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We present the perturbative results of the discretization errors proportional to the quark mass
(O(am)) on the QCD running coupling within lattice perturbation theory. Our analysis involves
calculating the 2-loop renormalization factor Zg using improved lattice actions for the SU(Nc) gauge
group and Nf multiplets of fermions with a finite quark mass. We employ the background field
method to compute Zg, by calculating quantum corrections on both the background and quantum
gluon propagator, respecting the O(a) improvement. This allows us to evaluate the perturbative
O(am) lattice errors which affect the determination of the running coupling. Eliminating these
O(am) effects is crucial for the nonperturbative studies of precision determinations of the strong
coupling constant using lattice field theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The world average of the strong-coupling constant (αs), evaluated at the Z-boson mass scale, includes various
determinations, each classified based on their methodological approach (e.g, hadron collisions, τ decays, etc.). The
most accurate determinations arise from lattice QCD, providing a result of αs(m

2
Z) = 0.1183(7) [1]. However,

employing lattice QCD introduces systematic uncertainties in the precise determination of αs. These uncertainties
are associated with perturbative truncation, discretization errors in continuum limit extrapolations, and finite-volume
effects.

Overcoming the limitations of simulations is challenging without employing a specific strategy to control systematic
uncertainties. Addressing this challenge, a recent lattice QCD strategy has been proposed, named the decoupling
method [2]. This method enables the connection of an experimentally well-measured low-energy quantity with the
high-energy regime of QCD, where perturbation theory can be safely applied. Thus, it effectively eliminates systematic
errors in a controlled way, as opposed to most “large volume” approaches.

The decoupling strategy relies, to some extent, on lattice QCD computations with Nf ≥ 3 degenerate heavy quarks
at a low energy scale requiring the introduction of massive finite volume couplings. When linking observables at
different quark masses, it is important to keep a constant lattice spacing up to order O(a2), and hence there is a need
to study a lattice theory that respects O(a) improvements.
In an O(a) improved lattice theory, one has to properly impose renormalization conditions in a way that correlation

functions of the renormalized fields converge to the continuum limit as O(a2). A simple strategy is to choose all
renormalization conditions defined at the same point (g0, am0) in the bare parameter space. In this scheme, transfor-
mations of the bare parameters and rescaling of the bare fields do not affect renormalization quantities. Hence, the
corresponding counterterms of O(a) can be ignored and so this category of renormalization schemes is automatically
compatible with O(a) improvement. However, in this manner, the renormalized coupling constant and renormalized
fields implicitly depend on the quark mass. This can be avoided though, by using mass-independent renormalization
schemes [3].

In mass-independent schemes, renormalization conditions are defined at zero quark mass. As a result, renormalized
quark masses are decoupled from the running coupling and it is convenient to study its scale evolution (β-function)
since the arguments of the massless theory will remain the same. Then, the issue is that the theory of finite mass
quarks must be related to the massless theory. This link is usually established through the bare parameters. Thus,
there is a need for reparametrization of the bare theory, so that we can preserve the O(a) improvement.

To set up a general mass-independent renormalization scheme respecting O(a) improvement, one can introduce a
modified bare coupling through:

g̃20 = g20(1 + bg(g
2
0) amq) (1)
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while the subtracted mass, mq, is given by:

mq = m0 −mc(g
2
0) (2)

The parameter mc(g
2
0) is the critical value of the Lagrangian quark mass at which the renormalized quark masses

vanish. Note that mc(g
2
0) depends on how the physical quark mass is defined, but its exact form should differ only

at O(a2). Nevertheless, order a2 corrections are considered negligible. At m0 = mc, the modified and ordinary
bare coupling coincide. Moreover, bg(g

2
0) in Eq. (1) must be appropriately selected so as to remove any remaining

cutoff effects of O(a). The bottom line is that the scaling required for g0 depends on the quark mass, while g̃0 scales
independently of the quark mass.

For heavier quarks in decoupling methods, values of amq increase, emphasizing the significance of determining bg(g
2
0)

in both perturbative and non-perturbative ways. Non-perturbative calculations of bg(g
2
0) have been recently carried

out [4]. Currently, bg(g
2
0) is only known to 1-loop order in perturbation theory [3], which introduces a significant

systematic error to the precision of the strong coupling constant due to the truncated perturbative result [2].
In the present work, we study the 2-loop renormalization factor, Zg . This factor relates the bare running coupling

g0 to the MS-renormalized running coupling g. By employing the background field method we find the discretization
errors associated with the finite quark mass. We are specifically interested in identifying discretization errors that
are proportional to the quark mass. These errors are of the order of O(am) and can affect the determination of the
strong coupling constant. To calculate bg(g

2
0) in Eq. (1) at 2-loop order, which has not been done before, we need to

take into account the complexity caused by the inclusion of quark masses [5]. Eliminating O(am) effects is important
for improving the accuracy of any quantity that is calculated using Wilson-type fermions [6].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sections II and III, we provide the setup of our calculation, including the
improved lattice actions, and a brief review of the beta function and the background field formalism. Sections IV
and V present our main results at the one- and two-loop order, respectively. This includes expressions for both the
Green’s functions and bg(g

2
0). In Section VI, we summarize our findings and outline future plans. Appendix A contains

tables with the numerical values of the two-loop lattice Green’s function of each Feynman diagram.

II. IMPROVED LATTICE ACTION

Our computations are carried out within the lattice regularization, using the clover improved action (Sheikholeslami-
Wohlert) [7] for fermions. The clover action reads, in standard notation:

SF =
∑
f

∑
x

(4r +m0)ψ̄f (x)ψf (x)

− 1

2

∑
f

∑
x, µ

[
ψ̄f (x)

(
r − γµ

)
Ux, x+µψf (x+ µ) + ψ̄f (x+ µ)

(
r + γµ

)
Ux+µ, xψf (x)

]
− 1

4
csw

∑
f

∑
x, µ, ν

ψ̄f (x)σµν F̂µν(x)ψf (x), (3)

where r is the Wilson parameter, f is a flavor index, σµν = [γµ, γν ]/2, m0 is the Lagrangian quark mass1 and cSW

is the clover parameter. In the following calculations, r is set to 1 as customary, and cSW is considered as a free
parameter for wider applicability of results. Powers of the lattice spacing a have been omitted and may be directly
reinserted by dimensional counting. The tensor F̂µν is proportional to a lattice representation of the gluon field tensor,
defined through:

F̂µν ≡ 1

8
(Qµν −Qνµ) (4)

where Qµν is the sum of the plaquette loops:

Qµν = Ux, x+µUx+µ, x+µ+νUx+µ+ν, x+νUx+ν, x

+ Ux, x+νUx+ν, x+ν−µUx+ν−µ, x−µUx−µ, x

+ Ux, x−µUx−µ, x−µ−νUx−µ−ν, x−νUx−ν, x

+ Ux, x−νUx−ν, x−ν+µUx−ν+µ, x+µUx+µ, x (5)

1 For simplicity of notation, we denote all flavor masses by m0; the case of different flavor masses can be trivially recovered from our
results.
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For the gauge fields we employ a class of Symanzik improved gauge actions [8], involving Wilson loops with 4 and
6 links (1× 1 plaquettes and 1× 2 rectangles, respectively), which is given by the relation

SG =
2

g20

c0 ∑
plaq.

ReTr {1− Uplaq.}+ c1
∑
rect.

ReTr {1− Urect.}

 (6)

The coefficients c0 and c1 can in principle be chosen arbitrarily, subject to the following normalization condition,
which ensures the correct classical continuum limit of the action:

c0 + 8c1 = 1 (7)

For the numerical evaluation, particular choices of values for {c0, c1} are employed in our calculations as shown in
Table I.

Gluon action c0 c1

Wilson 1 0

TL Symanzik 5/3 −1/12

Iwasaki 3.648 −0.331

TABLE I: Commonly used sets of values for Symanzik coefficients.

