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1 Introduction.

The main renormalization scheme used in quantum field theory is the modified minimal sub-
traction, MS, scheme introduced in [T 2]. It has many elegant features which can be exploited
to determine the renormalization group functions to a very high loop order. One of these is
that of calculability. Briefly, only the divergences with respect to the regulator are removed,
together with a specific finite part, In(4we~7) where 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant [2]. Or-
dinarily for conventional perturbation theory calculations one uses dimensional regularization in
d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions and € plays the role of the regulator. Given this one need only consider
the underlying massless quantum field theory safe in the knowledge that in this renormalization
scheme the divergences will be mass independent. Thus, since massless Feynman graphs are
significantly easier to compute than massive ones, then one can extract the ultraviolet diver-
gences to high loop order. Moreover, using the scheme in gauge theories with massless fields
gauge symmetry is preserved, [I]. Thus MS has been established as the favoured scheme for
many years. However, for certain problems it is not necessarily the best choice. For instance,
in lattice gauge theory computations it is not practical to implement since, for example, it is
expensive for calculating Green’s functions involving derivatives. Instead physical schemes such
as the modified regularization invariant (RI’) scheme have been introduced, [3, 4]. These are
asymmetric in that the definition is related to the choice of momentum configuration of 3-point
functions. Related types of physical schemes, but not motivated by lattice considerations, are
the momentum subtraction schemes of [5] denoted by MOM. These differ from RI’ schemes in
that the 3-point function momentum configuration is completely symmetric. Hence they do not
suffer from infrared issues as the configuration does not have exceptional momenta. Both RI'
and MOM schemes differ from MS in that finite pieces are absorbed into the renormalization
constants which therefore depend on external momentum scales. As a corollary they are more
difficult to calculate in analytically to high loop order. Irrespective of which scheme one chooses
to use for an analysis, through the structure of the renormalization group equation it is possible
to relate results. Thus within perturbation theory one can compute the conversion functions
which allow one to map, for example, the coupling constant defined in one scheme to that in
another. The other parameters and renormalization group functions can equally be related by
the same formalism.

A more recent development has been the introduction of another variant within the RI’ and
MOM family of physical renormalization schemes, [6]. It is called the minimal MOM scheme
and is motivated by a property of the ghost-gluon vertex of QCD in the Landau gauge. This
property is the non-renormalization of the vertex, [7]. However, the scheme is an extension of
the concept beyond this specific gauge in a way which preserves a definition of the coupling
constant in terms of the ghost and gluon form factors, [6]. This effective running coupling
constant has been the subject of intense interest in recent years due to interesting features at
medium and low energies which were noted earlier in [§]. For instance, it is believed that there
are dimension two deviations from the expected running when compared to pure perturbation
theory. The most recent work, [9], appears to reaffirm this property. With the minimal MOM
scheme the effective coupling constant is not only simple to define but from a practical point of
view does not require full knowledge of the ghost-gluon vertex function as would be necessary
in other schemes [6]. Indeed in spite of being a non-exceptional momentum configuration it is
numerically harder to extract a clean signal from the lattice for a fully symmetric vertex such
as in the MOM context. In developing the minimal MOM scheme, [6], the four loop QCD
B-function was determined for SU(N.) not only in the Landau gauge but also for a particular
formulation of a linear covariant gauge. The full set of renormalization group functions as far
as they could be calculated were not given. Therefore, it is the purpose of this note to provide



the wave function renormalization group functions to as far a loop order as is possible. For
an arbitrary colour group this is to three loops for the wave functions and four loops for the
B-function and quark mass anomalous dimension. Though we will also provide the former to
four loops for SU(N.). We will do this in two ways. The first is the direct evaluation of all
the three loop Green’s functions where the minimal MOM renormalization scheme definition
is implemented directly. The second is by construction of the associated conversion functions
and use of the renormalization group equations. This will serve as a check on our computations
and allow us to deduce four loop information. One of the reasons for the direct renormalization
is that it provides a non-trivial independent check on the results of [6]. There the S-function
was adduced from known finite parts of Green’s functions given in [10]. As a separate exercise
we choose to work in a minor variation of the original minimal MOM scheme and that is to
renormalize the gauge parameter, «, in the full ethos of the minimal MOM scheme. In [6]
the renormalization of the gauge parameter is completely equivalent to that of the MS scheme.
Though our results will equate for the Landau gauge. A similar issue for « arises in the RI’ case
[11]. Finally, given the interest in the behaviour of the effective coupling constant in the Landau
gauge and its power law deviation, we will provide the minimal MOM anomalous dimension
of the operator thought to be associated with the dimension two correction which is %AZA““
where A is the gluon. This is in order to allow one to perform a complete renormalization
group running analysis in the minimal MOM scheme for such infrared problems.

The paper is organized as follows. We recall the definition and properties of the minimal
MOM scheme in section 2 before recording our results in the subsequent section. These include
the renormalization group functions and the conversion functions for an arbitrary colour group.
For MS renormalization group functions which are only known at four loops for SU(N.), we
provide the corresponding minimal MOM scheme results in section 4 together with those for the
dimension two operator anomalous dimension. A conclusion is provided in section 5.

2 Formalism.

We begin by recalling the definition of the minimal MOM scheme, [6]. First, if we denote bare
quantities in the QCD Lagrangian by the subscript o, then in our notation the renormalization
constants, Z;, are given by

A = VLA = VT W = [z
ay = Z;lZAa , Mo = MLy , Go = U249 (2.1)

where Aj is the gluon, ¢* is the Faddeev-Popov ghost and ' is the quark. The indices have
the ranges 1 < a < Ny, 1 <4 < Np and 1 < I < Ny where N and Ny are the respective
dimensions of the fundamental and adjoint representations of the colour group and Ny is the
number of massive quarks each of the same mass m. The coupling constant is g and « is the
gauge parameter of the linear covariant gauge. The Landau gauge corresponds to o = 0. We
use the above definition of the renormalization of « to be consistent with [IT]. Throughout
we use dimensional regularization in d = 4 — 2¢ spacetime dimensions and the mass scale p is
introduced to ensure the coupling constant is dimensionless in d-dimensions. With these formal
definitions of the renormalization constants they are then determined explicitly by specifying
a scheme to absorb the infinities in the various 2 and 3-point functions of the theory. For
instance, MS corresponds to removing only the poles in € together with a certain finite part at
some subtraction point.

For momentum subtraction schemes, denoted generally by MOM, the scheme is defined such
that at the subtraction point the poles in € together with all the finite part are absorbed into the



renormalization constant, [5]. For the QCD Lagrangian this produces several different schemes
since there are several vertices which one can use to define the coupling constant renormalization.
Choosing one, say, means that the remaining vertex functions are finite and consistent with the
Slavnov-Taylor identities. The variation on this approach introduced in [6] is that the 2-point
functions are renormalized using the MOM criterion of [5] but the 3-point vertices are treated
differently. Specifically, to ease comparison with lattice analyses the completely symmetric
subtraction point of [5] is not used. Instead the asymmetric point is used where the external
momentum of an external leg is nullified. Moreover, partly motivated by the non-renormalization
of the ghost-gluon vertex in the Landau gauge, [7], the coupling constant renormalization is
defined by ensuring that this vertex renormalization constant is the same as the MS one. One
benefit of this, [6], is that to define the scheme one only needs to know the vertex structure in
the MS scheme which reduces work for non-perturbative applications. In our notation, (2.I),
this corresponds to, [6],

Z;\/IS /Z}XISZ}/IS — Z;HMOM /ZLHMOMZ?MOM (22)

where mMOM denotes the minimal MOM scheme. Though, in this formal definition it is
important to appreciate that the variables g and « on either side of the equation are in different
schemes. We note that throughout our convention is that when a scheme is specified as a label
on a quantity then it is a function of the parameters g and « in that scheme. With (2.2]) then all
the renormalization constants of massless QCD are defined for the minimal MOM scheme, [6].
As noted earlier in [6] the gauge parameter renormalization was treated as an MS one rather
than define it as the full MOM renormalization as used in [5]. Therefore, we will follow the
approach of [5] here and have a minimal MOM «. From the practical point of view our results
in the Landau gauge will be the same and differ only in the o dependent part.

