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Based on lattice simulations with two flavors of dynamical, O(a)-improved Wilson fermions we present
results for the first two moments of the distribution amplitudes of pseudoscalar mesons at several values of
the valence quark masses. By extrapolating our results to the physical masses of up/down and strange
quarks, we find the first two moments of the K™ distribution amplitude and the second moment of the 77"
distribution amplitude. We use nonperturbatively determined renormalization coefficients to obtain results
in the MS scheme. At a scale of 4 GeV? we find a¥ = 0.201(114) for the second Gegenbauer moment of
the pion’s distribution amplitude, while for the kaon, af = 0.0453(9)(29) and a5 = 0.175(18)(47).
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L. INTRODUCTION

In recent years exclusive reactions with identified had-
rons in the final and/or initial state are attracting increasing
attention [1]. The reason for this interest is due to the fact
that they are dominated by rare configurations of the
hadrons’ constituents: either only valence-quark configu-
rations contribute and all quarks have small transverse
separation (hard mechanism) [2-9], or one of the partons
carries most of the hadron momentum (soft or Feynman
mechanism). In both cases, the information about hadron
structure is new and complementary to that in usual in-
clusive reactions, the prominent example being the deep-
inelastic lepton hadron scattering.

Hard contributions are simpler to treat than their soft
counterparts and their structure is well understood, see e.g.
Ref. [10] for a recent discussion. They can be calculated in
terms of the hadron distribution amplitudes (DAs) which
describe the momentum-fraction distribution of partons at
zero transverse separation in a particular Fock state, with a
fixed number of constituents. DAs are ordered by increas-
ing twist; the leading twist-2 meson DA, ¢, which de-
scribes the momentum distribution of the valence quarks in
the meson II, is related to the meson’s Bethe-Salpeter
wave function ¢y g by an integral over transverse mo-
menta:

i 1?) = Zo(u?) f I Pk s k).

Here x is the quark momentum fraction, Z, is the renor-
malization factor (in the light-cone gauge) for the quark-
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field operators in the wave function, and w denotes the
renormalization scale. In particular the leading-twist DA of
the pion and of the nucleon have attracted much attention
in the literature. Furthermore, SU(3) flavor symmetry
breaking effects in the DAs of strange mesons are impor-
tant for predictions of the exclusive B-decay rates (e.g.
B — K, K*) in the framework of QCD factorisation [11],
perturbative QCD [12], soft-collinear effective theory
(SCET) [13,14] or light-cone sum rules, e.g. [15-17]. In
some cases, for instance weak radiative decays, B — p7y vs
B — K7, the uncertainty in SU(3) breaking is actually the
dominant source of theoretical error.

The theoretical description of DAs is based on their
representation [2—9] as matrix elements of a suitable non-
local light-cone operator. For example, for positively
charged pions or kaons one defines

01g(=2)yu sl =z 2Ju() T (p))

= ipr,u. /_11 dé':e_iérnzqsn(g) MZ)’ (1)

where ¢ = d, s, 2y is a lightlike vector, 2 =0, [—z z]is
the straight-line-ordered Wilson line connecting the quark
and the antiquark fields and f7; is the usual decay constant
f»=132MeV, fr = 160 MeV [18]. The physical inter-
pretation of the variable £ is that x = (1 + £)/2 and 1 —
x = (1 — &)/2 are the fractions of the meson momentum
carried by the quark and antiquark, respectively. The defi-
nition in (1) implies the normalization
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For brevity, below we often drop the subscript and write ¢
instead of ¢ unless we are referring to a specific meson.

A convenient tool to study DAs is provided by the
conformal expansion [19-22]. The underlying idea is
similar to the partial-wave decomposition in quantum me-
chanics and allows one to separate transverse and longitu-
dinal variables in the Bethe-Salpeter wave-function. The
dependence on transverse coordinates is formulated as a
scale dependence of the relevant operators and is governed
by renormalization-group equations. The dependence on
the longitudinal momentum fractions is described in terms

of Gegenbauer polynomials C 2/ 2(g’,f) which are nothing but
irreducible representations of the corresponding symmetry
group, the collinear conformal group SL(2, R).

In this way one obtains [4-7,19,20,22]

due ) =10 - @)1+ 3 @)l ©) o)
n=1

To leading-logarithmic accuracy (LO), the (nonperturba-
tive) Gegenbauer moments a,, renormalize multiplicatively
with

©
a,(u?) = LY /PP, (u3), “)

where L = a(u?)/a,(uf), Bo =11 —2N;/3, and the
anomalous dimensions yﬁlo) are given by

P = sci ! ) ©

n+1 1 3

;k 4 2n+1Dn+2)

with Cp = 4/3. Note that the multiplicative renormaliz-
ability in leading order is not an accident: It relies on the
fact that the tree-level counterterms retain the symmetry
properties of the Lagrangian [21].

Since the anomalous dimensions increase with spin, the
higher-order contributions in the Gegenbauer expansion
are suppressed at large scales so that asymptotically only
the leading term survives

¢(§! IU“2 - OO) = d)as(é:) = Z(l - §2) (6)

For this reason, one usually assumes that the conformal
expansion is well convergent at all scales of practical
interest, and retaining the first few terms only in the
conformal expansion provides one with a reasonable ap-
proximation for convolution integrals of the type
[Lidép(é)/(1 — &) that one encounters in many
applications.
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To next-to-leading order (NLO) accuracy, the scale de-
pendence of the Gegenbauer moments is more complicated
and reads [23-25]

a,(u?) 'S (1)
an(/-"’z) = an(M(Z))EELO + l'_—ﬂ_ l;)ak(lu’%)Elleodnk'

(M

Here we adopt the usual convention that an empty sum is
equal to zero. Moreover, a; = 1 and

Dp _ 0
ENLO — LfoO)/(ZBo)|:1 + M
87

X [ary(u2) — a‘v(ug)]} ()

where 7511) are the diagonal two-loop anomalous dimen-
sions [26], B, = 102 — (38/3)N/, and the mixing coeffi-
cients dﬁ,lk) , k=n—2, are given in closed form in
Refs. [24,25], see also, for instance, Ref. [27] for a recent
compilation. For the lowest moments n = 0, 1, 2 one needs

(1 _ (1) _ 23488 _ 512
Yo =0, 1= %53 wilNe ©)
(1) _ 34450 _ 830
Y2 =3 il

and

(0)
dy = l(SCF ~ Bo)—g V21— L)
30 v =28,
(10)

If the mass difference between the u# and d quarks is
neglected, G-parity implies that the pion DA ¢ (&, u) is
an even function of ¢, i.e all odd moments in &, a7, |,
vanish. The K-meson DA need not be even, and the cal-
culation of aX will be one of our goals.

