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Abstract. The dependence of the pseudo-scalar meson masses and decay constants on sea and valence quark
masses is compared to next-to-leading order (NLO) chiral perturbation theory (ChPT). The numerical
simulations with two light dynamical quark flavors are performed with the Wilson quark lattice action at
gauge coupling 8 = 5.1 and hopping parameters x = 0.176, 0.1765, 0.177 on a 16* lattice. O(a) lattice
artifacts are taken into account by applying chiral perturbation theory for the Wilson lattice action. The
values of the relevant combinations of Gasser—Leutwyler constants L4, Ls, L¢ and Ls are estimated.

1 Introduction

The low energy dynamics of strong interactions in the
pseudo-Goldstone boson sector of QCD is constrained by
the non-linear realization of spontaneously broken chi-
ral symmetry [1]. In an expansion in powers of momenta
and light quark masses a few low energy constants — the
Gasser—Leutwyler constants — appear which parameter-
ize the strength of interactions in the low energy chiral
Lagrangian [2]. The Gasser—Leutwyler constants are free
parameters which can be constrained by analyzing exper-
imental data. In the framework of lattice regularization
they can be determined from first principles by numer-
ical simulations. In experiments one can investigate pro-
cesses with different momenta but the quark masses are, of
course, fixed by nature. In numerical simulations there is,
in principle, much more freedom because, besides the pos-
sibility of changing momenta, one can also freely change
the masses of the quarks. This allows for a precise deter-
mination of the Gasser-Leutwyler constants — once the
simulations reach high precision. First steps towards this
goal have recently been done by several authors [3-6] in-
cluding our Collaboration [7-9].

The main difficulty for numerical simulations in lattice
QCD is to reach the regime of light quark masses where
ChPT is applicable. The reason is the critical slowing down
of simulation algorithms for small quark masses and lat-
tice spacings. We apply the two-step multi-boson (TSMB)
algorithm [10] which allows one to perform simulations
with small quark masses within the range of applicability
of next-to-leading order (NLO) ChPT [7,8].

Another important aspect of investigating the quark
mass dependence in numerical simulations is the possi-
bility to use ChPT for the extrapolation of the results
to the physical values of u- and d-quark masses which
would be very difficult to reach otherwise. In fact, ChPT
can be extended by changing the valence quark masses in
quark propagators independently from the sea quark mas-
ses in virtual quark loops which are represented in the
path integral by the quark determinant. In this way one
arrives at partially quenched chiral perturbation theory
(PQCLPT) [11-13]. The freedom of changing valence and
sea quark masses substantially contributes to the power of
lattice QCD both in performing quark mass extrapolations
and in determining the values of the Gasser—Leutwyler
constants [14].

For a fast convergence of numerical results to the con-
tinuum limit it is important to explicitly deal with the
leading O(a) lattice artifacts. An often used method is the
application of the O(a) improved lattice action [15]. We
apply an alternative technique [16] which in the pseudo-
Goldstone boson sector is equivalent to the O(a) improve-
ment of the lattice action. In this method the (unimproved)
Wilson action is used in the Monte Carlo generation of
gauge configurations and the O(a) effects are compensated
in PQChPT itself. This means that we apply chiral pertur-
bation theory for the Wilson lattice action. Our calculations
showed that in practice this method gives results with good
precision [9)].

The plan of this paper is as follows: in the next two
sections we collect the NLO (PQ)ChPT formulas for ratios
of pseudo-scalar meson masses and decay constants. In
Sect. 2 a discussion of the general form of the NNLO tree-
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graph corrections is also included. In Sect.4 the results
of numerical simulations is presented. The last section is
devoted to a summary and discussion.

