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Both the Higgs mechanism and strong interactions contribute to the masses of visible matter,
yet how the six Higgs-generated quark masses and uniform strong interaction strength determine
the hundreds of hadron masses remains unclear. Additionally, the role of massless, flavor-neutral
gluons on hadron mass formation is central to the unresolved Millennium Prize problem on the mass
gap in Yang-Mills theory. Addressing these questions requires advanced simulations on state-of-the-
art supercomputers using Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), which offers a rigorous, non-
perturbative definition of QCD solvable numerically [1]. Here we present first-principles lattice QCD
calculations using comprehensive gauge ensembles [2, 3] that accurately predict ground state spin-
1/2 and spin-3/2 baryon masses with light, strange, and charm quarks within 1% of experimental
values. At the MS 2 GeV scale, our results unveil two fundamental mass generation mechanisms
for those baryon masses in QCD: 1) the flavor-dependent enhancement of Higgs contributions, 4-8
for light, 2-3 for strange, and 1.2-1.3 for charm quarks; and 2) the flavor-insensitive contribution

0.8-1.2 GeV from gluon quantum anomaly [4-6].

This breakthrough significantly advances our

comprehension of strong interaction dynamics and the genesis of visible matter’s mass.

Visible matter in the universe is composed of funda-
mental particles of the Standard Model (SM) of parti-
cle physics. During the first 107'' seconds after the
Big Bang, all fundamental particles in SM are mass-
less, leading to a state of nearly scale invariance in the
universe. Following this period, the Higgs mechanism
spontaneously breaks scale invariance and provides mass
to these fundamental particles, resulting in the heaviest
quark being approximately 10° times more massive than
the lightest one. However, a second instance of spon-
taneous scale invariance breaking occurs at a relatively
later stage likes 107> seconds in the universe, becoming
an even more significant source of mass for visible matter,
overshadowing the contribution of the Higgs mechanism.

This additional source of mass arises from the strong
interaction between quarks and gluons, which is de-
scribed by quantum chromodynamics (QCD) through the
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following Lagrangian:

L= —3TG,G" + Y a0 +igB") +m)a, (1)
q

where G, = 0,B, — 0,B,, + g[B,, B,], with B,, repre-
senting a 3 x 3 Hermitian matrix field that interacts with
itself via the QCD coupling constant g. The matrices
7, are the Dirac matrices, and different quark “flavors”
are depicted by distinct fermionic fields ¢ with masses
mg, which can be interpreted as the effective coupling
between quarks and the Higgs boson.

The contribution from the Higgs mechanism to the
mass of hadrons (such as protons and neutrons, which
predominantly interact via strong forces) through a given
quark flavor ¢ can be expressed as o,y = my(qq)m,
where (gq)y with (O)g = (H|O|H)/(H|H) can be un-
derstood as the condensate of quark and anti-quark
within the hadron H.

Furthermore, quantum corrections in QCD cause both
the gauge coupling g and the quark mass m, to in-
crease at longer distance scales, resulting in an addi-
tional breaking of scale invariance. Consequently, the
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energy-momentum tensor of matter, which couples mat-
ter to gravity, exhibits a non-vanishing trace, even as m,
approaches zero—this phenomenon is referred to as the
“trace anomaly”.

By combining sigma terms and the trace anomaly, one
can decompose the total hadron mass as [4-6],
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M= g+ Im Y O+ (GG, (2)
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where my is the hadron mass, v, = 2a; + O(a?) is the
scale violation of quark mass anomalous dimension with

o5 = %, and —52(2‘:) = (75:;7711' + %’;)Oés + O(a?) is that
of the effective strong coupling constant os with Ny be-
ing the number of quark flavors. Thus, the quark trace

anomaly term 7, enhances the quark sigma term contri-
J

bution by an O(a;) correction, while the remaining part,
associated with the gluon trace anomaly, is suppressed
by an additional O(a;) factor in its contribution to the
hadron mass via the double gluon exchange diagram. Ad-
ditionally, there exist decompositions of the hadron rest
energy, as discussed in Refs. [7-10].

Since «; is of order O(1) at the scale of the proton
charge radius, the QCD interactions become strongly
non-linear, potentially causing the power counting of
as to break down. Ab initio calculations using a dis-
cretized Lagrangian on a hyper-cubic spacetime lattice,
characterized by a finite lattice spacing a and a spatial
size L, transform QCD into a four-dimensional statisti-
cal physics system, lattice QCD [1]. These calculations
can precisely determine hadron masses and contributions
from various sources through importance sampling [11].
The physical predictions are realized by taking the limits
as a — 0 and L — oo.
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FIG. 1. Comparison of Lattice QCD Baryon mass prediction and experimental values. Red triangles and the

accompanying red band represent our results, which are compared to previous studies ( BMW 08 [12], Alexandrou 14 [13],
RQCD 22 [14] Alexandrou 23 [15], Briceno 12 [16], Brown 14 [17], Mathur 19 [18], and Dhindsa 24 [19] ) extrapolated to
the continuum and physical quark masses. Experimental values are shown as black lines with shaded bands indicating decay
widths. The figure consists of four panels, each corresponding to baryons containing 0 (left), 1 (middle), 2 (lower right), and 3
(upper right) charm quarks, respectively. In most cases, our predictions achieve the highest precision to date and exhibit good

agreement with experimental values.

Based on the calculation with strange quark and two
degenerated light quarks using 23,845 (for the proton and
A baryon) and 17,725 (for the other baryons) measure-
ments on the 3,340 configurations of 14 ensembles [2, 3] in

total, we predict the masses of J¥ = 1* and %+ ground
state baryons, and compare the results (red triangles and
bands) with those in the literature [12, 13, 16, 17, 19]
(blue data points) and available experimental data (black
lines with with shaded bands indicating decay widths to
account for resonance effects in the measurements [12]),
in Fig. 1. There are also several lattice results without

(

the continuum extrapolation which are not illustrated
here [20—-26]. The black bands and blue data points are
omitted where data are unavailable. This analysis in-
cludes baryons ranging from light to singly, doubly, and
triply charmed species. In most cases, our predictions
achieve the highest precision to date and exhibit good
agreement with experimental values.

Accurate lattice QCD prediction requires good control
on kinds of systematic uncertainties, as we address below:

1) Mismatch effects arising from the masses of the light
and strange quarks: The ensembles [2, 3] use different



light quark masses ranging from 0.8 to 6.7 times the av-
eraged mass of the up and down quarks. This allows us
to interpolate the light quark mass to its physical value,
using the SU(4|2) partially quenched heavy baryon chi-
ral perturbation theory (xPT) ansatz [8, 27] for the light
baryons N and A, along with linear interpolation for the
other baryons. Furthermore, we adjust the mass of the
valence strange quark used to construct the baryon field
to its physical value for each ensemble. By performing a
joint fit across all the ensembles, we effectively eliminate
the mismatch effects from the light and strange quarks
loops.

2) Impact of tuning the charm quark mass and con-
sidering the missing charm quark loop: Similar to our
approach with the strange quark, we adjust the valence
charm quark mass to correspond with the physical mass
of the D4 meson in each ensemble, and then eliminate the
mismatch effects from the light and strange quark loops
through a joint fit. As demonstrated in the newest review
from Flavor lattice average group (FLAG) [28], which av-
erages the lattice results from independent computations,
the outcomes with and without the charm quark loop ef-
fects are consistent within the uncertainties. Notably, our
prediction for mgq__ aligns with that of Dhindsa 24 [19],
which included the charm quark loop in their calculations
using different discretizations and also extrapolated to
the continuum limit as a — 0, similar to our calculation
here.

3) Continuum and infinite volume extrapolation: We
find that the linear a? correction adequately describes the
masses of baryons without the charm quark across differ-
ent lattice spacings a. Additionally, the a* correction is
crucial for capturing the a dependence of certain charmed
baryons. Consequently, we retain the a* term in the con-
tinuum extrapolation for all charmed baryons, which re-
sults in our predictions exhibiting relatively larger uncer-
tainties compared to some cases without valence charm
quark. We also include the leading-order finite volume
correction in our fit, and its impact is shown to be smaller
than the statistical uncertainties.

4) Tsospin symmetry breaking (ISB) and quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED) effects: Naive power counting in-
dicates that both effects are at the 1% level and then
unlikely to alter the conclusions presented in this work.
Therefore, we defer their investigation to future studies.

More evidence validating above procedure are provided
in the supplementary information.

The scalar matrix elements (ME) (gq)y can be ob-
tained from the quark mass dependence of the hadron
mass via the Feynman-Hellman theorem [8, 13, 14, 29—
46], or direct calculation of the scalar operator gg ME
in the hadron state H [47-53]. Since the consistency of
the two strategies has been validated for both light and
charm quarks in the CLQCD ensembles after perform-
ing the continuum extrapolation [2, 3], we opt for the
Feynman-Hellman theorem, which avoids the complica-
tions associated with the direct ME calculation. The
consistency of the light quark matrix element in the octet

light baryon using two approaches is also verified using
different fermion discretizations [8, 54].