The coefficients a,, at some reference scale u are non-
perturbative quantities and have to be evaluated using a
nonperturbative technique or must be extracted from ex-
periment. In historic perspective, most of the discussion
over the years was centered on a particular model of the
pion DA proposed by Chernyak and Zhitnitsky in 1982 on
the basis of their calculation of a7 using QCD sum rules
[28]. Using this model and assuming dominance of the
hard rescattering mechanism in exclusive reactions,
Chernyak and Zhitnitsky were able to describe an impres-
sive amount of experimental data that were available at that
time [29].

Since then, the original argumentation by Chernyak and
Zhitnitsky and the model itself have been largely discred-
ited. Three different approaches have been used: direct
calculations using QCD sum rules, pioneered in [28];
analysis of experimental data on the pion electromagnetic
and transition form factors (e.g. [30]) and the B weak decay
form factor, using light-cone sum rules; and lattice calcu-
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lations. The summary of these results is presented in
Table 2 of Ref. [31]; see also, for instance, Refs. [27,32]
for another recent compilation. It turns out that a7 can only
be determined with large errors, whatever approach is
chosen. A fair average is probably

aZ(4 GeV?) = 0.17 + 0.15. (11)

The K-meson DA has attracted comparatively less at-
tention. The numerical value of the first moment aX was
the subject of significant controversy until recently. The
existing estimates are all obtained using different versions
of QCD sum rules [33—36] and yield an average [31]

ak(4 Gev?) = 0.05 = 0.03. (12)

For the second moment, the old estimate by Chernyak and
Zhitnitsky was a¥ /a7 = 0.59 *+ 0.04. Two recent sum rule
calculations [31,33], including radiative corrections to the
sum rules, give however aX /a7 =1 pointing towards a
very small SU(3) violation in this coefficient.

Estimates of yet higher-order Gegenbauer coefficients
are rather uncertain. The light-cone sum-rule calculations
of the transition form factor F,,~ in Refs. [32,37-39]
suggest a negative value for af, which is consistent with
the result a7(1 GeV?) > —0.07 obtained in Ref. [40].
However, this conclusion may be premature because yet
higher moments have been omitted (however, in Ref. [41]
they are estimated to be small). Moreover, there does not
seem to be any convincing method to estimate the uncer-
tainty due to the model dependence of the analysis. While
it seems that distribution amplitude moments beyond the
second are extremely difficult to access on the lattice, it
might be possible to estimate them using the transverse
lattice approach [42] or from the operator product expan-
sion in lattice QCD [43,44].

Last but not least, we have to mention the estimate of the
pion DA in the middle point where the momentum is
shared equally between the quark and the antiquark [45]

¢.(£=0)=06=x0.15, (13)

and the measurement of the pion DA in diffractive dijet
production by E791 [46]. Unfortunately, it turns out that
collinear factorization is broken for dijet production
[47,48], so that the interpretation of this beautiful experi-
ment is not straightforward, see also [49,50].

The lattice computation of DAs of pseudoscalar 77 and K
mesons will be at the focus of this paper. On the lattice, we
cannot compute nonlocal matrix elements of the form (1).

However, via the light-cone operator product expansion
|
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(OPE), moments (£") of the DAs defined by

@) = [ dgggnen  ad

are related to matrix elements of the local operators

O .. 0)=1i"g0)y,,vsDy,, .. D, u), (15)

by
ooy, L OII(p) = ifupp, - Puyén. (16)

Here M refers to the fact that the operator is defined in
Minkowski space, D,, is the covariant derivative, D =

D — D and {.. .} denotes the symmetrization of all indices
and the subtraction of traces. The moments (£") are related
to the Gegenbauer moments a, by simple algebraic rela-
tions:

ap =X€),  a={H5E) - 1), et (17)

Although the first lattice calculation of (£2), appeared
almost 20 years ago [51,52], there has been surprisingly
little activity in this area in recent times [53—-55] to com-
plement other theoretical investigations. Our preliminary
result for (£2), was presented in [56] and we found in the
MS scheme at u? =5 GeV?, (2MS(u? =5 GeV?) =
0.281(28). This represents the most recent lattice
result. The authors of Ref. [55], on the other hand,
performed a simulation in quenched QCD and renormal-
ized their results perturbatively to the MS scheme
at w2 =7.1289 GeV?, (EMS(u? = 7.1289 GeV?) =
0.280(49) 0030,

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we describe
our lattice technology including the operators and renor-
malization prescriptions used. Section III contains our
numerical results together with appropriate extrapolations
towards the physical limits. Finally, in Sec. IV we summa-
rize our findings by considering the results in terms of
Gegenbauer moments. Here we also discuss the insights
that we gain on the shape of the Pion and Kaon distribution
amplitudes. We tabulate our results in the appendix.

II. LATTICE TECHNIQUES

We define a meson two-point correlation function in
Euclidean space as

. i .o A - —B(L—
COt, p) = > e POy, .. (% 1J(0,0)T) — ﬁ(()l@{M{)...Mn}(O)lﬂ(p»[e Bt ror e ), I<r<L, (18)
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where Oy, , , is the Euclidean lattice transcription of
Eq. (15),

“—

O tpot = @V V5D, - Dy, 19

A = I1(p)lJ(0)t10), E = /m} + p% L, is the temporal
extent of the lattice and we use J(x) = I1(x) = G(x)ysu(x)
or J(x) = As(x) = O, = g(x)ys4ysu(x) as the interpolat-
ing operator for the pseudoscalar mesons. The 7 factor tells
us how the operator behaves under time reversal, t — L, —
t. We find that for 7, 7p = — while 74, = +.

To increase the overlap of our interpolating operators
with the ground state, we perform Jacobi smearing at the
source [57], while the operators we use at the sink are local.
Finally, we note that when working with operators involv-
ing derivatives, we perform the Fourier transform in
Eq. (18) at the “center-of-mass” of the operator [58].

A. Choice of operators

We need to choose the lattice operators to perform the
matching of the appropriate representations of the H(4)
group—the group of Euclidean lattices relevant for our
numerical computations—to the corresponding represen-
tations of the O(4) group—the group of rotations and
reflections in four Euclidean dimensions.

For the first moment of pseudoscalar mesons containing
nondegenerate mass quarks we consider two types of op-
erators which we denote generically by 05, (s # v) and
0b,.eg

04 = Ouy, (20)

0b = Ouy — A(Opyy + Opyy + Opgy). 21

The first operator, 0§, requires a nonzero momentum
component in the 1-direction which we choose as small
as possible, i.e., we take p = (p, 0, 0), where p = 27/L,
and L, is the spatial extent of our lattice. Using rotational
symmetry, we average over the momentum choices p =
(0, p,0) and p = (0,0, p), using the operators in Eq. (20)
with {41} replaced with {42} and {43}, respectively. The
second operator, O, ,, can be evaluated at p = (0,0, 0).

