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Introduction

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD), the theory of strong interaction, gives rise
to a rich hadronic spectrum with pions as its lightest representatives. Due
to the large coupling at low energies, however, this sector cannot be treated
perturbatively and, so far, numerous of more or less efficient alternative tech-
niques have been developed to handle the underlying phenomenology.

Especially the light mesons are very well described by chiral perturba-
tion theory (ChPT), an effective field theory which captures the pions as the
Nambu-Goldstone bosons of broken chiral symmetry and basically represents
an expansion in terms of the quark masses and momenta [1, 2]. Pion scat-
tering is one important application in ChPT, in which the experimental data
for the scattering lengths agree to high accuracy with the theoretically de-
termined values [3]. Yet, the aesthetic obstacle is that ChPT can be derived
only based on pure considerations of symmetry. So far, there is no way to
determine the coefficients of the involved operators, the so-called low energy
constants, directly from QCD [4].

Quite the contrary is the case in lattice QCD, a non-perturbative method
in which the discrete lattice represents a distinct regularization scheme in
order to solve the functional integral of QCD. The big impact of lattice QCD
is that its structure is perfectly fit to perform numerical simulations and,
hence, to investigate the hadronic spectrum and important observables of
QCD such as scattering lengths from first principles. Algorithmic progress
and increasing computational power nowadays even allow dynamical, un-
quenched simulations. In this way, the S-wave pion scattering length a2
belonging to the isospin channels I = 2 has been computed by the CP-PACS
collaboration [5]. Unfortunately, the costs of such computations scale with
powers of the inverse quark mass. Thus, the simulation of light quarks is
extremely expensive [6]. For this reason, simulations are still performed with
heavier quark masses than in nature. The results are then extrapolated to
the physical point. The validity of this approach, however, strongly depends
on the underlying fitting formulae. The general idea is to employ the results
from ChPT as fitting formulae as long as the quark masses in the simulation



are sufficiently small. The quark masses are then considered as variables and
the low energy constants as fitting parameters. As a byproduct, one obtains
numerical estimates for the involved low energy constants which can then be
compared with the phenomenologically determined values.

Since computations in lattice QCD strongly rely on the chosen lattice
action, the framework of ChPT must be properly adapted to the underlying
lattice theory in order to ensure the validity of the fitting process for a dis-
tinct observable. For the Wilson action, this has been done by developing
a Wilson chiral perturbation theory (WChPT) [7-9]. This extended effective
continuum theory takes explicitly into account the effects of a non-vanishing
lattice spacing.

In this diploma thesis, pion scattering in WChPT is studied. The aim of
the present work is to derive analytic expressions which can be used to fit
numerical data obtained from pion scattering on the lattice. We compute the
on-shell pion scattering amplitude to one loop assuming isospin symmetry for
Ny = 2. From the amplitude, we derive with the effective range formalism
analytic expressions for the scattering lengths a! for the lowest non-vanishing
partial waves [ in all isospin channels I = 0,1,2. These are the scattering
lengths a), aZ and ai. They can be used to extrapolate lattice data from pion
scattering to the physical point.

In lattice QCD, the lattice spacing is, like the quark mass, a source of
explicit chiral symmetry breaking. Therefore, we concentrate our calculations
on two different regimes depending on the order of magnitude of the quark
mass compared with the discretization effects of the lattice spacing: 1) The
quark mass is of the same order of magnitude as the linear lattice spacing
effects. 2) Higher order lattice artifacts are not negligible any more, such that
the quark mass is of the same order of magnitude as the quadratic lattice
spacing effects. For the first scenario, the a2 scattering length has already
been computed [10]. In this thesis, we will compute the scattering lengths
in the second scenario for all isospin channels. From this achievement, we
will derive the corresponding expressions for the first regime and discuss the
qualitative differences of the appropriate fitting formulae. Especially the
differences to ChPT in the continuum will be discussed in detail.

The present work is structured as follows: In chapter 1, we extensively
explain the machinery of ChPT and extend it to WChPT. In chapter 2,
we apply the framework developed so far on the two quark mass scenarios
mentioned above and construct the full necessary lagrangian. Then, the
scattering amplitude is computed in chapter 3 and, finally, the scattering
lengths and the corresponding fitting formulae are extracted in chapter 4.



Chapter 1

Chiral perturbation theory

In the first chapter, the concepts of ChPT are presented. We start with a very
brief summary of QCD and its most important symmetries. Chiral symmetry
and chiral symmetry breaking will lead us directly to the ideas of ChPT. The
whole machinery will be explained in detail in the continuum such that the
inclusion of the lattice spacing through WChPT can be developed in the last
section.

1.1 Quantum chromodynamics

QCD is formulated as an SU(3) non-abelian gauge theory of color charge. It
is constructed by claiming invariance of the action with respect to a distinct
local continuous group transformation, in QCD, this is SU(3). Let §(z) be a
representation of this group. If one considers, for example, a pure fermionic
lagrangian Lg, = 1(i¢ — m)v and performs the group transformation 1 =
g1, one finds that L, is not invariant due to the derivative acting on the
product gv. However, the occurrence of additional terms which break the
invariance can be compensated by introducing additional fields, gauge fields,
whose transformation properties are constructed in such a way that the whole
theory remains invariant. Finally, one can construct other SU(3) invariants
out of the new gauge fields itself. The requirement of renormalizability,
gauge invariance and Lorentz invariance then dictates the QCD lagrangian
[11]. We will not outline this procedure in more detail but simply write down
the gauge invariant QCD lagrangian and then subsequently explain the most



important features. Here it is:

1 o
Lqocp = —ZFWFQ + Zl/)( ® (i, — gk)%g : (1.1)

The fermions which carry color charge are the quarks. We express this color
by an additional index 7 = 1,2,3 on the Dirac spinor ;. This is not to
be confused with the Dirac index which we suppress in order to keep the
notation as simply as possible. The quarks appear in six different flavors a =
u,d, s, c, b,t whoses masses vary over many orders of magnitude. The lightest
quarks, for instance, the up quark u and the down quark d, have masses
around m, = 1.5 to 3.3MeV and my = 3.5 to 6.0 MeV, while the heaviest
quark, the top quark ¢ is around 171 GeV [13]. For the low energy effective
theory, we will later restrict our calculations to the lightest quarks, the u and
d quarks, and take the effects of heavy virtual quarks into consideration by
properly adapting the effective low energy constants of the theory. D "k in
(1.1) is the covariant derivative. It is given by

Dby = 7010, + igAS jk)lbk (1.2)

where we have summed over repeated indices. The A* are the eight group
generators for the d = 3 fundamental representation of SU(3). The Aj
with color-index a = 1,...,8 are the SU(3) gauge fields, the gluons, which
are the mediators of the strong interaction. The gauge fields themselves
transform in the adjoint representation of SU(3), unlike the quarks where
each flavor transforms as the fundamental triplet representation. ¢ is the
strong interaction coupling constant. The first term in (1.1) is the non-
abelian Maxwell term whose gauge field strength tensor Fj, is defined by

Fi, = 0,A) — 0,4, — gf“bcAZAf,. (1.3)

The gauge fields carry color charge (in contrast to quantum electrodynam-
ics where the photons, the mediators of the electromagnetic interaction, do
not carry any electric charge). The consequence thereof is that the gluons
themselves interact, and this fact makes the theory very complicate.

Long before the discovery of QCD other symmetries of the strong inter-
action were known. These are the discrete symmetries of parity and charge
conjugation as well as flavor symmetries. One can indeed check that (1.1)
is CP invariant. Since the gluons are flavor independent, (1.1) further ex-
hibits all the properties of the free quark model. This allows to discuss flavor
symmetry independently of the complicated chromodynamic interaction.

1So far, there is no experimental evidence that the strong interaction breaks the dis-
crete symmetries of parity and charge conjugation. Therefore, we have neglected the CP
breaking but renormalizable §-term. A detailed discussion can be found in [12].



1.2 Chiral symmetry

We consider the lagrangian for the free quark model
Lanarks = 9 (@78, —m! D) () = i 94 — My (1.4)

where we collected the quarks in a multiplet ¢ of Ny flavors

v=| " (15)
P

and defined an appropriate diagonal mass matrix M. TIn the chiral limit
where M = 0, (1.4) is invariant with respect to the following global symmetry
transformations:>

Vi o — =Ty, (1.6)
Ay — Y =T (1.7)

V is called vector transformation while A defines the axial transformation
involving 5. The T are the N7 — 1 generators of the SU(Ny) flavor group in
the fundamental representation, a® and 3* are real continuous parameters.
Further, we sum over repeated indices. With these definitions, we can deter-
mine the corresponding symmetry currents leading to the vector current Vi
and to the axial vector current A%:

Vua = T?Ta%ﬂﬂ, (18)
Ay = VT 59.

Taking the four-divergences and imposing the classical equations of motion
we get -
orVy = @(MT“ —T*M )1,

- ~ 1.10
AT = (NIT® + TN )ys0), (1.10)

One immediately sees that for M = 0 both the vector and the axial vector
current are conserved: MV = 9rAT = 0. For M # 0, however, the axial
symmetry is explicitly broken. In the special case of degenerate quark masses,
the mass matrix M commutes with all generators T and we can conclude

2We do not discuss here the additional U(1)y x U(1) 4 symmetry which leads to baryon
number conservation and to the famous Wess-Zumino-Witten anomaly.



from (1.10) that 0*V# = 0. This means that for degenerate quark masses the
SU(Ny) vector symmetry remains unbroken. According to Noether’s theorem
this generates a conserved symmetry charge, the vector charge

aQ*
dt

Q°(t) :/Voa(x)d% with 0. (1.11)

It satisfies an SU(Ny) charge algebra
[@Q"(1), Q" ()] = if"Q"(t) (1.12)

that allows us to organize the hadronic spectrum according to irreducible
representations of SU(Ny).

As mentioned in the previous section, the assumption of mass degen-
eracy is definitely not fulfilled. As an approximate symmetry, though, it
makes sense for the light quarks. Compared with the QCD energy scale
Aqcep ~ 1 GeV, the masses of the up and down quarks are very small. Their
mass difference, therefore, can be neglected in many calculations. As a con-
sequence, the masses of particles in a distinct multiplet involving only v and
d quarks like for example the pions or the nucleons are nearly degenerate. In
the present work, we perform the calculations for Ny = 2 in the limit where
indeed m, = my holds, i.e. we assume isospin symmetry.

Let us now come back to the massless case where "V = 9*A7 = 0.
While the corresponding vector charges Q¢ itself form a closed algebra, this
is not the case for the axial charges Q°*(t) = [ A%(z)d®>z whose commutation
relations are not independent from the vector charges:

[Q°(1), Q™ ()] =i f*Q(¢), (1.13)
[Q(1), Q7 (1)] =i f™*Q°(t). (1.14)

Defining a left-handed and a right-handed charge
Q= 5@+ Q") and Qh=5(Q"— Q") (115)

allows us to rewrite the commutation relations (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) such
that Q¢ and Q% separately fulfill the closure condition:

[QL(1), QL] =if" QL (t), (1.16)
[Q%(1), Qr(t)] =i f"QR(1), (1.17)
[Q1L(t), QR(1)] =0. (1.18)

These commutation relations are called chiral algebra and its symmetry
charges generate the chiral symmetry SU(Ny), x SU(Ny)g in which both



SU(Ny)r, and SU(Ny)p are independent from each other. On the level of the
symmetry currents, one defines correspondingly a left-handed current J7;
and a right-handed current J{y as linear independent combinations of the
vector and axial currents:

a 1 a a n 1+’Y a
wL = i(vp, + Au) = w”m 9 5T w (119)
a 1 a a -1 ~ V5 a
i =5 (Vi = A) = ¥ 2T (1.20)

Taking the four-divergence of the left- and right-handed current and imposing
(1.10) we see again, as expected, that for M = 0 both currents are conserved,
ie. 0"Jy = 0T = 0. Equations (1.19) and (1.20) are a good starting
point to get a deeper understanding of chirality. The operators

1=

14
_ 275 and Py = ~— (1.21)

hold the property of being projection operators with P+ Pgr = 1 and P, P;, =
Py, resp. PrPr = Pr. With some simple algebra, therefore, we can write the
left-handed and the right-handed current (1.19) and (1.20) as

T, = by T, (1.22)
Jir = YrT VR . (1.23)

Each current consists at any time only of independent left-handed or right-
handed spinors. This justifies the name chiral SU(Ny) x SU(Ny)p symme-
try.3

P

If chiral symmetry was realized in nature as an exact symmetry, we would
expect a chiral partner of degenerate mass and opposite parity for each ob-
served particle. To every pseudoscalar meson like a pion, for instance, one
would expect to find also a scalar counterpart. Since chiral symmetry is,
though, explicitly broken by the mass term, we expect the spectrum of the
two multiplets to differ only due to the strength of the explicit symmetry
breaking term. In nature, however, we do not observe the appropriate scalar
mesons. The same statement holds in the barionic sector where the multi-
plets of positive parity do not have a corresponding counterpart of negative
parity.

One can explain this fact if one assumes that the global chiral symmetry
is spontaneously broken down to a SU(Ny) vector symmetry. According to

3The word “chiral” stems from ancient Greek 1 yerp = hand. The left hand and
the right hand cannot be translated or rotated into each other. Analogously, the chiral
SU(N), x SU(N)p transformation means independent symmetry properties between left-
handed and right-handed spinors.



the Nambu-Goldstone theorem every broken symmetry generator produces
one massless spin zero particle, a Goldstone boson. As chiral symmetry is
also explicitly broken, the Goldstone bosons are not exactly massless, but
acquire a small mass.

This scenario fits perfectly into the phenomenological picture: The pions
are very much lighter than the 1~ vector mesons, the rho mesons. The same
holds for the two SU(3) octets of pseudoscalar mesons and vector mesons,
though, to a lesser extent due to the comparatively big mass of the strange
quark. This suggests that we can interpret the pseudoscalar mesons as the
Nambu Goldstone Bosons of the spontaneously broken chiral symmetry.

The pions as the lightest dynamical degrees of freedom in QCD form the
starting point for chiral perturbation theory. The idea is to incorporate all the
relevant symmetries of QCD as well as its symmetry breaking pattern in an
effective field theory. Then, the pions no longer appear as composite particles
but enter the theory as a multiplet of elementary pseudoscalar fields. At low
energies, only the pions propagate mediating the dynamics of QCD. All heavy
degrees of freedom are integrated out and enter the theory through effective
low energy constants. In the pioneering work on chiral perturbation theory
from Gasser and Leutwyler [1, 2] the effective theory is constructed in such a
way that it leads to the same Ward identities which one encounters in QCD.
Hence, the considerations of global symmetry are reproduced correctly at
quantum level. However, there is no way of deriving the effective lagrangian
from the underlying theory. There are only pure symmetry arguments which
dictate the structure of the involved operators. Yet, the low energy constants
multiplying these operators must be determined by experiment. Once they
are fixed, however, the theory provides us with a useful tool to study low
energy QCD. This is the main intention of chiral perturbation theory.

1.3 Chiral perturbation theory in the contin-
uum

To explain the main features of chiral perturbation theory we first parameter-
ize the relevant degrees of freedom, i.e. the pions as the Goldstone bosons.
Then we explicitly construct the chiral effective lagrangian and finally we
investigate the range of applicability of chiral perturbation theory.

We will develop the theory in terms of charge eigenstates m; as linear
combinations of the physical pion fields 7+, 7= and 7°. With an appropriate



phase convention they are related as

wlz\}i(fr—i-w), W2:L<7T
These fields are collected in a vector @ = (my,m,m3). In a next step we
incorporate the pattern of chiral symmetry breaking. Spontaneous symmetry
breaking occurs if the groundstate of a theory is not invariant under a global
symmetry which is present in the lagrangian. Let G be the full symmetry
group of the lagrangian and H be a subgroup of G which leaves the ground
state invariant. The bottom line is that there exists an isomorphic mapping
¢ between the coset space G/H and the Goldstone boson fields

—7r7), mz=n". (1.24)

P (g, 7) (1.25)

where g € G is a representative of the chiral symmetry [4]. Such a mapping
can be written in terms of an SU(2) matrix field

Y =exp(ian/f) (1.26)

where ¢ are the Pauli matrices. Furthermore, we introduced the pion decay
constant for dimensional reasons. With this parametrization, ¥ transforms
bilinearly with respect to chiral transformations g

> L LYR' (1.27)

where L and R are two independent SU(2) matrices [4]. We refer to (1.26)
as the exponential parametrization of the pion fields. Note, however, that it
does not define a vector space because X(AT) # AX(7), i.e. in this param-
eterization, the pion fields transform with a nonlinear representation of the
symmetry group G.

We now embark upon the construction of the effective lagrangian. We will
follow mainly the derivation in [12] and, therefore, adapt our notation to the
case Ny = 3.* In order to correctly treat the classical symmetries at the quan-
tum level we switch for a moment to the path integral framework to define a
generating functional W of the theory. For this purpose, we slightly modify
the QCD lagrangian (1.1). We take the chiral lagrangian with M =0 and
add local external sources coupling to distinct currents and densities. The
currents in question are the left-handed and the right-handed currents (1.19)
and (1.20) as well as the corresponding singlet currents where 7% = 1. The

4One simply replaces 77 by the SU(3) analogon X7 with the eight Gell-Mann matrices
in (1.26)



10

densities are the scalar densities Y1p and YT as well as the pseudoscalar
densities ¢y51 and ;7). Including the sources l,(x), r,(x), s(z) and
p(z) the lagrangian reads

T+7s I—7s

1 - — _
E(lu,ru,s,p) = _ZF5VF5u+¢in¢_w7u 9 1“1/1—@0% 9 7«:“77@
—r(s +ip)¥r — Yr(s — ip)Yy. (1.28)

The source functions are space-time dependent 3 x 3 matrices given by
l, = 12 + T 1, = 7’2 +riTe s = "4, p=p° +p"T" (1.29)

where @ = 1,...,8 and the T are the generators of an SU(3) group in the
fundamental representation. Further, we have written the scalar density and
the pseudoscalar density as

U =R+ Yrp  and  Yyst = Yty — Prig (1.30)

using the projection operators P, and Py from the previous section. One
gets the QCD lagrangian (1.1) by setting [, = r, = p = 0 and s = M.
Setting all external sources equal to zero we obtain by construction the QCD
lagrangian in the chiral limit. The left handed current (1.19), for instance,
is computed by

oL - 1
iL = —m = ¢($)% Z%T“@Z)(x). (1.31)

The external sources, now, allow us to define a generating functional via the
path integral as

Wacep = / Dy DY DAL ¢t | ¢ Laco b durs) (1.32)

If one knows the generating functional W of a theory, one can compute
any desired matrix element of currents by taking functional derivatives with
respect to the corresponding external sources. For example, the vacuum
expectation value of the scalar density is computed by

OlnW

1
080(x) |s=n1
lpy=ru=pu=0

(0l (2)d()|0) = (1.33)

At a first glance, this approach looks like an increase in complexity. The
point, however, is that it allows us to connect QCD with the low energy
effective theory by simultaneously considering the effect of the sources in
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QCD and in the effective theory. The aim of the low energy expansion is to
maintain only the relevant degrees of freedom at the energy of interest, i.e.,
the Goldstone bosons. Hence, we write down a generating functional Wg
depending solely on the Goldstone fields and the sources:

Weff — /Dz eifd4£t£eff(2,l“7ru73,p)7 (134)

where Y is the parameterization defined in (1.26). This means that we have
to construct Leg in such a way that it reproduces the generating functional
of the underlying theory in the low energy limit:

%‘13%) WQCD[luar/.Lusap] = Weﬂ[luaru7s7p]' (135)

We only need to make sure that all the symmetries are mapped correctly
from Lqcep to Leg and that we have precise control over the range of the low
energy expansion. The latter is done later by introducing a power counting
scheme. The former will be investigated now.