2 Valence quark mass dependence

In this paper we use the notation introduced in [9] which
slightly differ from those of [14,16]. The dimensionless vari-
ables for quark masses and O(a) lattice artifacts are de-
noted, respectively, by
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Here m, is the quark mass, a the lattice spacing, By and
Wy are parameters of dimension mass and (mass)?3, re-
spectively, which appear in the leading order (LO) chiral
effective Lagrangian, cgw is the coefficient of the O(a) chi-
ral symmetry breaking term and fj is the value of the pion
decay constant at zero quark mass. (Its normalization is
such that the physical value is fy ~ 93 MeV.) For fixed sea
quark mass s the dependence of the pseudo-scalar meson
mass and decay constant on the valence quark mass ysv

can be described by the variables
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Lgy, (k = 5) denotes the relevant Gasser-Leutwyler coeffi-
cient at the scale fy,/xs. This is related to L defined at
the scale fo and Lj, defined at the generic scale p according
to

2
Lsy = Ly, — cx log(xs) = L), — cx log (fL%XS> . (5
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with the constants ¢, (k = 4,5,6,8) given below. Simi-
larly, the corresponding relations for the coefficients Wy
introduced in [16] are

2
WSk = Wk — d;C log(Xs) = W,; — dk log <£%Xs) . (6)

The constants in (5) and (6) are given by
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For the valence quark mass dependence of the (squared)

pseudo-scalar meson masses one can consider, similarly to
(3) and (4), the ratios

2 2
m m
— \AY% — VS
Rmvv = 3 y Rmvs = 2 (9)
mgg mgg

In the present paper we prefer to divide these ratios by
the tree level dependences and consider
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A useful quantity is the double ratio of decay constants
[17] which does not depend on any of the NLO coefficients.
In other words there one can see the chiral logarithms
alone. The NLO expansion for this quantity is

f\2/s Xs
RRf = = —1
d fvv fss 32N,m? -1
Xs §+ms
— 1 1 12
32Nsn2( +1s) Og1+ﬁs (12)

The double ratio of the pion mass squares [18] corre-
sponding to (10) and (11) has the NLO expansion
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2.1 Quadratic corrections

A complete NNLO (i. e. two-loop) calculation in PQChPT
for our physical quantities is not yet available. Neverthe-
less, the general form of NNLO tree-graph (“counterterm
insertion”) contributions can be given [19]!. For instance,
one has for the pion mass square:
2
Sm% = a1x3 + az2xs(xa + xB)
MaB

taz(xa+xp)? +aa(xh +xB) . (14)
(Here A and B denote generic quark indices: S is the label
for the sea quarks, V for valence quarks.) For the pion decay
constant there is a similar expression. This information is
very useful in order to estimate the importance of the
NNLO terms in our present range of quark masses.

The general characteristic of the NNLO terms is that
they are proportional to the quark mass square: X§~ (Here
we only consider terms in the continuum limit and hence
neglect lattice artifacts. This will be to some extent jus-
tified a posteriori by the observed smallness of the O(a)
terms.) Neglecting loop contributions, which are at the
NLO order relatively small, the dependence on the quark
mass ratio £ is at most quadratic and can, therefore, be
represented by terms proportional to (¢ —1) and (£ —1)2.
Therefore, these contributions have the generic form

Dxx3(€ - 1)+ Qxx3(€ - 1)*. (15)

! We thank the authors for communicating us the content
of this paper prior to publication
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Here X denotes an index specifying the considered ratio
as, for instance, X = fVV, nVS etc. for the single ratios
and X = fd and X = nd for the double ratios RRf and
RRn, respectively. The NLO tree-graph contributions for
the single ratios Rf and Rn are also proportional to (§—1).
These can be parametrized as Lx xs(§—1) (for instance, we
have Lyyy = 4Ls and L,,yv = 8(2Ls— Ls)). The inclusion
of Dx-type terms is equivalent to a linear dependence of
the effective Lx for fixed xs:
LY = Lx + Dxxs - (16)

At this point one has to remember that mathematically
speaking — in order to completely remove the effect of
higher order terms — Lx is defined in the limit yg — 0.

