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Abstract

A product of gauge fields generated by the Yang–Mills gradient flow at posi-
tive flow time does not exhibit the coincidence-point singularity and thus the
definition of a local product is independent of the regularization. Such a local
product can furthermore be expanded by renormalized local operators at zero
flow time with finite coefficients which are governed by renormalization group
equations. Using these facts, we construct a formula that relates the small
flow-time limit of certain gauge invariant local products and the correctly-
normalized conserved energy-momentum tensor in the Yang–Mills theory.
Our formula provides a possible method to compute correlation functions of
a well-defined energy-momentum tensor by using the lattice regularization
and the Monte Carlo simulation.

Keywords: Energy-momentum tensor, Yang–Mills gradient flow, Lattice
gauge theory, Wilson flow

1. Introduction

The energy-momentum tensor—the Noether current associated with the
translational invariance—is a fundamental observable in any local field the-
ory. Its moments furthermore define the generators of rotational and confor-
mal transformations. See Refs. [1, 2] and references cited therein. Despite
of its obvious importance, the realization of the energy-momentum tensor
in a non-perturbative framework of field theory provided by the spacetime
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lattice is very difficult. This is simply because the spacetime lattice explic-
itly breaks the translational invariance. It is certainly possible to construct
a conserved energy-momentum tensor with the lattice regularization, by ad-
justing coefficients in a linear combination of dimension 4 operators which
possibly mixes with the energy-momentum tensor [3, 4].1 Although this
method is in principle sufficient when the energy-momentum tensor is in
“isolation”, i.e., when the energy-momentum tensor is separated from other
composite operators, it is not obvious at all how one can control the ambigu-
ity of possible higher dimensional operators which may contribute when the
energy-momentum tensor coincides with other operators in position space.
This implies that it is not obvious at all whether the energy-momentum ten-
sor constructed in the above method generates correctly-normalized transla-
tions (and rotational and conformal transformations) on composite operators
through Ward–Takahashi (WT) relations. For example, since the fact that
the trace or conformal anomaly [7, 8] is proportional to the renormalization
group functions [9, 10, 11] is a direct consequence of WT relations [12], it is
not obvious whether the above lattice energy-momentum tensor reproduces
the correct trace anomaly beyond the one-loop level. Use of a non-invariant
regularization is very costly.

In the present note, we consider a quite different approach to the above
problem, by taking the Yang–Mills theory as an example. We apply the so-
called Yang–Mills gradient flow (or the Wilson flow in the context of lattice
gauge theory) whose usefulness in lattice gauge theory has recently been
revealed [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. A salient feature of the Yang–
Mills gradient flow is its ultraviolet (UV) finiteness [15]. More precisely,
any product of gauge fields generated by the gradient flow at positive flow
time t is UV finite under the standard renormalization. Such a product
moreover does not exhibit any singularities even if some positions of gauge
fields coincide. The basic mechanism for this is that the flow equation is
a sort of diffusion equation and the evolution operator in the momentum
space ∼ e−tk2 acts as an UV regulator for t > 0. This property of the
gradient flow implies that the definition of a local product of gauge fields
for a positive flow time is independent of the regularization (in the limit in
which the regulator is removed). Thus, any local product can be studied

1A somewhat different approach on the basis of the N = 1 supersymmetry has been
given in Refs. [5, 6].
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by using an arbitrary regularization. This property indicates the possibility
that quantities obtained by different regularizations are related by using the
gradient flow as an intermediate tool. This principle is particularly noticeable
in the recent application of the gradient flow to the precise determination of
low-energy constants in QCD [21]. In our present context, there is a hope to
relate quantities obtained by the lattice regularization and the dimensional
regularization with which the translational invariance is manifest.

