
ADP-23-11/11220, DESY-23-049, LTH 1337

Weak decay constants of the neutral pseudoscalar mesons from lattice QCD+QED

Z.R. Kordov,1 R. Horsley,2 W. Kamleh,1 Y. Nakamura,3 H. Perlt,4

P.E.L. Rakow,5 G. Schierholz,6 H. Stüben,7 R.D. Young,1 and J.M. Zanotti1

(CSSM/QCDSF/UKQCD Collaboration)
1CSSM, Department of Physics, University of Adelaide, SA, Australia

2School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh EH9 3FD, UK
3RIKEN Center for Computational Science, Kobe, Hyogo 650-0047, Japan

4Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Leipzig, 04109 Leipzig, Germany
5Theoretical Physics Division, Department of Mathematical Sciences,

University of Liverpool, Liverpool L69 3BX, UK
6Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron DESY, Notkestr. 85, 22607 Hamburg, Germany

7Regionales Rechenzentrum, Universität Hamburg, 20146 Hamburg, Germany
(Dated: September 18, 2023)

With increasing requirements for greater precision, it becomes essential to describe the effects
of isospin breaking induced by both quark masses and electro-magnetic effects. In this work we
perform a lattice analysis of the weak decay constants of the neutral pseudoscalar mesons including
such isospin breaking effects, with particular consideration being given to the state mixing of the
π0, η and η′. We also detail extensions to the non-perturbative RI′-MOM renormalization scheme
for application to non-degenerate flavour-neutral operators which are permitted to mix, and present
initial results. Using flavour-breaking expansions in terms of quark masses and charges we determine
the leptonic decay constants for the π0 and η mesons, demonstrating in principle how precision
determinations of all neutral pseudoscalar decay constants could be reached in lattice QCD with
QED and strong isospin-breaking accounted for.

The pseudoscalar mesons are of particular interest in
QCD due to their relationship to the spontaneous chiral
symmetry breaking (SCSB) of the vacuum. In the chi-
ral limit and without electromagnetism, the pseudoscalar
octet species are understood to be massless Nambu-
Goldstone bosons of SCSB, whilst the flavour-singlet η′

acquires a mass through an Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly
[1–3] due to non-conservation of the singlet axial-vector
current upon quantization. This anomaly is simultane-
ously understood to arise from the non-trivial topologi-
cal structure of the QCD vacuum [4], and is often stud-
ied in large-Nc perturbation theory [5, 6] whereby chiral
symmetry may be restored. Moreover, a similar UA(1)
anomaly in QED further breaks chiral symmetry and
allows unique electroweak decays of the flavour-neutral
(FN) pseudoscalar (PS) mesons. Hence, with their rela-
tionship to SCSB and the dynamics of the physical vac-
uum, the FN PS mesons and their decays offer unique
tests of fundamental physics which may prove fruitful in
the search for physics beyond the standard model [7], for
which experimental searches using them have recently
been proposed [8].

There are a variety of existing studies of the flavour-
neutral pseudoscalar meson decay constants using vari-
ous approaches [7], however only lattice QCD facilitates
the non-perturbative calculation of decay constants from
first principles. While some attempts have been made to
determine the isospin-breaking corrections to the charged
pseudoscalar meson decay constants, including QED ef-
fects (e.g. [9]), to date all of the available lattice stud-
ies (e.g. [10–12]) in the flavour-neutral sector have been
performed using degenerate up and down quark masses,
and without QED, and hence the π0 considered therein

is the familiar isovector state. In this study, as in our
previous investigation of the state mixing [13, 14], we
include the effects of strong isospin-breaking and QED,
with a result being non-trivial state mixing between the
π0 and η/η′. Rather than incorporating QED effects per-
turbatively, we generate background QED fields together
with the QCD fields [15, 16]. Since our focus is on the
FN PS mesons, we do not calculate decay constants of
the charged PS meson, and hence we avoid the delicate
cancellation that would be required between photons in
the final state and and an infra-red divergence [17, 18].
In addition to the FN π0, η, η′ we also include the K0

primarily to help constrain our quark charge/mass ex-
trapolations which are introduced in Section III A.