III. THEORETICAL SETUP

Let us first recall some concepts related to the beta function in the massless case and to the background field method;
these will be useful as we extend them to the case of nonzero fermion mass. The dependence of the renormalized
coupling constant on the intrinsic scale of the renormalization scheme is given by the renormalized β-function:

β(g) ≡ µ̄
dg

dµ̄

∣∣∣
a,g0

(8)

where a is the lattice spacing, µ̄ is the renormalization scale and g (g0) is the renormalized (bare) coupling constant.
We will employ the MS renormalization scheme in this work. In the asymptotic limit for QCD (g → 0), one can write
the expansion of β-function in powers of g:

β(g) = −b0 g3 − b1 g
5 − b2 g

7 +O(g9) (9)

The bare β-function for the lattice regularization is defined as:

βL(g0) ≡ −adg0
da

∣∣∣
µ̄,g

(10)

Similar to Eq. (9), the asymptotic high energy limit (g0 → 0) of the lattice bare β-function is:

βL(g0) = −b0g03 − b1g0
5 − bL2 g0

7 +O(g0
9) (11)

The first two coefficients b0, b1 are universal for massless gauge theories ([9]), in the sense that they do not depend
on the regularization nor the renormalization scheme. However, coefficients bLi (i ≥ 2) depend on the renormalization
scheme and must be determined perturbatively. Coefficients b0, b1, and b2 can be found in Ref. [10], while bL2 has
been calculated either in the absence of fermions [11, 12] or using the Wilson [13], clover [14], or overlap [15] fermions.

The bare coupling constant g0 is related to the renormalized coupling constant g through the renormalization
function Zg :

g0 = Zg(g
2
0 , aµ̄)g (12)

The most convenient and economical way to proceed with the calculation of Zg(g
2
0 , aµ̄) is to use the Background

Field (BF) technique [16, 17], in which the renormalization of the background field is directly connected with Zg. On
the lattice, the background field technique can be approached in more than one way. Different lattice actions may
be chosen and the precise way in which the background field is introduced is arbitrary to some extent. However, the
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differences between the choices of lattice actions should be irrelevant in the continuum limit. The background field
on the lattice is introduced by decomposing the gauge link variable as follows [16]:

Uµ(x) = UQ
µ (x)UB

µ (x),

UQ
µ (x) ≡ eig0Qµ(x),

UB
µ (x) ≡ eiaBµ(x)

(13)

where Qµ(x) = Qa
µ(x)T

a is the quantum field, Bµ(x) = Ba
µ(x)T

a is the background field, and T a are the generators

of SU(Nc) with the convention of Tr(T aT b) = δab/2. Since the gauge link is now a product of two different field links,
there is freedom in interpreting the gauge transformation:

[Uµ(x)]
Λ
= Λ(x)Uµ(x)Λ

−1(x+ aµ̂); (14)

This transformation can be viewed in two ways. The first one considers the quantum field as a matter field which
transforms purely locally, while the background field transforms as a true gauge field:

[UQ
µ (x)]

Λ
= Λ(x)UQ

µ (x)Λ−1(x)

[UB
µ (x)]

Λ
= Λ(x)UB

µ (x)Λ−1(x+ aµ̂)
(15)

The second one considers the background field as invariant, while the quantum field is now the true gauge field:

[UQ
µ (x)]

Λ
= Λ(x)UQ

µ (x)UB
µ (x)Λ−1(x+ aµ̂)(UB

µ (x))−1

[UB
µ (x)]

Λ
= UB

µ (x)
(16)

Let us call the first interpretation of gauge transformations “background gauge transformations” and the second
one “quantum gauge transformations”. As the background is an external field, which is not involved in the path
integration, the gauge-fixing term, which ensures the finiteness of path integrals, can be chosen to preserve the gauge
invariance under background transformations. A proper choice is the following:

Sgf = λ0a
4
∑
x,µ,ν

Tr
{
D−

µQµ(x)D
−
ν Qν(x)

}
(17)

where λ0 is the inverse bare gauge parameter [λ−1
0 = 0 (1) in Landau (Feynman) gauge)] and the lattice covariant

derivative D−
µ is written as:

D−
µQν(x) =

1

a

[
UB
µ

−1
(x− aµ̂) Qν(x− aµ̂) UB

µ (x− aµ̂)−Qν(x)
]

(18)

This term preserves the gauge invariance of the background field in the action, even though it breaks the gauge
invariance of the quantum field.

The corresponding Faddeev-Popov action (SFP) for ghost fields, produced by the gauge-fixing term, along with the
contribution from the integration measure (Smeas.), resulting from the change of integration variables from links to
vector fields, are explicitly written in Ref. [16]. Therefore the full action is given by,

S = SF + SG + Sgf + SFP + Smeas. (19)

The fact that exact gauge invariance is preserved in the background field formalism, leads to a relation between the
renormalization factors of background field ZB and of coupling constant Zg [18]:

ZB(g
2
0 , aµ) Z

2
g (g

2
0 , aµ) = 1 (20)

where Bµ
0 = ZB(g

2
0 , aµ)

1/2Bµ. In this framework, the relation between the lattice bare coupling constant and the
renormalized one can be extracted by the evaluation of ZB , instead of Z2

g , with no need to calculate any 3-point
Green’s functions, thus leading to a less complicated calculation. Note, however, that the inclusion of quark masses
adds a layer of complexity.

Henceforth we consider the 1-particle-irreducible (1-PI) 2-point Green’s function of background field, both in the
continuum (ΓBB

R (p,m, λ)abµν) and on the lattice (ΓBB
L (p,mq, λ0)

ab
µν), in the presence of a fermion mass. These functions
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can be expressed in terms of scalar amplitudes νR(p,m, λ), ν(p,mq, λ0). Following the notation of Ref. [11] the Green’s
functions of the background field in the continuum are given as:

ΓBB
R (p,m, λ)abµν = −δab(δµνp2 − pµpν)

(
1− νR(p,m, λ)

)
/g2 ,

νR(p,m, λ) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

g2ℓν
(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20), λ(g

2
0))

(21)

where ν
(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20), λ(g

2
0)) can be written as:

ν
(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20), λ(g

2
0))) = ν

(ℓ)
R (p, 0, λ(g20))) + ∆ν

(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20), λ(g

2
0))) (22)

where λ is the inverse MS-renormalized gauge parameter, m is the renormalized mass (where m = Zm(g20) mq) and

ν
(ℓ)
R (p, 0, λ(g20))) is the amplitude corresponding to the massless case.
Similarly, the Green’s functions of the background field on the lattice are given as:∑

µ

ΓBB
L (p,mq, λ0)

ab
µµ = −δab3p̂2

(
1− ν(p,mq, λ0)

)
/g20 ,

ν(p,mq, λ0) =
∞∑
ℓ=1

g2ℓ0 ν
(ℓ)(p,mq, λ0)

(23)

where p̂2 =
∑

µ p̂
2
µ, p̂µ = (2/a) sin(apµ/2). The amplitude ν(ℓ)(p,mq, λ0) can be written as:

ν(ℓ)(p,mq, λ0) = ν
(ℓ)
0 (p,mq, λ0) + amq ν

(ℓ)
1 (p,mq, λ0) +O(a2m2

q)

= ν
(ℓ)
0 (p, 0, λ0) + ∆ν

(ℓ)
0 (p,mq, λ0) + amq

(
ν
(ℓ)
1 (p, 0, λ0) + ∆ν

(ℓ)
1 (p,mq, λ0)

)
+O(a2m2

q)
(24)

where ν
(ℓ)
0 (p, 0, λ0) represents the outcome to the massless theory without considering the O(a) improvement. The

tensor structure of these Green’s functions, as given above, is implied by the symmetries of the theory.
As discussed in Ref. [17], the continuum and lattice Green’s functions are related by ΓBB

R = ΓBB
L + O(a). Thus,

using Eqs. (20),(21) and (23), we can express Z2
g in terms of νR(p), ν(p):