The procedure we have used is to apply the MINCER algorithm, [12], to the massless QCD
Lagrangian and compute all the 2-point functions as well as the ghost-gluon vertex at the
asymmetric point. The quark mass anomalous dimension will be discussed later. This algorithm
evaluates massless three loop 2-point functions to the finite part in dimensional regularization.
It has been encoded, [13], in the symbolic manipulation language FORM, [14], which is our main
computational tool. The Feynman diagrams are generated by QGRAF, [I5], and the output
converted into FORM input notation. As all graphs are evaluated to the finite parts then we
can extract the explicit renormalization constants in the minimal MOM. We do this first by
renormalizing the 2-point functions before defining the coupling constant renormalization via
([22]). Then one proceeds to the next loop order. In using the definition of the coupling constant
renormalization we have to relate the parameters between the schemes. For the gauge parameter
this is given by o

Zy8
amMoM (1) = ZETOM QM_S(M) (2.3)
where we used the fact that we are in a linear covariant gauge which implies Z, = 1. To ensure
a finite expression in € emerges the parameters within ZL“MOM have to be converted to their
MS partners. This is achieved order by order in perturbation theory. We have determined these
to three loops and, with a = ¢?/(167?), found

a2

goMOM - _ {9042CA +18aCy +169C4 — 8ONfTF} 36

- [40505”03 — 486((3)a* 0% + 283502 C3 + 3564¢(3)aC? + 2421aC3
— 144000 4 N; T — 6318¢(3)C3 + 76063C3 — 10368¢(3)Ca N;Tp

a3

— 50656C 4 Ny T + 20736¢(3)Cr Ny T — 23760Cr Ny Ty + 6400Nf Tf%} 1296
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+ [—10692§(3)cﬁcj”1 + 8505¢(5)a C3 + 410670 C3 — 59292¢(3)a®C3
— 4860¢(5)a®C3 + 2933010 C3 — 138024¢(3)a?C3 — 85050((5)a?C
+ 13150350 C% + 46656¢ (3)a® C3N; T — 3220560 C% Ny Tr
+ 3355020¢ (3)aC? — 860220¢(5)aCy + 1277496aC
— 2115072¢(3)aC% Ny Tr — 581760aC3 Ny Tp + 373248((3)aC A Cp N Tr
— 4276800C A Cp Ny Tr + 331776¢(3)aC o Nf T + 322560C A Nf T}
— 6552900¢ (3)C3 — 1896615¢(5)C3 + 42074947C% — 4499712¢ (3)CA Ny T
+ 2488320¢ (5)C34 Ny T — 38975424C3 Ny T + 15303168¢(3)CaCr Ni T
+ 3732480¢(5)CACp Ny Ty — 23755968C 4 Cr Ny T + 3068928( (3)Ca NFT7
+9209280C4 N T + 4603392C %Ny Ty — 7464960¢ (5)CE Ny Ty T

+ 1482624CF Ny Tr — 6469632¢(3)Cp N7 T
4

22 33 5
+ 8065152C NPTE — 512000NF T2 Toes T 0@) (2.4)
and
amMOM - — g 4 [-90%Cy — 18aC4 — 9TCa + SON; Tp| %

- [18a403 —1803C3 + 19002 C3 — 3200 C 4 N;Tp — 576¢(3)aC? + 463203

— 320aC 4 N;Tr + 864¢(3)C% — 7143C3 + 2304¢(3)C o Ny T + 4248C A Ny Tre
— 4608((3)Cp Ny Tr + 5280CF Ny Tr] ZTCL;

+ [—486a60§; +19440°C3 + 4212¢(3)a* C% — 5670¢(5)a*C3 — 1879201 C3
+ 129600 C3 Ny T + 48276((3)a® C3 — 6480¢(5)a® C% — 75951 C%
— 86400’ CA Ny Tr — 52164¢(3)a?C% + 2916¢ (4)a C3 + 124740¢ (5)a*C3
+ 9250502 C% — 129600¢(3)a*CEN; Tp — 14728802 CA Ny T
+248832((3)a* CACp Ny Tr — 2851200 CACp Ny T — 384000° Co NF T
— 1303668¢(3)aC + 11664¢(4)aCy + 447120¢(5)aC? + 354807aC
+ 698112¢(3)aC% Ny Tr — 3123360C3 N; Tr + 248832 (3)aCaCr Ny T
— 2851200C g Cp Ny T — 221184¢(3)aC 4 Nf T + 552960C o Nf T
+ 2007504 (3)C% + 8748¢(4)C3 + 1138050¢(5)C% — 10221367C5
+ 1505088¢ (3)C24 Ny T — 279936( (4)C% Ny T — 1658880¢ (5)C% Ny T
+9236488C3 Ny Tr — 5156352((3)CACr Ny T + 373248 (4)CaCr Ny Tr
— 2488320 (5)CACF Ny Ty + 9293664C A Cp Ny Ty — 884736((3)Ca N7 T
— 1343872C4 Nf T3 — 3068928¢(3)CE N; T + 4976640 (5)C7 Ny T

— 988416C% N; T + 2101248((3)Cp NfTf — 28423680FN]?T§2} %
+ O(a*) (2.5)
where ((z) is the Riemann zeta function. The group Casimirs are defined by
Tr (1°T%) = Tpo® | T°T" = Cpl , foifted = Ca0 (2.6)

where T® are the generators of the colour group whose structure functions are f%¢. In (2.4
and (2.5]) the variables on the right hand side are in the MS scheme. For the Landau gauge it



is easy to see that then the parameters coincide. We have checked that (2.4]) agrees with the
alternative definition of the mapping given in [6] based on the actual finite parts of the gluon
and ghost 2-point functions after their MS renormalization.

While we will perform a direct evaluation of the renormalization constants in the minimal
MOM, there are several checks which will be carried out. One is to exploit properties of the
renormalization group equation which allows one to map the anomalous dimensions deduced
in each scheme via conversion functions which are denoted by Cj(a,«) where i will be a label
corresponding to a field or a parameter. First, we will perform the explicit renormalization in
the minimal MOM and deduce the anomalous dimensions directly. Then we will compute the
conversion functions and from these construct the anomalous dimensions indirectly. Thus if we
define the conversion functions by

ZmMOM Zdl;ﬂMOM
g

MM, a) = Zee ) OPYMOM(a0) = e (2.7)
Z) Zy

where ¢ € {A,c,1}, then the minimal MOM renormalization group functions are given by

MOM MS dammoM
g (amMOM; OmMOM) = lﬂ (am)(;ﬂi_
NS
MS dammoM
+ Oém"}/a (am,am)ian(;_ ]_ (28)
MS I MS—mMOM
and
MOM MS
’y;?l © (amMOM, ¥mMOM ) :{’qu S(aM—S, aM_S)
MS 9 mMOM
+ B (ogs) 5 I CENMOM (o, 0xps)
S
MS 0 mMOM
toygra (axm: am)—aa_ n CMOM(ags, Ofm)]_ :
MS MS—mMOM
(2.9)

Here MS — mMOM means that after computing the right hand side the expression will be a
function of MS variables and these must therefore be converted to minimal MOM ones. The
relations are given by inverting (Z4]) and (Z3]). One benefit of this formalism is that it can be
exploited to produce the four loop anomalous dimensions and S-function. The reason for this
is that the three loop conversion functions give a four loop contribution to the minimal MOM
anomalous dimensions and S-function and as the MS versions of these are known, [16] 17, [I8]
191 20}, 211 22| 23], 24], 25, 26], then the left hand side can be deduced at four loops.

