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1. Introduction

Renormalization factors in lattice Quantum ChromodynangCD) relate observables com-
puted on finite lattices to their continuum counterpartspicific renormalization schemes. There-
fore, their determination should be as precise as possildelier to allow for a reliable comparison
with experimental results. A widely used method to cal@ithese factors is the so-called Rome-
Southampton method][1] (utilizing the RI-MOM scheme). Lil@most) all quantities evaluated
in lattice QCD also renormalization factors computed iis thbn-perturbative scheme suffer from
discretization effects. In this paper we describe a meth@lippress these lattice artifacts using a
subtraction procedure based on perturbation theory. Ibbas published in Ref[][2] and the reader
is referred for all details to this reference.

In a recent paper of the QCDSF/UKQCD collaboratiph [3] a corhpnsive discussion and
comparison of perturbative and nonperturbative renozaadin have been given. It was shown that
a subtraction of the complete lattice artifacts in one-ltadpce perturbation theory improves the
results for the Z factors significantly. While being veryegffive this procedure is rather involved
and not suited as a general method for more complex operaspscially for operators with more
than one covariant derivative, and complicated latticeast An alternative approach can be based
on the subtraction of one-loop terms of or@éywith a being the lattice spacing. The computation
of those terms has been developed by the authors of Ref. f#hpplied to various operators for
different actions.

We study the flavor-nonsinglet quark-antiquark operatarergin Table[]L. The correspond-

Operator (multiplet)) Notation | Representation Operator basis

ad oS Y oS
{y,d oy o oY.0Y,0Y,06)
A oh ¥ o, 08 OR o7
Jatgd ﬁ;v T£6) Ol 013, 014,033,034, 03
Uyu Dy d Opy — 02 e 012y, 013y, Oaay, 023y, Of2ay, O3sy
{y, Dy d Oy — 020 i 1/2(011+ Opp— Oz3— Oa),

1/V2(O33— Oa4),1/v/2(011— Op)

Table 1. Operators and their representations with respect to theraypic group as investigated in the
present paper. The symbfl..} means total symmetrization. A detailed group theoretiésdibsion is

given in [§].

ing renormalization factors have been measured (and hasrapolated) at the lattice coupling
B =6/g® = 5.20,5.25,5.29 and 540 usingN; = 2 clover improved Wilson fermions with plaquette
gauge action[[3]. The Sommer scaigis taken to be = 0.501fm and the relation between the
lattice spacing andf is given byrp/a= 6.050(f3 = 5.20),6.603(3 = 5.25),7.004(3 = 5.29) and
8.285( = 5.40) [B]. This results in the corresponding valug) = (0.42,0.39,0.36,0.31)GeV 1.
All results are computed in Landau gauge. The clover pammgl, used in the perturbative cal-
culation discussed below is set to its lowest order valye= 1.
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2. Renormalization group invariant operators

We define a so-called RGI (renormalization group invariapgrator, which is independent of
scaleM and scheme”, by [d]

OR® = 077 (M) 67 (M) = ZF%!(@) Opare (2.1)

with

| g” (M)2\ "/ ™My () w
AZ7 (M) = <2[30 o2 > exp /0 dgd (BT(EJ’)+@> (2.2)

and the RGI renormalization constant (depending on thiedaspacinga via the lattice coupling)
ZRC @) = AZ7 (M) Ziod M, a) . (2.3)

Hereg”, y” andB~ are the coupling constant, the anomalous dimension anf-faection in
scheme?, respectively. Relationg (2.1), (P.2) arjd |2.3) allow usempute the operataf in
any scheme and at any scale we like, oBBE' is known. Ideally,ZR®' depends only on the bare
lattice coupling, but not on the momentymwhich determines the scale Mid?2 = p2. Computed
on a lattice, however, it suffers from lattice artifactsy.eit contains contributions proportional
to a?p?, (a?p?)? etc. For a precise determination it is essential to havestdiesretization errors
under control.

As the RI-MOM scheme is in general n@(4)-covariant even in the continuum limit, it is
not very suitable for computing the anomalous dimensiorsiee in [2). Therefore we use an
intermediate schemg” with known anomalous dimensions and calculté' as follows:

ZR% (@) = AZ7 (M) Zgy_pom (M) Z5 MM (M, @) (2.4)

bare

It turns out that a type of momentum subtraction scheme isoa gboice for.” (for details see

Ref. @)).