Z2
g = Z−1

B =
1− ν(p,mq, λ0)

1− νR(p,m, λ)
(25)

Given that ZMS
g is gauge-independent, we choose to compute it in the renormalized Feynman gauge, that is, we set

the renormalized gauge parameter λ = 1. At the two-loop level, this necessitates an explicit renormalization of λ0 to
one loop. A similar relation to Eq. (25) for the renormalization factor Zλ (where λ = Zλ(g

2
0) λ0), can be expressed

in terms of the scalar terms ωR(p,m) and ω(p,mq) which appear in the definition of the quantum field self-energy in

the continuum (ΓQQ
R (p,m, λ)abµν) and on the lattice (ΓQQ

L (p,mq, λ0)
ab
µν), respectively:

ΓQQ
R (p,m, λ)abµν = −δab

[
(δµνp

2 − pµpν)
(
1− ωR(p,m)

)
+ λ pµpν

]
,

ωR(p,m) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

g2ℓω
(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20))

(26)

where ω
(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20)) can be written as:

ω
(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20)) = ω

(ℓ)
R (p, 0) + ∆ω

(ℓ)
R (p,m(g20)) (27)

and ω
(ℓ)
R (p, 0) is the amplitude corresponding to the massless case.

The Green’s functions of the quantum field in the lattice are given as:∑
µ

ΓQQ
L (p,mq, λ0)

ab
µµ = −δabp̂2

[
3
(
1− ω(p,mq)

)
+ λ0

]
,

ω(p,mq) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

g2ℓ0 ω
(ℓ)(p,mq)

(28)
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where the amplitude ω(ℓ)(p,mq) can be written as:

ω(ℓ)(p,mq) = ω
(ℓ)
0 (p,mq) + amq ω

(ℓ)
1 (p,mq) +O(a2m2

q)

= ω
(ℓ)
0 (p, 0) + ∆ω

(ℓ)
0 (p,mq) + amq

(
ω
(ℓ)
1 (p, 0) + ∆ω

(ℓ)
1 (p,mq)

)
+O(a2m2

q)
(29)

where ω
(ℓ)
0 (p, 0) is the amplitude corresponding to the massless case.

The relation between the continuum and lattice Green’s functions is now given by ΓQQ
R = Z−1

λ ΓQQ
L + O(a) [17].

Hence, using Eqs. (26), and (28) we can express Zλ in terms of ωR(p,m), ω(p,mq):

Zλ =
1− ω(p,m)

1− ωR(p,mq)
(30)

Expressed in terms of the perturbative expansions given by Eqs. (21), (23), (26), and (28), and utilizing the relations
provided by Eqs. (25) and (30), the renormalization factor Z2

g in the asymptotic limit (g0 → 0) of the mass-independent
renormalization scheme (m→ 0) takes the following form:

Z2
g =

[
1 + g20

(
ν
(1)
R − ν(1)

)
+ g40

(
ν
(2)
R − ν(2)

)
+ g40

(
ω
(1)
R − ω(1)

)
λ
∂ν

(1)
R

∂λ
+O(g60 ,m

2)

]
λ=λ0,
m=mq

(31)

with ν
(ℓ)
R (p,m, λ), ν(ℓ)(p,mq, λ0), ω

(ℓ)
R (p,m) and ω(ℓ)(p,mq) given by Eqs. 22), (24), (27), and (29) respectively.

Although ν
(1)
R (p,m, λ) is required for a general gauge λ, in all other cases, we can choose the Feynman gauge,

λ = λ0 = 1. This choice significantly simplifies the computations, particularly in lattice regularization.

The amplitudes ν
(1)
R (p, 0, λ), ω

(1)
R (p, 0), ν

(2)
R (p, 0, λ) calculated in dimensional regularization for the massless case,

have been already known in the literature [13, 16]. Moreover, the amplitudes ν
(1)
0 (p, 0, λ0), ω

(1)
0 (p, 0) and ν

(2)
0 (p, 0, λ0)

have been calculated before using a variety of lattice actions by [11, 13, 14, 19].
Finally, the relation between the renormalized running coupling g and the bare running coupling g0 can be expressed

as:

g2 =

{
g20 − g40

(
ν
(1)
R − ν(1)

)
+ g60

[(
ν
(1)
R − ν(1)

)2
− ν

(2)
R + ν(2) − λ

∂ν
(1)
R

∂λ

(
ω
(1)
R − ω(1)

)]
+O(g80)

}
λ=λ0,
m=mq

(32)

Writing bg(g0) as an expansion in powers of g0 in Eq. (1):

g̃20 = g20

[
1 + amq

(
b(1)g g20 + b(2)g g40 +O(g60)

)]
(33)

we can reparameterize the bare coupling constant so that the fermion mass will be decoupled from the renormalized
running coupling:

g2 =

{
g̃20 − g̃40

[(
ν
(1)
R − ν

(1)
0

)
+ amq

(
b(1)g − ν

(1)
1

)]
+ g̃60

[(
ν
(1)
R − ν

(1)
0

)2
− ν

(2)
R + ν

(2)
0 − λ

∂ν
(1)
R

∂λ

(
ω
(1)
R − ω

(1)
0

)
+ amq

(
ν
(2)
1 − b(2)g + 2

(
ν
(1)
0 − ν

(1)
R

)(
ν
(1)
1 − b(1)g

)
+ λ

∂ν
(1)
R

∂λ
ω
(1)
1

)]
+O(g̃80)

}
λ=λ0,
m=mq

(34)

Therefore, b
(1)
g is given by:

b(1)g = ν
(1)
1 (35)

and at 2-loop order, b
(2)
g must be:

b(2)g = ν
(2)
1 + λ

∂ν
(1)
R

∂λ
ω
(1)
1

∣∣∣∣∣λ=λ0,
m=mq

(36)
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1 2

FIG. 1: One-loop Feynman diagrams for fermion contributions to ΓBB,1loop
L,F . A solid line represents quarks. Wavy

lines ending on a cross represent background gluons. Each diagram is meant to be symmetrized over the color
indices, Lorentz indices, and momenta of the two external background fields.

IV. ONE-LOOP RESULTS

As already discussed, the most efficient way of calculating Z2
g is to consider the 2-point (2-pt) Green’s function of

the background field. We are only interested in calculating diagrams having a fermion propagator as seen in Fig.1,
since these are associated with the O(am) effects of the strong coupling constant.
The one-loop result of the fermion contributions (“F”) to 2-pt lattice Green’s function is:

ΓBB,1loop
L,F (p,mq)

ab
µν = δab

(
δµνp

2 − pνpµ

)F1(ap) + F2

(
m2

q

p2

)
+ amq

F3(ap) + F4

(
m2

q

p2

)+O
(
a2m2

q

) , (37)

where:

F1(ap) = Nf

{
−0.0137322 + 0.0050467 csw − 0.0298435 c2sw +

2

3

1

16π2
ln(a2p2)

}

F2

(
m2

q

p2

)
=

Nf

16π2

8

3

m2
q

p2
− 8

3

(
−1

2
+
m2

q

p2

)√
1 + 4

m2
q

p2
arccoth

√1 + 4
m2

q

p2

+
2

3
ln

(
m2

q

p2

)
F3(ap) = Nf

{
0.0272837− 0.0223503csw + 0.0070667c2sw − (1− csw)

2

16π2
ln
(
a2p2

)}

F4

(
m2

q

p2

)
=

Nf

16π2

{
− 4

m2
q

p2
+ 4

(−1 + csw)

(
1 + 4

m2
q

p2

)
+ 4

(
m2

q

p2

)2
 arccoth

(√
1 + 4

m2
q

p2

)
√

1 + 4
m2

q

p2

−(1− csw)2 ln

(
m2

q

p2

)}

It is worth mentioning that the errors on our lattice one-loop expressions are smaller than the last shown digit.
Since the above Green’s function stems from diagrams of closed fermion loops, the one-loop results are independent

of the Symanzik coefficients. Furthermore, incorporating stout links into the lattice action we find that the one-loop
outcome is independent of the stout coefficient w. This stems from the fact that after N successive smearing steps,
the transverse part of a gluon field in 1-loop corrections is multiplied by a factor (1−wa2p̂2)N [20]. Eliminating terms
of order O(a2) should result in no contribution from the stout-smearing coefficient, as indicated by our findings.