Our primary aim is the lattice determination of weak
decay constants of FN PS meson states, which we choose
to define through the Euclidean time component of the
axial-vector current,

⟨Ω|Af
4 |n(p⃗ = 0)⟩ = MnF

f
n , Af

4 = q̄fγ4γ5qf ,

f = u, d, s, n = π0, η, η′, (1)

in this case with respect to axial-vector currents in the
quark-flavour basis instead of the octet-singlet basis, and
where Mn denotes the mass of the state n. We also de-
termine the K0 decay constant defined similarly via〈

Ω| s̄γ4γ5d |K0(p)
〉
= MK0 FK0 . (2)

The definitions for the FN and K0 decay constants are
distinct in that the FN axial-vector currents can couple
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non-trivially to each of the three FN PS meson eigen-
states. In contrast, the K0 has a trivial flavour content
and therefore only couples through one flavour channel.

In this work we do not parametrize the flavour-neutral
decay constants by mixing angles as is common in
the isospin-symmetric literature [7], as this process be-
comes unnecessarily complicated when considering three
states. In addition to the lattice decay constants we dis-
cuss renormalization in the non-perturbative RI′-MOM
scheme and make determinations of the renormalization
factors for each of our axial-vector operators, in particu-
lar developing the process for the inclusion of QED cor-
rections. We also fit quark mass and charge parametriza-
tions to our renormalized decay constants in order to
present results at the physical point. These develop-
ments, in concert with continuum and infinite volume
extrapolations which are left for future work, facilitate
in principle the precision calculation of all neutral PS
meson decay constants on the lattice.

I. LATTICE CALCULATION OF DECAY
CONSTANTS

To extract the flavour-neutral decay constants we con-
struct the lattice correlation functions

CAP
ff ′, l(t) =

1

Nt

∑
t′

∑
x⃗,y⃗

⟨Ω| Af (y⃗, t+ t′)P(l)
f ′ (x⃗, t

′)† |Ω⟩,

(3)
where the operators present are Af ≡ Af

4 = q̄fγ4γ5qf

and P(l)
f ′ = q̄

(l)
f γ5q

(l)
f for quark flavours f, f ′ = u, d, s,

and the quark-field superscript (l) denotes one of two
levels of gauge-covariant Gaussian smearing applied at
the source. The number of sites in the time extent of
the lattice is denoted Nt, and we have included an av-
erage over independent source locations to improve the
signals of disconnected contributions. The correlation
function label AP simply indicates the types of opera-
tors present: axial-vector and pseudoscalar. This set of
correlation functions may be interpreted as a 3 × 6 ma-
trix of correlation functions, CAP

fj (t), with the row index
f enumerating three flavours of axial-vector operator Af ,
and the column index j enumerating three flavours (f ′) of
pseudoscalar operator P(l)

f ′ for each of two smearing levels
(l). Note that the axial-vector remains un-smeared since
the decay constants are defined using local operators.

In order to isolate distinct eigenstates on the lattice we
compute the pseudoscalar correlation functions

CPP
ff ′, l l′(t) =

1

Nt

∑
t

∑
x⃗,y⃗

⟨Ω| P(l)
f (y⃗, t+ t′)P(l′)

f ′ (x⃗, t′)† |Ω⟩,

(4)
where each f, f ′ and l, l′ index again enumerates the three
light quark-flavours and two levels of quark-smearing, re-
spectively. These pseudoscalar correlation functions may
be interpreted as a 6 × 6 matrix, CPP

ij (t), with indices i

and j enumerating three flavours of pseudoscalar opera-
tor P(l)

f ′ for each of two smearing levels. For this study
we note that one of the two smearing levels used is trivial
(i.e. not smeared).

In each case where flavour-neutral meson operators are
utilized, the resulting correlation functions receive dis-
connected quark-loop contributions, and we approximate
these contributions using diluted Z2 noise-sources as de-
tailed in our previous work [13]. The motivation for in-
cluding additional operators with varied levels of smear-
ing is to better distinguish the η′ from nearby states such
as the resonant η(1295) and π(1300) or potential multi-
particle levels. Since the computationally expensive dis-
connected contributions may be smeared at source and
sink after inversion, extending the variational basis in
this way incurs little additional cost.