The combined contribution oy = Zq oq.u of all the
quark flavors in the nucleon case corresponds to the ef-
fective Higgs-nucleon couplings [55, 56], and is crucial
for constraining dark matter-nucleon interactions in di-
rect detection experiments [57, 58]. After oy is obtained,
the trace anomaly contribution and its glue part can be
extracted from Eq. (2),

<Ha>H = m}]);lys —O0H,
<Hg>H = <HEL>H — YmOH = m%hys - (1 +’)’7n)O'H. (3)

1) Light quark sigma term o,g = oug + oqu: The
upper left panel of Fig. 2 displays the light quark o
terms, representing the direct contributions of light quark
masses to the baryon mass. Some of the enhancement
originates solely from the light quark loop (a gluon splits
into a quark and anti-quark pair which combines into an-
other gluon at a later time), as observed in the cases of
QEZ}CC Jece) baryons (gray triangles), which do not have
any valence light quark. However, the o,y of other
baryons can be significantly larger, as (gq) g of the va-
lence quark can be about four times greater than the
number of valence light quarks, using the average up and
down quark mass of 3.39(4) MeV at MS 2 GeV [28, 59—
64]. This additional enhancement is likely associated
with the connected-sea mechanism [65], where a gluon
can split into a quark that moves forward in time and
an antiquark that combines with a quark from the past
to form another gluon, thereby introducing a surplus of
quarks and antiquarks. In terms of the Feynman dia-
gram, this mechanism is akin to a scenario where a va-
lence light quark travels back in time and returns due to
interactions with the gluon.

2) Strange quark sigma term ogg: When the quark
mass reaches the magnitude of the strange quark mass
92.4(1.0) MeV at MS 2 GeV [28, 59-63, 66], the enhance-
ments from both the quark loop and connected-sea mech-
anisms diminish, as the gluon must provide significantly
more energy for the related processes to occur. Conse-
quently, as observed in the upper-right panel of Fig. 2,
the enhancement factor decreases to approximately 1.5,
regardless of the number of valence strange quarks, an-
gular momentum, or the flavor of the remaining quarks.
This factor is considerably smaller compared to that of
the light quark, indicating that the strange quark exhibits
less relativistic behavior.

3) Charm quark sigma term o.g: The lower-left panel
of Fig. 2 illustrates that the charm quark scenario is no-
tably more consistent, with the valence .y being di-
rectly proportional to the charm quark by a factor of ap-
proximately 1. In comparison to the charm quark mass
of 1.093(7) GeV at MS 2 GeV [28, 63, 67-71], the ra-
tio may be slightly smaller than the number of valence
charm quark masses. Since the quark mass decreases
at higher energy scales, this suggests that an inherent
scale—required to ensure that (éc) matches the number
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FIG. 2. Quark sigma terms and trace anomaly contributions to baryon masses. The top, middle-upper and middle-
lower panels show the o terms for light, strange, and charm quarks, respectively, with colors indicating the number of valence

quarks: gray (0), red (1), yellow (2), and blue (3).

Most colored data points align with their corresponding colored bands,

following the scaling law based on quark numbers. The bottom panel presents the trace anomaly (H,)m (green triangles)
and the gluon trace anomaly (HZ)m (black ones), with hollow triangles for spin-1/2 baryons and filled triangles for spin-3/2
baryons. A gray band indicates the range of (HJ)u values for all displayed baryons.

of valence charm quarks—must be higher as the number
of valence charm quarks increases. This scale ultimately
reaches 2.9 GeV for the heaviest ..., which contains
three valence charm quarks.

The charm sea quark contribution to the baryon mass
is neglected here, not only because our gauge ensemble
includes only light and strange quarks, but also due to
the heavy quark relation mgQQ = — 3= F? [6, 72], which
implies that the heavy sea quark contribution is canceled
by the Ny dependence of the gluon trace anomaly at
leading order, leading to the decoupling theorem [73].
One can also calculate this contribution based on the
trace anomaly, as discussed below.

4) Trace anomaly contribution: By subtracting the to-
tal o term from the baryon mass using Eq. (3), the val-
ues of (H,)y (represented by hollow triangles) for dif-
ferent hadrons H are displayed in the lower-right panel
of Fig. 2. It is evident that (H,)p increases with the
number of heavy valence quarks, resulting in a twofold

enhancement from the lightest baryon (H,) n to the heav-
iest one (Hg)q.., that we have examined. However, what
is particularly noteworthy is that (HY)y (depicted by
filled triangles) becomes less dependent on the valence
flavor composition and converges around 1 GeV when we
further subtract the anomalous sigma term v,,o0g with
Ym = 0.295 at MS 2 GeV [74]. Interestingly, the spin-
3/2 baryons exhibit slightly higher gluon trace anomaly
contributions compared to their spin-1/2 counterparts.

Qs

Based on the relation mQQQ = -1 F2, one can esti-
mate the heavy sea quark contribution to all kinds of the
baryon we studied here to be 74(15) MeV at the lead-
ing order of the strong coupling and consistent with the
direct calculations using gauge ensembles including a dy-
namical heavy quark [30].

More details of the oy  calculation can also be found
in the supplemental information.

+ +
In summary, the ground state masses of % and %

baryons with the lightest four flavors are predicted by ef-



fectively controlling all systematic uncertainties, except
for the ISB and QED effects, along with the contributions
from Higgs and gluon couplings of the quarks. Despite
the Higgs coupling to the charm quark is hundreds of
times that of the light quark, its impact on visible mat-
ter is largely disregarded when the valence heavy quark in
the baryon decays to the light quark through weak inter-
actions. In contrast, the baryon mass resulting from the
gluon trace anomaly persists. Consequently, the gluon
trace anomaly, which is insensitive to hadrons, along with
the heavy quark loop contribution which is proportional
to the gluon trace anomaly one and insensitive to the
Higgs coupling, emerges as the primary source of visible
matter. Furthermore, the strong interaction also miti-
gates the Higgs coupling to the baryon through various
quark flavors, exhibiting a more substantial enhancement
for lighter quarks.

Recent direct calculations of the gluon trace anomaly
contribution [75] reveal that this contribution is signif-
icantly smaller for the pion—QCD’s pseudo-Goldstone
boson—and vanishes in the limit of negligible quark
masses. Complementary studies of the pion’s spatial dis-
tribution [75] and form factors [76, 77] further suggest
the presence of a negative mass “hollow” at its center,
arising from the trace anomaly. This distinctive feature
differentiates the pion’s mass structure from that of other
hadrons. Insights into these phenomena can be indi-
rectly derived through the off-diagonal components of the
energy-momentum tensor (EMT) form factors [78, 79],
guided by EMT sum rules [10, 80], and may also be
probed experimentally via near-threshold J/¥ photopro-
duction [81-83]. These findings highlight the need for

deeper exploration to elucidate the unique mechanisms
by which strong interactions govern the origin of visible
mass in hadronic systems.
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TABLE L. Lattice size L® x T', gauge coupling 3, bare quark mass parameters ﬁl?s, the corresponding pseudoscalar mass mx . ,
and the statistics information.

Symbol | L xT B a (fm) m? me  me(MeV) m,, (MeV) Myl neg nhie NS
C24P34] 24° x 64 6.20 0.10521(11)(62) -0.2770 -0.2310 340.2(1.7) 748.61(75) 4.38 199 32 32
C24P29 | 24° x 72 -0.2770 -0.2400 292.3(1.0) 657.83(64) 3.75 760 3 3
C32P29 | 32% x 64 -0.2770 -0.2400 293.1(0.8) 658.80(43) 5.01 489 3 3
C32P23| 32% x 64 -0.2790 -0.2400 227.9(1.2) 643.93(45) 3.91 400 3 3
C48P23 | 48% x 96 -0.2790 -0.2400 224.1(1.2) 644.08(62) 579 60 3 3
C48P14 | 48% x 96 -0.2825 -0.2310 136.4(1.7) 706.55(39) 3.56 136 48 3
E28P35 | 28° x 64 6.308 0.08970(26)(53) -0.2490 -0.2170 351.4(1.4) 717.94(93) 4.43 142 4 4
F32P30 | 32% x 96 6.41 0.07751(14)(45) -0.2295 -0.2050 300.4(1.2) 675.98(97) 3.81 250 3 3
F48P30 | 48% x 96 -0.2295 -0.2050 302.7(0.9) 674.76(58) 5.72 99 3 3
F32P21 | 32° x 64 -0.2320 -0.2050 210.3(2.3) 658.79(94) 2.67 194 3 3
F48P21 | 48° x 96 -0.2320 -0.2050 207.5(1.1) 661.94(64) 3.91 75 3 3
F64P12 |64 x 128 -0.2336 -0.2030 122.8(0.9) 679.90(30) 3.09 109 4 4
G36P29(36% x 108 6.498 0.06884(18)(41) -0.2150 -0.1926 297.2(0.9) 693.05(46) 3.68 270 4 4
H48P32|48% x 144 6.72 0.05198(20)(31) -0.1850 -0.1700 316.6(1.0) 691.88(65) 4.06 157 12 12

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS
1. Details of the ensembles

The ensembles used in this work are summarized in Table I. They were generated using a tadpole-improved tree-level
Symanzik (TITLS) gauge action with a 2+1 flavor tadpole-improved tree-level Clover (TTTLC) fermion action.
The TITLS gauge action, denoted as Sy, is defined as

U
} : U aRy ()
7R€ TI' 1 — <7DU y( ) =+ 1—80(2>‘| 5

@<y
Pr () = Uu(@)U, (x + af) U} (x + a0)U] ()

where N, = 3,

and

Ry, () = Up(@)Uu(x + ap)Uy(z + 200) U} (z + afi + ad)U} (z + ap) U (z) ,

Uulz) =P [exp (igo /x ;a dyBu(y))] :

with the link variable U, (z) given by

and § = (1 — SCl)g = ﬁ, with ¢ = -5, ¢1 = %, and
1/4
. — ReTer,M@ PE,,(:E)
’ 6N,V

being the tadpole improvement factor. Here, V = L? x T is the dimensionless 4-D volume of the lattice, and we use
O for the dimensionless value of any quantity O.
The TITLC fermion action employs a 1-step stout smeared link V' with smearing parameter p = 0.125, and is given