In this situation, there will be no mixing with operators
of equal or lower dimensions, however there are improve-
ment terms that could be included [59]. Unfortunately the
improvement coefficients are not known, so we are forced
to neglect their contribution, however they are expected to
be small and as such are unlikely to affect our results.

For the case of the second moment, which appears for
mesons with both degenerate and nondegenerate mass
quarks, we also have two classes of operators O5,,,
0’,,, [60], e.g.

041, = Ouny, (22)
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O + 0
(9211 _ (9{411} _ Y4y . {433}. (23)

From Eg. (16), we see that 04,,, requires two nonvanish-
ing spatial components of momentum, p = (p, p, 0), while
0",,, needs only one, p = (p, 0,0) [61]. Consideration of
this fact alone would lead one to choose (QZ,,V, since
momentum components in different directions on the lat-
tice lead to a poorer signal. However, lattice operators with
two or more covariant derivatives can mix with operators
of the same or lower dimension. It turns out that for
forward matrix elements, @ZW suffers from such mixings
while 05, does not.

For matrix elements involving a momentum transfer
between the two states, i.e., nonforward matrix elements,
both operators 0%,, and 0%,, can mix with operators
involving external ordinary derivatives, i.e. operators of
the form 9,9, - - - (g - - - ¢). For example, OF,, in Eq. (22)

mixes only with the following operator [60]

0% = 0401(Gy2yYsq). (24)
The situation for (QZ,,,, is a lot worse as it can potentially

mix with up to seven different operators [60]. While six of
these operators may vanish in the continuum limit, there
exists a mixing operator of lower dimension, and as such its
contribution must be correctly taken into account nonper-
turbatively. Thus O, , offers the best possibility to extract
a value of (£?) from a lattice simulation.

B. Set of gauge fields

Our gauge field configurations have been generated with
two flavors of dynamical fermions, Ny = 2, using the
Wilson gluon action and nonperturbatively O(a) improved
Wilson fermions. For four different values 8 = 5.20, 5.25,
5.29, 5.40 and up to four different « values per 8 we have
generated ((2000-8000) trajectories. Lattice spacings and
spatial volumes vary between 0.075-0.123 fm and
(1.5-2.2 fm)?, respectively. A summary of the parameter
space spanned by our dynamical configurations can be
found in Table I. We set the scale via the force parameter,
with ry = 0.467 fm [62,63]. For more details regarding
our definitions and conventions, see Ref. [64].

Correlation functions are calculated on configurations
taken at a distance of 10 trajectories using 4 different
locations of the fermion source. We use binning to obtain
an effective distance of 20 trajectories. The size of the bins
has little effect on the error, which indicates residual
autocorrelations are small.

Concerning the influence of the finite size of our lattices,
our experience with other observables suggests that it is not
significant for the ensembles considered here. However, in
our simulations on smaller lattices (not included in the
present analysis) finite size effects are to be expected, the
study of which is under investigation.
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C. Extracting the matrix elements

We calculate the average of matrix elements computed
with the following choices of momenta

Of,: p=(p,0,0)

p=1(0,p0)

p=1(0,0p),
0%,: p=1(0,0,0), (25)
O0vp: P = (p, p,0)

p=(p0p)

p=1(p,p)

with the indices of the operators chosen accordingly.

The matrix elements of the operators given in Egs. (20)—
(22) are then extracted from ratios of two-point functions.
In forming the ratios from Eq. (18), we first need to
determine 7, for the various operators. We find To:, =
+, Ton, = T Tou, = + and Tol, = + [65].

This gives the ratios (for 0 K t K L))

_ CY%(z) _

= Gy~ Pk (26)
1b C@h (t) Ef’ + %52 bare
R = C@4(t) = - E- <§>b F(Ef)’ t)’ (27)
p
C(ggij
R = 0: ((tt)) = —pip(EDhe, (28)

where i and j are spatial indices, and O, = Ay(x) =
G(x)yaysu(x) is the operator given in Eq. (19) with no
derivatives and uo=4. In Eq. (27), F(Ez1t) =

0.004

0.002

-0.002

-0.004

-0.006

Im[R(1)]

-0.008

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
t/a

FIG. 1.

B =529, kg, =0.13550 and valence masses, Ky, =
0.13550, Ky = 0.13430.

The imaginary part of R'“ as defined in Eq. (26) using
a J(x) = A4(x) = g(x)y4ysu(x) meson interpolating field, for
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0.015

0.01
385383

0.005

R(t)

-0.005

-0.015 : : : : : : : ] ]
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 85 40 45
t/a

FIG. 2. R'" as defined in Eq. (27) using a J(x) = A4(x) =
G(x)y4ysu(x) meson interpolating field, for B8 = 5.29, ke, =
0.13550 and valence masses, kK, = 0.13550, «k,n =
0.134 30. Fit function is y = Atanh[b(r — L,/2)], where A and
b are fit parameters.

coth[E;(t — L,/2)] and tanh[E;(t — L,/2)] for J(x) =
I1(x) and J(x) = A4(x) pseudoscalar mesons, respectively.

Figure 1 shows a typical example of the ratio in Eq. (26)
using a J(x) = A,(x) pseudoscalar meson ({(£)¥), where
we observe a plateau between t = 7 and t = 40. After
extracting R'® from the plateaus, we use Eq. (26) to extract
(&)bare Similarly, a hyperbolic tangent fit to the ratio R'? in
Fig. 2 and a constant fit to R** in Fig. 3 allow for the
extraction of (£)Y* and (£2)%%, respectively.

Here and in the following, we use the notation (£")° and
(€M% to distinguish the results for J(x) = II(x) and
J(x) = A4(x) pseudoscalar mesons, respectively.

D. Operator renormalization and mixing

In general, bare lattice operators must be renormalized
in some scheme S and at a scale M. If the operator is

-0.005 } l l@

* 0.01 | S%ﬁﬁ%%ﬂ ﬁ Tl )lﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
-0.015 B % ‘ 3|
-0.02

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
t/a
FIG. 3. R?*® as defined in Eq. (28) using a J(x) = g(x)ysu(x)

meson interpolating field, for 8 = 5.29, kg, = 0.13590 and
degenerate valence masses, K, = 0.13490, «,,» = 0.13490.
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multiplicatively renormalizable, which is the case for the
operators (20) and (21), we have

O8(M?) = Z{H(M*)O(a), (29)

where O(a) denotes the bare operator at lattice spacing a.
Since (£") is computed from a ratio of two-point functions
with the operator @ in the numerator and the 4-component
of the axial vector current @, in the denominator the
renormalized value is given by

S 2
@nsory = 28 e a0
0,

if O is multiplicatively renormalizable.