3 Results.

We now formally record our results. The one loop expressions will be the same as the MS ones
since that term is scheme independent. This includes the g-function as we are using a mass
dependent renormalization scheme and only in mass independent schemes is the two loop term
scheme independent. Moreover, the S-function will be gauge dependent for the same reason.
Therefore, we hav

a2

3

*A data file is attached which gives an electronic version of all our expressions.




+ [~ 80%C4 +100°C3 — 802 CaN/Tr + 13aC% — 8aCAN Ty — 136C%
a3
12
+ [~16501CH + 24 CE N/ T + 108¢(3)a>C — 1890°C3
— 1440 CE Ny T — 468¢(3)a*C3 + 217502 C% + 144¢(3)a*CE N Tp
— 165602 C% N; T — 8640’ CACpN;yTr — 1188¢(3)aC% + 3291aC
— 1776003 Ny Tp — 1152004 Cp Ny Tr + 5148¢(3)C5 — 38620C5
+ 6576¢(3)C3 Ny T + 32144035 Ny Tr — 16896 (3)CACr Ny Tr
+ 2051204 Cp Ny Tr — 3072((3)CANFT# — 4416C A Nf T

+ 8OCANfTF + 48CFNfTF]

CL4
288
+ [864((3)@5C’§ — 3780¢(5)a’Cy — 11745a° C4 + 17280° C4 Ny Tr
4 32472¢(3)at O + 4140¢ (5)a* C4 — 8154901 C
— 1440¢(3)a* C3 Ny T — 5040¢ (5)a* C3 Ny Ty + 72000 O Ny Tre
+ 77760* CECp N Tr + 47052 (3)a®C4 + 19800¢ (5)a® C4
— 818730 C + 18432 (3)a’ C4 Ny Tr + 1440¢ (5)a® C4 Ny T
— 6775203 CE N; TR — T7760° C4Cr Ny T — 397368((3)a?C5
+ 152280¢ (5)a? C4 + 102889802 C — 36576((3)a* O Ny T
— 109893602 C% Ny Tr + 639360¢ (3)a? C3Cr Ny Tr
— 7902720° C3Cr Ny Ty + 73728((3)a> CANFT# + 1336320 CANF T
+ 207360 CACEN; T — 221184 (3)a* CACp NF T
+ 2119680> CACp NFTi — 2400708¢(3)aC + 987660¢ (5)aCy
+17194230C% + 1655712¢(3)aC Ny Tr — 254880( (5)aCs Ny T
— 1817880aC% N; Tr + 798336((3)aC3 Cr Ny Tr
— 10307520C3 Cp Ny Tr — 617472¢(3)aC3 N TE + 3914880C3 NPT
+ 311040C A CE-NfTp — 331776¢(3)aCa Cp NF T
+ 317952aC 4 Cp N T 4 98304¢(3)aC A NPT — 24576aC 4 N T
+ 5509416 (3)C% + 3090780¢ (5)C% — 22106704C%
— 1217376¢(3)C% Ny Tr — 5178960¢ (5)C4 Ny T + 23501280C% Ny T
— 7050240¢ (3)C3 Cr Ny T — 6082560¢ (5)C3 Cr Ny T
+ 1747728003 Cp Ny Tr — 1654272¢(3)C3 N7 T
+ 1474560¢ (5)C3 N7 T# — 5719680C3 NF T7
— 7907328¢(3)CaCEN; T + 12165120¢ (5)CAC3 N T
— 607104C4 CEN; T + 4755456( (3)CACr NP T
+ 2211840¢(5)CACp NFT# — 10861056C A Cp N T
+ 344064¢ (3) CANPT} + 229376 Co NP T — 476928CF Ny T
+ 3538944 (3)C7- Nf T — 4423680¢ (5)C7- N7 T# + 267264CE NF T

pey
— 884736( (3)Cp NPT + 1327104Cp NP T — 2433024((3)#
A

— 5T6CEN; T + 6144((3)Cp Nf T — 5888CFN]?T§]



i 4 4
+ 92160T + 5750784((3)T]Vf — 589824TNf
A A

A
dg}f 2 dg}f 2 a’ 6
— 1769472 LN 11008 =L N, . 1
769472¢(3) N ¢ + 811008 N 7| 70368 + O(a”) (3.1)

As the four loop MS B-function was computed for an arbitrary colour group, [23], the general
colour group Casimirs appear. In our notation they are defined by

4 A0CH A0CH 4 a0C a0C 4 a0C a0C
dypp = dpedaged | dp) = dgedaged | dy) = dopetael (32)
and the totally symmetric rank 4 colour tensor is defined by, [27],
1
dip! = STr (rer®tToT?) (3.3)

where the group generators are in the R representation.

For the anomalous dimensions only the three loop MS expressions are known for an arbitrary
colour group, [2I]. Thus to the same order the minimal MOM expressions are

mMOM
A

5 a,0) = [3aC4 —13C4 + 8N;T] %

+[~60°C3 +170°C3 — 1602 CAN;Tp +17aC3 — 16aCA Ny T — 170C3
a
24
+ [—165a4oj§ +240*CA Ny T + 54¢(3)a® 0% — 12603C3 — 1440*C4 N, Tr
— 576¢(3)a?C% + 176102 C3 + 144¢(3)a®CAN; Ty — 15120%C4 N T
— 864a2C4yCpN;Tp — TT4¢(3)aC% + 10200 — 288¢(3)aC3 Ny T
— 6000C3 Ny Tr — 1152aC 4 Cr Ny T + 3456¢(3)C% — 2303207
+ 6288¢(3)CEN; Tr + 2132007 Ny T — 16896¢ (3)CaCr Ny Tr

+19648C ACp Ny T — 3072¢(3)CaNF T — 2496C 4 N7 TF
3

+ 1360ANfTF + 96CFNfTF]

a

a 4
988 + O(a”)

— 5T6CEN; Ty + 6144¢(3)Cr Nf T — 58880FNf2T§]

Cya Cpa?
4
+[54¢(3)a*C — 450°CY — 36¢(3)a*C} + 2160*C] — 480> CaN; T
+42¢(3)a0% + 109aC3 + 96¢(3)aCaN;Tr — 152aC 4 Ny Tr
+564¢(3)C3 — 5196C% + 96 (3)CaN; Tk + 3608C 4 N; T + 288C - Nf T
Cya®
192

MOM (g, 0) = aCpa+ Cr [302Ca +6aCs +25C4 — 6Cr — SN/Ty]

7eMOMa,0) = [a—3]

+ [30%Ca — 8aCa — 34C4 + SN, T |

— GAONFTE] + O(a?)

Cra?

+ [18¢(3)a*C3 + 270°C] — 240°CaCr — 90((3)a*C + 12302 C3
— 3602C4Cr + 480*C 4 N;Tr — 618((3)aC3 + 3950C3 + 72aC4Cp
+ 192((3)aCa Ny Tr — 64aC ANy Tr — 1470¢(3)C% + 3843C%
+ 576((3)CaCF — 1260C4CF + 384((3)CaN; T — 1840C 4 N; T
Cra?

w o). (3.4)

