notvanish depending on thebreaking

pattern.W eexpectthereforeF 2 to bethelastchiralorderparam eter

to vanish,afterortogetherwith alltheotherparam eters(e.g.,�),and

thus Y (3) � 1. The analysis ofsom e properties ofthe sm allDirac

eigenvaluessuggeststhesam econclusion [2,3].

Even though thistheoreticalexpectation hasnotbeen checked experi-

m entally yet,wedism issthecaseY (3)� 1 (unphysicalin ouropinion)

in therem ainderofthisarticle.

� On the plots,very sm allvaluesofX (3)do notnecessarily correspond

to alm ostvanishing pion m asses.Indeed,we take into acountatleast

twodi�erentsourcesofchiralsym m etry breaking:quark condensation

�(3)and vacuum 
uctuationsL 4,L6.ForX (3)= 0,chiralsym m etry

breaking m ay stillbetriggered by the
uctuationsencoded in L6,and

thesim ulated pion m assm ay rem ain ratherm assive for ~m 6= 0 .

� The pseudoscalar m asses M2P are not the best candidates to observe

a curvature due to chirallogarithm s. The ~m -dependence is hardly

di�erent from a polynom ialone. In addition, X (3) m ust be m uch

sm allerthan 1 to observea variation in thecurvature.

2 Finite-volum e e�ects

2.1 N LO chiralexpansions

The lattice sim ulations are perform ed in a �nite spatialbox,whereas tim e

issentto in�nity to singleouttheground state.Forsu�ciently largeboxes
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(L � 1=�H ),theGoldstonem odesrem ain theonly relevantdegreesoffree-

dom ,whoseinteractionscan bedescribed through alow-energy e�ectivethe-

ory [16].In thecaseofperiodicboundary conditions,thise�ectivetheory is

identicalto �PT,with thesam evaluesoftheLECsasin an in�nitevolum e.

In addition,ifthebox sizeislargeenough com pared totheinverseCom pton

length ofthepion [16,17,18],theso-called p-expansion isvalid and theonly

di�erence from the in�nite-volum e case showsup in the propagatorsofthe

Goldstone m odes. Thisa�ectsonly the tadpole logarithm sin the form ulae

oftheprevioussection:

~M 2
P

16�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
!

1

2L3

X

~‘

1

!P
; (31)

where:

~‘2
2�

L
� Z

3
; !P =

q

~‘2 + ~M 2
P : (32)

W eobtain forthedecay constants:

~F 2
�

F 2
�

= Z(3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qrY (3)

"

8

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
4 + 8Lr

5

#

(33)

�
1

4F 2
�L

3
[4~�� + 2~�K ];

~F 2
K

F 2
�

= Z(3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qrY (3)

"

8

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
4
+ 4

 
1

q
+ 1

!

L
r
5

#

(34)

�
1

4F 2
�L

3

�
3

2
~�� + 3~�K +

3

2
~��

�

;

where:

~�P =
X

~‘

1
q
~‘2 + ~M 2

P

: (35)

In a sim ilarway,weobtain forthem asses:

~F 2
�
~M 2
�

F 2
�M

2
�

= qr

(

X (3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qr[Y (3)]2
"

16

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
6
+ 16Lr

8

#

(36)

�
Y (3)

4F 2
�L

3

�

3~�� + 2~�K +
1

3
~��

�)

;

~F 2
K
~M 2
K

F 2
�M

2
�

=
qr

2

 
1

q
+ 1

!

(37)

�

(

X (3)+
M 2

�

F 2
�

qr[Y (3)]2
"

16

 
1

q
+ 2

!

L
r
6
+ 8

 
1

q
+ 1

!

L
r
8

#

�
Y (3)

4F 2
�L

3

�
3

2
~�� + 3~�K +

5

6
~��

�)

:
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2.2 B are expansions at �nite volum e

The above NLO chiralexpansions are not bare expansions yet. W e m ust

reexpand the physicalm asses in powers ofquark m asses wherever the de-

pendence on the latter is polynom ial. Therefore,we have to identify the

nonanalytic piecesin the tadpole term ~�,which are a logarithm due to ul-

travioletdivergencesand a poledueto infrared divergences.