In terms of the amplitudes ν(1)(p,mq, λ0) in Eq. (24), using Eq. (37) we find the following:

ν
(1)
0 (p, 0, λ0) = ν

(1)
0 (p, 0, λ0)|Nf=0 + F1(ap)

∆ν
(1)
0 (p,mq, λ0) = O

(
m2

q

p2

)
ν
(1)
1 (p, 0, λ0) = F3(ap)

∆ν
(1)
1 (p,mq, λ0) = O

(
m2

q

p2

)
(38)

Amplitudes ν
(1)
0 and ν

(1)
1 can be derived using two approaches; first, by evaluating the momentum integrals and

subsequently performing a first-order Taylor expansion in mass, as outlined in this section, and second, by reversing



8

the steps. Both methods yield identical results, with the latter being the most straightforward for lattice calculations.
Consequently, for the 2-loop calculations, we will employ only the second approach.

Using Eq. (35) we find the first coefficient of bg(g
2
0) as:

b(1)g = Nf

{
0.0272837− 0.0223503csw + 0.0070667c2sw − (1− csw)

2

16π2
ln
(
a2p2

)}
+O

(
m2

q

p2

)
(39)

We stress that b
(1)
g is independent of the gluon action used and the number of colors.

For the tree-level Sheikholeslami-Wohlert coefficient, csw = 1 +O(g20), we obtain the well established result [3]:

b(1)g = 0.012000Nf (40)

To incorporate a mass-dependent running coupling, it is necessary to consider the terms of O
(
m2

q/p
2
)

in the

amplitudes of Eq. (38). For heavy fermions, taking the limit z → ∞ (where z ≡ mq/p) and setting csw = 1+O(g20) ,
we obtain:

∆ν
(1)
0 (p,mq, λ0) =

Nf

16π2

{
10

9
+

4

3
ln(z) +

2

15z2

}
+O

(
1

z4

)
∆ν

(1)
1 (p,mq, λ0) =

Nf

16π2

{
−2

3
+

2

15z2

}
+O

(
1

z4

)
(41)

Using the above relations and Eq. (34), one can find the logarithmic mass dependence of the renormalized running
coupling in the limit of heavy fermions, as determined in Ref. [21].

V. TWO-LOOP CALCULATIONS

To derive the two-loop amplitude ν(2) of the fermion contribution, we compute the 2-point lattice Green’s function
of twenty Feynman diagrams, as shown in Figure 2.

The tree-level fermion propagator in momentum space is given by:

⟨ψψ̄⟩ = −i /p◦ +M(p,m)

p◦2 +M(p,m)2
, (42)

where: /p
◦
=
∑

µ γµ
1
a sin(apµ) and M(p,m) = m+ 2

a

∑
µ sin

2(apµ/2).

As mentioned in Section IV, we proceed by first expanding the denominator of Eq. (42) with respect to mass up to
O(a) corrections:

1

p◦2 +M(p,m)2
=

1

p◦2 +M(p, 0)2

(
1−

4m 1
a

∑
µ sin

2(apµ/2)

p◦2 +M(p, 0)2
+O(a2m2)

)
(43)

One main difficulty in this computation, as compared to the massless case, stems from the fact that the fermion
propagator now contains contributions of O(p−2); this amplifies the presence of potential IR divergences, which must
be carefully addressed. Also, the sheer number of terms which must be integrated over the two loop momenta is of
the order of ∼ 106; this has necessitated the creation of special-purpose integration routines, to overcome the severe
constraints on CPU and memory. Computational challenges were further amplified by the distinct methodologies and
manipulations required for each diagram. Particularly, the “diamond” diagrams (diagrams 15 and 16 in Figure 2)
stand out as the most challenging within this computation.

The two-loop results regarding fermion contributions to the 2-point lattice Green’s function take the following form:∑
ρ

ΓBB,2loop
L,F (p,mq)

ab
ρρ = δab 3p̂2

∑
j

[
G0,j(ap) + amq G1,j(ap) +O(a2m2

q)
]

(44)

The index j runs over the diagrams shown in Fig. 2. Since two-loop diagrams can have a maximum of 4 fermionic
vertices, Gi,j(ap) is a polynomial in csw of degree up to 4.

The general form of Gi,j(ap) is:

a2p̂2Gi,j(ap) = c0,i,j + c1,i,j a
2
∑
µ

p4µ
p2

+ a2p2

c2,i,j
(
ln(a2p2)

(4π)2

)2

+ c3,i,j
ln(a2p2)

(4π)2
+ c4,i,j

+O(a4p4) (45)
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1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8

1 21 11 09

1 3 1 4 1 5 1 6

1 7 1 8 1 9 2 0

FIG. 2: Two-loop Feynman diagrams for the fermion contributions to ΓBB,2loop
L,F . A wavy (solid) line represents

gluons (quarks). Wavy lines ending on a cross represent background gluons. A solid circle is the one-loop fermion
mass counterterm. Each diagram is meant to be symmetrized over the color indices, Lorentz indices, and momenta

of the two external background fields.

where the dependence of cn,i,j on Nc, Nf , csw is given by:

cn,i,j =

4∑
k=0

Nf c
k
sw

(
1

Nc
c
(−1,k)
n,i,j +Nc c

(1,k)
n,i,j

)
. (46)

It is worth mentioning that specific diagrams exhibit infrared convergence only when considered in pairs: (1, 2),
(3, 4). We have evaluated these pairs accordingly, ensuring careful handling to prevent divergences in intermediate
results. The results for each diagram are presented in Tables II-XIV in Appendix A. Diagrams not appearing in these
Tables give vanishing contributions.

We provide here a brief overview of the validation checks performed on our calculations. Several constraints on the
coefficients cn,i,j were imposed to verify both the algebraic expressions and the numerical results.

In particular, for c0,i,j , gauge invariance requires that∑
j

c0,i,j = 0 (47)

where we explicitly confirmed that this condition holds.
For the Wilson gluon action with Wilson fermions, applying a Ward-identity-like procedure — where vertices with

background fields at zero momentum are expressed in terms of appropriate derivatives of inverse propagators — leads
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to the following additional constraints:

2c0,i,20 + c0,i,14 = 0,

c0,i,20 + c0,i,14 + c0,i,9 + c0,i,6 = 0,

(c0,i,19 + c0,i,18)
∣∣
N2

c=2
= 0,

c0,i,4 + c0,i,2 + c0,i,3 +
1

2
c0,i,15 + c0,i,1 = 0,

c0,i,11 = 0,

c0,i,7 + c0,i,10 = 0,

(c0,i,8 + c0,i,5)(N
2
c − 2) + c0,i,12(N

2
c − 1)− c0,i,16(N

2
c − 1)(N2

c − 2) = 0

(48)

These relations hold for any value of the quark mass mq and Wilson parameter r. While Ref. [13] previously verified
them in the massless case, we ensure their validity for the massive case as well. By substituting our numerical results
for the coefficients into each identity, we consistently obtain zero within the estimated errors.

Furthermore, as Lorentz invariance is restored in the continuum limit, the sum of terms involving the coefficients
c1,i,j must vanish. Among all contributions, only diagrams 1 and 2 yield non-zero values, and we have verified that
their combined sum is zero.