The modified QCD lagrangian (1.28) exhibits an exact local, chiral SU(3)p,
x SU(3)g invariance if we claim the external fields to transform as gauge
fields. (This is the reason for the slightly artificial choice of matrices in

(1.29).)

Y, — L(x)Yr, Y — R(1)Yp,
l, — L(x)l#LT( ) + 10, L(z) L (z),
r, — R(x),R ()—i—i@ R(z)R'(x),
(s+ip) — L(x)(s+ip)R'(x). (1.36)

L(z) represents the local SU(3), transformations and R(x) the local SU(3)g
transformations. In order to preserve these symmetries in the generating
functional we construct L.g explicitly with these symmetries. In princi-
ple, this means that we extend the mapping (1.25) to a local symmetry
T — @(g(x), 7). In [1], it is shown that a sufficient condition for the Greens
functions obtained from an effective lagrangian to obey the Ward identities
of QCD is to incorporate the local SU(3) . x SU(3) g symmetry of the external
fields in the effective theory. This is the reason why the correct mapping of
the symmetries of the QCD lagrangian to the effective theory also holds at
quantum level and, hence, that (1.35) makes sense at all.

We now proceed in complete analogy to the SU(3) gauge theory of color
charge in section 1.1. Since both [, and r, enter the theory as gauge fields,
we construct a covariant derivative

D% = 9,5 +il, % — i¥r, (1.37)
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and field strength tensors

Ly, = 04, — 0, +i[l,, 1],

Ry, = 0ur,— 0y, +ilr,,ml. (1.38)
If we transform
¥ — L(2) R(2), (1.39)
then
DY — L(x)D,% Ri(z), (1.40)

and analogously we get for the field strength tensor
Ly — L(z)L,, L (), R,, — R(z)R,, R () (1.41)
Defining x = 2By(s + ip) which transforms according to (1.36) like
X = L(z)xR'(x) (1.42)

and By being an appropriate constant of proportionality we have operators
with definite transformation properties at hand to construct an effective chi-
rally invariant lagrangian. Simply take 3, %7, D, %, D, 3T, x, x" and the field
strength tensors and construct chirally invariant scalar functions that re-
spect Lorentz invariance as well as parity and charge conjugation. This can
neatly be done using traces in flavor space which we will denote with angled
brackets. Take for example

(D,2D"s) — (LD, SR'RD'SILY) = (D, 5D"sh) (1.43)
(xSt +5x1) = (IxRIREILT + LY RIRXILY) = (xT+ 5xt) - (1.44)

We simply used the unitarity of both L and R as well as the cyclic property
of traces. In the same way we can construct infinitely many chiral invariant
operator functions.

We now investigate the anticipated power counting scheme in order to re-
strict our considerations to a limited number of operators. Lorentz invariance
dictates that operators involving derivatives in Fourier space must always be
~ p?,p*, p%, .... In the expansion every power of momentum counts as one
power in energy. As will be justified later, y ~ E? and, hence, contributes
on the same level as p?. All operators on this level will be collected in the
leading order (LO) lagrangian £,. Correspondingly, we collect terms of order
FE* in the next to leading order (NLO) lagrangian £, and so on. This allows
us to write down the structure of the low energy expansion as

Lo = Lo+ Lo+ Lo+ ... . (1.45)
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For low energies we consider only a limited number of operators. Let us,
therefore, at first, construct the simplest term, the Lo term. It reads
f ’ T f ’ T T
— 1 I
£2—4<D“2D2>+4<E+2X>. (1.46)
These are all the operators on the E? level. Hence, it is the most general L.
Remember that in the exponential representation of the Goldstone fields ¥ is
always dimensionless and does not contribute with its own power in energy,
while D> ~ E. The pion decay constant of the chiral limit f is introduced
such that the dimension of the lagrangian is four. The factor of four in the
denominator is conventional.
(1.46) is still chirally invariant. Now, low energy QCD in the absence of
sources is recovered setting [, =7, = p =0 and s = M.

f2

EQIZ

2
(9, 20"5t) + J; (2B M (5t + %)) (1.47)
We now see that we have correctly incorporated the symmetries into our
theory: the second term is not chirally invariant any more, as in (1.4) the
mass term is responsible for the explicit symmetry breaking. Essentially,
what we have done is a so called spurion analysis. One simply promotes the
explicitly symmetry breaking term to a spurion which respects the symmetry
properties, in our case this is y. Then, one constructs the chiral symmetric
lagrangian and finally sets the spurion to its actual physical value which
destroys chiral invariance.

The lagrangian (1.47) is now expanded in terms of the pion fields and we
can compute any desired correlation function using Feynman diagrams.® We
will, nevertheless, encounter a serious problem. If we use the £, lagrangian
(1.47) to compute a one loop diagram, the result will not be of order E?
any more but of order E4. How loops afflict power counting in general, can
be determined with Weinberg’s power counting scheme [14]. It states that a
diagram containing N, loops contributes at a power E?"t higher than the
tree level diagrams. Hence, using Lo to one loop increases the power counting
by a factor of E? to E*.

In the present work, we consider chiral perturbation theory to one loop.
This is equivalent to an expansion in energy to order £* if we use Ly at tree
level and to one loop as well as £, at tree level only. Using £4 to one loop
would correspond to E°® and it would make sense only if we included £, to two

5Contrary to QCD whose interaction strength increases for low momenta, the interac-
tion between the pions in the effective theory decreases for low energies and vanishes in
the chiral limit for zero momentum. This justifies the name chiral perturbation theory.
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loops, what would correspond to a two loop calculation. In the continuum
such computations have been done [15, 16], however, they are very technical
and complicated. For our final purpose to compute lattice corrections, such
an anourmous effort is not worthwhile.

For a complete one loop computation, we now need £4. Using the same
arguments as for the derivation of £y one arrives at the following result [12]:

£i= L (D,£ D't + L, (D,£D,51) (Drs D"sH)
+ Ly (D, D5t DY DS
+ Ly (D, D' (xS + 5xT) + Ls (D, 2 DPst(st + £xh))
+ Lo (xS + 21 + Le (xS = £x) + Ly (xDx® + Sy my)
+iLy (L D'SD"ST + Ry, D'STDYS) + Lig (L, SRS . (1.48)

This is the most general lagrangian of order £4.¢ In the following, we will
set L7 = 0 since the corresponding operators mutually cancel unless isospin
symmetry is explicitly broken (c.f. (A.11) in appendix A). Setting again the
sources I, =1, =0 and xy = M we arrive at a lagrangian which can be used
to compute tree level diagrams.

One problem of our low energy effective theory is that it is not renor-
malizable. In renormalized perturbation theory divergences can always be
cancelled at any order by appropriate counterterms. In a non-renormalizable
theory, this is not possible and one needs different counterterms at every
higher order one considers. When we constructed L.y, we realized inde-
pendently of renormalizability that the full low energy expansion contains
infinitely many free parameters. We can, however, try to use the free pa-
rameters to renormalize the theory up to the order of expansion. The basic
idea from Gasser and Leutwyler [1, 2], therefore, was to renormalize the low
energy constants L; from the NLO lagrangian £, in order to get finite results
from one-loop computations with the LO lagrangian £,. What is actually
done is that one performs the functional integral (1.32) with £, as lagrangian
and an appropriate regularization, extracts the divergences and absorbs them
in the Gasser-Leutwyler (GL) constants L;.

The method outlined in [12] is based on the background field method
whose main idea is to expand the field configuration > around the matrix >*
which solves the classical equations of motion. One then writes

. 1
N =N 408 =Tt =0 XA — 52*& +.o. (1.49)

6We do not consider any terms which consist only of pure sources like, for example,
(xxT) or (L L)
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0% represents the quantum fluctuations which one parmetrizes, for instance,
with an SU(3) matrix as exp(A*A%). The LO lagrangian is now expanded
up to O(A?). Since X* satisfies the equations of motion, there is no term
linear in A and one is left with an effective quadratic form in A. In [12] it
is further shown that performing the functional integral over A results in an
effective action in 3* which, if applied to the computation of matrix elements
at tree level, corresponds to a one loop computation of the original action
in . Using dimensional regularization we can extract the operators in >*
that are multiplied by divergences. The clou is that these operators exhibit
precisely the structure of the operators of the NLO lagrangian £4(3*) which
is used at tree level only, and, therefore, all divergences can be absorbed into
the GL coefficients. This means that one renormalizes the whole generating
functional to one loop.

If one carries out the rather technical renormalization process, the GL
coefficients L; are written as

—e Vi
3272

Li=L!—p (d24 — v+ In(4m) + 1) . (1.50)
L} denote the renormalized GL coefficients, j is the renormalization scale and
v = —I"(1) = 0.577... is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. One immediately
sees that the expression diverges for d = 4. The ~; are the renormalization
constants and are listed in table 1.1. Note that they are given for the SU(2)
case where we will perform our computation.

With the renormalized GL constants, we need not worry about renor-
malization any more, as long as we do not leave the one loop level with the
lagrangian given above. The application of the method now always works
equally:

1. Expand L, in terms of the pion fields to any desired order and compute
all tree level and one loop matrix elements of the process

2. Calculate the appropriate tree level matrix elements with £y

3. Replace the bare low energy constants with its renormalized counter-
parts in the sum of all diagrams. The result is finite by construction.

i 12345 6789 10
= 00

32

z
—~
)
N—
2
Sl
D=
o
[ dlnd
=
=
=

Table 1.1: Renormalization coefficients



16

The last task still undone is to justify that in our power counting scheme
X ~ E? holds indeed. Dimensional analysis in (1.47) dictates the mass
dimension of the quantity 2B, M to be two. To get a physical interpretation
of this quantity we expand (1.47) in terms of the pion fields. Since we assume
isospin symmetry with m, = my = m, x further simplifies to

X =2Bym1=M;1 (1.51)
where 1 is the 2 x 2 unit matrix and where we have defined
2Bym = Mg, (1.52)

for simplicity of notation. The expansion is now straightforward and reads
up to O(n)

1 1
Ly = 5 T 0N — 3 M2 (1.53)
I oo 1 M
+ 6 ((W - 0,7 (7 - oM7) — (0,7 - O'TT) 7T2> + @Tgﬂ4'

This looks like a canonically normalized bosonic lagrangian with an interac-
tion part consisting of derivative couplings and pure polynomial couplings.
Since pions are bosons, we can indeed interpret the factor Mg in front of
the quadratic portion of the fields as the squared tree level mass of the pion.
Hence, we can conclude that the linear expansion in the mass of the quarks
corresponds to a quadratic expansion in the pion mass, which justifies the
assertion that y ~ E2.

1.4 Effective theory with lattice corrections

As already mentioned in the previous section, one needs a distinct regular-
ization to perform the functional integral of the theory in question. Essen-
tially, a regulator introduces a cutoff which makes the ill-defined divergent
path integral finite, yet, cutoff dependent. The physical observables, how-
ever, cannot depend on the regularization scheme and, therefore, the cutoff
finally must be removed. Such a physical input forms the starting point
for the Callan-Symanzik equation, one special realization of the renormal-
ization group equations. With these equations, one can determine so-called
beta function which describes the dependence of the coupling constant on
the renormalization scale. We will not discuss the theory of renormalization
here, however, we will use the associated result, that QCD is an asymptoti-
cally free theory which means that the coupling constant decreases at higher
momenta and finally vanishes for infinite momenta.
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In lattice regularization, Euclidean space-time is discretized by a hyper-
cubic lattice with lattice spacing a. Now, the lattice spacing is the regulator
and the cutoff can be interpreted as the momentum proportional to % Since
QCD is an asymptotically free theory, its beta function has a zero fixed point
of the coupling constant for infinite momenta. This means that, at least the-
oretically, the theory has a well defined continuum limit for vanishing lattice
spacing. The continuum limit in lattice QCD, however, is still a highly non
trivial task. One usually fits the numerical data obtained at different finite
lattice spacings and then extrapolates its values to the continuum.

Unfortunately, the number of floating point operations (flops) in todays
simulations scales besides the volume and the lattice spacing dependence
roughly speaking with the third power of the inverse quark mass [6]. This
is the reason why the simulation of light quarks is extremely expensive. Al-
though there lies big hope on new algorithms like the domain wall decomposi-
tion hybrid monte carlo algorithm whose quark mass dependence is supposed
to scale only linearly with the inverse quark mass [17], simulations are not
yet performed at the physical point but with quarks much heavier than in
nature. One hopes to get faithful results by a subsequent extrapolation of
the data to the physical point.

In a concrete computation one may proceed as follows: one simulates an
observable like the scattering length on the lattice for various quark masses
and determines the corresponding lattice spacing. Simultaneously, one de-
termines the “physical” value of another reference observable corresponding
to this artificial choice of quark masses.” One usually chooses an observable
which strongly depends on the quark mass, for example the pion mass. In
our example, one gets scattering lengths for different pion masses. Then, one
can fit the observables (e.g. the scattering length) of different pion masses
to an underlying fitting formula and extrapolate them to the physical point
of the real world, i.e. M, ~ 135 MeV.

The validity of such an approach strongly relies on the underlying fitting
formulae. This is the point where ChPT enters the game, because, as an
expansion in the quark masses, the formulae can be well suited as fitting
formulae with the pion masses as variables. For this reason, we will finally
express the observable, in our case the scattering lengths, in terms of the
physical pion mass. ChPT that we have discussed so far, yet, only holds for
the continuum. In order to take into account the lattice artifacts we extend
the framework of ChPT to the lattice. First, though, we discuss the main

"The bare quark mass on a lattice is simply a number without direct physical meaning
and primarily serves as a free parameter. Each choice, however, corresponds to a distinct
realization of observables, for example a pion which is three times larger than in the real
world.
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ideas of lattice QCD.

In the standard formulation of lattice QCD by Wilson [18] the quark
fields ¢ (z) reside on the sites x of the lattice and carry color, flavor and
Dirac indices as in the continuum theory. The gauge fields are associated to
the links of the lattice, represented through a field of SU(3) matrices U (z, i)
where 1 indicates the space-time direction of the lattice links. In analogy to
the continuum one can now construct a lattice gauge transformation

U(@) = Ua)(z), Uz, p) = Q2)U(z, )z + afp) ™ (1.54)

where [i denotes the unit vector in direction p. With this definition the
forward difference operator

V() = U, m (e + aft) — () (1.5%)

is gauge covariant. With the appropriate backward difference operator V7,
the lattice Dirac operator is defined as®

1 . .
D = §{Vu(vu + V) —aVVyu}. (1.56)

The last term in (1.56), referred to as Wilson term, has no analogue to the
continuum Dirac operator. It is introduced to remove the fermion doublers
adding a 1/a correction to their masses and, thus, making them infinitely
heavy in the continuum limit. We can now write down the gauge invariant
QCD action on the lattice by

Spup = 918 S (- UM)} +a* Y d(2)(D + mo)i(z). (1.57)

The sum over p denotes the sum over all oriented plaquettes p while U(p) is
the product of gauge field variables around p. my is the bare lattice quark
mass. Besides the color gauge symmetry, the Wilson action (1.57) exhibits
the discrete symmetries of charge conjugation, parity and time reversal. The
O(4) rotational invariance of Euclidean space-time, however, is reduced to
the discrete hypercubic group. Analogously, the continuous translational
invariance breaks down to the discrete translational symmetry in the lattice
spacing. Note that even for mg = 0 the theory is not chirally invariant any
more due to the Wilson term which explicitly breaks chiral symmetry. We
have regard to that by an additive mass renormalization proportional to 1/a:

m = Zu(mo — 2) . (1.58)

8For simplicity, we have set the Wilson parameter r equal to one.
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£ = m, is termed to as the critical mass. It can be defined, for instance, as
the value where the pion becomes massless. For the distinct observable “pion
mass”, chirality is “restored” in that sense that the pion becomes massles
in the chiral limit, just like in the continuum. Note, however, that this
procedure does not at all restore chirality in the theory.

In the previous section we discussed ChPT as the low energy effective
theory of QCD which is valid only up to a certain energy scale. We now
extend the discussion of effective theory to lattice theory. One can consider
the momentum cutoff induced by the lattice spacing in a purely mathemat-
ical sense as a scale of new physics. Lattice QCD, then, is described as a
continuous effective theory where the continuous QCD lagrangian (1.1) sim-
ply receives additive corrections through operators of higher dimension. The
resulting Symanzik effective action [19] can be considered as an expansion in
the lattice spacing

Seff:/d4x [Lo+ali+aLo+ ...} (1.59)

Ly is the continuous QCD lagrangian, £, consists of operators of dimension
5 like, for example, @D#Duw, correspondingly, £, is of mass dimension 6 and
so on.” The constraint on the £, is simply to respect the symmetries of the
lattice action, i.e. one claims gauge invariance and hypercubic symmetry as
well as C, P and T invariance.

The effective action (1.59) is well suited to be incorporated into the frame-
work of ChPT. We expect that for small masses and lattice spacings the dom-
inant contribution in S.g stems from Ly, wherefore the theory will exhibit
the same chiral symmetry breaking pattern as in the continuum with pions
as Nambu-Goldstone bosons. The idea is to embed the lattice spacing a in
the power counting scheme which so far consisted only of the quark mass m
and the momentum p?. Further, the operators of each £ in question must
be investigated with respect to their chiral transformation properties. They
can then be included via spurion analysis into a chiral perturbation theory
for Wilson fermions (WChPT). The difference compared to the method out-
lined in section 1.3 is that besides the mass term, now also the lattice spacing
is promoted to a spurion matrix field which guarantees the construction of
chirally invariant terms with the appropriate pion fields. After setting the
spurion to its original constant value the chiral theory explicitly breaks chiral
symmetry like the corresponding Symanzik theory.

In [20] it is shown that up to O(a) the effective lagrangian can be written

9The notation must not be confused with the previous section where the leading order
lagrangian of ChPT was also called L.
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as
Leg = Lqocp + C atho,, F 1 + O(a?) (1.60)

where C' is a complicated function of the gauge coupling of order unity.
Hence, we have QCD with a Pauli term. The chiral symmetry breaking for
this term is the same as for the mass term in continuum QCD and we can
simply incorporate it into the chiral lagrangian by promoting a to a spurion
p and proceed in analogy to the quark mass. The additional term at leading
order, for instance, is

Lio(p) ~ (pxt+3p1). (1.61)
after setting the spurion to its constant value we get
i
Lio(p) = —Zp@ +3) (1.62)
where we defined
p=2Woal=pl. (1.63)

Wy is a constant of proportionality with mass dimension 3 such that the
power counting scheme for the lattice spacing is of order E? like for y and
p?. The minus sign in (1.62) is due to Euclidean space-time since from now
on, we will perform all our computations in Euclidean space-time. The NLO
O(a) terms are constructed in [8] and the corresponding O(a?) terms in [9].
With these ingredients we can write down the full chiral effective lagrangian
in Euclidean space-time with lattice corrections up to O(a?). As usual, we
divide it into a LO and a NLO contribution. The NLO part is further divided
into the portion from continuous ChPT and an additional lattice part such
that Lnro = L£4 + £),. In the notation of [9] these read:

/? f? f?
L2 = (0,5 0,5 — T Mg (z+3h) - Zp<2 +3f) (1.64)
and at NLO for the continuum
£, = L (9,59,5)

~Ly (8,29,5") (9,50,51)

~Ls (0,59,519,%0,%")

+Ls M3 (9,£0,5) (3 + 5F)

+Ls M3 (9,5 0,5(2 + 1))

—Le Mg (S + 2T>

—Ls M (£% + xi5f) (1.65)
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as well as the lattice part
£y = Wip(,20,5") (S +3f)

+Ws p (9,5 0,51(3 + 1))

~Ws pMZ (S + 21

~Ws pM; (23 + 2f5)

W (24 x1)

—W p* (ST + 51f). (1.66)
Note that including the lattice spacing modifies the pion mass to

M = 2B'(mg — me,) (1.67)

where the mass renormalization Z,, was absorbed into B’. We will have to
determine the critical mass later on.