The NNLO coefficients are not all independent but sat-
isfy the relations

1 1
Dyvs = §vav ; Dyvs = iDnVV )
Djg =0, Du=0,
1
Qs =2Qfvs — Qpvv + ZL?VV ;
1
Qna =2Qnvs — Quvv + ~Liyy - (17)

4

The first line is a consequence of the general structure
of the NNLO tree-graph contributions. The last two lines
follow from the definition of RRf and RRn if one only
considers NLO and NNLO tree-graph contributions.

We shall see in Sect. 4 that in our range of quark mas-
ses the NNLO tree-graph contributions of the form (15)
are important but can be approximately determined by
global fits. In this way the NLO constants L are better
determined. Observe that a determination of the Dy is
only possible in our analysis if different sea quark masses
are included (see below).

2.2 O(a?) corrections

The idea of including leading lattice artifacts in the low
energy effective Lagrangian for the Wilson lattice action
can be extended to higher orders in lattice spacing. Indeed,
in writing this paper we have seen two recent publications
about the inclusion of O(a?) corrections [20,21]. The gen-
eral formulas derived in these papers for the O(a?) terms
imply that in the formulas for the pion mass-squared ratios
(10), (11) and (13) there are only very little changes. In
fact, the changes can be summarized by the replacement

ns(Lsa — Wss) — ns(Lsa — Wse)

s

+NS

(NsWsy + Wss — 2N W — 2Wgg) . (18)

Here W4 and W{g denote some new low energy con-
stants appearing in the O(a?) part of the effective La-
grangian. This means that fitting the valence quark mass
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dependence with our formulas (10), (11) and (13) effec-
tively takes into account also O(a?) corrections.

Concerning the ratios of the pion decay constants in
(3), (4) and (12) the situation is expected to be similar
but there, in addition to the O(a?) terms, also new types
of O(am,) terms may appear.

3 Sea quark mass dependence

The dependence on the sea quark mass can be treated
similarly to the valence quark mass dependence considered
in Sect. 2. Here one chooses a “reference value” of the sea
quark mass xyr and determines the ratios of the coupling
and decay constant as a function of
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Of course, the coefficients Lgy and Wgy, (K = 4,5,6,8) are
now defined at the scale fo,/Xr therefore in the relations
(5) and (6) xs is replaced by xr.

The logarithmic dependence of the Lg; and Wgy have
to be taken into account also in simultaneous fits of the
valence quark mass dependence at several sea quark mass
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values. Choosing a fixed reference sea quark mass xgr we
have from (5) and (6) with u = fo/x®

LSk = LRk — Ck IOgO' s WSk = WRk — dk IOgO' . (24)
The NLO PQCHPT formulas for the valence quark mass
dependence in terms of the reference sea quark mass are
obtained by the following substitutions in (3), (4), (10)—
(13):
Lsi — Ly ,

Xs = OXR , Wsr — Wri ,

log(1 +ng) — log[o(1 +ns)] ,
log(& +ns) — loglo (£ +ns)]

log(1+ & +2ns) — loglo(1 +&+2ns)] . (25)

An important feature of both the valence and sea quark
mass dependences considered in the present work is that
they are ratios taken at a fixed value of the gauge coupling
(8). These are renormalization group invariants indepen-
dent from the Z-factors of multiplicative renormalization
since the Z-factors only depend on the gauge coupling and
not on the quark mass. Taking ratios of pion mass squares
and pion decay constants at varying quark masses has,
in general, the advantage that quark mass independent
corrections — for instance of O(a) and/or O(a?) — cancel.

4 Numerical simulations

We performed Monte Carlo simulations with Ny = 2 de-
generate sea quarks on a 164 lattice at 8 = 5.1 and three
values of k: kg = 0.176, k1 = 0.1765 and ko = 0.177. For
the reference sea quark mass we choose kg = kg = 0.176.
A summary of the simulation points is reported in Ta-
ble 1, where also the set-up of the TSMB algorithm for the
different simulation points can be found. The gauge field
configurations collected for the evaluation of the physi-
cal quantities are separated by 10 TSMB update cycles
consisting out of boson field and gauge field updates and
noisy correction steps. It turned out that these configura-
tions were statistically independent from the point of view
of almost all secondary quantities considered. Exceptions
are ro/a and M, (see below) where autocorrelation lengths
of 2-5 units in the configuration sequences appear.

