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A bstract

Using Schr�odingerFunctionalm ethods,wecom putethenon-perturbativerenorm al-

isation and renorm alisation group running ofseveralfour-ferm ion operators,in the

fram ework oflattice sim ulations with two dynam icalW ilson quarks. Two classes

ofoperatorshave been targeted: (i)those with left-left currentstructure and four

propagating quark �elds;(ii) alloperators containing two static quarks. In both

cases,only the parity-odd contributionshave been considered,being the onesthat

renorm alise m ultiplicatively.O urresults,once com bined with futuresim ulationsof

the corresponding lattice hadronic m atrix elem ents,m ay be used forthe com puta-

tion ofphenom enologicalquantitiesofinterest,such asB K and B B (the latteralso

in thestatic lim it).

http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.2429v1


1 Introduction

Hadronic m atrix elem ents offour-ferm ion operators play an im portant r̂ole in the

study ofCP violation via CK M unitarity triangle analyses,aswellasin the under-

standing ofthe �I = 1=2 enhancem entpuzzle in K ! �� decays.Theonly known

technique to com pute hadronic m atrix elem ents from �rst principles,nam ely lat-

tice Q CD,haslong been ham pered by a num berofsystem atic uncertainties. M ost

notably, the high com putationalcost of including light dynam icalquarks in the

sim ulations has enforced either the quenched approxim ation,or the use ofheavy

dynam icalquark m asses,which necessitate long and potentially uncontrolled ex-

trapolationsto thechiralregim e.Itisthusim portantto upgradeexisting quenched

resultsby theinclusion ofdynam icalferm ion e�ects.Forrecentprogressreportson

lattice resultson 
avourPhysics,see [1].

Thepresentwork isa step in thisdirection.Thenon-perturbativerenorm alisa-

tion offour-ferm ion operators,as wellas the corresponding renorm alisation group

(RG )running between hadronic scalesofO (�Q CD )and perturbative onesofabout

100 G eV,isa necessary ingredientin the processofproducing the properly renor-

m alised m atrix elem ent in the continuum lim it. Q uantities that determ ine these

renorm alisation propertieshavebeen com puted in thequenched approxim ation,us-

ing �nite-size scaling techniques,for a broad class offour-ferm ion operators [2{4].

The regularisation ofchoice was thatofnon-perturbatively O (a)im proved W ilson

quarksand standard plaquettegaugeaction;therenorm alisation schem esused were

ofthe Schr�odingerfunctional(SF)type. The aim ofthe presentwork isto extend

these resultsto Q CD with N f = 2 dynam icalquarks. M ore speci�cally,we present

resultsfor:(i)theRG -runningofleft-leftcurrentrelativisticfour-ferm ion operators;

(ii) the RG -running ofall�B = 2 operators with two static heavy quarks;(iii)

therenorm alisation factorsthatm atch theaboveoperatorsto theirrenorm alisation

group invariant(RG I)counterparts. The latterhave been com puted fora regular-

isation ofthe relativistic quarks by the non-perturbatively O (a) im proved W ilson

action.Prelim inary resultshave been presented in [5].

As we willpointout below,the resultsofthis work are relevant forthe com -

putation ofphysicalquantities such as the bag param eters B K and B B . In the

quenched approxim ation,the com bination ofthisrenorm alisation program m e with

com putationsofbarehadronicm atrix elem entshasalready produced high precision

estim atesofa few physicalquantitiesin the continuum [6,7].M oreover,knowledge

ofthe continuum RG Ioperators,com puted with W ilson ferm ions,hasallowed the

determ ination,through a m atching procedure,ofthe renorm alisation factorsofthe

sam eoperatorsin theNeubergerferm ion regularisation [8].

The paper is organised as follows. In sect.2 we introduce the operator basis

and the renorm alisation schem esadopted in the presentwork.W e also recallsom e

basicform ulaeused forthereconstruction oftheoperatorscale evolution in theSF

fram ework.Sect.3 isdevoted to adetailed description ofthelatticesim ulationsand
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num ericalanalysesoftheoperatorRG -running.In sect.4 wediscusstherenorm al-

isation ofthefour-quark operatorsata low energy m atching scale.Conclusionsare

drawn in sect.5.In orderto im provereadability,som etablesand �gureshavebeen

collected atthe end ofthe paper.

2 D e�nitions and setup

2.1 R enorm alisation offour-ferm ion operators

W e willconsidertwo di�erentclassesoffour-ferm ion (dim ension-six)operators:

O
�

�1�2
(x)=

1

2

��
� 1(x)�1 2(x)

� �
� 3(x)�2 4(x)

�
� ( 2 $  4)

�
; (2.1)

O
�

�1�2
(x)=

1

2

��
� h(x)�1 1(x)

� �
� �h(x)�2 2(x)

�
� ( 1 $  2)

�
: (2.2)

In the above expressions  k is a relativistic quark �eld with 
avour index k, 
h

( �h
)arestatic(anti-)quark �elds,�lareDirac(spin)m atrices,and theparentheses

indicatesum m ation overspin and colourindices.In thepresentform alism ,allquark


avoursare distinct,enabling usto separate the calculation ofthe scale-dependent

logarithm ic divergences,which isthe aim ofthe presentwork,from the problem of

eventualm ixing with lower-dim ensionaloperators1.

The renorm alisation pattern ofthe above operatorsisdeterm ined by the sym -

m etries ofthe regularised theory. In the the parity-odd sector,com plete bases of

operatorsin the relativistic and static casesare given by

Q
�

k
2
�
O
�

V A + A V
;O

�

V A � A V
;O

�

SP � P S
;O

�

SP + P S
;O

�

T ~T
;
	
; k = 1;:::;5 ; (2.3)

Q
�

k
2
�
O �

V A + A V
;O �

V A � A V
;O �

SP � P S
;O �

SP + P S
;
	
; k = 1;:::;4 ; (2.4)

respectively.Thenotation isstandard and self-explanatory,indicating theoperator

spin m atrices �l, with say, O �

V A + A V � O
�

V A + O
�

A V . A fullanalysis of the renor-

m alisation propertiesofthese operatorbases with relativistic W ilson ferm ionshas

been perform ed in [9,10].A resultoftheseworkswhich isofparticularrelevance is

that,contrary to the parity-even case,characterised by operatorm ixing due to the

explicit breaking ofchiralsym m etry by the W ilson term in the quark action,the

parity-odd operators are protected by discrete sym m etries,and hence their renor-

m alisation pattern iscontinuum -like[11].W epointoutthatRG -runningisidentical

forparity-even and parity-odd operatorsofthe sam e chiralrepresentation,since in

thecontinuum lim itchiralsym m etry isrestored.O n theotherhand,the(physically

1These power subtractions typically appear for som e speci�c choices ofquark m asses and/or


avourcontent(e.g. penguin operators). Their determ ination is independentofthat ofthe loga-

rithm ic divergences,once m assindependentrenorm alisation schem esare em ployed.
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relevant) m atrix elem ents ofthe parity-even operators can be m apped exactly to

thoseoftheparity-odd onesvia theaddition ofa chirally twisted m assterm to the

lattice quark action [6,10,12].

