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1. Introduction

The potential between two static colour charges in QCD isantity rich in features. At
large distances between the two charges the phenomenon of string breakiolgsisrved for the
theory with dynamical quark$][1]. The quenched theory iseigd to asymptotically coincide with
bosonic effective string theory for— o [f]. At intermediate distances a scagff] can be defined
which is readily computed in numerical simulations and cargiated to phenomenological models
of quarkonium. This scale can then be used to set the oveal# sf a simulation and/or set the
relative scale for simulations at different lattice spgsinFinally, at short distances the shape of the
potential is described by renormalised perturbation thdorfact, by taking the second derivative
with respect to the distance a renormalised coupling carebeatl. In this way the static potential
connects the non-perturbative regime and the perturbedgyiene and is also a quantity where one
expects large effects of dynamical quarks, i.e., largesdifices between the quenched and the
unquenched result.

Here we report on an ongoing effort to measure the statiomiateon the configuration en-
sembles generated by CLS (Coordinated Lattice Simulgfion§hey were generated with the
DD-HMC software packade which implements two degenerated flavours of improved aHils
fermions and the Wilson gauge action. There are ensemblihseat different values o8 (i.e.,
three lattice spacings) and several values of the sea quesg.he first objective is to provide the
scalerg. It can be compared to other methods of scale determindflpuiged to compare dimen-
sionless quantities among different collaborations, grenfscaling analysis and preliminarily set
the overall scale in physical unitsSince the data presented here are not based on all thebdwaila
statistics and some details of the analysis might changegsults presented here are preliminary.

The report is organised as follows. In the next section tblertigues used to extract the static
potential with low statistical fluctuations and small sys&tic errors are summarised (s@e [5] for
more details). In sectiof] 3 the scalgis determined and extrapolated to vanishing sea quark mass.
In section[4 applications beyond scale setting are coliedte., a comparison of the quark mass
dependence af with other collaborations and the determination of a reradised coupling.

2. The static potential
To determine the static potentM(r) we measure rectangular Wilson loops. They have exten-
siont andr in temporal and spatial direction respectively. Scheraflyicwe measure

Clt) = <t@t>, r fixed, 2.1)

where the brackets denote the expectation value with respdbe two flavour QCD measure
and the square represents the product of link variablesndrawclosed rectangular path. This is
equivalent to a static quark—anti-quark pair at spatiahsgonr propagating distancein time.
For large euclidean time separations the signal is donminayehe ground state, which coincides
with the static potential
Ct) = A eVt 1 fixed. (2.2)
Lhttps://twiki.cern.ch/twiki/bin/view/CLS/WebHome
2http://luscher.web.cern.ch/luscher/DD-HMC

3Because of the uncertainty coming from the phenomenolbgicalels used to giveg in physical units, this is
somewhat unsatisfying and should be seen as an intermestigte
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Figure 1. Effective “mass” plot for the Wilson Figure 2: Static potential at two values of the
loop correlator matrix for = 6a andty = 2a. lattice spacing. The static enerBytat [E] is sub-
See text for a detailed explanation. tracted to obtain a renormalised quantity.

A straightforward determination &f(r) from this definition with the original link variables of the
configurations is bound to suffer from large statistical aystematic errors for two reasons. First,
the signal to noise ratio will decrease exponentially fogdéa andt due to ultraviolet fluctuations.
Second, the overlap with the ground state (encodex(iinin eq. (2.2)) will be poor.

To remove the ultraviolet fluctuations the original link izdies are replaced by smeared links.
To this end one level of hypercubic smearify [6] with pararst; = 1.0, a, = 1.0, az = 0.5,
referred to as HYP2[]7] was found to give the best result. Thele analyses was carried out
with a second parameter sei = 0.75, a, = 0.6, az = 0.3, referred to as HYP1. When not
specified, the parameter set HYP2 is used. The smearing ¢ténigoral links can be understood
in terms of choosing an action for the static quarks and theasimg of the spatial links in terms
of a redefinition of the operator that creates the staticlgmti-quark pair (sed][5] for a detailed
derivation). Using smeared links greatly improves thealigmnoise ratio at large time separations.