We investigated for each simulation point the valence
quark mass dependence of the pseudo-Goldstone boson
spectrum and decay constants; the values of the valence k
considered for each simulation point are reported in Ta-
ble 2. In these intervals the valence quark masses are ap-
proximately changing in the range %msca < Myalonce <
2Mgen-

A rough estimate of the sea quark mass range can be
obtained by considering the quantity M, = (rqm,)?, which
for the strange quark gives M, =~ 3.1. (Here ¢ ~ 0.5fm
is the Sommer scale parameter which characterizes the
distance scale intrinsic to the gauge field.) In our simu-
lation points the value of M, ranges between M, ~ 2.10
and M, =~ 1.09, corresponding to about % and % of the
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Table 1. Parameters of the simulations: all simulations were done at § = 5.10
with determinant breakup Ny = 1+ 1. The other TSMB-parameters are
the interval of polynomial approximasions [e, A] and the polynomial orders

n1,2,3 [10]
Run K Configurations A ni no n3
0 0.1760 1811 4.50-107* 3.0 40 210 220
1 0.1765 746 2.50-107* 3.0 40-44 280 260-340
2 0.1770 1031 3.75-107° 3.0 54 690 840
Table 2. Values of the valence quark hopping parameter Table 3. The values of some basic quantities in our simulation
points. Statistical errors in last digits are given in parentheses.
Run 0 1 2 We define M, = (romﬂ)2 and o; = mgi/mqo
Ksea 0.1760 0.1765 0.1770
Fvalence 01685 0.1710  0.1743 ~ 0 at a
01705 01718  0.1747 ro/a 2.149(15)  2.171(88)  2.395(52)
01720 01726  0.1751 amx 0.6747(14)  0.6211(22)  0.4354(68)
01730 01734 01754 M, 2.103(26)  1.824(41)  1.088(47)
01735 01742 0.1750 Zeamg 0.07472(32)  0.06247(51)  0.03087(36)
01745 01750  0.1763 o 1.0 0.8361(52)  0.4132(34)
0.1750 0.1758  0.1767
01770 0.1772 = 0.1775 Note that by identifying the quark mass ratios in the
0.1775  0.1778  0.1779 ChPT formulas with the ratios of the PCAC quark masses
0.1785 0.1785 0.1783 (“axial-vector Ward identity quark masses”) one assumes
0.1790 0.1791 0.1787 that these two kinds of renormalized quark masses are pro-
0.1800 0.1797 0.1791 portional to each other. As it is shown, for instance, by

value for the strange quark mass. Since the valence quark
masses roughly go down to Mmyalence =~ %msem they reach
Myalence = %ms. In our configuration samples we did not
encounter problems with “exceptional gauge configura-
tions” — in spite of the smallness of the valence quark
mass. This means that the quark determinant effectively
suppresses such configurations.

Standard methods for the extraction of the relevant
physical quantities have been applied (a more detailed de-
scription is given in our previous paper [7] and in [22]).
Statistical errors have been obtained by the linearization
method [23,24] which we found more reliable than jack-
knifing on bin averages.

Within a mass independent scheme of renormalization
— defined at zero quark mass — the Z-factors of multiplica-
tive renormalization depend only on the gauge coupling
(8) and not on the quark mass (x). Similarly, the lattice
spacing a is also a function of the gauge coupling alone [25].
Therefore, since our simulation points are at fixed gauge
coupling 8 = 5.1, the ratios of the sea quark masses can
be obtained by taking ratios of the measured bare quark
masses in lattice units Z;am,. Here Z; is the multiplica-
tive renormalization factor for the quark mass which is
the ratio of the Z-factors of the pseudo-scalar density and
axial-vector current (Z, = Zp/Za) because we determine
the quark mass by the PCAC-relation: my = mf“4¢ [7].
(Of course, in the valence quark ratios the factor Z,a also
cancels trivially.) The obtained values of the sea quark
mass ratios o; = mg;/mgo (¢ = 1,2) are given in Table3
together with some other basic quantities.