In this work, we renormalize our operators nonperturba-
tively. Here we restrict ourselves to a short outline of the
procedure. More details can be found in Section 5.2.3 of
Ref. [66], and a fuller account will be given in a forth-
coming publication.

We start from a MOM-like renormalization condition
imposed on the lattice [67,68] and perform a chiral ex-
trapolation of the nonperturbative renormalization factors
at fixed B and fixed momentum. We then apply continuum
perturbation theory to calculate the renormalization group
invariant renormalization factor ZRS! from the chirally
extrapolated Zs [66]. Our results for the operators (20)
and (21), i.e. ZRG! and ZRO!, can be found in Table II,
where also Z, is given. Note that Z and ZR%! coincide for
0, because the anomalous dimension of the axial vector
current vanishes.

In the final step we have to convert ZRC! to the MS
scheme at some renormalization scale M?> = w?. This is
done perturbatively, and the result depends on the value of
A5 in physical units. We use roAyg = 0.617 [62] and
ro = 0.467 fm to obtain Ayg = 261 MeV. For the opera-

tors (20) and (21) we find ZMS/ZRGI = (.7154 at the scale
u? =4 GeV2.

If there are operators having the same quantum numbers
and the same or lower dimension, they may mix with the
operator we are interested in and we must renormalize our
operator via

O(M?) = Z.Z"‘SJ(MZ’ a)0;(a). (31)
J

From [60] we know that Of,, (Eq. (22)) mixes with
0% [Eq. (24)] such that the renormalized operator can be

written as
0%, = 25,04, + 25, 045 (32)
If we restrict ourselves to forward matrix elements, the
operator Of,} cannot contribute and Of,, becomes effec-
tively multiplicatively renormalizable. Thus we can com-
pute Zflz in Eq. (32) nonperturbatively as sketched above.
A sample result is shown in Fig. 2 of Ref. [69], where ZRS!

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 074501 (2006)

is called Z&),. Our numbers for ZRG! are also given in
Table II.

The mixing factor ZS. , on the other hand, has only been
computed in one-loop tadpole-improved lattice perturba-
tion theory [58]. In order to avoid the logarithms in the
perturbative expressions we work at the scale u?> = 1/a?,
where a is obtained from the value of ry/a in the chiral
limit [64]. In this way we find the numbers given in
Table III.

The values of the conversion factor Z}S/ZRS! at the
relevant scales are again computed in continuum perturba-
tion theory and are collected in Table IV.

Denoting the unrenormalized values of f1; and (£2) by
fhare and (£2)ba, respectively, we have from Eq. (16)

0104, ITI(p)) = [ p; pypa(E2)Poe, (33)
and
01035, 1TL(p)) = fi py py py(Z5,(ER0 + Z5,)
78 75,
= fupipapi( GER £ T, G64)
@4 @4

Here the renormalized fy is given by
fn = Zo,fii", (35)

and for the renormalized (£2) we get

z$ 7S,
(&) = 412 (£2ybare 4 Zmix (36)
Z(94 Z(94

So we first obtain (£2) at the scale u3 = (1/a)*. Using
the relation between (£2) and the Gegenbauer moment a,,
Eq. (17), along with the NLO scale dependence of the
latter, Eq. (7), we get (£?) at the scale u> = 4 GeV?. We
calculate the running coupling from the 4-loop approxima-
tion of the B-function in the MS scheme with Asyis =
0.261 GeV [62].

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Mesons with mass degenerate quarks

Investigating quark mass degenerate mesons, i.e., the
matrix element Eq. (16) using the operator in Eq. (15)
with identical masses for the fermion propagators, allows
us to investigate the structure of the pions. In this case, all
odd moments vanish, hence we focus on the lowest non-
trivial moment, (£2).

For each of our data sets, we extract a value for (&2
from Eq. (28) and renormalize using Eq. (36). In Table V
we present our results for (£2)*®. We find that the results
for (£?) using the A, meson interpolating operator lead to
very poorly constrained chiral and continuum extrapola-
tions for operators involving 2 derivatives. Hence in the
following we only discuss the results for (£2) obtained
using the II interpolating field.

>bare
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FIG. 4. Chiral extrapolation of (£2), at constant 8 for 8 =
5.40 (top) and B = 5.29 (bottom) for OF,, from Eq. (22) in the
MS scheme at u? = 4 GeV2.

In order to obtain a result in the continuum limit at the
physical pion mass, we first extrapolate our results at
constant S to the physical pion mass. In Fig. 4 we display
the chiral extrapolations for 8 = 5.40 (top) and 5.29 (bot-
tom), while Fig. 5 contains the corresponding extrapola-
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FIG. 5. Chiral extrapolation of (£2), at constant 8 for 8 =
5.25 (top) and B = 5.20 (bottom) for OF,, from Eq. (22) in the
MS scheme at u? = 4 GeV2.
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FIG. 6. Results for (¢?),, for each value of B at the physical
pion mass as a function of a? for 0%, from Eq. (22) in the MS
scheme at u? = 4 GeV2.

tions for B = 5.25 (top) and 5.20 (bottom). These results
exhibit only a mild dependence on the quark mass and their
values at the physical pion mass agree within errors. The
smooth linear behavior of (£?) was predicted in
Refs. [70,71] where it was shown that at next-to-leading
order in chiral perturbation theory, all possible nonanalytic
corrections to the matrix elements (16) are contained in
Sfu-

Now that we have calculated results at the physical pion
mass for each choice of 3, we are in a position to examine
the behavior of our results as a function of the lattice
spacing. In Fig. 6 we use the values of ry/a extrapolated
to the chiral limit for each B (see Table 3 of Ref. [64]) to
study the dependence of our results on the lattice spacing.
Even though our operators are not O(a)-improved, we find
a negligible dependence on the lattice spacing, at least
when compared to the statistical errors.

Employing a linear extrapolation to the continuum limit
at the physical pion mass, we find the second moment of
the pion’s distribution amplitude to be

<§2>$(M2 =4 GeV?) = 0.269(39), (37)

with an acceptable x?/dof = 0.5, which is close to the
value (E2)M5(u? =4 GeV?) = 0.286(49)70039 found in
Ref. [55], and larger than the asymptotic value, (£%),, =
0.2.

