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TheAl =1/2rule P. Hernandez

1. TheAl =1/2rule

One of the most striking hierarchies in hadronic physichigsfamousAl = 1/2 rule, which
refers to the experimental observation that the kaon deogjitade in two pions with total isospin,
| =0, is twenty times larger than that into ba- 2 state:

Ao

T (KO — mt)i—q ) = Aq€ .

=221. (1.1)

The explanation of this large number is one of the notori@uisiries of largeNc which pre-
dicts [3] the ratio to ba/2.

It was soon realized that there are many scales relevanteirdyhamics of these decays,
Mw, M, Mk, ... and maybe subleading ordershia could get enhanced by large renormalization
group logarithms[]2].

Below the scale of th&V mass, this boson can be integrated out of the theory. Thétingsu
effective Hamiltonian for theAS = 1 transitions can be obtained through the Operator Product
Expansion (OPE) of two left-handed currents. The use of GR®reetry and the flavour symmetry
restricts the possible dimension six four-quark operatmjgst two,Qf andQ;t, which are singlets
under theSU(4)r and transform in th&4 and 20 representations @U(4). [B]:

H?P = 2V2GE (Vus) Vg 5 K QT + K3 QY. (1.2)
o=t

where

QF = {(SuP-U) (P ) & (SuP-d)(@yuP-U) } — (u—0),
Q3 = (mf—mg) {my (sP.d) + my (5P }. (13)

The operator@% do not contribute to the physical amplitudes and vanishtidalty if m, = m..
The 84 operator,Qf, contributes both to thAl = 1/2,3/2 transitions, while the€0, Q;, only
contributes taAl = 1/2. This Hamiltonian can be run down to lower scales resumreading
logarithms through the renormalization groupAR= 1/2 enhancement of the Wilson coefficients
is then observed at low scales in commonly used schdhesq2pxample in the renormalization
group invariant scheme (RGI) at 2-loops:

ky (H) N
[kf(u)]“_% =2 9

Although this goes in the right direction, a much bigger &iehy must come from the hadronic
matrix elements to match the experiment. Besidgs atm, higher-order corrections to ed. (1.4)
are 0(100%).

One can nevertheless try to push this perturbative anabgdmy the charm quark mass to
obtain some qualitative understanding. When the charntégiated out of the theory, one moves
from a four-flavour theory to a three-flavour one. The OPE thkkows any four-quark operator
that transforms as th&7 or 8 dimensional representations 88)(3)_.. Among the latter there are
operators that are no longer the product of two left currdnisinvolve the product of left and right
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currents or densities, such as the fampesguinoperators. Arguments were put forward to argue
that the hadronic matrix elements of the penguin operatarsagger than those of the left current
operators and this could be the origin of the r{ie [4].

The computation of these matrix elements requires howemengperturbative method. Many
approaches to estimate the matrix elements using M¢gagguments or models have been pursued
in the past. For a review and further references see e.g.[BefAlthough plausible arguments
seem to indicate that the rule could be the result of the aatation of several instances of the
octect enhacement, combined with large penguin matrix ehesnf], the approach relies on the
use of perturbation theory down to dangerously low scales.

2. TheAl =1/2ruleon thelattice

It was realized in the early days of Lattice QCID [7] that thie= 1/2 rule would be a very
well suited problem for the lattice approach, since it ishsaclarge effect! Even if there are
approximations like quenching, or in the presence of layggesnatic uncertainties, such a large
enhancement would be hard to miss.

In the pioneering work of Ref[][8], it was proposed to use Htéde to perform the matching
of theAS= 1 effective Hamiltonian of eq[(1.2) to an effective Hamiltan in terms of the hadronic
degrees of freedom, that is a chiral Lagrangian. The pdigitai include theAS= 1 interactions in
the chiral Lagrangian as a perturbation was first propose@rbyin in Ref. [P]. In addition to the
chiral Lagrangian that describes the strong interactidfisst, one would have an effective weak
Hamiltonian with the same flavour symmetries as that in .)(:%3( . The operatorQii can be
decomposed int@7 and8 of SU(3)_. Therefore all the operators that can be constructed with th
building blocks of the chiral Lagrangiab, d,,M, with the same transformation properties(:q"‘s
should be included. At the leading order (LO) in a momentunmass expansion there are just
three of them, one 27-plet and two octects. The weak Hanmltocan be writen[[8]:

5
I = ZﬁGFVudVJs{ 5927@’27-1- 29808 + 29{36’{3} +H.c. , (2.1)

wheregg, g»7 andgg are low-energy couplings that contain the non-perturkatiynamics that is
not fixed by symmetry arguments. The operators read

Ay 3 2
021 = [Owlsuua= g([ﬁw]sudu+§[ﬁw]suud> ) (2.2)
_F t t
[ﬁw]rsuv: ?(dﬂuu )ur(aﬂUU )vs’ (2.3)
1
Og = - [Owlskka (2.4)
zkzg,d,s ®
F2_ /. .
ol = —Z(e‘e/NfMU +UTMTe-'9/Nf) : (2.5)
2 ds

where we have made use of[ZVpUUT] = 0 to simplify the expressions.
If these couplings were known, the ratio of th8= 1 amplitudes at LO in the chiral expansion

would be:
Ag 1 <1 993)
i LA 2.6

Ay 2\5 507 (2.6)
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LO chiral perturbation theory is not expected to be very geeat the scale d¥lk, but again the
enhancement is such a large effect that as long as the egpanrsieasonably well-behaved, the
effect should already be there at the LO.

It was then proposed iff][8] that these low-energy couplirmygctbe determined by matching
appropriate (the simplest) correlation functions betwiberchiral effective theory and lattice QCD,
and in particular that this could be done through the comjmtaf three-point functions and two-
point functions. Note that to compute directly the amplid— 7T, four-point functions would
be needed.

This nice proposal turned out to be extremely difficult to lempent in practice. Firstly the
renormalization of four-fermion operators is extremelglgmging when there is explicit breaking
of chiral symmetry in the regularization. Not only there arlarge number of additional mixings
with wrong-chirality operators, but there is even mixindtwiower dimensional ones and therefore
power-diverging coefficient$ JIL0]. With the advent of Giasp-Wilson regularizationg TLL, 1P ]13],
that preserve an exact chiral symmedfry] [14], the renorratitin of the effective Hamiltonian of
eq. (1.R) becomes as simple as it is in the continuurn*f15]

Qi _ ZlilQi:,bare + ZlizQ?bare’
b
Q; =2 " (2.7)

Indeed the computations of té = 1/2 rule in Refs. [1jg, 17] have been performed in the quenched
approximation using domain-wall fermions 18], that apgpmoately satisfy the Ginsparg-Wilson
relation. The lattice spacing used in these computatiorssheavever too low to keep the charm
active, so they considered the effective Hamiltonian whlkescharm is integrated out perturba-
tively. The effect of integrating out the charm brings in in@nt complications. On the one hand,
the renormalization involves power-divergent subtraxgjovhich require a very good control over
statistical as well as systematic uncertainties. A secdffidulty was pointed out in Ref[[19] and
is related to the quenched ambiguities, which occur at thed t&f the OPE. More concretely there
are operators in the OPE that are octects under the valeoap gnd contain ghost quarks, in the
supersymmetric formulation of the quenched approxim&ff}. Now, if these operators are not
included in the OPE, by assuming for instance that the quehepproximation is only used to
define the matrix elements at some low scale, it is uncleat tieameaning of non-perturbative
renormalization is, since it requires to compute the mati@ments in the quenched approximation
up to very high scales. In other words it is not clear whetherse of the quenched approximation
to compute matrix elements combined with the full theory Q$eally a consistent method.

Finally the simulations in Refd [ILE,[17] were carried outddatively large quark masses above
ms/2. Chiral corrections were shown to be very large and a laygeematic error resulted from
the long chiral extrapolations. In the end, both collakioret found a large enhancement but there
was almost a factor of 2 discrepancy between the two comipogat

3. New strategy

The approach to thél = 1/2 rule that was presented in Rdf.][21] was designed not tdnribec
final result directly, but to try to reveal if the large enhament is coming from one single leading

10nly in Ref. ] the mixing with GIM suppressed operat@_§ has been discussed.
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effect. The point is that on the lattice, the different plogsscales that are involved in these decays
can be madified at will in order to understand their relevamaegarticular this is quite clearly the
case for the charm quark mass.

Most of the ideas that have been put forward to explain thewergment are related in one
way or the other to the charm quark mass. If the large enhagtein due to the large separation
betweenm; and Aqcp or the up quark mass, there should be no enhancement whettsoea
theory with a light charm quark.