(48) in [21] this is indeed the case — apart from lattice arti-
facts of O(amy) and O(a?). The quark mass independent
part of the O(a?) terms are cancelled by taking ratios.
The remaining quark mass dependent lattice artifacts are
neglected in the present paper.

The critical value of the hopping parameter where the
quark mass vanishes can be estimated by a quadratic ex-
trapolation using the values of oy »:

-1 _ H_l) _i_da(ﬁfl _ Hc—rl)2

(ko' — k') + do(rg ' — Ka')?

(26)

The values of 07 2 in Table 3 give the solution ¢, =0.1773(1)
and d, = —11.2(8). (The relatively large absolute value of
d, shows that the quadratic term in the extrapolation is
important.)

The value of the lattice spacing a can be inferred from
the value of ro/a at kK = k. This can also be determined
by a quadratic extrapolation of the values of r¢/a given
in Table3 with the result: ro(ke)/a = 2.65(7). Taking,
by definition, 7¢(ke) = 0.5fm this gives for the lattice
spacing: a = 0.189(5) fm.

The physical volume following from the lattice spacing
is comfortably large: L ~ 3.0 fm. Since the minimal value of
the pion mass in lattice units in our points is am™® ~ (.43
for sea quarks and am™™ ~ 0.30 for the lightest valence
quark, we have Lm, > 4.8.

Another piece of information given by the values of M,
is an estimate of the quark mass parameter yg in the ChPT
formulas. For instance, in the reference point we have from
rofo =~ 0.23 [26]: xEtmate ~ M, /(rofy)? ~ 39.8.
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4.1 Valence quark mass dependence

For a fixed value of the sea quark mass ys the valence
quark mass dependence of the ratios Rfvv vs, Rnvv, vs,
RRf and RRn is determined by five parameters:

Xs, 7s, Xxskss,

xsLsawes = xs(Lsa — Wss)

XsLsss = xs(2Lss — Lss). (27)

The dependence is non-linear in 7g and linear in the rest.
After performing such fits of the data we realized that
the sea quark mass dependence is not consistent with the
NLO PQCHPT formulas. In particular, the best fit values
of the xs have ratios considerably closer to 1 than o
in Table3 and the change of the L; with xg is also not
consistent with (24). This shows that NNLO effects are
important and, therefore, we tried fits including NNLO
tree-graph terms of the form given in (15). The list of the
relevant NNLO-parameters is
(28)

2 2
XD rvvnvv s XREFVV,IVS, fd,nVV,nVSnd -

Q rq and Q4 have to satisfy the quadratic relations given
in the last line of (17) but in order to keep linearity we did
not impose these relations and fitted the eight parameters
in (28) independently. After performing the fits one can
check how well the relations for @ rq and @4 are fulfilled.

The global fit of the valence quark mass dependence
for several values of the sea quark mass has twelve linear
parameters: the linear parameters in (27) with xs replaced

by xr

XR, XrLms,

XrRLRrss = XrR(2Lrs — LRs) »

XrLrawes = X (Lra — Wre) (29)

and the eight in (28). In addition there are the non-linear
parameters, in our case three of them: ng = 19,1 2.

Multi-parameter linear fits are easy and, except for de-
generate situations, the chi-square always has a unique
well-defined minimum. Non-linear fits involving the 7 are
more problematic; therefore, we adopted the following pro-
cedure: performing non-linear fits at individual sea quark
mass values we obtained the starting values of ng 1 2. Then
for fixed values of 79,12 we performed a linear fit of the
twelve parameters in (28) and (29) and looked for a min-
imum of the chi-square as a function of 79 ;1 2. For the sea
quark masses we imposed the relation ys = oxg and for
the NLO-parameters the relations in (24) with the values
of 012 given in Table3. (The possible dependence of the
NNLO-parameters D and @ on ¢ has been neglected.) The
minimum of the chi-square after the non-linear minimiza-
tion is near