+72C} — 96CK Ny + 128NFTE ]
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We have checked explicitly that the gauge parameter satisfies

mMOM

AIMOM(g ) = — 4MOM(g ) (3.5)

which is a check on our calculation.
Having provided the anomalous dimensions we have checked that they are completely repro-
duced using the conversion function approach. The explicit forms of these functions are
@
72
- [243a4cf1 — 64803 C3 + 1944¢(3)a*C3 — 12420 C3 — 432002 C oA Ny T
— 14256¢(3)aC3 + 8568aC — 2880aC 4 Ny T + 25272¢(3)C% — 218569C%
+ 41472C(3)CANJCTF + 121504CANfTF — 82944C(3)CFNfTF + 9504OCFNfTF

a2

10368

- [—3645a603 + 218700° C% + 33048¢(3)a* C3 — 68040¢ (5)a* C3
— 1839510t C3 + 97200 C3 Ny T + 754272¢(3)a C3 + 38880¢(5)a*C%
— 15017400° C% — 1555200 C3 Ny T + 206064¢(3)a* C + 680400¢ (5)a*C%
— 71023502 C% — 1026432((3)a® C5 N; Tr — 18878400 C4 Ny T
+2239488((3)a® CoCp Ny T — 25660800 CACp Ny Tr — 1728000 Co N7 T
— 20977056¢ (3)aC?, + 6881760¢ (5)aC% + 34079580.C%
+ 11259648 (3)aC3 Ny T — 42312960C3 Ny Tr + 1492992¢(3)aC s CpN; T
— 17107200C A Cp Ny Tr — 2654208¢ (3)aC 4 Nf Tf + T787520C NF T
4 39610296¢(3)C3 + 15172920¢ (5)C% — 206477857C%
+21036672¢(3)C% Ny Tr — 19906560 (5)CA Ny T + 170325744C% Ny T
— 80372736((3)CACEN; Tr — 29859840¢ (5)Ca Cr Ny Tr
+ 141862464C A Cp Ny Tr — 14598144¢ (3)C o Nf T — 28289280C4 N7 T
— 36827136 (3)C% N; T + 59719680¢ (5)C3 Ny T — 11860992C% Ny T
a3

746496

+ O(a*) (3.6)

Cy(a,0) = 1+[-90°Ca —18aC4 — 169C4 + SON; T |

— G400NPTE]

+ 31850496 (3)Crp Nf T — 41711616Cr Nf T + 512000N7 T}

a
36
+ [81004303 + 243002 C3 + 5184¢(3)aC3 + 2817aC% — 2880aC s Ny Tr

— TT76¢(3)C% + 83105C3 — 20736((3)C'a Ny T — 69272C A N; T

CL2

2592
+ [—12636((3)a40§ +17010¢ (5)a* C% + 646380 C3 — 51516((3)a® C%
+ 19440¢ (5) 03 O3 + 32294703 C% + 203148¢(3)a’ C3 — 8748¢(4)aC%,
— 374220¢(5)a* C% + 10945530 C% + 15552((3)a* CAN; Tr
— 30391202 C3 Ny Tr + 4636764¢ (3)aC% — 34992 (4)aC%
— 1341360¢ (5)aC? + 1457685aC% — 3670272((3)aC? Ny Tr
— 8900640C3 Ny T + 746496 (3)aC 4 Cp Ny T — 8553600C 4 Cr Ny Tr

Ca(a,0) = 1+ [90°Ca+18aCs +97C4 — SON; T

+ 41472¢(3)Cp Ny T — 475200 Ny T + 12800]\921%}

9



+ 663552¢(3)aC A N7 T# + 645120C A NFTE — 7531056¢ (3)C
— 26244 (4)C% — 3414150¢ (5)C% + 4496112507 — 7293888¢(3)C3 N; Tp
+ 839808¢ (4)C4 Ny Tr + 4976640( (5)C3 Ny T — 4992871203 N Tp
+23514624¢ (3)C A Cp N Tr — 1119744¢(4)C 4 Cp Ny T
+ 7464960¢ (5)CACp Ny Tp — 37099872C 4 Cp Ny T + 5971968( (3)Ca N T
+ 13873536C 4 NF T + 9206784¢ (3)CE Ny Tr — 14929920¢(5)C7 Ny T
+ 2965248CF Ny Tr — 12939264¢(3)Cp NP T3 + 16130304CF NF T

3

— 1024000N373]| -2
f F} 93312

+ 0(a%) (3.7)

Cela,a) = 14 Cua
+[-86¢(3)02Ciu + 72024 + T2((3)aC — 21aCs
Caa?
192

- [—11178((3)a303 — 4860 (5)a®C% + 2924103 C% — 56862 (3)a?C?
+ 1458¢(4)a® C% + 34020¢ (5)a® C% + 10278902 C3 + 254826((3)aC?
+ 5832¢(4)aC3 — 63180¢(5)aC? — 3510003 — 67392¢(3)aC s N;Tr
+42984aC 4 Ny T — 728082¢(3)C3 + 4374¢(4)C% — 63180 (5)C%
+ 432941207 — 100224 (3)Ca Ny T — 139968( (4)Ca Ny T — 2650192C 4 Ny T
+ 684288C(3)Cr Ny T + 186624¢ (4)Cp N Tr — 1165104CE Ny T

—180¢(3)Ca + 1943C 4 — T60N; TF]

Cya?
2764 NPT? ANPTZ| =L — 4 .
+ 27648¢ (3) NP T4 + 330304N7 T3] siiop + Ola) (3.8)
and
Cyla,) = 1—aCra
+[~902Ca + 8a%Cr + 24¢(3)aCis — 52aCa + 24¢(3)Ca
2
— 82C4 + 5Cp + 28Ny T] Cg ¢

+ [17284(3)a303 — 118800 C3 — 5184((3)a®C4Cr + 1231202 C4Cr

+ 3456( (3)a®C% — 518403 C% 4 25272¢(3)a?C% — 972¢ (4)a*C%

— 6480((5)a?C% — 6374702 C% — 31104¢(3)a?CACF + 596160*CACr

+ 181440¢ (3)aC? — 19440 (4)C3 — 12960¢ (5)aC? — 358191aC?

+ 57024¢(3)aC A Cp — 103680 (5)aC 4 Cr + 85536aC 4 Cr

— 41472¢(3)aC A Ny T + 124056aC 4 Ny Tr — 11016aC% — 28512aCk Ny Tr

+ 678024¢(3)C3 + 22356¢(4)C3 — 213840¢(5)C% — 1274056C3

— 228096¢ (3)CaCF — 31104((4)CaCF + 103680¢ (5)C 4 Cr + 21535204 Cr

— 89856¢(3)Ca Ny Tr + 760768C 4 Ny Tr + 31536C% — 82944¢(3)Cr Ny Tr
Cra3
5184

We use the convention that the variables on the right hand side are in the MS scheme.

Ja
)

+ O(a) . (3.9)

+ 68256C Ny T — 100430NFT]

While [6] provided the renormalization group functions for massless QCD it is possible to
deduce the quark mass anomalous dimension to four loops for an arbitrary colour group. This
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requires the conversion function for the quark mass renormalization and the four loop MS
anomalous dimension. The latter has been provided in [24] and [25]. To deduce the former
we work in the massless theory but renormalize the associated mass operator by inserting it
in a quark 2-point function at zero momentum insertion. This was the procedure used in the
original three loop MS renormalization of [28] 29]. We then use the renormalization condition
that there is no finite part at the subtraction point. In this computational setup we can still use
the MINCER algorithm, [12] [13]. Thus we can deduce the renormalization constant and hence
the three loop quark mass conversion function which is

Cn(a,0) = 14+Cp[-a—4]a
+|~180%Ca + 240°Cpp — 84aC4 + 96aCr + 432((3)Ca — 1285C,

Cra?