More concretely the strategy that we proposed to quantéydite of the charm quark mass is
the following:

e Step 1. light charm quark

A theory with four degenerate quarksy, = m, = my = mg (GIM limit) is matched to a
SU(4) chiral effective theory to extract the low-energy coupéingat would mediatAS= 1
transitions

o Step 2/Axpr > M > My =My =M
If the charm gets significantly heavier than the up quark,rbatains in the realm of the
chiral theory, that is charmed mesons are well below theattiieory cutoff 41, the charm
quark can be integrated out from tB&J(4) chiral theory to obtain th&U(3) chiral effective
theory. If the charm quark is not too large this can be doné/acally in chiral perturbation

theory [2B].

o Step 3:me > Aypr > My =My = Mg
If the charm gets too heavy to be describable in terms of @cfe chiral theory, the match-

ing to theSU(3) chiral theory has to be done non-perturbatively. The cogglg,7(m:) and
gs(m¢) can then be monitored as a function of the charm quark mass.

4. K — mmramplitudesin the GIM limit

We will now describe the formulation of the problem in the Glilit, that is form, = my =
Ms = Me.

4.1 Lattice formulation

In this limit there are only two operators in the OPE at firstesrin Gg, Qf in eq. (L.R), which
renormalize therefore multiplicatively

Qr = Z5Q; ™ (4.1)

In the quenched approximation no spurious operator caneap#].

It can be shown[[31] that using overlap fermiohd [[L3,[1#, B8] simple renormalization pat-
tern is preserved. In Ref.JR4], the renormalization camstaave been computed non-perturbatively
through an intermediate matching to twisted-mass Wilsomifens at some large reference quark
mass. The corresponding renormalization constants fatéadimass Wilson fermions have been
previously computed using the Schrédinger functional apgin [2b].
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bare P.T. MFIP.T. N.P.

Z;,/Zf; 0525 0582 0.584(62)
Z,/Z%  1.242 1.193  1.15(12)
Z;,/Z%  0.657 0.705  0.561(61)

Table 1. Comparison of the perturbative, mean-field improved andpmenurbative renormalization con-
stants in the RGI scheme.

The result for the renormalization constants in the RGI seh¢for details sed 21, P4]) is
summarized in Tablg 1, where the perturbative (one-lood)raean-field estimates are also shown
for comparison.

4.2 xPT formulation

In the GIM limit, the chiral Lagrangian has @U(4). x SU(4)r symetry group. It can be
shown that at leading order in the momentum expansion, aodntrast with theSU(3) case, only
two operators appear o34 and a20:

V\?(PT = 2\/§GF (Vus)*vud Z ga[ﬁa]
o=t

where

F4
0= =—[(Ugu™) (Ugu™)

4 + (UaIJUT)uu (UaIJUT)dS_(u_)C)] :

du

The normalization is such that in the laye limit

O In=[0"In=1 (4.2)

The ratio of thek — i amplitudes in the GIM limit would be given by

Ao 1 /1 3g
Do~ (2422 4.3
A \/§<2+29+>7 “3)
and therefore at LO in the chiral expansion the hierarchyhefamplitudes is directly related to a
hierarchy in the couplingg. andg_. Our primary goal is therefore to determine these couplings
We also note that no further operators appear in the quermhgdrtially quenched approxi-
mation at this order, so there are no Golterman-Pallantégaiities in the effective theory [P1].

4.3 Thematching

In order to determine the couplingd, we will match suitable correlation functions computed
in lattice QCD to those computed to next-to-leading (NLOJesrin the chiral expansion. Even
though we will do the matching at very small quark masses, Wdwin a finite volume, entering
the e-regime of chiral perturbation theorfy ]26].
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We will consider three-point bare correlation functiongtod four-fermion operators and two
left-handed currentg [R7]:

C?(%0,¥0) = 5 {[ILo(X)]au Q™ (0) [Io(¥)]us) - (4.4)
Xy
More concretely we will match the ratio of these three-pumictions to left-current correlators:
C(x0,Yo)
R%(x0,Y0) = =%, 4.5
P00) = Cho)Ciyo) (@9
where
z< [Jo(®)]ap[dLo(0)]pa ) - (4.6)

Factorizing out the unknown couplings, the same ratio cazob®puted in the effective theory

(B4l

4 (X0,Yo)
Z° (X0, Y0) = ———, 4.7
000 = oyt o) 0

where

€= (%0, Yo) /d3 /d3 [ ZL0(0)]au @ (0)[_ZLo(Y)]us) (4.8)
- / & ([_Z0()]ap[7L0(0)lga ) - (4.9)

The couplings can the be extracted from the matching:

g o}

g:I: _ kU(MW) 211(90) R (XanO) (410)

ZZ  Z°(X0,Y0)
where the Wilson coefficients are obtained in the same reaaration scheme as the operators,
i.e. the RGI one. For the explicit expressions [21].