Since the exact wave function of the desired ground statekisawn the usage of a variational
method is mandatory to improve the overlap. As already éx@thfurther smearing the spatial
links on the left hand side of ed. (R.1) is equivalent to a fied®n of the operator that creates the
static quark—anti-quark pair. Intuitively, by smearing tipenerated sate becomes more and more
extended. This way one obtains a correlator matrix

r,m
Cim(t) = (t D|t>, r fixed. (2.3)
2

In particular the indice$,m=1,...,M specify then, , levels of spatial HYP smearing with pa-
rametersa, = 0.6, as = 0.3* that are applied to the spatial links. Throughout this repa use
M=4andn =1-1.

From the correlator matricef (R.3) effective “masses” ateaeted with two different methods.
The starting point in both cases is the generalised eigeayaioblem (GEVP)

C(t) Wy (t,to) = Ag(t,to)C(to) Wy (t,to), a=0,...M—1. (2.4)

40nly spatial links are involved, thus only two parameteesraeded.
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Figure 3: Chiral extrapolation ofrp/a at Figure 4: Chiral extrapolation ofrp/a at
B = 5.2. QCDSF data fron{[] 2] for comparison. B = 5.3. QCDSF data fron{[12] for comparison.
From the generalised eigenvalues one directly obtains
a
— ~(Em—Eq)(t+5
Ea(t+3,t) =IN(Aa(t,to) /Aa(t +ato)) = Eq + Bae” & B2 4 (2.5)

whereEp =V (r) and the higher states contributions are expected to die itutavge Eyy — E, or
faster. In [§] the authors were able to prove thistfef 2to. In fig. [ Eo(t + 3,to) is plotted for
an intermediate andty = 2a (blue circles). In order to quantify the contribution of higher states
we perform a fit with the two terms of the right hand side of €3 including data points for
a =0,1 andt < 2t (red dotted curve). The term modelling the higher statesésl io estimate the
systematic error due to them when extracting the ground ata given time (see below).

Finally, the projection method of [lL1] is used to obtain acset determination oE,(t +
.10). There the correlator matrices are projected to the groumig generalised eigenvector
V= L,Uo(to—l-a,to)

f(t) =V C(t)v. (2.6)

The resulting numbers are locally fitted by a single expdagrite. three successive valuéd),
tp =t —a,t,t +aare fitted tof (tp) = be~Fot)% (plack circles in fig[]L).

With the parameters as in this report we found the projectiethod to be slightly more stable,
i.e. to exhibit longer plateaus. Therefore we extract thécspotential from the black circle in fig.
[ with the smallest sum of statistical and systematic ebiaick dashed-dotted curve and grey error
band).

Applying this procedure to all values ofwe obtain the static potential as a functionrofin
fig. B we plot the result (made dimensionless by multiplyirihwyo, see below) for two values of
the lattice spacing at roughly the same sea quarks mass. Idthehpws that lattice artefacts are
small.

SStatistical errors are determined using the method and-amogf ].
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Figure 5. Chiral extrapolation ofrp/a at Figure 6: Renormalised quantitg(r). Nt =2
B =5.5. data are atgMps= 1. See text for details.

3. Scalerg
The scale, introduced in[[B], is defined in terms of the static fofe@) = V'(r) by solving

r?F(r)| _ = 1865. (3.1)

r=ro

Its physical value isg ~ 0.5 fm, thus it is sensitive to the non-perturbative characte¢he theory.
Off the lattice it can only be determined through phenomegiokl potential models. On the lattice
the static force is computed from the potential as the finfterénce

F(r) =3V -V({-a), (3.2)

wherer; =r —a/2+ 0O(a?) is chosen such that i (B.2) at tree level all lattice artsfaancel out.
To solve [3]1) the force is then locally parametrisedaB¥ (r) = fo + f,a?/r2. Taking the two
values that enclose the solution, the parametrisationiguety determined as well ag/a. This
lattice definition ofrp/a ensures that it is a smooth function of the bare param@ensd my. To
estimate the systematic uncertainties due to the paraagdnm the same procedure is repeated
with an additional ternf,a*/r4 and three successivevalues. They are found to be negligible.