— 288¢(3)Cr + 57Cr + 332N; Tr]

+ [—1312205”(131 + 1555202 C4Cp — 777603 C% + 8748((3)a*C4 — 7168502 C3
— 23328¢(3)a?CACF + 8942402 C 4 Cr + 46656((3)a?C% — 3110402 C%
+103032¢(3)aC% — 357777aC? — 334368((3)aC s Cr + 573804aC 4 Cr
— 31104¢(3)aC A N;Tr + 113400aC 4 Ny T — 46656¢(3)aC% — 30132aCH
+ 62208((3)aCr Ny T — 123120aCF Ny Tr + 3368844¢(3)C5 — 466560¢ (5)C%
— 6720046C% — 2493504¢(3)C4Cr + 155520¢(5)CACr + 2028348C 4Cr
— 532224¢(3)C o Ny T + 186624¢ (4)Ca Ny T + 3052384C' 4 Ny Tre
+ 451008¢(3)CE + 933120¢(5)CE — 2091096C% — 331776¢(3)Cp Ny T
— 186624¢(4)Cp Ny T + 958176Cp Ny T — 27648 (3) N7 T

Cra®

— 240448 NP T2 | ——— 4 3.10
048N} TF| —= + O(a") (3.10)

Equipped with this and the result of [24] 25] we find the minimal MOM quark mass anomalous
dimension is

CFCL2

yMOM( 0) = — 3Cra+ [a*Ca — 67C4 — 6Cr + 8N;Tr)|
+ |- 30°CE + 240°CaCr — 54((3)a*CF + 41102 CF + 10802 CaC
— 4802 CoN;Tr + 396¢(3)aC? + 15aC% + 72aC 4 Cr + 48aC 4 Ny Tr
+ 5634¢(3)C3 — 1009507 — 4224¢(3)CACE + 244C4Cr
— 1152¢(3)CaN;Tr + 3888C A Ny T — 3096C% + 1536¢(3)Cr Ny T
Cra?
48
+ [~11340*CCr((3) + 28350 CHCr((5) — 101250 CHC
+ 85860 CAC% + 6480 CACr Ny Tr — 25920 C A C
—35316¢(3)a®C3Cp — 1620¢(5)a®CYCr + 4552203 C3Cp
—15552((3)a* C3CE + 437400 C5C% — 90720 C5Cp Ny TR
+ 31104¢(3)a3 C 403 — 717603 CAC3 — 485352((3)a? C3Cr
— 28350 (5)a?C3Cr + 89302502 C3Cr + 167832((3)a C3C%
+134784a* C4C% + 85536¢(3)a”C5Cr Ny T — 3071520° C3Cr N Tr
+160704¢(3)a*C 4O + 24688802 C 4 O3 — 82944((3)a* CACEN; T
— 907200° CACENf Ty + 311040* CACp N TE — 41472((3)0* C3.N; T

+ 736C Ny — 384NFTZ |
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4 799956¢ (3)aC Cr — 286740¢ (5)aC% Cr + 295551aC3 Cp

— 417744¢(3)aC? OF + 223668aC3 C3 — 658368¢ (3)aCi Cr Ny Tr
+1154160C3 Cr N Tr — 824256¢ (3)aC s C} + 432864aC 4 O,

+ 463104¢(3)aC 4 C3N; T — 250560aC 4 CE Ny T

+ 165888 (3)aCa Cp NF T — 460800C A Cp N T

+ 248832¢(3)aCE Ny T + 20736aCH Ny Tr — 110592((3)aCh: NPT

+ 276480 CE N T7 + 16036470 (3)C3 Cp — 6334605¢ (5)C5 Cp
—10139319C3% Cr — 10029096 (3)C% C2 + 3421440¢ (5)C% C%

— 2188530C% C% — 15748128((3)C% Cr N; T + 2737152 (4)C4 Cr Ny Tk
+ 4147200¢ (5)C3 Cp Ny Tr + 840364003 Cp Ny T + 2208384¢(3)C4C
+ 6842880¢ (5)C'4 Oy, — 4669704C 4 C3 + 7091712¢(3)C A C3-N; T

— 2737152¢(4)CACEN; T + 1244160 (5)C 4 C 3N T

— 2214048C4 CF Ny T + 2405376((3)CACp Nf TF

— 995328( (4)CACrNFTE — 2128192C4 Cp NF T — 1741824¢(3)C

— 8171280 + 4935168((3)C3 Ny T — 7464960¢ (5)C3 Ny T

+ 3509568CH NyTr — 1327104¢(3)C7- N7 T + 995328¢ (4) C7- N7 T

— 605568C % NFT# + 147456¢(3)Cp NP T — 2048CH NPT}

12441 -4 1 —42 — 248832 —L N,
+ 60¢(3) A — 16588812 88320 (3) £y
dﬁf}; a' 5
+BTT6LENG | o+ 0(a) (3.11)

which involves the same rank 4 Casimirs as the S-function. We have checked the three loop part
by the direct evaluation of the anomalous dimension using the minimal MOM renormalization
constant. Given that we are considering a relatively new scheme we have also renormalized
the flavour non-singlet vector current. This is important since it is a conserved physical cur-
rent and its anomalous dimension is zero to all orders in perturbation theory. This is true in
all schemes but we have checked this explicitly to three loops by repeating the above quark
mass operator renormalization but using the vector current, 1)y*1), instead. With the minimal
MOM quark wave function renormalization constants and isolating the Lorentz channel of the
Green’s function with the inserted current corresponding to the transverse part, we have checked
that the vector current renormalization constant is unity to three loops in the minimal MOM
scheme. Thus the Slavnov-Taylor identity has been checked to this loop order with the above
renormalization.

For more practical purposes it is useful to provide the explicit numerical expressions for
SU(3). Thus we have

Cyla,a) = 1+ [— 0.375000a% — 0.750000cx + 0.555556N) — 7.041667] a
+ [0.210937a4 — 0.5625000 — 0.625000a% Ny + 0.9503460% — 0.416667aNy
— 7.437954c — 0.1543210N7 + 24.491186Nf — 163.359911} a?

+ [— 0.131836a° 4 0.791016a° + 0.585937a* Ny — 7.768301a* — 0.9375000” N}

— 20.0646120° — 0.1736110” Nf — 18.480594a” Ny + 8.7887480°
— 2.423078aNf + 56.307562aNy — 530.662942a + 0.085734N}
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— 47.581830N7 + 1099.935641N; — 5176.895449] a® + O(a?)
Ca(a,a) = 1+[0.7500000% +1.500000a — 1.111111N} + 8.083333] @

+ [2.812500a3 + 84375000 — 1.666667cNy + 31.418274cr + 1.234568 N}
— 53.912928N; + 256.103491] a®

+ [19.411733a4 + 81.359870a° — 13.754707a” Ny + 272.349881a2
+6.929489a N7 — 254.788106aNy + 1621.114903c — 1.371742N}
+ 171.267648 N7 — 2601.166373N; + 9357.562431] a® + O(a")

C.la,a) = 1+ 3.000000a + [1.346529@2 +3.072567a — 5.937500N; + 80.935770} a?

+[9.3445650° + 61.8853730% — 55013050\ + 211.4621230 + 8.765877N}
— 431.804136N; + 2945.691833] a® + O(a*)
Cyla,0) = 1-1.3333330a + [~2.7222220% — 11.575317a + 2.333333N; — 25.464206] o?

+ [—16.906900a3 — 72.3638020° + 23.739312a.N; — 317.382214q

— 6.460905N7 + 246.442650N; — 1489.980500] a® + O(a*)
Cla,0) = 14 [—1.333333c — 5.333333] @
- [—1.222222042 — 6.888889 + 9.222222N; — 149.040228} a?

+ [—11.953704a3 — 44.68237002 + 14.024098N; — 269.395219q,
— 11.731930N7 + 713.333651N; — 5598.952656] a® + O(a?) . (3.12)

Clearly it would appear that the series have large corrections at three loops. Though that for
the quark wave function is best.