From now on,we willconsiderthe subsetofoperators

Q
�

1
; Q 0+

k 2
�
Q +
1
;Q +

1
+ 4Q +

2
;Q +

3
+ 2Q +

4
;Q +

3
� 2Q +

4

	
: (2.5)

Alltheseoperatorsrenorm alisem ultiplicatively;i.e.given an operatorO 2 fQ �

1 ;Q
0+

k g

the corresponding operatorinsertion in any on-shellrenorm alised correlation func-

tion isgiven by

O R (x;�)= lim
a! 0

Z(g0;a�)O (x;g0); (2.6)

whereg0;a arethebarecouplingand latticespacing,respectively and � istherenor-

m alisation scale. The RG -running ofthe operator is controlled by the anom alous

dim ension 
,de�ned by the Callan-Sym anzik equation

�
@

@�
O R (x;�)= 
 (g(�))O R (x;�); (2.7)

supplem ented by thecorresponding RG -equation fortherenorm alised coupling g,

�
@

@�
g(�)= �(g(�)): (2.8)

In m ass-independent renorm alisation schem es, the �-function and allanom alous

dim ensionsdepend only on the renorm alised coupling g. They adm itperturbative

expansionsofthe form

�(g)
g! 0
� � g3

�
b0 + b1g

2 + b2g
4 + :::

�
; (2.9)


(g)
g! 0

� � g2
�

0 + 
1g

2 + 
2g
4 + :::

�
; (2.10)

in which the coe�cients b 0;b1;
0 are renorm alisation schem e-independent. In par-

ticular,theuniversalcoe�cientsofthe�-function read

b0 =
1

(4�)2

�

11�
2

3
N f

�

; b1 =
1

(4�)4

�

102�
38

3
N f

�

; (2.11)

and theuniversalleading order(LO )coe�cientsoftheanom alousdim ensionsofthe

operatorsin Eq.(2.5)aregiven by



+
0 =

4

(4�)2
; 


�

0 = �
8

(4�)2
; (2.12)



(1)

0 = �
8

(4�)2
; 


(2)

0 = �
8

3(4�)2
; (2.13)



(3)

0 = �
10

(4�)2
; 


(4)

0 = �
4

(4�)2
: (2.14)
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M oreover,in theSF renorm alisation schem e,thenext-to-next-to-leadingorder(NNLO )

coe�cientb SF

2 ofthe�-function isknown to be[13]

b
SF

2 =
1

(4�)3

�

0:483� 0:275N f+ 0:0361N 2
f � 0:00175N 3

f

�

: (2.15)

Upon form alintegration ofEq.(2.7),one obtains the renorm alisation group

invariant(RG I)operatorinsertion

O R G I(x)= O R (x;�)

�
g2(�)

4�

��

0

2b0

exp

(

�

Z g(�)

0

dg

�

(g)

�(g)
�


0

b0g

�)

; (2.16)

whiletheRG evolution between two scales�1;�2 isgiven by thescaling factor

U (�2;�1)= exp

( Z g(�2)

g(�1)

dg

(g)

�(g)

)

= lim
a! 0

Z(g0;a�2)

Z(g0;a�1)
: (2.17)

2.2 Schr�odinger Functionalrenorm alisation schem es

Eqs.(2.16)-(2.17) are the starting point for the non-perturbative com putation of

theRG evolution ofcom positeoperators.To thatpurposeweintroducea fam ily of

Schr�odingerFunctionalrenorm alisation schem es. The latter are de�ned by setting

up thetheory on a four-dim ensionalhypercubeofphysicalsizeT � L3 with Dirichlet

boundary conditions in Euclidean tim e and periodic boundary conditions in the

spatialdirections,up to a phase �. W e referthe readerto [14]foran introduction

to the SF setup. In the present work we always choose T = L and � = 0:5. W e

also assum ethatno background �eld ispresent.Therenorm alisation scale issetas

� = 1=L.

Renorm alisation conditionsare im posed on SF correlators,following [2{4];for

thesake ofcom pleteness,webrie
y outlinethem ethod.W e �rstintroducebilinear

boundary sourcesprojected to zero externalm om entum ,

�s1s2[�]= a
6
X

xy

��s1(x)��s2(y); (2.18)

�0

s1s2
[�]= a

6
X

xy

��0s1(x)��
0

s2
(y): (2.19)

Here� denotesa Dirac m atrix,the 
avourindicess1;2 can assum eboth relativistic

and static valuesand the �elds� (�0)representfunctionalderivatives with respect

totheferm ionicboundary �eldsoftheSF attheinitial(�nal)tim ex0 = 0(x0 = T).

Thefour-quark operatorsare then treated aslocalinsertionsin thebulk ofthe SF,
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Figure1:Diagram m aticrepresentation ofcorrelation functions:relativisticfour-quark cor-

relatorsF � (�rstdiagram from left),staticfour-quark correlatorsF (k) (third diagram from

left),relativisticboundary-to-boundary correlatorsf121 ,k121 (second diagram from left)and

staticboundary-to-boundary correlatorsf1h1 and k1h1 (fourth diagram from left).Euclidean

tim e goes from left to right. Single (double) lines represent relativistic (static) valence

quarks.

giving riseto the correlation functions

F
�

[�A ;�B ;�C ]
(x0)= L

� 3h�0

53[�C] Q
�

1 (x)�21[�A ]�45[�B]i; (2.20)

F
(k)

[�A ;�B ;�C ]
(x0)= L

� 3h�0

3�h
[�C]Q

0+

k (x)�1h[�A ]�23[�B]i: (2.21)

Clearly,the Dirac m atrices ofthe boundary sources m ust be chosen so that the

correlatorsdo notvanish trivially (e.g.dueto parity).

In the above de�nitions a \spectator" light quark has been introduced with


avours= 5 forF � and s= 3 forF (k).Thisquark �eld hasno W ick contractions

with the valence quarksofthe operatorinsertion and propagatesstraightfrom the

initialto the�naltim eboundary.Itsr̂oleism erely to allow forparity-even correla-

torsofparity odd four-ferm ion insertionswithoutthe need ofintroducing non-zero

externalm om enta.