Sem)= S o+ npe) 0k TV +Zw [~ (44 ma)d, o + cowo™ goFY, ] (),

@ =1, d =



Baryon Quark Content Interpolating Field I 1, J
P uud €ave P¥ (dg Cy up)ue 3 ts
A uds €avc Pt [Q(uaTC'y5db)sc + (uaTC'y5sb)dc — (daTC’y5sb)uc] 0 0
rt uus €ape Pt (saTC'75ub)uc 1 +1
=0 uss €abcP+(UgC’YSSb)Sc % +%
A. udc €ave Pt {Q(uaTnyf’db)cc + (uaTC’y5cb)dc — (daTC’y5cb)uc] 0 0
DIy uuce €ape P (ch”ySub)uc 1 +1 %
=F usc €abe PT [2(ul C°sp)ce + (ug CyPch)se — (sa CY° ch)uce] L +3
=0 usc €ave P [(ug Cyoc)sc + (sh CyPcp)uc] 141
00 ssc €ave Pt (caTC’yE’sb)sc 0 0
= uce €abe PT (ug C°cp)ce 3 +s
Qf, scc €abePT (st’yscb)cc 0 0
ATT uuUU éabcP+(UzC’Yuub)UC % +%
hkns UUS €avePT [(uaTC’y“ub)sc + 2(saTC’y"ub)uc} 1 +1
=0 uss €ave PT [2(s3 Cy*up)se + (sq Cy"sp)uc] 3 +3
Q- 588 €ape Pt (st’y“sb)sc 0 0
=t usc €ape P [(uaTC”y“sb)cc + (sTCy*cp)ue + (caTC’”y“ub)sc] % +% 3
Q0 ssc €ape P [2(saTC'y“cb)sC + (saTC'y”sb)cC] 0 0 2
DI uuce €ape PT [(qu”y“ub)cc + 2(0507“%)%] 1 +1
SR ucc €ape PT [Q(CZC’YHub)CC + (ch’y”cb)uc] % +%
QiF sce €avePT [Q(CGTC'y“sb)cc + (caTC’y“cb)sc] 0 0
QrF cee €abe PT(cTCy¥ ep)ce 0 0
TABLE II. Interpolating fields for baryons.
ReTs v 1/4
where cgy = % with vg = < ° ZSN“;; 7)‘“’(I)> , and
EY, = — (P;Y,V - Pl‘//,u + PX—M - PYMV + ,PYIM—V - wa—u + P‘_/Vvu/ - PK—V)'

o 8a2gg

Based on the joint fit on subsets of these ensembles with several lattice spacing, quark masses and volumes [2, 3], the
physical up, down, strange and charm quark masses and also related CKM matrix elements V,(.)q(s) agree with the
current lattice averages well [28]. These ensembles have been also used to study the hadron spectrum [90-94] and
structures [95-98].

2. Interpolation fields, 2-point functions and ground state baryon mass extraction

For the interpolation fields of the baryons, we use eqpcPT [(¢2)T C7°q}] ¢2 and € PT [(q2)T C*q}] 2 for the spin-
1/2 and 3/2 particles, respectively. Note that some of the particles require linear combination of different permutations
of three quarks. The interpolation fields for the baryons we investigated in this work are summarized in Table II. For
baryons with light (up and/or down) quarks, we maximize the number of up quarks in the interpolation field, as the
other configurations are equivalent due to isospin symmetry.

As presented in Table I, we computed the Coulomb gauge fixed source propagators at nl . time slices for each

configuration at three light quark masses including the unitary one, and at n2¢ for three strange and charm quark

masses. We have 23,845 (for the proton and A baryon) and 17,725 (for the other baryons) measurements on the 3,340
configurations of 14 ensembles in total.

Taking the nucleon as example, the the wall-to-point two-point functions we used in the this work is, explicitly
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FIG. 3. The effective mass obtained from the two-point correlation functions (2pt) of the nucleon in two representative
ensembles: the physical point ensemble C48P14 (left panel) and the ensemble with the finest lattice spacing, H48P32 (right
panel). The effective mass derived from the 2pt correlation functions (using a Coulomb wall source and point sink, indicated
by red crosses) is compared with the results obtained using the distillation method (shown as black circles). Both methods
exhibit good agreement in the plateau region, despite different initial trends with respect to ¢/a. The green bands represent
the ground state mass that we extracted.

recovering the coordinate and Dirac indices,

Coe(’2%) = D (X (W)X (@) = be< (C7)*7 (C1)™ (P*)" 57 (4,2%)ara
z,y

a a

Yy

X |:S5(y7$0),3'ﬁ85(y’$0)7/7 - Sg(yamo)ﬁ"ysg(y7x0)'y’6:| > ) (4)
b'b cc b'c c'b

where the Coulomb gauge-fixed wall propagator is defined by ch (y,xo) = >S5 (y,ac;UC;mb) as used in

- q
Ref. 2], and S (y,z;Uc) = ¥ (y;Uc)v (x;Uc) is the standard quark propagator computed with the gauge

configuration U. The Coulomb gauge-fixed configuration Ug satisfies the discretized gauge-fixing condition
I [S20, (Ue(@) — Uc (z — ai))] = 0.

In Fig. 3-5, we present the effective logarithmic mass obtained from two-point correlators for three baryons—the
nucleon, ), and {).—on two representative ensembles: the physical point ensemble C48P14 and the finest lattice
spacing ensemble H48P32. The results are shown using the Coulomb wall source (red crosses) and, where available,
the distillation method (black circles) from CLQCD collaborators.

For both the nucleon and ) baryons, we observe that the effective masses from the Coulomb wall source and
distillation method are in good agreement once the plateau is reached, even though the initial trends with respect
to t/a differ; specifically, the Coulomb wall source tends to increase with ¢, while the distillation results exhibit a
decrease before stabilizing. This consistency at the plateau confirms the reliability of both approaches. Even though
no comparative distillation data is available for the ). baryon, the statistical uncertainty here is small enough to
ensure the reliability of the fit. The green (blue) bands in each plot indicate the fit uncertainties for the extracted
effective masses which consistent with the original data points well.
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FIG. 5. Similar figures for the €. baryon, while the distillation case is not available.

3. Joint fit of the baryon mass

We fit the nucleon mass using the the SU(4|2) partially quenched heavy baryon chiral perturbative theory (xPT)
ansatz [8, 27],

mpy (mXal,mfrea,mi,eSa, a, l/L) :m%hys + Z C;ag[(m;ag)j — (mghys)ﬁ + C, [(m;esa)2 - (mlf]?ys)Z]
tag=val/pq,j=2,3
2
(my)” e 2i 2
+CL+6 Mx &t Z:C’ala ‘ (5)
where mY and mS®® are the valence and sea pion masses respectively, mP4 = \/ (mya)? + (mse2)? is the partially

quenched pion mass, mP"® = 134.98 MeV is the physical 7% mass, and ml,’]?ys = 689.89(49) MeV from Ref. [99] is the
pure QCD 7, mass which corresponds to the physical strange quark mass.

In Fig. 6, we present the nucleon mass at five different lattice spacings as colored data points, with the mismatch
effects between mY® and mS® are corrected using the joint fit which gives x?/d.o.f.= 1.2. Redefinition of parameters

us s
Cval — (9% —49491—5g7 )7 and CP9 = (89%+494914507 )7

3 3nf. ) 3@ o) are used to be consistent with the previous studies [8, 27]. The
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FIG. 6. The nucleon mass on 14 ensembles at 5 lattice spacings (colored data points and bands), and also that in the continuum
(gray band). The mismatch effect from the unequal valence and sea pion masses has been corrected based on the joint fit.
The continuum extrapolated results using the overlap fermion [8] (rescaled to match the physical nucleon mass) and staggered
fermion [30] are also illustrated for comparison.

colored bands corresponds to the fit prediction at respective lattice spacings, and they agree with the data points
well. Based on the linear a? extrapolation, our continuum extrapolated result as function of pion mass is shown as
gray band, which perfectly agree with the that from using the overlap fermion [8] and staggered fermion [30]. The
physical nucleon mass is shown as the red star. Note that the band from Ref. [8] is rescaled by a factor 0.978(16)
from the original data to match the physical point.

For the light baryons containing a strange quark, we calculate the baryon masses using three different valance strange
quark masses for each ensemble. We then interpolate the valance strange quark mass to the value corresponding to
the artificial 1, (unmixed 5s) mass m%?ys = 689.89(49) MeV [99], which is determined by using the physical strange
quark mass and is consistent with the value of 687.4(2.2) MeV [2] obtained from CLQCD ensembles, albeit with a
larger uncertainty. We will revisit this strategy in the next section. The m3 terms are omitted because xPT is not
applicable here, and their coefficients show no significant signal in any baryon containing strange or charm valence
quarks.

The cases of charmed baryons are also similar. Following the the GRS renormalization scheme

mY'8cpiqep(2GeV) = m}S o (2GeV), we use the pure QCD value mp, = 1966.7(1.5) MeV [100] to determine
the interpolated valence charm quark mass for each ensemble. The resulting masses of open and closed charmed
mesons, as well as their decay constants, agree well with experimental values and lattice averages [3].

The interpolation of valence strange and charm quark masses significantly suppresses the discretization errors from
the heavy quark, and also allows us to use a similar ansatz as that used for nucleons to fit the baryon mass for different
flavors and angular momentum. For the charmed baryon, we retain the a? term in the extrapolation, as the linear a?
extrapolation does not describe the data well, resulting in poor x2. We also take m¥* = ms®® and drop the (mﬁfg)z“3
terms for baryon without valence light quark.

