arXiv:0804.2044v1 [hep-ph] 13 Apr 2008

Preprint typeset in JHEP style - HYPER VERSION

QED in finite volume and finite size scaling
effect on electromagnetic properties of
hadrons

Masashi Hayakawa

Department of Physics, Nagoya University, Nagoya, Aichi 464-8602, Japan

Email: hayakawa®@eken.phys.nagoya-u.ac.jp

Shunpei Uno
Department of Physics, Nagoya University, Nagoya, Aichi 464-8602, Japan

Email: pno@eken.phys.nagoya-u.ac.jg

ABSTRACT: On account of its application to the present and future analysis of the
virtual photon correction to the hadronic properties by means of lattice QCD sim-
ulation, we initiate the study of the finite size scaling effect on the QED correction
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1. Introduction

The recent progress in the lattice QCD simulation enables us to perform “measure-
ments” for hadronic properties through the world with more and more realistic QCD
realized in the computer. It may not be a far future that the lattice QCD simulation
becomes a method by which precise measurement of nonperturbative dynamics of
QCD is reached.

One of the important applications of the lattice QCD simulation would be the
determination of quark masses. The light quark masses have been determined using
dynamical quarks with two flavors [, B, B. [, B, B] and (2 + 1) flavors [, B, B, [T].
The forthcoming precise measurement through the lattice QCD simulation reminds
us that quarks are electrically charged. All of the hadronic properties thus suffer
from electromagnetic (EM) radiative corrections. Because the EM interaction is
other source of explicit breaking of isospin symmetry than the difference between
the masses m,,, my of up and down-quarks, the determination of m, — my requires
us to grasp the size of EM correction quantitatively at the hadronic level. Among
the references [ B, B, @, B, B, [. B 8. [0, Ref. [{ is the only work that presented
the values of m,,, mgy each, but it does not seem to make the data fit with a function
parametrizing the EM splitting in the kaon masses as an undetermined constant.



The attempt to incorporate EM correction to the pseudoscalar meson masses in
the context of lattice simulation was first done by Duncan et al[[1]] by simulating
QED put on the lattice. By adopting the same technique to incorporate QED cor-
rection, the QED correction to the meson masses has been investigated with use of
dynamical domain wall fermions with two-flavors [[J], and in the quenched approxi-
mation with the renormalization group improved gauge action [[J]. Ref. [[4] employs
another method to calculate the leading-order EM correction to Am2 = m2, —m?2,
in the two-flavor overlap fermion simulation. This work relies on the formula [[J]
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where D™ (k) = n* /(k® + ie) is the photon propagator, fr (~ 92 MeV) is the
pion decay constant, Vi = q1"v,q and A}, = q1"v,75q with the normalization of
SU(2) generators tr (T°T") = 146%. (D) qep denotes the expectation value of the
operator £ with respect to QCD. The lattice simulation calculates the two correlation
functions appearing on the right-hand side of Eq. ([.1)) and attempts to get the pion
mass difference in the chiral limit [[4].

Though our interest is the nonperturbative dynamics of QCD on space with
infinite volume, the simulation has to be done in the virtual world with finite volume.
As quarks with colors and electric charges must live in such a finite volume, it
is inevitable that QED correction suffers from finite size scaling effect no matter
what computational method one may choose. It is plausible that two pseudoscalar
mesons in a common isospin multiplet share the same QCD finite size corrections
Mg, [, 1§, 9 B4, 1. B2, B3, B4, B9, B9, 7, PY|. In addition, electromagnetic force
is long-ranged. Therefore the finite size scaling effect regarding QED will dominate
the finite size corrections in the EM splittings. Unless it is adequately quantified,
ignorance on the QED finite size scaling effect becomes another source of systematic
uncertainty in m, — my derived using lattice simulation.

Thus far, there are diametrical opposite views on the relevance of QED finite size
scaling. The authors in Ref. [[J] performed the direct (quenched) lattice QCD mea-
surement of the EM splitting in pion masses using two different sizes of four-volumes,
T x L? = 24ax (12a)? and 24a x (16a)?, where a is the lattice spacing. They observed
no significant difference for the EM splitting measured in two volumes and concluded
that a linear size L = 2.4 fm is sufficient to compute the EM splitting without cor-
recting the measured values within available statistical uncertainty. Contrastingly,
Refs. [, [J] estimated the QED finite size scaling according to the one-pole satu-
ration approximation [[[5, P9, BQ] to Eq. ([.1)) with the momentum integral replaced



with the sum
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where my ~ 770 MeV, m4 ~ 970 MeV is the mass of A; in the chiral limit, and

T, = {k‘ = (ko, k1, ko, k3)
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is a lattice on the Euclidean four-momentum space. For the lattice geometry T'x L? =
32a x (16a)® with 1/a ~ 1.66 GeV in Ref. [[J], Eq. (T.2) leads

Amgr|o¢,VMD (T, L)

Amgr|a,VMD (00, 00)

~ 0.9, (1.4)

which is not negligible.

Under such circumstances, we investigate the finite size scaling effect on the
QED contribution to light pseudoscalar meson masses using the chiral perturbation
theory including electromagnetism [B1], B2, B3, B4, B3]. Though the finial quantitative
determination of the finite size correction must resort to the first principle calculation
as in Ref. [, any qualitative understanding as shown here will help one to make
extrapolation to infinite volume in the future simulation study.

This paper actually consists of two parts. In the first part, Sec. |}, we give a
formulation of QED on the space with finite volume. This task is necessary because
a single classical charged particle does not satisfy the equation of motion, say, the
Gauss’ law constraint in the finite volume QED obtained via the ordinal compacti-
fication procedure. This is intuitively understandable as the electric flux emanating
from a nonzero charge finds nowhere else to go. We thus begin with defining such
a QED that accommodates a single charged particle on the space R x T3, where T?
is three-dimensional torus corresponding to the compact space. The second part,
Sec. [, utilizes this QED to study the finite size scaling effect on the electromag-
netic splittings in pseudoscalar meson masses. For this purpose, the calculation is
performed in the framework of the partially quenched chiral perturbation theory
[Bd, B, B, BY] including the electromagnetism [BJ] in view of its practical applica-
tion to the actual lattice simulation . Sec. [] is denoted to discussion and conclusion.
Appendix [A] collects the formulae for the basic sums which appear in the evaluation
of finite size scaling effect.

2. QED in finite volume

The aim of this section is to present a new QED on the space with finite volume,
which allows us to investigate the properties of a single charged particle. We first



clarify in Sec. P.1] the problem itself that confronts us in the QED obtained by the
ordinal compactification procedure. In Sec. P.2, we define a new QED in finite volume
and explain how it solves this problem. Throughout this paper, the topology of the
space is the three-dimensional torus T? = S' x S! x S! with a common circumference
L for all 8'. A point on T? is thus specified by the coordinates x = (z!, 22, x?)
obeying periodicity 27 = 7 + L (j = 1, 2, 3). As in the analysis of finite size scaling
of QCD [[g, [, [{], the temporal direction ¢t = 2° is taken to be infinite, ¢ € R, for
single particle states to develop poles in the energy space. We adopt the convention

N = diag (1, —1, —1 — 1) for the signature of the metric.