The spectral decomposition for our pseudoscalar corre-
lation functions in the limit of very large Euclidean time
with relativistic normalization is approximated by

CPP
ij (t) −−−→

t→∞

6∑
n=1

L3

2Mn
⟨Ω|Pi|n⟩ ⟨n|P†

j |Ω⟩ e−Mnt, (5)

with only the six least-energetic states contributing, and
Pi one of the six P(l)

f described above. In this limit there
exist eigenvectors v⃗m of the matrix of correlation func-
tions which satisfy

6∑
j=1

⟨Ω|Pj |n⟩ [v⃗m]j = δnm

√√√√ 6∑
i=1

|⟨Ω|Pi|n⟩|2, (6)

and hence allowing the diagonalization of the (real and
symmetric) matrix CPP

ij (t) via

v⃗Tn CPP (t) v⃗n =
L3

2Mn
e−Mnt

6∑
j=1

|⟨Ω|Pj |n⟩|2. (7)

Of course, for pseudoscalar mesons on a lattice with fi-
nite time extent T and periodic boundary conditions, the
full time dependence of the two-point functions amounts
to the replacement e−Mnt → (e−Mn t + e−(T−t)Mn), al-
though we leave this replacement implicit in our current
presentation for simplicity.

We determine the eigenvectors v⃗n from the generalized
eigenvalue problem (GEVP), see e.g. Refs [19–22],

CPP (t0)
−1 CPP (t0 + δt) v⃗n = e−Mnδt v⃗n, (8)

for δt = 1, and the largest t0 which results in reasonable
numerical stability, which we find to be t0 = 4.

The spectral decomposition of Equation (3) at large
Euclidean time yields the expression

CAP
fj (t) −−−→

t→∞

6∑
n=1

L3

2Mn
⟨Ω|Af |n⟩ ⟨n|P†

j |Ω⟩ e−Mnt, (9)
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and utilizing Equations (6) and (7) we may compute the
desired un-renormalized decay constant of Equation (1),
F f
n = ⟨0|Af |n⟩/Mn, at large Euclidean time as

F f
n =

√
2

MnL3
eMn t

∑6
j C

AP
fj (t) [v⃗n]j√

v⃗Tn CPP (t) v⃗n eMn t
. (10)

The lattice calculation of the K0 decay constant is rela-
tively straightforward. The correlation functions needed
are

CAP
K0 (t) =

∑
x⃗,y⃗

⟨AK0(y⃗, t)P†
K0(x⃗, 0)⟩, (11)

CPP
K0 (t) =

∑
x⃗,y⃗

⟨PK0(y⃗, t)P†
K0(x⃗, 0)⟩, (12)

where

AK0 = s̄γ4γ5d, PK0 = s̄γ5d. (13)

The decay constant calculation then proceeds in the limit
of large Euclidean time as

FK0 =

√
2

MK0L3
eMK0 t

CAP
K0 (t)√

CPP
K0 (t) eMK0 t

. (14)

II. OPERATOR RENORMALIZATION

In order to make sensible comparisons between our lat-
tice decay constant results and other determinations, we
must renormalize our interpolating operators to remove
their dependence on the lattice regulator. In the present
study we utilize the non-perturbative RI′-MOM renor-
malization scheme, taking care to detail the application
to quark-flavour operators with non-degenerate electric
charges.

A. K0 operator

We will first detail the RI′-MOM procedure for calcu-
lating the renormalization Z-factors relevant to the axial-
vector interpolating operator used for the K0, which
closely resembles existing presentations in the literature
[23]. The renormalized axial-vector operator is defined
multiplicatively as

ÃK0(µ) = ZK0

A (µa)AK0(a), (15)

where the Z-factor is labelled to denote that it is applied
to an axial-vector (A) operator having the quark-flavour
content of a K0. The resulting operator ÃK0(µ) is inde-
pendent of the lattice regularisation scheme. Now sup-
pressing the lattice spacing a, the renormalization con-
dition in RI′-MOM makes use of the amputated vertex
function

ΓA
K0(p) = S−1

s (p)GA
K0(p)S−1

d (p), (16)

where the above Green’s function is given by

GA
K0(p) =

1

V4

∑
x,y,z

e−ip(x−y)
〈
s(x)AK0(z) d̄(y)

〉
, (17)

where s(x) and d(x) are strange and down quark fields
respectively. The momentum-space propagator of an f -
flavoured quark is given by

Sf (p) =
1

V4

∑
x,y

e−ip(y−x) Sf (y;x), (18)

which is in practice calculated using a momentum source
[24], and we have denoted the four-volume of the lattice
with V4.