4.4 #° toNLO in xPT

In order to obtain the LO couplings, the matching betweeticQCD andxPT should be
done as close as possible to the chiral limit. The use of @ngs@Vilson regularization makes it
possible to do simulations with extremely small quark msséelow a few MeV with volumes
larger than 2 fm. However it becomes very costly to increasevblume much further than 2 fm
or so. While the usual way to take the chiral limit is to firdtdd/ to infinity and only then take
mto zero, there are advantages in takings small as possible at fintg entering the so-called
e-regime defined by the condition:

meV < 1. (4.11)

For FL >> 1, this limit is equivalent tML < 1, so the Compton wavelength of the pion is larger
than the box size. Finite volume effects are large in thisnneg however they are calculable in
chiral perturbation theory [26]. The counting rules of théral expansion that ensure the condition

of eq. (4.11) are:
me~et L LT l~e pre (4.12)

which are different to the usual ones. As a result of the nemgpaounting:
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p-regime g-regime
Zoco  La(D,UTDHU) () X

Ls (D,UTDHU 7) X

Le ()2 X

Lg(#2) X

%(PT Déctijikl L@ij P
Dyt (Zu)i (2%,
D7t () ij (L) ()
Dfotijikl (‘Zu)ij (aVWIJV)kl
Dot (Puv)y; (Pav) g

X X X X X

Table 2: Strong and weak operators that would contribute to the oabégs considered in eds.(.9) at NLO
in infinite-volume chiral perturbation theory” = Ux" + xUT, 2 =i(Ux"T - xU"), £, =Ug,UTand
Wy = 2(0uLy + 0yZy), wherex = 2ms /F2. The tensor!ﬁ,kI project onto the appropriate representations
84 or 20.

e The zero-momentum modes of the pions become non-pertvelaid have to be resumed to
all orders. This is achieved by factorizing out the consfel configurations and treating
them as collective variables in the partition functional.

e There is a reordering of the chiral expansion and at any givdar less relevant couplings
appear. In particular for the processes at hand the stromgeak higher-order couplings
[BQ,[31] shown in Tabl§]2 that would appear at NLO in infinitelevge enough) volume are
all suppressed at the same order inghegime.

An additional complication is the quenched approximatwhere we shall be working. The
quenched chiral-perturbation-theory version of theegime was studied in detail in Ref. ]J32].
Analytical treatment is possible if averages are consil@rdixed topological sectors. Ginsparg-
Wilson fermions satisfy an exact index theordm [12] andefwee these averages can be computed
on the lattice aswell. The different role of topology in theand p-regimes was first discused
in [29]. The fixing of topology can be seen as a type of boundanydition, which should not
affect the local properties of the theory, and thereforediygendence on the topological charge
is in principle predictable in terms of the low-energy congé of the effective theory, just as the
finite-volume dependence is.

The result ofZJ at NLO in thee-regime, in a fixed-topological sector of charge was
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Figure 1. Left: NLO correctionK as defined in eq3) as a function of the spatial extert@bbxL

in fm for three different ratio§ /L. Right: 2R"(—T/3,T/3) for a lattice of 2 fm as a function d¥iL for
T/L = 2. The band corresponds to varying the NLO couplings witHarge reasonable range. The dotted
and dashed lines are thevolume and the-regime results respectively.

computed in[[28] 21] and the result is:

275 (%0,Y0) = 1 =15 | P~ /2B~ phoo| = 1K, (4.13)

(FL)?

with p = T /L and B, koo are shape coefficients of the box that depend onlp ofhe ratio turns
out to be the same in the full and in the (partially-)quenctiebries. It is quite remarkable that
the result does not depend on the insertion of the curpenys, it is the same for all topological
sectorsv, and as expected no higher order coupling enters at this. drdehe left plot of Figurd]l
we show the numerical result for the NLO correctiéh,as a function of the spatial extent of the
box, for three values of the aspect ratioplfs not too large?, the corrections are reasonably small
for lattice sizes above 2 fm or so.

Since we will simulate a number of quark masses, includingetfor whichm>V > 1, which
is the usual regime of all previous calculations, we wouldchthe results for the rati® in the
p-regime, where the counting rules are the same as in infiolieme and therefore at NLO the
couplings of Tabl¢]2 become relevant. The result#&f in the p-regime has been presented in
[BT] and is shown in the right plot of Figuf¢ 1 as a function\k for a lattice of extent 2 fm.
The band corresponds to changing the value of the unknown diu@lings within a resonable
range. For comparison theeregime ando-volume results are also shown. Surprisingly we find
that deviations from the-volume expectations are significant ugwid. < 5 for these observables.