2.1 problem

The most familiar procedure to construct the corresponding theory on T? is to impose
periodic boundary conditions on all fields. The electromagnetic theory obtained via
such a naive Z3-orbifolding procedure ! is referred to as QEDys here. In QEDys
the gauge potential A,(z) (z¥ = (¢, x)), in particular, obeys periodic boundary
condition in every spatial direction. This form of boundary condition is motivated
for the practical reason that the periodic or anti-periodic boundary condition is
imposed along spatial directions for the available lattice QCD configurations and the
conservation of quantized momenta at every QED vertex requires that every spatial
component of photon momenta be an integer multiple of %’T The action for the gauge

kinetic term in QEDgys takes the usual form

S, —/dt/TSd?’ (——F FW) (2.2)

with the field strength F), = 0,4,

To elucidate the problem from the practlcal point of view in our context, we go
back to Eq. ([23) for the EM splitting in the pion mass squared in the effective theory
including the vector and axial-vector mesons. The application of the Z3-orbifolding
procedure to the effective Lagrangian including the vector and axial-vector mesons
in Ref. B0] immediately leads the same form of the Lagrangian written in terms of
the spatially periodic fields. This effective theory gives the expression for the EM
splitting in Eq. ([.7) with T'— oo

30 o JE0 1 m2m?>
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!The word naive means here that the Fourier modes Au (t, k = 0) in Eq. @) are treated as
basic variables. We recall that the Wilson lines is appropriate variables. The correct Z3-orbifolding

would involve the integration over Wilson line Uy (t) ~ exp [z e [dt 25 s Aot O)} which leads to the
constraint that the charges on every three-dimensional hypersurface should vanish in total
I3 d*x jO(t, x) = 0. (2.1)

We would like to see what happens in the naive procedure.



where

Ty = {k: (k' K2, k®) ‘k:je%ﬂz}. (2.4)
We can see that the quantity (B.3) has infrared (IR) divergence coming from the
contribution of k = 0. The expression (-3) can be interpreted as the sum of the
contribution of Kaluza-Klein modes in one-dimensional field theory. The IR diver-
gence appearing in Eq. (B.4) is attributed to that of a massless mode from this
point of view. It should be reminded that Ami\mVMD in infinite volume is IR-finite.
Therefore, LIEI;O Ami‘m vap (09 L) # Ami‘a’VMD. The theory deducing Eq. (£.3)
is one of QEDzs with the content of matter fields and the action concretely specified.
The same pathology always emerges in every QEDzs theory irrespective of the details
of the matter fields and the action. Thus QEDgzs cannot be used to study the finite
size scaling effect on the EM splittings.
The origin of the above pathology will be traced back to the inconsistency of
a single charged particle with the classical equation of motion. Though it may be
well-known, the detail observation of this point will help us to grasp the essence of
our new QED. Due to the periodicity of the gauge potential, the electromagnetic
current j*(x) = 6Smatter/0A,(z) derived from the matter part Syager Of the action
is also periodic along the spatial directions. The current j#(x) is assumed to be
conserved under the equations of motion derived from the variation of matter fields.
The classical equation of motion derived from the variation of A,(x) is hence

0, F* (x) = j*(x). (2.5)
This contains the Gauss’ law constraint
V- E(z) = p(z). (2.6)

where the electric field £7(x) and the charge density p(z) are given by E?(z) = F%(x)
and p(z) = j°(z), respectively. For simplicity, we consider an infinitely heavy charged
particle. When it is at rest initially, the charge density and the profile of electric
field are both constant in time

V- -E(x)=ed(x). (2.7)

The inconsistency appears when both sides of this equation are integrated over the
whole T3; the left-hand side vanishes while the right-hand side does not. Likewise,
we can see that any single charged particle cannot live on T2.

2.2 new QED on R x T3

The observation in Sec. shows that the IR divergence in Eq. (B.J) is a mani-
festation of inconsistency of a single charged particle with the classical equation of



motion. The aim of this section is to introduce an alternative QED in finite volume
that solves this problem for the sake of our study of the finite size scaling effect on
the EM splitting.

In the space T3, three-momenta take discrete values in I's in Eq. (E4). Accord-
ingly, the gauge potential is decomposed in the Fourier series with respect to the
spatial dimension

At x) = % D e ALt k). (2.8)

kEf‘g

The new QED on R x T3, referred to as QED;, is the theory without variables

A,(t, k = 0) ab initio. In other words, we do not incorporate the Wilson lines
Uu(t) ~ exp [ie [ dt %Avu(t, O)} as dynamical variables. In terms of such a gauge

potential, the action of pure electromagnetism is given by S, in Eq. (B.2). Below, we
observe the various features possessed by QEDy.

First, we see how QED/, solves the problems in Sec. .. The equation of motion
is modified as follows. Since the modes gu(t, 0) are absent, the variation of the full
action S = S, + Spmatter With respect to the gauge potential becomes

548 = /: dt /TS d*x [—%MWFW +0A, jﬂ]
= / T > [5AL(L, k)
T kel
X /d3x e®X (=0, FM™ (t, x) + j*(t, x))] : (2.9)
where
I, =TI;3—{0} . (2.10)

As the result, the extremum condition gives the equations of motion only for k # 0;
/d3x cos (k- x) {0, F"(t, x) — j*(t,x)} =0 (k#0). (2.11)

The inconsistency seen in Sec. R.] is therefore circumvented. We also note that
Eq. (R.11)) instead of Eq. (R.4) no longer yields the equality between the charges
contained in a domain V in T® and the electric flux penetrating the surface OV .
The quantum field theory will be defined in the path integral framework by
defining the measure of the gauge potential as usual. Let 521; (t, k) be an infinitesimal
variation of the mode Avu(t, k) (t € R, k € I'}). The functional measure is defined
corresponding to the norm in the space of gauge configurations in QED/,

I5A| = /dt S G4, k) 0AR (1 k). (2.12)

kel



As we will see later this norm will turn out to be gauge-invariant. From the point
of view of field theory on R, Z(t, 0) are massless fields. Due to the absence of these
modes in QEDy, the IR divergence as in Eq. (.4) no longer appears.