We analysed three run sets at three different lattice sgasmth § = 5.2,5.3,5.5. At each
lattice spacing there are runs at 3—6 quark masses. Foreaasgitihg we decided to extrapolate to
the chiral point. In figs[|3}5 the measured valuesqgh are plotted versus the subtracted quark
massam, = anmy — am. Here we give the result for both parameter sets HYP1 and HYP2
extrapolation tam, = 0 is done via a linear fit. The result of the fits are given in #gehds of the
plots. The HYP2 results are compatible with the HYP1 oneshawe the smaller error. Thus we
list here forrg/a(f) in the chiral limit:

ro/a(5.2) =6.055), ro/a(5.3) =7.053), ro/a(5.5)=9.59(16). (3.3)
Using our new determination of/a we get a preliminary update on teparameter of{]7]:

roATL 2 = 0.73(3)(5), (3.4)
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Figure 7: Plot of dimensionless and physical quantities compariffgreint efforts to simulate two flavour
QCD. The right panel is a blow-up of the regige- 0...2.

where the first error comes frorg/a and the second from the running of the coupling.

In figs. [3 and ¢ we also plot data from the QCDSF collaboratidlj.[ Since they are using
exactly the same action, the results at coinciding barenpetiers should agree within errors. The
most tension is observed between their lightest point aadh#aviest of this report #& = 5.2 in
fig. B. Also in fig. [} the difference is hardly explainable by ttiifference in thg3-values (53
versus 29). The most plausible explanation is that they used a gfithacluding many terms
to model the potential (and thus the folteyer a wide range aof values. This way the statistical
error inrg/ais reduced, but at the price of large systematic uncerésinti

4. Physicsresults
First, we present a quantity for which large effects of dyitanquarks can be observed. A
renormalised, physical quantity can be defined in termsefiirivative of the static force

c(r) = 3r3F/(r). (4.1)

In [B]] it was determined with high precision in pure gaugeotiye With the data presented here we
are able to compare the pure gauge case tdlthe 2 theory. On the lattice we writein terms of
a finite difference

(i) = &PV (r+a)+V(r—a)—2v(r), 4.2)

wherer™=r + O(a?) is chosen such that at tree level all lattice artefacts dande In fig. [§ we
plot ¢ for the three values @8 at roughly the same sea quark magMps = 1). For comparison
we also plot theNs = 0 data [R]. The analytic curves in the plot are the 3-loopybstive curves
(dashed-dotted fdxs = 0 and solid line folN; = 2, spread due to uncertainty in theparameter),
the universal value-11/12 from bosonic string theory [lLB,]14] (that tNe = O data is approaching
asymptotically forr — o), the value ofc in the Cornell [1p] potential and the curve derived from
the Richardsor{[]6] potential.

6private communication with P. Rakow
For details on the perturbative expressionsd@p and how it is related to a renormalised coupling we refer the
reader to[[p].
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Second, we present in fig] 7 a comparison to other effortslatimg QCD with two light
quarks. For the x-axis we define a dimensionless quantityr? M3s (WhereMps is the pseudo-
scalar mass). For the y-axis we define the ratiogX) /ro(1), wherex = 1 serves as a reference
point to cancel the unknown overall scale. We have chosendade QCDSF[[12] and ETMC
[L7], because of the readily available datafigandMps. The left panel shows the whole range of
data points, whereas the right panel is a blow-up of the regjimse to the physical point. Assuming
a physical valugo = 0.5 fm the physical value of = r3M34 is indicated by the vertical dashed
line. As one can see the spread of the points is narrowingrttssthe physical point, where they
start to agree within errors.
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