We define the renormalized amputated vertex function
using Equation (15) as

Γ̃A
K0(p) =

1√
ZqsZqd

ZK0

A ΓA
K0(p), (19)

where the f -flavoured quark field renormalization factor
Zqf is given by

Zqf (p) =
Tr

[
−i

∑
λ γλ sin(pλ)S

−1
f (p)

]
12

∑
ρ sin2(pρ)

. (20)

We now impose the condition that the renormalized am-
putated vertex function be equal to its tree-level value in
perturbation theory, ΓBorn

Aµ
= γ5γµ, at the scale p2 = µ2.

Hence the required Z-factor is calculated as

1

ZK0

A

=
1

12
√
ZqsZqd

Tr
[
ΓK0

A (p)(ΓBorn
Aµ

)−1
] ∣∣∣

p2=µ2
. (21)

In practice, the operator renormalization factors are cal-
culated at a range of scales (momenta), as for suffi-
ciently large momenta the flavoured axial-vector operator
renormalization is independent of scale. Moreover, it is
known that there exist discretization errors in the RI′-
MOM renormalization factors beginning at (ap)2, and so
the Z-factors are extracted by first identifying the scale-
independent region and then linearly extrapolating to
(ap)2 = 0 in order to minimize these effects. We will
see in our results that considering only the leading-order
discretization errors, ∝ (ap)2, gives a very good descrip-
tion of the data.

B. Flavour-neutral operators

In the case of flavour-neutral quark-bilinears, we must
allow for operator mixing which can occur through di-
agrams such as that illustrated in Figure 1. While in
principle we may also have gluonic operators contribut-
ing to the renormalized quark-flavour operator, for the
present study we will only consider the mixing of quark
operators, expressed as

Ãf (µ) =
∑
f ′

Zff ′

A (µa)Af ′(a). (22)
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Of

f ′

f̄ ′

f

f̄

FIG. 1. A leading-order, O(g4), diagram contributing to the
operator mixing, where Of denotes our quark-flavour opera-
tor of flavour f , and the lined circle an external state.

In this expression the f ,f ′ are indices possessed by the
Z-factor, which may hence be interpreted as a matrix in
flavour which acts to transform the lattice operators to
the new renormalization scheme,Ãu(µ)

Ãd(µ)

Ãs(µ)

 =

Zuu
A Zud

A Zus
A

Zdu
A Zdd

A Zds
A

Zsu
A Zsd

A Zss
A


Au(a)

Ad(a)

As(a)

 . (23)

As before we begin with the non-perturbative calcula-
tion of a bare, amputated vertex function

ΓA
ff ′(p) = S−1

f ′ (p)G
A
ff ′(p)S−1

f ′ (p), (24)

with the Green’s function

GA
ff ′(p) =

1

V4

∑
x,y,z

e−ip(x−y) ⟨qf ′(x)Af (z) q̄f ′(y)⟩

=
1

V4

∑
x,y,z

e−ip(x−y)

(
δff ′ Sf (x; z) γµγ5 Sf (z; y)

−Sf ′(x; y)Tr [Sf (z; z)γµγ5]

)
. (25)

Notable in the above expression is the second term,
present for all combinations of f and f ′, which corre-
sponds to the operator of interest being inserted on a
closed quark loop and facilitates the operator mixing nu-
merically. The renormalized vertex function is obtained
by an application of Equation (22), yielding

Γ̃A
ff ′(p) =

1

Zqf′

∑
g

Zfg
A ΓA

gf ′(p). (26)

Enforcing the renormalization condition from tree-level
perturbation theory, which for our matrix of vertex func-
tions has the form