Since we restrict our calculation to chiral SU(2), not all operators of Lxro
in (1.65) and (1.66) are linearly independent. In appendix A, we derive
relations involving traces of operators. With these formulae one can collect
all linear dependent operators and, thus, reduce the number of low energy
constants. Using (A.20), (A.21) and (A.10) from appendix A we get the
following simplifications:

L, (8,50,5")" + Ly (9,£0,£19,20,%")

1 2
= (Lit ;L) (B.20,57) (1.68)

Ly M3 (8,£0,=1) (S + 1) + Ly M3 (9,20,51(= + £1))
= (Ly+ ;Lg)) Mg {(9,29,51) (£ + 51, (1.69)
Lo M3 (S+ 1) + Ly M{ (T2 + £I5T)
— (Lg+ ;LS) M (2t (1.70)
With £ it works analogously. The definitions
Lys := Ly + 1Ls, Lys = Ly + 3 Ls, Les == Lg + 1 Ls,

W45 = W4 + %W5, WGS = W@ + %Wg, Wég = Wé + %Wé,
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now allow us to rewrite (1.65) and (1.66) as

L = ~Liy (8,29, - L, (9,£0,27)(9,20,%")
+Lis M3 {9,50,5") (S + 1) - L M (£ +51)° (171

Ly = Wi p(9,20,5") (S + 1) — Wes pMG (S + 2T>2
W, p2<2+zt>2 (1.72)

The O(a) lattice artifacts at LO are on the same footing as the tree level
pion mass Mg respectively the quark mass m. In terms of the QCD energy
scale Aqcp this scenario can be formulated as m ~ aAgp. Therefore, we
can organize the power counting in the following schematic way:

LO: p%, m, a
(1.73)
NLO : p*, p?m, m?, p%a, ma, a?

We refer to this scenario as the generic small quark masses (GSM) regime
[7].



Chapter 2

Effective theories with O(a?)
corrections at leading order

In this chapter, we first investigate some properties of the GSM regime where
the quark mass is of the same order of magnitude as the O(a) lattice artifacts.
Then, we extend the framework to a scenario where higher order lattice
artifacts become significant and, therefore, the O(a?) corrections have to be
considered at leading order. After some simple tree level computations we
construct a lagrangian which can be used for a full one-loop calculation in
this scenario.

2.1 Rewriting the O(a) LO lagrangian

In the construction of the potential term in £, we found during the spurion
analysis two very similar terms:

(x=t+3%h)  and  (pxf4+up7).

Since at leading order only one spurion enters the traces, the above two terms
are at any time linear both in y and in p. Adding up the two terms to get
the potential term preserves linearity too and, hence, x and p are linearly
related at leading order. This allows us to define a new variable x’

U =%+p (2.1)

which merges ¥ and p to a new parameter. After setting the spurions to its
constant value, we can write the LO lagrgangian in terms of a shifted pion
mass M¢

f2

~ 2 ~
Lo(M5) = 70,8 0,5") — Mg (T+31). (2.2)

23
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with )
M§ = M + p = M + 2Wpa, (2.3)

or, in terms of a shifted quark mass
M2 =28 <m0 + C) +2Woa =: 2Bm (2.4)
a

where we have absorbed the linear a dependence by a redefinition of the
quark mass. Expanding £5(Mg) in terms of the pion fields leads to

1 1 ~
Ly = 2 #7_?’~8M7?+§M§7?2 (2.5)
1 5 N . . . 1 -
MTE <(7T $OuT)(T - OuT) = (O - 0T WQ) ~ qap T

This lagrangian differs from the one in the continuum (1.53) only by means
of MZ instead of MZ. (The minus sign in front of the mass term is not a
principal difference, it occurs because (2.5) is given in Euclidean space and
not in Minkowski space.) Therefore, we can conclude that all the leading
order computations involving EQ(MOQ) both at tree level and to one loop
work in complete analogy to the ones in the continuum with £o(MZ). One
simply has to replace Mg by MZ.

Since now both in the propagator and in the vertices ]\Zlg appears instead
of Mg, we can reason that the divergences can be cured by the same £ as in
continuum chiral perturbation theory with the only difference that we have
to replace Mg with MZ. The general structure of Lnpo = L4(MZ) + L, (M?)
in (1.71) and (1.72), however, does not involve MZ. Therefore, we have to
substitute

Mg = Mg — p (2.6)

in L£4(Mg) as well as in L) (M§) to get a structure which only depends on
MZ. This new lagrangian can now be written as

LaLo = £~4(J\~402) + (terms ~ ng and ~ p?)

with £4(M2) being the lagrangian (1.71) with M replaced by MZ. Perform-
ing this substitution we get

L.08) = —Li (0,20, L, (9,20,5") (9,£0,=1)
+Lis M3 (8,20,21) (S 4+ 1) — Les 1 (£ + 21 (2.7)

L) = Wi p(0,20,1) (S+ 1) — Wes o3 (£ + 51)°
~Wes p* (S + ET>2 (2.8)
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where we have introduced the new low energy constants

W45 = Wiys — Lys (2-9)
W68 = WGS - 2L68 (210)
===/

Wes = Wes — Wes — Les (2.11)

as linear combinations of the old ones. Since, now, our NLO lagrangian
depends solely on ]\Zlg, we will call it shifted mass NLO lagrangian in the
proceeding work. As already mentioned, the divergences stemming from the
loop integrals are completely cured with £4(M2) in (2.7). Hence, the new low
energy constants Wy, Wes and W g are finite and do not get renormalized. If
one performs a one loop computation without the above quadratic completion
of the NLO lagrangian, one can determine the renormalization coefficients
for Wys, Wes and W(g. Plugging Wy, Wes and W/ with their divergent part
into the above definitions of the new low energy constants, one sees indeed
that W5, Wes and W are finite. The procedure is straightforward but
lengthy and, therefore, is not shown here.

This naive quadratic completion works, because Lnr,o in (1.71) and (1.72)
is really the most general lagrangian which includes all possible contributions
up to order E*. Therefore, throughout the substitution procedure no new
structures which were not already part of Lnpo could appear. In the next
section when we promote the p? term from NLO to LO, however, we will
see that this approach fails, because then the remaining lagrangian is not
the most general one any more. We will solve this problem by constructing
additional counterterms corresponding to contributions from the Lg.

Note that rewriting the lagrangian in terms of the shifted mass Mg does
not mean the we leave the GSM regime defined in section 1.4 although the
lattice spacing does not explicitly appear in the power counting scheme at

leading order:
LO: p?, m

(2.12)

NLO : p*, p?m, m?, p%a, ma, a?

From now on, when we talk about the GSM regime, we always think of the

quark mass m as the corresponding linearly shifted quark mass in the lattice
spacing.

2.2 Promotion of the O(a?) term from NLO
to LO

We now discuss the scenario where higher order cutoff effects become signif-
icant. Physically, this means that the quark mass is not any more of O(a)
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like in the GSM regime, but at least of O(a?). In terms of the QCD energy
scale, we write this as m ~ a®?Ag,cp. This regime is called large cutoff effects
(LCE) contrary to the GSM regime from section 1.4. We accomodate this
fact by promoting the NLO O(a?) term to a LO term. The term in question
n (2.8) is
2757/ i\ 2

Lp=—p"We(S+35h). (2.13)

Promoting this term to leading order, L1 reads

2 2
Lio= i@z 9,51 — J;Mg (B+50) — P (S + 2T>2. (2.14)
In the following discussion we refer to the last two terms in (2.14) as the
potential term L, since it does not include any derivatives mediating a
kinetic part. Now, we immediately see the difference to our initial approach
where we only introduced the O(a) correction. There, the continuum part
and the lattice part had exactly the same operator structure, i.e. they had
the same basis in the LO lagrangian and, therefore, could be merged with a

new effective parameter Mg Now, this approach fails, because <E + ET> and

2
<E + ET> do not exhibit the same structure. After expanding the traces up
to the fourth power in the pion fields

2 1
2 16 16
(5+3f) = 16— A 4 37 7 7t (2.16)

and dropping the constant terms, L, in eq. (2.14) can now be written in
terms of the pion fields:

_ f? t 2777/ +\2
Coor =~ M; <2+2>—pw (2 +3f)
1 1 M , 16 p* —,
VL B 2 R T Vil W - Wt (2.17
2" 41 f2 * 12 3 f4 (2.17)

Remembering from our definition (1.63) that p = 2Wya we introduce the
following short hand notation for the various prefactors of the p? terms:

2 117! WO 2 2

This definition of ¢, is chosen in order to match with the one given in [21]
and allows us to write

1 - 5
Lpot = §(M§ — 20907 — (M — 4 - 2c9a°)7* (2.19)
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where ¢y a® has the dimension of a squared mass. It is now self-evident to
define a new mass M? as the factor which multiplies the quadratic portion
of the potential:

M? = M2 — 2¢,a* = 2Bm — 2¢50° (2.20)

Equipped with this new M? we can write

1 1 M2 3 202@2
2\ 2 —»2 —»4 =4
£p0t<M ) = §M — *4' 7.}02 + 74' f2 ™

(2.21)

We see in egs. (2.15) and (2.16) that the pion fields of the same power are
weighted with different numerical factors. If we had solely considered the
quadratic mass term, we would not have run into troubles, because whatever
constant we find in front, it can be absorbed in the new mass. However,
when we also consider the #* terms, the factors will “differ differently” from
the ones in the quadratic portion. Having already defined M? we would not
succeed in contracting the interaction into one single term. In general there
remains an additional new interaction term. In our case it is proportional to

a? and reads )
3 2ca” _,

4! f?
It has of course its own vertices and produces loop corrections which will,
for example, give an additional mass shift in the pion mass M?. Compared
to the original lagrangian (2.5) the new leading order lagrangian differs with
respect to the mass and this additional interaction term. The fully expanded
leading order lagrangian therefore is given by

Lo =

(2.22)

1 . 1 PR .
£LO = 5 Hﬂ- 3“7T—|— M2 2 + 6%}62( @,ﬁr)(w . 8’“7’(’)
1 o 1 M? - 3 2¢9a? "

6f2< T OMT) T — @? 0 =
Besides the first two terms which correspond to free theory, we have four
interaction terms which all give rise to a distinct interaction vertex. Setting
a = 0 and substituting M? with Mg reproduces the lagrangian in the contin-
uum. We therefore expect that computations with (2.23) will reproduce the
results from the continuum when we set a = 0 in the calculated observable.
Later, we will use this feature to check our results.

7 (2.23)

2.3 Significance of ¢,

The interesting concern about cs is that its sign determines a phase diagram
where for certain values of the quark masses parity and flavour symmetry
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are spontaneously broken [7]. Let us repeat here the main arguments leading
to this conclusion. To determine the condensate (3g) of the theory (i.e. the
vacuum expectation value) we do not need to consider the kinetic term in
(2.14) and focus solely on the potential
_ f? AN %
Lo = —2Bm~ (T+2) + 0 T (5+3f) (2.24)

that is to be minimized. So far, we assumed that after spontaneous breaking
of chiral symmetry no further symmetries are spontaneously broken. This
means that the (arbitrarily chosen) ground state is still SU(2) invariant. We

express this by writing > =1 er e where, by construction, the 1 corresponds
to a symmetric vacuum.! More generally, if we allow for a further sponta-
neous symmetry breaking of SU(2), we are supposed to write

—

Y =Yei™ = A(z) +iB(2)7, (2.25)

where Xg = Ay +z’]§0c? is a space-time independent SU(2) matrix correspond-
ing to a ground state which is not invariant under SU(2) rotations. In addi-
tion, we used the result from appendix A which allows us to parametrize any
SU(2) matrix in terms of four real parameters A and B satisfying A2+ B2 =1,
the unit matrix and the Pauli matrices. Plugging (2.25) into the potential
leads to a quadratic function in A

Lot = —2Bmf?A+ cyf?a®A%. (2.26)

Due to the SU(2) constraint A2+ B2 = 1, A is forced to lie between —1 and
+1 inclusive. The crucial point now is that the action of an SU(2) vector
transformation on X leaves A invariant but rotates B by an orthogonal trans-
formation. Applying this statement on >y we see that the vacuum is invariant
with respect to SU(2) vector transformations only if By vanishes. In case of
a non-zero By, the vacuum is not invariant any more and the SU(2) flavor
symmetry breaks spontaneously down to a U(1) subgroup. To parametrize
symmetry breaking, we simply have to determine the phase where the min-
imum of the potential lies within the interval (—1,41) exclusively. Only in
this case ]§0 can achieve a non-zero value.

The extremum of the potential is found to be at Ao = 52”2 For positiv
values of ¢y this is a minimum. If |A,;,| > 1, then Ag is constraint to lie on
the edge of the interval [—1,+1] which corresponds to ¥y = 4+1. Then, the

Wery loosely speaking the vacuum corresponds to the origin in flavor space, i.e. to
7 = 0. In the exponential parametrization this is the unit matrix which is invariant under
SU(2) rotations of the form R1R' = 1.
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symmetry is not spontaneously broken. For |An| < 1, however, A, = Ao
and spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs. Thus, for positive values of ¢y
the variation of the quark mass m smoothly interpolates the vacuum between
two flavor symmetric values. This is precisely a second order phase transition
and the phase of broken symmetry is called Aoki phase [22]. The pion masses
are straightforward determined by expanding ¥ in (2.25) around the vacuum.
The result is that within the Aoki phase the charged pions become massless
and, hence, the Nambu Goldstone Bosons of broken symmetry. The critical
point for this transition is at 2Bm = 2cya®. Outside the Aoki phase the pion
mass reads M? = 2Bm — 2c,a?, as expected.

Let us now return to the case where ¢; < 0. In this case the extremum of
the potential is a maximum and the necessary minimum for the condensate
is forced to lie on the edge of the interval [—1,+1]. For 2Bm > 0 we have
Y = +1 respectively the other way round >y = —1 for 2Bm < 0. Hence,
there is no By in the vacuum and the symmetry remains unbroken. Varying
the quark mass the vacuum “jumps” from g = +1 to Xg = —1 at the critical
point 2Bm = 0. Therefore, this scenario corresponds to a first order phase
transition. The expansion around the vacuum determines again the pion
masses. Due to the unbroken symmetry they acquire all the same mass with
a minimum for 2Bm = 0 that reads

My = 2lesla®. (2.27)

Sign and magnitude of ¢, are not yet satisfactorily determined. The ETM
collaboration [23] gave a rugh estimate for ¢ where within errors ¢ would
be negative. However, the statistical uncertainties were rather large. In the
present work, we will, therefore, suggest an alternative method to determine
the sign of ¢y using pion scattering. The detailed idea will be described in
section 2.6. First, however, we have to learn some general aspects about
scattering theory.

2.4 Scattering theory

Kinematics: The most general collision of two particles A and B with
mass m4 and mpg is of the form

A+B—C+D+F+ ..

The intention of our analysis, however, is low energy mm-scattering, hence we
are in the elastic region where the above reaction reads A+ B — A+ B. Far
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away from the scattering process the particles are considered as free particles
with on shell conditions

ph=mi, pp=mp, P’ =mi, p’ =mp. (2.28)
pa and pp are the particles four-momenta before the collsion, p/, and p/z
correspondingly afterwards. Since the total four-momentum is conserved in
the collision, we get an additional constraint

pa+ps+p4+ps=0. (2.29)

With pa, pg, Py and py ten different Lorentz invariant scalar products can be
built. Four of them are already contained in the energy-momentum relations
in (2.28). Conservation of the total four-momentum in (2.29) imposes another
four constraints. Therefore, the number of independent variables is only two.
The common choice of variables are the Mandelstam variables,

s=(pa+pg)’ = P4 +15)
t = (pa+04)° = (ps+15)° (2.30)
u=(pa+p5)°=4+p8)

The fact that there are only two independent variables is expressed by the
relation .
s+t+u=>Yy m? (2.31)
i=1
with the particles masses m;. It can be derived using (2.28) and (2.29). Our
calculations will be performed in the center of mass system. This is the
system with vanishing total three-momentum, i.e.

psi™ = —pg™, piT=-pE™. (2.32)

Since the total three-momentum is zero, only the zeroth component of p§™ +
pE™ is nonvanishing. Yet, this component is the energy. Hence, we can
conclude that the Lorentz invariant Mandelstam variable s is the total center
of mass energy squared. This means E™ = \/s.

With the assumption of isospin symmetry, all pions have equal masses
and we can set m% = m% = M?2. This immediately dictates, that E™ is
equally distributed on the two particles so that

Vs
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The magnitude of the three momentum is found to be

c.m c.m c.m 1
IpA™| = [P '|:m=§m:q (2.34)

Here we have defined ¢ as the magnitude of three momentum in the center
of mass frame. Due to elastic scattering ¢ is the same for both the incoming
and outgoing particles. Therefore, such a process only rotates the direction
of the three momentum around a distinct angle §. We can now express ¢ in
terms of 6 and ¢:

t = (pa—pa)*=2M —2(EsE) — pa - P4)
2
= 2M? -2 <S4 — q2COSQ)
= —2¢*(1 — cosb)

With u we can proceed analogously. For convenience, we summarize the
result for s, ¢, u in terms of the variables ¢ and 6.

s = A+ M) (2.35)
= —2¢*(1 — cosf) (2.36)
u = —2¢°(1+ cosf) (2.37)

We see that we can choose either s and ¢ to describe the process (s and u
would do it as well, of course), or work with cosf and ¢q. An experimentalist
usually measures momenta of particles and their angular distribution. Al-
though # and ¢ are variables of the center of mass system, we will finally use
them as our “physical variables”. They can then easily be transformed into
the lab system. Due to the functional dependence between s and ¢ in (2.35)
we will sometimes use £°™ and cosf as a set of independent variables.

Two particle states: Our next task is to describe the dynamics of the
scattering process. In a scattering experiment, the experimentalist prepares
a state with a definite particle content in the far past, the |in)-state, and
measures the particle content in the far future, described by the |out)-state.
The quantum mechanical transtition amplitude for such a process, the S-
matrix, is the scalar product of these two states

Sif = (out|in) (2.38)

where ¢ stands for “initial” and f for “final”. To evaluate matrix elements we
assume that both in the far past and far future the particles do not interact
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any more and can be considered as free. If we collect all the free particles in
the far past in |i) and correspondingly in the far future in |f), we can define
an operator S such that

S = (fISli). (2.39)

The properties of S like, for example, unitarity are well discussed in [24].

It is convenient to separate the unity operator from S which corresponds
to no interaction. The dynamics of the process, then, is found completely in
the matrix elements of the remaining 7-Operator.