Since the (�nite-volum e)tadpole sum and the (in�nite-volum e)integral

share the sam e ultraviolet divergences, it is convenient to introduce their

di�erence [19]:

�s(L;M
2)=

1

L3

X

~‘

1

(~‘2 + M 2)s
�

p
4��(s+ 1=2)

�(s)

Z
d4qE

(2�)4

1

(q2E + M 2)s+ 1=2
:

(38)

� can beevaluated asan integralofknown m athem aticalfunctions[18]:

�s(L;M
2)=

1

(4�)3=2�(s)

Z
1

0

d��
s� 5=2

e
� �M 2

"

�
3

 
L3

4�

!

� 1

#

: (39)

In ordertoturn thepreviousNLO chiralexpansionsintobareexpansions,

wecan isolatethenonanalyticpiecesin ~�P and expand therestin powersof

quark m asses:

~�P

L3
=

~M 2
P

8�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
+ �1=2(L; ~M

2

P ) (40)

!
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
+

1

L3 ~M P

(41)

+

2

4�1=2(L;LO(~M
2

P ))�
1

L3

q

LO(~M 2
P )

+
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log

LO(~M 2
P )

~M 2
P

3

5 ;

whereLO[M 2
P ]denotestheleading-ordercontribution to them eson m ass:

LO[~M 2

�]= qrY (3)M 2

� ; LO[~M 2

K ]=
(q+ 1)r

2
Y (3)M 2

� ; (42)

LO[~M 2

�]=
(q+ 2)r

3
Y (3)M 2

� : (43)

In App.A,we check thatallthe nonanalytic dependence on ~M 2
P in ~�P

com es from the �rsttwo term s in eq.(41),whereas the last(bracketed) is

analytic in LO(~M 2
P ). W e could take eq.(41) as the bare expansion of~�P .

However,a furthersim pli�cation can be perform ed : the (last)logarithm ic
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term in Eq.(41)issm allwhateverthesizeofthe
uctuationsand contributes

to ~�P onlyatNLO.W echoosetoabsorbtheseterm sintheNNLO rem ainders

ofthe m asses and decay constants and to de�ne the bare expansion of~�P
through:

~�P

L3
=
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
+

1

L3 ~M P

+

2

4�1=2(L;LO(~M
2

P ))�
1

L3

q

LO(~M 2
P )

3

5 + :::

(44)

where the ellipsis denotes O (p4)term s thatare absorbed in the NNLO re-

m ainders.

First,let us notice that we recover the results ofthe previous section

in the large-volum e lim it: only the �rst term in eq.(44) survives, which

is exactly the bare expansion ofthe in�nite-volum e tadpoles discussed in

Sec.1.1.In addition,thischoiceforthebareexpansion settlesrelated issues

concerningtheconvergenceoftheexpansion at�nitevolum e.�PT in a�nite

boxcan beconsistently form ulated in threedi�erentregim es,called p-,�-and

�-expansions,depending on the relative sizesofthe box sidesand the pion

m ass[16].In particular,thep-expansion used hereholdsif:

F�L � 1; M �L � 1: (45)

Ifthesecond condition isviolated,thepion istoolargetobecontained in the

box :thebreakdown ofthep-expansion is
agged by infrared divergences.In

the case ofsm all
uctuations,quark condensation isresponsible forN f = 3

chiralsym m etry breaking.Thesecond condition in eq.(45)istranslated into

2m B 0L
2 = LO(M 2

�)� L2 � 1.Ifeitherm orB 0 aretoo sm allcom pared to

the size ofthe box,the condition isviolated and infrared divergencesoccur

in ~�P .