In order to isolate the operator ultraviolet divergences in Eqs.(2.20)-(2.21),

one has to rem ove the boundary sources’additionaldivergences. To this end,we

introducea setofboundary-to-boundary correlators,

f
s1s2
1 = �

1

2L6
h�0

s1s2
[
5]�s2s1[
5]i; (2.22)

k
s1s2
1 = �

1

6L6

3X

k= 1

h�0

s1s2
[
k]�s2s1[
k]i; (2.23)

wherethe
avourindicess1;2 m ay assum eonceagain eitherrelativisticorstaticval-

ues. W ick contractions offour-quark and boundary-to-boundary correlation func-

tionsare depicted in Fig.1.

Sincethelogarithm ic divergencesoftheboundary �eldsarerem oved by m ulti-

plicative renorm alisation factorsZ� and Z h
�
,itcan be easily recognised thatratios
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ofcorrelatorssuch as

R
� (x0)=

F
�

[�A ;�B ;�C ]
(x0)

[f121 ]3=2� �[k121 ]
�
; (2.24)

R (k)(x0)=
F
(k)

[�A ;�B ;�C ]
(x0)

[f1h1 ][f121 ]1=2� �[k121 ]�
; (2.25)

are free of boundary divergences for any choice of the param eter �. Thus, the

operatorsofinterestare renorm alised through the conditions

Z
� (g0;a=L)R

� (T=2)= R
� (T=2)

�
�
�
g0= 0

; (2.26)

Z (k)(g0;a=L)R
(k)(T=2)= R (k)(T=2)

�
�
�
g0= 0

; (2.27)

whereallcorrelation functionsareto beevaluated atthe chiralpoint.

A crucialobservation isthatallrenorm alisation factorsthusobtained are
avour-

blind,in the sense that they rem ove the logarithm ic divergences from any four-

ferm ion operatorofa given Dirac structure,irrespective ofitsspeci�c 
avourcon-

tent. Forinstance,in �H = 2 transitions,such asB d(s)�
�B d(s) oscillations in the

static lim it,one identi�es  1 =  2 = d(s)as a down (strange) quark,and  3 = u

as an up quark; for either 
avour identi�cation the sam e Z (k)’s renorm alise the

corresponding operator. Sim ilarly,in the relativistic quark case,the dim ension-six

operator,be it �S = 2 (with  1 =  3 = s and  2 =  4 = d) or �B = 2 (with

 1 =  3 = band  2 =  4 = d(s)),isrenorm alised by thesam eZ + .Also in thiscase

we note the presence ofthe spectator quark  5 = u in the renorm alisation condi-

tion.Theserenorm alisation factorsalso rem ovethelogarithm icdivergencesofother

dim ension-six operatorswith thesam eDiracstructurebutdi�erent
avourcontent.

Forexam ple,even iftherenorm alisation ofsom e�F = 1 operatorsisonly com plete

after power subtractions are taken into account,their logarithm ic divergences are

rem oved by the sam e Z � and Z (k) factors.

Anotherissue,related to theabovediscussion,isthathereweareworking with

N f= 2dynam ical
avours.In large-volum esim ulationsofhadronicm atrixelem ents,

thelatterwould benaturally identi�ed with theup and down sea quarks.However,

m ostm atrix elem ents ofinterestinvolve additionalpropagating physical
avours2.

Thus,itbecom esnecessary toaddressthee�ectsofpartialquenching,in thecontext

ofoperatorrenorm alisation.

Due to their
avour-blind nature,the renorm alisation factorsand RG running

contained in this work account for the scale dependence ofany m atrix elem ent of

four-ferm ion operator,com puted on an N f= 2 sea,provided thatpartialquenching

2
An exception isthatof�B = 2 oscillations ofthe B d m eson in the static lim it.
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doesnotgenerate extra scale-dependentm ixing,which spoilsm ultiplicative renor-

m alisation.Thisisindeed thecasefor�F = 2m eson oscillations,sincein thechiral

lim ittherelevantsym m etries(CPS forQ �

1 and CPT plusheavy quark spin sym m e-

try forQ 0+

k )rem ain valid and protectthese operatorsfrom new counterterm s. O n

the contrary,unphysicalm ixing,generated by partialquenching,m ay becom e an

issuefor�F = 1 hadronicdecays,atleastforpenguin contributions[15].W estress

thatthisproblem isnotspeci�cto therenorm alisation schem esunderconsideration.

2.3 Step-scaling functions

Thenon-perturbativestudy oftheRG -evolution ofourcom positeoperatorsisbased

on thestep-scaling functions(SSFs)

�(u)= lim
a! 0

�(u;a=L); �(u;a=L)=
Z (g0;a=(2L))

Z(g0;a=L)

�
�
�
�
g2
SF
(L)= u;m 0= m cr

; (2.28)

with Z 2 fZ � ;Z (k)g.According to Eq.(2.17),the SSFsdescribethe operatorRG -

running between the scales �1 = 1=L and �2 = 1=(2L). The choice ofthe ratio

�1=�2 = 2 asthe sm allestpositive integer ism ade with the aim ofm inim ising the

e�ectsoftheultravioletcuto� at�nite valuesofthelatter.

In practice,the SSFsare sim ulated atseveralvaluesofthe lattice spacing for

�xed physicalsize(inverserenorm alisation scale)L.Thecorrespondingvaluesofthe

inversebarecoupling � = 6=g20 areindeed tuned by requiring thattherenorm alised

SF coupling g2
SF
,and henceL,arekeptconstant.Thecriticalm assm cr isobtained

from the requirem entthatthePCAC m assvanishesin theO (a)im proved theory.

O nce �(u) is com puted at severaldi�erent values ofthe squared gauge cou-

pling u,itis possible to reconstructthe RG evolution factor U (�pt;�had)between

a hadronic scale �had,in the range ofa few hundred M eV,and a perturbative one

�pt,in the high-energy regim e. Thisin turn leads to the com putation ofthe RG I

operator of Eq.(2.16), with controlled system atic uncertainties, by splitting the

exponentialon the rhsofEq.(2.16),evaluated at� = �had,asfollows:

ĉ(�had)�

�
g2(�had)

4�

��

0

2b0

exp

(

�

Z g(�had)

0

dg

�

(g)

�(g)
�


0

b0g

�)

=

= ĉ(�pt)U (�pt;�had): (2.29)

Thesecond factoron therhsisknown non-perturbatively asaproductofcontinuum

SSFs�(u);cf.Eq.(2.17).The�rstfactorcan besafely com puted atnext-to-leading

order(NLO )in perturbation theory,provided thescale�pt ishigh enough to render

NNLO e�ectsnegligible.Thefullprocedurefortheconstruction ofU (�pt;�had)has

been introduced in [16]fortherunning quark m assin thequenched approxim ation,

7



Q �A �B �C �

Q
+
1 
5 
5 
5 0

Q
�

1 
k 
5 
k 1

Q 0+
1 
5 
5 
5 1=2

Q 0+
2 
5 
5 
5 0

Q 0+
3 
5 
5 
5 0

Q 0+
4 
5 
5 
5 0

Table 1:O ptim alrenorm alisation schem esforthevariousfour-quark operators.

and subsequently applied in severalcontexts (for a recent review,see [17]). The

reader is referred to the above-m entioned works for a detailed description ofthe

m ethod. M ore speci�cally,since the present work concerns two-
avour Q CD,we

follow closely thework ofref.[18]on therunningquark m asswith N f= 2dynam ical

quarks.