4 SU(N).

Although we have given the minimal MOM scheme results to as high a loop order as is possible
for an arbitrary colour group, it is possible to provide the complete set at four loops for the case
of SU(N.). This is because the four loop MS anomalous dimensions of the gluon, ghost and
quark are known for this colour group for an arbitrary linear covariant gauge fixing, [24, [26].
Using the electronically available data files associated with the latter article we have extended
the various three loop minimal MOM results using the same method. This is also possible since
we have the mapping for the gauge parameter between the two schemes at three loops. Thus
for the gluon we have

FIMOM (4 o) = [3aN, — 13N, + 4Nf]%

+[~60°N? + 170 NP — 80> N2N; + 17aN? — 8aN2N; — 170N
2
24N,
- [—165a4NCS +120* NNy + 54¢(3)a® NP — 1260° N — 7203 N Ny
— 576¢(3)a® N + 1761a* NP + 72((3)a® NNy — 97202 NAN;
+ 2160? N2 Ny — 774¢(3)aN? + 102aN? — 144¢(3)aN* Ny — 588aN* Ny

+ 92N2N; — 24Ny |
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+ 288aN2 Ny + 3456¢ (3)N?? — 23032N?° — 1080¢ (3)N* Ny + 15500N* Ny
— 1360N2 N7 + 4224¢(3) N Ny — 4768 N Ny — 768((3) N.Nf + 736 NN}
a3
288N
+ [1728((3)a5Nj — 7560¢(5)a N — 23490a° N, + 1728a° NS Ny
+52389¢(3)a* N — 2250 (5)a* N — 130590a* N, — 1440¢ (3)a* NEN;
— 5040¢ (5)a* N Ny 4 10440a* NS Ny + 3888¢(3)a* N + 2430¢ (5)a* N
— 38880 NNy + 38214¢(3)a® N + 40410¢ (5)a’ N — 207270 N/
+ 23616 (3)a® NS Ny + 1440¢ (5)a® NE Ny — 863280 NS Ny
+1944¢(3)a® N + 53460¢ (5)a® N + 38880 NNy — 937188¢(3)a” N/
+ 656370 (5)a” N, + 138739502 N, + 324144¢(3)a® NS Ny
— 30240 (5)a* NP Ny — 12225960° N Ny — 18432((3)a* NP N}
+ 938880 NP N7 + 93312((3)c® N, + 145800 (5)a* N — 58320 N’
— 319680¢ (3)a® N;* Ny + 3731040” N* Ny + 55296( (3)a* N N}
— 529920° N2 N} + 5184a° NNy — 3727014¢(3)aN,
+1557630¢ (5)aN, + 1030995aN,” + 1860768¢ (3)aNS Ny
— 142560¢ (5)eNS Ny — 1254696eN. Ny — 400896¢ (3)orN;” Nf
+ 192288N” N7 + 872856( (3)aN — 461700¢ (5)arN; — 23328aN?
+ 24576¢(3)aN; N} — 6144a N Nj — 383616((3)aN;' Ny
+ 428544aN! Ny + 82944¢(3)aNS Nf — 79488aNS N + T776aN2 Ny
+ 8025711¢(3) N, + 4451400¢ (5)N.” — 27205691 N,
— 5654160¢ (3) NS Ny — 4647600¢ (5) NS Ny + 23030340N Ny
+ 642816 (3) N, Nf + 737280 (5) N’ N7 — 4246944 N N}
— 2563488 (3) N, — 4949910¢ (5) N + 142344N, — 24576((3) N;' N}
+ 188672N,! N + 8424000¢ (3)N! N; — 2730240¢ (5) N, Ny
— 7459344N' N; — 1810944¢ (3) N N} + 552960¢ (5) N> N}
+2377728N N7 + 110592¢ (3) N2 N — 165888 N> N}
— 1976832¢ (3) N2 Ny + 3041280¢ (5) N2 N; — 326736 N2 Ny

— 221184¢(3) N Nf — 552960¢ (5) N. N? + 337536 N, N?
4

_*
20736 N3

~ 72N;]

+ 59616.V] + O(a®) (4.1)
where we have substituted the SU(N,) values for Cp and C4. Similarly, the ghost anomalous
dimension is

a
EMOM (g, 0) = Nfa - 3]

+N; [30” N, — 3aN, — 34N, + 4N 2

a
16
+ [544(3)a3j\fc3 — 450 N? — 36¢(3)a®N? + 2160 N> — 240* N2 Ny

+42¢(3)aN? + 109aN? + 48¢(3)aN2 Ny — 76aN2 Ny + 564¢(3) N3

a3

— 5196N.? + 48¢(3) NNy + 1876 N Ny — 160N, Nf — 72Nf} 0%
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+ [3843g(3)a4z\fc5 +2070¢ (5)a* N — 80520 NP + 72a* N Ny
— 3456¢(3)a* N2 4 1890¢ (5)a* N2 + 8298¢(3)a® N’ — 6390¢(5)a® N?
— 9411a° N? — 576¢(3)a® NAN; + 1920° NNy + 10152¢(3)a® N?
— 18900¢(5)a® N? — 108¢(3)a® N — 32790¢(5)a® N + 7307102 N?
— 2448((3)a* N;' Ny + 3360 (5)c® N;' Ny — 323880 N;' Ny + 28800 N N?
+ 3888¢(3)a? N? — 22680¢ (5)a” N2 + 648a* N + 12960 N2 Ny
— 40458¢(3)aN? + 26790¢ (5)aN?° + 88801aN, + 1152 (3)aN. Ny
— 12480¢ (5)aN;' Ny — 42248aN;" Ny + 3072( (3)aeN> N? + 3136 N> Nf
— 1080¢(3)aN? — 52380¢ (5)aN? + 2592aN? — 1728¢(3)aN2 Ny
+ 3600N2 Ny + 310041¢(3) N, + 192240 (5)N? — 1888893N,°
— 91728((3) N;' Ny — 59040¢ (5)N;' Ny + 997068 N," Ny + 13824¢(3) N> N}
— 141984N? N7 — 526176((3) N + 549990¢ (5)N;® + 14904 N;?
+ 3840N2 N} + 54720¢ (3) N2 Ny — 34560¢ (5) N2 Ny — 104928N? Ny
4

— 4608C(3)N.N? + 18816N.N? — 432N,
CEMNNF + <t 44608]\70

+ 0(a®) . (4.2)

Finally, the quark anomalous dimension is

a
2N

+ [302N! = 302 N? + 6aN;! — 6aN? + 22N, — ANPN; — 19N?

MO (g, 0) = alN? - 1]

a2

8N2
+ [18¢(3)0* NS + 156N — 18¢(3)a’ N;! - 30 N — 12a°N?
—90¢(3)a® NS + 1050 NP + 24a* N° Ny + 90¢(3)a? N
— 870N} — 24a* N2 Ny — 18¢* N? — 618¢(3)aN? + 431aN?
+96¢(3)aN] Ny — 32aN° Ny + 618¢(3)aN, — 467aN* — 96¢(3)aN?> Ny
+ 32aN2 Ny + 36aN? — 1182¢(3) NS + 3231N° + 192¢(3) N> Ny
— 944N Ny + 32N N? + 894¢(3)N! — 2637N! — 192¢(3) N> Ny
+ 968NNy — 32NN + 288((3)N? — 576N — 24NNy — 18] %a%
+[330¢(3)a* NB + 75¢(5)a* NF — 1510 NP — 120 NT Ny — 420¢(3)a* N
—45¢(5)a* NP + 2800 N + 12a* N° Ny + 42¢(3)a* N — 30¢(5)a* N
— 1050 N2 +48¢(3)a’ N2 — 240’ N? + 1116¢(3)a® N® — 180¢(5)a® N8
— 33a°N® — 192¢(3)a® N/ Ny + 184a® N Ny — 1620¢(3)a® NS
+180¢(5)a® N + 6630 N + 192¢(3)a® NP N; — 1840 N> N;
+360¢(3)a® N — 55803 N 4 144¢(3)a® N2 — 7203 N2 — 1662¢(3)a® N
— 192¢(3)N2 Ny + 3130¢(5)a® NP — 5767a? N2 — 384¢(3)a* N N
— 160 (5)a* N, Ny + 2580a° N Ny — 960> NP N7 + 1518¢(3)a® N
— 4510¢(5)a® NS 4 6307* NS 4 576¢(3)a® NP Ny + 160¢(5)a” NP Ny
— 29400° N Ny 4 960> N N7 + 144¢(3)a” N;* + 1380 (5)a” N
— 55802 N — 192¢(3)a® N2 Ny + 3600 N2 Ny + 180 N2

+ 4N, N; — 3]
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— 33680 (3)aN® + 17420 (5)aN® + 14292a N2 + 7040( (3)aN, Ny

— 3200 (5)aN,” Ny — 3752aeN, Ny + 320aeNS N? + 49248((3) N

— 37500 (5)aeNS — 13642aN? — 9408¢(3)aeN° Ny + 5760¢ (5)aN.> Ny

+2632aN” Ny — 192aN! Nf — 15568¢(3)aN,! + 20080¢(5)aN,!