We next observe the gauge symmetry of QED ;. The transformation of the gauge
potential is given by

A, (z) — A:L(x) =A,(z)+ 0\, (2.13)
while a matter field ®(z) with charge Qg¢e is transformed as
O(z) — () = expliQqe e A(z)] P(x) . (2.14)

Here we assume that there is at least one matter field which has the minimum charge
e. The easiest way to identify the full gauge symmetry is to look at the full gauge
symmetry of QEDgzs first. There, the general form of A(x) that keeps the periodic
boundary condition for the matter fields takes the form

3

A(z) = Ap(x) + j—” ijxj (QEDys) , (2.15)

where m; € Z, and Ap(x) is periodic along T°.
Denoting the Fourier components of Ap(t, x) by Ap(t, k), the gauge transfor-
mation for the gauge potential becomes in the three-momentum space

A(t, k) = A, k) + <zkﬂ'7xp(t, k) + L* 0. o j—zmj) (QEDy).  (2.16)

In our new QED, Av(t, 0) no longer exists. It thus turns out that there are no
redundancy corresponding to m € Z3 and time-dependent but spatially homogeneous
part of Ap(x), that is,

Al(t, k) = Aj(t, k) + ik Ap(t, k) (QEDy) , (2.17)
where
OAp(t,0)=0. (2.18)

One can readily see that the set of all functions that fulfill Eq. (B.I§) forms an abelian
group. From Eq. (BI7), it is also easy to see that this gauge group is exactly the
redundancy that allows us to take the Coulomb gauge fixing condition

8jAj(t, X) =0. (219)

We recall that in QEDzs a residual gauge symmetry survives even after imposing the
condition (P.19), which should be fixed by the additional condition A (¢, 0) = 0 [[J].



In contrast, the condition (B.19) suffices to fix redundancy in QED, leaving only the
global symmetry. Obviously, the norm (B.19) in the space of gauge configurations is
gauge-invariant. We can also make a BRST complex by introducing the ghost fields
corresponding to the gauge parameters of the form (B.I§) in the standard manner

We close this section with a few remarks. We consider the scattering of a charged
particle and its anti-particle in the center of mass frame, leaving aside the issue
whether the scattering may not be well-defined in the presence of a long-ranged
force in finite volume. Due to the absence of the modes Eu(t, 0), the s-channel
process mediated by a single virtual photon does not occur. However, we recall that
Lorentz invariance, in particular, the symmetry related to the Lorentz boosts, is
explicitly violated on the space R x T3. Thus, once we consider the collision say, of
an incident charged particle with three-momentum (p+ 2f’r)ex, where p € %Z and e,
is a unit three-vector along z-direction, and an anti-particle with momentum (—p)e,,
the s-channel process occurs. In the limit L — oo, the cross section will approach to
that in the center of mass frame in infinite volume.

Secondly, since the equation of motion (R.11]) is not written locally, QED, seems
to possess somewhat non-locality. In fact, it is not still clear at the present stage
whether this is actually the case, and then whether another pathology appears in
QED;. As will be demonstrated explicitly in the subsequent section, even if non-
locality is present, it is so mild that the structure of ultra-violet (UV) divergence
in QEDy remains completely the same as in QED in infinite volume. This feature
is contrasted the situation in noncommutative field theory [}, £, [3]; the the UV
structure of a noncommutative field theory differs significantly from that of the com-
mutative counterpart due to the hard non-locality.

3. Finite size scaling in meson mass

Now we apply QED/, to the study of finite size effect on the EM correction to the pseu-
doscalar meson masses in the chiral perturbation theory including the electromag-
netism [B1, B3, B3, B4]. Looking at the practical application to the lattice simulation,
we adopt the partially quenched chiral perturbation theory [B6], B7, B, BY] including
the electromagnetism [B3] and compute the leading-order finite size correction to the
EM splitting in this theory. For that purpose, we begin with summarizing our nota-
tions for partially quenched chiral perturbation theory including electromagnetism to
the next-leading order. We derive the formulas for the next-to-leading order correc-
tion to the pseudoscalar meson mass in finite volume, and evaluate them numerically
to investigate the finite size correction to the EM splitting.

3.1 partially quenched chiral perturbation theory with electromagnetism

The next-to-leading order corrections to the off-diagonal meson masses has already



been computed in Ref. [BJ]. However, the expression written by the momentum in-
tegrals are needed in practice for the study of finite size scaling effect. To derive
such an expression in Sec. B.Z, we fix the notations, in particular, of the low-energy
constants at the next-to-leading order for the subsequent calculation, and dictate
the free meson propagators necessary for the one-loop calculation. To take the ap-
plication to the partially quenched system with two-flavors, the super-trace of the
EM charge matrix Q is not assumed here to vanish, unlike in Ref. [B3]. There then
appear more local terms at the next-to-leading order (i,e., O(p?), O(e*p?) and O(e?))
than those found in Ref. BJ]. We list up all of them by drawing upon Appendix of
Ref. B9 where one-loop UV divergences were computed for generic flavor number
Np in the unquenched chiral perturbation theory including electromagnetism. After
that, we compute the UV divergences that should be absorbed by the coefficients of
these local terms.
In what follows, all the fields and parameters are written in the “flavor” basis

T

Q= (q¥7"'7qxvaqfu"'7q]€[57g17"'7ng> ) (31)
where ¢7 (r = 1, ---, Ng) denote the sea quark fields, ¢/ (o = 1,---, Ny) the
valence quark fields, and g, (a =1, ---, Ny) the ghost quark fields [Bg]. The chiral

symmetry is a graded Lie group G = SU(Ng + Ny|Ny), x SU(Ns + Ny|Ny)g. It
breaks down spontaneously to its vector-like subgroup H = SU(Ng+ Ny|Ny)y. The
associated Nambu-Goldstone bosons are represented by an (Ng + Ny |Ny) X (Ng +
Ny |Ny) supermatrix II. Using

u[ll(z)] = exp <z \%920) , (3.2)

IT transforms nonlinearly under (gz, gr) € G through
ulll] = u[Il') = gru[lT] (gL, gr); T = h((gz, gr); TT) ulll) g} . (3.3)

where h((gz, gr); I1) € H. We follow the convention for the chiral Lagrangian which
can be read off from Refs. [B3, 4] with minor modification.