S=1+iT (2.40)

Since total four-momentum is conserved in the process we can further extract
a four-momentum delta function from the matrix elements

(FIS1i) = (fli) +i(fIT i)
= (fli) +id(py —p) T(i — [). (2.41)

T(i — f) is called the scattering amplitude, it is one main object of interest
of the present work. From it, one can extract measurable quantities like
the cross section for mr-scattering. In [25] it is shown that the differential
cross section in the center of mass system for spinless particles with identical
masses (mwm-scattering) is

do 2
(dQ> = ZSm? : (2.42)

As will be explained in appendix C cross sections in low energy scattering
become constant for short range interactions. The characteristic measure
for such a situation is the scattering length which can be extracted from the
scattering amplitude 7. How this procedure works is discussed in detail in
appendix C.

Scattering amplitude: From the LSZ formula [26] we know that the scat-
tering amplitude is essentially the amputated four-point Green’s function
times a wave function renormalization v/Z for each external leg.

T (pr,paipa,pa) = (9] — MP)(p3 — M2)(p3 — M)(p} — M)
X G (py, po; D3, pa)
4
= <\/ Z7r> Gi’ja’];{lp(m,pz;ps,m)- (2.43)

In principle, v/Z is different for each external field. In our computation,
however, we may set all factors equal to v/Z, due to the isospin symmetry.
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We will directly compute the amputated four point function in a perturbative
way using Feynman diagrams.

What can be said about T even before it is computed? Strong interaction
is parity conserving. The pions are pseudoscalar particles with the property

Pr(2°, %) = —7(2°, - 7). (2.44)

In order to have a parity conserving theory, the pion fields must enter the
lagrangian with even powers and one can write £ = f [m;7;] where f denotes
a not further specified functional dependence. If we further assume isospin
symmetry, we can even say £ = f [%], because isospin symmetry means that
the theory is invariant with respect to rotations in flavor space. When we now
compute the four-point Green’s function in a diagrammatic way using Wick
pairing, the contraction of the fields to any order only gives contributions
different from zero if two of the external fields are equal at any time. The
most general way of writing such an amplitude is

Tkl = A(s,t,u)676" + B(s,t, u)6™6" + C(s, t, u)s6" | (2.45)

On the right hand side, we expressed the amplitudes in terms of the Man-
delstam variables (2.30).

In a next step, we apply the theorem of crossing symmetry which states
that the S-matrix element stays invariant if one replaces an incoming particle
with an outgoing antiparticle of opposite momentum [26]. Starting with a
reaction

7 (p1) 4+ 7 (pa) — 7 (p3) + 7' (ps) (2.46)

this translates to another scattering channel

m(p1) + 7" (ps) — T (p2) + ' (pa). (2.47)

The bar over the pion fields denotes the corresponding antiparticle. (We need
not reverse the sign of the momenta, because we define all external lines in
our diagrams as incoming particles.) Let us briefly summarize the properties
of 7; with respect to charge conjugation C. With the definition of 7; in (1.24)
we can conclude:

C7T1:7T1, C?TQZ—’]TQ, C7T3:773. (248)

Hence, the m; change at most their sign. Yet, since the 7; enter always paired
due to isospin symmetry, we can forget about this problem. If we perform
the exchange of the fields at the level of the corresponding momenta in the
Mandelstam variables (2.30), we see that this is equivalent to exchanging s
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and t. There is another way to get a third scattering channel, namely to
exchange s and u, and, in terms of flavor, going from configuration {4, j, k, [}
to {i,1,k, 7}

These considerations allow us to conclude that the scattering amplitude
is determined by one single function A(s,¢,u), the functions B(s,t,u) and
C(s,t,u) in (2.45) are simply obtained by changing s and ¢ respectively s and
w in A(s,t,u). The general structure of the scattering amplitude, therefore,
simplifies to

TR = A(s,t,u)09 6" + A(t, s,u)0™6" + A(u,t, s)6"6". (2.49)

This formula agrees with the one given in [12].

2.5 Feynman rules

The Feynman rules for Euclidean Green’s functions are now deduced from
the chiral Lagrangian in (2.23). First, the propagator in momentum space is
given by

1
Agp(p) = EIAC (2.50)

The four interaction terms involving four pion fields in (2.23) give rise to the
following four vertices:

ijkl 7,
ViTlprpopspdl = 55 7 86" (p1ps + papa + paps + P1pa)

+ 667 (p1pa + p1pa + paps + pspa)

+ 0"57% (p1py + p1ps + papa + papa) | (2.51)

2

Vo™ 1, pa, p3, pa) = “3p 5 6™ (p1ps + p3pa)
+ 0" 67" (p1p3 + paps)
+ 61 5I% (prpy + pzps)} (2.52)
ijkl M2 17 Skl ik ¢l il cjk
Vy"" [p1, p2, 3, pa]l = Bﬂ{é”é + 06" + 0 51} (2.53)

y 2002 [ .. . .y
‘/ijl[plap27p37p4] - - C;QCL |:5U6kl +5Zk6]l+5ll5]k]‘ (254)
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The latin indices denote pion indices and run from 1 to 3. Each vertex
exhibits the same structure in terms of the pion fields with §{7}§{¥} This
is precisely the structure which we anticipated in (2.45), now on the level of
the vertices.

2.6 The tree level calculation

We will now perform some simple tree level calculations to get a better phys-
ical understanding of the new O(a?) leading order lagrangian. The easiest
calculation is the pion mass at tree level. The calculation is trivial since the
tree level mass is just the mass in the lagrangian

M? = M? = 2Bm — 2cya”. (2.55)

The leading order transition amplitude and the scattering lengths extracted
thereof are more interesting. The amputated Euclidean 4-point function is
just the sum of all interaction vertices. Hence, the amplitude A is given by

i,0;k,k .
A(pla Db2; D3, p4) = G4, amp(plap27 D3, p4)

1
= 37,72 [ + (p1p3 + papa + paps + P1pa) — 2(p1p2 + P3pa)

Co
+M?—3.2 Faﬂ. (2.56)
Here, we set Z2 = 1. As we will see in the next chapter, the wave function

renormalization is of the form Z? = 1 + O(M?) and will, therefore, only
contribute when we perform the full one loop computation. Wick-rotating
back to Minkowski space, using energy conservation p; + ps + p3 +ps = 0
and going on-shell we get

1
A(p1,p2ips,ps) = 372 | = (p1ps + popa + pops + prpa)

+2p1p2 + 2p3ps + M — 3 - 202a2}
1
- 3¢ (6p1p2 +2 M2 + M? = 3-2000%| . (2.57)
At tree level without further loop corrections we may set M2 = M? and the
amplitude can be written as
1

A(s, t,u) :F(s — M? = 2c5a?) . (2.58)
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Here, we expressed the scattering amplitude A in terms of the Mandelstam
variables s, t, u. Comparing our amplitude with the tree level scattering
amplitude first obtained by Weinberg [27] one immediately sees that it differs
from the continuum by an extra additive constant —2cya?/ f2. Tts significance
will become clear at the end of this section when we will have computed the
appropriate scattering lengths.

In a next step we have to relate the amplitude A(s,t,u) to a scattering
amplitude T7(s,t,u) of definite isospin I. The corresponding relations are
derived in [28] using projection operators and read

TO(s,t,u) = 3A(s, t,u) + A(t, s,u) + A(u, t,s), (2.59)
T'(s,t,u) = A(t,s,u) — A(u,t,s), (2.60)
T?(s,t,u) = A(t,s,u) + A(u, t,5). (2.61)

With the above amplitude (2.58) they read

TO(s,t,u) = ;2 (25 = M? =2 2¢30), (2.62)
T (s,t,u) = fl2 (t—u), (2.63)
T?(s,t,u) = ;2 (s —AM? -2 202a2). (2.64)

We are now ready to compute the tree level scattering length using the
method of partial wave decomposition given in appendix C.1. With the
normalization of [1] the expansion in terms of Legendre polynomials reads?

T'(s,0) = 32w§j(2z+1)T{(s)B(cos9). (2.65)

=0

The partial wave amplitudes T} are found by inverting (2.65) and are given
by the integral

1

Ti(s) = oin

/_11 d(cos ) Py(cos 0)T" (s, cos 0). (2.66)

Expanding the real part of T} for low momenta we can extract the a9, a3

2The factor of 327 is due to the historical normalization used in the book of Martin
et al. [29] which has become standard for pion-pion scattering. It can be traced back
to a nonrelativistic normalization of the one particle states and a different convention in
defining the 7 matrix elements.
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Figure 2.1: Dependence of the scattering lenghtes on the pion mass. The dashed lines
indicate that one extrapolates to the massless point although it does not exist for ¢ < 0.
The values for both scenarios only differ in the sign, i.e. for I = 2, the intersection is at
—2c9a? /167 f2 for co < 0 and of opposite sign for ¢y > 0.

and a scattering lengths from (C.26):

7 5
0 _ 2 95 2
ay, = 3on /2 <M 7202a ) , (2.67)
1 M?
1 _
o = o TR (2.68)
1
2 _ 2 2
ag = — 167 /2 </\/l + 2c0a ) (2.69)

Setting the lattice spacing equal to zero the continuum tree level result [27] is
recovered. However, for finite a, the scattering lengthes af and a3 significantly
differ by an additive contribution proportional to csa?. This is a remarkable
result. As a consequence, the scattering lengthes do not vanish in the chiral
limit, rather, they exhibit a functional dependence on the pion mass® of the
form

ap = Aly + Ay M? (2.70)

where Al is a constant of O(a?). As described in detail in section 2.3, the
chiral limit is possible only in the scenario where co > 0. For co < 0, there is a
minimal pion mass and, consequently, also the scattering length will achieve
a minimal value. It is obtained by plugging the minimal pion mass (2.27)

3We expressed the scattering length in terms of the physical pion mass M2 as described
in section 1.4. Remember that M2 = M? at tree level.
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into a) and a?:

12
a’g,min = 327Tf2 2|02|CL2 ) a’g,min = 0. (271)

The dependence of the scattering lengthes aJ and a2 on the pion mass is
shown in figure 2.1, for both scenarios with ¢y positive and negative. This
suggests to relate the scattering lengths to co by the following idea: One
measures the scattering length at nonzero lattice spacing for different pion
masses and then extrapolates the data to the chiral limit. The intersection
of the straight line with the axis, i.e. with the massless point, allows one to
directly read off the value of ¢;. Hence, we ought to determine which scenario
of the phase diagram is actually realized. Note that this procedure works,
although the massless point does not exist for c; < 0.

The af scattering length does not show any cya? dependence and vanishes
in the chiral limit. This is because of the minus sign in 7" which cancels the
momentum independent terms present in the scattering amplitude A(s, ¢, u).
Therefore, we expect the dependence on lattice artifacts of aj beeing com-
paratively small.

2.7 The NLO lagrangian including O(a")

With the vertices from section 2.5 we can now perform loop calculations.
As we discussed in section 1.3, the NLO lagrangian has to be included too.
Yet, by promoting the O(a?) term from NLO to LO we modify the NLO
lagrangian and we expect that we must include terms from next to next to
leading order (NNLO). In this section, we will now explicitly construct the
new counterterms.

Before we determine the counterterms in a systematic way, we will give
some hand waving arguments which kind of divergences we will expect and
which counterterms we definitely need in order to cancel the infinities. As
an example, we consider the pion mass to one loop. The diagram for the one
loop two point Green’s function is given in figure 2.2. In section 3.1, we will
perform the corresponding loop integrals in detail. Anticipating the result
we get a singularity proportional to M? for every loop. This is multiplied
by p?, M? or a? which reflect at any time the content of the corresponding
vertices given in section 2.5. Going on shell we end up with two divergent
terms: one proportional to M* and the other to M?a?. The structure of
the M* term is analogous to the continuum where the M divergence could
be cancelled by the original renormalized NLO lagrangian from Gasser and
Leutwyler [1, 2]. Therefore, we expect that it is cancelled with (1.71) if
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~ V,

Figure 2.2: One loop two point function. V,, are the vertices from section 2.5.

we simply replace MZ by M?. The situation, however, is different for the
M?a? term. Neither in the NLO lagrangian in (1.71) and in (1.72) nor in the
shifted mass NLO lagrangian in (2.7) and (2.8) a term of the form (mass?®- p?)
appears. This is a first hint that we have to include new structures in our
lagrangian. Remembering the definition M? = Mg — 2cya?® these structures
will look like
M a® and at. (2.72)
Further, we have to reflect that in M2 a linear a dependence is hidden.
Therefore, we expect the general lagrangian also to depend on a term ~ a®.
If we add to the shifted mass lagrangian in (2.7) and (2.8) some new
terms in order to get again the most general lagrangian after the promotion
of the O(a?) term, we can use the method of quadratic completion outlined
in section 2.1. There, we pointed out that it only worked, because the sub-
stitution procedure did not create structures which had not already been
present before. If we have indeed the most general lagrangian at hand, this
cannot happen. Therefore, we simply plug

M = M? + 2¢y0° (2.73)

into this general lagrangian and rewrite it in terms of M? such that the
Gasser Leutwyler part (2.7) depends on M? instead of MZ2. This will cancel
the divergences in analogy to the continuum. The other parts, for example
terms proportional to M?2a?, will be used to cure the new divergences.

The idea for our proceeding now is to construct all the necessary countert-
erms out of a spurion analysis in complete analogy to the method outlined
in sections 1.3 and 1.4. From the beginning on we will use the shifted quark
mass. Hence, the spurion field for the mass term is

R =%+p (2.74)

and not ¥ alone. In order to construct terms ~ a® and ~ a* we employ again
p as spurion.
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Now, we embark upon the construction of the counterterms. This will be
outlined in detail by means of the {'p? term. Then, the other ones can be
determined analogously. Spurion analysis dictates the following terms:

(75 +20) (5 19)! 5o {5+ )
< TEHEHTE 4+ ISR > — M2p? <ZEZ n ETET2T>
<>2ffz + 2y > <ﬁszTE + Xipxt > — M2p* <2 + ET> <EZ 4 ZT2T>
(A5 +55) (RSH'S + XT'STp) — Mgp® (2 + 1) (82 + 1)
<ﬁ ﬁ> < e+ /> — M2p22 <E + ET>
<ﬁT>A</+>A</Tﬁ>< 5Ty 4+ ot > N M§p24<E+ET>
(X1 - =) (s - =) (' + 51p) — )
<>AC’TZ + ZT)A(’> <pTE ETp>2 - M§p2 <Z 1 ET><
<>2/T2 — ET>21> <ﬁTEﬁTE _ ZTﬁETﬁ> N M&OQ <2 B ZT> <
(p's — 1) (X120 - SIETp) — W3R (2 - )

On the right hand side, we have set the spurions to their constant value,
ie. ¥ — M 2 and p — p. The last four lines can be dropped, because
<Z ET> <EZ ZTZT> = 0 as shown in appendix A in (A.11) and (A.12).
In principle, every term is associated with its own LE constant. With eqs.
(A.9) and (A.22) we see, however, that they are not independent from each
other and will only occur as a linear combination with fixed coefficients. We
finally end up with two independent terms

N2 02 Mz
A (s st and A -
The factor of f? was introduced to keep the A; dimensionless. When we
expand the traces in terms of pion fields, the fields will be weighted with dif-
ferent numerical factors, depending on whether they stem from the expansion

of Ay <Z + ET> or A, <Z + ET>3. Yet, the structure of the fields itself is the
same: We will always get fields to second and fourth power. We already ex-
plicitly determined the factors involved with A; in (2.15). Here, however, we
are not interested in detailed values. For both A; we can write very generally

<2+2w. (2.75)

M —*2 =4
expansion = ;QP (const + X, — ¥z + Yy, 7]:4> (2.76)
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X4, and Yy, are the undetermined expansion coefficients. After dropping the
constant term this allows us to write down the counterterm

Mgp? i
£M§p2 = 12 ZAXAf +ZA YAJf4

2 2 22 4
_ Mop ( f) . (2.77)
"2 I

All principally calculable and uninteresting factors have been absorbed into
a new LE constant, whose precise value is to be determined by lattice calcu-
lations. The renormalization of A, will now cancel divergent terms propor-
tional to MZa® stemming from the two point function while A, is responsible
for the d1vergences proportional to MZa? from the four point functlon. This
means that we simply add one divergent counterterm of order MgaQ -2 and
another one of order MZa? - ©* to our theory. What, if we, for instance,
needed an additional six-point vertex? Could we simply add an order 7%
counterterm with coefficient A,? Yes, but it would not be independent any
more since its coefficient would be a linear combination of A, and fly. A
simple argument can clarify this feature. In our general considerations about
the structure of the MZp? counterterms we found that the basis consisted

of two elements: <E + ET> and <E + ET>3 Hence, we need exactly two LE
constants A; and A,. Due to the unique linear relation in (2.76) they can
be determined from A, and A and vice versa. Thus, we will always need
two independent quantities as 1nput. All additional constants, then, can be
deduced therefrom.

The renormalization program which we apply here is directly fit to our
use: Any divergences from two- and four-point functions at one loop are
cancelled by appropriate counterterms. The main difference to the method
from Gasser and Leutwyler outlined in section 1.3 is that they renormalize
the whole generating functional to one loop without specification of a dis-
tinct observable. There, one can indeed perform any calculation, no matter
which kind of n-point function or observable it involves: Taking the NLO
tree level contribution into account one always ends up with a finite result.
In principle, one could also perform such a renormalization procedure with
(2.14) at leading order. Since we restrict our calculation to the scattering
length only, we can fortunately avoid such enormous efforts. The results in
the end are the same and much easier obtained.

The p* case works in complete analogy. Here, we found after a spurion
analysis that any p* term is represented by

B <z +=H)° and ngi (£ 4zt (2.78)
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which reads in terms of pion fields and redefined LE constants
4 =9 —4
pr =T - T

Again, we encounter two low energy constants and the well known struc-
ture of pion fields. The same arguments as in the MZa? case announce the
independence of the two constants. In the spurion analysis of the p* term
we omitted the chirally invariant term <pr> <pr> just as we dropped pure

source terms of the form <XT><> or (L,, L") in section 1.3. As long as one
does not consider the sources dynamically, they are only constants and have
no further influence.

For completeness, we also write down the p* term. The basis is the same
as for the x/p? term and the result is, as expected,

3 -9 -4
L= ;2 ( 7}2 + cy;) . (2.80)

The terms ~ p“a® are, from the point of view of a spurion analysis, a
little bit more cumbersome. In the construction of chirally invariant traces
we now have to consider 9,3 and 9,%" in addition to ¥, X7, p and p'. The
number of chirally invariant combinations is increasing rapidly. Using trace
relations again we find the following general structure:

2 2

2
f P f t\? f
2<azaz>,p2ﬁ<auzauz><z+z> 2<az+az>.
(2.81)
The general expansion of these operators in terms of pion fields and newly

defined low energy constants reads

f ]

L

p2p2 ==
2 T
]Pi? ( v 73 0,70, 7T+ Dyy— i (70, 7) (70, 7) + DZF 7T2((9M7T8M7T)> . (2.82)

Now, we have all ingredients at hand to construct the (N)NLO lagrangian.
The N in parentheses denotes that elements both from NLO and NNLO are
included. Let us summarize once again the elements: £n~ro consmts of the
old £4(M2) from (2.7) and of £}(M2) from (2.8) without the p? terms. From
now on, we refer to the latter as L2, + Ly2,. Further, we include all terms
which we determined in this section. Finally, we can write:

Loonvo = La(Mg) + Ly + Lyga, + Lizge + Lygzge + Los + Lja . (2.83)
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There is still one remaining point to tackle: As anticipated, we want our
lagrangian to depend only on M?, the tree level pion mass which is used in
the LO lagrangian for the computation of the loop diagrams. Since our new
(N)NLO lagrangian in (2.83) includes all possible terms, the naive quadratic
completion mentioned in the beginning of this section should work. Thus,
substituting M2 = M? + 2¢,a® will not produce any new structure in the
power counting scheme. To check this and for later use we write down the
concrete result of this procedure although it is a rather lengthy expression.