B. Mesons with mass nondegenerate quarks

When the masses of the quark and the antiquark in
Eq. (16) become unequal, the odd moments will no longer
vanish and—with appropriate adjustment of the quark
masses—we can directly obtain the corresponding mo-
ments of the Kaon. The results that will be discussed in
this section are tabulated in Tables VII, VIII, IX, and X.
Because of the large amount of resources required to
calculate these partially quenched results, we simulate at
a fixed value of 8 = 5.29 where we have four different sea
quark masses at our disposal. As a result, we are not able to
examine the lattice spacing dependence of these results.
However, we take encouragement from our results in the
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FIG. 7. (&), extracted from Eq. (28) at the working point,

B =529, ke, = 0.13500, as a function of the squared Kaon
mass, mg(, for various choices of the valence quark masses.
Results are quoted in the MS scheme at u? = 4 GeV2. The
vertical dotted line corresponds to the physical Kaon mass.

previous section, where we found that discretization effects
are small for (£?), and neglect the extrapolation to the
continuum limit.

Occasionally the raw data is so noisy that it is not
possible to perform a stable fit to one or more of the ratios
in Egs. (26)—(28). In such instances, we are unable to
report a result and hence gaps are present in Tables VII,
VIII, IX, and X.

1. Second moment

Figure 7 shows the second moment, (£?), extracted
from Eq. (28) at the working point, 8 = 5.29, Kk, =
0.13500, as a function of the squared Kaon mass, m%(, for
various choices of the valence quark masses. Here when we
refer to the Kaon mass, we mean a pseudoscalar mass
which is a function of two valence quarks, mg =
Mps(Kyait, Kyap), Where kyyp = Kyap. (These masses are
provided in the third columns of Tables VII, VIII, IX,
and X.) A solid symbol indicates the point where «,;; =
Kyal2 = Ksea- The behavior towards the chiral limit of the
available data points suggests that indeed a linear extrapo-

0.3
0.25
A 02
015 | | 1
01 ¢ A 013400 ]
; O  0.13500
0.05 | : O 013550 1
o i ‘ ‘ ‘ ¢ 0.13590
0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1 12 14

ma [GeV?]

FIG. 8. Results of fit in Eq. (38) for m, = mi™¥ together
with our results for (£2)y from all four values of k., at 8 = 5.29
considered. Results are quoted in the MS scheme at u? =
4 GeV?. The vertical dotted line corresponds to the physical
Kaon mass.
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lation is possible. The vertical dotted line indicates the
physical kaon mass, mg = 0.494 GeV.

In order to obtain a result at the physical 7 and K
masses, we performed similar fits at all available sea quark
masses corresponding to K, = 0.13400, 0.13500,
0.13550, 0.13590, and then tried to extrapolate in the sea
quark mass (Or 7, = My (Ksear Kea)) t0 M, = 0.140 GeV.
This final extrapolation, however, turns out to be unreliable
(large x?/dof). Hence we attempt to fit to all the data
available with the global ansatz

<§2>K =at Bm%’(Ksea’ Ksea) + ')’m%((Kvall: Kva]2)> (38)

with three fit parameters, «, B, y. After performing such a
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FIG. 9. Results for (£2)k as in Fig. 8 but with all four values of
K., Separated for clarity. Each solid line corresponds to the fitted
ansatz, Eq. (38), for m, (ke k) €valuated at, going from top
to bottom, Ky, = 0.13400, ks, = 0.13500, k., = 0.13550
and kg, = 0.13590. The vertical dotted lines correspond to
the physical Kaon mass.
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fit we find
a = 0.264(7), B = —0.00005(841),

39)
y = —0.016(9),

with a y?/dof = 1.06. The fit results indicate that the
dependence of (£2) on the sea quark mass is negligible,
while the dependence on the valence quarks is very small.

In Fig. 8 we display all our results for (£2)x for all four
sea quark masses, together with the fitted ansatz, Eq. (38),
at the physical pion mass, ie. a+ ,BmfwhyS +
ym%(Kyai1, Kyain), given by the solid line. For further clari-
fication, the result of this fit is also shown in Fig. 9 for each
value of k., separately. In this figure, each solid line
corresponds to the fitted ansatz, Eq. (38), for
M (Keeq Keea) €valuated at, going from top to bottom,
Keea = 0.13400, kg, = 0.13500, kg, = 0.13550 and
Kea = 0.13590. For example, in the top figure, the solid
line refers to a + Bm2(0.13400, 0.13400) +
ym%(Kya1, Keain), Where m2(0.13400,0.13400) is taken
from Table 1.

To obtain our final result, we insert the physical values
for m, and myg, together with the fitted parameters in
Eq. (39), into Eq. (38) and we find in the MS scheme at
w? =4 GeV?

(ES (2 = 4 GeV2) = 0.260(6). (40)

Since we only have results with nondegenerate quark
masses at one value of B =15.29, we are not able to
perform a continuum extrapolation of (£2). We are, how-
ever, able to gain an estimate of the systematic error due to
discretization effects by comparing the result for (£2),. at
B = 5.29 with that in the continuum limit (37). Such a
comparison suggests that there is a systematic error of
roughly 6% due to discretization effects.

Comparing the results in Egs. (37) and (40), we see that
second moments for the Kaon and pion coincide within
errors, in agreement with findings in Refs. [31,33].

2. First moment

Figures 10 and 11 show the first moment, (&), for the
working points 8 = 5.29, k., = 0.13500 and B = 5.29,
Kea = 0.13590, respectively, as obtained from the two
operators O, (20) and @Z x (21). The results are plotted
as a function of the mass splitting of the two quarks making
up the meson, or more specifically m% — m?%. Here my is
the mass of a pseudoscalar meson constructed with one
heavy and one light quark, while m is the mass of a
pseudoscalar meson constructed with two light quarks,
Le. mK(Kvall’ KvalZ)s mn’(Kvall’ Kvall) with Kyall = Kyaia-
The points lie on a straight line, once again as predicted
in Refs. [70,71].

The vertical lines in Figs. 10 and 11 show the location of
the physical K-z mass splitting and it is here that we
extract our results for (£)x at each sea quark mass. These

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 074501 (2006)
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FIG. 10. Result for (£); and (&); for B =529, K =
0.135 00, in the MS scheme at u? = 4 GeV?2. The vertical dotted
line corresponds to the physical m% — m% mass difference.

results are given in Table VI together with slopes obtained
from the simple fit

(&) = B(m¥k — m2). (41)

We observe that at each kg, the four sets of results
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FIG. 11. Result for (&) and (&) for B =529, Key=
0.13590, in the MS scheme at u?> = 4 GeVZ. The vertical dotted

line corresponds to the physical m% — m2 mass difference.
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FIG. 12. Sea quark mass dependence of (¢)) for 8 = 5.29, in
the MS scheme at u?> =4 GeV2. The vertical dotted lines
correspond to the physical 7 mass.
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FIG. 13. Sea quark mass dependence of (¢); for 8 = 5.29, in
the MS scheme at u?> =4 GeV>. The vertical dotted lines
correspond to the physical 7 mass.

obtained with two different operators and two different
Kaon interpolating fields all agree well.