In the case oflarge 
uctuations,the second condition in eq.(45)hasa

di�erentinterpretation.W edonotassum eanyspeci�cm echanism forN f = 3

chiralsym m etry breaking.Fornon vanishingquark m asses,B 0 m ay besm all

withoutleadingtoasm allpion m ass:forinstance,in thelim itcaseB 0 ! 0,

asigni�cantpion m asscan begenerated by thevacuum 
uctuationsencoded

in L6 and L4. Therefore,a sm allpion m ass isobtained only ifthe quarks

arelightenough,and thep-expansion m ustbreak down form too sm allbut

not forB 0 too sm all. One can check that the proposed bare expansion of

~�P exhibitsan infrared divergence when m ! 0,butnotB 0 ! 0. In other

words,even avery sm allthree-
avourquark condensatedoesnotlead to the

breakdown ofthep-expansion ifvacuum 
uctuationsaresigni�cantenough.

W e could now take the NLO �nite-volum e expressions for the m asses

and decay constants, perform the replacem ent in eq.(44) and study the
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resulting expressions.However,wearem ainly interested in the�nite-volum e

correctionsto thein�nite-volum e estim ates:

�(X )=
~X (L)� ~X (1 )

~X (1 )
: (46)

W eobtain thefollowing resultsforthedecay constants:

�(F 2

�)= �
1

4~F 2
�(1 )

h

4~�� + 2~�K

i

; (47)

�(F 2

K )= �
1

4~F 2
K (1 )

�
3

2
~�� + 3~�K +

3

2
~��

�

;

where:

~�P = �1=2(L;LO[~M
2

P ])�
1

L3

q

LO ( ~M 2
P )

+
1

L3 ~M P

: (48)

In a sim ilarway,weobtain forthem asses:

�(F 2

�M
2

�)= �
qrY(3)

4~F 2
�(1 )

M 2
�

~M 2
�(1 )

�

3~�� + 2~�K +
1

3
~��

�)

;

�(F 2

K M
2

K )= �
(q+ 1)rY (3)

8~F 2
K (1 )

M 2
K

~M 2
K (1 )

�
3

2
~�� + 3~�K +

5

6
~��

�)

:

2.3 Size ofthe �nite-volum e corrections

W e begin with a sam ple plot ofthe �nite-volum e corrections. In �g. 3,

�(F 2
�)and �(F 2

�M
2
�)are plotted asfunctionsofq forthe speci�c choice of

param etersr = 25 and Z(3)= 0:8. The left(right)colum n correspondsto

L = 1:5 fm (2.5 fm ). The thick full,full,long-dashed and dashed curves

correspond to X (3)= 0;0:2;0:4;0:8 respectively. ForX (3)= 0,the �nite-

volum ecorrection to F 2
�M

2
� vanishesatthisorder,seeeq.(49).

W eseethatthecorrectionsarevery signi�cantforL = 1:5 fm ,butm uch

sm aller for L = 2:5 fm . In addition the corrections are sm aller for F 2
�M

2
�

than forthe decay constant. Indeed,the �nite-volum e chiralexpansion of

F 2
�M

2
� contain an additionalfactorLO(~M 2

�)m ultiplying the tadpole term s

~�P . This tam es the infrared divergences occurring when the pion m ass is

too sm allcom pared to sizeofthebox.Thisdam ping factorisabsentin the

expansion ofthedecay constants.

W ewantthe�nite-volum e correctionsto rem ain sm allovera reasonable

range ofvariation forq. Noticing thatthe size ofthe correctionsisweakly

dependenton Z(3),weintroducethequantity:

D (~X )= M ax j�( ~X )j

(
0:1� q� 1

0< Z(3)� 1
; (49)
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Figure3:Therelative�nite-volum ecorrection to ~F 2
� (upperplots)and

~F 2
�
~M 2
�

(lowerplots). The left(right)colum n correspondsto L = 1:5 fm (2.5 fm ).

W e set r = 25;Z(3) = 0:8. The thick full,full,long-dashed and dashed

curvescorrespond to X (3)= 0;0:2;0:4;0:8 respectively.
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whose size we investigate asa function ofr and Y (3)forL = 2 and 2.5 fm .