The external fields R,,(z), L,(x) that couple to the right-handed and left-handed
chiral components of vector currents are incorporated in the partially quenched QCD
action for the purpose of calculating the connected Green functions of vector and
axial-vector currents. They are defined to transform under local (g1, gr) as

L, — LL =grL, gE + g1, 8ugz ,
R, R, = grR, g% +igr 0.0k - (3.4)

The field strengths

L,=9o,L,-0,L,—[L,, L), R, =0,R, —0,R,—[R,, RJ, (3.5)



hence transform covariantly. The symmetry breaking parameters are promoted to
the spurion fields with the appropriate transformation laws. For instance, let M(x)
be the spurion field corresponding to the quark mass matrix M and generalize the
mass term in the partially quenched QCD to the form

—QpMQ, - QM Qp. (3.6)
The spurion field is assumed to transform under the local (gr, gr) € G as
Mis M = ge Mgl (3.7)

We write up the low-energy effective Lagrangian in terms of Nambu-Goldstone boson
fields whose generating functional of connected Green functions exhibits the same
transformation as that of the microscopic theory [£5, ff]. The parameters are then
inserted at the positions compatible with the way how the chiral symmetry is broken
by them in the Feynman diagrams in the low energy effective theory. In our context
the U(1)en-charge matrix Q must also be promoted to a pair of spurion fields Qy,
Opr which transform respectively as

O Q) =g.Qrgl, Qr+ Qn=09rQrak. (3.8)

The trace of any integral multiple of @ (Qg) is chirally invariant. It is thus possible
to impose the chirally invariant condition

str (Qr) = str(Qr) . (3.9)

They are not required here to vanish. After writing up the Lagrangian to the order
of our interest, M is set to the diagonal quark mass matrix

M, = diag (mY, cee mxv, my, -, mf,s, my, .-, mxv) , (3.10)
and Qp, Qg are set to the diagonal EM charge matrix
Q:dlag( Yv"'va‘ﬂ fv"'7Q]5\v/'sv Yv"'vQ]‘G‘/)' (311)
The substitution
L,— L,+eQA,, R,— R,+eQA,. (3.12)

introduces the coupling of photons to the meson fields.
In practice, in order to write down chirally invariant operators, it is convenient to

use the building blocks O which transform as O + h((gz, gr); 1) O h((gr, gr); 11T
A set of the building blocks O, each of which is also the eigenstates of charge conju-
gation and intrinsic parity transformation, is

u, = i{u (Ou—iR,u) —u (Jut —iLul)},

ye=uyu'tux'u, y=2B,M,

éL = UQLUT, QR = uf Qru,

Sew=ulyu £u' R, u, (3.13)

— 10 —



where By is the mass scale characterizing the size of the chiral condensate [[if]], and
their covariant derivatives with respect to the Maurer-Cartan form

v,0 =0,0—1,, O],
1
L= 9 {u" (Opu —iRu) +u (Oul —iL,u')} . (3.14)

The chiral Lagrangian at the leading-order, O(p?) ~ O(e?), takes the similar

form as in the unquenched case

g
Lo = - St (wu! + x4)
2 A O 1 v A 2

+e? C'str (QLQR> — 7 B = S (0,4 (3.15)
Using such a normalization of the decay constant Fj that Fy ~ 90 MeV, II contains
nt, w3/ V2 in its matrix element. The coefficient C' parametrizes the EM correction
induced from the short distance dynamics less than the length scale ~ 1/u above
which the present effective description is valid. Since we adopt QED[ constructed
in Sec. B in case space is finite, the gauge potential A, appearing in Eq. (B.I3) does
not possess the components gu(t, 0).

The (bare) intrinsic parity even Lagrangian density at the next-to-leading order

consists of O(p?)-, O(e?p?)- and O(e*)-terms

12 25
Li=) LiX;+) EFK; ;. (3.16)
=0 =1
Here, X; (0 =1, ---, 12) are the terms of O(p*)
Xy = str (v uuu”) |

X = (str(u,ut))?,

X, = str (uyu,) str (uu”)
X3 = str ((uuu“)z) ,

Xy = str (u,u”) str(xs) ,
X5 = str (v utxy) ,

% = (str (1))’

X7 = (str(x-))”,

X5 = %str (X%r +x2_) ,

i
X9 = —3 str ([u”, u”] 4, )

1 v v
xlO = —str (S—i—,uugi - g—,ul/gli ) ’

4
.}:11 = str (RM,,RMV + ;CMV,CMV)
1
X = 1 str (x3 — x2) = str (xx') . (3.17)

— 11 —



Ly1,12 are known as Hy = Ly; Hy = Lio [if]. Under the condition (B.9) and the
leading-order equations of motion, 9); (j = 1, ---, 25) describe all possible EM
corrections at O(e*p?) or O(e?) in terms of Nambu-Goldstone boson fields. The first

19 ones are as follows;

9= gt (@) "+ (@) ) s ()

s = str Q1 Qr) str (u,u) |

s = —str (@Ruu) str (@Ru”) — str (@Luu> str (@w“) ;
4 = str (é;z%) str (@w“) ;

25 — str H(éL)Q + (éR)Q} uuu“} ,

s = str (20 + 3:0n) wu) |

Y, = %str ((@)2 + (%)2) str(x+) |

s = str (Q1.Qn) str (x+) .

o[ {()"+ (00) J]

V1o = str ((@RQL + QL@R) X+) ,

Vi1 = str ((QnQr — QuQn) v ) .

1o = istr ([V,@R, éR:| ut — [V,@L, QL} U”) ;
Vs = str (V,0nV"Qy ) |

Dis = str (V,QnV"Qn + V, 0V 0y ) |

Vs = 2 (str (@RQL>)2 ,

V1o = rgsr (8ndr) sr ((Gn) 4 (@1) )

v = e (s ((0)"+ (32)'))
V1s = str (@Ruuémﬂ + @w,@w“) :
Y19 = str (éRu,uéLuM) - (3.18)

- 12 —



The rest 6 ones are as follows;

Va0 = €*Fy str ((éR)z <QL>2) ;

2,1 = e*Fy str <éRéLéRéL> ;

Voy = 2 F2 {str <(QR)2 = (éL)Q)

}2
)
2

Doy = 2F2 {str (Qr) st <QR () ) +str (@) sty (@L (éR)2>} ,

oq = str (éR) str <§Luuu”) + str <@L) str <@Ruuu“) ,

s = str (é}z) str (éLXJr) + str (éL) str (éRX+> )

j kj J kj

1 0 14 0

2 Z 15| 24822

3 0 16 —3

4 2Z 17 s

5 -3 18 3

6| Lz |19 0

7 0 20 | 2Ng2? — 32
8 Z 21 | 2NgZ? + 32
9 -1 22 —zZ?

10 ++282| 23 822

11 —1 24 -Z

12 : 25 -Z

13

Table 1: Coefficients k; of UV divergence
in Kj.

(3.19)

The coefficients L;, K} absorb the
UV divergences that arise from the one-
loop correction

Li+1; A= L),

Kj+kjAc=KMp).  (3.20)

Here we employ the dimensional regular-
ization where the spatial dimension is an-
alytically continued to d. Denoting the
full space-time dimension as D = d+1 =
4 —2¢, A, in Eq. (B.20Q) is given by

1 1 p?
-—In{—) - 1y
3272 {6 " (47?) et }

(3.21)
The valuesof [; (j =1, -- -, 12) are avail-
able in Ref. [{7] for the generic number of

A, =

flavors. The values of k; (j =1, ---, 14,
18, 19) were computed in Ref. [BJ] for Ng =

3 . Table [] lists the values of k; 2 computed using the heat kernel method and eval-

uating the fermionic pion contribution explicitly for general Ng without setting the
quantities in Eq. (B.9) to zero. The compuatation is performed only for Feynman

gauge A = 1. The dimensionless quantity Z in Table [[] is defined by

C
Z=—.
Fy

(3.22)

2The normalization of our k;’s differs from those in Ref. [ such that (k;)ours = —2(k;)BD for
j = 1, crey 10, 12, 13, 14, 18, 19, and (kll)ours = 2(]{311)31).
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For the sake of simplifying expressions, the superscript “R” is omitted from every
renormalized parameter that appears in what follows.