Loonro = Lo M) + Lz, + Lz,
+ L45 202@2 <8#E 8#2T> <Z -+ ZT> ~ p2a2

2
— L68 2M2 262@2 <E + ZT> ~ M2G2
~ Les 4c3a* (T +51)° ~ a
— Wes p2coa? <E + ZT>2 ~ a®
M2p2 _ ﬁ:Z _ 7—T»4 -
+ f2 Awﬁ +AyF ~ M a
2c0a* o, (- @ L7 4
2 (A5 A e
+ Eps + £p4 + ‘Cp?p?- (2.84)

The first term is the NLO Gasser-Leutwyler lagrangian from continuous chi-
ral perturbation theory, but now with mass M2. The second and third
term in the first line give corrections of order p?a and M?2a corresponding to
L2y + Lyjz, In (2.83). Their LE constants do not contain any infinities as
discussed in detail in section 2.1. Then, all further terms which change un-
der the substitution procedure are listed. The column on the right hand side
indicates the power counting level at any time. We see that we indeed do not
gain any other structures which had not already been part of the lagrangian
before the substitution. The terms of the last line remain unchanged. The
expansion of the lagrangian in terms of pion fields finally allows one to com-
bine all the terms of the same power counting. We will have to do this when
we compute the pion mass.

Finally, we can organize what we have learned in this section in a power
counting scheme for the LCE regime:

LO: p?, m, a?
NLO : p*a, ma, a® : (2.85)

NNLO :  p* p*m, m?, p*a?, ma?, a*
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At NLO, we have collected all the operators, whose LE constants will not get
renormalized. At NNLO, all operators which potentially serve to cancel any
divergencies are present. Note that NNLO only partially includes operators
from the Lg given in [15]. We still work to one loop and only adapted the
power counting to our special use.



Chapter 3

One-loop computation

In the first section of this chapter, the pion mass to one loop in the LCE
regime is computed and the differences to the continuum formulae are pointed
out. Then, in the second section, we compute the full scattering amplitude
to one loop.

3.1 The pion mass to one loop

We now embark upon the loop corrections of the pion mass in the LCE
regime. For this purpose, we have to calculate the truncated two point
Green’s function to one loop with the vertices given in section 2.5. The cor-
responding diagrams were already sketched in the previous section in figure
2.2. Hence, we write down all one loop diagrams leading to the expression

G2Z]tr 1- loop (p7 _p) -

zrjs 1
3] iy +Mz§sv pot k. —(p k)] (3)

for the truncated 2-point function. This expression factorizes into the loop
integral and the vertex sum. « runs from 1 to 4 and denotes the distinct
vertices from section 2.5. r and s are flavor indices of internal lines and have
to be summed over. Further we have set

P =D, pP3 = —D,
3.2
pr=p+k, pir=—(p+k) (3:2)

45
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which expresses four-momentum conservation at each vertex. For the vertex-
sum we find the following result:

S VIR p+k,—p,—(p+k) =

ij 1
5 3372 (4% + 4(p + k)* + 5M® = 15 - 2c20%) . (3.3)

With this result we can write

G;?tr, 1-loop (p’ _p> -

5ij61f2 [(4]32 +5M? —15-2cya*) Ag(M?) + 4A1(M2)] , o (34)

where we defined the two scalar integrals via dimensional regularization

dPk 1 M?
2 i _ . 2
Ag(M?) = /(271')[) s p) L A = 167T2(A+ 1 —InM?), (3.5)
d’k  (k+p)?

2m)D (k + p)? + M?

A (M?) = / ( = M24,. (3.6)

A = 2 — v+ In(4m) contains the divergence in ¢ = D —4 for D = 4 and
v = 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The detailed discussion of
integrals in dimensional regularization can be found in appendix B. The

truncated one-loop 2-point function in the end reads

GQ,]tr, 1—100p<p7 _p> =9 j67f2(4p2 + M2 —15- 2C2a2)A0(M2) (37)
=— 5iji(4p2 + M?*—15- 2c2a2)ﬂ2(A +1—InM?).
62 1672

We now calculate the tree level contribution of the truncated (N)NLO 2-
point function with the (N)NLO lagrangian (2.84) constructed in the previous
chapter. The expansion in terms of the pion fields and the determination of
the corresponding vertices is shown in appendix D. Thus, the appropriate
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truncated 2-point function reads
i 2M2 M4
Gy Lo (P —p) = — 16L45 f2 — 32Les—5- =
M?2p
— 16W45]}.2p - 32W68 f2

_ 2M2 QCQCL F(32L68 + 214 )

1
F(16L45 +D,)

(32W68 + Cy)

— 2¢90%p?

— 2c90%p—
f

— (2ca)? (32L68 + A, + lp ) - (3.8)

f? 2
The complete truncated 2-point function finally defines the one loop self
energy

— X 61] G2 tr = GZz tr,(N)NLO + GQ tr,1—loop * (39)

Since the truncated 2-point function consists of one-particle irreducible dia-
grams (1PI), we arrive at the full propagator by summing up all reducible
diagrams that one can construct out of the 1PI connected with the free prop-
agator [26]. This forms a geometric series:

. 1 1 . 1 1

G (p,—p) = + Gi —— 4 =

2 (p p) p2+/\/l2 p2+/\/l2 2, p2+/\/12 p2—|—./\/l2 GQtr
g 1

— 5 . 3.10

Py + M2+ 3p(p}) (310

The subscript E in the last line reminds us that we are still in Euclidean
space. In order to get physical results, we have to Wick-rotate back to
Minkowski space. In our case, this is simply done by changing the sign of p2.
In terms of the self energy, this means

Supiy) = Ze(—pk). (3.11)

The pion mass is defined as the pole of the full propagator (3.10). This
dictates us immediately the renormalization condition for the pion mass:

— M? = Sy(p3) =0 for pi, = M?. (3.12)
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We can now compute the unrenormalized pion mass to one loop:
1 mt 5  2ca*M?
M? — + .22
322 f2 3272 f?

M2

)(A—l—l—ln./\/l2)

sM*
- 2L+ Ls — 4Lg — 2Ls|
C16WoMPap
;2 L[2W s+ W5 — 4T — 277
— M22¢5a F[ (2Ly + Ls — 8Lg — ALs) + (D, — A,)]
+ AWycad? P [32W6 +16Ws + C,
+ (2¢20%)° 7 [32L6 +16Ls + A, + 2B 2] (3.13)

We used again the full notation in terms of L; and W;, because the linear
dependencies of the LE constants will be more obvious in this notation.
Further, we set again p = 2Wja, to make dependence on the lattice spacing
more obvious.

Wave function renormalization: For later use, we now compute the
wave function renormalization Z, of the pion fields. It is defined as the
residuum of the full propagator (3.10). Using the residuum theorem from
complex analysis, one gets for Z

dX
d(p®)
Note that we take the derivative with respect to p? after we Wick-rotated back

to Minkowski space. The concrete determination of 7. is straight forward
and reads

Z'=1-

(3.14)

2
M*(A+1—1InM?) - 16 L45&

Z.=1- 7

2472 f2
290
I? f?
Squaring Z,, neglecting all powers higher than M? which would correspond
to higher order loop corrections and using (3.5), we can write

41 M?
Z? r=lt354 (M2)—32L45?

_32W45f2 (32 Lys + 2 D,)

— 16 W5 — (16 Lys + Dy)—2n (3.15)

2¢9a?

7 (3.16)
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As anticipated in section 2.6 we can write Z2 = 1+ O (M?).

Renormalization: In analogy to the Gasser-Leutwyler constants intro-
duced in section 1.3, we now make the ansatz

T —e Vi
K, =K —pu 327r2<A +1) (3.17)
where K; stands for both L; and the new LE constants A,, B,, C, and
D,. p denotes the renormalization scale. The renormalization constants -;
belonging to the L; are well known and listed in table 1.1. ~va,, VB,, YOu
and vp, must now be chosen such that we end up with a finite result for the
one-loop pion mass.

The M* divergence in the first line of (3.13) is canceled by the terms
of the second line, exactly like in the continuum. The second divergence,
the M2a? term, is canceled by the fourth line by properly adjusting the
renormalization constants. This gives us a first constraint on (D, — A;). On
the level of the renormalzation constants it reads

8 (274 + 75 — 87 — 478) + YDy — Vs = 5. (3.18)

Since there are no more divergent terms stemming from the leading order
loop integrals, we can conclude that all other terms in (3.13) must be finite.
The M?2a term in the third line is finite by construction, c.f. section 2.1. All
the LE constants of the a® term in the fifth line must also be finite since they
only involve the finite 7W; and the additional constant C, which nowhere
else pops up and, therefore, we have to choose finite. This is equivalent to
Ye, = 0. In order to keep the a term finite we get a second constraint on
the renormalization constants from (32Lg + 16Ls + A, + %Bx):

3276 + 1675 + V4, — ;731 = 0. (3.19)
Thus, we are left with two constraints for three unknown parameters. This
means that we still can choose one parameter. This is actually not a problem,
it is even expected. One encounters the same feature in the continuous case.
Going on shell means that one replaces p? with M2. At NLO, p>M? always
reduces to M* since higher powers than M* would correspond to higher
order loop corrections. In the continuous theory, this fact is manifest in the
linear combination [(2L4 + Ls) — 2 (2L¢ + Lsg)]. The constants within paren-
theses are linear combinations due to the Cayley-Hamilton relations, while
the linear combination between parentheses expresses the on shell condition.
This explains why we encounter an analogous linear combination (D, — A,).
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In our computation, only this specific combination enters and we can think
of it as one constant.! The most important point for us, however, is that
every NLO term in (3.13) consists of linearly independent combinations of
LE constants. Although we will not be able to determine all the LE constant
separately, we can at least determine certain linear combinations and think
of them at any time as one constant. The bottom line is that these constants
then are independent from each other.

Having this information in mind, we now arbitrarily choose vz, = 0, then
Va4, and yp, are determined and we get

YAz = _37 VB = Oa Yor = Oa VDy = 4. (320)

Finally, we get for the renormalized pion mass:

4 2 2 A 42 2
M o= M+ 1 Mln(M>+ 5 '202aM1n<M>

3272 f2 112 3272 12 e
sM*
-5 2L} + Ly — 4L — 2L
17 _ _ _
- 16WOM2aF [2W 4 + W5 — 4W — 25
1
- M%ﬁﬁ (8 (2L} + Lf — 8Ly — ALY) + (D — Ay)]
1
+ AWoesa’ 7 (320 + 16W5 + C |
242 1 r r r 1 r
+ (2¢507) 7 (321 + 161§ + AL, + in} : (3.21)

As we have just discussed, we are free to collect the LE constants in square
bracket into new constants. Furthermore, we want the renormalization scale

it to be absorbed into scale independent LE constants. For this purpose we
define

A3 =pPexp (8- 32n° (2L) + Lf — 4Ly — 2L))
2

32
=2 — 2 exp ( " (8(2L5 + Lt — 8L — AL}) + (D] — A;)))
kl - 16 (2W4 + WE, - 4W6 - 2W8)

ks =2 (32W + 16Ws + C7)

1
ky=(32Lg + 16Lg + Al + 53;)
'If we had, in addition, computed the pion decay constant f, to one loop, another
linear combination involving D, would have enterd the calculation and one would have to
check carefully the linear independencies.
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and the pion mass reads

2 2 2 2
:M2{1+ 1 M 1n<M>+ 5 2ca ln<M>+k1W0a}

32m2 f2 A3 32m2  f2 =2 12
2c,Woa? (2c9a%)?
e g b (3.22)

In the pioneering work of Gasser and Leutwyler on ChPT [1], they pa-
rameterized the pion fields in the SU(2) square root representation, another
non-linear realization of SU(2)xSU(2). Consequently, their low energy con-
stants [; as well as the renormalization constants 7, (c.f. eq. (9.6) in [1])
differ from the L; and ~; which we have used so far. Their scale independent
LE constants [; are defined as

T _ ’}/z, 7 &2
100 = gpes (E4 %), (3.23)

i.e., at the scale p = M = M the value of [; is the same as the renormalized
low energy constant {7 up to the number ~//3272. In case of the pion mass,
their LE constants are related to our SU(2) matrix representation by 5 =
—4(2L5+ Lt —4Lg —2LY) and correspondingly v5 = —4(2v4+ 75 — 476 — 27s).
If we apply these relations to the above definition of A2 we get precisely

_ M?

Later on, we will therefore often use the notation in terms of I; due to the
simplicity of notation.

Discussion: Setting a = 0 we arrive at the continuum result first obtained
in [1]. Yet, for finite lattice spacing the continuum result gets modified by
an additional chiral logarithm proportional to M?2a?, as anticipated, and
analytic corrections of order a®, a* and M?a?. In order to estimate the
strength of the new logarithm, we rewrite the terms in square brackets such
that the dependence on M? lies completely in In(M?/A2):

M? 10 A2 Woa
{M? + 10c2a°} In ( A2 ) + 327T2f2C26L ln< > + ky f(; ]

One immediately sees that the factor in front of the chiral logarithm for cya
is one order of magnitude larger then for M?. The consequence is that even
small contributions of O(a?) strongly affect the curvature which one would

1
+322

2
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expect due to the continuum chiral logarithm. For negative ¢, which so far
seems to be the most likely scenario (c.f. discussion in section 2.3), the value
of M? + 10c2a? can become small such that the expected curvature won’t be
seen.

The other interesting feature is that in the chiral limit the pion mass
does not vanish due to the lattice artifacts of the terms ks and k4. These
contributions are of O(a? a?). At this point, it is worth performing the
additive mass renormalization outlined in section 1.4, though this time, it is
not only restricted to the 1/a term. Hence, we determine the critical quark
mass M such that the pion mass M? again vanishes in the chiral limit:

2CQW0(13 (202&2)2 WO 202W06L3
—F  t ki — 1 3 19 |-
f? f? f? f?

The quark masses m and m now differ by order a? and higher, i.e. the
additional contributions of O(a?,a*) will be cleverly absorbed. With this

new definition, the one loop pion mass can be written in terms of m and
finally reads

5 712 12 2 712
M£=M2[1—I— 1 M ln<M>—|— 5 2ca ln<M>+k‘1W0a1.

M2 = 2B = 2Bm—2cya’+ k3

32m2 f2? A3 322 f2 =2 12

As discussed in section 1.4, our final aim will be to express scattering
lengths in terms of the physical pion masses, resp. in terms of the pion mass
which one measures on the lattice. Therefore, we essentially do not need the
pion mass in terms of the critical quark mass. The above determination has
got a more pedagagical intention, namely, to illustrate the principal differ-
ences of the lattice observables to those in the continuum. For later use, we
now invert the pion mass M2 with respect to the tree level pion mass M?2.
The result is

1 M? M? 2¢9a? M?
M? :Mz{l— . n<§> 0 _2ea In (J) —klwoa}
T =

3272 f2 0\ A3 ) 3272 f2 =2 IE
2 3 2 2)\2
ks CQ?;"’“ g C;‘z‘) (3.25)

where we neglected all corrections higher than our power counting scheme.
The LE constants will now also depend on M? instead of M2, i.e. I3(M?) —
l3(M3).

3.2 The scattering amplitude to one loop

Next, we compute the scattering amplitude A(s,¢,u). The one loop compu-
tation consists of the four diagrams shown in figure 3.1. The first three of
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() " (ps3)
' (p1) ™ (ps)

e}
—

7 (p2) ! (pa)

W‘j (p2) 7! (ps)

m(p2)  m(pa) mp2)  7(p)

Figure 3.1: One loop diagrams contributing to the scattering amplitude. The first one
is called s-channel diagram, the second respectively the third one t-channel respectively
u-channel diagram. The fourth diagram is referred to as tadpole diagram and involves a
six point vertex.

them are related by crossing symmetry which we have discussed in section
2.4. (Therefore, the diagrams are called s-channel, t-channel and u-channel.)
We will now use this fact to compute all of the necessary diagrams in a
systematic way. The tadpole contribution will be discussed afterwards.
According to (2.49), the amplitude A(s,t,u) corresponds to the flavor
combination 6“§*. This means that we only need to select all vertex combi-
nations of the s-, t- and u-channel leading to the distinct flavor combination
5§ . In order not to forget any diagrams we precisely investigate how cross-
ing symmetry relates these diagrams to each other: The t-channel diagram
with configuration 676* in figure 3.1 is obtained from the s-channel with
configuration §**¢7' simply by exchanging ps < ps. Analogously, it works
with the u-channel with configuration 66 which is obtained from the s-
channel with configuration §%6* by interchanging py <+ ps. The idea now
is to write down an expression leading to the truncated four-point Green’s
function of the s-channel diagramm szf L inlP1s D2, P3, pa] which includes all
possible flavor combinations, i.e. §76*, §*§ and §%6*. From this general
s-channel, one can immediately derive the §§* contributions of the t- and
u-channel and, hence, derive the contributions to the amplitude A(s,t, u).

General s-channel: The momentum flow is defined by means of the arrows
in figure 3.1. All external momenta are defined as incoming resulting in the
total four momentum conservation

p1+p2+p3s+pa=0. (3.26)
The momentum conservation at each vertex gives

p+pe+l+k = 0,

(3.27)
—l—k+p3+ps = 0.
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With the vertices given in (2.51) - (2.54) the most general one loop s-channel
reads

4,s-chn DP1,P2,P3,P4 - 2 (271')4 (k’2 +M2)((k.+P12)2+M2)
X Zvoijs[pbp??l?k]vﬂrsm[_lﬂ _kap3ap4] (328)
o,
where we introduced the short-hand notation
Py = (pa+ ), a,b=1,2,3,4. (3.29)

The sum over a and (3 runs from 1 to 4 according to the four different vertices.
Further, we sum over the repeated indices r, s = 1, 2, 3 of internal pion lines.
In order to extract the three different configurations {4, j, k, [} we rewrite the
complicated sum in (3.28) such that we can control the Kronecker deltas and
the factors which multiply the Kronecker deltas at each vertex separately.
For this purpose, we introduce the following short hand notation for the pion
configuration:

5[Z.’j}M _ slistslrst  and 5[k7l]N _ slrsy ik}

M, N = 1,2, 3 denotes the appropriate configuration of pion indices, i.e.
Oigly = 0907, gl = 078, g = 5767,
Sy, = 076k, Sy = 675, S, = 071",

This allows us to write

3 3
Va = Z VaM(S[i,j]M and Vﬁ = Z VBN(S[IC,Z]N .
M=1

N=1
f/aM is the factor which multiplies the Kronecker deltas. For V; and V5, its
content is momentum dependent and, therefore, depends on the specific pion
configuration. We indicate this fact with an additional subscript M resp. N
on « resp. 3. Further we collect the momentum configuration in

[p17p27 l7 k] = [in]7 [_la _k7p37p4] = [Out] .
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Now, the sum in (3.28) reads:

Z VoijTS [p17p27 lu k,]VT'Skl[ l _k7p37p4]
a,f

= Y Vi™[in]Vy Mlout]
a,B

4 3
= Z ZVOEWMMZ Va8,

1
= Z Z V m]6 [6,9] Z Z Vﬁ[;ut](s[k,l]N
M

_ Zf/lM +‘/v21n] V[1n+‘/;11n])5 i
M

3m
x (V[out] + ‘/2[out] + ‘/B[out] + V;l[out])é[ kil - (330)
Performing the sum over M and N in the last line produces nine different

summands. The whole expression is indeed very long. In order to control it
systematically we define

(M in] = (Vg gl gl (3.31)
[Nout] = (V4 3o 4 pfond o pjon (3.32)

and write the above sum in the following scheme:

5967 [1in] [1 out] 676"
§767% [2in] [2out] 6776 (3.33)
56" [31in] [3 out] 670"

Now, the recipe works as follows: Take at any time one factor of [M in], pair

it with one factor of [N out] and contract the Kronecker deltas with respect
to r and s. For example

546" [1in] [2 out] 5k gt

51 372 It

—2(pip2 + lk) + M* =3 202a2}

pil + pok + pol + prik)

1
><3762 {(p1p2 — p1k — pol + k)

+2<pll + pgk) + M2 -3 202&2:| .
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3.2.1 s-channel

To compute the s-channel contribution to the amplitude A(s,t,u), i.e. the
s-channel with configuration §%§*!, we have to pick up the following contrac-
tions from the above scheme:

5ij s g 5kl _ 3523 5kl7
(5ij §rs 5rk 55[ _ 5ij (Skl,
5ij §rs 5rl 551@ _ 5@']‘ 5kl 7
51’7‘ 5]‘3 §rs 5kl SN 6ij 5kl’
51’3 57‘]’ §rs 5kl _ 57Lj 5kl .