In Fig. 7, we show the lattice spacing dependence of the nucleon, {2 and 2. masses, with the light and strange
quark masses corrected to their physical value based on the joint fit on 14 ensembles. The gray bands indicate the fit
uncertainties, and the red stars correspond to the experimental values. Obviously the linear a? dependence describe
the data of nucleon and Q well, while the a* term is essential fo the €2.. For a comprehensive view, we present the
results for all baryons in Fig. 8, whrere we apply an a? extrapolation for light baryons, while for charmed baryons,
an a* extrapolation is used to capture higher-order discretization effects.
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FIG. 7. Fitting results for nucleon, €, and €. masses as functions of a®. The other non-physical effects for the data points are
fixed using the global fit. For lattice spacings with more than one ensemble, data points are horizontally displaced for clarity.
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FIG. 8. Fitting results for the masses of all baryons, showing their dependence on lattice spacing a”. For light baryons, an a?

extrapolation is applied, while for charmed baryons, an a* extrapolation is used where necessary. The gray bands represent
fit uncertainties, and colored stars indicate experimental values when available. All data points have been corrected for non-
physical effects using the global fit, demonstrating consistent treatment of discretization effects across the baryon spectrum.
For lattice spacings with more than one ensemble, data points are horizontally displaced for clarity.

4. o4 extraction

The Feynman-Hellman theorem establishes the relation (Gq)y = %T”T:’, which can be further decomposed into
contributions from valence and sea quarks:
8mH(mval msca) 3mH(mva1 msca)
_ _ 1 _ _ 1 ) _ )
(@)m = (@)% + (@)%, (@8 = S 0 (G0H" = ppera— (6)

q q
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Here, m;al/ *“* denote the valence/sea quark masses, and mg(m "al, msea) is derived from joint fits of lattice data across

ensembles with varying m;al and mg. The valence term (qq)}’j‘l can first be extracted on individual ensembles and
then extrapolated to the physical quark masses, infinite volume, and continuum limit through a global fit.
Since the valence strange and charm quark masses (m"al) are tuned to reproduce the pure-QCD masses m,,, and mp,

on each ensemble (where sea quark masses mj%* may deviate from physical values), mismatches dm; ; = mj% — m}’l;ys
induce corrections to the valence masses: (5m"a1 = m;"icl — mg}gys with the following constraints:

0=ém,, = 5mf<_l>sea + 6m"a1<.§s>val + 5msea<§s)ffa,

0= 5mDS _ 5m29<_l>bed + 5mval<§ >val _’_5msea< >:>ed + Sm Vd1< >\l/il’ (7)

where all the condensates correspond to those at physical quark masses. The resulting correction to any hadron mass
my is:

dmpy = omie(11)55* 4 omY™ (55) Vo + 9mse® (5s)55® + omy?! (Gc) y!

val val val val
om omy om; val | Omy val)

= Smiee (<ll>“‘* + 8m;ca (ss)¥ + e (ec >“”> + om <<§s>§§a + amiea@sm e (coyy

Thus, when extracting (I1)$$* from the light quark mass dependence of my, contamination from 5m;’?ﬂ must be
subtracted.
After this subtraction, the sigma terms used in this work are defined as:

val sea
OnH = Org + OrnH>

Omp (my, mPhys mphys ), 0)

valLH __ (mphys)Q
= T

; (9)

‘m"al—m

InH a(mye)2
sea _ ( phys)2 [amH (mghysy miea’ mg?ysa 07 O) s O—:,alll 4 JZ,BLII-I ] (10)
Ong = M5 a(msea)z I phys I physl’
T msea ms me
0wt = %+ 0%,
oy = o (mi?, mp®,0,0), (11)
o5 = ( phys)2 [amH (mghysy mghys7 m?;;a’ 07 O) —ds O—z,all‘l —dc UZ?II-I ] (12)
OsH = mﬁs a(msea)2 on Smphys Smphys ’
MNs ma S c
o33 = o) (mz, mE0,0). (13)

where my is defined in Eq. (5) with tuned valence strange and charm quark masses.
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FIG. 9. Lattice spacing dependence of the renormalized strange quark mass at MS(2 GeV). The values at finite lattice spacings
are corrected to the physical pion and 7s masses based on the joint fit. For lattice spacings with more than one ensemble, data
points are horizontally displaced for clarity.
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The coefficients d, (( )) arise from joint fits of the renormalized strange and charm quark masses:

M = mEs R @ ((me)? — (mE)*) 4 d (mie)? = (mp)) + st@ % gy el (14)
For the charm quark, we obtain df = —0.161(11) (GeV) ™", d¢ = —0.388(44) (GeV)™ ', and a physical renor-

malized mass mRWsR = 10989(89) GeV in the MS scheme at 2GeV. A similar fit for the strange quark yields

d; = —0.0267(30) (GeV) ™', ds = —0.0090(10) (GeV) ", and mPhsR = 0.09345(79) GeV in the MS scheme at 2 GeV.
As shown in Fig. 9, the a4 discretization correction to mP™>® based on m,, is also significant, while the continuum
extrapolated mPR is still consistent with our previous estimate 0.0978(21)(40) MeV in Ref. [2].

The valence strange (charm) sigma term O'S(C)  defined in Egs. (11) and (13) are extracted from the joint fit of the

sigma term at each ensemble using the Feynman-Hellman theorem with the renormalized valence quark mass m;’?i’)R,

amH( sea msoa a, 1/L)

O3 (% M 0,1 /L) = m R e, i, 0,1/1)

s(c) w o am:?i)R(msea msea a, ]_/L)
_ U;z(ai) (mphys mphys 0, 0) + CUS(C)H((miea)2 _ (mghys)2) + C;TS(C)H((m;ia)Q _ (mg?y5)2)
+ ZOUS(C)H 21 + CUS(C)H *an’ (15)

Discretization errors for 0¥% are modeled with a? terms, while both a? and a* terms are needed for o}

In above expressions, the m2 dependence approximates the light quark mass (m;) dependence, as higher-order
chiral corrections (~ 2%) [2] are negligible compared to statistical uncertainties. Similarly, m?_ /m, ~ 4.9(1) [2] near

the physical mg justifies using m%s to model mg dependence.
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FIG. 10. Similar to Fig. 8 but for ox. The plots indicate that the discretization effects on ox are generally smaller than those

observed for the baryon masses, though the associated uncertainties are comparatively larger. Data points are horizontally
displaced for clarity.

In Fig. 10, we present the plots of oy for all baryons, similar to Fig. 8 for the baryon masses. As indicated in the
figure, the discretization effects on opy are generally smaller than those on the total baryon mass, highlighting the
stability of g under different lattice spacings.

In Fig. 11, we present the ratio Ry g = (14vm)0q 1/ (ngmy) for various quark flavors ¢ in different hadrons H, where
ng denotes the number of valence quarks of flavor g. The results are given in the MS scheme at 2 GeV. Although R, g
itself depends on the renormalization scale and scheme, the relative ratio R, g across different hadrons and quark
flavors is scale- and scheme-independent. If we normalize all R, i values by Rcq..., we find that Rsy/Rcq.,, =~ 2 for
all baryons, while Ry /Rcq.,, is even larger.

Based on the similar procedure, we can also obtain the sigma term and trace anomaly for the charmed meson
discussed in Ref. [3]. The comparison of o,pg for hadrons H with and without valence light quarks reveals that
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FIG. 11. Ratio (1 4 vm)oq,u/(ngmy) for the light (left), strange (middle) and charm (right) quark in different hadron H, at
MS 2 GeV.
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FIG. 12. Results for quark sigma terms and trace anomaly contributions to charmed meson masses. The upper-left, upper-right,
and lower-left panels show the o terms for light, strange, and charm quarks, respectively, with colors indicating the number of
valence quark (and anti-quark): gray (0), red (1), blue (2). The lower-right panel presents the trace anomaly (H,)n and the
gluon trace anomaly (HZ)m, with red triangles for S-wave meson and blue triangles for P-wave meson.

valence and sea contributions are comparable, as shown in Fig. 12. We also observe that the gluon trace anomaly of
pseudoscalar mesons is generally smaller than that of baryons after subtracting the 7, contribution at MS 2 GeV.
Simultaneously, the trace anomalies of vector and P-wave charmed mesons appear somewhat larger, though none
exceed 1 GeV like the 3/2% baryon case. Further investigation of other excited charmed hadrons would be valuable
for understanding the role of trace anomaly in their mass generation.

5. Error budget of our predictions

In table III, we summarized the final numerical results of the baryon masses, sigma terms and also trace anomaly
contributions.
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The statistical uncertainty is categorized by its sources: the statistical fluctuations in the dimensionless pion and 7,
masses in the sea quark sector, the lattice spacing determination using gradient flow (excluding systematic effects from
the scale parameter v taken from literature [28]), and those from the dimensionless two-point correlation functions.

For systematic uncertainties related to the scale parameter wo= 0.1736(9) fm [28]), we perform a complete reanalysis
by varying the central w0 value by 1o and take the resulting difference in central values as the systematic uncertainty
from lattice spacing. Additional systematic uncertainties are considered from:

1) The experimental D, mass measurement;

2) Choice of fit ansatz (additive vs. multiplicative discretization errors);

3) Sea quark dependence parameters difg) in Egs. (10) and (12), which propagate to uncertainties of the sea quark
mass contribution of sigma terms, and then also that of the gluon trace anomaly due to the sum rule.

The primary source of uncertainty is statistical, arising from the original two-point function, while scale setting can
also contribute significantly to systematic uncertainty, particularly for charmed hadrons.