1o = 0.07 m = 0.03 , 12 = 0.02 . (30)
The minimum as a function of g 1 2 is rather shallow but
definitely within the bounds 0 <1912 < 0.10. The mini-

mization of the chi-square of the linear fit does not change
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Table 4. Values of best fit parameters for the valence quark
mass dependence. Quantities directly used in the fitting pro-
cedure are in bold face

XR 33.5(2.4)

xrLrawe 5.24(38)-1072  Lraws  1.564(71)-1073
XRQnd 6.5(1.8) - 1073 Ona 5.80(79) - 10~°
xrLrs 10.06(44) - 1072 Lrs 3.00(19) - 1073
x&Dsvv —9.3(1.7) - 1072 Dyvv  —8.3(1.9)-107°
X&Qsvv —2.80(19) - 1072 Qsvv  —2.50(50) - 1075
X&Qyrvs  —2.197(45)-1072 Qpvs  —1.96(29)-107°
X3 Q;a —0.99(14) - 1072 Qya —0.89(45) - 107°
xr Lrss —2.10(12) - 1072 Lrss  —6.25(52)-107*
X% Dnvv —1.67(20)- 107" Dpvv  —1.49(10) - 107*
XRQnvv —8.44(67)- 1072 Qnvv  —T7.53(48)-107°
X&Qnvs —4.05(25) - 1072 Qnvs  —3.61(29)-107°

the n substantially: already the starting values are close
to (30). This confirms the small value of ng found in our
previous paper at 5 = 4.68 [9].

In contrast to the stable values of the 7 there are large
fluctuations in the basic parameter xgr: one can obtain
values in the range 13 < xyr < 40 depending on the set of
functions fitted, on the fit interval etc. This is presumably
the effect of our small number (only three) of sea quark
masses. In order to obtain more stable results we fixed
M0,1,2 according to (30) and first determined in a linear
fit the three parameters xr, XrLraws and x&Qna from
RRn. These parameters were then used as an input in the
linear fit of the remaining nine parameters.

All 18 valence quark mass dependences considered can
be reasonably well fitted. The best fit is shown by Figs. 1
and 2. The sum of the chi-squares of the linear fits is
x? ~ 300 for a number of degrees of freedom n.d.f. =
18 - 12 — 12 = 204. Most of the chi-squares comes from
the points with largest and smallest valence quark masses
where there are obviously some systematic deviations, too.
The parameters of best fit are given in Table 4. The values
in the table show that there are some discrepancies in both
relations in the last line of (17), but the deviations are not
very large. The first and second relation give —0.89(49) -
107° ~ 2.05(39) - 10~° and 0.52(9) - 107° =~ 0.92(8) - 1077,
respectively.

The values of the NLO- and NNLO-parameters them-
selves are also shown in the right hand part of Table 4, with
errors determined (as always) by the linearization method.
With the help of the formulas in (5) and (6) one can also
transfer these results to the corresponding L and W at
some other renormalization scale different from fo,/XR.
Going to the conventional renormalization scale p = 4w f
and multiplying by an overall factor 128n? one obtains the
values of ay, and wy shown in Table 5.

Due to the unexpected smallness of the O(a) contri-
butions it is interesting to try a linear fit of the valence
quark mass dependences setting all O(a) terms to zero:
Mo = m = ne = 0. This is a fit with eleven parame-
ters because in the formulas Lgswe is always multiplied
by ns. The result is a reasonable fit but the chi-square is
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Fig. 1. (RRn — 1), (Rnvy — 1) and (Rnvs — 1) for the three different sea quark mass values (full lines). Beside the fit the
unphysical contribution (proportional to ns) is separately shown (broken lines)
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Fig. 2. (RRf — 1), (Rfvv — 1) and (Rfvs — 1) for the three different sea quark mass values (full lines). Beside the fit the
unphysical contribution (proportional to ns) is separately shown (broken lines)
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Table 5. Values of combinations of the ay obtained from the best fit values in Table4 and 6

as 2.24(20)
ass = (20 — as) 0.762(49)
s = (204 — as) 2.40(26)
aesas = (dag + 208 — 204 — as) 0.658(86)