In the momentum space, the Feynman rule in the partially quenched chiral per-
turbation theory in finite volume is the same as that in infinite volume. In particular,
the form of propagators that allows us to carry out the computation efficiently is
obtained by introducing the super-traceless component called super-7, deriving the
propagators in the matrix element basis ®, (I, J =1, .-+, (Ns+2Ny)), and taking
the decoupling limit of super-n’ [B§, BY].

The entry x;; of the matrix of meson mass squared including the leading-order
EM correction is given by
_Xi + XJ n 2e2C

2 F?
where 7 and g7 are the eigenvalues of x|,,,,,, and Q in Eq. (B-10)), respectively. The
propagators are shown here in the case that the eigenvalues x () = xny4+r (1 <7 <

(a1 —as)° (3.23)

X1J

Ns) corresponding to sea quarks as well as the mass squared y, (x =1, ---, Ng—1)
of the diagonal meson eigenstates in the sea-meson sub-sector, referred to as sea
mesons, differ from all x; (j = 1, ---, Ny). The propagators of bosonic mesons
(1<1I,J K, L<(Ny+Ng)or (1+Ny+ Ng) <1, J K L<(2Ny+ Ng)) are
denoted by

PGl L) = / d'z e (T1' ) (x) IT%,(0)) (3.24)
The off-diagonal meson fields have the usual form of propagators
. 1
pT = X1J
The propagators of the fermionic mesons Eij = HZ+NS+N"]- (1<i<Np1<j5<

(Ng + Ny)) also have simple forms

- Q1 — ipx /=i —Tk
S j;kl(pz) = /d%e” <: () =t 1(0)>
, 1
=55 —
Y P* = Xij
The one-loop calculation needs the propagators of diagonal mesons only for i, j =
1a Ty NV7

o 1 R, R’ sm R"
G0 = ( I +Z . ) for xi # X,

(1<i, I <Ny, 1<j, k< (Ns+ Ny)). (3.26)

Ns\PP—xi PP—X; ~ PP
o 1
1 2\
G i;]j(p ) = 5ijm
1 R(d) R(S) sm R.%
N 2 : 2t 3 . +Z 2 -
Ns \(P*—=xi)* PP—xi < PP—Xa
for x; = x;, (3.27)
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sSm
where E denotes the sum over all sea mesons, and

Ns
IT (6 = xm)
RZ ‘= =1 sm =R ZZ )
-] exe)
N
Xz = X))
R.* = r=1
iy sm )
(X Xz) Xz Xj) H (Xﬂc Xy)
y#T
Ng
IT G = x)
R(d) = r:lsm ’
H (Xi — Xa)
N

(3.28)

Xi — Xz

00 .
e B )

o—1 Xi = X(s) -
3.2 electromagnetic correction to meson mass in finite volume

With the preparations done in the previous subsection, we are ready to compute the
next-to-leading order correction mm} 4 ) to the off-diagonal pseudoscalar meson
mass squared in finite volume, which can be obtained from the self-energy function
o (p?

; s .
j )} ;, Within our approximation as

m|, (L) = X' (xi)|, - (3.29)
and investigate the relevance of finite size correction to the EM splitting. As recalled
in Sec. .2 Lorentz boost symmetry is violated in finite volume. Here mfj} , (L) is
defined in the rest frame, p* = (/X3 0).

Before carrying on the explicit calculation further, we mention the limitation
inherent to our approach on the ability to capture the dynamics. While the low
energy effective theory enables us to evaluate the effect of finiteness of volume on the
virtual quanta with low frequencies, it provides no knowledge on the effect to the
short distance dynamics packed in the low energy constants L;(x) and K;(p). The
finite size scaling effect on the low energy constants L;(u) carrying the information
on QCD less than 1/u, is insignificant so as to affect to the properties of Nambu-
Goldstone bosons. The situation is different in QED where there is no intrinsic
scale 1/u that separates long and short distances [BJ]. For this reason, though the
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finite size scaling effect on QED is dominated by the loop contribution whose finite
part represents the long distance physics, the low energy constants K;(u) possibly
suffer from sub-dominant but non-negligible finite size scaling effect. For the purpose
explained in Sec. [, even qualitative features of the finite size scaling effect such as
the size and sign are worthwhile to investigate.

With the above remark in mind, we proceed to calculate m in finite

volume. For the purpose of (1) getting ng } 4 ) for Ng =2, 3 81mu]l}t4aneously, and
(2) demonstrating that QED/ share the common UV divergent structure as QED
in infinite volume, we describe the computation in some detail. As the probes are
valence quarks, it suffices to put 1 < i(#)j < Np. Straightforward calculation of
four types of Feynman diagrams yields
0
w0 =5 [ ez 2 [2 (94 287) 60
kel

+ (= k) (G (R — Siifi?(kz))
+(x; — k) (G775 (K*) = 877 (k)]

2 dk(] i on 2
+2e ZZ / Z {QZJQmG ]{3 )

kGFd
+qijqn; G (k2)}
dko
+(giy)" € / on 14 Z { 52
- kel
p-k
Ry — (k£ p)?)
Zal
R (xy — (k4 9))
+mg (3.30)

+2

+4 Xij

S -
where Z represents the sum over the indices n of sea quark flavors only, I/, =

Iy — {0} with I’y in Eq. (A7), and

cp _ Xi T X
xﬁ :TJ,

m2c7 ;; represents the contribution of the next-to-leading order local terms in Egs. (B.17),

(B18) and (B19) to the pseudoscalar meson mass squared. mg¢ ;; in Eq. (B:30) is
written in terms of bare L;, K;. The explicit form of m%, ;; wWill be given after renor-

malization is performed (the sum of méij}QCD and mg }EM in Eq. (B-41))). We note

that the expression in Eq. (B.30) is independent of the values of the gauge parameter
A.
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Eq. (B:3() can be rewritten in terms of four basic functions, (A.3), (A.20), (A.24)
and ([A-30), defined in Appendix [f]. The function I;(m?; L) in Eq. (A:30) emerges in
the QCD finite scaling effect 3]. In Appendix [A], we derive the expression written in
terms of a Jacobi theta function for the other three functions. Applying the identities