As noted in Ref. [15], furthermore, a local product of gauge fields for
a positive flow time can be expanded by renormalized local operators of
the original gauge theory with finite coefficients. Those coefficients satisfy
certain renormalization group equations that, combined with the dimensional
analysis, provide the information on the coefficients as the function of the flow
time. Because of the asymptotic freedom, one can then use the perturbation
theory to find the asymptotic behavior of the coefficients for small flow times.

By combining these facts, one can actually obtain a formula that relates
the small flow-time limit of certain gauge invariant local products and the
energy-momentum tensor defined by the dimensional regularization. Since
the former can be computed by using the Wilson flow with the lattice reg-
ularization [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21] and the latter is conserved
and generates correctly-normalized translations on composite operators, our
formula provides a possible method to compute correlation functions of a
correctly-normalized conserved energy-momentum tensor by using the Monte
Carlo simulation.

In th present note, we entirely follow the notational convention of Ref. [15].

2. Yang–Mills theory and the energy-momentum tensor

In the present note, we consider the SU(N) Yang–Mills theory defined in
a D dimensional Euclidean space,

S =
1

4g20

∫

dDxF a
µν(x)F

a
µν(x), (2.1)

where the field strength is define by

Fµν(x) = ∂µAν(x)− ∂νAµ(x) + [Aµ(x), Aν(x)]. (2.2)

We set
D = 4− 2ǫ, (2.3)
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and the mass dimension of the bare gauge coupling g0 is ǫ.
Assuming that the theory is regularized by the dimensional regulariza-

tion (for a very nice exposition, see Ref. [22]), one can define the energy-
momentum tensor for the system (2.1) simply by (see, for example, Ref. [23])

Tµν(x) =
1

g20

[

F a
µρ(x)F

a
νρ(x)−

1

4
δµνF

a
ρσ(x)F

a
ρσ(x)

]

, (2.4)

up to the terms attributed to the gauge fixing and the Faddeev–Popov ghost
fields, which are irrelevant in correlation functions of gauge invariant opera-
tors. Note that the mass dimension of the energy-momentum tensor is D.

The advantage of the dimensional regularization is its translational invari-
ance. The energy-momentum tensor naively constructed from bare quanti-
ties (2.4) is thus conserved and generates correctly-normalized translations
on any gauge invariant operator O through a WT relation,

∫

dDx 〈∂µTµν(x)O〉 = −〈∂νO〉 , (2.5)

where it is understood that the derivative in the right-hand side is acting
all the positions in O. Combined with the dimensional counting and the
gauge invariance, this WT relation implies that the energy-momentum ten-
sor Tµν(x) is finite and [24, 10],2

Tµν(x)− 〈Tµν(x)〉 = {Tµν}R (x). (2.6)

3. Yang–Mills gradient flow and gauge invariant products

3.1. Yang–Mills gradient flow and the small flow-time expansion

The Yang–Mills gradient flow defines a D + 1 dimensional gauge poten-
tial B(t, x) along a fictions time t, according to the flow equation,

∂tBµ(t, x) = DνGνµ(t, x) + α0Dµ∂νBν(t, x). (3.1)

The initial condition for the flow is

Bµ(t = 0, x) = Aµ(x), (3.2)

2Here, we define the renormalized operator by subtracting its vacuum expectation
value. With the dimensional regularization, this subtraction is automatic to all orders in
the perturbation theory.
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where Aµ(x) is the D dimensional gauge potential in the previous section.
The D+1 dimensional field strength and the covariant derivative in Eq. (3.1)
are defined by

Gµν(t, x) = ∂µBν(t, x)− ∂νBµ(t, x) + [Bµ(t, x), Bν(t, x)], (3.3)

and
Dµ = ∂µ + [Bµ, ·], (3.4)

respectively. In Eq. (3.1), the last term is introduced to suppress the evo-
lution to the direction of gauge degrees of freedom and it breaks the gauge
invariance. Nevertheless, it can be seen that any gauge invariant operator is
independent of the parameter α0 [13]. Note that the mass dimension of the
flow time t is −2.