— 122aN! + 2368¢(3)aN? Ny — 2560 (5)aN? Ny + 1024aN;* Ny

— 128aN2N7 — 528N + 96N, Ny — 172560¢(3) N + 61875¢(5) N,

+ 252104N2 + 43392¢(3) N, Ny — 12000¢ (5) N, Ny — 118572N,” Ny

— 1536¢(3) NS N7 + 15392NI N7 + 118002¢ (3) N — 29085¢ (5) N,

— 225318N, — 640N N} — 36864¢(3) N Ny + 480¢ (5) N Ny

+ 120868N,° Ny + 2304¢(3) N;' N7 — 16592N;' N} + 66462 (3) N,

— 55830¢ (5)N;' — 19731N;" + 640N N7 — 6912 (3) N Ny

+ 11520¢(5) N Ny + 7152N Ny — 768¢(3) N2 Nf + 1200N2 N

— 2304¢(3)N? + 7680¢ (5)N? — 3974N? + 384 (3)N. Ny — 9448 N. N,
a4

Nt T O(a®) . (4.3)

— 9600¢(3) + 15360¢ (5) — 3081]

For practical purposes it is perhaps more appropriate to provide the explicit numerical values
for all renormalization group functions at four loops for the SU(3) colour group. Thus

5mMOM

MOM
oy

(a, )

(@, )

0.666667N; — 11.000000] a

+ [— 2.2500000* — o Ny + 7.5000000” — Ny + 9.750000cx
+12.666667N; — 102.000000] o

- [0.375000a4Nf — 15.468750a* — 2.2500000° Ny — 5.5479240°
—29.1703720° Ny + 151.166003a% — 35.750000aN; + 174.652162a
— 19.383310N7 + 625.386670N; — 3040.482287 | a*

+ [2.250000a5Nf — 114.265701a° + 4.816305a* Ny — 298.616620a*
— 61.9251450° Ny — 37.3644460° + 43.0334740” Nf — 1495.3931560° Ny
+ 5540.1750860° + 3.385091aN} — 83.916446a.Nf — 152.826933a.Ny
— 1111.191853 + 27.492640N — 1625.402243N7 + 24423.330550 N

— 100541.058601] a® 4+ O(a)
[1.500000¢ + 0.666667N; — 6.500000] a

+ [— 2.2500000* — o Ny + 6.3750000° — aeNy + 6.3750000x
+11.166667N; — 63.750000] a®

+ [0.375000a4Nf — 15.468750a! — 2.2500000* Ny — 5.7270870°
— 26.9203720° Ny + 100.182677a% — 22.784256aN; — 77.661754c
— 14.383310N7 + 444.852414N; — 1769.783563 | o

+ [2.2500000?]\@ — 114.265701a° + 3.972555a* Ny — 270.114333a*

— 72.936261a° Ny + 287.2251880° + 31.783474a” N
— 1126.9403950° Ny + 3789.309068a° + 3.385091aLN}?
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— 124.724674aN} + 1081.645997aNy — 6926.344667cr + 22.492640N}
— 1141.450868 N} + 14846.203053N; — 54060.225189} at + O(d®)

AmMOM (4 0) = [0.750000a — 2.250000] @
+ |1.6875000* — 1.687500a + 0.750000N; — 19.125000} a?

+ [2.7999950% — 1.12500002 Ny + 24.2895870> — 0.857872a.N;
+ 22427774 — 2.500000N7 + 90.267128 Ny — 635.349362} a®

+ [0.42187501 Ny — 26.8925960" — 2.93194203 Ny — 121.0065520°
+ 5.6250000° Nf — 185.7571760° Ny + 648.958841a° + 13.337341aN}
— 314.266897aN; + 1090.833574a + 2.500000N} — 241.975687 N7
+ 4788.563749N; — 23240.416706] a* + O(a)

PMOM (g 0) = 1.3333330a + [3.000000a2 +6.000000cr — 1.333333N; + 22.333333} a?

+ [9.492589043 + 2.0000000* Ny — 0.296280a” + 6.949789a Ny
— 78.967792cr + 0.888889N7 — 59.211534N; + 459.481285} a®

+ [— 0.750000a* Ny + 61.650284a* — 2.924683° Ny + 210.615979°
— 2.000000* N7 + 121.1340990° Ny — 869.5660160° + 6.9629630 N7
+ 77.834748N; — 1553.5244960 — 4.444444N7 + 281.560058 N7
— 4934.050066N; + 20300.851595] a* + O(a®)
yMOM(g,0) = — 4.0a+ [a® + 1.333333N) — 69666667 o’

+ [1.916667043 — 2.000000a* Ny + 98.522232a% + 2.000000c Ny
+130.753633cc — 2.666667 N7 + 152.122739N; — 1520.596003| a®

+ [0.750000a4Nf — 36.419738a* — 10.500000a° Ny + 127.577470a°

+ 6.000000a” N} — 345.8480750” Ny + 3588.2034650 + 20.5500220Nf
— 551.791827aNy + 5040.515124a + 5.632797N} — 156.909331N7
—1073.781658N; — 9337.969739] a* + O(a®) (4.4)

We have checked that the Landau gauge expression for the S-function agrees with that of [6].

One interesting consequence of these expressions is that we can provide the anomalous di-
mension of a particular dimension two operator which is

O = LASA" — ag (4.5)

It is known, [30} B1] 32], that O has a novel renormalization property. In the Landau gauge the
anomalous dimension of O is the sum of the gluon and ghost anomalous dimensions. Moreover,
in an arbitrary linear and nonlinear covariant gauge there is a simple generalization of this
Slavnov-Taylor identity which was established in [33]. This was based on the observation given
in [34] which were explicit three loop MS computations. The operator is of interest as it was an
attempt to have a gluon mass term in the Lagrangian which while not gauge invariant is in fact
BRST invariant, [35]. It has seen renewed interest more recently, since it is believed to be the
origin of dimension two power corrections in the running of an effective coupling constant in the
low energy limit, [8, ©]. In [26] the four loop MS Landau gauge result was given. However, the
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arbitrary o MS expression for a linear covariant gauge fixing was not recorded. As the gluon
and ghost propagators are examined in the minimal MOM scheme, [36], it is worth providing
the renormalization for the operators explicitly. Though for reasons of space we provide the
SU(3) expression]

a

VS (g, o) = [27a+8N; - 103] 5

SU(3)
2 a’
+ [10802 + 5670 + 548Ny — 4041] =
- [12393a3 + 4374¢(3)a? + 5248802 — 22356aN; + 17496¢(3)a
+ 2682720 — 12080NF — 28512 (3) Ny + 437304N; + 13122((3)

3

2041389 1;‘—28

+ [— 3011499¢(3)a’ 4 4133430¢ (5)a” + 8030664a* + 20824614 (3)a®

+ 708588¢ (4)a® — 10431990¢(5)a® + 39936807 — 2939328((3)a” Ny
+ 314928¢ (4)a® Ny — 866926802 Ny + 93612348¢ (3)a?