PR RN 3 i
(2xi +x;5) Ry — QRZ( ) = 2 (xi +x5) Ry
1 3 :
(xi +2x;) Ri'j -5 R('d) =3 (X +X;5) Rz’jj 3
(Xe + Xi +x5) Ry + === 2 R, 4+ A 5 R," = Q(XZ-JFX])RU , (3.32)

to the terms in Eq. (B-30) that are written solely by I;(m? L), we get a compact

expression
1
mi|, (L) = INSEE (i +x5)
X {Rijill(Xi; L)+ Ry’ Li(x;; L +Z Ry Ii(Xa )}
S
—26222 145 %inTy(Xin; L) + Gijani I (Xng; L)}
+(g;)° € {(D—1)I{(L) + 2 Ju(xij; L) +4xi; I (xigs L)}
From Eq. (B.33), the finite size scaling correction is obtained as
AmG(L) = mi|, (L) — m|, (00), (3.34)

w‘ o0) evaluated directly in infinite volume. The use of the
results in Appendix [A] immediately leads

Am (L) = Amyep, (L) + Amiy (L) (3.35)

using the quantity m

where Amgqp (L) and Amgy; (L) represent the finite size scaling correction on
QCD and QED, respectively

I xitx 1 i j
AméCD,ij(L) = (47?)2 2NSF05 12 {Rij M(\/EL) + Rij] M(mL)

+Zstij””M(\/EL)} ,

2e’Z 1
Amiy (L) = T " Ly qn M(VTL) + 033 Gny M (/X L)
_3 (gi3)° 62 K
Adr L2

+(qz‘j) e? { K(y/xi;L)
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This expression is free from UV divergence, confirming the statement at the end of
Sec. .2} Carrying out the renormalization for the part in infinite volume with help
of the values of k;’s in Table [, we get the finite expression of the next-to-leading
correction m|, (L)

mi|, (L) = mgep, i, (L) + ming 51, (L), (3.37)

with mgop 4], (L) (miy 4], (L)) composed of the corresponding quantity mep, 55, (00)
(m%MJj‘ . (00)) in infinite volume and the finite size correction in Eq. (B-34)

m?QCD,ij‘4 (L) =

(2Q CD Z]‘ ( )+Am2QCD,ij(L)’
m]%lM,ij‘4(L) = My

m
m w}4 o0) + Am%M,zj(L) . (3.38)

00) consists of two parts

oo) and m%MJle(

Each of mep 4], (

1 Qep
m?;gCD,ij‘4 (00) = m?;gCD,ij(OO)‘ P+ mg, 2]‘

loo
m]%]M,ij‘4(Oo) = mEM,ij(OO)‘ "t mC,ij} . (3.39)

The terms mg,qp ;;(00) ‘IOOp, My, 15(00) ‘IOOP are those involving the chiral logarithms

2 loop I xit+x j
y = R.." ;1 R;; 1
mQCD,Z](OO)‘ (47'(')2 2NSF02 { i X n (lu ) + X] n IU
+2Rijmxw In (%) } :
loo 2622 Xnj
m%M,w(oo)‘ P = Z {QUQm Xin I ( ,u ) + QijGnj Xnj I In (M—QJ) }

( )
() o

. QCD EM . .
while the terms m%,ij‘ and m%,ij} are those given in terms of low energy
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constants
QCD 1 _
= F—Og[—4{2L4NSXs+L5 (G + X5) } X
+8 Ls Ns Xs (xi + Xj) + 4 Ls (xi + x3)°]
EM —
md, | = ¢ [{ANGQF (1) + 15) = 4.(6F + ¢2) (s + Ko)
—4q;q; (2K13 + K19) — 4Ns Q (q; + q;) K24} Xij
+2Ns Q% (xi + x;) K7
205 {Q (i +x0) +2%s (@ — 0,)° | K
+4 (¢ixi + @ x;) Ko
+4{axi + ax; + (@ — 3)* (i + x5) } Ko
—4(g; — q;)° (xi + x;) K11 +4Ns Q (¢ + 4;x;) Kos)
+e'Fy [4NS@ (¢ — q;)° (K5 + Kig) +2(¢? — q]2-)2K20

+4(q — ) (@ + &) K

2
me, ij

+4Ns Q(q: — ¢;)* (¢ + ¢5) Kas] - (3.41)
In the above,
L
Y — AT X(r) >
S NS ; (r)
1 Ds 1 Js
@E— qm 02= q27,, 3.42

with use of electric sea quark charges ¢y = qn,+,. The formulas derived thus far
applies both to Ng = 3 and Ng = 2 if the sum over sea flavors and the one over
sea mesons are appropriately understood. The expressions for méCD, Z-j‘ A (00) and
M, ij} , (00) will reduce to the result found in Ref. [B3 if one sets Ng = 3 and
@ = 0 and discards the terms of order e*.

Before turning to the numerical analysis, we observe a few features that can be
read off from Eq. (B.36). First, the asymptotic behavior for L,/x3; > 1 is determined
by the term including the function H(z). This term behaves like 1/L times the
function H(,/xXi;L). As can be seen from Fig. [, H(z) gradually increases for z — oo.
We find that the decrease of the finite size scaling effect is slightly slower than 1/L.

Secondly, the terms in Eq. (B.36) all vanish for /x7; — 0 except for the one
proportional to the constant x defined in Eq. (A29) 2. This term seems to appear
whatever is used as the low effective field theories, because the contribution lead-
ing to this term originates from the diagrams in scalar QED theory. For instance,

3Here we use the fact that @ is finite for all . This point, however, has been checked only
through our numerical investigation which gives Eq. (A.19).
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that contribution is also involved in the model including the vector and axial-vector
mesons that leads Eq. ([.F), as is suggested from the overall numerical factor. The
presence of this term indicates that 1/L should be regarded as being the same order
as the pseudo-Goldstone mass and the elementary charge e in order for the chiral
perturbation to remain systematic. In fact, the calculation done thus far implicitly
assumes the relative magnitude of pseudo-Goldstone mass and L in the p-regime
B3], mx ~ % ~ p. Our result suggests that there is a p-regime for the systematics
chiral perturbation theory including electromagnetism in finite volume. The issue
examining whether this is actually true is beyond the scope of this paper.

3.3 numerical investigation

We turn to the numerical evaluation of the EM correction in the next-to-leading
order approximation

2 L _@ )2 2 L 3.43
M, i (L) = 2 (@ — qj) +mEM,ij‘4( ) (3.43)

to study the qualitative features of the QED finite size scaling effect. For that purpose
the values of various low energy constants found in Ref. [A§] are used as reference

Fy=87.7MeV, C =4.2-107° GeV*,

Li=0, Ly =097-1073, Lg =0, Lg =0.60- 1073,
K;=285-10"%, Kg=13-10"3%, K0 =4.0-1073,

Ky =-125-10"2. (3.44)

The others are set to zero. We employ the formula for Ng = 3 and Ny = 3 and set

X3 = X6 = Xo = (500 MeV)?,
2 1

Q1IQ4=6]7:§, Q2IQ3IQSIQG:(]8:(]9:_§7 (3-45)

throughout the analysis. In what follows, it is always understood that the value of
the mass of a ghost quark is set equal to that of the valence quark with the same
flavor.