(o4 — we) 2.36(9)
A4/f0 22.9(1.5) w45 —1.7(1.8)
Ag/fo 6.51(57) wWes45 —5.43(60)

Valence quark mass dependence of RRn
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Fig. 3. NNLO tree-graph contribution at k2 = 0.1770 where the sea quark mass is given by M, =~ 1 (broken lines). The full
lines represent the total fits shown also in Figs. 1 and 2 which are the sums of the continuum NLO, the O(a) and NNLO terms

by about 10% larger then in the case of 91,2 7# 0. The
best fit values of the main parameters are in this case
Xr = 36.1(1.0), a5 = 2.08(14), asgs; = 0.502(46).

The NNLO tree-graph contributions are rather impor-
tant especially at k = 0.176. From the point of view of the
NLO formulas the situation becomes better at x = 0.177
but NNLO is still not negligible there; see Fig.3. (At
k = 0.1765 we have, of course, an intermediate situation

between x = 0.176 and k = 0.177.) In general, the NNLO
contributions are more important in the ratios R,vv and
R,vs than in Ryyy and Ryys. In fact, the ratios R,vv
and R,vs at kK = 0.176 are dominated by NNLO. The
relative importance of NNLO terms is stronger for £ > 1
than for £ < 1. In the double ratios RRn and RRf the
NNLO terms are relatively unimportant.
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Fig. 4. Rfss and Rngs. The full lines show the estimate of continuum contributions — without O(a) terms. The broken lines
near zero show the unphysical contributions (proportional to ns). The other lines are different extrapolations of the measured

values including O(a) terms (see text)

4.2 Sea quark mass dependence in

The results from the fit of the valence quark mass depen-
dence can also be used in the investigation of the sea quark
mass dependence according to (22) and (23). In particu-
lar, the values (and errors) of xr and 191, are relevant
there. Besides these values and the known ratios of the sea
quark masses o1 2 (see Table 3) two extra parameter pairs
appear, namely, for Ny = 2,

in

(22) and
Lresas = 4Lre + 2Lrs — 2Lr4a — Lrs
Wresas = 4Wre + 2Wgrs — 2Wra — Wrs (32)

(23).
Since we only have three sea quark mass values and

therefore two independent values of R fsg and Rngg a “fit”
actually means solving for the four unknowns. The results

LRas =2Lga + Lrs , Wras = 2Wry + Wrs (31) are collected in Table6. The corresponding values of the
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Table 6. Results for the parameters of the sea quark mass
dependence. Quantities directly used in the fitting procedure
are in bold face

Lras 4.34(28) - 107 Rf(o—o) 0.415(19)
Wras 1.1(1.4) - 1073
Lresas  —9.1(6.4) - 107°  Rn(y—qy 1.025(17)
Wrgesas —5.52(48) - 1073

a and w are contained in Table5. In this table also the
values of the universal low energy scales As 4 are given.
(For the definitions see [26,27] or (10) in [9].) Once the
parameters Lrys and Lgrggss are known it is possible to
extrapolate the continuum NLO curves (without the O(a)
contributions) for R fss and Rngg to zero sea quark mass;
see Fig.4. The values of these curves at 0 = 0 are also
given in Table 6.

The extrapolation of the full measured ratios, includ-
ing O(a) contributions, requires an extrapolation of ng as
a function of o which has, of course, a considerable uncer-
tainty. The behavior of the extrapolated curve is especially
sensitive to the assumed form of the ng-extrapolation for
Rngs near zero. For instance, if the magnitude of the O(a)
contribution given by ps = ngxs is finite at zero, which
is reasonable to assume, then Rngss = miq/(om3g) has a
o~! singularity near zero. This is a manifestation of the
fact that different definitions of the “critical line” in the
(8, k)-plane, for instance by m2 = 0 or quCAC =0, in
general differ by lattice artifacts (in our case by O(a)). If,
however, s = ps/xs would have a finite value at o = 0
then there would be no such singularity. The two extrap-
olations shown in the lower part of Fig. 4 are examples of
these two cases.