45 R in lattice QCD

The computation oR? for small quark masses in a finite volume is non-trivial. ltswab-
served that large fluctuations in observables containirglkgpropagators occur in the kinematical

2The appropriate regime for large valuesois the so-called-regime, so actually the-regime expansion breaks
down in thep — oo limit.
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B L/a T/a ngyw L[fm] m # cfgs
g-regime 5.8485 16 32 20 2 ms/40,ms/60 O(800)
p-regime 5.8485 16 32 20 2 mp/2—mg/6 O(200)

Table 3: Simulation parameters

conditions of thee-regime [3B]. These fluctuations result from the fact thatltw-lying spectrum
of the Dirac operator is discrete in this regime. Both the-lging eigenvalues of the massless
Dirac operator and the splittings between them are coettdlly the quantity>V )~

(Aj) ~ == A = A1 — A @, (4.14)
therefore the eigenvalues of the massive Dirac operatdreia-tegime wheren < (2V)~! are of
the same order as their splittings. In this situation, oleg@es with point-to-all quark propagators
can get large contributions from a few eigenfunctions. $gane fluctuations in these eigenfunc-
tions can lead to large and rare fluctuations in observablenever peaks in the wavefunction
happen to be near the fixed-point of the point-to-all propagi84]. It has been showr [B4] that
these fluctuations could be cured provideRV ~ 1 through the technique of low-mode averaging
(LMA) [84] BY]. The idea is to rewrite the quark propagatoasum over its spectral decomposi-
tion onto the subspace spanned by a few low-lying eigensglogs part) and the rest (heavy part).
Once this representation is included in the correlatiorctions, those contributions that contain
the low-parts only, can be averaged over all possible dpasiartions of the sources, because the
wavefunctions of the low-modes are known in all points. Threth contributions often can also
be averaged provided a few additional inversions of thedig@erator on the low-modes are per-
formed. This is indeed the case for the two-point functi@4 pnd three-point function§ 1] that
we need in the GIM limit. The contributions from just the hgg@arts remain unaveraged, but since
the low-modes are no longer affecting these contributitmesy should be much better behaved.

The LMA typically requires the computation of the low-lyimggenvalues and eigenfunctions
and the inversion of the Dirac operator on them, which is amegligible overhead, but still pays
off as Figure[]2 clearly shows. The two Montecarlo historiéhand without LMA for one of the
contractions of the three-point correlators of eq)(4.4msthat the improvement from LMA is very
significant.

In [BA] we have presented the first results of a lattice deteation of R? in the quenched
approximation using overlap fermiong [13]. The simulatjssrameters are summarized in Ta-
ble[3. The expected features Rf in the e-regime as predicted from chiral perturbation theory
in eq. (4.1B) are well reproduced by the data. At large tinpasations, the ratio shows a flat be-
haviour inxg andyp. There is no signal of dependence iR} as shown in Figurf 3. A weighted
averaged is used to combine the result for all topologiegallyi there is no visible dependence
with the quark mass for the small values considered. On ther biand the quark mass dependence
of the ratiosR* in the p-regime is quite significant. Note that in tiperegime all topological sec-
tors are averaged. In Figufe 4 we show the results of the fitt. 0 chiral perturbation theory
expressions of the two combinations with smaller mass digrare: R™ and the producR™R™.
The latter combination has the nice property that the NL@atltiorrections vanish at zero quark

10
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MC history MC history (Q=3)
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Figure 2: Left: Montecarlo history with and without LMA of the cololsanected contraction iR for the
lightest mass in th@-regime. Right: Montecarlo history with and without LMA dfé color-disconnected
contraction ofR in the e-regime for|v| = 3.

g-regime
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Figure 3: RatiosR* as a function of the topological chargev < 10.