Γ̃A
ff ′(p) = δff ′ΓBorn

Aµ
, (27)

Lattice ensemble parameters
# κu κd κs Mπ+ (MeV)
1 0.124362 0.121713 0.121713 430(4)
2 0.124440 0.121676 0.121676 424(3)
3 0.124508 0.121821 0.121466 341(4)

TABLE I. The number labels, κ-values and charged pion
masses of the three V4 = 323 × 64 ensembles employed for
the determination of decay constants.

we find(
Z−1
A

)ff ′

=
1

12Zqf′ (p)
Tr

[
ΓA
ff ′(p)(ΓBorn

Aµ
)−1

] ∣∣∣
p2=µ2

.

(28)
The result above,

(
Z−1
A

)ff ′

, is the (f, f ′) component of
the matrix-inverse of the Z-factor matrix as it is given in
Equation (23).

In contrast to the K0 operator, the anomalous dimen-
sion of the FN operators results in a scale dependence
that may be observed even at large momenta. However
for the range of scales (momenta) we consider, and at
our current level of precision, we will see that no scale
dependence can be observed.

III. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

The lattice results in this study have been obtained
using unitary simulations on three different 323 × 64
QCD+QED ensembles. Two of these ensembles possess
exact U-spin symmetry (md = ms), with one of these
ensembles having mu tuned to approximate SU(3) sym-
metry as detailed in [16], and the remaining ensemble has
three non-degenerate quarks. These ensembles are con-
fined to a plane of constant average (bare) quark mass,
m̄ = (mu + md + ms)/3 = m0 = constant, and the
quark hopping parameters used for each ensemble are
given in Table I. The gauge actions used are the tree-
level Symanzik improved SU(3) gauge action and the
noncompact U(1) QED gauge action (further details in
[15, 16, 25]). The fermions are described by an O(a)-
improved stout link non-perturbative clover (SLiNC) ac-
tion [26]. The couplings used and resultant lattice spac-
ing are

βQCD = 5.5, βQED = 0.8, a = 0.068(2) fm, (29)

which corresponds to a QED coupling αQED ≃ 0.1,
roughly 10 times larger than the physical value. In our
calculations of QCD+QED so far [15, 25] the strategy
has been to simulate at an artificial coupling αQED ≃ 0.1
and then interpolate between this point and pure QCD to
the physical fine structure constant αQED = 1/137. This
value was chosen so that electromagnetic effects can be
easily seen, but is still small enough that we can expect
them to scale linearly in αQED.
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A. Flavour-breaking expansions

The lattice simulations used in this study possess
larger-than-physical quark masses. The mass parameters
have been chosen near an SU(3) symmetric point, where
the strong quark-mass symmetry breaking effects are rel-
atively small, and hence comparable to the anticipated
electromagnetic effects (at the large αQED of our calcula-
tions. We therefore seek to simultaneously describe the
symmetry breaking effects from the quark masses and
charges within the flavour-breaking expansion framework
introduced in Ref. [27].

It was previously shown in [28] that weak decay con-
stants, defined through the couplings of pure octet cur-
rents to the corresponding octet states, ⟨0|Aa

µ|n⟩, exhibit
the same quark-flavour symmetries as the masses-squared
of those states, and so for the K0 we may simply co-opt
the mass expansion, including QED effects, given in [16]
to write the leading-order expression

FK0 = F0 + HEM
0 (e2u + e2d + e2s) + G(δmd + δms). (30)

The mass parameters δmf = mf −m0 denote the devi-
ation of the mass of the f quark flavour from the SU(3)
symmetric point.