3. Subtraction of order a? one-loop lattice artifacts

The diagrammatic approach to compute the one-l@oferms for theZ factors of local and
one-link operators has been developed in Rgf. [4]. The gémaise of Wilson type improved
fermions is discussed if][7]. We compute a comnZdiactor for each multiplet given in Tab[¢ 1.
As examples we give here (up to terms of higher order in the banplingg® anda?)

o°Cr

1672

Zs =1+ { — 233099+ 3 log(a?S,)

2 2 S
+a [Sz (1 64089 %Iog( Sz)) 5 (1 95104 H)log(a sg)] } , (3.1
_ ’Cr 8 ) 2 S
Zio = 14 152 {6.93831— 3100&%) ~ 5o
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+a?

2
S ( 1.50680+ ﬁ)log( sz)>

s4 71 S2? 82 S
5 (2 63125 ﬁ)Iog( 232)> TSP 135 ] } , (3.2)

where we have introduced the notatidis= zﬁzl P} (pa being the momentum components) and
Cr = 4/3. TheZ factors are written generically as

9°Cr

Z=1
+162

Z11o0p(P.2) + @FPZ ) (o). (3.3)
We emphasize that the numerical coefficients in the aboveessgns are either exact rationals or
can be computed to a very high precision.

Now we turn to the subtraction procedure applied to the M@#do dataZbare P, a)mc
The subtraction of ordes® terms is not unique - we have different possibilities. Thiy oestriction
is that in one-loop perturbation theory they should agree.itestigate the following definitions
(choices ¢) and n)) of subtracted renormalization constants,

MOM(

2

Zt')gl’e MOoM ( p, a)MC.subs - Z[?;re MOM ( p, a)MC - a2 93 Zf:)oop( P, a) ) (34)
' B 2

Ztl)?e;reMOM(pa a)MC.subm ZE;reMOM(pa a)MC X (l_ a2 gfz;(La_Roop( p, a)) ) (3-5)

whereg? can be chosen to be eithgt or the boosted couplingd = g?/P(g) = ¢+ O(g*), P(g)
being the measured plaquettet= 6/g°>. The effect of the different subtractions is shown in
Fig.[l. The complete one-loop subtraction leads to almasZfid', whereas the Z factors obtained

1.65

no subtraction ---m-- g
O(a?) subtraction (s) —&— BB
55 L 1 B
0.55 O(a?) subtraction (m) BE 16 - AAAAAAAAAAAA A“‘..l
complete subtraction s--a--: 5] %“
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Figure 1. Unsubtracted and subtracted renormalization constantbdoscalar operataf® (left) and the
one-link operator/V2a (right) at 8 = 5.40, for p? > 10Ge\? andro/Ays = 0.700. Thea? subtractions are

of type ) and (n) with g, = gg.

from the one-loo@? subtractions show a significant dependencggdwhich has to be taken into
account in the calculation.

We expect thaZR! -MOM(p a)yc sup contains terms proportional &" (n > 2) even at order
g%, as well as the lattice artifacts from higher orders in pation theory, constrained only by

hypercubic symmetry. Therefore, we parametrize the sciigiladata for eacl in terms of the
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hypercubic invariant§, as follows

ZRGI(a)

ZRILMOM i
AZ7 (p) [1+b1(9”)

Zi?yI’—MOM (p) bare (pa a)MC.sub:

+ (3.6)

a? <clsz+02%+03(§35)2> +at (a(D) %)+ (6(D)° + oSS +6Ss) -
The parameteb; is introduced to compensate for the truncation errors inetkgressions from
continuum perturbation theory. There are also further polgnomial invariants at ordea®, a®,

but their behavior is expected to be well described by thariamts which have been included
already.

Together with the target parame®r®'(a) we have ten parameters for this general case. In
view of the limited number of data points for each sinflevalue (5.20, 525, 529, 540) we
apply the ansat4 (3.6) at sevefavalues simultaneously, assumifigindependent fit parameters
b1 andc. The renormalization factors are influenced by the choicerddys. This quantity
entersAZ” (M) in (2:3) via the corresponding couplirgy” (M) (for details see[]3]). We choose
ro/\ys = 0.700 [8] and 0789 [9] in order to test the influence of Ays.