The coefficients c2,0,j were also confirmed to align with their continuum counterparts:

c2,0,16 =
1

3

1

Nc
Nf , c2,0,15 =

4

3
NcNf , c2,0,1 = −5

3
NcNf , c2,0,5 =

1

3

N2
c − 1

Nc
Nf (49)

For all other diagrams, the coefficients of the double logarithms vanish.
Finally, the total contribution from single logarithms must match the continuum result:∑

j

c3,0,j =
1

(4π)2

(
3Nc −

1

Nc

)
Nf (50)

This condition was verified both algebraically and numerically.

To determine the second coefficient of bg(g
2
0) as given by Eq. (36), we use Eq. (22) along with the result for

the massless case of ν
(1)
R (p, 0, λ), found, e.g., in Ref. [13]. Additionally, it is important to note that the fermionic

contributions to ω(1)(p,mq) are identical to those in ν(1)(p,mq), i.e., ω
(1)
1 = ν

(1)
1 . Therefore, the second coefficient

b
(2)
g is expressed as:

b(2)g =
∑
j

G1,j(ap)−
2Nc

16π2
F3(ap) +O

(
m2

q

p2

)
(51)

where G1,j(ap) is defined in Eq. (45), and it depends on the coefficients cn,i,j as outlined in Eq. (46). The coefficients
used in the above relation are listed in Tables XV–XVI in Appendix A. The result for the Wilson gluon action
corresponds to the first line of each row in these tables and is obtained using Eq. (51):

b(2)g |Wilson =
Nf

Nc

{
− 0.0114014(29)− 0.015674(5)csw + 0.0092076(20)c2sw + 0.00035230(5)c3sw − 0.000000475(4)c4sw

+
(
0.0767570(8) + 0.1104702(14)csw − 0.0408221(18)c2sw + 0.02123107(7)c3sw

) ln(a2p2)

16π2

+ (1− csw)

(
ln(a2p2)

16π2

)2}

+NfNc

{
− 0.005463(5) + 0.003539(4)csw − 0.0019859(13)c2sw − 0.00011429(12)c3sw + 0.000017174(4)c4sw

+
(
−0.156047(20)− 0.090502(20)csw + 0.066449(5)c2sw − 0.0175896599(11)c3sw

) ln(a2p2)

16π2

+ (1− csw)

(
ln(a2p2)

16π2

)2}
+O

(
m2

q

p2

)
(52)
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Similarly, we can extract the result for the Tree-Level Symanzik gluon action, which is given by:

b(2)g |TLS =
Nf

Nc

{
− 0.0051236(24)− 0.013840(4)csw + 0.0083484(19)c2sw + 0.00029588(7)c3sw − 0.000001975(4)c4sw

+
(
0.0576153(9) + 0.0757940(14)csw − 0.0367695(17)c2sw + 0.01954606(7)c3sw

) ln(a2p2)

16π2

+ (1− csw)

(
ln(a2p2)

16π2

)2}

+NfNc

{
− 0.007598(6) + 0.003048(6)csw − 0.002202(5)c2sw − 0.00002829(13)c3sw + 0.0000156943(35)c4sw

+
(
−0.130706(33)− 0.056392(19)csw + 0.059879(5)c2sw − 0.0165255904(23)c3sw

) ln(a2p2)

16π2

+ (1− csw)

(
ln(a2p2)

16π2

)2}
+O

(
m2

q

p2

)
(53)

while for the Iwasaki gluon action, the second coefficient b
(2)
g becomes:

b(2)g |Iwasaki =
Nf

Nc

{
0.0031399(23)− 0.0112507(35)csw + 0.0071443(16)c2sw + 0.00021121(5)c3sw − 0.0000035152(33)c4sw

+
(
0.0370497(14) + 0.0368072(15)csw − 0.0295570(18)c2sw + 0.01625262(8)c3sw

) ln(a2p2)

16π2

+ (1− csw)

(
ln(a2p2)

16π2

)2}

+NfNc

{
− 0.012841(8) + 0.001980(9)csw − 0.002891(17)c2sw + 0.00013071(11)c3sw + 0.0000129615(31)c4sw

+
(
−0.09865(8)− 0.017291(22)csw + 0.048057(5)c2sw − 0.01418348(5)c3sw

) ln(a2p2)

16π2

+ (1− csw)

(
ln(a2p2)

16π2

)2}
+O

(
m2

q

p2

)
(54)

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have conducted a perturbative study of discretization effects proportional to the quark mass,
O(amq), on the QCD β-function. Our analysis focuses on computing the fermionic contribution to the renormalization
factor of the coupling constant, Zg, using clover fermions and a family of Symanzik-improved gluons. To achieve
this, we employ the background field method, which allows us to relate the renormalization of the background field
propagator (2-pt Green’s function) to Zg. We compute all one-loop and two-loop Feynman diagrams that include at

least one fermion loop. From these contributions, we determine the coefficients b
(1)
g and b

(2)
g , which are the one- and

two-loop corrections stemming from discretization errors proportional to the quark mass.
Our results, which treat the number of colors (Nc) and flavors (Nf ) as free parameters, are particularly relevant for

lattice simulations involving heavy quarks, where large values of amq introduce nonnegligible lattice artifacts. Our
findings confirm that the inclusion of mass-dependent corrections in the β-function is crucial for reducing these effects
and achieving controlled continuum extrapolations, particularly in precision studies of the strong coupling constant.

A natural extension of this work involves incorporating stout-smeared links into the fermion action to reduce
discretization effects and statistical noise in simulations. Additionally, we aim to compute contributions from pure-
gluon Feynman diagrams (ν(2)) using the Symanzik-improved gluon action. This will offer a more comprehensive
understanding of the coupling constant’s running and play an important role in determining nonperturbative quantities
in lattice QCD.
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Beyond these specific extensions, further generalizations of our approach can be explored along similar lines. This
includes investigating alternative gauge actions and fermion discretizations to evaluate their impact on renormalization
of the gauge coupling.
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Appendix A: Tables

The coefficients cn,i,j for each diagram are presented in the following tables. For notation, see Eqs. (45) and (46).
Diagrams not included in these tables give vanishing contributions. Each row contains three values corresponding to
different Symanzik-improved actions: the Wilson action (top line), the Tree-Level Symanzik action (middle line), and
the Iwasaki action (bottom line).

j c
(−1,0)
0,0,j c

(−1,1)
0,0,j c

(−1,2)
0,0,j

−0.0038889(7) 0.00189353(20) 0.0001186798(35)

5+6+7 −0.0029436(7) 0.00168290(16) 0.0001045679(33)

−0.0016175(6) 0.00131969(7) 0.000078574(4)

0.00280141(14) −0.00172238(23) −0.0000424385(31)

8+9+10 0.00231537(11) −0.00153316(20) −0.0000417397(30)

0.00156273(4) −0.00120639(14) −0.0000349575(14)

0.00022981(15) −0.0000802(5) 0

12 −0.000101289(23) −0.0000677(4) 0

−0.0005336(5) −0.00004800(35) 0

0.00316443073(21) 0 0

14 0.00262027066(18) 0 0

0.00193541596(13) 0 0

−0.0006100(8) −0.0001310(5) −0.00007620(17)

16 −0.0006319(5) −0.0001157(4) −0.00006281(18)

−0.0006463(6) −0.00008934(31) −0.00004359(21)

−0.00050773(6) 0 0

18 −0.00049253(6) 0 0

−0.00043479(6) 0 0

0.00039280(6) 0.000040203(15) 0

19 0.00054317(7) 0.000033948(12) 0

0.00070176(9) 0.000024069(9) 0

−0.00158227(5) 0 0

20 −0.00131017(4) 0 0

−0.000967735(27) 0 0

TABLE II: Coefficients c
(−1,k)
0,0,j .
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j c
(−1,0)
0,1,j c

(−1,1)
0,1,j c

(−1,2)
0,1,j

0.0093260(13) −0.00291618(30) −0.000234681(10)

5+6+7 0.0071279(12) −0.0026423(5) −0.000221480(12)

0.0040875(10) −0.0021453(4) −0.000184887(15)