The flavour-neutral decay constant extrapolations are
less straightforwardly deduced. As in the above case, the
expansions relevant to decay constants defined through
the couplings of quark-flavour currents to un-physical
quark-flavour states, Fff ′ = ⟨0|Af |f ′⟩/Mf ′ , may be de-
duced from the mass-squared expansions of those states,
which have been given in [13], to writeFuu Fud Fus

Fud Fdd Fds

Fus Fds Fss

 =
[
F0 + HEM

0 (e2u + e2d + e2s)
]
· I

+E

1 1 1

1 1 1

1 1 1

+h0

 2δmu δmu + δmd δmu + δms

δmu + δmd 2δmd δmd + δms

δmu + δms δmd + δms 2δms



+2HEM
1

e2u 0 0

0 e2d 0

0 0 e2s

 + 2G

δmu 0 0

0 δmd 0

0 0 δms



+ gEM
1

 e2u eued eues
eued e2d edes
eues edes e2s

 . (31)

To render the above expression applicable to the FN
decay constants we calculate herein, defined in Equa-
tion (1) with respect to physical states, we may ‘rotate’
the quark-flavour states through the second index f ′ us-
ing the flavour compositions which we have previously

determined in [13],

cfn ≡ ⟨0|Pf |n⟩√∑
f ′=u,d,s⟨0|Pf ′ |n⟩

, (32)

which at large Euclidean times satisfy

⟨0|
3∑

f=1

cfn Pf |m⟩ ∝ δnm, n,m = π0, η, η′. (33)

The FN PS decay constants we determine on the lattice
are hence fitted to the LO expressionFu

π0 Fu
η Fu

η′

F d
π0 F d

η F d
η′

F s
π0 F s

η F s
η′

 =

Fuu Fud Fus

Fud Fdd Fds

Fus Fds Fss


cuπ0 cuη cuη′

cdπ0 cdη cdη′

csπ0 csη csη′

 ,

(34)
where the cfn shown above are the mass/charge
parametrizations introduced and fitted to results from
a variety of lattices in [13].

B. RI′-MOM results

The RI′-MOM renormalization Z-factors are deter-
mined on Ensemble 1. For the matrix of FN axial-vector
Z-factors, which have disconnected contributions, the
quark-loop terms Tr [Sf (z; z)γ5γ3] are calculated using
colour- and spin-diluted Z2 volume-sources with O(100)
independent stochastic sources on each gauge configura-
tion.

For our determinations of the off-diagonal, purely dis-
connected elements of the Z-factor matrix given in Equa-
tion (23), we do not find any statistical difference from
zero. However, transforming this matrix into its U-spin
equivalent, where the d and s quarks play the role usually
played by the u and d quarks in the isospin basis, via the
rotations:Z33

A Z38
A Z30

A

Z83
A Z88

A Z80
A

Z03
A Z08

A Z00
A

 =

 0 1√
2

−1√
2

−2√
6

1√
6

1√
6

1√
3

1√
3

1√
3


Zuu

A Zud
A Zus

A

Zdu
A Zdd

A Zds
A

Zsu
A Zsd

A Zss
A


 0 −2√

6
1√
3

1√
2

1√
6

1√
3

−1√
2

1√
6

1√
3

 , (35)

we can isolate the non-trivial mixing contribution as Z80
A ,

which arises at leading order from a purely connected,
QED vertex. Put differently, the lattice signal for Z80

A is
dominated by the difference of the connected contribu-
tions coming from ūu- and d̄d/s̄s-type operators due to
QED. We find this U-spin matrix to be symmetric within
statistical errors, which is non-trivial since the indices la-
bel the external states and operator insertion respectively
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in the renormalization scheme (see Equation (25)). In
Figure 2 we present the diagonal elements of the U-spin
Z-matrix (LHS), as well as those unique off-diagonal ele-
ments (RHS) which are not statistically consistent with
zero. In each case the linear extrapolation to (ap)2 = 0 is
performed using only the four largest values of momenta.

In Figure 3 we present the Z-factor required for renor-
malization of the K0 decay constants, as well as a
fictitious neutral, connected-only Z-factor for compari-
son, which is calculated using partially-quenched quarks
with zero electric charge and hopping parameter κn =
0.1208142. The mass of this neutral quark has been tuned
so that M2

nn̄ = M2
uū = M2

dd̄
, without regard for discon-

nected contributions, in keeping with the Dashen scheme
outlined in Ref. [16]. The numbers appearing in the leg-
end in each case correspond to the (ap)2 → 0 limit, where
the fit is performed on only the four largest momentum
values for which the expected linear (ap)2 scaling is ob-
served.