We plot the dependence of mgy 15(L)/ My 15(00) on L in Fig. B for the val-
ues of quark masses corresponding to x; = Y2 = x4 = X5 = (150 MeV)? and
(300 MeV)2. The horizontal axis denotes the linear size of volume L normalized in
unit of 1/M, ~ 1/(770 MeV). For instance, for the size L = 16a ~ 0.72 x 1/M,
used in Ref. [[F], miyy 15(L)/miy 15(00) are 0.144 and 0.421 for x; = (150 MeV)?
and x; = (300 MeV)?2, respectively. Thus, our calculation indicates that the finite
size effect is significant for an available lattice geometry. The difference between two
quark masses emerges for small L, and the finite size effect is smaller for larger quark
mass.
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We next study the EM splitting Am% (L) in the (valence) kaon mass squared.
Using mgy ;;(L) in Eq. (B43), it is given by
Ami(L) = m%M,B(L) - m%M,23(L) . (3.46)

Figure [ shows the L-dependence of Am%(L)/Am% (o) for the two sets of quark
masses corresponding to the same values of y; = x2 = x4 = x5 used in Fig. P with
x3 = (500 MeV)? fixed. The L-dependence in Fig. fJ is almost similar to that in Fig.
for each set of masses. For small L and x; = (150 MeV)?, the size of finite size scaling
effect is smaller than the electromagnetic correction to the charged pion mass. For
instance, for L = 16 a, Am%(L)/Am#(c0) is 0.299 for x; = (150 MeV)? and 0.415 for
x1 = (500 MeV)?. Figures P and [ show that the values of EM correction depends on
the quark masses for L = 16 a. This observation indicates that the sizes of the terms
depending on the quark masses in Eq. (B.3§) are comparable to or more important
than that of the term proportional to s for the quark masses used in the present
analysis.

Figure f] compares the L-dependence of the electromagnetic splitting of m% (L)
in partially quenched QCD with that in (unquenched) QCD. The two sets of plots
are drawn in Fig. [l] for

set 1 < x1 = x2 = (150 MeV)?, x4 = x5 = (300 MeV)?,
set 2 & x1 = x2 = (300 MeV)?, x4 = x5 = (150 MeV)?. (3.47)

As can be seen, these two sets of plots in partially quenched QCD coincide with each
other. By evaluating the L-dependence for various set of the values of quark masses,
we find that the L-dependence for a set of the values of quark masses is almost the
same as that for the set with the valence and sea quark masses interchanged. This
observation together with the comparison of the relative sizes of four sets of plots
in Fig. [l shows that the size of the finite size correction is roughly determined by
the average value of the quark masses involved irrespective of whether the system is
unquenched or partially-quenched. To elucidate this point, we show in Figs. fj and

the quark mass dependence of the finite size scaling effect on m% (L) on m? = x; =

X2 = 2Bym,, for fixed L = 16a and L = 32a (a ~ 1/(1.66 GeV) [[2]), respectively.
In the partially quenched case, the masses of up and down sea quarks are fixed to
be 300 MeV. We can see that, at L = 16 a, the size of the finite size effect changes
rapidly for m? < 0.05 [GeV]? in the unquenched case, while no such significant
change is observed in the partially quenched case. For larger m?2, they approach to
each other. For L = 32a and larger L, the finite size effect is determined by the
relative size of L and x3 = xs = (500 MeV)?.

4. Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we studied the finite size scaling effect on the electromagnetic (EM)
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correction to the pseudoscalar meson masses from the low energy effective field theory
of QCD including electromagnetism. For that purpose, we began with constructing
a new QED in finite volume, QED. Taking the practical application to the lattice
simulation into account, we adapted it to the partially quenched chiral perturbation
theory including electromagnetism. We computed the electromagnetic correction
to the pseudoscalar meson mass squared at the next-to-leading order on both of the
spaces with finite and infinite volumes for generic number Ng of sea quarks. Through
numerical investigation for Ng = 3, we found that the finite size scaling effect on
the EM correction is sizable on the space with the volume available in the lattice
simulation. By investigating its dependence on the quark masses in unquenched and
partially quenched systems, we pointed out that the finite size correction is deter-
mined by the averaged values of masses of quarks involved in the system. Though
the current study was restricted to the pseudoscalar meson masses, we can study the
EM corrections to the other hadronic observables such as decay constants in finite
volume.

It should be noted that the finite size correction tends to increase for the increase
of the extent 71" of the temporal direction. For example, let us suppose that the value
~ 0.9 in Eq. ([L.4) does not change so drastically even if the contribution of ﬁu(t, 0) is
subtracted. The explicit calculation in the low energy effective theory including vec-
tor and axial-vector mesons show that it is reduced to about 0.6 in the limit 7" — oo.
Since the simulation has to be performed with finite T', mgy 15(L)/miy 15(00) ob-
tained in our present analysis with T — oo may overestimate the finite size correction
in the actual simulation. It is one of the subjects to fill the gap between these two.

Finally, we recall that we construct QEDj because we would like to respect
the boundary condition (i.e., periodic boundary condition) for the meson fields along
spatial directions usually assumed in the lattice QCD simulations, and to understand
the qualitative properties of the finite size scaling effect with the practical situation
in our mind. It is plausible that the finite size scaling effect depends on the boundary
conditions imposed on fields. As illustrated in Figs. i, if periodic boundary condition
is employed, the dependence on the volume is not simple around the available volume
L -(0.77 GeV) < 10 in the lattice simulations. It would be one of the important
subjects to study the finite size scaling effect on EM corrections for the various types
of boundary conditions and to select the one in which the finite size effect exhibits
such a simplest behavior that allows us to extrapolate the data at available volumes
to the value in infinite volume.
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A. Formulae for several sums

The one-loop corrections to meson masses in chiral perturbation theory for QCD
plus QED system with finite volume are described in terms of several basic functions.
Each of these functions takes the form of the one-dimensional integral of the sum over
three-dimensional momenta of some function. We employ dimensional regularization

and define
< dk° 1
/_OO % V — —_— O . (A.l)

kel'y

Here, d = D — 1, V = L% and the sum runs over all k € fd, where

fdz{kz(kl,-- k%)

The aim of this Appendix is to get compact expressions for the four functions that can
be evaluated by MATHEMATICA and so forth by following the strategy in Ref. [BJ].
We first consider the function

2. _ n2-2 dk’ 1 1
In(m? ) = () / 2mi V Z (—k? —ie) {m? — (k +p)° — ic} - (A3)

keF

21
le=—17 A2
kK e 7 } (A.2)

In the above, p is assumed to be on-shell, p? = m? and I, =T,— {0}.
By introducing the Feynman parameters as usual, Eq. (A7) becomes

I (m?; L) / d / di” 1 ! (A4)
(m? : :