In order to extract a result at the physical pion mass, we
examine the sea quark mass dependence of our results by
plotting them as a function of the pion mass calculated with
Kyal = Kgea (Table I) in Figs. 12 and 13 for the operators
04, (20) and O%, (21), respectively. We extrapolate
linearly in the mass of the light quark to the physical
pion mass and quote the results in the last row of
Table VI. Averaging over the four results, we find

(ENS (12 = 4 GeV?) = 0.0272(5). 42)

Similar to the result for (¢2)x in Eq. (40), we expect that
there is a systematic error of roughly 6% due to discretiza-
tion effects.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented results for the second moment of the
pion’s distribution amplitude and the first two moments of
the Kaon’s distribution amplitude, calculated on lattices
generated by the QCDSF/UKQCD collaboration with two
flavors of dynamical fermions. We use nonperturbatively
determined renormalization coefficients (apart from the
mixing with the operators containing total derivatives,
which is calculated perturbatively) to convert our result

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 074501 (2006)
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FIG. 14. Distribution amplitude of the pion using the expan-
sion in Eq. (3) with our result for ¢ = 0.201(114) and af = 0.
This result is obtained in the MS scheme at u?> = 4 GeV?. The
shaded area indicates the results obtained when aj varies be-
tween the maximum and minimum values allowed by its error.

to the MS scheme at 4 GeV2. Our results give model-
independent insights into the distribution amplitude of
pseudoscalar mesons with degenerate and nondegenerate
quark masses.

We find for the pion (£2), = 0.269(39), which is
in agreement with other results appearing in the literature
and larger than the asymptotic value. For the
K-meson we obtain (£)x = 0.0272(5)(17) and (&%) =
0.260(6)(16), where the first error is statistical and the
second is an estimate of the systematic error due to the
fact that we have results with nondegenerate quarks at one
value of B8 = 5.29 only, i.e., no continuum extrapolation.
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FIG. 15. Distribution amplitude of the Kaon using the expan-
sion in Eq. (3) with our results for a¥ = 0.0453(9)(29) and a5 =
0.175(18)(47). These results are obtained in the MS scheme at
u? =4 GeV?. The shaded area indicates the results obtained
when af and af vary between the maximum and minimum

values allowed by their errors.
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FIG. 16. Distribution amplitude of the pion using the expan-
sion in Eq. (3) with a7 = 0.201(114) and af = —0.10(5). This
result is obtained in the MS scheme at u? =4 GeV2. The
shaded area indicates the results obtained when we fix aj at
its central value and let aj vary between the maximum and
minimum values allowed by its error.

The coefficients a,, in the Gegenbauer expansion of the
DAs in Eq. (3) are related to the moments (£") by simple
algebraic relations (17). Using our result in Eq. (37) we
obtain, for the 77-meson

a?(u? =4 GeV?) = 0.201(114), 43)

and from Egs. (40) and (42) for the K-meson:
ak(p? = 4 GeV?) = 0.0453(9)(29), (44)
a¥(u? = 4 GeV?) = 0.175(18)(47). (45)

While our result for a7 is larger than the transverse lattice
result [42], all three numbers are well within the range
suggested by QCD sum rule estimates and supported (for
the pion) by the analysis of CLEO data on the 7y*y
transition form factor, cf. Eqs. (11) and (12). Also the
SU(3) breaking in the second Gegenbauer coefficient turns
out to be small, in agreement with [31,33]. We note that in
the context of SU(3) flavor violation, one might be worried
about the absence of a dynamical strange quark in our
simulations, however there has recently appeared a Ny =
2 + 1 lattice calculation of a{( [72] which is in good
agreement with our result, giving us confidence that the
effects of a dynamical strange quark are probably small.

Our results indicate that it is important to consider not
only the chiral extrapolation of the lattice results to the
physical quark masses, but also to perform simulations at
small enough lattice spacings to allow for a reliable ex-
trapolation to the continuum limit.

The corresponding DAs obtained by the truncation of
the general expression in Eq. (3) after the second term are
shown in Fig. 14 and 15 for the 7 and the K-mesons,
respectively. Note that the K-meson DA is tilted towards

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 074501 (2006)

larger momentum fractions carried by the heavier strange
quark, which is in agreement with general expectations.

In order to illustrate the possible effect of higher-order
terms in the Gegenbauer expansion, we also show in
Fig. 16 the pion DA obtained with the addition of the
fourth-order polynomial with the coefficient aj =
—0.10(5) taken from Ref. [38]. In both cases (with and
without a}’) the value of the DA in the middle point agrees
well with the estimate in Eq. (13). The question whether
the “camel-hump” structure of the DA is present in the
physical DA depends on the contribution of yet higher-
order polynomials that are beyond the reach of the present
analysis.
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APPENDIX: LATTICE RESULTS BY WORKING
POINT

The following tables summarize our findings at individ-
ual working points.

TABLE I. Lattice parameters: Gauge coupling (3, sea quark
hopping parameter k,, lattice volume, the force scale, r(, and
pion mass. The latter three are given in lattice units.

B Keea Volume ro/a am,
5.20 0.13420 163 X 32 4.077(70) 0.5847(12)
5.20 0.13500 163 X 32 4.754(45) 0.4148(13)
5.20 0.13550 16® X 32 5.041(53) 0.2907(15)
5.25 0.134 60 16® X 32 4.737(50) 0.4932(10)
5.25 0.13520 163 X 32 5.138(55) 0.3821(13)
5.25 0.13575 243 X 48 5.532(40) 0.255 56(55)
5.29 0.13400 163 X 32 4.813(82) 0.5767(11)
5.29 0.13500 163 X 32 5.227(75) 0.42057(92)
5.29 0.13550 243 X 48 5.566(64) 0.326 96(64)
5.29 0.13590 243 X 48 5.840(70) 0.23956(71)
5.40 0.13500 243 X 48 6.092(67) 0.40301(43)
5.40 0.13560 243 X 48 6.381(53) 0.31232(67)
5.40 0.136 10 243 X 48 6.714(64) 0.22081(72)
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TABLE II. Results for the nonperturbative RGI renormalization constants, ZRO!, for the operators defined in Egs. (20)—(22) as well
as for O,.