Concerning the results on the parameters obtained from
the sea quark mass dependence (Table6 and the second
half of Table 5) one has to remark that the assumption of
a quark mass independent lattice spacing a has an impor-
tant effect on them. Assuming a quark mass independent
Sommer scale parameter ro would change these results sub-
stantially. (There would be small changes in the first half of
Table 5 due to the somewhat different values of the quark
mass ratios oy 2, too.) For instance, the values of A4/ fo
and A3/ fo would come out to be 16.1(1.1) and 30.4(2.9),
respectively, instead of the values given in the tables. As
it has been discussed above, the choice of a quark mass in-
dependent renormalization scheme requires a quark mass
independent lattice spacing and is not consistent with a
quark mass independent 7 [25,28]. Nevertheless, it is plau-
sible that in the continuum limit and in the limit of very
small sea quark masses 7o/a becomes independent from
the sea quark mass and the differences between the values
for constant ry and a disappear.

5 Summary and discussion

The results obtained in this paper for the Gasser-Leutwyler
constants (see Tables4, 5 and 6) can only be taken as esti-
mates of the values in continuum. In order to deduce con-
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tinuum values with controlled error estimates the left out
lattice artifacts have to be removed by performing simula-
tions at increasing 0 values and extrapolating the results
to a = 0. Reasonable next steps would be to tune the lat-
tice spacing to a ~ 0.13 fm on 243 - 48 and @ ~ 0.10 fm on
323 - 64 lattices. This would require with the TSMB algo-
rithm by a factor of about 10 and 100 more computer time,
respectively. Our calculations near a ~ 0.20 fm should be
improved by going from 16% to 163 - 32 lattices in order
to improve the extraction of the physical quantities of in-
terest. The number of sea quark masses considered should
be increased to 5-6 towards smaller values. This will de-
crease the overall statistical errors considerably. We hope
to reach sea quark masses about mge, =~ %ms on 163 - 32
lattices in the near future.

General conclusions of the present work are the follow-
ing.
(1) Compensating O(a) effects in the pseudo-Goldstone
boson sector by introducing O(a) terms in the PQCh-
Lagrangian itself is a viable alternative to the O(a)-im-
provement of the lattice action. An extension to also treat
O(a?) effects in the PQCh-Lagrangian is possible [20,21]
and has been partially taken into account also in the pre-
sent paper.
(2) The observed O(a) contributions in the pseudo-Gold-
stone boson sector are surprisingly small. The ratios of
the O(a)-parameters in the NLO PQCh-Lagrangian to the
quark masses s = ps/xs are in our present range of quark
masses (%mS < Mgea < %ms) at the few percent level.
(3) Taking ratios of pion mass squares and pion decay
constants at fixed gauge coupling and varying quark mas-
ses has the advantage that the Z-factors of multiplicative
renormalization as well as all sorts of quark mass indepen-
dent corrections cancel.
(4) NNLO contributions in PQChPT are in our present sea
quark mass range rather important. In fact, they are more
important than the O(a) lattice artifacts. This introduces
new parameters in the multi-parameter fits which makes
the fitting procedure more difficult. The situation will be
better at smaller sea quark masses where the importance
of NNLO terms diminishes.

The present results strengthen the observation already
made in our previous paper [9] that the expected behavior
dictated by PQChPT sets in rather early — at relatively
large lattice spacings — once the quark masses are small
enough. Our present cut-off a=! ~ 1 GeV is already a “high
energy scale” from the point of view of the pion dynam-
ics. As a consequence, it seems to us that the numerical
study of the pseudo-Goldstone boson sector of QCD is per-
haps the easiest field for obtaining new quantitative results
about hadron physics by lattice simulations.
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