−0.0076049(7) 0.00153127(4) −0.000002757(4)

8+9+10 −0.0061647(5) 0.001419222(31) 0.000019165(9)

−0.0041065(5) 0.00119797(7) 0.000039129(8)

−0.0000539(8) 0.0006100(11) 0

12 0.00044375(28) 0.0005123(10) 0

0.0011289(5) 0.0003603(8) 0

−0.00509976855(25) 0 0

14 −0.00422280501(21) 0 0

−0.00311909924(16) 0 0

0.0008565(24) 0.0010797(30) 0.0002370(4)

16 0.0009288(20) 0.0009672(30) 0.0002023(4)

0.0010164(25) 0.0007670(29) 0.0001460(4)

0.00057224(6) 0 0

18 0.00056020(6) 0 0

0.000485524(31) 0 0

−0.00054513(7) −0.00030519(20) 0

19 −0.00078195(10) −0.00025635(16) 0

−0.00105013(9) −0.00018026(11) 0

0.00255002(30) 0 0

20 0.00211152(26) 0 0

0.00155963(19) 0 0

TABLE III: Coefficients c
(−1,k)
0,1,j .
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j c
(1,0)
0,0,j c

(1,1)
0,0,j c

(1,2)
0,0,j

−0.0020082(11) 0.00022193(21) −0.0028072(12)

1+2 −0.0022026(10) 0.00023620(19) −0.0030422(11)

−0.0024047(6) 0.00025562(14) −0.0033149(8)

0.00145603(19) −0.000215063(30) 0.00238751(11)

3+4 0.00146733(19) −0.000220718(28) 0.00254495(29)

0.00145912(19) −0.000220758(9) 0.0025644(4)

0.0038889(7) −0.00189353(20) −0.0001186798(35)

5+6+7 0.0029436(7) −0.00168290(16) −0.0001045679(33)

0.0016175(6) −0.00131969(7) −0.000078574(4)

−0.00280141(14) 0.00172238(23) 0.0000424385(31)

8+9+10 −0.00231537(11) 0.00153316(20) 0.0000417397(30)

−0.00156273(4) 0.00120639(14) 0.0000349575(14)

0 −0.0000573(4) 0.0009552(14)

11 0.000157315(13) −0.0000646(4) 0.0011115(14)

0.000330707(26) −0.0000792(4) 0.0016031(14)

−0.00011491(7) 0.00029885(28) 0.00026804(9)

12 0.000050644(12) 0.00026594(28) 0.00024220(9)

0.00026682(23) 0.00021724(26) 0.00018887(6)

−0.00316443073(21) 0 0

14 −0.00262027066(18) 0 0

−0.00193541596(13) 0 0

0.0011051(28) 0.0000436(9) −0.00011562(16)

15 0.0013138(29) 0.0000337(10) −0.00011661(15)

0.0015592(34) 0.0000094(12) −0.00010168(14)

0.00045024(4) 0.0000402030(29) −0.0077682(9)

18 0.00043918(4) 0.0000353047(26) −0.0064232(8)

0.00040291(4) 0.0000274085(20) −0.0046228(6)

−0.00039280(6) −0.000160812(12) 0.0071560(5)

19 −0.00054317(7) −0.000135791(10) 0.0057458(4)

−0.00070176(9) −0.000096275(7) 0.00372632(30)

0.00158227(5) 0 0

20 0.00131017(4) 0 0

0.000967735(27) 0 0

TABLE IV: Coefficients c
(1,k)
0,0,j .
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j c
(1,0)
0,1,j c

(1,1)
0,1,j c

(1,2)
0,1,j

0.0038168(26) −0.0017134(28) 0.00060610(29)

1+2 0.0041574(25) −0.0018097(26) 0.00065729(27)

0.0045263(22) −0.0019482(22) 0.00071661(19)

−0.00297502(18) 0.00165076(33) −0.00048649(8)

3+4 −0.00299543(19) 0.0016997(4) −0.00052973(9)

−0.00296564(21) 0.0017142(4) −0.00054116(10)

−0.0093260(13) 0.00291618(30) 0.000234681(10)

5+6+7 −0.0071279(12) 0.0026423(5) 0.000221480(12)

−0.0040875(10) 0.0021453(4) 0.000184887(15)

0.0076049(7) −0.00153127(4) 0.000002757(4)

8+9+10 0.0061647(5) −0.001419222(31) −0.000019165(9)

0.0041065(5) −0.00119797(7) −0.000039129(8)

0 0.00053259(6) −0.00022873(21)

11 −0.000249029(26) 0.00057339(6) −0.00025542(21)

−0.00052711(5) 0.00066218(9) −0.0003586(5)

0.0000269(4) −0.00236349(11) −0.0004656(8)

12 −0.00022187(14) −0.00209473(19) −0.0004043(7)

−0.00056446(25) −0.00170194(28) −0.0003003(6)

0.00509976855(25) 0 0

14 0.00422280501(21) 0 0

0.00311909924(16) 0 0

−0.001684(6) −0.0004072(32) −0.00000900(23)

15 −0.002074(6) −0.000353(4) 0

−0.002592(6) −0.000194(4) 0.00000896(22)

−0.000558677(18) −0.00030519(4) 0.0022034(4)

18 −0.000546553(5) −0.000264678(34) 0.00180793(29)

−0.000504270(6) −0.000201129(25) 0.00127506(20)

0.00054513(7) 0.00122076(16) −0.0018550(5)

19 0.00078195(10) 0.00102539(13) −0.00147783(35)

0.00105013(9) 0.00072102(9) −0.00094452(22)

−0.00255002(30) 0 0

20 −0.00211152(26) 0 0

−0.00155963(19) 0 0

TABLE V: Coefficients c
(1,k)
0,1,j .
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j c
(−1,0)
4,0,j c

(−1,1)
4,0,j c

(−1,2)
4,0,j c

(−1,3)
4,0,j c

(−1,4)
4,0,j

0.00069295(5) −0.0000201015(15) 0.00059633(5) 0 0

3+4 0.000109289(11) 0.00000432917(25) −0.0000204284(22) 0 0

−0.000372439(27) 0.0000351782(10) −0.00061565(6) 0 0

0.0012100(4) −0.00126395(26) 0.00264223(26) −0.000499707(31) −0.000043829(4)

5+6+7 0.00089239(33) −0.00108669(21) 0.00208698(22) −0.000429778(30) −0.0000380007(32)

0.00045383(23) −0.00080328(13) 0.00136482(17) −0.000317099(33) −0.0000278527(24)

−0.00011586(4) 0.000186623(13) 0.0000059016(14) 0 0

12 −0.00000559(4) 0.000143805(16) 0.0000046789(11) 0 0

0.000151014(25) 0.000073876(9) 0.0000029442(7) 0 0

−0.00106378758(4) 0.000826315389(28) −0.00746086682(16) 0 0

14 −0.000880857132(34) 0.000623967525(24) −0.00546527413(13) 0 0

−0.000650629333(25) 0.000384844011(18) −0.00313752882(10) 0 0

0.0020710(5) 0.0053702(16) −0.0016253(5) 0.000166547(11) −0.0000381711(31)

16 0.0011507(5) 0.0046775(15) −0.0014058(4) 0.000146814(9) −0.0000308278(24)

−0.0001761(4) 0.0037166(12) −0.00108699(33) 0.000113649(6) −0.0000202313(14)

0.000108788(6) 0 0 0 0

18 0.000105420(5) 0 0 0 0

0.000095401(7) 0 0 0 0

0 0.0000201015(12) −0.00119266(7) 0 0

19 0 0.0000169738(10) −0.00095763(6) 0 0

0 0.0000120343(7) −0.00062105(4) 0 0

TABLE VI: Coefficients c
(−1,k)
4,0,j .