Concerning the choice of[�A ;�B;�C]and �,we observe thatin ourquenched

studies[2,4]we have considered �ve possible non-trivialDirac structuresthatpre-

serve cubicsym m etry atvanishing externalm om enta,i.e.

[�A ;�B;�C]= f [
5;
5;
5]; �ijk[
i;
j;
k]; [
5;
k;
k];

[
k;
5;
k]; [
k;
k;
5] g (2.30)

(whereasum overrepeated indicesisunderstood),and variouspossiblevaluesofthe

� param eter,nam ely � = f0;1=2g forthestaticoperatorsand � = f0;1;3=2g forthe

relativistic ones.Notallofthe resulting renorm alisation schem eswere equally well

suited to our purposes: som e ofthem were characterised by a RG running with a

slow perturbativeconvergence atNLO ;cf.refs.[3,10].Thisrendered them atching

ofperturbative and non-perturbative running at �pt (cf. Eq.(2.29)) less reliable

and the system aticshard to control;see sect.3.3 below form ore details.Thesam e

considerationsare valid in the presentcase oftwo dynam icalquarks. Forthe sake

ofbrevity we willconcentrate only in those schem es which have been found to be

bestbehaved in thepresentunquenched study.Theseoptim alschem esarespeci�ed

in Table 1.A com plete accountofourresultsin allschem esconsidered isavailable

upon request.

Thenon-universaltwo-loop coe�cientsoftheanom alousdim ensionsEq.(2.10)
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fortheoperatorsofinterestin theaforem entioned optim alschem esread [3,4]



+
1 =

1

(4�)2

�
0:0828(48)+ 0:03200(28)N f

�
; (2.31)



�

1 = �
1

(4�)2

�
� 0:6880(24)+ 0:12648(16)N f

�
; (2.32)



(1)

1 = �
1

(4�)2

�
1:345(2) + 0:0008(2)N f

�
; (2.33)



(2)

1 = �
1

(4�)2

�
� 1:251(1) + 0:11637(8)N f

�
; (2.34)



(3)

1 = �
1

(4�)2

�
� 0:327(3) + 0:1211(2)N f

�
; (2.35)



(4)

1 = �
1

(4�)2

�
� 0:146(1) + 0:06784(8)N f

�
: (2.36)

3 N on-perturbative com putation ofthe R G running

3.1 Sim ulations details

O ur sim ulations are based on the regularisation ofrelativistic quarks by the non-

perturbatively O (a)im proved W ilson action,with the Sheikoleslam i-W ohlert(SW )

coe�cient c sw determ ined in [19]. Static quarks have been instead discretised as

proposed in [20]. In particular,allresults reported in this work refer to the so-

called HYP2 action,i.e. the lattice static action of[21],with the standard parallel

transporter U (0;x) replaced by the tem poralhypercubic link introduced in [22],

and a choice ofthe sm earing param eters (�1;�2;�3) = (1:0;1:0;0:5). The latter

m inim isesthequenched staticself-energy,providing thelargestexponentialincrease

ofthe signal-to-noise ratio in the static-quark propagator,when com pared to the

originalEichten-Hillaction. The m inim um ofthe static self-energy is shifted by

internalquark-loopsonly atNLO in perturbation theory:such shiftisthusexpected

to berelatively sm all.

W ith the above prescriptions,the SSFs have been com puted at six di�erent

valuesoftheSF renorm alised coupling,correspondingtosix di�erentphysicallattice

lengthsL.Foreach physicalvolum ethreedi�erentvaluesofthelatticespacinghave

been sim ulated,corresponding to latticeswith L=a = 6;8;12 (and 2L=a = 12;16;24

respectively)forthecom putation ofZ(g0;a=L)(and Z (g0;a=(2L))).

The gauge con�guration ensem ble used in the present work (generated with

N f = 2 dynam icalferm ions) and the tuning ofthe lattice param eters (�;�) have

been taken overfrom [18].Alltechnicaldetailsconcerning thesedynam icalferm ion

sim ulations are discussed in that work. The one technical aspect that m akes a

9



signi�cant di�erence in our case concerns the perturbative value ofthe boundary

im provem entcoe�cientc t [23]. Aspointed outin [18],the gauge con�gurationsat

the three weakest couplings have been produced using the one{loop perturbative

estim ate ofct [23],exceptfor(L=a = 6,� = 7:5420) and (L=a = 8; � = 7:7206).

Forthesetwo casesand forthethreestrongercouplings,thetwo{loop valueofct[24]

has been used. W e have enforced the sam e ct values in the valence propagators.

Com parison oftheresultsoftwo di�erentsim ulations,nam ely

�g2
SF
= 1:5031(25); L=a = 6 ; � = 7:5000 ; � = 0:1338150 ; ct = one� loop ;

�g2
SF
= 1:5078(44); L=a = 6 ; � = 7:5420 ; � = 0:1337050 ; ct = two� loop :

shows that the renorm alisation factor ZP ofthe pseudoscalar density,analysed in

[18],issubjecttoarelative4perm illevariation,correspondingtoam ild discrepancy

ofabout1:5� with regardstoourstatisticaluncertainty.Unfortunately,forthefour-

ferm ion correlation functionsthisrem ainstrue only forthe operatorQ �

1 ,while the

Q
+
1 and Q 0+

k cases show relative variations ofthe order of1-2% ,corresponding to

di�erencesofabout2:5� with regardstothestatisticalprecision.W eexpectthat,for

a given renorm alised coupling g2
SF
,thise�ectdim inishesat�nerlattice resolutions

a=L (i.e.closerto thecontinuum ),whileitbecom esm orepronounced in thestrong

coupling region,at constant L=a. In principle,this problem can be rem oved by

perform ingallsim ulationswith atwo{loop estim ateofctand/orasm allerresolution

a=L.Asfurtherdynam icalsim ulationsarebeyond thescopeofthepresentwork,we

lim itourselvesin stating thatourresultsaresubjectto thisill-controlled system atic

uncertainty,which,in view ofthe fact that the one-loop value ofct is only used

in the weak coupling region,ishowevernotexpected to be signi�cantforour�nal

results.In thisrespect,we have checked thatthe (�nal)overallresultisuna�ected

when either ct is em ployed at this coupling. It is also encouraging that, as we

willsee below,including or discarding the L=a = 6 data-points in the continuum

extrapolationsdoesnotalterthe �nalresultssigni�cantly.