In �gs.4 and 5,black regionscorrespond to D sm allerthan 5% ,increasingly

lighterregionsto D sm allerthan 10,20 and 40% respectively.

W e observe the expected decrease ofthe �nite-volum e e�ects when the

size ofthe box increases. Once again, we notice that the corrections to

F 2
P M

2
P are m uch sm allerthan those to the decay constants,due to a better

behaviourattheapproach oftheinfrared region.F 2
P M

2
P (P = �;K )in large

volum es(L = 2:5 fm )isa quantity forwhich we m anage a good controlof

�nite-volum e e�ects.

3 C onstraining three-
avour order param e-

ters on the lattice

Forde�niteness,wetakeavolum eofsizeL = 2:5fm andsetr= 25.However,

wem ustkeep in m ind thatthelatterisaparam eterwhich m ay vary between

15 and approxim ately 35.The qualitative conclusionsthatwe are aboutto

draw do notdepend on the exactvaluesofr,butone observessm allshifts

in thefollowing plotswhen r isvaried in itsrange.

W etakeintoaccounttherem aindersassociated withthesim ulated m asses

and decay constants ~eP and ~dP (butnotthe indirectrem aindersd;d0;e;e0).

As a rule ofthum b [14],we estim ate the size ofNNLO rem ainders in the

physicalcase by attributing a 30% (10% )e�ectto an m s (m )factor,which

leadsto O (m 2
s)� 10% ,O (m ms)� 3% and O (m2)� 1% .

Forlatticesim ulationswhere ~m varies,wetakethefollowing estim ate:

~dK � ~eK = O (~m m s)� 0:10q1=3; ~dK � ~e� = O (m 2

s)� 0:10; (50)

in ordertorecoverthephysicalcase,i.e.O (~m m s)’ 0:10for ~m = m s (q= 1)

and O (~m m s)’ 0:03 for ~m = m (q= 1=r).

Figs.6 and 7 show thepseudoscalardecay constantsand m assesasfunc-

tions ofthe quark m ass ratio q = ~m =m s. The left colum n corresponds to

Z(3)= 0:8,the right one to Z(3)= 0:4. On each plot,the variousbands

show the im pact ofNNLO uncertainties for di�erent values ofX (3) [full:

0.8,long-dashed:0.4,dashed:0.2].W eplottheresultsonly when the�nite-

volum ee�ectsaresm allerthan 10% ,butwedo notincludethesecorrections

in thequantitiesplotted.

At sm allq,the pion m ass becom es too light,the �nite-volum e e�ects

becom e largerthan 10% ,and we cannottrustthecorresponding resultsbe-

causeofpotentially largehigher-ordercorrections(in such a case,wesetthe

resultto 0on theplots).In particulartheupperleftplotin �g.6 [~F 2
�=F

2
� for
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Figure 4: The m axim al�nite-volum e corrections D (~F 2
�) (upper plots) and

D (~F 2
�
~M 2
�)(lowerplots)asfunctionsofr and Y (3).The left(right)colum n

correspondsto L = 2 fm (2.5 fm ). Black dom ainscorrespond to D sm aller

than 5% , increasingly lighter dom ains to D sm aller than 10,20 and 40%

respectively.
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Figure 5: The m axim al�nite-volum e corrections D (~F 2
K )(upperplots)and

D (~F 2
K
~M 2
K )(lowerplots)asfunctionsofr and Y (3).Theleft(right)colum n

correspondsto L = 2 fm (2.5 fm ). Black dom ainscorrespond to D sm aller

than 5% , increasingly lighter dom ains to D sm aller than 10,20 and 40%

respectively.
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Figure 6: ~F 2
� and ~F 2

�
~M 2
� (norm alised to their physicalvalue) as functions

ofq. The �rst (second)colum n corresponds to Z(3)= 0:8 (0.4). On each

plot,full,long-dashed and dashed bandscorrespond respectively to X (3)=

0:8;0:4;0:2.CaseswhereY (3)> 1 arenotshown.
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Figure 7: ~F 2
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K
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plot,full,long-dashed and dashed bandscorrespond respectively to X (3)=

0:8;0:4;0:2.CaseswhereY (3)> 1 arenotshown.
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Z(3)= 0:8],whereqm ustberatherlargeto tam e�nite-volum ee�ects,con-

�rm sthatthechiralexpansionsofthedecay constantsm ay su�erfrom size-

able uncertainties atsm allsim ulated m asses because oflarge �nite-volum e

corrections.