C. Decay constant results

As detailed in Ref. [13] we calculate all connected con-
tributions to our correlation functions using the one-end
trick [29], and again utilise three independent Z2-noise
sources per gauge field configuration in calculating both
disconnected and connected diagrams. As per Equa-
tions (10) and (14) we also calculate the meson masses in
the determinations of the decay constants, and for each
of the three ensembles 1–3 they are given in Table III,
Appendix A.

In Figure 4 we give an example of the signals obtained
for the (non-renormalized) decay constants on our En-
semble 1. The eigenvectors appearing in Equation (10)
are calculated using the GEVP with t0 = 4 and δt = 1,
as the GEVP becomes unstable at larger t0. As can be
seen, the η′ signal quality tends to degrade at relatively
small values of Euclidean time, forcing us to fit a plateau
earlier than for the octet-dominant species. Moreover,
the singlet-dominant (i.e. η′) decay constant appears to
increase at larger times, which is a result of the corre-
sponding eigenvector failing to diagonalize the correla-
tion matrix at times much greater than t0, which subse-
quently results in the presence of exponential growth in
Equation (10). It is hence reasonable to assume that our
extracted values of the η′ decay constants are poorly de-
termined. The renormalized FN and K0 decay constants
are given in Table IV, Appendix A.

The fitting of the quark-mass extrapolation scheme for
the decay constants, described in Section III A, is per-
formed on the lattice decay constants with the RI′-MOM
Z-factors applied according to Equation (22),

F̃ f
n ≡

∑
f ′

Zff ′

A F f ′

n . (36)

We have tried performing the decay constant fit with all
neutral PS species considered, but seemingly because of

Physical-point decay constants (MeV)
l = π3 l = η8 l = η1

F̃ l
π0 133(41) -19(44) 33(32)

F̃ l
η -10(24) 143(54) 85(27)

TABLE II. The values of the π0 and η decay constant fits at
the physical-point quark masses in the RI′-MOM scheme, at
the approximate scale µ ≈ a−1. The corresponding physical-
point value obtained for FK0 is 146(3) MeV. The quoted un-
certainties are statistical only.

our difficulty with determinations of the η′ decay con-
stants, as discussed above, we are not able to achieve a
fit with acceptable quality. Instead, we presently perform
the fit to only the π0, η and K0 decay constants, which
gives χ2/dof = 1.6. The π0 and η decay constant fits are
presented in Figure 5.

The top panel of Figure 5 displays the decay con-
stant fit on a quark-mass trajectory with δmd = 0, on
which our Ensemble 1 results are presented. In the sec-
ond panel of Figure 5 we present the fit along the U-
spin trajectory (δmd = δms), where one of the π0 or
η possesses the flavour-composition of a U-spin pion:
πU
3 = (d̄d − s̄s)/

√
2. Also, quantities relating to down

and strange quarks are necessarily equal along this tra-
jectory. The final (bottom) panel of Figure 5 gives the
fit along the constant-δmd trajectory which our Ensem-
ble 3 occupies, and which possesses the lightest up and
down quarks of any of our ensembles 1–3. It is clear that
with our limited set of ensembles, the mass extrapola-
tion becomes poorly constrained at such large values of
SU(3)-flavour breaking as are present in this panel.

Whilst our current inability to determine and fit the
η′ decay constants with confidence means that we cannot
presently make an estimate of the full FN PS sector decay
constants at the physical point, it is still of interest to
make an assessment of the remaining decay constants,
and to that end we present the values of our fits at the
physical point determined for 323 × 64 volume [16],

aδm⋆
u = −0.00834(8), aδm⋆

d = −0.00776(7). (37)

Since isospin is a good approximate symmetry at the
physical point, it is most intuitive to present the physical
point determination in the (isospin) octet-singlet basis,
and so with the RI′-MOM renormalization factors con-
sidered we have

F̃π3
n =

1√
2

(
F̃u
n − F̃ d

n

)
, F̃ η8

n =
1√
6

(
F̃u
n + F̃ d

n − 2F̃ s
n

)
,

(38)

F̃ η1
n =

1√
3

(
F̃u
n + F̃ d

n + F̃ s
n

)
, (39)

for each n ∈ [π0, η]. Moreover, we have scaled all expan-
sion parameters which originate with QED by the factor
α⋆