Num ericalresultsarecollected in Tables8{10.Statisticalerrorswerecom puted

by a jackknifeanalysis.Theestim atesoftheautocorrelation tim es,calculated with

theautocorrelation function m ethod,them ethod ofref.[25]and thebinningm ethod,

werefound to becom patible.

3.2 C ontinuum extrapolation ofthe step-scaling functions

Since we do not im plem ent O (a) im provem ent offour-ferm ion operators,the only

linearcuto� e�ectsthatarerem oved from �(u;a=L)arethosecancelled by theSW

term in the ferm ion action. Therefore,we expectSSFsto approach the continuum

lim itlinearly in a=L and correspondingly we �tto theansatz

�(u;a=L)= �(u)+ �(u)(a=L): (3.1)

10



u �
+
(u) �

�
(u) �

(1)
(u) �

(2)
(u) �

(3)
(u) �

(4)
(u)

0.9793 1.010(11) 0.983(07) 0.946(08) 1.004(07) 0.960(05) 0.990(05)

1.1814 1.044(15) 0.965(10) 0.951(12) 0.991(08) 0.942(07) 0.976(05)

1.5078 1.039(21) 0.953(11) 0.932(13) 0.987(10) 0.932(09) 0.970(07)

2.0142 1.040(18) 0.936(11) 0.896(11) 0.985(10) 0.901(09) 0.955(08)

2.4792 1.078(35) 0.879(19) 0.890(19) 0.958(13) 0.873(14) 0.938(12)

3.3340 1.129(37) 0.862(25) 0.784(23) 0.938(17) 0.798(18) 0.905(16)

Table2: Resultsofthe continuum lim itextrapolation ofthelatticestep-scaling functions

�� and �(k).Data havebeen �tted from allavailablelatticeresolutionsaslinearfunctions

in (a=L).

In practice it is often observed that the data corresponding to L=a = 8;12 are

com patible within errors,whereas the L=a = 6 result,bearing the largest cuto�

e�ects,iso�. Thissuggeststhat,in analogy to [18],a weighted average ofthe two

�nest lattice results m ay be a reliable estim ate ofthe continuum lim it value. W e

have checked that,in m ost cases,linear �ts to allthree data-points and weighted

averagesofthetwo resultsfrom the�nerlatticeslead to continuum lim itestim ates,

com patible within one standard deviation; cf. Figs.2,4 and 6. Fit results are

reported in Table 2. Since the discretisation errors are O (a) and not O (a2) as

in [18], we conservatively quote, as our best results, those obtained from linear

extrapolationsinvolving allthree data-points.

Itshould beadded that,besidestheHYP2action,wehavealsotried otherstatic

quark action varieties,nam ely the APE and the HYP1 ones (see ref.[20]),which

di�erfrom HYP2 by O (a2)lattice artefacts. Since the static four-quark operators

arenotO (a)im proved,itisreasonableto expectsigni�cantdiscretisation e�ectsat

the coarsestlattice spacing,which would enable com bined �tsofthe data from all

three actions,constrained to a com m on value in the continuum lim it. Unsurpris-

ingly,thesituation turned outto besim ilartothatof[4],in thatdataobtained with

the above actionsdo notdi�ernoticeably (even atL/a = 6)and are very strongly

correlated. Consequently,a com bined continuum extrapolation a�ects the contin-

uum lim itresultsonly m arginally,with the relative errordecreasing only by a few

percent.Forthisreason we only quote resultsfrom theHYP2 analysis.

3.3 R G running in the continuum lim it

In order to com pute the RG running ofthe operators in the continuum lim it as

described in [18],the continuum SSFs have to be �tted to som e functionalform .

Thesim plestchoice isrepresented by a polynom ial

�(u)= 1+ s1u + s2u
2 + s3u

3 + ::: ; (3.2)
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n u ĉ
+
(L

� 1
m ax) ĉ

�
(L

� 1
m ax) ĉ

(1)
(L

� 1
m ax) ĉ

(2)
(L

� 1
m ax) ĉ

(3)
(L

� 1
m ax) ĉ

(4)
(L

� 1
m ax)

0 4.610 1.246 0.551 0.807 0.680 0.524 0.776

1 3.032 1.225(26) 0.564(10) 0.775(14) 0.732(09) 0.532(08) 0.788(09)

2 2.341 1.212(38) 0.566(14) 0.773(20) 0.751(12) 0.538(11) 0.794(12)

3 1.918 1.205(46) 0.564(16) 0.773(24) 0.759(15) 0.541(13) 0.797(14)

4 1.628 1.202(53) 0.561(18) 0.772(27) 0.762(18) 0.541(14) 0.797(16)

5 1.414 1.201(60) 0.558(20) 0.772(30) 0.763(20) 0.541(15) 0.797(18)

6 1.251 1.201(66) 0.554(21) 0.771(33) 0.763(22) 0.540(17) 0.797(19)

7 1.121 1.202(71) 0.551(22) 0.770(35) 0.763(24) 0.539(18) 0.796(20)

8 1.017 1.202(76) 0.548(24) 0.770(37) 0.762(26) 0.538(19) 0.795(22)

Table 3: Perturbative m atching (cf. Eq.(2.29))forvariouschoicesofthe m atching scale

�pt = 2n�had.

whoseform ism otivated by the perturbativeseries,with coe�cients

s1 = 
0ln2 ; (3.3)

s2 = 
1ln2+

�
1

2
(
0)

2 + b0
0

�

(ln2)2 : (3.4)

Itisworth stressing thats1 isuniversaland independentofN f,whereass2 carriesa

dependenceupon N f via b0 and 
1,with thelattercoe�cientintroducing a schem e

dependence. In our�tswe truncated the polynom ialatO (u3). The �tshave been

perform ed with s1 �xed to itsperturbativevalue and s2,s3 leftasfreeparam eters.