TABLE III: Error budget for baryon masses, sigma terms, and trace
anomalies (all in GeV).

ma oS oS oen o 0% ow o ow  (Hdu (HDu
N  Central value 0.9376  0.0291  0.0184  0.0475 0 0.0468 0.0468 - 0.0942 0.8434 0.8156
Statistical (total) 0.0098 0.0017  0.0019  0.0025 0 0.0176 0.0176 - 0.0194 0.0217 0.0270
Sea 7 mass 0.0006 <0.0001 0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0004 0.0007 0.0008
Sea 1, mass 0.0025 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0008 0.0008 - 0.0007 0.0026 0.0026
Lattice spacing 0.0015 0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0 0.0007  0.0007 - 0.0009 0.0012 0.0013
2-point function 0.0093 0.0017 0.0019 0.0025 0 0.0176 0.0176 - 0.0194 0.0215 0.0268
Systematic (total) 0.0065 0.0009 0.0008 0.0018 0 0.0007  0.0007 - 0.0022 0.0087 0.0093
Scale setting 0.0042 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0002 0 0.0006 0.0006 - 0.0009 0.0051 0.0054
fit ansatz 0.0050 0.0009 0.0008 0.0018 0 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0020 0.0070 0.0076

Sea quark correction - - 0 0 - 0 0 - 0 0 0
A Central value 1.1149 0.0151 0.0113 0.0264 0.1467 0.0241 0.1708 - 0.1970 0.9179 0.8598
Statistical (total) 0.0083 0.0005 0.0011 0.0012 0.0051 0.0183 0.0176 - 0.0175 0.0193 0.0240
Sea 7 mass 0.0010 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0008 0.0009 - 0.0013 0.0008 0.0013
Sea ns mass 0.0019 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0007 0.0016 0.0015 - 0.0016 0.0010 0.0009
Lattice spacing 0.0016 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0011 0.0010 - 0.0010 0.0019 0.0021
2-point function 0.0079 0.0005 0.0011 0.0012 0.0050 0.0182 0.0175 - 0.0173 0.0192 0.0239
Systematic (total) 0.0063 0.0003 0.0003 0.0006 0.0010 0.0010 0.0014 - 0.0020 0.0082 0.0087
Scale setting 0.0039 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0010 <0.0001 0.0010 - 0.0011 0.0051 0.0054
fit ansatz 0.0050 0.0003 0.0003 0.0006 <0.0001 0.0007 0.0007 - 0.0014 0.0064 0.0068
Sea quark correction - - <0.0001 <0.0001 - 0.0007 0.0007 - 0.0007 0.0007 0.0009
> Central value 1.1783 0.0120 0.0146  0.0265 0.1849 0.0418 0.2267 - 0.2531 0.9252 0.8505
Statistical (total) 0.0071 0.0003 0.0011 0.0011 0.0034 0.0153 0.0149 - 0.0146 0.0163 0.0202
Sea 7 mass 0.0007 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0005 0.0019 0.0018 - 0.0019 0.0021 0.0026
Sea 1, mass 0.0021 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0008 0.0005 - 0.0005 0.0021 0.0020
Lattice spacing 0.0008 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0010 0.0010 - 0.0010 0.0012 0.0014
2-point function 0.0067 0.0003 0.0011 0.0011 0.0033 0.0151 0.0148 - 0.0144 0.0160 0.0199
Systematic (total) 0.0052 0.0000 0.0001 0.0001 0.0011 0.0013 0.0019 - 0.0020 0.0068 0.0073
Scale setting 0.0052 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0003 0.0014 - 0.0015 0.0067 0.0072
fit ansatz 0.0004 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0009 0.0008 - 0.0009 0.0006 0.0008
Sea quark correction - - <0.0001 <0.0001 - 0.0009 0.0009 - 0.0009 0.0009 0.0012
E  Central value 1.3042 0.0074 0.0112 0.0186 0.3075 0.0562 0.3636 - 0.3822 0.9220 0.8093
Statistical (total) 0.0060 0.0002 0.0008 0.0008 0.0060 0.0207 0.0198 - 0.0195 0.0204 0.0260
Sea 7 mass 0.0014 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0011 0.0009 0.0006 - 0.0011  0.0008 0.0004
Sea 1, mass 0.0024 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0019 0.0018 - 0.0019 0.0015 0.0012
Lattice spacing 0.0009 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0010 0.0015 0.0011 - 0.0011 0.0014 0.0017
2-point function 0.0053 0.0002 0.0008 0.0008 0.0058 0.0205 0.0197 - 0.0194 0.0203 0.0259
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Systematic (total) 0.0072 0.0005 0.0007 0.0012 0.0018 0.0050 0.0050 - 0.0058 0.0128 0.0145
Scale setting 0.0037 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0017 0.0002 0.0019 - 0.0019 0.0055 0.0061
fit ansatz 0.0062 0.0005 0.0007 0.0012 0.0005 0.0048 0.0043 - 0.0053 0.0114 0.0130
Sea quark correction - - <0.0001 <0.0001 - 0.0015 0.0015 - 0.0015 0.0015 0.0020
A Central value 1.2732  0.0154  0.0272  0.0426 0 0.1018 0.1018 - 0.1444 1.1287 1.0861
Statistical (total) 0.0164 0.0026  0.0064  0.0069 0 0.0426  0.0426 - 0.0474 0.0501 0.0635
Sea 7 mass 0.0033 0.0001  0.0002  0.0002 0 0.0020 0.0020 - 0.0024 0.0041 0.0046
Sea 15 mass 0.0045 0.0001  0.0003  0.0003 0 0.0015 0.0015 - 0.0020 0.0040 0.0037
Lattice spacing 0.0034 <0.0001 0.0002  0.0001 0 0.0012 0.0012 - 0.0013 0.0032 0.0030
2-point function 0.0150 0.0026 0.0064 0.0069 0 0.0425 0.0425 - 0.0473 0.0497 0.0632
Systematic (total) 0.0085 0.0008 0.0010  0.0018 0 0.0030 0.0030 - 0.0048 0.0120 0.0132
Scale setting 0.0070 <0.0001 0.0001  0.0002 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 - 0.0002 0.0072 0.0072
fit ansatz 0.0049 0.0008 0.0010 0.0018 0 0.0030 0.0030 - 0.0048 0.0096 0.0111
Sea quark correction - - 0 0 - 0 0 - 0 0 0
¥*  Central value 1.4172 0.0089 0.0198 0.0287 0.0949 0.0552 0.1501 - 0.1783 1.2390 1.1864
Statistical (total) 0.0128 0.0004 0.0016 0.0017 0.0050 0.0253 0.0248 - 0.0245 0.0276 0.0342
Sea m mass 0.0024 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0002 0.0040 0.0040 - 0.0040 0.0032 0.0046
Sea ns mass 0.0036 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0004 0.0023 0.0024 - 0.0024 0.0027 0.0019
Lattice spacing 0.0017 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0006 0.0012 0.0014 - 0.0014 0.0021 0.0024
2-point function 0.0119 0.0004 0.0016 0.0017 0.0049 0.0248 0.0243 - 0.0240 0.0272 0.0337
Systematic (total) 0.0204 0.0013 0.0036  0.0049 0.0005 0.0115 0.0115 - 0.0174 0.0374 0.0425
Scale setting 0.0066 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0005 0.0001 0.0004 - 0.0005 0.0071 0.0072
fit ansatz 0.0193 0.0013 0.0036 0.0049 <0.0001 0.0115 0.0115 - 0.0174 0.0367 0.0418
Sea quark correction - - <0.0001 <0.0001 - 0.0005 0.0005 - 0.0005 0.0005 0.0006
Z*  Central value 1.5287 0.0048 0.0184 0.0232 0.2376 0.0741 0.3117 - 0.3346 1.1941 1.0954
Statistical (total) 0.0089 0.0002 0.0013 0.0013 0.0078 0.0231 0.0217 - 0.0215 0.0232 0.0292
Sea 7 mass 0.0021 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0010 0.0030 0.0028 - 0.0030 0.0021 0.0032
Sea ns mass 0.0037 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0016 0.0014 - 0.0015 0.0033 0.0031
Lattice spacing 0.0013 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0009 0.0009 0.0006 - 0.0007 0.0013 0.0013
2-point function 0.0077 0.0002 0.0013 0.0013 0.0077 0.0228 0.0215 - 0.0212 0.0228 0.0288
Systematic (total) 0.0041 0.0001 0.0003 0.0004 0.0014 0.0021 0.0028 - 0.0032 0.0068 0.0077
Scale setting 0.0040 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0014 0.0004 0.0018 - 0.0020 0.0060 0.0065
fit ansatz 0.0009 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0003 <0.0001 0.0017 0.0018 - 0.0022 0.0031 0.0038
Sea quark correction - - <0.0001 <0.0001 - 0.0012 0.0012 - 0.0012 0.0012 0.0015
Q  Central value 1.6604 0 0.0151  0.0151 0.3683 0.0934 0.4617 - 0.4770 1.1834 1.0426
Statistical (total) 0.0061 0 0.0007  0.0007 0.0095 0.0348 0.0334 - 0.0333 0.0339 0.0435
Sea 7 mass 0.0011 0 0.0002  0.0002 0.0014 0.0016 0.0014 - 0.0014 0.0008 0.0008
Sea ns mass 0.0031 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0008 0.0050 0.0049 - 0.0049 0.0038 0.0056
Lattice spacing 0.0018 0 0.0001  0.0001 0.0008 0.0026 0.0025 - 0.0027 0.0029 0.0037
2-point function 0.0049 0 0.0007 0.0007 0.0093 0.0343 0.0329 - 0.0328 0.0335 0.0430
Systematic (total) 0.0201 0 0.0064 0.0064 0.0022 0.0501 0.0503 - 0.0561 0.0762 0.0928
Scale setting 0.0031 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0022 0.0011 0.0033 - 0.0033 0.0064 0.0074
fit ansatz 0.0199 0 0.0064 0.0064 <0.0001 0.0501 0.0502 - 0.0560 0.0759 0.0924
Sea quark correction - - 0.0001  0.0001 - 0.0018 0.0018 - 0.0018 0.0018 0.0024
A:  Central value 2.2729 0.0129 0.0133  0.0262 0 0.0597 0.0597 1.0759 1.1507 1.1223 0.7828
Statistical (total) 0.0163 0.0006 0.0015 0.0016 0 0.0234 0.0234 0.0140 0.0256 0.0254 0.0322
Sea m mass 0.0021 <0.0001 0.0002  0.0002 0 0.0015 <0.0001 0.0018 0.0042 0.0040 0.0052