1 Y 2mi V {y2m? — (k + yp)? — ie}”

The sum of a function F(k) over k € I, can be written as an integral

%Zﬁ( /ddka’ > (K - —%ﬁ(O). (A.5)

kel kely

Using the Poisson resummation

% S 6K — k) = (271r)d 3 ek, (A6)

kEfd

where

Iy={x=(a" -, 2% |2 ell}, (A7)
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the sum ([A.F]) can be written as

% SRl =Y Fx /dd:cF( ), (A8)

kel x€ly

where F(x) is obtained by Fourier transformation of F(k)

ddk ikx T
F(x) = / oyt F ). (A.9)

In the present context F(k) is

Pl = R
{y2m2 (k 4+ yp) —z'e}

- ﬁ/o d; (iA)* exp [=id {y*m® — (k + zp)* —ie}] . (A.10)

A given d-dimensional vector x defines a D-dimensional space-like vector z# =
(0, x). A one-dimensional integral in Eq. (A.4)) and a d-dimension integral in Eq. (A.9)
combine to become an integral over D-dimensional momenta, which can be readily
carried out;

dA 9 dPk _ 2 . .
/0 7(@)\) /i(QW)DeXp [—ix{— (k + yp)" —ie} — iz - k]

_ /OOO %(4:;)3 exp {—A { (Z% — yp>2 - (yp)2H : (A.11)

2

For p* = (m, 0), (Z— — yp) — (yp)? = % Eq. (B7) thus becomes

Liy(m? L) = (1*) 2__ dy( d /dd )
X/O a7 AA)% exp <—>\y2m2 j;\n\) (A.12)

In the sum appearing above, the contribution of n = 0 is exactly I;;(m?) = I;(m?; L —
o). I11(m?; L) — I;1(m?) is hence free of UV divergence. Letting D — 4 for this
difference and rescaling A — 4L—;)\ leads

Ill(mz; L) — [11(m2) = — —H(mL) . (Al?))
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Here

H(mL) = W/OOO ;l—)%\ erf (mL@) S(A), (A.14)
S\ = — — [ &) exp (-2 nf?
Z, ) )

:_{<193 (0, z%))g—l—ﬁ} , (A.15)

where erf(z) is the error function

erf(x) = % /Ox dse™*" (A.16)

and Y3(v; 7) is a Jacobi-theta function

I3(v; 7) = Z exp (77in® + 2mvin) . (A.17)

n=—oo

We recall that the term A2 in S (A) arises in our new QED, QED/. Because

s (o, %) Az, (A.18)

in the infrared limit A — oo, the presence of that term indeed ensures IR-finiteness
of the integral over X in the expression (A.14). The numerical study shows that

lim 22 104 (A.19)
z—0 X
Next we consider the function
_Dp [ dk° 1 p-k
Jll(mZ; L) = (,u2)2 2 / — 3 .
12 2 _ _
Coo 2miV e (—k% —i€e) {m? — (k +p)" —ic}

The same manipulation as done for I1;(m?; L) in Eq. (EI7) leads

Jii(m? L) = /Oldy (Z —%/d%)

xely

L [®d\ . gan [ dPk
X@/o > V() /z’(zﬂ)D

xp - kexp [—(iN) {y*m® — (k +yp)? —ie} —ix - k] . (A.21)

ol
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We follow Appendix of Ref. [[I9] to carry out such integrals with &, in the numerator.
We replace k,, appearing in the numerator as

k, = [—1 i 0 exp (=2 (i\) p - k)] : (A.22)

Carrying out the integral of k£ and performing a p-derivative gives

- [o(g-bfe) [ 52

xely
2
XP'Oﬁ‘?JP) Xp{ (Z——yp }
—)\m) =2
1— ax

)
() [

where the second equality follows by taking p* = (m, 0) and performing the integral
over y. In Eq. (A723), UV divergence is contained in the term with x = 0, which is
exactly Jy1(m?) = Ji1(m?, L — o). Therefore, Ji;(m?; L) — Jy1(m?) is UV-finite.
In terms of the function

(A.23)

K(z) z4w/0 d; i (1-e %) 500, (A.24)
it can be expressed as
Ju(m? L) — Ju(m?) = —— 2 k(mL). (A.25)
32m2 L2
The quantity
nw= )t Ly (A.26)
kel

needs a special care. In dimensional regularization, we put

2-D dPk 1
I?(OO) = ('uz) /Z(27T)D _k2 — e =0

However, we cannot set IP(L) = 0. For instance, if the integral

( 2)2—7/ k> 1 1
a o 2mi L A= (—k% — i) (m? — K% — ie)

kel

1 92— dk® 1 1 1
_ 2 _ A2
m? () / 2mi L4 <—k2 —ie m?—k%— ie) , (A.27)

keF’
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were evaluated in two different ways; (1) direct evaluation of the left-hand side by
introducing a Feynman parameter, and (2) evaluation of the right-hand only with
the second term kept, inconsistency would arise. A straightforward calculation yields

1
(L) — I°(00) = ——— — A2
L)~ I(o0) = — 1 75 (A.28)
where k is a constant defined by
0 dA
= / () & 2837, (A.29)
0
All the one-loop contributions induced by quartic couplings are described by a
function
D [*dk°1 1
ILi(m?% L) = (u? 272 / —— _— . A.
(% L) = (1) _OOQWiVl{XI;mQ—k:Q—ie (4.30)
ely

The expression for I;(m?; L) in terms of Jacobi-theta function was obtained in

Ref. B3]

1 M(mL)
[1(m2; L)— Il(mQ) — (47T)2 T2 ’ (A.31)
where
fe’e) d)\ 2
M(z) = 4n /O 3 e (-j—ﬁ )\) TN, (A.32)
and
_ T 2
TN = Y e (-3 )
ne(zZ3—{0})
1 3
(o)) e
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Figure 1: profile of function H(z)
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Figure 2: Linear volume size (L) dependence of the electromagnetic correction in the
charged pion mass squared
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Figure 3: Linear volume size (L) dependence of the electromagnetic splitting (Am?%) in
the kaon mass squared
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Figure 4: Finite size scaling effect on the EM splitting (Am%() in kaon mass squared in

partially quenched QCD, where open squares stand for the L-dependence for x1 = xo =

150 MeV, x4 = x5 = 300 MeV, and dark squares with cross marks stand for the one for

x1 = x2 = 300 MeV, x4 = x5 = 150 MeV. No significant change is observed between

them. They differ from the other plots corresponding to unquenched QCD in the small

volume region.
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Figure 5: Dependence of the finite size scaling effect on the electromagnetic splitting
(AmZ) in kaon mass squared on m? = x; at the tree level for L = 16 a. The dark circular
dots represent the unquenched case while the inverted triangles represent the valence quark
mass dependence in partially quenched QCD.
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Figure 6: Dependence of the finite size scaling effect on the electromagnetic splitting
(Am?.) in kaon mass squared on m? = y; at the tree level for L = 32a.
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