From thepreviousanalysis,thesensitivity to thethree-
avourorderpa-

ram eters through the curvature seem s m ore im portant in the case ofthe

m asses (which have sm aller�nite-volum e corrections aswell). W e can iso-

latethise�ectby considering thedim ensionlessratios:

R � =
1

q

~F 2
�
~M 2
�

F 2
�M

2
�

; R K =
2

(q+ 1)

~F 2
K
~M 2
K

F 2
K M

2
K

: (51)

Figs.8 and 9 indicate that these two ratios can provide a way ofcon-

straining the size ofvacuum 
uctuations by varying q from 1=r to 1. The

largerr,theeasierthedistinction between sm alland large
uctuations,even

though theuncertaintiesduetoNNLO rem aindersincreaseatthesam etim e.

4 C onclusion

The presence ofm assive s�s-pairs in QCD vacuum m ay induce signi�cant

di�erencesin the pattern ofchiralsym m etry breaking between N f = 2 and

N f = 3 chirallim its,i.e.,when m s rem ains atitsphysicalm assand when

m s issetto 0. Thise�ect,related to the violation ofthe Zweig rule in the

scalarsector,m ay destabilisethree-
avourchiralexpansionsnum erically,by

dam ping leading-order(LO)term sproportionalto �(3)and F 2(3),and by

enhancing next-to-leading-order(NNLO)term scontaining theO (p4)Zweig-

rule violating low-energy constantsL4 and L6.In such case,a m ore careful

treatem entofchiralexpansionsisrequired to avoid uncontrolled corrections

from higherchiralorders.

In a previouswork [14],weproposed a consistentfram ework to takeinto

accountthepossibility oflargevacuum 
uctuations.Indirecthintsfrom dis-

persive estim ates [10,11,12]suggest that this e�ect m ight be signi�cant,

butan experim entaldeterm ination hasnotbeen achieved yet.In thispaper,

we proposed to probe the size ofs�s-pairs
uctuationsthrough lattice sim u-

lations with three dynam ical
avours,with a strange quark atitsphysical

m assm s and two lighter
avoursofm ass ~m .W efocused on them assesand

decay constants ofthe pions and kaons,and worked out chiralexpansions

which should exhibitsm allNNLO rem ainderseven when LO and NLO term s

com pete num erically. The dependence ofthese observables on ~m can pro-

videusefulconstraintson thestructureoftheN f = 3 chiralvacuum ,and in

particularon the size ofvacuum 
uctuations. Conversely,thisdependence
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Figure 8:The ratio R � asa function ofq.The �rst(second)colum n corre-

spondsto r = 20 (30). The �rst(second)row dealswith Z(3)= 0:8 (0.4).

On each plot,full,long-dashed and dashed bandscorrespond respectively to

X (3)= 0:8;0:4;0:2.CaseswhereY (3)> 1 arenotshown.

26



0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
q

30

40

50

60

70

80

90
Rka z3=0.8 r=20

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
q

30

40

50

60

70

80

90
Rka z3=0.8 r=30

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
q

30

40

50

60

70

80

90
Rka z3=0.4 r=20

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
q

30

40

50

60

70

80

90
Rka z3=0.4 r=30
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on vacuum 
uctuationsshould stand asa warning aboutthree-
avourchiral

extrapolationson thelattice,which m ightprovem oredelicatetohandlethan

usually assum ed ifvacuum 
uctuationsofs�s pairsaresigni�cant.