Sea ns mass 0.0035 <0.0001 0.0001  0.0001 0 0.0017 0.0005 0.0017 0.0027 0.0037 0.0041
Lattice spacing 0.0030 0.0001  0.0002 <0.0001 0 0.0007 0.0006 0.0016 0.0054 0.0054 0.0070
2-point function 0.0155 0.0006 0.0015 0.0016 0 0.0233 0.0234 0.0137 0.0245 0.0242 0.0307
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Systematic (total) 0.0164 0.0004 0.0012  0.0015 0 0.0062 0.0062 0.0029 0.0080 0.0247 0.0271
Scale setting 0.0081 <0.0001 0.0002  0.0003 0 0.0004 0.0004 0.0026 0.0019 0.0101 0.0106
D, mass 0.0009 <0.0001 0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0006 0.0006 0.0013 0.0005 0.0015 0.0016
fit ansatz 0.0142 0.0003 0.0011 0.0015 0 0.0058 0.0058 0.0002 0.0075 0.0224 0.0247
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002  0.0002 - 0.0020 0.0020 - 0.0020 0.0020 0.0026
Y Central value 2.4574 0.0093 0.0132  0.0225 0 0.0316 0.0316 1.1071 1.1493 1.3086 0.9696
Statistical (total) 0.0201 0.0008 0.0019  0.0021 0 0.0299 0.0298 0.0296 0.0271 0.0280 0.0352
Sea 7 mass 0.0025 <0.0001 0.0002  0.0002 0 0.0050 0.0009 0.0010 0.0034 0.0023 0.0035
Sea ns mass 0.0022 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0 0.0017 <0.0001 0.0024 0.0015 0.0035 0.0038
Lattice spacing 0.0044 <0.0001 0.0002  0.0002 0 0.0009 0.0009 0.0013 0.0011 0.0026 0.0025
2-point function 0.0193 0.0008 0.0019 0.0021 0 0.0294 0.0298 0.0295 0.0268 0.0276 0.0347
Systematic (total) 0.0197 0.0009 0.0011  0.0020 0 0.0042 0.0042 0.0010 0.0057 0.0251 0.0267
Scale setting 0.0048 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0009 0.0009 0.0006 0.0003 0.0045 0.0044
D, mass 0.0018 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0014 0.0014 0.0007 0.0003 0.0022 0.0023
fit ansatz 0.0190 0.0009 0.0011 0.0020 0 0.0033 0.0033 0.0003 0.0053 0.0245 0.0261
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002  0.0002 - 0.0020 0.0020 - 0.0020 0.0020 0.0026
Zc Central value 2.4762 0.0060 0.0082 0.0142 0.1546 0.0573 0.2119 1.0680 1.2981 1.1777 0.7948
Statistical (total) 0.0126 0.0002 0.0010 0.0011 0.0079 0.0178 0.0195 0.0077 0.0187 0.0207 0.0256
Sea 7 mass 0.0007 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0003 0.0006 0.0002 0.0008 0.0018 0.0028 0.0034
Sea ns mass 0.0031 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0008 0.0010 0.0002 0.0013 0.0023 0.0045 0.0051
Lattice spacing 0.0017 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0003 <0.0001 0.0009 0.0006 0.0025 0.0028
2-point function 0.0121 0.0002 0.0010 0.0011 0.0078 0.0178 0.0195 0.0075 0.0185 0.0199 0.0247
Systematic (total) 0.0043 0.0001  0.0003 0.0003 0.0005 0.0021 0.0022 0.0023 0.0038 0.0071 0.0081
Scale setting 0.0038 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0005 <0.0001 0.0005 0.0019 0.0028 0.0065 0.0073
Ds mass 0.0010 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0013 0.0016 0.0005 0.0010
fit ansatz 0.0018 <0.0001 0.0001  0.0002 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0001 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0019 0.0020
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002 0.0002 - 0.0021 0.0021 - 0.0021 0.0021 0.0027
E. Central value 2.5726  0.0047 0.0110 0.0157 0.1391 0.0764 0.2155 1.0844 1.3222 1.2500 0.8600
Statistical (total) 0.0141 0.0003 0.0012 0.0013 0.0155 0.0207 0.0224 0.0083 0.0209 0.0230 0.0285
Sea 7 mass 0.0020 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0067 0.0028 0.0003 0.0032 0.0080 0.0062 0.0086
Sea 15 mass 0.0043 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0071 0.0019 0.0007 0.0016 0.0065 0.0068 0.0086
Lattice spacing 0.0013 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0078 0.0011 0.0003 0.0012 0.0064 0.0049 0.0069
2-point function 0.0132 0.0003 0.0012 0.0013 0.0091 0.0204 0.0224 0.0074 0.0170 0.0205 0.0248
Systematic (total) 0.0071 0.0003  0.0005 0.0008 0.0009 0.0068 0.0070 0.0024 0.0085 0.0139 0.0163
Scale setting 0.0048 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0009 <0.0001 0.0010 0.0016 0.0022 0.0070 0.0076
Ds mass 0.0035 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0005 0.0003 0.0016 0.0009 0.0027 0.0024
fit ansatz 0.0039 0.0003 0.0005 0.0008 <0.0001 0.0065 0.0065 0.0007 0.0079 0.0116 0.0139
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002  0.0002 - 0.0021 0.0021 - 0.0021 0.0021 0.0027
Q. Central value 2.6985 0 0.0115 0.0115 0.2505 0.0434 0.2939 1.0865 1.3924 1.3128 0.9025
Statistical (total) 0.0123 0 0.0019  0.0019 0.0101 0.0244 0.0222 0.0067 0.0235 0.0260 0.0321
Sea 7 mass 0.0009 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0015 0.0005 0.0013 0.0014 0.0014
Sea 15 mass 0.0021 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0001 0.0014 0.0010 0.0019 0.0038 0.0043
Lattice spacing 0.0016 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0003 0.0015 0.0010 0.0004 0.0031 0.0034
2-point function 0.0120 0 0.0019 0.0019 0.0100 0.0244 0.0221 0.0065 0.0234 0.0255 0.0316
Systematic (total) 0.0038 0 0.0003  0.0003 0.0005 0.0025 0.0024 0.0018 0.0029 0.0030 0.0034
Scale setting 0.0035 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0005 0.0007 0.0002 0.0013 0.0014 0.0017 0.0013
Ds mass 0.0013 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0012 0.0008 0.0006 0.0004
fit ansatz 0.0008 0 0.0002  0.0002 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0003 <0.0001 0.0005 0.0005 0.0006
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002 0.0002 - 0.0023 0.0023 - 0.0024 0.0024 0.0031
37 Central value 2.5320 0.0083  0.0209  0.0291 0 0.0389 0.0389 1.0551 1.1201 1.4114 1.0810
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Statistical (total) 0.0262 0.0016 0.0027  0.0034 0 0.0429 0.0429 0.0125 0.0281 0.0310 0.0386
Sea 7 mass 0.0055 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0001 0 0.0024 0.0002 0.0013 0.0026 0.0035 0.0046
Sea 1, mass 0.0022 0.0001  0.0002  0.0002 0 0.0009 0.0001 0.0014 0.0024 0.0024 0.0031
Lattice spacing 0.0073 <0.0001 0.0002  0.0003 0 0.0009 0.0001 0.0011 0.0021 0.0046 0.0046
2-point function 0.0245 0.0016 0.0027 0.0034 0 0.0428 0.0429 0.0123 0.0278 0.0304 0.0379
Systematic (total) 0.0555 0.0016 0.0054  0.0070 0 0.0208 0.0208 0.0018 0.0281 0.0830 0.0912
Scale setting 0.0026 <0.0001 0.0001  0.0002 0 0.0009 0.0009 0.0015 0.0021 0.0047 0.0053
D, mass 0.0004 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0003 0.0003 0.0010 0.0009 0.0005 0.0007
fit ansatz 0.0554 0.0016 0.0054 0.0070 0 0.0207 0.0207 0.0002 0.0279 0.0829 0.0910
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002  0.0002 - 0.0019 0.0019 - 0.0019 0.0019 0.0025
E: Central value 2.6460 0.0044 0.0134 0.0178 0.1247 0.0621 0.1868 1.0331 1.2432 1.4027 1.0359
Statistical (total) 0.0158 0.0002 0.0012 0.0013 0.0081 0.0222 0.0237 0.0073 0.0206 0.0240 0.0292
Sea 7 mass 0.0012 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0004 0.0024 0.0004 0.0007 0.0022 0.0031 0.0037
Sea 1, mass 0.0042 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0009 0.0003 0.0013 0.0023 0.0016 0.0015
Lattice spacing 0.0029 <0.0001 0.0001  0.0002 0.0010 0.0009 0.0002 0.0015 0.0028 0.0053 0.0062
2-point function 0.0149 0.0002 0.0012 0.0013 0.0080 0.0220 0.0237 0.0070 0.0202 0.0231 0.0283
Systematic (total) 0.0083 0.0001 0.0005 0.0006 0.0007 0.0030 0.0032 0.0019 0.0047 0.0123 0.0136
Scale setting 0.0045 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0007 0.0008 0.0015 0.0015 0.0031 0.0075 0.0085
D mass 0.0010 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0012 0.0013 0.0003 0.0006
fit ansatz 0.0069 0.0001 0.0005 0.0006 <0.0001 0.0021 0.0021 0.0001 0.0027 0.0096 0.0103
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002  0.0002 - 0.0020 0.0020 - 0.0020 0.0020 0.0026
Q. Central value 2.7801 0 0.0129  0.0129 0.2431 0.0766 0.3197 1.0464 1.3811 1.4052 0.9984
Statistical (total) 0.0134 0 0.0019  0.0019 0.0099 0.0212 0.0188 0.0062 0.0205 0.0260 0.0314
Sea 7 mass 0.0004 0 0.0001  0.0001 0.0012 <0.0001 0.0017 0.0004 0.0023 0.0036 0.0043
Sea 1, mass 0.0024 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0012 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0012 0.0007 0.0032 0.0035