For the following discussion we define the function
Hyy = —4pip; — p; — pj + M. (3.34)

After many pages of algebra the vertex sum can finally be written as

[s-vertex sum| = §* 5kl9f4{4 k' 4+ 8k*(k - Prg) +4 (k- Pp)’

+2k%[Hyp + Hay + 6M® — 24 - 2507

+2 (k- Pra)|Hiz + Hzs + 6M® — 24 - 2¢30°|

+ {Hm - Hsy + (Hyg + Hsy)(3M? — 12 - 2¢5a?)
— 18- 2c0a°M? + 63(202a2)2} } . (3.35)

We are now ready to perform the loop integration with respect to the in-
dependent loop momentum k. The necessary integrals in dimensional regu-
larization are given in appendix B. In order to obtain a physical result we
have to Wick-rotate back to Minkowski space setting the scalar products
pi - pj — —pi - p;. Going on shell, we further set p? = M? (at one loop
one can use M? = M? since the difference corresponds to higher order loop

corrections) and eventually obtain for the s-channel
1 2 2 2
A, = 18f4{(20p1 Py + M* — 48 - 2c0a )AO(M )

(36 (p1 - p2)® + 72p1 - poM? — 144 p; - py - 2c0a”

+2TM* — 90 - 2coa® M? + 63(202a2)2)80(—P122, MQ)} . (3.36)



o7

3.2.2 t-channel

To compute the t-channel contribution we have to select in our scheme (3.33)
the 6% 97! terms o o
Sir §Is 67‘k5$l _ (5zk 6]l
51‘5 57~j 67‘l5ks _ (sik 5jl
and then exchange the indices k& «— j as well as the momenta py «— p3
in the vertex sum. The momentum conservation at each vertex therefore
translates to

(3.37)

pr+ps+l+k = 0,

(3.38)
l—ktptp = 0
and the loop integral therewith is written as
y 1 d*%k [ t-vertex sum |
A, 09§k = f/ . 3.39
Y N e v e v R
Defining the two functions

E; = pi—2pj, (3.40)
Gij = 2pip; +2p} — p; + M? (3.41)

the vertex sum reads

. 1
[t-vertex sum | = 6% 5“9]?4{2]{:4 + 4k*(k - Pi3)
— 4 (k- Fig)(k - Fos) + (k- F))(k - Fio)|
— k?2 [024 + G42 + G13 + G31 —12- 2CQCL2}
+ 2k - [F13G24 + F31Gap — FouGh3 — FioGar + 6P13202G2}
N
+ {G13G24 + G31Gyo + 18 - (2020 )

~3-2¢,0*(Cas + G + Gua + )| } (3.42)

Performing the loop integrals, Wick-rotating back to Minkowski space and
going on shell, after a very long calculation we get the t-channel amplitude.
1

A TR

(2400 )01 50) + 120 2) 1 1) = 1291 2 M
+ 36 - 2coa’ p1 - pg — 6 M* + 18 (2626L2>2) Bo(— Pk, M?)

+ <16p1 p3+12py cpy +AM® +12- 202a2> Ao(Mz)}
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1

+ 727T2f4{(p1 -p3)(P1 - p3) + 2(p1 - p2)(P1 - p3) — - p3 M?

—4p1-p2./\/l2—2./\/l4}. (3.43)

Note that the last two lines are not divergent. They stem from the finite
part of integral (B.27).

3.2.3 u-channel

To compute the u-channel contribution we have to select in our scheme (3.33)
the 6 5" terms and proceed in complete analogy to the t-channel. The two
contributions read

51'7" 6js 5rl5ks . 51’[ 5kj’
(sis (51“_7' 6rk53l _ 5@'[ 5kj ]

Comparing the above contractions with the ones from the t-channel (3.37),
one immediately sees that they are simply related by exchanging the indices
[ <+ k. This, however, corresponds to interchanging ps <= ps. Hence, we get
the u-channel amplitude from the t-channel amplitude directly by exchanging
p3 <> ps. Note that the s- and t-channel resp. the s- and u-channel cannot be
related in such a way due to the different way of contracting the pion indices.
Hence the u-channel amplitude reads

1
A = 18f4{(24 (p1 - pa)(p1 - pa) + 12 (p1 - p2)(p1 - pa) — 121 - po M?

+ 36 - 2coa’ p1 - ps — 6 M* + 18 (202(12)2) Bo(— P2, M?)

+ (16191 pa+12p1 - pe+AME+12. 2Cza2> Ao(MQ)}

1
+727r2f4{(p1 - pa)(p1 - pa) + 2(p1 - p2)(p1 - p1) — p1 - p3 M?

—4py - pa M? — 2/\44}- (3.44)

3.2.4 Tadpole contribution

The last loop diagram is the tadpole diagram in figure ??. In order to
compute it we have to expand the LO lagrangian in terms of the pion fields
up to O(7%). The corresponding six point vertices are given in appendix D.2
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and give rise to the following one loop contribution
d*k
2 (2m)* k% + ,/\/l2
X ZVZ]THT p17p27k7p37p47_k]- (345)

Gi,]%i) [pl y P2, D3, p4]

The contraction is such that we select all terms leading to
sl gtrkrsilry __, 50 gkl

Doing the integration, Wick-rotating back to Minkowski space and going on
shell leads us to the following one loop tadpole amplitude

1
Arp = “i8ft <4Op1p2 +9M? — 63 2c2a )AU(MQ). (3.46)

3.2.5 (N)NLO tree level contribution

We now embark upon the (N)NLO computation of the four point function.
The expansion of the appropriate lagrangian (2.84) in terms of pion fields up
to fourth order and the corresponding four point vertices Wikl are given in
appendix D.1. Since we consider the (N)NLO contribution at tree level only,
we simply have to sum up all four point vertices

7
G&)i\mo [p1, P2, 3. P4 Z W75 1, pa, p3, pal. (3.47)
n=3

Selecting again the 6% portion we arrive at the contribution for the scat-
tering amplitude

1
A(N NLo = 32L43 f (p1 pz) (p1 'p2)

+16 L, F((pl +ps) (p1 - ps) + (p1 - pa) (p1 - 1))

+2X; (pl “p3+ 1 'p4) +4 Xs(p1-p2+p3-ps) —8X7. (3.48)

The X; are linear combinations of low energy constants and are defined
in appendix D.1. Using momentum conservation, Wick-rotating back to
Minkowski space and going on shell the amplitude can be written as

1
AmnynLo = 32 L1z —; 7

+4X5 (M +p1‘p2)—8X6p1'p2—8X7. (349)

(1~ p2)* +16 L2 35 = ((pr-pe + (1 p1)?)
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3.2.6 Wave function renormalization contribution

As anticipated in section 2.6, we have to include the effects of the wave
function renormalization on the LO tree level amplitude (2.57) when we
perform the full one loop computation. Basically, this means that the tree
level scattering amplitude (2.57) will be multiplied by the factor Z2 that was
given in section 3.1. The O(M?) contributions of the scattering amplitude
multiplied by the O(M?) corrections from Z2 in (3.16) will contribute with
additional terms of O(M?) which we collect in Apg. From now on, it is very
important to indicate which on shell condition in the tree level scattering
amplitude was used. On the one hand, we write Apo(M2) if we use p? = M?
like in (2.57), i.e. if it is important that loop corrections to the pion mass
are considered. On the other hand, we write Aro(M?) like in (2.58) if we
apply p* = M?

Z2ALo(M7) =Aro(M2) + (Z2 — 1) ALo(M2)

™

=Aro(M2) + (Z2 — 1) ALo(M?)

T

=Aro(M?) + Apg . (3.50)

The first line is still exact. In the second line we use the fact that we can
write Z2 = 1+ O(M?) and that we can neglect terms of higher powers than
M?*. This allows us to replace Apo(M?) by Apo(M?). Apgr is a lengthy
expression and reads

2

Apg = — 32 L45371 (6p1p2 +3M? =3 2¢0°)
— 32 W453';4 (6]?1]?2 +3M?-3. 202a2)
— 32 L4523€2J312 (6p1p2 + 3 M? — 3 2030%)
- 2Dx2§2]£2 (6p1p2 + 3 M? =3+ 2c30)
+ 181f4 (48p1p2 + 24M? — 24 - 2c30%) Ag(M?). (3.51)

Note that the last line contains en explicitly divergent term in Ag(M?) de-
fined in (3.5).

3.2.7 Renormalization and cancellation of the diver-
gencies

We are now in the position to write down the full scattering amplitude A to
one loop. It is simply the sum of all the contributions that we have computed
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so far
A= Aro(M2)+ As+ A+ Ay + Arp + Apg + ANNLO -

After the discussion of the individual terms we know that this expression is
enormously large. In order not to lose the orientation, we first focus on the
renormalization of the divergencies.

Putting all ingredients together we can extract the divergent part of the
amplitude. The divergencies arise from the s-, t- and u-channel as well as
from the tadpole contribution. Further, we found a divergence in Apg.
A last divergent structure enters the amplitude when in the leading or-
der amplitude Apo(M?) the unrenormalized one-loop pion mass M? from
(3.13) is substituted.? Due to the specific structure of M? we can write
Aro(M?) = ALo(M?) + O(M*) where O(M?) includes both the divergen-
cies from the one-loop computation and the (unrenormalized) (N)NLO low
energy constants. For the renormalization process, only the O(M?) contri-
bution is important. Apo(M?) will be considerd in the very end. With this
ingredients, the divergent part reads

Agiv _W{S ((pl o)’ (1o ps)® + (;a -p4)2) — 27 - 2coa® M?
— 60 - 2cpa® (py - p2) + 33 - (202a2)2} (A +1—1In Mz). (3.52)

These infinities are cancelled by the appropriate counterterms from the
(N)NLO lagrangian. They enter our calculation through Ayro and Apg.
Further, we encounter an additonal contribution after the substitution of the
unrenormalized pion mass (3.13) in the leading order amplitude (see above).
Collecting all counterterms we end up with the following structure:

Act :]014{(191 -p2)2 32 Ly3 + ((Pl ‘P2)2 + (m 'P2)2> 16 Lo

+ 202a2p{32W45 — ;le — 4Cy]

+ M2 2e00° [32 Ly—4A,+2D,—2D, + g(D“’ — Ax)]
+ (p1 - p2) 2020°[2 Dy — 4 D, — 4D,

4 1
+(2020%)°[32 Lus — 2 (2 A, + B,) + 2Dy — 54+ 5ng)} } . (3.53)

20ne could use the renormalized pion mass as well, where all divergencies are already
cancelled. The structure of the whole computation, however, is more obvious in the here
described framework since some of the unrenormalized terms cancel each other and need
not be carried through the whole process.
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Note that neither in Ag;, nor in Agp any terms proportional to M? or aM?
are present. They dropped out during the computation. We now employ the
same renormalization procedure that we already used for the pion mass with
the ansatz

r —e i
Ki= K = p~ 5 (A +1). (3.54)

The renormalization constants for the L, were determined in continuous
ChPT (see table 1.1). Hence, Ly3 and Lo cancel the divergences which solely
depend on momentum, i.e. the terms proportional to (p; - p2)°, (p1 - ps)* and
(py - p4)2. The constants A,, B,, C,, D, were fixed in the calculation of the
pion mass. There, we also saw that the W; did not get renormalized. The
new free parameters of the four point function involving the lattice spacing,
therefore, are A,, B,, Cy, D, and D,. Their renormalization constants are
now fixed such that we get a finite scattering amplitude. Since there is no
divergence proportional to a® this gives a first constraint on Cy, and we must
choose ¢, = 0. There are three remaining divergencies: one proportional
to a> M2, one to a’p;ps and another one to a*. However, we have four con-
stants and, hence, can conclude that one of them is not independent. This
can be understood as follows: in the construction of the (N)NLO lagrangian
we found three independent operators for the term proportional to p*M?2,
c.f. (2.82). In the expansion in terms of pion fields, we got a constant D,
for the 2-point function and another two constants D, and D, for the four-
point function. This means that in such a four-point function, in principle,
one could distinguish a part proportional to p;ps and, for instance, a part
p1ps (c.f. the discussion of the Mandelstam variables). However, due to the
specific form of the vertices one encounters only a part proportional to pips.
This can be seen in the transition from (3.48) to (3.49) in the discussion of
the (N)NLO amplitude: Energy conservation and going on shell reduces one
degree of freedom and, hence, D, will depend on D, or vice versa. We choose
arbitrarily 7p, = 0. The other renormalization coefficients are then easily
determined and read

1 46

T30 B =30 6= 0, vp, =0, vp.=-9.

The most important point for us is that the terms in square brackets in
(3.53) are again linearly independent combinations of low energy constants
and, therefore, can be collected in terms of new constants. Substituting
pip2 = 35 — M? in (3.53) modifies the coefficients of the renormalized LE
constants, the linear combinations, however, are still linearly independent.
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In analogy to the procedure outlined at the pion mass we define:

A2 = 2 exp (16 . 487T2L§3) , A = p’exp (8 : 487T2L§) ,

=2 = ;2 exp (16”2 -D;—2D;—2D§D ,

=2 — 2exp (3?2 :32L£5 —4 A} +4D; - ?D; - ;LA;)D :

=2 — 12 exp (3?;2 :32 Ly —2(2A) + B) + 2D — ;‘(A; + ;B;)D ,

— 4
]{75 - 2 |:32W45 — ng - 4Cy:| 5
Using Mandelstam variables the renormalized part of the amplitude reads

1 N2, [M?
Adiv + ACT :967-(-2]04{_2(8 — 2M ) hl </\%>

9 ((t —2M?) 4 (u— 2/\/12)2) In (’g)

2 2
+30-2¢9a% s In (g) — 3329’ M? In (M )

= =2
—4

—5

2 M? Wo2coa®
— 33 (2c20%)" In <:2>} + k5°f742 . (3.55)

=i
In analogy to the discussion on the pion mass, we introduce the short hand
notation for the scale independent low energy constants

B 2

li(/\/lQ):—ln</XlQ> i=1,2,3, (3.56)
2

g,»(MQ):—ln<A;2> i=3,..,6. (3.57)

3.2.8 The full one loop amplitude

The last step to do is to collect all analytic terms which we have not consid-
ered so far. These are

e the tree level leading order amplitude Azo(M?)

e the finite parts from the t- and u-channel which do neither involve
By(M?, P%) nor Ag(M?)
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e the finite parts from the By(M?, P?) integrals which is given in ap-
pendix B

Putting all together and doing some algebra, we arrive at the following for-
mula for the one loop amplitude

o 2 2
As,tu) =2 Mf2 2620 | B(s,t,u) + Cls, t, ) (3.58)
1
B(S,t, 'LL) = 967‘(2f4{3<82 — M4)F (S)

+{t(t—u) —2M* (t — 2u) — 2 M} F(t)
+{u(u—t) —2M*(u—2t) — 2 M?*)}F (u)
+ 2cya? [(4202a2 + 18 M? — 245)F (s)
+ (12¢0a% — 12 M* + 6t)F (1)
+ (12¢0a* — 12 M? + 6u)F(u)} } (3.59)
C(s,t,u) = 9%12#{2 (h+ g)(s — oM’ + (b + Z) (2 + (t—uw)?) + M*
+ 26907 [303 (€4 —1) = 3M*(11& — 6)

- Wo2coa®
33 2c20” (€6 — 1)} } + kg,ofif (3.60)
in which we use the function F'(x) defined in appendix B
oln =2 —iro, p*=s M2
F(p?) = with 0 =/1———.  (3.61)
oln 2, =tu p

The terms in square brackets in (3.59) and (3.60) and the a® term in (3.60) are
new with respect to the continuum amplitude [1] which is recovered setting
a=0.



Chapter 4

Scattering lengths

In the first section the aJ, a? and a} scattering lengths to one loop are explic-
itly computed. This section focuses mainly on the technical aspects of the
calculation. In the subsequent section, the application of the formulae to fit
lattice data is discussed.

4.1 One-loop computation of ay, aj and a]

The scattering lengths are computed with the same formalism that we already
applied on the tree level amplitude. Let us recapture the most important
steps: First, we have to relate the one-loop amplitude A(s,t,u) from the
previous section to amplitudes T7 of definite isospin I = 0,1,2 with the
isospin decomposition formulae (2.59), (2.60) and (2.61) given in section 2.6.
Then, the partial wave amplitude T} is projected out by means of the partial
wave decomposition (2.66). Finally the scattering lengths are extracted with
the low energy expansion (C.26) described in appendix C.
The isospin amplitude T is decomposed in analogy to the scattering
amplitude A(s,t,u) into
Th=T4+ T+ T4 (4.1)
The T4 are the tree level isospin amplitudes which we have already computed
in section 2.6. T and T/ are obtained by plugging B(s,t,u) resp. C(s,t,u)
from the previous section into the isospin decomposition formulae of section

2.6. One then extracts the “partial scattering lengths” belonging to T4, T%
and T}, and finally adds them up to get the total scattering length

I_ 1 I I
ap =2+ aqp+ta.c. (4.2)
The scattering lengthes aj 4, and aj 4 are the same like in the tree level

calculation given by the formulae (2.69) and (2.68). With ag 4 one has to be
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careful, because there, the on-shell condition p*> = M2 enters the computation
resulting in an additional contribution

7 ) 3
a4 = S f? (/\/l2 — 7202a2) + St /2 (Mi - ./\/12) . (4.3)

To determine al{ g we replace in the isospin amplitude TO{ p the Mandelstam
variables by

s=4(¢* + M?), t=—2¢°(1 —x), u=—2¢"(1+x) (4.4)

where x = cos 8 as discussed in detail in section 2.4. This leads to a structure
of the form

1
Ton =96W—2f4(s<q, r)- F(s)+T(g,x)- F(t) + Ulg,x) - F(u))  (4.5)
S, T and U are lengthy expressions with ¢ and z as kinetic variables. Note
that ¢ can appear only with even powers.