B Vive Zy" Z5 Zo,
520 1.52(4) 1.55(5) 2.4(1) 0.765(5)
5.25 1.52(4) 1.55(5) 2.4(1) 0.769(4)
5.29 1.54(4) 1.56(5) 2.45(10) 0.772(4)
5.40 1.57(3) 1.60(4) 2.5(1) 0.783(4)

NS

TABLE III.  Results for the renormalization mixing coefficient, ZM$, computed in tadpole-improved perturbation theory in the MS
scheme at the scale w? = (1/a)?, where a is obtained from the value of ry/a in the chiral limit [64].

B w? =1/a? [GeV?] A
5.20 53361 —0.002 58
525 6.2001 —0.00253
5.29 6.9696 —0.002 50
5.40 9.7344 —0.002 40

TABLE IV. Results for Zg/ Z8Gl at u? = (1/a)? for the lattice spacings a in our simulations.

B u? = (1/a)? [GeV?] 238 ) 2851
5.20 5.3361 0.5650
5.25 6.2001 0.5545
5.29 6.9696 0.5465
5.40 9.7344 0.5262

TABLE V. Bare results for (£2)) and (£2)43 calculated on each dataset with degenerate valence quark masses Ky, = Kea-

B Ksea (£ (0
5.20 0.13420 0.1353(47) 0.1447(46)
5.20 0.13500 0.1296(77) 0.1575(62)
5.20 0.13550 0.1518(65) 0.140(10)
5.25 0.13460 0.1380(55) 0.1328(82)
5.25 0.13520 0.1450(67) 0.1706(57)
5.25 0.13575 0.1371(82) 0.1541(93)
5.29 0.13400 0.1434(54) 0.1537(47)
5.29 0.13500 0.1346(37) 0.1587(35)
5.29 0.13550 0.1578(76) 0.1737(68)
5.29 0.13590 0.1401(94) 0.1769(77)
5.40 0.13500 0.1488(42) 0.1516(58)
5.40 0.13560 0.1581(86) 0.1780(74)
540 0.136 10 0.1495(83) 0.172(11)
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TABLE VL. (£)g at the physical m% — m2 mass splitting together with the slope, B, of the fit in Eq. (41) for 8 = 5.29, in the MS
scheme at u? = 4 GeV?2. The last row contains the values for (¢)g chirally extrapolated in the sea quark mass to the physical point.

Ksea (&% B; (O By & B @&y By
0.13400 0.0215(5) 0.098(4) 0.0222(8) 0.099(6) 0.0231(4) 0.104(3) 0.0223(19) 0.121(18)
0.13500 0.0234(2) 0.102(1) 0.0231(2) 0.102(1) 0.0247(2) 0.110(1) 0.0248(1) 0.110(1)
0.13550 0.0240(5) 0.120(3) 0.0246(3) 0.121(2) 0.0276(3) 0.123(2) 0.0277(3) 0.124(2)
0.13590 0.0251(6) 0.123(4) 0.0237(4) 0.126(3) 0.0271(1) 0.121(1) 0.0267(2) 0.119(1)

0.0261(3) 0.0252(11) 0.0287(9) 0.0289(16)

TABLE VII. Bare results for (£) and (£2) for various choices of valences quarks with ky,; = K., together with the corresponding
pseudoscalar mass, m,(Kya1, Kyap)- Here 8 = 5.29 and K, = 0.13400.

B =5.29, Ky, = 0.13400
Kyall Kya2 amps <§>Z <§>§5 <§>[5; <§>25 <§2>151 <§2>25
0.13400 0.13400 0.5767(11)  —0.00027(99)  0.0001(11) 0.1434(54)  0.1537(47)
0.13440 0.13400 0.5583(10)  0.0053(10)  0.0059(11) 0.005873(71)  0.005989(92)  0.1445(58)  0.1552(50)
0.13525 0.13400 0.5179(11) 0.0179(14) 0.0190(15)  0.01844(30) 0.018 88(40) 0.1468(70)  0.1586(60)
0.13525 0.13440 0.4981(11) 0.0121(14) 0.0131(15) 0.01257(24) 0.01290(32) 0.1475(76)  0.1600(64)
0.13525 0.13525 0.4541(11) 0.1490(94)  0.1636(77)
0.13580 0.13400 0.4906(11) 0.0259(15) 0.0270(17)  0.026 66(58) 0.02741(78) 0.1480(83)  0.1607(70)
0.13580 0.13440 0.4700(11) 0.0201(16) 0.0210(18)  0.02080(53) 0.02146(73) 0.1485(90) 0.1621(75)
0.13580 0.13525 0.4237(12) 0.0076(19) 0.0083(20)  0.00826(33) 0.008 67(50) 0.149(11) 0.1656(90)

0.13580 0.13580  0.3913(14) 0.150(14) 0.169(11)
0.13630 0.13400  0.4639(15) 0.0332(19) 0.0337(21)  0.0352(14) 0.0367(19) 0.151(11) 0.1633(91)
0.13630 0.13440  0.4423(16) 0.0275(19) 0.0277(22)  0.0294(15) 0.0311(20) 0.153(13) 0.1651(99)
0.13630 0.13525  0.3929(21) 0.0154(23) 0.0150(25) 0.0172(16) 0.0191(27) 0.159(18) 0.171(13)
0.13630 0.13580  0.3569(32) 0.0081(28) 0.0072(29)  0.0093(18) —0.0009(17) 0.165(35) 0.178(18)
0.13630 0.13630 0.305(14) 0.17(15) 0.183(36)

TABLE VIII. Bare results for (£) and {£2) for various choices of valences quarks with k,,; = K0, together with the corresponding
pseudoscalar mass, m,s(Kya, Kyap)- Here 8 = 5.29 and K, = 0.13500.