Lattice spacing 0.0021 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0004 0.0011 0.0014 0.0026 0.0044 0.0052
2-point function 0.0130 0 0.0019 0.0019 0.0097 0.0212 0.0187 0.0059 0.0202 0.0252 0.0305
Systematic (total) 0.0040 0 0.0004 0.0004 0.0008 0.0031 0.0032 0.0023 0.0046 0.0073 0.0085
Scale setting 0.0036 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0008 0.0002 0.0010 0.0020 0.0029 0.0066 0.0074
D mass 0.0014 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0012 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003
fit ansatz 0.0010 0 0.0003 0.0003 <0.0001 0.0021 0.0021 <0.0001 0.0024 0.0022 0.0030
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002  0.0002 - 0.0023 0.0023 - 0.0023 0.0023 0.0029
Zee Central value 3.6358 0.0044  0.0067 0.0111 0 0.0741 0.0741 2.1305 2.2156 1.4201 0.7665
Statistical (total) 0.0145 0.0004 0.0014 0.0015 0 0.0203 0.0203 0.0287 0.0340 0.0337 0.0432
Sea 7 mass 0.0008 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0 0.0006 0.0002 0.0062 0.0063 0.0070 0.0089
Sea 1, mass 0.0023 <0.0001 0.0001  0.0001 0 0.0013 0.0003 0.0061 0.0056 0.0049 0.0064
Lattice spacing 0.0007 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0015 <0.0001 0.0018 0.0010 0.0036 0.0041
2-point function 0.0143 0.0004 0.0014 0.0015 0 0.0202 0.0203 0.0273 0.0329 0.0324 0.0416
Systematic (total) 0.0161 0.0012 0.0007  0.0018 0 0.0232 0.0232 0.0052 0.0258 0.0414 0.0490
Scale setting 0.0011 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0003 0.0003 0.0044 0.0045 0.0055 0.0068
D mass 0.0021 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0001 0.0027 0.0026 0.0005 0.0012
fit ansatz 0.0159 0.0012 0.0005 0.0017 0 0.0229 0.0229 0.0005 0.0249 0.0409 0.0483
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004  0.0004 - 0.0039 0.0039 - 0.0039 0.0039 0.0051
Qe Central value 3.7287 0 0.0083 0.0083 0.1187 0.0382 0.1569 2.0996 2.2629 1.4704 0.8031
Statistical (total) 0.0119 0 0.0013  0.0013 0.0075 0.0159 0.0141 0.0129 0.0185 0.0233 0.0284
Sea 7 mass 0.0007 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 0.0018 0.0022 0.0037 0.0048 0.0058
Sea ns mass 0.0007 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0002 0.0016 0.0026 0.0023 0.0040 0.0045
Lattice spacing 0.0006 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0007 0.0001 0.0011 0.0026 0.0035 0.0042 0.0051
2-point function 0.0118 0 0.0013 0.0013 0.0074 0.0159 0.0138 0.0122 0.0176 0.0220 0.0269
Systematic (total) 0.0034 0 0.0004 0.0004 0.0009 0.0041 0.0039 0.0038 0.0057 0.0076 0.0089
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Scale setting 0.0015 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0009 0.0011 0.0003 0.0031 0.0035 0.0065 0.0073
D;s mass 0.0030 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0023 0.0022 0.0003 0.0004
fit ansatz <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0003 0.0002 0.0002 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0039 0.0039 - 0.0039 0.0039 0.0051
Eie Central value 3.7097 0.0038 0.0071  0.0110 0 0.1057 0.1057 2.0237 2.1387 1.5707 0.9398
Statistical (total) 0.0157 0.0005 0.0015  0.0017 0 0.0206 0.0206 0.0238 0.0337 0.0348 0.0439
Sea 7 mass 0.0009 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0008 <0.0001 0.0057 0.0056 0.0043 0.0059
Sea ns mass 0.0030 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0015 0.0002 0.0028 0.0018 0.0060 0.0069
Lattice spacing 0.0032 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0009 0.0002 0.0051 0.0031 0.0052 0.0059
2-point function 0.0150 0.0005 0.0015 0.0017 0 0.0205 0.0206 0.0224 0.0330 0.0336 0.0425
Systematic (total) 0.0035 0.0000 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0047 0.0047 0.0063 0.0091 0.0112 0.0138
Scale setting 0.0024 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0 0.0005 0.0005 0.0055 0.0069 0.0094 0.0114
D mass 0.0022 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0001 0.0030 0.0028 0.0006 0.0014
fit ansatz 0.0014 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0028 0.0028 0.0005 0.0036 0.0047 0.0058
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0037 0.0037 - 0.0037 0.0037 0.0048
Q:. Central value 3.8265 0 0.0062  0.0062 0.1073 0.0461 0.1534 2.0428 2.1985 1.6192 0.9711
Statistical (total) 0.0107 0 0.0012  0.0012 0.0061 0.0160 0.0148 0.0137 0.0184 0.0219 0.0267
Sea 7 mass 0.0012 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0003 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0018 0.0022 0.0032 0.0038
Sea 1, mass 0.0009 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0047 0.0029 0.0040 0.0049
Lattice spacing 0.0010 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0005 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0033 0.0039 0.0048 0.0059
2-point function 0.0105 0 0.0012 0.0012 0.0061 0.0160 0.0148 0.0123 0.0176 0.0208 0.0253
Systematic (total) 0.0037 0 0.0004 0.0004 0.0002 0.0039 0.0039 0.0059 0.0060 0.0074 0.0090
Scale setting 0.0025 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0008 0.0006 0.0054 0.0042 0.0063 0.0075
D mass 0.0027 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0003 0.0024 0.0022 0.0005 0.0001
fit ansatz 0.0004 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0005 0.0005 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0002
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0038 0.0038 - 0.0038 0.0038 0.0049
Qcce Central value 4.8123 0 0.0071  0.0071 0 0.0446 0.0446 29773 3.0276 1.7841 0.8911
Statistical (total) 0.0084 0 0.0010  0.0010 0 0.0081 0.0081 0.0164 0.0166 0.0183 0.0229
Sea 7 mass 0.0008 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0007 0.0032 0.0021 0.0023 0.0029
Sea 1, mass 0.0006 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0050 0.0034 0.0030 0.0041
Lattice spacing 0.0004 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0042 0.0038 0.0039 0.0050
2-point function 0.0083 0 0.0010 0.0010 0 0.0081 0.0081 0.0147 0.0156 0.0175 0.0218
Systematic (total) 0.0041 0 0.0006  0.0006 0 0.0055 0.0055 0.0064 0.0085 0.0091 0.0114
Scale setting 0.0011 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0003 0.0003 0.0053 0.0054 0.0071 0.0087
D;s mass 0.0039 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0001 0.0035 0.0035 0.0001 0.0009
fit ansatz 0.0002 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0002 0.0002 0.0011 0.0007 0.0018 0.0020
Sea quark correction - - 0.0006 0.0006 - 0.0054 0.0054 - 0.0055 0.0055 0.0071
D Central value 1.8662 0.0039 0.0042 0.0081 0 0.0223 0.0223 1.1450 1.1748 0.6914 0.3448
Statistical (total) 0.0032 0.0001  0.0003  0.0003 0 0.0054 0.0054 0.0036 0.0053 0.0053 0.0067
Sea 7 mass 0.0005 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0003 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0006 <0.0001 0.0004
Sea ns mass 0.0002 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0007 0.0008 0.0010 0.0012
Lattice spacing 0.0007 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0004 0.0009 0.0011
2-point function 0.0031 0.0001 0.0003 0.0003 0 0.0054 0.0054 0.0035 0.0052 0.0051 0.0065
Systematic (total) 0.0047 0.0002  0.0003  0.0005 0 0.0021 0.0021 0.0014 0.0026 0.0049 0.0053
Scale setting 0.0003 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0008 0.0009 0.0012 0.0015
D, mass 0.0016 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0012 0.0004 <0.0001
fit ansatz 0.0044 0.0002 0.0002 0.0004 0 0.0004 0.0004 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0043 0.0043
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002 0.0002 - 0.0021 0.0021 - 0.0021 0.0021 0.0027
D*  Central value 2.0088 0.0037 0.0067 0.0104 0 0.0317 0.0317 1.0530 1.0954 0.9133 0.5901
Statistical (total) 0.0065 0.0002  0.0005 0.0005 0 0.0083 0.0084 0.0043 0.0073 0.0088 0.0106
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Sea 7 mass 0.0009 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0003 0.0003 0.0007 0.0003 0.0007 0.0007
Sea ns mass 0.0014 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0007 0.0002 0.0015 0.0011 0.0019 0.0022
Lattice spacing 0.0020 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0004 0.0002 0.0012 0.0010 0.0023 0.0026