Let us now focus on a87 5 In the low energy expansion of the a] scattering
length we consider the limit ¢ — 0. This means that we can neglect all
terms which depend on ¢? or higher powers. Performing the partial wave
decomposition (2.66) by means of an integral over x (remember that P(z) = 1
for [ = 0) we end up with the following expression

s 1 1

+1
_ 4 22 2 2
al _WW{/I dz (147TM" + 75 - (2¢,0%)" — 210 M? 2¢50°) F (s)

+1
+ / dx (5 M+ 45 - (2¢202)° — 30 M2 202a2) [F(t) + F(u)} }
-1 2
q°—0
The expansion of the function F(s) in powers of ¢?/M? using (4.4) gives

1

e @ \?
hence, in the low energy limit, it does not contribute. The remaining now is
to compute the integral
+1 +1 1
L= darFt)=[ drol?

-1 -1 o+

(4.7)

and the corresponding integral with respect to F'(u). The function

4 M? B _ 2 M?
olx) = ,|1— o)~ 1/14—1_]: with B = 7 (4.8)
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is monotonic on the interval (—1,1) and, therefore, can be inverted to

B
= . 4.

This allows us to perform the integral over ¢ with boundaries

o(—1)=4/1+ g =: 0, o(+1) =0 (4.10)

and with the transformed measure

dx 2Bo
de = —do=——5do. 4.11
dO' 0 = (0_2 . 1)2 g ( )
The final integral reads
00 o? o—1
I, = 23/ d . 412
! o P12 o1 (4.12)

The integral over F'(u) leads precisely to the same result. This integral can
be solved analytically. To do this, we employ the computer algebra system
MAPLE and finally expand the result in powers of - Ve since we are interested
in the low energy behaviour only. The expansion gives

2 2 4
1t=—4—q+o<q> (4.13)

With this result we compute

2 A42 4 232
0, = 5 20 M® 5 MP 15 (2000%) | (4.14)
: 128 73 f4 768 m3f4 256 w3 f4

The computation of ag’c is straightforward and not very illuminating.
Since the terms become very lengthy we let again MAPLE do the work.
Adding up ag 4, ag g and ag o, we end up with

7T M? 5 M2 21
(18: <1+ {ll+2l2+8}

32w f? 842 f?
5 2cea® - 15
84w f? {954 *§5+ 4 }>
5 2c9a® Woa 2coa? _
1-— ks — 11& — 1
321 f? ( 2 327T2f2{ e }>

3 2 2
g (M2 = M) (4.15)
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The determination of a3 works analogously to the a) case. The result is

M? M2 o -3 2¢oa° _
2= 1— I + 21 } — =2 16+ 2
%o 167rf2< 127r2f2{1+ 2t 3 327r2f2{ & +2}

2¢oa° Woa 2¢9a°? _
- 1— - 1165 — . 4.1
167 f2 ( £2 M5 = Son f2{ & 7} (4.16)

Setting @ = 0 we arrive at the well known continuum result for aj and a3
to one loop [1]. As anticipated, we get for non-vanishing lattice spacing
additional chiral logarithms of order a?M?In M? and a*1ln M2, as well as
analytic corrections of order a® and a*. The remarkable point at this result
is that, contrary to the continuum, the scattering lengths do not vanish in
the chiral limit. We encountered this feature already at tree level due to a
non-vanishing analytic correction of order a?>. New at one-loop level is that
the scattering lengths now even diverge in the chiral limit because of the
non-analytic contribution of order a*In M?2.

The calculation of af is different with respect to two important points.
1. We must consider the Legendre polynomial P(z) = z in the integrals.
2. The low energy expansion in (C.26) for [ = 1 extracts a factor of ¢*/M?.
Hence the a] scattering length is essentially what is multiplied by ¢* in the
final expansion and we can drop all powers higher than ¢2.

Writing again Tég in the notation of (4.5), we get for the coefficients

S(g,z) = 16¢'x
T(q,x) = (30 - 2coa* M? + 15(202a2)2 - 17/\/14) + (60 - 2cpa* — 28 ./\/l2) ¢
+ (12 M? —60 - 202a2> ¢z + O(¢")
= A+B@+Cqx+ 0"
U(g,z) =—A—Bg@ +Cq’x+ O(qh).

Dropping all contributions of O(q") the integral for aj 5 reads

11 (M2t
1 _ 2 2 2
a B _647T9671'2f4{ 7 [/_1 da:(Ax—i—Bq :L‘—I—qu)F(t)

N /:1 " ( C Ar— Bq21‘+cq2$2) F(u)]} . (4.17)

7>—0

Following the same arguments that were outlined for a87 p we derive the fol-
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lowing formulae for the integrals to perform

+1 o0 2B B -1
drx F(t) = daa)2<1— >01n0
1

- o; (02 -1 o2 -1 o+1
o F KT
- 1 rT (u) §M2 + (q )7
+1 o0 2Bo B \?  o-1
2 = —— (1- 1
/,1 dwa” F(1) o; do (02—1)2< 02—1) 1
+ 4 2 ¢
2 4
=/ dx x® F(u) 3T oME + O(¢") (4.18)

Plugging these results into (4.17) and taking the ¢ — 0 limit we get

o 65 2ca®M?2 89 M! 5 (2002
9579304 a3ft 13824 m3f4 4608 md S

(4.19)

Evaluating aic with MAPLE and adding up all partial scattering lengths we
finally arrive at the al scattering length

M? M2 (- - 65 2c0a? _ 35
1 . . et O AN
WIS (1 1272 2 {ll 2 48} 1672 f2 {554(/\4 )= % }>
2c0a° [ 2c9a® (5
T odny? (167r2f2 {12}> ' (4.20)

Setting a = 0, the continuum result [1] is recovered again. The result for aj
looks different compared with aJ and a2: There are no analytic corrections
of order a? and @?, and also the term a*In M? is missing. This is because
such contributions cancel when we compute the T amplitude by taking the
difference A(t,s,u) — A(u,t,s). Like for a) and a?, the scattering length a]
does not vanish in the chiral limit, though, the dependence on the lattice
spacing is smaller due to the missing terms mentioned above.

4.2 Fitting formulae

As explained in section 1.4 we have to express the scattering lengths in terms
of the physical pion mass M2 only. For this purpose we simply plug the
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inverted pion mass (3.25) into the above scattering length and finally obtain:

a) = ?;T]\ﬁ (1 4 845 . Aff {ll(MQ) 20y (M2) — :zg(z\ﬁ) 281} (4.21)
+5k1 V[f/(;a 84:57T2 20;;2 {240015 (M2) — —&(MQ) N 145})
_ 3;26;52 (1 — {ks + ks} M;ga _ ;{;420;2‘1 _ 32267:;f2 {1155(M§) + 1}) ,
= — 1é‘ﬁ2 ( 12M; i {ll(Mz) +2l,(M2) — gz‘g(Mg) + 2} (4.22)
—k M;Za - 32207::;2 {1154(]\/[72) — 5&(M3) + 2})

2c90? Woa 2c90? 2c0a>

B 167Tf2 <1 a {kg - kS} f2 B k4 f2 - 327T2f2 {1155(M7?) - 7}) .

Note that we have explicitely written ;(M?) and & (M?) because the chiral
logarithms in the low energy constants also change replacing M? by M?2.
In principle, one should also replace the pion decay constant f of the chiral
limit with the physical decay constant f, to one loop. In the continuum,
this would generate an explicit dependence on I,. Though, f, has not been
computed yet with lattice corrections in the LCE regime. It could be done
by constructing the appropriate axial vector current and imposing a corre-
sponding renormalization condition. Such a method is outlined in [30]. Here,
however, we treat f simply as a free parameter.
For a} we get analogously

M2 M2 3- 65
1o L= L) - B2 - SO + 2 )
“ 247Tf2< 127 2f2{1( 7) = B(M7) — 2la(M:) + g
Woa 2coa? 9 9y 93D
—h 2 16m2f2 {_ & (M )+5§4(M)_6}
2coa? Woa 2c0a° 2c9a { 5 }
- k k - =4, 4.2
24 f2 ( S TR T T T g e\ 12 (4.23)

With this replacement, ai now also depends on terms of O(a?).

The above formulae can now be applied to fit scattering lengths obtained
from simulations with unphysical pion masses to the physical point of M, ~
135 MeV or to the chiral limit. As a coproduct, one obtains numerical values
for distinct linear combinations of low energy constants. Of special interest
are, of course, the GL constants from the continuum, since they are the
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LE constants of the “true” low energy expansion of QCD. Before the era
of lattice QCD, these low energy constants could only be determined by
phenomenological arguments and are indeed constants corresponding to the
uniquely fixed pion mass of M, ~ 135MeV. This is the reason why one uses
in continuum ChPT the scale independent GL constants ;. On the lattice
where the quark mass and, hence, the pion mass is a variable, it is, therefore,
useful to work with the scale dependent GL constants in the manner we
have discussed them in (3.23). Expressing the scattering lengths with scale
dependent LE constants the chiral logarithm with the renormalization scale
i will explicitly appear in our formulae.

To give some practical formulae, we primarily assume to perform mea-
surements at one fixed lattice spacing and we will later give the generalization
to different lattice spacings. Focussing first on af and a2 the formulae read

7M? M? M2 10 2ca% (32 M?
ag z (/{01 + = {51n — + 21[71;0} 4 o2 { In ”})
v

T 3272 3272 f2 3272f2 |21 2
5 - 2coa? 2cqa? M?
B 20 1l —=r 4.24
327 f2 (’“’2 Toep ey (4.24)
M? M? 7. M? 4 2cya? M?
2 _ s Bk S [ PNt *ZIZQ 2 3n —~
W=7 T6r 2 (“21 T lem {2 e TR (T eep PN e
2¢9a? 2c0a®> (11 . M?
— — In —= . 4.25
167 f2 (F””JF 167272 | 2 2 (4.25)
In I we collected the linear combination of GL constants for definite isospin
channels:
3 21 3 3
=0 +20— Zls+ — U2 =L +2l— Sl + = 4.26
- 1+ 20 83+8’ - 1+ 202 83+8 (4.26)

In k7, we further collected analytic terms of O(a) and O(a?). At fixed lattice
spacing the xp; are constants except for the renormalization scale dependence
p which enters through the & ().

Let us summarize qualitatively what we gained with this rewriting of the
scattering length for one distinct isospin channel I: So far, we still have the
parameters from continuous ChPT, i.e. f and [l further, there are the
lattice parameters ¢y, k71 and k. Hence, there are five independent fitting
parameters. This allows us to write down the most general fitting formula in
the LCE regime:

aé :AOO + AloMf -+ AQOM;% -+ AgoMfr In Mz + A40M73 In Mﬁ + 12140 In Mﬁ .
(4.27)
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Ay is not an independent fitting parameter any more since, like Ay, it
depends only on ¢, and on f (and on the renormalization scale).

If one simultaneously analyzes data at different lattice spacings one must
consider that the xy; consist of two independent terms at any time, one of
O(a) and the other one of O(a?). Thus, we have to write

Krj =1+ /@%-)a + /fg-)az : (4.28)

In other words, the number of independent fitting parameters is increased
from five to seven. In the case that one analyzes scattering lengths for the
I = 0 and for the I = 2 channel simultaneously, one sees by comparing (4.21)

and (4.22) that the O(a) terms fi([? are correlated by
5/4;(()1) = —7/4;(()12), /1(()2) = 5212) : (4.29)

One remaining point to tackle is the comparison of the scattering lengths
between the GSM regime and the LCE regime. The formulae for the GSM
regime are simply obtained by dropping all contributions of O(a?,a*, M?a?)
in (4.21) and (4.22) since these are not present in the GSM regime.

M2 M2 M2 o1 2
N <1+/<a(()1) {51 —+—OZI 0}) 5- 2007 (4.30)

32 f? 322 f2 pro2 32f

M2 M2 (7 M2 4 2¢oa?
2 M [ m )l e Zp=2 () 2%y g
%o 167 f2 ( Tt 1672f2 2 @2 3 167 f* 431)

Now the ky; are only of O(a). Together with f, I=0 and c¢,, there are
four independent parameters and the fitting formulae exhibit the following
functional form

aé = AOO + AlOMﬁ + AQ()M;.I + AgoM: In Mz (432)

For completeness, we outline the discussion for the a} case: Using the
same arguments as above one arrives at

M2 ]\/[2 3 M 2c0a® (15, M2
= S = 4 21t 2 S i
Y ( MU oun 2f2{ 2 T oump 1T e

2¢9a>

© 24xf? 2

(4.33)

where I[Z1 = I} — I, — 2I5+ & is defined in analogy to the af and af case.

The structure of the coefficient k;; = 1+ nﬁ)a + /ﬁgﬁ)cﬁ is the same as in the



73

I = 0,2 case, kg = /f%)a + /ﬁg)cﬂ is slightly different due to the absence

of the O(a?) terms in al. For a fixed lattice spacing, there are again five
independent parameters: f, I=! ¢y, k11 and k12. The corresponding fitting
formula reads

a; =Aor + Ayt M2 + Ay M2 + Azy M2 In M2 + Ay M2 In M2 (4.34)

Note that a term Ay In M2 like in (4.27) does not appear. Further, Ao, is at
least of O(a®) why we expect a] to become very small in the chiral limit.

If one has data for all three isospin channels one can make use of the fact
that the /#1) are all together related by

7/1(()11) = —5/1&11) = —5&511). (4.35)
A corresponding relation for /<;§12) cannot be derived because the relevant low
energy constants of the O(a?®) contribution are different in the a} case: while
for a) and a2 their form is always {ks + ks}, ks is completely missing in aj
and a matching is not possible.
1

It remains to discuss the GSM regime for a;. We get the appropriate
formulae again by dropping the contributions of O(a?, a*, M2a?):

M? M? 3. M?
1 _ L (1) L L I=1
a; = A/ <1 + ki) — a2 2 {41n 2 + 20 }) (4.36)

Except for a correction of O(aM?) this is just the a} scattering length from
continuum ChPT.



Conclusion and outlook

In this diploma thesis, we computed the one-loop scattering lengths a), aZ and
al in WChPT in order to have analytic expressions at hand to extrapolate
numerical data obtained from pion scattering to the physical point.

The remarkable result of our computation in the LCE regime is that
the one-loop scattering lengths do not vanish in the chiral limit at non-zero
lattice spacing. While this effect is small for ai due to analytic corrections
of O(a®,a), it is substantial for a) and a3. There, the remaining analytic
terms are of O(a?), and in addition, there is also a singular chiral logarithm
proportional to a*In M?2.

For all isospin channels, there is besides the traditional chiral logarithm
from continuum ChPT another chiral logarithm proportional to a®M?2 In M2.
Hence, using the formulae from continuum ChPT to extrapolate lattice data
from larger pion masses to the pysical point can easily lead to erroneous
results. The careful analysis of the quark mass regime and the appropriate
application of the formulae that were developed in this work should lead to
a better extrapolation. A future project which employs our formulae to fit
the available data from the CP-PACS collaboration [5] would be of great
interest.

If one uses pion scattering to numerically determine the GL coefficients,
one often misses the expected characteristic logarithmic curvature of contin-
uum ChPT. Our formulae give an explanation how the functional form can
facily be deluted. Using our result takes the lattice artifacts directly into
account and should give better estimates for the desired constants.

The scattering lengths exhibit a direct dependence on the parameter c,
which determines the phase diagram of the theory. Therefore, we propose
to use pion scattering to get a quantitative picture of this parameter. At
least the sign of ¢y is supposed to be determined from an extrapolation to
the chiral limit.

It would be interesting to repeat the whole computation for the twisted
mass case. Since the presence of a twisted mass term explicitly breaks isospin
symmetry, the isospin decomposition of the amplitude has to be modified.
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The computation for 241 flavors, however, should be the most tempting chal-
lenge. In this case, the trace relations that we used to simplify the lagrangian
are not valid any more and much more operators must be considered. This
means that the number of independent LE constants increases. Further, due
to the lack of quark mass degenracy, the on-shell condition strongly depends
on the particle content and is not the same for all “participants” as it was in
this work. We hope that these computations will soon be performed.



Appendix A

Trace relations

The motivation for the analysis is to find relations between different oper-
ators in SU(2), for example between <Z + ZT>2 and <ZZ + ETET>. e
exp(io7(x)/f) is the exponential realization described in chapter 1.3, as
usual. As an SU(2) matrix, it has the unitarity properties X3 = L% = 1
and det > = 1. This can also be written as

Y =A(zx)1+iB(z) & (A1)
with the additional constraint
A2+ B> =1 (A.2)

where A(z) and B(z) are real space-time dependent parameters. One easily
checks that this parametrization indeed fullfills the unitarity conditions:

iy = unt = 42 - %(B5)(Bd) = A+ B2 =1 (A.3)
where we have used (B#)(B&) = B2 and (A.2). Further, we can write:

A+1iBy iBy+ Bs

detX =\ p B, A—iB,

= A2+ B2 (-B}-B)=1. (A4

First we derive in a direct brute force computation a relation between
2
(5+35f)" and (2% + £fui):

Y% = (A+1iBF)? = A2 + 24iBG — B? (A.5)

iyt = (A - iB§)? = A2 — 24iB5 — B? (A.6)

(22 + 5f5t) = (242 - 2B?) = 8A2 (A7)
(5+ ET> — (2A)% = 16A? (A.8)
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and we can conclude:
(Zx+oigh) = ; (D+ 2*}2 — 4. (A.9)

This is the desired relation. If we are interested in relations of the lagrangian

which involves <EZ + ZTZT> and <Z + ET>2 only separately, i.e. two terms
with its own low energy constant, we can drop the additive constant in eq.
(A.9) since a constant on lagrangian level does not affect the equations of
motion. This is, for example, the case in £4 and £/ in eqgs. (1.65) and (1.66)
and we can write

(ST +oish) = ;<2+2T>2. (A.10)

Yet, if we consider terms like, for example, <ZZ + ETET> . <E + ET> we must
include the constant because otherwise we would loose dynamical informa-
tion.

At this point, we can convince ourselves that the parity breaking oper-
ators <E — ET> and <EZ — ZTZT> vanish. This can be seen by the direct

application of (A.1), (A.5) and (A.6) in

where we used the fact that the Pauli matrices are traceless.
To get more intricate trace relations we make use of the Cayley-Hamilton
theorem [31]. Let A be a real or complex valued square n X n matrix and

P()) = det (A1 - A) (A.13)

its characteristic polynomial. The Cayley—Hamilton theorem states that sub-
stituting the matrix A in the characteristic polynomial results in the zero
matrix:

P(A) =0. (A.14)

A neat proof of an algorithm to determine the coefficients of the characteristic
polynomial is given in [32]. The special feature there is that the coefficients
only appear as functions of the traces of its successive powers. One starts
with n = 1 and obtains recursively P(A) for any given n. Our case of interest
is, of course, n = 2. One obtains:

0= P(A) = 4 —{4) A+ L ({4) — (4%))1 (A.15)
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This equation fits perfectly to determine trace relations of matrices. For this
purpose, we multiply (A.15) with A and take the trace of the whole equation
to get

(4%) - 3 (A7) (4) + ; (A =0 (A.16)

Now we make the Ansatz A = A\ A; + A As + A3A3. After some algebra we
end up with the fowllowing expression:

Y (A1AsAz) — D (A1Ag) (As) + (A1) (A2) (A3) = 0. (A.17)

2perm 3perm

With this equation, we can find explicit relations by substituting A;, Ay, and
Az in (A.17) with matrices of our interest. Before doing so, we introduce two
useful formulae:

(0,5N% = - %1(9,%), (A.18)
(B9,x") = 0. (A.19)

The first one follows from differentiating the unity operator 9,1 = 9,,(3%) =
0. The second one can be seen in the following short derivation:

0 = J,detX = 9,(e8%>)
= €892 (logdetX) = d,(trlog ¥)
= (219,n) = (¥19,5) = (£9,51).