W ehavealsoestim ated thecorrectionsduetothe�nitespatialdim ensions

used in the latticesim ulation.Asexpected,largevolum es(L � 2:5 fm )are

required to prevent these corrections from spoiling the predictivity ofthe

chiralexpansionsin the p-regim e. These correctionsdo notseem enhanced

in thecaseoflargevacuum 
uctuationsfortheobservablesconsidered here.

Finally,weisolated two dim ensionlessratiosbased on F 2
�M

2
� and F

2
K M

2
K

showing interesting features. They are nota�ected very strongly by �nite-

volum e corrections, and their dependence on ~m could provide interesting

insights at the size ofvacuum 
uctuations. Therefore,it would be rather

interesting to perform a lattice study ofthese ratios with three dynam ical


avours,areasonably largespatialbox,and an action with good chiralprop-

erties. The results m ight shed som e light on the pattern ofN f = 3 chiral

sym m etry breaking and thelow-energy dynam icsofQCD.
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A B are expansion of�nite-volum e tadpoles

The �nite-volum e tadpole ~�P is related to its in�nite-volum e counterpart

through �1=2 which can bereexpressed as:

�1=2(L;M
2)= 2 lim

Lt! 1

g
(4)

1 =
1
p
�
g
(3)

1=2
; (52)

whereg(d)r hasbeenintroducedinApp.A ofref.[19],andthezero-tem perature

lim itisgiven in eq.(B.1)ofthesam ereference 4.

4W e takethisopportunity to correcta typo in thisequation,which should read:

lim
L d! 1

g
(d)

r
=
g
(d� 1)

r� 1=2
p
4�

(53)
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From App.B ofref.[19],itisstraightforward todeterm inetheexpansion

ofg
(3)

1=2
in powersofM :

g
(3)

1=2
=

1
p
4�L2

"
2�

M L
�
M 2L2

4�
log(M 2

L
2)+

1X

n= 0


n

n!
(M L)2n

#

; (54)


n =

�

�
1

4�

�n
"

�n+ 1=2 +
3

(2n + 1)(n � 1)

#

(n 6= 1); (55)


1 = �
1

4�

�

�3=2 � �0(1)� log(4�)�
5

3

�

; (56)

with �n+ 1=2 are known num ericalcoe�cients(the �rstfew are displayed in

table1 ofref.[19]).

Thisleadsto thefollowing expansion of�1=2(L;M ):

�1=2(L;M
2)=

1

M L3
�
M 2

8�2
log(M 2

L
2)+

1

2�

1X

n= 0


n

n!
M

2n
L
2n� 2

: (57)

Thus,the nonanalytic dependence of~�P on LO(~M 2
P ) com es only from the

poleand thelogarithm singled outin eq.(41).Accordingtoourprescription,

thebareexpansion isobtained oncethepolynom ialterm sarereexpanded in

powersofquark m asses.Atourorderofaccuracy,thisam ountsto replacing
~M 2
P by LO(~M 2

P )in thepolynom ialpieces,i.e.:

~�P

L3
=

~M 2
P

8�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
+ �1=2(L; ~M

2

P ) (58)

!
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
+

(
1

~M P L
3
�
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log(~M 2

P L
2) (59)

+
1

2�

1X

n= 0


n

n!
[LO (~M 2

P )]
n
L
2n� 2

)

=
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
+

1

~M P L
3
�
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log(~M 2

P L
2) (60)

+

"

�1=2(L;LO(~M
2

P ))�
1

q

LO(~M P L
3)
+
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log[LO(~M 2

P )L
2]

#

=
LO(~M 2

P )

8�2
log

~M 2
P

�2
+

1

~M P L
3

(61)

+

"

�1=2(L;LO(~M
2

P ))�
1

q

LO(~M P )L
3

+
LO(~M P )

8�2
log

LO(~M 2
P )

~M 2
P

#

:

The bracketed term has only a polynom ialdependence on LO(~M 2
P ). This

expression yieldseq.(44)and thebareexpansion of~�P .
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