The fit procedure as sketched above has quite a few degreesedbfn and it is essential
to investigate their influence carefully. A criterion foretichoice of the minimal value gb? is
provided by the breakdown of perturbation theory at smalmaota. The data suggef} [3] that we
are on the 'safe side’ when choosipg,, = 10Ge\?. As the upper end of the fit interval we take
the maximal available momentum at given couplfg

Other important factors are

e Type of subtraction: As discussed above, the procedure of the one-loop suloinastnot
unique. We consider the two choicesy &nd (n) with either bareg or boosted couplings.

e Selection of hypercubic invariants. For the quality of the fit it is essential to have an ap-
propriate description of the lattice artifacts which rematter subtraction. This is connected
to the question whether tra subtraction has been sufficient to subtract (almostyiir-
tifacts. Therefore, we perform fits with various combinasicof structures in[(3.6). One
should mention that the concrete optimal (i.e. minimal) &fet; depends strongly on the
momenta of the available Monte Carlo data - momenta clodeetdigonal in the Brillouin
zone require fewer structures to be fitted than far off-dieg@nes.

As discussed in detail iff][2] we are not able to find one contliineof the investigated sub-
traction types and parameter séts} which is superior to all others. This is partly due to the fact
that the available data set is almost diagonal in the momestumponents. Therefore, we rely on
our experience, which suggests, e.g., the use of the boostgalinggg in the subtraction prode-
cure. One further important consideration is the compangith the results based on the complete
one-loop subtraction which serve as benchmarks. In thewvgadavor the simple subtractiors)(
with boosted couplingg using all parameters in the ansatZ (3 6).

In Fig. 2 we show as examples the corresponding results éoolerators’S and ¢2a com-
pared to the results obtained by the complete one-loopastimn.

The final renormalization factors are collected in Tdble Bgithe two differento Ay values
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Figure 2: ZE®' (left) and ZRS' (right) atro/Ayg = 0.700 as a function of using allc; compared to the

complete one-loop subtraction.
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Op. | roAws | ZR%pos20 | ZR®gsos | ZRCgos20 | ZR%p_s540
oS | 0700 | 0.453034) | 0.447533) | 0.445132) | 0.441430)

0.789 | 0.471744) | 0.466165) | 0.463254) | 0.458527)

oV | 0700 | 0.716326) | 0.725326) | 0.730825) | 0.745124)

0.789 | 0.723872) | 0.731994) | 0.736599) | 0.751950)

o™ | 0700 | 0.746041) | 0.754340) | 0.759039) | 0.773137)

0.789 | 0.758546) | 0.763477) | 0.766681) | 0.780530)

o7 | 0700 | 0.890643) | 0.903642) | 0.910841) | 0.931939)

0.789 | 0.894685) | 0.9044111) | 0.9075120) | 0.931649)

o%a | 0700 | 1491455) | 1513155 | 1.526654) | 1.566053)
0.789 | 1.4635108) | 14776112 | 1.492690) | 1.539758)

o%s | 0700 | 1506137) | 1521837) | 1.532936) | 1.553435)
0.789 | 1.4601(151) | 1.4727206) | 1.4863165) | 1.5115140)

Table 2: ZRC! values using the subtractios) (with gs. The errors are obtained from the nonlinear fit

procedure.

0.700 and 0789. This shows the influence of the choicer@f\y5 (depending on the anomalous
dimension of the operator). For the investigated operaas values we find for the relative

differences of thgRC!

TheZ factors of the local (one-link) operators differ with 1% (2 #om the corresponding results

57RG! —

RGI

RGI

o Ays=0.700~ ZroRyzs=0.789

RGI
iy Ays=0.700

<0.04.
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obtained via the complete one-loop subtraction.

From the present investigation we conclude: The alteregtiproposed reduced’ subtraction
algorithm can be used for the determination of the renomattin factors if the complete subtrac-
tion method is not available. Possible applications coald ffactors forNs = 2+ 1 calculations
with more complicated fermionic and gauge actions whereloog results to ordes?® are available
(for the fermionic SLINC action with improved Symanzik gauaction see Ref[ [1L0]).
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