Fitresultsare shown in Figs.3,5 and 7.Fitted valuesofs2 turned outto beclose

to theperturbativeprediction ofEq.(3.4),with the exception ofQ 0+
2 .

O ncethecontinuousSSFshave been obtained asfunctionsoftherenorm alised

coupling,theratios ĉ(cf.Eq.(2.16))areobtained recursively.Thelow-energy scale

�had = L� 1m ax is im plicitly de�ned in this work through the condition g2
SF
(Lm ax)=

4:61, as explained in [18]. This scale is chosen so that the renorm alisation con-

stants Z(g0;a�had) can be com puted in the accessible g0-range com m only used in

large-volum e sim ulations.Thenon-perturbativeRG running ofthesix operatorsof

interestare shown in Fig.8.

Asdiscussed in ourform erquenched study [4],the m ain criterion forselecting

robustschem esam ountsto checking thatthesystem atic uncertainty presentin our

�nalresults,due to the NLO truncation ofthe perturbative m atching atthe scale

�pt � 2n�had,iswellundercontrol.Thisin turn requiresan estim ate ofthe size of

the NNLO contribution to ĉ.To thispurposewe have re-com puted ĉ with two dif-

ferentans�atzefortheNNLO anom alousdim ensions
2:(i)wesetj
2=
1j= j
1=
0j;

(ii) we perform a two-param eter �tto the SSF with s1,s2 �xed to their perturba-

tive valuesand s3,s4 leftasfree param eters,and then estim ate 
2 by equating the

12



resulting value ofs3 to itsperturbativeexpression

s3 = 
2ln2+ [
0
1 + 2b0
1 + b1
0](ln2)
2+

+

�
1

6


3
0 + b0


2
0 +

4

3
b
2
0
0

�

(ln2)3 : (3.5)

Theoptim alschem esspeci�ed in Table 1 areprecisely thoseforwhich theaforem en-

tioned determ inationsofthee�ective 
2 lead to the sm allestdiscrepanciesbetween

thecorresponding universalfactors ĉ.

The e�ect ofvarying the perturbative m atching pointin the optim alschem es

isdescribed by Table 3. W e see thatnum bersare very stable forn � 6,while the

uncertainty increases with n due to progressive error accum ulation at each step.

Finalresults,reported in the second colum n ofTable 7 refer to n = 7. Note that

typicalrelative errors are as big as 5% , which m ay result in a sizeable error in

hadronicm atrix elem ents,solely dueto renorm alisation.

4 C onnection to hadronic observables

Having com puted the universalevolution factors ĉ(�had),which provide the RG -

running from the low energy m atching scale �had to a form ally in�nite one, we

proceed to establish the connection between bare lattice operators and their RG I

counterparts. The latter,de�ned in Eq.(2.16)from the integration ofthe Callan-

Sym anzik equation,arerelated to thebareoperatorsused in lattice sim ulationsvia

a totalrenorm alisation factorZR G I(g0),de�ned as

ZR G I(g0)= Z(g0;a�had)̂c(�had): (4.1)

TheZR G I factordoesnotdepend on any renorm alisation scale and carriesa depen-

denceupon therenorm alisation condition only via cuto� e�ects.

In orderto obtain Z(g0;a�had),we follow [18]and com pute Z(g0;a�)atthree

valuesofthelattice spacing,nam ely � = f5:20;5:29;5:40g,which belong to a range

ofinversecouplingscom m only used forsim ulationsoftwo-
avourQ CD in physically

large volum es. Sim ulation param eters and results are collected in Table 4 for the

relativistic operatorsQ �

1 and in Table 5 forthestatic onesQ 0+

k .

W hile the sim ulation at (� = 5:20;L=a = 6) is exactly at the target value

forg2
SF
(Lm ax),corresponding to Z(g0;a�had),the sim ulationsatthe other� values

requirea slightinterpolation.W e adopta �tansatz,m otivated by Eq.(2.16),

ln(Z)= c1 + c2ln(g
2
SF
); (4.2)

in orderto interpolatetheZ factorsbetween thevaluesofg2
SF
straddling thetarget

value g2
SF
(Lm ax) = 4:61. Note that the �ts take into account the (independent)
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� � L=a g
2
SF
(L) Z

+
Z
�

5.20 0.13600 4 3.65(3) 0.7547(19) 0.4797(12)

6 4.61(4) 0.7715(20) 0.4383(11)

5.29 0.13641 4 3.394(17) 0.7558(17) 0.5070(11)

6 4.297(37) 0.7749(24) 0.4644(13)

8 5.65(9) 0.8036(26) 0.4339(12)

5.40 0.13669 4 3.188(24) 0.7591(16) 0.5342(11)

6 3.864(34) 0.7709(21) 0.4871(13)

8 4.747(63) 0.7938(22) 0.4583(11)

Table 4: Results for Z + and Z � with ct set to its 2{loop value. The values ofg2
SF

are

from [26]. The hopping param eters � used in the sim ulations are the criticalones (�cr)

of[27].

� � L=a g
2
SF
(L) Z

(1)
Z

(2)
Z

(3)
Z

(4)

5.20 0.13600 4 3.65(3) 0.7793(17) 0.9741(16) 0.8681(16) 0.8317(13)

6 4.61(4) 0.7118(17) 0.9409(15) 0.7857(13) 0.7921(13)

5.29 0.13641 4 3.394(17) 0.7862(16) 0.9766(16) 0.8768(15) 0.8397(14)

6 4.297(37) 0.7275(20) 0.9431(18) 0.7992(16) 0.8017(15)

8 5.65(9) 0.6612(19) 0.9150(16) 0.7337(15) 0.7619(14)

5.40 0.13669 4 3.188(24) 0.7972(15) 0.9805(14) 0.8864(14) 0.8497(12)

6 3.864(34) 0.7378(18) 0.9434(17) 0.8098(15) 0.8094(14)

8 4.747(63) 0.6840(16) 0.9231(14) 0.7529(13) 0.7781(12)

Table 5: ResultsforZ (k) with ct setto its2{loop value. The valuesofg
2
SF

are from [26].

Thehopping param eters� used in the sim ulationsarethe criticalones(�cr)of[27].

errorsofboth Z and g2
SF
.M oreover,wehaveconservatively augm ented the�terrors

by the di�erence between the �t results ofEq.(4.2) and the results from a naive

two-pointlinearinterpolation in g2
SF
.Thecoe�cientsc 2 ofthe�ts(4.2)deviatein a

rangeof7% � 30% from thelowestordercoe�cients
 0=(2b0),signallingthepresence

ofm oderate higher-orderperturbativee�ects.