B =529, ke, = 0.13500

Kyall Kyal2 amps <§>(51 <§)25 <§>2 <§>;§5 <§2>(51 <§2>25
0.13390 0.13390  0.53134(84) 0.00035(68) 0.00028(78) 0.1332(29)  0.1521(32)
0.13430 0.13390 0.51236(86) 0.00622(70)  0.00647(81)  0.006642(76) 0.006706(75) 0.1336(31)  0.1532(34)
0.13430 0.13430 0.49293(76) 0.00040(73)  0.00028(85) 0.1339(28)  0.1544(28)

0.13500 0.13390 0.47803(88) 0.01731(94) 0.01713(92) 0.01838(28) 0.01850(27) 0.1342(35)  0.1555(38)
0.13500 0.13430 045771(90) 0.01078(80) 0.01100(96)  0.01163(20) 0.01179(20) 0.1344(37)  0.1566(40)
0.13500 0.13500 0.42053(82) 0.00049(92)  0.0002(10) 0.1346(37)  0.1587(35)
0.13550 0.13390 0.45254(91) 0.0253(11) 0.02527(98)  0.026 57(50) 0.026 86(51) 0.1345(40)  0.1573(43)
0.13550 0.13430 0.43142(93) 0.0191(11) 0.0188(10) 0.01996(45) 0.020 13(45) 0.1345(42)  0.1587(45)
0.13550  0.13500 0.39249(98)  0.0080(10) 0.0078(12) 0.008 33(27) 0.008 32(27) 0.1344(47)  0.1602(50)
0.13550 0.13550 0.36283(91)  0.0006(12) 0.0001(13) 0.1344(50)  0.1619(44)
0.13600 0.13390 0.42603(97) 0.0335(13) 0.0335(15) 0.03505(92) 0.03518(93) 0.1346(46)  0.1590(49)
0.13600 0.13430 0.40392(99) 0.0274(14) 0.0271(15) 0.028 46(90) 0.028 42(92) 0.1344(49)  0.1598(52)
0.13600 0.13500 0.3628(10) 0.0159(12) 0.0157(13) 0.01690(79) 0.016 58(86) 0.1339(56) 0.1617(58)
0.13600 0.13550  0.3309(11) 0.0085(14) 0.0079(15) 0.008 64(57) 0.00827(71) 0.1332(64) 0.1637(64)
0.13600 0.13600  0.2962(11) 0.0010(18) 0.0006(19) 0.1320(81)  0.1665(65)
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TABLE IX. Bare results for (¢) and (£?) for various choices of valences quarks with x,,; = K., together with the corresponding
pseudoscalar mass, m,(Kya1, Kyap)- Here 8 = 5.29 and K, = 0.13550.

B =529, ke, = 0.13550

Kyall Kyal2 amps <§>151 <§>§5 <§>157 <§>2S <§2>151 <§2>25
0.13430  0.13430  0.46159(55) —0.0006(8) —0.0005(10) 0.1484(37)  0.1579(37)
0.13490 0.134 30 0.430 65(56) 0.0109(9) 0.0110(12) 0.0115(1) 0.0116(2) 0.1510(41) 0.1617(40)
0.13490 0.13490 0.39820(58) —0.0008(11) —0.0008(14) 0.1525(45) 0.1645(45)

0.13550  0.13430  0.39837(59) 0.0226(11) 0.0228(14)  0.0234(4)  0.0236(4)  0.1546(47)  0.1670(46)
0.13550  0.13490  0.36397(60) 0.0106(14) 0.0106(17)  0.0118(2)  0.01203)  0.1559(52)  0.1698(52)
0.13550 013550  0.32696(64)  —0.0020(16)  —0.0019(20) 0.1578(76)  0.1737(68)
0.13585  0.13430  0.37873(62) 0.0293(13) 0.0296(16)  0.0304(6)  0.0306(8)  0.1574(52)  0.1713(53)
0.13585  0.13490  0.34288(64) 0.0166(18) 0.0166(21)  0.0190(5)  0.0190(7)  0.1594(71)  0.1739(66)
0.13585  0.3550  0.30381(67) 0.0045(19) 0.0049(23)  0.0071(3)  0.0071(6)  0.1610(88)  0.1791(78)
0.13585  0.13585  027895(72)  —0.0034(22)  —0.0026(27) 0.162(10)  0.1841(91)
0.13620  0.13430  0.35835(74) 0.0355(17) 0.0362(21)  0.0380(13)  0.0382(17)  0.1613(64)  0.1770(66)
0.13620  0.13490  0.32065(78) 0.0220(24) 0.0226(27)  0.0266(13)  0.0269(21)  0.1646(88)  0.1812(83)

0.13620  0.13550  0.27880(88) 0.0098(26) 0.0112(30)  0.0147(12) 0.167(11)  0.1870(97)
0.13620 013585  0.2515(11) 0.0038(27) 0.0051(33) 0.168(13)  0.193(11)
0.13620  0.13620  0.2198(26) —0.0081(56)  —0.0044(51) 0.173(33)  0.201(18)

TABLE X. Bare results for (£) and (£2) for various choices of valences quarks with k., = Ky, together with the corresponding
pseudoscalar mass, m,s(Kya1, Kyap)- Here 8 = 5.29 and K, = 0.13590.

B =529, ke, = 0.13590

Kyall Kyal2 amps <§>g <§>25 <§>15; <§>25 <§2 151 <§2>25
0.13490  0.13490  0.37239(65) —0.0005(8) —0.0021(10) 0.1437(43)  0.1605(38)
0.13530  0.13490  0.34894(67) 0.0078(0) 0.0062(11)  0.0084(1)  0.0084(2)  0.1438(48)  0.1628(42)
0.13530 0.13530 0.32430(69) —0.0008(12) —0.0029(14) 0.1441(54) 0.1661(46)

0.13575  0.13490  0.32121(71) 0.0168(12) 0.0156(13)  0.0176(4)  0.0176(6)  0.1434(57)  0.1660(49)
0.13575  0.3530  0.29483(73) 0.0081(14) 0.0066(15)  0.0092(3)  0.0092(4)  0.1432(65)  0.1693(55)
0.13575 013575  026270(77)  —0.0018(20)  —0.0038(21) 0.1420(79)  0.1740(65)
0.13590  0.13490  0.31158(74) 0.0197(13) 0.0186(15)  0.0205(6)  0.0204(8)  0.1449(74)  0.1672(53)
0.13590  0.13530  0.28450(75) 0.0110(15) 0.0097(17)  0.0121(5)  0.0120(7)  0.1427(71)  0.1705(59)
0.13590  0.13575  0.25123(80) 0.0008(19)  —0.0005(21)  0.0029(2)  0.0028(3)  0.1411(86)  0.1751(71)
0.13590  0.3590  0.23925(82)  —0.0024(25)  —0.0042(26) 0.1401(94)  0.1769(77)
0.13617  0.13490  0.293 64(80) 0.0244(17) 0.0238(20)  0.0255(12)  0.0251(16)  0.1447(93)  0.1692(65)
0.13617  0.13530  0.26503(81) 0.0157(19) 0.0149(22)  0.0170(13)  0.0162(17)  0.1407(87)  0.1725(73)

013617  0.13575  0.22921(86) 0.0054(25) 0.0047(28)  0.0077(13) 0.139(11) 0.1770(88)
0.13617  0.13590  0.21603(89) 0.0019(28) 0.0013(30) 0.138(12) 0.1787(96)
0.13617  0.13617 0.1897(10) —0.0042(44) —0.0044(44) 0.134(15) 0.182(12)
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