Now, from the field strength extended to the D + 1 dimension (3.3), we
define a D + 1 dimensional analogue of the energy-momentum tensor by

Uµν(t, x) ≡ Ga
µρ(t, x)G

a
νρ(t, x)−

1

4
δµνG

a
ρσ(t, x)G

a
ρσ(t, x). (3.5)

Although this is similarly in form to the original energy-momentum ten-
sor (2.4), it is not obvious a priori how this D + 1 dimensional object and
Eq. (2.4) are related. To find the relationship between them is the prin-
cipal task of the present note. We also use the density operator analysed
in Ref. [13],

E(t, x) ≡ 1

4
Ga

µν(t, x)G
a
µν(t, x). (3.6)

As shown in Ref. [15], for t > 0, any correlation function of Bµ(t, x) is
ultraviolet (UV) finite after the standard renormalization in the D dimen-
sional Yang–Mills theory. This property holds even for any local product
of Bµ(t, x) such as Eqs. (3.5) and (3.6). Also, for small flow times, a local
product of Bµ(t, x) can be regarded as a local field in the D dimensional
sense because the flow equation (3.1) is basically a diffusion equation along
the time t and the diffusion length in x is

√
8t. These properties allow us

to express, as explained in Sec. 8 of Ref. [15], Uµν(t, x) and E(t, x) as an
asymptotic series of D dimensional renormalized local operators with finite
coefficients. Considering the gauge invariance and the index structure, we
have for D = 4,

Uµν(t, x) = cT (t) {Tµν}R (x) + cS(t)δµν

{

1

4
F a
ρσF

a
ρσ

}

R

(x) +O(t), (3.7)
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where abbreviated terms are the contribution of operators with the mass
dimension higher or equal to 6. We assume that the renormalized operators
in the right-hand side are defined by the minimal subtraction (MS) scheme.3

For Eq. (3.6), similarly, we have for D = 4

E(t, x) = 〈E(t, x)〉+ cE(t)

{

1

4
F a
ρσF

a
ρσ

}

R

(x) +O(t). (3.8)

In the expansion (3.7), we have no c number expectation value term,
because from Eq. (3.5),

〈Uµν(t, x)〉 =
2ǫ

D
δµν 〈E(t, x)〉 , (3.9)

and because 〈E(t, x)〉 is UV finite as [13],

〈E(t, x)〉 = 3(N2 − 1)

128π2t2
g2 +O(g4), (3.10)

thus Eq. (3.9) vanishes in the ǫ → 0 limit. In Eq. (3.10), the renormalized
gauge coupling g is defined by

g20 ≡ µ2ǫg2Z, (3.11)

where µ is the renormalization scale and Z is the renormalization factor.
By eliminating the renormalized action density from Eqs. (3.7) and (3.8),

we have

{Tµν}R (x) =
1

cT (t)
Uµν(t, x)−

cS(t)

cT (t)cE(t)
δµν [E(t, x)− 〈E(t, x)〉] +O(t).

(3.12)
This expression relates the energy-momentum tensor (2.6) and the short
flow-time behavior of gauge-invariant local products defined by the gradient
flow.

3.2. Constraint from the trace anomaly

Since Uµν(t, x) (3.5) is traceless for D = 4,

δµνUµν(t, x) = 2ǫE(t, x)
ǫ→0−−→ 0, (3.13)

3We assume that the renormalized operators in the right-hand side are defined by
subtracting their vacuum expectation values.
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because E(t, x) (3.6) is finite and does not produces a 1/ǫ singularity, while
the trace part of the energy-momentum tensor is given by the trace anomaly [9,
10, 11],

δµν {Tµν}R (x)

= δµν [Tµν(x)− 〈Tµν(x)〉]

= ǫ
1

2g20
F a
ρσ(x)F

a
ρσ(x)−

〈

ǫ
1

2g20
F a
ρσ(x)F

a
ρσ(x)