j c
(−1,0)
4,1,j c

(−1,1)
4,1,j c

(−1,2)
4,1,j c

(−1,3)
4,1,j c

(−1,4)
4,1,j

−0.00113873(15) 0.000152595(20) −0.00015458(4) 0 0

3+4 −0.000153849(19) −0.0000298762(19) 0.00000108952(17) 0 0

0.00068827(8) −0.000256895(16) 0.000143724(28) 0 0

−0.0036156(13) 0.0047311(6) −0.00148909(21) 0.000280350(33) −0.000017174(4)

5+6+7 −0.0027096(11) 0.00392013(18) −0.00127503(20) 0.00023125(5) −0.0000156943(35)

−0.0014840(8) 0.00273999(31) −0.00099593(25) 0.00016039(4) −0.0000129615(31)

0.00003208(5) −0.00037763(16) 0.00008612(13) 0 0

12 −0.00016569(6) −0.00022383(4) 0.00007138(12) 0 0

−0.00045518(6) 0.000004225(31) 0.00004785(11) 0 0

0.00211357914(13) −0.00365949362(15) 0.00176668007(6) 0 0

14 0.00175012503(11) −0.00276335794(12) 0.00129413795(5) 0 0

0.00129269848(8) −0.00170435438(9) 0.00074294446(4) 0 0

−0.0086414(26) −0.016368(5) 0.0086893(20) 0.00007195(4) 0.0000166996(23)

16 −0.0036992(21) −0.014615(4) 0.0080105(18) 0.00006463(4) 0.0000137191(26)

0.0032268(21) −0.0119436(35) 0.0070482(16) 0.000050824(31) 0.0000094464(11)

−0.000151344(20) 0 0 0 0

18 −0.000145358(19) 0 0 0 0

−0.000128649(17) 0 0 0 0

0 −0.000152595(16) 0.00030916(6) 0 0

19 0 −0.000128174(13) 0.00024631(5) 0 0

0 −0.000090128(8) 0.000157421(29) 0 0

TABLE VII: Coefficients c
(−1,k)
4,1,j .
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j c
(1,0)
4,0,j c

(1,1)
4,0,j c

(1,2)
4,0,j c

(1,3)
4,0,j c

(1,4)
4,0,j

−0.0010903(6) 0.00007742(9) −0.0014856(5) 0 0

1+2 −0.0009526(6) 0.00006439(9) −0.0013209(5) 0 0

−0.0007641(5) 0.00004030(7) −0.00105896(30) 0 0

−0.00074284(11) 0.0000377508(29) −0.00074562(7) 0 0

3+4 −0.000130647(20) −0.0000017160(7) −0.000056858(11) 0 0

0.00049279(7) −0.000066534(9) 0.00078204(11) 0 0

−0.0012100(4) 0.00126395(26) −0.00264223(26) 0.000499707(31) 0.000043829(4)

5+6+7 −0.00089239(33) 0.00108669(21) −0.00208698(22) 0.000429778(30) 0.0000380007(32)

−0.00045383(23) 0.00080328(13) −0.00136482(17) 0.000317099(33) 0.0000278527(24)

0.0000690696(32) 0.000040123(19) −0.00055809(9) 0 0

11 0.0000694665(25) 0.000041335(12) −0.00052884(9) 0 0

0.000069021(7) 0.000043270(26) −0.00052731(19) 0 0

0.000057929(19) −0.00022232(10) −0.0001601650(29) −0.0000140519(33) 0

12 0.000002797(22) −0.00015567(8) −0.000114738(7) −0.0000146039(33) 0

−0.000075507(12) −0.00007059(5) −0.000062081(25) −0.0000135287(29) 0

0.00106378758(4) −0.000939614357(27) 0.00880084109(16) 0 0

14 0.000880857132(34) −0.000753148083(23) 0.00699307822(13) 0 0

0.000650629333(25) −0.000524268946(17) 0.00478649205(10) 0 0

0.0029688(18) 0.0006307(9) −0.00027922(31) −0.000149584(28) 0

15 0.0040253(19) 0.0007783(10) 0.00004701(28) −0.00014563(5) 0

0.0068251(27) 0.0011528(9) 0.0011132(4) −0.00014517(10) 0

0 −0.00016956(8) 0.00200515(32) 0 0

17 0 −0.00014250(8) 0.00168484(34) 0 0

0 −0.00010318(8) 0.0012198(4) 0 0

−0.000088930(22) 0.0000004360(6) −0.000170561(22) 0 0

18 −0.000087444(22) 0.0000005690(6) −0.000111322(10) 0 0

−0.000082212(21) 0.0000010483(6) −0.000102964(11) 0 0

0 −0.0000050254(4) 0.000298165(23) 0 0

19 0 −0.00000424346(31) 0.000239407(19) 0 0

0 −0.00000300858(21) 0.000155263(12) 0 0

TABLE VIII: Coefficients c
(1,k)
4,0,j .
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j c
(1,0)
4,1,j c

(1,1)
4,1,j c

(1,2)
4,1,j c

(1,3)
4,1,j c

(1,4)
4,1,j

0.0022779(19) −0.0011826(14) 0.00025340(12) 0 0

1+2 0.0020174(21) −0.0010873(15) 0.00021920(13) 0 0

0.0016425(23) −0.0009012(16) 0.00016564(7) 0 0

0.00127531(27) −0.00028828(6) 0.00018090(4) 0 0

3+4 0.00019508(8) 0.0000162243(30) 0.0000173368(18) 0 0

−0.00098527(9) 0.000537723(21) −0.000171132(33) 0 0

0.0036156(13) −0.0047311(6) 0.00148909(21) −0.000280350(33) 0.000017174(4)

5+6+7 0.0027096(11) −0.00392013(18) 0.00127503(20) −0.00023125(5) 0.0000156943(35)

0.0014840(8) −0.00273999(31) 0.00099593(25) −0.00016039(4) 0.0000129615(31)

−0.000105343(12) −0.0002971(4) 0.00015842(5) 0 0

11 −0.000107988(4) −0.0003025(4) 0.00014435(6) 0 0

−0.000111859(15) −0.00031521(34) 0.00013708(8) 0 0

−0.000016042(26) 0.00083334(26) −0.00000058(19) −0.00000181(12) 0

12 0.000082843(29) 0.00064044(24) −0.00002039(18) 0.00000152(11) 0

0.000227590(28) 0.00038125(23) −0.00005439(18) 0.00000589(9) 0

−0.00211357914(13) 0.00416125932(15) −0.00208397640(6) 0 0

14 −0.00175012503(11) 0.00333545827(12) −0.00165591105(5) 0 0

−0.00129269848(8) 0.00232182387(9) −0.00113340718(4) 0 0

−0.010179(5) 0.003975(4) −0.0013517(12) 0.000167869(18) 0

15 −0.010526(5) 0.003424(6) −0.001634(5) 0.000201442(28) 0

−0.013580(8) 0.001941(9) −0.002431(17) 0.00028520(5) 0

0 0.0007509(4) −0.00047487(15) 0 0

17 0 0.0006310(4) −0.00039904(15) 0 0

0 0.0004569(5) −0.00028895(16) 0 0

0.000128347(32) −0.0000039282(15) 0.000010186(8) 0 0

18 0.000126678(32) −0.0000045205(8) 0.0000025432(30) 0 0

0.000120257(31) −0.0000076210(18) 0.000017301(8) 0 0

0 0.000038149(5) −0.000077290(19) 0 0

19 0 0.000032044(4) −0.000061576(15) 0 0

0 0.0000225319(27) −0.000039355(9) 0 0

TABLE IX: Coefficients c
(1,k)
4,1,j .

j c
(−1,0)
3,0,j c

(−1,1)
3,0,j c

(−1,2)
3,0,j

−0.04370491067(1) 0.00949408(1) 0.00589886(1)

5+6+7 −0.02841748010(1) 0.00850855(1) 0.00524423(1)

−0.00770276157(1) 0.00675901(1) 0.0041086(1)