QED/αQED = 0.073, to approximately correct for our
unphysical EM coupling. Unfortunately, since we have no
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FIG. 2. The distinct flavour-diagonal (LHS) and off-diagonal (RHS) elements of the axial-vector Z-factor matrix given in
Equation (23). The flavour-diagonal factors have a large connected contribution and are hence well resolved, whilst the off-
diagonals are purely disconnected (see Equation (25)).
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FIG. 3. The axial-vector Z-factor applicable to the K0 decay
constant, which receives only connected contributions, and
an additional Z-factor ZN

A calculated for a fictitious neutral-
quark operator which is shown to give a sense of the valence
charge dependence (further details given in Section III B).

simulations for varying quark charges, we cannot prop-
erly constrain the shared HEM

0 term, and so some residual
larger-than-physical QED effect will remain.

The π0and η physical-point results are given in Ta-
ble II. As we found in Ref. [13] for the state composi-
tions, which inform the decay constants presented here
via Equation (34), our results for the flavour-diagonal de-

cay constants are consistent with isospin symmetry since
we do not resolve non-zero F̃ η8

π0 or F̃ η1

π0 . It should be noted
that in the uncertainties quoted are statistical only, and a
quantitative assessment of the uncertainties arising from
discretization, finite volume and quark mass extrapola-
tion are left for future work.

Considering now the η decay constants, for compari-
son we take the results of the recent lattice study [12]
at µ = 2GeV, distinguished as F̂ a

η , which have central
values F̂ η8

η = 149MeV and F̂ η1
η = 16MeV. The asso-

ciated uncertainties are all O(10%), and we note that
these results were obtained assuming isospin symmetry
and without QED. Comparing these numbers with the
relevant results of Table II we see excellent agreement for
the η8 component, whilst our fit favours a slightly larger
singlet component than was found in [12], although the
uncertainty is large.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this study we have built on the theoretical and nu-
merical machinery developed in our previous work [13]
to extract the weak decay constants of the FN and K0

PS mesons. We have also introduced and presented pre-
liminary results for the extension to the RI′-MOM renor-
malization scheme which facilitates a proper treatment
of the renormalization of FN currents on the lattice.

We have deduced quark-mass and charge expansions
for the neutral PS meson decay constants, finding that
proper parametrization of the FN sector requires knowl-
edge of the relevant underlying PS flavour-compositions.
These parametrizations facilitate physical-point determi-
nations of the neutral PS decay constants which, with
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FIG. 4. An example of the decay constant signals as obtained
from Equation (10) (FN decay constants), and Equation (14)
(FK0 ; yellow squares), from Ensemble 1 with t0 = 4. Note
that the down and strange quarks here are degenerate and
so the signals corresponding to those flavours have the same
magnitudes. Also pictured are constant fits to the plateau
regions in each case. See Section III C for more discussion of
the η′ signal.

improved precision and an improved signal for the η′,
may be used as numerical inputs for theoretical and phe-
nomenological calculations regarding various (rare) lep-
tonic decays which include PS mesons, e.g. π0/η/η′ →
e+e−.

Through the results of this work we have demonstrated
a process by which precision physical-point determina-
tions of all neutral PS meson decay constants, including
strong isospin-breaking and QED, should in principle be
possible. To this end one must first improve upon the de-
cay constant determination of the η′, which is primarily

limited by ones ability to precisely compute disconnected
contributions to the relevant correlation functions, how-
ever for a precision study one would also desire infinite
volume and continuum extrapolations, as well as a careful
treatment of the scale dependence of the FN operators.
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TABLE III. The extracted neutral PS meson masses, as well as the mass-splitting Mη − Mπ0 , for each of our three 323 × 64
ensembles.

Neutral PS decay constants (MeV)
# F̃u

π0 F̃ d
π0 F̃ s

π0 F̃u
η F̃ d

η F̃ s
η F̃u

η′ F̃ d
η′ F̃ s

η′ F̃K0
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TABLE IV. The renormalized quark-flavour basis decay constants of the physical FN states, and the renormalized K0 decay
constants, on each of our 323 × 64 ensembles in the RI′-MOM scheme.
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