〉

ǫ→0−−→ − β

2g3
{

F a
ρσF

a
ρσ

}

R
(x), (3.14)

the coefficients cT (t) and cS(t) in Eq. (3.7) are not independent. In the last
line of Eq. (3.14), β denotes the β function for D = 4, defined by

β ≡
(

µ
∂

∂µ

)

0

g = −1

2
g

(

µ
∂

∂µ

)

0

lnZ, (3.15)

where the subscript 0 implies that the derivative is taken while the bare
quantities are kept fixed. Thus, considering the trace part of Eq. (3.7), we
have for D = 4,

cS(t) =
β

2g3
cT (t). (3.16)

We note that in the MS scheme,

Z = 1− 1

ǫ

[

b0g
2 +

1

2
b1g

4 +O(g6)

]

+O

(

1

ǫ2

)

, (3.17)

where

b0 =
11N

48π2
, b1 =

17N2

384π4
, (3.18)

and Eqs. (3.11) and (3.15) yield

β = −b0g
3 − b1g

5 +O(g7). (3.19)

4. Renormalization group equation and the limiting formula

4.1. Renormalization group equation for the coefficients

We now operate
(

µ
∂

∂µ

)

0

, (4.1)
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on the both sides of Eq. (3.7). Since the left-hand side of Eq. (3.7), i.e.,
Eq. (3.5), is entirely defined in terms of bare quantities (through the gradient
flow equation (3.1) and the initial condition (3.2)), the action of (4.1) on the
left-hand side identically vanishes. In the right-hand side, this vanishing-ness
must hold in each powers of t and, considering the case µ 6= ν and µ = ν, we
infer that

(

µ
∂

∂µ

)

0

cT (t) {Tµν}R (x) = 0, (4.2)

(

µ
∂

∂µ

)

0

cS(t)

{

1

4
F a
ρσF

a
ρσ

}

R

(x) = 0. (4.3)

For the first relation (4.2), we recall that the energy-momentum tensor
is not renormalized as Eq. (2.6). Then by expressing the operation (4.1) in
terms of renormalized quantities, we have

(

µ
∂

∂µ
+ β

∂

∂g

)

cT (t) = 0. (4.4)

For Eq. (4.3), on the other hand, we may set

F a
ρσ(x)F

a
ρσ(x)−

〈

F a
ρσ(x)F

a
ρσ(x)

〉

≡ ZS

{

F a
ρσF

a
ρσ

}

R
(x), (4.5)

and this implies
(

µ
∂

∂µ
+ β

∂

∂g
+ γS

)

cS(t) = 0, (4.6)

where

γS ≡ −
(

µ
∂

∂µ

)

0

lnZS. (4.7)

Similarly, for Eq. (3.8), we have

(

µ
∂

∂µ
+ β

∂

∂g
+ γS

)

cE(t) = 0, (4.8)

and thus
(

µ
∂

∂µ
+ β

∂

∂g

)

cS(t)

cE(t)
= 0. (4.9)

The above renormalization group equations for the coefficients imply that,
by the standard argument and the fact that dimensionless quantities can
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depend on µ only through the dimensionless combination
√
8tµ,

cT (t)(g;µ) = cT (t0)(ḡ(−ξ);µ0), (4.10)

cS(t)(g;µ) = exp

[
∫

−ξ

0

dξ′ γS (ḡ(ξ
′))

]

cS(t0)(ḡ(−ξ);µ0), (4.11)

cS(t)

cE(t)
(g;µ) =

cS(t0)

cE(t0)
(ḡ(−ξ);µ0), (4.12)

where we have explicitly written the dependence on the renormalized gauge
coupling and on the renormalization scale. In these expressions, the running
coupling ḡ(ξ) is defined by

dḡ(ξ)

dξ
= β (ḡ(ξ)) , ḡ(0) = g, (4.13)

and we introduced a variable

ξ ≡ ln

√
8tµ√
8t0µ0

. (4.14)