11
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Figure 4: Left: NLO chiral perturbation theory fits of the baRe™ as a funcion of the quark mass. Right:
NLO chiral perturbation theory fits of the balRF R~ as a function of the quark mass. The bands represent
the statistical errors on the fitting function.

mass. Each of the fits has two free paramet@s )pare, A+) @and((g79™ )bare, A+ ), WhereA, ;AL

is a combination of the NLO couplings that enter in fireegime. The bands contain the statistical
(bootstrap) errors. Combining the results obtained froefils of the bare ratios with the Wilson
coefficients and the non-perturbative renormalizatiorstamts we obtain our main result:

gt =051(3)(5)(6), g =2.6(1)(3)(3), (4.15)

where the first error is statistical, the second comes framehormalization factor and the third is
a systematic error estimated from the dispersion of theegatig™ obtained from different fiting
strategies (for example fitting only tleeregime or only thep-regime points). Although the results
have been obtained for just one lattice spacing, scalirdjestiof several observables with overlap
fermions have shown that scaling violations tend to be vergis[B7].

These numbers can be compared with those that would be ebitdiom experiment if the
Al = 3/2 andAl = 1/2 amplitudes would be matched to the corresponding ones irchifal
perturbation theory in the GIM limit:

gt ~05 = g ~104. (4.16)

Therefore the value ai, is strikingly close to experiment already in the GIM limiytithe value
of g_ is a factor~ 4 smaller. A significant enhancement is therefore obsenvéiis limit

Ao
A =6 (4.17)

which is not large enough to explain the experimental ratidalready significant and cannot be
abscribed to penguin operators nor penguin contractions.

12
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Figure5: Ratio of the low-energy couplingg/g,7 as a function of the charm quark mass for two different
values of the GIM limit raticg~ /g* = 1 and 5. The bands correspond to chandipg= 1— 4 GeV.

5. Towards a heavier charm

Once the LECS in the GIM limit are known, the charm quark camibeeased. If the charm
is still light so that charmed mesons can be treated as afeigilees of freedom, it is possible to
match the two chiral theories with and without the charmedane analytically, or in other words
the charmed mesons can be integrated out ofthgt) chiral theory. In this way one recovers an
SU(3) chiral Lagrangian where the couplings; andgg can be computed as functions@f and
the charm quark mass. Only when the charm quark mass satisfies

m  me2

w7 < g7 < (4nF)% (5.1)

is this perturbative matching reliable.
This exercise was carried out in Refs.|[£2], 21] with the resul

111 M2 A _ M2 A
gs(Me) = §[§g+(1+15m Inm)i)+g (1+3mlnm’i)} (5.2)
Gor(me) = 29" 53)

where Ay contains the unknown information on the NLO couplings that melevant asrn: in-
creases. In Figurf 5 the dependencengnof the ratiogs/dp7 is shown for two values of the
ratio of couplings in the GIM limig~ /g™ = 1,5. The surprising observation is that only the oc-
tect coupling has a logarithmic enhancement. UnfortupatilO couplings are needed to have
predictability. The effect of these is represented by thedb&here they have been varied within
reasonable values (the associated sfgle= 1 — 4 GeV). For a ratio ofy~ /g™ ~ 5, close to the
value we have obtained in the GIM limit, there could be a lafject coming from the integration
of the charm. Unfortunately there is no much predictabilibfess the NLO couplings are known.

13



TheAl =1/2rule P. Hernandez

In order to go beyond chiral perturbation theory it is neags$o do a non-perturbative matching
this time with a heavy charm quark, which is the next step ofpmgject.

It is well known that the case of a heavier charm will bring iiddal challenges. On the
numerical side, the computation of three-point functioith & heavy charm requires the evaluation
of the penguin contractions, which involve a point-poinbgagator. We are confident that LMA
will also help in this case, but this has yet to be demongtra®m the theoretical side, the quenched
ambiguities of Golterman and Pallante will be present inSbkg3) chiral effective theory. It has
been shown in[[31] that these quenching ambiguities areratfiid in thee-regime, and it is in
principle possible to disentangle the “physical” coupéirigpm the spurious ones.

6. Conclusions

TheAl = 1/2 rule remains a big challenge for lattice QCD. We have ptesea well-defined
strategy to quantify the role of the charm quark mass andiiticpéar of the penguin contractions
in the enhancemenf [R1]. The idea is to compute the low-gnesgplings mediating thAS = 1
transitions in a theory where the charm is light and dega®aesdith the remaining three quarks
(GIM limit) and compare them with those in a theory with justge light flavours, where the
corresponding couplings can be computed as a function afitaem quark mass.

The GIM limit is easier to treat in many respects and the fesults for the couplings have re-
cently been presented in R¢f.]36] in the quenched apprdidmaTl he low-energy couplings in this
limit already show a significant enhancement of Ate= 1/2 type. Even though the enhancement
is not large enough to match the experiment, it already atd&cthat penguin operator/contractions
cannot be the whole story.
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