2-point function 0.0060 0.0002 0.0005 0.0005 0 0.0083 0.0084 0.0038 0.0071 0.0082 0.0100
Systematic (total) 0.0069 0.0002 0.0004  0.0006 0 0.0020 0.0020 0.0020 0.0029 0.0086 0.0092
Scale setting 0.0023 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0017 0.0016 0.0039 0.0044
D, mass 0.0018 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0010 0.0010 0.0008 0.0005
fit ansatz 0.0062 0.0002 0.0004 0.0005 0 0.0006 0.0006 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0074 0.0077
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002  0.0002 - 0.0019 0.0019 - 0.0019 0.0019 0.0025
Dy Central value 1.9667 0 0.0037  0.0037 0.1039 0.0231 0.1270 1.1371 1.2685 0.6982 0.3240
Statistical (total) 0 0 0 0 0.0018 0 0.0018 0.0046 0.0048 0.0048 0.0061
Sea 7 mass 0 0 0 0 0.0004 0 0.0004 0.0008 0.0004 0.0004 0.0005
Sea ns mass 0 0 0 0 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0011 0.0011 0.0014
Lattice spacing 0 0 0 0 0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0022 0.0021 0.0021 0.0027
2-point function 0 0 0 0 0.0018 0 0.0018 0.0038 0.0041 0.0041 0.0053
Systematic (total) 0.0015 0 0.0002  0.0002 0.0003 0.0021 0.0022 0.0035 0.0039 0.0037 0.0047
Scale setting 0 0 0 0 0.0003 0 0.0003 0.0033 0.0030 0.0030 0.0038
D, mass 0.0015 0 0 0 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0012 0.0003 <0.0001
fit ansatz 0 0 0 0 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002 0.0002 - 0.0021 0.0021 - 0.0022 0.0022 0.0028
D} Central value 2.1142 0 0.0053  0.0053 0.1042 0.0326 0.1367 1.0455 1.1874 0.9274 0.5773
Statistical (total) 0.0035 0 0.0005  0.0005 0.0043 0.0066 0.0050 0.0037 0.0062 0.0086 0.0103
Sea 7 mass 0.0004 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0005 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0007 0.0002 0.0006
Sea 15 mass 0.0006 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0005 <0.0001 0.0001 0.0013 0.0014 0.0020 0.0024
Lattice spacing 0.0007 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0003 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0011 0.0012 0.0018 0.0022
2-point function 0.0034 0 0.0005 0.0005 0.0042 0.0066 0.0050 0.0033 0.0059 0.0082 0.0098
Systematic (total) 0.0021 0 0.0002  0.0002 0.0002 0.0020 0.0020 0.0022 0.0032 0.0044 0.0053
Scale setting 0.0016 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0018 0.0022 0.0039 0.0045
D, mass 0.0013 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0012 0.0001 0.0002
fit ansatz 0.0002 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0004 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0005 0.0006
Sea quark correction - - 0.0002 0.0002 - 0.0020 0.0020 - 0.0020 0.0020 0.0026
N  Central value 2.9758 0 0.0024  0.0024 0 0.0193 0.0193 2.0580 2.0793 0.8971 0.2836
Statistical (total) 0.0034 0 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0039 0.0038 0.0050 0.0062 0.0049 0.0063
Sea 7 mass 0.0004 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0005 0.0007 0.0009 0.0007 0.0010
Sea ns mass 0.0004 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0018 0.0022 0.0016 0.0022
Lattice spacing 0.0010 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0022 0.0021 0.0011 0.0017
2-point function 0.0032 0 0.0004 0.0004 0 0.0039 0.0038 0.0040 0.0053 0.0044 0.0056
Systematic (total) 0.0030 0 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0038 0.0038 0.0036 0.0050 0.0041 0.0054
Scale setting 0.0012 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0002 0.0002 0.0028 0.0026 0.0015 0.0022
D, mass 0.0028 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0022 0.0021 0.0006 <0.0001
fit ansatz <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0038 0.0038 - 0.0038 0.0038 0.0049
J/v¢ Central value 3.0918 0 0.0031  0.0031 0 0.0253 0.0253 1.9932 2.0214 1.0723 0.4760
Statistical (total) 0.0032 0 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0036 0.0036 0.0055 0.0065 0.0061 0.0078
Sea 7 mass 0.0003 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0003 0.0015 0.0007 0.0007 0.0007
Sea 15 mass 0.0003 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0028 0.0027 0.0022 0.0030
Lattice spacing 0.0003 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 0.0002 0.0023 0.0025 0.0023 0.0031
2-point function 0.0032 0 0.0004 0.0004 0 0.0036 0.0036 0.0039 0.0053 0.0051 0.0064
Systematic (total) 0.0026 0 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0037 0.0037 0.0040 0.0052 0.0048 0.0062
Scale setting <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0003 0.0003 0.0034 0.0031 0.0031 0.0040
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D mass 0.0026 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0021 0.0021 0.0006 <0.0001
fit ansatz <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0001 0.0003 0.0004 0.0004 0.0006
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0036 0.0036 - 0.0037 0.0037 0.0047
Xco Central value 3.3980 0 0.0073  0.0073 0 0.0757 0.0757 2.0878 2.1850 1.2281 0.5837
Statistical (total) 0.0186 0 0.0025  0.0025 0 0.0194 0.0195 0.0282 0.0308 0.0378 0.0462
Sea m mass 0.0007 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0003 0.0007 0.0016 0.0020 0.0020 0.0026
Sea 15 mass 0.0016 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0002 0.0014 0.0024 0.0004 0.0019 0.0021
Lattice spacing 0.0005 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0003 0.0024 0.0028 0.0025 0.0033
2-point function 0.0185 0 0.0025 0.0025 0 0.0194 0.0194 0.0279 0.0306 0.0376 0.0460
Systematic (total) 0.0028 0 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0038 0.0038 0.0032 0.0049 0.0050 0.0062
Scale setting 0.0004 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0004 0.0004 0.0024 0.0023 0.0030 0.0037
D mass 0.0028 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0021 0.0020 0.0008 0.0002
fit ansatz <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0002 0.0002 <0.0001 0.0004 0.0005 0.0006
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0038 0.0038 - 0.0038 0.0038 0.0050
Xc1  Central value 3.5166 0 0.0058  0.0058 0 0.0552 0.0552 2.0046 2.0643 1.4668 0.8585
Statistical (total) 0.0226 0 0.0029  0.0029 0 0.0222 0.0222 0.0179 0.0279 0.0336 0.0411
Sea 7 mass 0.0015 0 0.0002 0.0002 0 <0.0001 0.0011 0.0008 0.0027 0.0033 0.0041
Sea 15 mass 0.0033 0 0.0001  0.0001 0 0.0003 0.0003 0.0015 0.0032 0.0047 0.0056
Lattice spacing 0.0009 0 0.0001  0.0001 0 0.0001 0.0007 0.0035 0.0029 0.0041 0.0050
2-point function 0.0223 0 0.0029 0.0029 0 0.0222 0.0222 0.0175 0.0274 0.0328 0.0402
Systematic (total) 0.0037 0 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0037 0.0037 0.0040 0.0055 0.0069 0.0083
Scale setting 0.0021 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0002 0.0002 0.0035 0.0035 0.0057 0.0068
D mass 0.0030 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0019 0.0020 0.0012 0.0006
fit ansatz <0.0001 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0006 0.0006 <0.0001 0.0006 <0.0001 0.0002
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0037 0.0037 - 0.0037 0.0037 0.0048
he  Central value 3.5415 0 0.0109  0.0109 0 0.0404 0.0404 1.9860 2.0381 1.5223 0.9222
Statistical (total) 0.0180 0 0.0028  0.0028 0 0.0216 0.0217 0.0219 0.0290 0.0359 0.0440
Sea 7 mass 0.0023 0 0.0002 0.0002 0 0.0008 0.0015 0.0018 0.0031 0.0015 0.0028
Sea 15 mass 0.0018 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0006 0.0006 0.0018 0.0030 0.0020 0.0031
Lattice spacing 0.0027 0 0.0002  0.0002 0 0.0005 0.0005 0.0041 0.0023 0.0044 0.0051
2-point function 0.0176 0 0.0028 0.0028 0 0.0216 0.0216 0.0214 0.0286 0.0355 0.0435
Systematic (total) 0.0037 0 0.0004  0.0004 0 0.0039 0.0039 0.0053 0.0070 0.0090 0.0109
Scale setting 0.0027 0 0.0001  0.0001 0 0.0009 0.0009 0.0047 0.0053 0.0082 0.0097
D mass 0.0025 0 <0.0001 <0.0001 0 0.0004 0.0004 0.0025 0.0027 0.0002 0.0010
fit ansatz 0.0004 0 0.0002  0.0002 0 0.0009 0.0009 0.0001 0.0010 0.0003 0.0006
Sea quark correction - - 0.0004 0.0004 - 0.0036 0.0036 - 0.0036  0.0036 0.0047
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