Although we do not need to know the renormalization constant ZS in Eq. (4.5)
and the anomalous dimension γS in Eq. (4.7) in what follows, it is interesting
to note that they can be determined from the trace anomaly (3.14). Plugging
Eqs. (3.11) and (4.5) into Eq. (3.14), we have

ǫ
ZS

Z

ǫ→0−−→ −β

g
. (4.15)

In the MS scheme with which only pole terms are subtracted, this implies

ZS

Z
= 1− 1

ǫ

β

g
. (4.16)

Then, using Eq. (3.15), Eq. (4.7) yields

γS = −g3
d

dg

(

β

g3

)

. (4.17)

This shows that γS becomes non-trivial only from the two-loop order,

γS = 2b1g
4 +O(g6). (4.18)
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In the one-loop order, the running couping (4.13) is given by

ḡ(−ξ)2 =
1

2b0

1

−ξ + 1/(2b0g2)
=

1

2b0

1

− ln(
√
8tΛ) + ln(

√
8t0µ0)

, (4.19)

where Λ is the Λ parameter in the one-loop level,

Λ = µe−1/(2b0g2), (4.20)

and the integral appearing in Eqs. (4.11) is

∫

−ξ

0

dξ′ γS (ḡ(ξ
′)) =

b1
b0

[

g2 − ḡ(−ξ)2
]

. (4.21)

In the small flow-time limit t → 0, −ξ → +∞ and the running cou-
pling ḡ(−ξ) (4.19) becomes very small. Thus, the right-hand sides of Eqs. (4.10)–
(4.12) allow us to compute the small flow-time behavior of the coefficients
by using the perturbation theory.

4.2. Lowest order approximation and the limiting formula

By considering the solution of the flow equation (3.1) (see Ref. [15]) in
the tree-level approximation, in Eq. (3.7), we have

cT (t) = g20 +O(t), (4.22)

simply because of our definition of the energy-momentum tensor (2.4). If
we apply Eq. (4.10) to this expression by substituting Eq. (4.19), it depends
on

√
8t0µ0 while the left-hand side of Eq. (4.10) does not. This shows that

cT (t) should depend on g2 and
√
8tµ through a particular combination as

cT (t) = g2µ2ǫ
{

1 + g2
[

2b0 ln(
√
8tµ) + c1

]}

+O(g6) +O(t)

= g20Z
−1

{

1 + g20µ
−2ǫ

[

2b0 ln(
√
8tµ) + c1

]}

+O(g60) +O(t), (4.23)

where c1 is a constant. Similarly, since the lowest-order approximation yields

cE(t) = 1 +O(t), cS(t) = −b0
2
g20µ

−2ǫ +O(t), (4.24)
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where the latter follows from Eq. (3.16), we have

cS(t)

cE(t)
= −b0

2
g2

{

1 + g2
[

2b0 ln(
√
8tµ) + c2

]}

+O(g6) +O(t)

= −b0
2
g20µ

−2ǫZ−1
{

1 + g20µ
−2ǫ

[

2b0 ln(
√
8tµ) + c2

]}

+O(g60) +O(t),

(4.25)

where c2 is another constant.4

Applying Eqs. (4.10) and (4.12) to above expressions and using Eq. (4.19),
we have asymptotic behaviors of the coefficients in Eq. (3.12),

1

cT (t)
t→0−−→ −2b0 ln(

√
8tΛ)− c1, (4.28)

and
cS(t)

cE(t)

t→0−−→ −b0
2

1

−2b0 ln(
√
8tΛ)− c2

, (4.29)

and hence
cS(t)

cT (t)cE(t)

t→0−−→ −b0
2

[

1− c1 − c2

−2b0 ln(
√
8tΛ)

]

. (4.30)

In particular, as the limiting formula, we have

{Tµν}R (x) = lim
t→0+

{

−2b0 ln(
√
8tΛ)Uµν(t, x) +

b0
2
δµν [E(t, x)− 〈E(t, x)〉]

}

.