Theresulting num bersfortherenorm alisation factorsatthelow energy m atch-

ing scale,and also for the RG I renorm alisation factors ZR G I(g0),are collected in

Table6.The�rsterroroftheZ R G I’sstem sfrom theerrorofZ factors,whereasthe

second accountsforthe uncertaintiesin the universalfactors ĉ.Note thatonly the

�rstoftheseerrorsshould beadded in quadratureto theerrorofthebarehadronic

m atrix elem ents,once these becom e available from future com putations,in order
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� Z
+

Z
+

R G I
Z
�

Z
�

R G I

5.20 0.7715(20) 0.927(2)(55) 0.4383(11) 0.241(1)(10)

5.29 0.7825(27) 0.940(3)(56) 0.4560(23) 0.251(1)(10)

5.40 0.7905(26) 0.950(3)(56) 0.4623(25) 0.255(1)(10)

� Z
(1)

Z
(1)

R G I
Z

(2)
Z

(2)

R G I

5.20 0.7118(17) 0.548(1)(28) 0.9409(15) 0.718(1)(26)

5.29 0.7093(27) 0.546(2)(28) 0.9374(30) 0.715(2)(26)

5.40 0.6904(40) 0.532(3)(28) 0.9233(46) 0.704(4)(26)

� Z
(3)

Z
(3)

R G I
Z

(4)
Z

(4)

R G I

5.20 0.7857(13) 0.423(1)(15) 0.7921(13) 0.631(1)(17)

5.29 0.7836(40) 0.422(2)(15) 0.7916(18) 0.630(1)(17)

5.40 0.7567(75) 0.408(4)(14) 0.7807(38) 0.621(3)(17)

Table 6: Results for Z + ,Z � ,Z (k) and Z +
R G I

,Z �

R G I
,Z

(k)
R G I

for three bare gauge coupling

valuescorresponding to ourlow-energy m atching pointat�g2
SF
= 4:61 in the SF schem e.

to obtain the totalerror ofthe renorm alised quantity,at a given lattice spacing.

The second error,which is entirely unrelated to the discretisation ofthe theory,

should only beadded in quadratureto thecontinuum extrapolated hadronicm atrix

elem ent. For the sake ofconvenience,a representation ofthe num ericalresults of

Table 6 by interpolating polynom ialsisalso adopted,i.e.

ZR G I = a0 + a1(� � 5:2)+ a2(� � 5:2)2 ; (4.3)

which can be used atany interm ediate value of� between � = 5:20 and � = 5:40.

Fitcoe�cientsarereported in Table 7 forthevariousoperators.Theuncertainty of

theRG Iconstantsatinterm ediate pointsm ay beeasily obtained from those atthe

sim ulation points,see Table 6,by linearinterpolation.

Asa �nalrem ark,weobservethatthesim ulation oftherenorm alisation factors

at � = 5:20;L=a = 4 is not at the target value for �g2
SF
. W e used is as a check of

theindependenceoftheZR G I,com puted via Eq.(4.1)from thelow energy m atching

scale. Speci�cally,the two m easured values ofZ-factors at � = 5:20 have been

used in orderto extrapolatetherenorm alisation constantsat�g2
SF
(Lm ax=2)= 3:0318,

wherethenon-perturbativem atchingwith theuniversalevolution factorsĉhasbeen

subsequentlyperform ed.Resultsturnedouttobefullycom patiblewith thosequoted

in Table 6.
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Q ĉ(L� 1
m ax) a0 a1 a2

Q
+

1
1.202(71) 0.9270 0.1741 -0.2973

Q
�

1
0.551(22) 0.2414 0.1431 -0.3853

Q
0+

1 0.770(35) 0.5481 0.0285 -0.5546

Q
0+

2 0.763(24) 0.7179 0.0010 -0.3407

Q
0+

3 0.539(18) 0.4235 0.0411 -0.5962

Q
0+

4 0.796(20) 0.6305 0.0291 -0.3723

Table 7: Universalfactors ĉ and coe�cients ofthe interpolating polynom ials ofthe RG I

renorm alisation constants,seeEq.(4.3).Uncertaintiesarediscussed in the text.

5 C onclusions

Using standard SF m ethods,we have perform ed a fully non-perturbative com pu-

tation ofthe renorm alisation and RG running ofseveralfour-ferm ion operators in

N f= 2 Q CD.W ehave considered thetwo operatorsm adeoffourrelativistic quark

�eldswith a left-leftDirac structure and the com plete basisofoperatorswith two

staticand tworelativisticquarks.TheW ilson latticeactionshavebeen im plem ented

for both the gauge and the ferm ionic parts,the latter with a non-perturbatively

tuned Clover term . The HYP2 discretisation ofthe static quark turned out to be

thelessnoisy choice,aftercom parison with otheroptions.O nly theparity-odd parts

ofthe operatorshave been analysed,astheirrenorm alisation pattern isuna�ected

dueto the lossofchiralsym m etry by theregularisation.

O ur results are an essential building block for any N f = 2 com putation of

quantities like B K and B B . Nevertheless,their precision is som ewhat lim ited by

increased statistical
uctuationsatthethreestrongestcouplingsand by thelack of

a fourth,�ner,lattice resolution which would im prove thecontinuum extrapolation

ofthe operator SSFs. This could lead to a potentially unsatisfactory totalerror

on hadronicm atrix elem ents.Futurere�nem ent(besidesusing a two{loop estim ate

ofct throughoutthe runsand increased statisticsatthe three strongestcouplings)

is necessary,either by sim ulating closer to the continuum lim it,or by com pletely

rem oving leading orderdiscretisation e�ectsfrom the sim ulations.
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Figure 2: Continuum extrapolation ofthe SSFsforQ
+
1 (left)and Q

�

1 (right). The renor-

m alised coupling increases from top to bottom . Blue dotted lines and the blue cross at

a=L = 0 correspond to weighted averagesofthe L=a = 8;12 data,red dashed linesand the

red a=L = 0 open pointto linearextrapolationsin a=L ofthe three data.

Figure 3: The step-scaling functions �+ and �� (discrete points) as obtained non-

perturbatively. The shaded area is the one sigm a band obtained by �tting the points to

a polynom ialasdiscussed in thetext.Thedotted (dashed)lineistheLO (NLO )perturba-

tiveresult.
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Figure4:Continuum extrapolation oftheSSFsforQ 0+

1 (left)and Q 0+

2 (right).Therenor-

m alised coupling increases from top to bottom . Blue dotted lines and the blue cross at

a=L = 0 correspond to weighted averagesofthe L=a = 8;12 data,red dashed linesand the

red a=L = 0 open pointto linearextrapolationsin a=L ofthe three data.