— 3779136¢ (4)a? — 18305190 (5)a? + 15947822702

+ 3359232¢ (3)aNf — 27967687 — 60046272( (3) Ny

— 11337408¢ (4)aN; — 127188144aN; + 612180666¢ (3)cx

— 43696260¢ (4)c — 513923130 (5)ax + 11464159230 + 497664¢ (3) N}
— 846464N; — 19558656( (3) N7 — 6158592¢ (4) N7 — 107248896.N7

— 289945440¢ (3) Ny + 104451120¢ (4) Ny + 313061760¢ (5) Ny

+ 2082893580 N; + 72636831¢(3) — 46766808 (4) — 1908463680 (5)

CL4

373248

for non-zero a. Equipped with this then the equivalent minimal MOM scheme expression is

— 7232776173 + 0(a®) (4.6)

mMOM

MM (g, )| = [27a + 8Ny — 105 112

SU(3)
2
+ [—108a3 — 4802 Ny + 387a® — 48aN; + 225a + 572Ny — 3978] Z_s

+ [648a4Nf — 267300 — 38880 Ny + 21870((3)a® — 313470

+ 3888¢(3)a’ Ny — 5313602 Ny — 102060¢(3)a” + 3377700
— 3888¢(3)aN; — 36180aN; — 115182¢(3)a + 43011a
— 1536¢(3) N7 — 27328 N7 — 29088((3) Ny + 9596521V,
CL3
1728
+ [93312a5Nf 4 279936 (3)a” — 1224720((5)a” — 38053800°

— T7760¢(3)a* Ny — 272160¢ (5)a* Ny + 557928a* Ny

+ 11078613¢(3)at + 1341360¢ (5)at — 27025488

+ 1135296¢ (3)a Ny + 77760¢ (5)a® Ny — 4591728a° Ny

+ 13097214¢(3)e® + 1319490¢ (5)a® — 1021839303

— 221184¢(3)a® N? + 1817280c° N + 14990832( (3)a* Ny

+ 696924¢(3) — 4993812]

TThe full expression for SU(N.) is given in the attached data file.
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— 816480¢ (5)a® Ny — 7161339602 Ny — 149908644¢ (3)a?
+ 83215350¢(5)c” + 2779742610 + 147456((3) N

— 36864aN} — 6801408¢(3)eNf + 3556224V}

+ 98413056 (3)aN; — 10730880¢ (5)aN; — 75346200a. Ny
— 617646222 (3)x + 259312590¢ (5)a + 231547167

— 73728((3) N} + 1125120N} + 8977920 (3) N}

+ 14254080¢ (5) N7 — 82945888 N7 — 276910992( (3) Ny

— 280604160¢ (5) Ny + 1438122060} + 1437422031¢(3)

at

41472

+ 816720570¢ (5) — 5780555523] + 0(d®) (4.7)

for SU(3).

5 Discussion.

We have provided all the renormalization group functions in QCD in the minimal momentum
subtraction scheme introduced in [6]. To do this we have explicitly renormalized the theory and
applied the renormalization prescription given in [6] to define the scheme. While [6] concentrated
on the S-function the other renormalization group functions are required for other problems
such as the infrared structure of propagators and therefore we have provided that information.
Currently the results are known at four loops for the SU(N,) colour group and at three loops
for a general group. One feature which differs from [6] rests in the renormalization of the gauge
parameter. In [6] o was renormalized in the MS way whereas here we have chosen to follow
a fuller approach and renormalize the gauge parameter according to the same criterion as all
the 2-point functions. While this differs from [6] both sets of results agree in the Landau gauge
which is the main gauge of interest for practical studies of the infrared dynamics of the gluon
and ghost.

Acknowledgements. We thank Dr A. Sternbeck for valuable discussions.
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ERRATUM

Renormalization group functions of QCD in the minimal MOM scheme
J.A. Gracey

Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 46 (2013), 225403 1-19.

There was an error in the derivation of the four loop quark mass anomalous dimension in the
minimal momentum scheme. Using the conversion function and the four loop MS quark mass
anomalous dimension, the four loop term of the latter was inadvertently subtracted instead of
added in applying (2.9). Accordingly several equations need to be replaced by their correct
versions. First, the correct version of equation (3.11) is

Cra?

yMOM(g ) = — 3Cpa+ [a?Ca — 67Ca — 6Cr + 8N, Ty |
+ [~ 8a3C4 + 240°CaCp — 54¢(3)a*C3 + 41102 C3 + 10802 CaC
— 4802C 4 N;Tr + 396¢(3)aC3 + 15aC3 + 7200 Cr + 48aC 4 Ny Tr
+ 5634¢(3)03 — 10095C3 — 4224¢(3)CaCF + 244C4Cr
— 1152¢(3)CAN;Tr + 3888C 4 Ny T — 3096C% + 1536((3)Cp Ny Tr
+ 736CK Ny — 384NFTE] 05—53
+ [~126¢(3)a* C{Cr + 315((5)a’ C3Cr — 11250 CH
+ 9540 CACE + 72a*CACE Ny Tr — 288a*CACH
—3924¢(3)a®C3Cr — 180¢(5)a*CACr + 50580° C4Cr
—1728¢(3)a’ C3C% + 4860a°C5CF — 10080° CACE Ny T
+ 3456¢(3)a®CAC3 — 86403 CAC3 — 53928((3)a?C3CR
— 3150¢(5)a? C3Cr + 992250* C3Cr + 18648((3)a*C5C%
+ 1497602 C5C% + 9504¢(3)a*C3Cr Ny Ty — 341280*C5Cp N TR
+17856¢(3)a*CaCp + 274320%C o C — 9216¢(3)a* CACEN; TR
— 100800*C4CENf Ty + 34560° CACp N TE — 4608¢(3)a*CEN; T
+ 88884¢(3)aC? Cr — 31860¢ (5)aC Cr 4 32839aC3 Cr
— 46416¢(3)aC3 CF + 24852003 CF — 73152((3)aC3 Cr Ny T
+ 128240 C% Cp Ny Tr — 91584¢(3)aC 4 C} + 48096aC 4 C},
+ 51456 (3)aC 4 O3 N; Tr — 27840aC 4 CE N; TR
+18432¢(3)aC A Cp Nf T3 — 5120aCACpNF T + 27648((3)aC Ny Tk
+ 2304aC} Ny Tr — 12288¢(3)aCENFTE + 30720CH NPT
+ 1600326 (3)C% Cr — 196965( (5)C3 Cr — 2247471C3 Cr
— 939240¢ (3)C4 C% — 126720¢ (5)CA C% + 846270C% C#
— T19136¢(3)CACr Ny T + 1399224C3 Cr Ny T — 118656¢(3)CaC3:
+ 760320¢ (5)CA C3. — 199236004 C3. + 364032((3)C4C%N; Tr
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+46080¢(5)CACENf Ty + 130272CACENf Ty + 82944¢(3)CaCp NF T
— 25555204 Cp NFTE + 193536¢(3)C + 90792C} — 87552 (3)C Ny Tr
— 276480¢(5)C3 Ny T + 497472C% Ny Ty + 36864¢ (3)CE N T

e e
— 80256CF NPT + 9216C NPT — 138240¢(3) 4 + 18432—CA
F F
diry dip o | ;
2764 —EE N, — 36864—LE Ny | — .
+ 276480¢(3) 1V — 36864 f] =g+ 0(@) (5.1)
Subsequently equation (4.4) should be replaced by
yMOM(a, ) = — 4.0a+ [a? + 1.333333N; — 69666667 o’

+ [1.916667a3 — 2.000000a% Ny + 98.522232a% + 2.000000c Ny
+130.753633cc — 2.666667 N7 + 152.122739N; — 1520.596003| a®

+ [0.750000a4Nf — 36.419738a* — 10.5000000° Ny + 127.5774700"

+6.0000000” N7 — 345.8480750” Ny + 3588.2034650” + 20.5500220 N/
— 551.791827aNy + 5040.515124c + 2.666667 N — 298.304558 N7
+ 8709.238844N; — 59996.997838] a* + O(a®) . (5.2)

The remaining results are unaffected by this change. Finally, the associated data file has also
been corrected.
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