In order to get from the second line to the third line, we used the fact that
unitary matrices can be diagonalized and that ! = T,

In a first example, we now set 4; = Ay = X 9,51 and A3 = 9,39,%".
Using (A.18) and (A.19) and the cyclic property of traces we arrive at the
following trace relation:

(9,£0,50,20,5") = -(9,£9,51)".

; (A.20)

In a second example, we set A; = Ay = £9,%" and A3 = ¥ + %I, Using
again (A.18) and (A.19) and the cyclic property of traces we arrive at

(0,29,51(2+51)) = ; (0,29,51) (2 + 5. (A.21)

Further, we want to evaluate trace relations involving three operators
like <ZZE + ETETET>. Successively substituting {A;, As, A3} in (A.17) by
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{3,335}, {3, 8,57}, {X, 21, 51} and {7, 27, ST} we get four independent
equations. These resulting four equations can be cleverly combined to

(£+x) =2(SE2 + £TE) - 3(x + 1) - (£ + Sixh)
which by use of eq. (A.9) reads as

(sE2 4 sinist) = 2 (54 21) —6(S+ 7). (A.22)

o
1



Appendix B

Loop integrals in dimensional
regularization

The divergent loop integrals which we encountered in chapter 3 are regular-
ized in dimensional regularization. This is done by performing the calculation
in a dimension D = 4 — e different from four by means of a regulator e. With
this procedure, one can isolate the singularities as simple poles of analytic
functions for € = 0, and they can be absorbed into the renormalized LE
constants.

The divergent loop integrals exhibit the following general structure:

dPk a

4= /(27r)Dk2+M2 (B.1)
dPk b

B = /(QW)D 2+ M)((k + p) + M) (B-2)

where a and b can obtain the values

a=1, k?,
b=1,k,, k-p, k*, (k-p)? k*(k-p), k*, k. k, .

The direct calculation shows that all of them can basically be expressed by
the two scalar integrals

o [ d%k 1
AMY) = /(2W)Dk2+M2’ (B.3)

9 a2 dPk 1
Bolp, M) = /(277)17 (k2 4+ M2)((k +p)2 + M?)

(B.4)
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Usually, one includes in the definition of the regularized loop integrals the
factor u¢ with p the renormalization scale such that the dimension of the
integrals is always an integer wich in our case is four. In our case, this factor
is already included in the definition of the renormalized Gasser-Leutwyler
constants in (1.50) and need not to be considered here. For the computation
of the two scalar integrals (B.3) and (B.4) we employ the following general
formula (eq. 7.86 in [26])
/ dPk 1 1 T(n—D/2)
(

2m)P (W +Ly" — (4m)P2 T(n) Lo (B.5)

In order to compute (B.3) we set n = 1 and L = M?, and simply expand
(B.5) around D = 4 respectively around € = 0. One immediately sees that in
this case, the gamma function I'(—1+5) gets singular. With I'(z+1) = 2I'(z),
we can expand the singularity around € = 0:

p(i-2)-tliey) _ reogey) i)

-0 G-nE-p (i)

= - i (F(l) + %F’(l) + 0(62)> = —i —7+0()  (B6)

where v := I"(1) = 0.577... is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Having this
result at hand, the expansion of (B.3) around € = 0 reads

M?
Ag(M?) = — o 2<—'y+1n47r+1—1n/\/l2)
M?
- (A+1-InM?) (B.7)

where we defined the shorthand notation
2
A=—-—~v+1Indr. (B.8)
€

For the evaluation of the By integral (B.4), we use Feynman-parameters
to write it in a suitable form in order to apply formula (B.5). With

1 1 1
ab /o d [ax + b(1 — x)]?’ (B.9)

the integral can be written as

de 1
/d"’“"/ [(k —p(1 — x))? —|—p2x(1—:c)+/\/12]zé o
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Identifying p*z(1—z)+ M? = L(z) and performing a shift of the integration
variables ¢ = (k — p(1 — z))? which leaves the measure invariant we arrive
at the canonical form

2 a2y _ [ d7q !
Bo(w, M) = [ o [ s
o 1 T(2-D/2) ~ _5p
_/0 dm(47r)D/2 I'(n) Her o

An analogous expansion around ¢ = 0 which we already discussed for the
Ag(M?) integral leads to the following analytic expression:

2 2\ 1 2 2 2
By(p? M?) = £ (A =M= I(p*, M?)) . (B.12)
with X )
2 2\ _ p
I(p*, M )_/0 drln [Zoa(1— ) + 1]. (B.13)

The remaining integral I(p?) is discussed in detail in [33]. Some subtleties
have to be considered when rotating back to Minkowski space concerning the
phase definition of the complex logarithm. In the result, then, three different
cases need to be distinguished depending on the magnitude of p?:

—2—01ng—ﬁ, P <0
I(_p2;M2)= —2—1—2\/4;\?27—1arccot( 42212—1)7 0 < p? < 4M?2
—2—alni—g—i7ra, 4 M2 < p?
(B.14)
where we defined
4 M?
o=\t p* ¢ [0, 4M?]. (B.15)

Important for the present work is the situation in which p? is one of the
Mandelstam variables. Due to the relation (2.35) one immediately sees that
s > 4M? = 4M? (the latter equality holds at one loop level) and, hence, the
last case in (B.14) has to be applied. Contrarily, we learn from (2.36) and
(2.37) that both ¢ and w are less then zero, i.e. for them, the first case holds.
Defining the function

140

F(p*) =

oclni=? —jro, forp’=s
(B.16)

O'h’l%, for p? =t,u
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we can write down the expression for By in Minkowski space

Bo(—p*, M?) = 16; (A - M+ 2+ F(p?)) (B.17)

All other loop integrals for the distinct choices of a and b in (B.1) and
(B.2) can now be expressed by means of Ag(M?) and By(M?,p?). For ex-
ample, the case a = k? is recovered by writing k% = (k* + M?) — M? which
leads to two integrals of the form (B.5), one for n = 0 and the other one for
n = 1. The idea is always to write the numerators in such a way that one
can, after some algebra or, for example, a partial fraction expansion, apply
the already well known formulae. For completeness, we list all the integrals
which we will use in our computations. A more detailed description can be

found in [33]. For simplicity, we write Ay = Ag(M?) and By = By(p?, M?).

1-point integrals:

/ (Z:)IZ 12 +1M2 = Ag(M?) (B.18)
[ it 3w = o
2-point integrals:

/ (;lg)kD (k* + M2)((lj e vE R (B.20)
/ (%)kD (k2 + MQ)((];: pR+M) T 3 b (B-21)
/ gmkD (k+ M2><<2p+ PPEM) o, (B.22)
/ (;l:fD (k2 + MZ)((Z: A~ AT M (B.23)
/ gj:)kD (k2 + M2><((k )+p) +M2) p;AO " TBO (B.24)
/ (g:fD (k2 + Mz)lz(likf)p) +M2) T p; (240 = M?B)) (B.25)

dPk e , , \
/(27r>D (k2 + M2)((k +p)2 + M2) (p° —2M*)Ag+m*By  (B.26)



dPk ki B

/7

2m)P (k2 4+ M2)((k +p)2 + M2)

1pupy
3 p?

<A0 + (p* + MQ)B()) +

1
6
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1
75/“/ <A0 — 5(])2 + 4M2)B0>

— 9%
(p* + 6 M2) ey — P O

9672 32

(B.27)



Appendix C

Scattering length formalism

C.1 Partial wave expansion

In this section, we will give a more detailed description how the scattering
length and the transition amplitude are related. The derivation is presented
according to [25]. First, we want to specialize the asymptotic states |i) and
|f) from section 2.4. As already mentioned the particles are considered as
free long before and long after the collision. Then both |i) and |f) are
described by a direct product of single particle states |pa, pp) = |pa) ® |pB)
with Lorentz invariant normalization

(D4, PBIP4: P's) = 2P0 0(Pa — P’ 4) 2PB0 0(PB — P B)- (C.1)

The states do not exhibit any spin dependence since we are dealing with pions
whose spin is zero. In a next step we separate in our two particle state the
center of mass motion p = p4—+pp from the relative motion q = %(pA —PB).
This allows us to write

lpa;pB) = [P q) = [P, q) = [P) ® [Qq) (C.2)

This notation indicates that the two-particle state is described by six in-
dependent parameters. Instead of using p and q we will use the total four-
momentum and the angular variables (24 since the angular variables fit better
for partial wave analysis. Further, we can write:

6(pa—pP 4)d(pe—p'5) =0d(p—pP)o(q —d) (C.3)
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Now, we formulate the delta function containing q in terms of angular vari-
ables and the total energy pq

! 1 /
d(a—dq) = qu\ —[d')0(Q2q — Q)
1
= W j_lé(l?o - pi))é(Qq - Qq’)~ (C-4)

Here, §(Q2q — Qq) = 0(cost — cos?') 6(¢ — ¢') are the angular variables of
k and k', respectively. J = 0|q|/dpo is the Jacobian for the transformation
of the delta function from |q(po)| to po. It is evaluated in the center of mass
system where py = (m?% + q?)'/? + (m% + q*)'/? and reads

a|Q’ PAoPBo
J = = . C.5
dpo pold] (G:5)

Plugging the last three equations into (C.1) and using p§™ = /s we finally
obtain

/ / / 4 S /
(pa,pBIP4; PB) = (P, Qq|p ) Qq’> = ;/—5(4) (p—p )5(Qq - Qq’)' (C.6)

This is the normalization where we have separated the total momentum
conservation from the relative motion. (From now on, we write again ¢
instead of |q| due to simplicity of notation.) In [25] it is shown that one now
can define a completeness relation which explicitly takes into account this
feature.

I = lem ® L
lem = [d'plp)(] (1)

_ 1
La = 4\/§%|l,m><l,m]. (C.8)

We will use this equation below. With (C.6), we can write eq. (2.41) as
follows:

(pa,pBlS|PA, PB) = (paspBlpa.pp) +i0(p —p )T — f) (C.9)

= 5(4)(29 —7) {4\25 6(Qq — Qq) +iT(i — f)} :

As pointed out in section 2.4 the scattering process itself depends on two
independent variables only. Working with the center of mass energy /s and
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the center of mass scattering angle cosf, the scattering amplitude can be
written

TG — f)=1T(s,cosb). (C.10)
T'(s,cosf) is now expanded in Legendre Polynomials

T(s,cos8) = (21 + 1)P(cos 0)T;(s). (C.11)

=0

The T)(s) are called partial wave amplitudes. They depend solely on s while
the angular dependence is completely absorbed in the Legendre polynomials.
In a next step we rewrite in (C.9) the part which corresponds to no interaction
in terms of legendre polynomials. With the completeness relation and the
addition theorem for the spherical harmonics [34]

co  +l

YD Vi (0,9)Yin (0, @) = d(cost —cos?)d(p —¢') (C.12)
1=0 m=—1
L. o 20 +1
> Vi @)inld o) = = Pleost) (C.13)
m=—I

where 6 = < (Jp,9'¢’) is the scattering angle between q and q’ we can write
(C.9) as

00 81/2
(Pl SBas ) = 69 (p—p) S (20 + 1) Afcos) { ' m@)} (C14)

1=0 qm

To compare both sides with each other we write

<pA:PB|S‘p£4>ij> = (p‘ ® <Qq ‘S’ Qq> ® ’p) = (5(4)(}? _p/)<Qq ’S| Qq>
= W —p) 3D Vi () i (Qq ) {1, m| S|, m)

= )Y@ DResh) 5. (C19)

1=0 T

In the first line we have used (C.2) and translation invariance of S. In the
second line we have expanded [€2q ) in terms of |/, m) and in the third line,
we made use of (I, m|S|l',m’) = S} 0. This last relation is valid due to
the Wigner-Eckhart theorem and the rotational invariance of S. Details can
be found in [35]. Comparing (C.14) and (C.15) we arrive at the following

relation: 12
4
G ==

+ 4mi Ti(s). (C.16)
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This looks nice but it is actually not suitable for getting information about
the quantity of interest, the scattering amplitude. There is still one property
of S which we have not used yet: Unitarity, i.e. STS = 1. From (C.6) we
can deduce (452 /q) 616 pmm = (Im|I'm'). Inserting the unitarity relation and
using the completeness relation (C.8) we finally get

481/2

S mm = (L,m|l',m'y = (I, m|STS|I',m/)

= S @ISt ) @S| )

l// 1

— 4 1/2 Z l// //|S’l/ > <l//7m//|S’l7m>

l/l "

This equation is fullfilled if Sl*Sl = (45'/2/q)2. Therefore, we can write

4 1/2 )
Sy = 22 Rids), (C.18)
q
The factor of 2 in the exponent is convention. The d;(s) are the phase shifts.
They depend only on the energy and are specific real numbers for each .
Plugging (C.18) into (C.16) and performing some simple algebra we obtain
the desired expression for the scattering amplitude
1/2
2 st/ it

Ti(s) = ———sin e

- (C.19)

With this result we can write the partial wave expansion in (C.11) as

1/2 00
Z (21 + 1) Py(cos 8) sin 6;(s)e™). (C.20)
=0

T(s,cosf)

C.2 Effective range formalisme

In a last step we relate the partial wave amplitudes 71; to the scattering
length. For this purpose we define a function @,

4 2i -
Ti(s) = ;q% {(I)l - 81/2(]21+1} ~ (C.21)
If we express @;(¢?) in terms of the phase shift
242+

D, =

Ve cot 4y, (C.22)



89

equation (C.21) coincides indeed with (C.19). In [36] it is shown very gener-
ally that for interactions with finite range, ®; = ®;(¢?) is an analytic function
in ¢% and that for real ¢%, ®;(¢?) is real, too. The proof of analyticity is very
technical and is based on dispersion theory of the S-Matrix. It will not be
described here, but simply the result will be used. Since ®; is analytic we
may expand it in a power series and get

(%) ~ 812/2(011_1 + ;rglqz +rugt+..). (C.23)
a; is called [-wave scattering length while r,,; are called effective range param-
eters. Of special interest are rg; which give information of the range of the
interaction. If r(; is infinite, then the expansion of ® fails. This fact reflects
the constraint of interactions with finite range. (Plugging the last equation
into (C.22) one can derive the effective range formula ¢*** cot § = a; ' +1r,¢?
which is perhaps more familiar to the reader.) If we plug (C.23) into (C.21),
we can study the low energy limit for ¢ — 0. Then, only the lowest powers
in q will essentially contribute to the amplitude. This can be seen neatly in

the [ = 0 case where
481/2
B ag . <024)

lim To(S) =
q—0

Using our formula for the scattering cross section (2.42) we get

do w2 [251/2 2
()~ 5 () —wr €2
1=0

We see that the differential cross section for the s-wave becomes a constant
in the low energy limit. This is precisely the meaning of the scattering
length. Since a cross section is an effective area, the name scattering length
is justified. agp has indeed the dimension of a length. From dimensional
anaysis in (C.21), however, one sees that already a; does not any more have
the dimension of a length. The lowest power of T} is o ¢?a;, hence, the cross
section will now be momentum dependent. Since ®;(¢?) is real, the general
procedure to get a; is simply to expand the real part of 7;. We therefore

define
I q2 : I I C_I2
ReT}/ (s) = <M2> <al + by 2 ) . (C.26)

The superscript I denotes a possible isospin channel. The factor of M2 in the
denominators in (C.26) is introduced in order to get dimensionless quantities
for af.




Appendix D

Feynmanrules for NLO
computations and six point
vertices

D.1 Feynmanrules for the NLO lagrangian

The expansion of the (N)NLO lagrangian (2.84) up to O(n?) leads to a la-
grangian of the form

LnyNLo = X, 0,7 - 0,7+ Xs 72+ X, (0,7 - 0,7) (0,7 - O,T)
+ X4 (O - Oym)(Oym - Oym) + X5 (7 - 0,7) (7 - 0,7)
+ X6 (0,7 - 0,7) 7 + X7 7t (D.1)
where we introduced the shorthand notation
1 1
Xi= (8Las M2+ 8T s p 48 Lis 2600° + 5D, 2020?)
1 1
X2 = f2 (16 L68M + 16 WﬁSM P + 2M2 2020/ (16 L68 + 4_/4 )
P - Lt
+ 2c0a” p (16 Wg + 26}) + (2¢9a”)" (16 Lgg + 2Az + 4Bl,)
4 4
X3 = f4L13 X4 = —FLQ
1 /8 8 8
X5Z f4 ( L45./\/l —|—3W45p—|—3L45202a +CQCL2D >
1 20 20— 20
XG ::F ( 3 L45 M2 §W4510 - §L45 2C226L + coa D )
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1 16
X7 i=— (—ng MY — —Wes M?p — §L68(4 M? cya® + 4cia?)

ZANE 3

16—
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— §W68 p202a2 + M? cya? A, + 20§a4Ay + c§a4 B, + p02a2 C'y) )

Note that we rescaled the low energy constants of the counterterms from

section 2.7 using p = 2Wya:

A = AWs A B, = 716W611-3-
(2 C2f2 (2] (2 C%f4 (2]

The corresponding vertices read
Wi p1,pa) = 2X167p; - pa,

WQij [p17p2] =—-2X 5“7

W?fjkl [p17p2,p37p4] =-8- X3[ &5 5H (p1]92
+ ¢! (p1ps
+ 6767 (p1pa
Wijkl[phpzypsym] =—4. X4{ 54 §M (p1p3
+ ¢ 7! (p1pa

+ §167% (pip2

Wi 1, pa, ps,pa] = 2 X5[ 078" (p1ps + papa + paps + papa)
+ 6% 57 (p1ps + p1pa + paps + pspa)

+ 6"67% (p1py + p1ps + paps + p3p4)] :

Ci =

4VV02 ~i’ D, = 4W02 Di-
02f2 sz2
(D.2)
(D.3)
p3p4)
p2p4)
p2p3)}7 (D'4)

Popa + D1Pa DP2p3)
PaPs + P1P2 P3pP4)

DP3P4 + P1P3 p2p4)} )

W& [p1, ps, ps, pa] = 4'X6[ 0" 6™ (prp2 + pspa)

+ 6™ 57 (p1ps + papa)

+ gttt (p1pa + pzps)] ;

W;jkl[pl,pz,pg,m] —_8. X7[ 6ij5kl + 5z‘k5jl + 5i15jk].

(D.6)
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D.2 Six point vertex

For the tadpole diagram contributing to the scattering amplitude, the six
point vertex must be determined. The expansion of the LO lagrangian (2.14)
leads to the following four terms:

1 Lo = R
L10,6-pt = 1571 ((auﬂ- C0,T) T — (T - 0,70)(T - 0,77

15
+ ./\/l2 70 — 6 2c9a° 7 > (D.9)

The corresponding six point vertices read

1JRLTS 16 i 75
Vljﬁkf)t [p1,- .. p6] = 45 f4 {5 T6M5 (p1p2 + p3pa + Psps)
+ all combinations {ij}{kl}{m}], (D.10)
Vi - pe] =g 55 | 09007 (o1 + )03 + 1)
+ (p1 + p2)(ps + ps) + (p3 + pa)(ps +p6)}
+ all combinations {ij}{kl}{'/’s}], (D.11)
M2
Vi pd == 5 {5@]5’“5“ + all combinations {ij}{kl}{rs}],
(D.12)
ijklrs 202@ ij Skl grs
Vitopt [P1s- -+ D6] = 7 07§ + all combinations {zg}{kl}{rs}}

(D.13)

“all combinations {ij }{kl}{rs}” means all the remaining configurations which
one successively obtains by interchanging the flavor indices and the corre-
sponding momenta.
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