0.00528244554(15) −0.01449434464(6) 0

12 −0.00015727738(17) −0.01261049781(6) 0

−0.00813690678(30) −0.00951504612(12) 0

0.051644463(1) 0 0

14 0.042763607(1) 0 0

0.031586572(1) 0 0

−0.019554572(13) 0.005000258(35) −0.00589887(4)

16 −0.020521423(13) 0.004101944(27) −0.00524423(4)

−0.022079477(25) 0.002756031(20) −0.00410860(4)

TABLE X: Coefficients c
(−1,k)
3,0,j , r=1.
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j c
(−1,0)
3,1,j c

(−1,1)
3,1,j c

(−1,2)
3,1,j c

(−1,3)
3,1,j

0.21587753242(1) −0.24558874(1) −0.057594788(1) 0.02643796(1)

5+6+7 0.15018204843(1) −0.18225250(1) −0.051609539(1) 0.024391931(1)

0.06337224167(1) −0.096343704(1) −0.041069233(1) 0.020346379(1)

−0.01883007542(14) 0.06150748172(8) −0.02174151702(13) 0

12 −0.0037152229(6) 0.0464924430(6) −0.01891574666(11) 0

0.02001163378(28) 0.02318904363(19) −0.014272569341(18) 0

−0.15493390(1) 0.32746670(1) 0 0

14 −0.12829082(1) 0.24727675(1) 0 0

−0.094759716(1) 0.15251271(1) 0 0

0.0346429(8) −0.0329152(14) 0.0385142(18) −0.00520689(7)

16 0.0394393(9) −0.0357226(14) 0.0337558(17) −0.00484587(7)

0.0484256(14) −0.0425509(15) 0.0257848(18) −0.00409376(8)

TABLE XI: Coefficients c
(−1,k)
3,1,j .

j c
(1,0)
3,0,j c

(1,1)
3,0,j c

(1,2)
3,0,j

0.0813261088(8) −0.0252335742(7) 0.14921733618(35)

1+2 0.0813261088(8) −0.0252335742(7) 0.14921733618(35)

0.0813261088(8) −0.0252335742(7) 0.14921733618(35)

0.04370491067(1) −0.00949408(1) −0.00589886(1)

5+6+7 0.02841748010(1) −0.00850855(1) −0.00524423(1)

0.00770276157(1) −0.00675901(1) −0.0041086(1)

0 0.002523357011(34) −0.02984346720(4)

11 0 0.002523357011(34) −0.02984346720(4)

0 0.002523357011(34) −0.02984346720(4)

−0.00264122277(7) −0.005000260418(22) 0.010528965436(18)

12 0.00007863869(8) −0.005199568630(25) 0.00975201723(8)

0.00406845339(15) −0.00491505806(32) 0.008155014073(31)

−0.0516445(1) 0 0

14 −0.0427636(1) 0 0

−0.0315866(1) 0 0

−0.051745(6) 0.02711097(29) −0.004630101(5)

15 −0.048058(7) 0.0263247(4) −0.004507790(11)

−0.042509(8) 0.0242905(8) −0.00404642(30)

0 0.0100951(27) −0.119379(10)

17 0 0.0100951(27) −0.119379(10)

0 0.0100951(27) −0.119379(10)

TABLE XII: Coefficients c
(1,k)
3,0,j .
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j c
(1,0)
3,1,j c

(1,1)
3,1,j c

(1,2)
3,1,j c

(1,3)
3,1,j

−0.174414004(5) 0.1497470687(9) −0.03533360140(4) 0

1+2 −0.174414004(5) 0.1497470687(9) −0.03533360140(4) 0

−0.174414004(5) 0.1497470687(9) −0.03533360140(4) 0

−0.21587753242(1) 0.245589(1) 0.0575948(1) −0.026438(1)

5+6+7 −0.15018204843(1) 0.182253(1) 0.0516095(1) −0.0243919(1)

−0.06337224167(1) 0.0963437(1) 0.0410692(1) −0.0203464(1)

0 −0.00167630123(4) 0.007066720288(32) 0

11 0 −0.00167630123(4) 0.007066720288(32) 0

0 −0.00167630123(4) 0.007066720288(32) 0

0.00941503771(7) −0.00741987168(7) −0.043181620961(25) 0.015793448154(27)

12 0.00185761146(29) 0.0014624225(4) −0.0408514560(5) 0.01462802585(8)

−0.01000581689(14) 0.01435074267(33) −0.03504827712(25) 0.01223252112(9)

0.154933(1) −0.372367(1) 0 0

14 0.128291(1) −0.298471(1) 0 0

0.0947597(1) −0.207766(1) 0 0

0.044566(20) 0.0328527(13) 0.05203333(23) −0.0069451508(11)

15 0.038412(33) 0.0367891(11) 0.04911856(31) −0.0067616854(23)

0.02905(8) 0.0426235(30) 0.0420334(6) −0.00606963(5)

0 −0.111897(20) 0.028270(5) 0

17 0 −0.101166(19) 0.028270(5) 0

0 −0.085583(22) 0.028270(5) 0

TABLE XIII: Coefficients c
(1,k)
3,1,j .

j c
(−1,0)
2,0,j c

(−1,0)
2,1,j c

(−1,1)
2,1,j c

(1,0)
2,0,j c

(1,0)
2,1,j c

(1,1)
2,1,j

0 0 0 − 5
3

5 −5

1+2 0 0 0 − 5
3

5 −5

0 0 0 − 5
3

5 −5

− 1
3

1 0 1
3

−1 0

5+6+7 − 1
3

1 0 1
3

−1 0

− 1
3

1 0 1
3

−1 0

0 0 0 0 0 1
2

11 0 0 0 0 0 1
2

0 0 0 0 0 1
2

0 0 0 0 0 1

12 0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 4
3

−3 − 3
2

15 0 0 0 4
3

−3 − 3
2

0 0 0 4
3

−3 − 3
2

1
3

0 −1 0 0 0

16 1
3

0 −1 0 0 0
1
3

0 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 4

17 0 0 0 0 0 4

0 0 0 0 0 4

TABLE XIV: Coefficients c
(l,k)
2,i,j , r=1.
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n
∑

j c
(−1,0)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(−1,1)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(−1,2)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(−1,3)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(−1,4)
n,1,j

1 −1 0 0 0

2 1 −1 0 0 0

1 −1 0 0 0

0.0767570(8) 0.1104702(14) −0.0408221(18) 0.02123107(7) 0

3 0.0576153(9) 0.0757940(14) −0.0367695(17) 0.01954606(7) 0

0.0370497(14) 0.0368072(15) −0.0295570(18) 0.01625262(8) 0

−0.0114014(29) −0.015674(5) 0.0092076(20) 0.00035230(5) −0.000000475(4)

4 −0.0051236(24) −0.013840(4) 0.0083484(19) 0.00029588(7) −0.000001975(4)

0.0031399(23) −0.0112507(35) 0.0071443(16) 0.00021121(5) −0.0000035152(33)

TABLE XV: Coefficients
∑

j c
(−1,k)
n,1,j .

n
∑

j c
(1,0)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(1,1)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(1,2)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(1,3)
n,1,j

∑
j c

(1,4)
n,1,j

1 −1 0 0 0

2 1 −1 0 0 0

1 −1 0 0 0

−0.181377(20) −0.065172(20) 0.066449(5) −0.0175896599(11) 0

3 −0.156036(33) −0.031062(19) 0.059879(5) −0.0165255904(23) 0

−0.12398(8) 0.008039(22) 0.048057(5) −0.01418348(5) 0

−0.005117(5) 0.003255(4) −0.0018964(13) −0.00011429(12) 0.000017174(4)

4 −0.007252(6) 0.002765(6) −0.002112(5) −0.00002829(13) 0.0000156943(35)

−0.012495(8) 0.001697(9) −0.002802(17) 0.00013071(11) 0.0000129615(31)

TABLE XVI: Coefficients
∑

j c
(1,k)
n,1,j .
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