(4.31)
This is the relation that we were seeking. One can obtain the correctly-
normalized conserved energy-momentum tensor from the small flow-time
limit of gauge invariant products given by the Yang–Mills gradient flow.

4Using Eq. (4.23) in Eq. (3.16), we have

cS(t) = −b0

2
g20µ

−2ǫZ−1

{

1 + g20µ
−2ǫ

[

2b0 ln(
√
8tµ) +

b1

b0
+ c1

]}

+O(g60), (4.26)

and then using Eq. (4.25),

cE(t) = 1 + g2
0
µ−2ǫ

(

b1

b0
+ c1 − c2

)

+O(g4
0
). (4.27)
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It is interesting to note that the limiting form (4.31) is quite independent of
the detailed definition of the gradient flow; the form and coefficients follow
merely from the finiteness of the local products and the renormalizability of
the Yang–Mills theory. The sub-leading corrections in the asymptotic form,
i.e., the coefficients c1 and c2 in Eqs. (4.28) and (4.29) will, on the other
hand, depend on the detailed definition of the gradient flow. For off-diagonal
elements of the energy-momentum tensor, the formula reduces to

{Tµν}R (x) = −2b0 lim
t→0+

ln(
√
8tΛ)Uµν(t, x), for µ 6= ν, (4.32)

and the trace part is simply given by

δµν {Tµν}R (x) = 2b0 lim
t→0+

[E(t, x)− 〈E(t, x)〉] . (4.33)

5. Conclusion

In the present note, for the Yang–Mills theory, we constructed a formula
that relates the short flow-time limit of some gauge invariant local prod-
ucts generated by the Yang–Mills gradient flow and the correctly-normalized
conserved energy-momentum tensor. Our final result is Eq. (4.31). The
right-hand side of Eq. (4.31) can be computed by the Wilson flow in lattice
gauge theory with appropriate discretizations of operators (3.5) and (3.6)
(see Refs. [13, 16], for example). Here, the continuum limit a → 0 must be
firstly taken and the t → 0 limit is taken afterwards; otherwise our basic
reasoning does not hold.

Although the t → 0 limiting expression (4.31) is correct, we do not mean
the formula itself is practically optimal. For our reasoning to work, the lattice
spacing a must be much smaller compared with the square-root of the flow
time

√
8t. For the t → 0 limit, therefore, we have to make the lattice spacing

quite small. It must be thus useful to know sub-leading corrections to the for-
mula (4.31) for small t. The constants c1 and c2 in Eq. (4.28) and (4.29) tell
the sub-leading corrections and these can be determined by computing some
(actually 15) one-loop Feynman diagrams.5 In any case, the practical feasi-
bility of Eq. (4.31) to be carefully examined; one worries about the contam-
ination by higher dimensional operators (i.e., O(t) terms in Eq. (3.12)) and
the finite-size effect which we did not take into account in the present note.

5We hope to report this computation in the near future.
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If our strategy turns to be practically feasible, it provides a completely new
method to compute correlation functions containing the energy-momentum
tensor. It is clear that the present approach to the energy-momentum tensor
on the lattice is not limited to the case of the Yang–Mills theory, although
the treatment might be slightly complicated with the presence of the scalar
field. The application will then include, the determination of the shear and
bulk viscosity (see Refs. [25, 26], for example), the measurement of thermo-
dynamical quantities (see Ref. [27] and references cited therein), the mass
and the decay constant of the pseudo Nambu–Goldstone boson associated
with the (classical) dilatation invariance (see Ref. [28] and references cited
therein), and so on.

It is also clear that our basic idea that operators defined with the lattice
regularization and in the continuum theory can be related through the gradi-
ent flow is not limited to the energy-momentum tensor. It might be possible
to construct, for example, an ideal chiral current or an ideal supercurrent on
the lattice, by using the gradient flow as an intermediate tool. It appears
interesting to pursue this idea.
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