Figure 5: The step-scaling functions �(1) and �(2) (discrete points) as obtained non-

perturbatively. The shaded area is the one sigm a band obtained by �tting the points to

a polynom ialasdiscussed in thetext.Thedotted (dashed)lineistheLO (NLO )perturba-

tiveresult.
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Figure6:Continuum extrapolation oftheSSFsforQ 0+

3 (left)and Q 0+

4 (right).Therenor-

m alised coupling increases from top to bottom . Blue dotted lines and the blue cross at

a=L = 0 correspond to weighted averagesofthe L=a = 8;12 data,red dashed linesand the

red a=L = 0 open pointto linearextrapolationsin a=L ofthe three data.

Figure 7: The step-scaling functions �(3) and �(4) (discrete points) as obtained non-

perturbatively. The shaded area is the one sigm a band obtained by �tting the points to

a polynom ialasdiscussed in thetext.Thedotted (dashed)lineistheLO (NLO )perturba-

tiveresult.
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Figure8:RG -running ofofthefour-quark operatorsobtained non-perturbatively (discrete

points) at speci�c values ofthe renorm alisation scale �,in units of�. The lines are per-

turbative resultsatthe ordershown forthe Callan-Sym anzik � function and the operator

anom alousdim ension 
.
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g
2
SF
(L) � �cr L=a Z

+
(g0;a=L) Z

+
(g0;a=2L) �

+
(g0;a=L)

0.9793 9.50000 0.131532 6 0.8714(14) 0.8827(22) 1.0129(30)

9.73410 0.131305 8 0.8765(16) 0.8852(25) 1.0099(34)

10.05755 0.131069 12 0.8899(17) 0.9022(52) 1.0138(61)

1.1814 8.50000 0.132509 6 0.8510(14) 0.8683(48) 1.0204(58)

8.72230 0.132291 8 0.8594(29) 0.8849(33) 1.0296(52)

8.99366 0.131975 12 0.8753(20) 0.9019(64) 1.0304(77)

1.5078 7.54200 0.133705 6 0.8309(18) 0.8580(47) 1.0327(60)

7.72060 0.133497 8 0.8395(38) 0.8725(62) 1.0392(87)

1.5031 7.50000 0.133815 6 0.8317(15) 0.8390(55) 1.0088(69)

8.02599 0.133063 12 0.8531(44) 0.8811(83) 1.0328(111)

2.0142 6.60850 0.135260 6 0.8023(19) 0.8382(32) 1.0448(47)

6.82170 0.134891 8 0.8209(40) 0.8545(45) 1.0410(74)

7.09300 0.134432 12 0.8400(44) 0.8771(70) 1.0442(100)

2.4792 6.13300 0.136110 6 0.7885(33) 0.8371(71) 1.0616(100)

6.32290 0.135767 8 0.8038(31) 0.8466(127) 1.0531(163)

6.63164 0.135227 12 0.8290(39) 0.8921(148) 1.0761(186)

3.3340 5.62150 0.136665 6 0.7667(45) 0.8193(129) 1.0686(179)

5.80970 0.136608 8 0.7927(45) 0.8812(126) 1.1116(171)

6.11816 0.136139 12 0.8252(68) 0.9040(110) 1.0955(161)

g
2
SF
(L) � �cr L=a Z

� (g0;a=L) Z
� (g0;a=2L) � � (g0;a=L)

0.9793 9.50000 0.131532 6 0.7841(12) 0.7546(15) 0.9623(24)

9.73410 0.131305 8 0.7767(10) 0.7500(27) 0.9657(37)

10.05755 0.131069 12 0.7696(09) 0.7491(27) 0.9733(36)

1.1814 8.50000 0.132509 6 0.7512(11) 0.7185(34) 0.9564(47)

8.72230 0.132291 8 0.7461(18) 0.7180(19) 0.9623(35)

8.99366 0.131975 12 0.7372(10) 0.7075(30) 0.9598(43)

1.5078 7.54200 0.133705 6 0.7091(11) 0.6696(24) 0.9443(37)

7.72060 0.133497 8 0.6998(18) 0.6680(44) 0.9547(68)

1.5031 7.50000 0.133815 6 0.7062(09) 0.6655(25) 0.9424(38)

8.02599 0.133063 12 0.6954(25) 0.6584(31) 0.9468(56)

2.0142 6.60850 0.135260 6 0.6475(13) 0.5965(16) 0.9212(31)

6.82170 0.134891 8 0.6428(27) 0.6011(25) 0.9351(55)

7.09300 0.134432 12 0.6379(22) 0.5898(29) 0.9246(55)

2.4792 6.13300 0.136110 6 0.6029(21) 0.5470(37) 0.9072(69)

6.32290 0.135767 8 0.5994(16) 0.5336(38) 0.8902(68)

6.63164 0.135227 12 0.5995(22) 0.5386(53) 0.8984(94)

3.3340 5.62150 0.136665 6 0.5288(31) 0.4610(69) 0.8718(140)

5.80970 0.136608 8 0.5363(24) 0.4632(63) 0.8637(124)

6.11816 0.136139 12 0.5417(31) 0.4698(49) 0.8672(102)

Table 8: Num ericalvaluesofthe renorm alisation constantsZ + ,Z � and the step scaling

functions�+ ,�� atvariousrenorm alised SF couplingsand latticespacings.Data atg2
SF
=

0:9793;1:1814;1:5031havebeen obtained with ct evaluated in one-loop perturbation theory.

Therem aining data havebeen obtained with ct evaluated in two-loop perturbation theory.
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g
2
SF
(L) � �cr L=a Z

(1)
(g0;a=L) Z

(1)
(g0;a=2L) �

(1)
(g0;a=L)

0.9793 9.50000 0.131532 6 0.8958(15) 0.8630(18) 0.9634(25)

9.73410 0.131305 8 0.8845(13) 0.8486(23) 0.9594(29)

10.05755 0.131069 12 0.8733(15) 0.8335(38) 0.9545(47)

1.1814 8.50000 0.132509 6 0.8771(16) 0.8421(41) 0.9601(50)

8.72230 0.132291 8 0.8650(22) 0.8304(29) 0.9600(41)

8.99366 0.131975 12 0.8503(17) 0.8117(47) 0.9545(59)

1.5078 7.54200 0.133705 6 0.8531(16) 0.8043(29) 0.9428(39)

7.72060 0.133497 8 0.8385(34) 0.7924(53) 0.9450(74)

1.5031 7.50000 0.133815 6 0.8547(13) 0.8161(43) 0.9548(52)

8.02599 0.133063 12 0.8161(43) 0.7638(37) 0.9359(67)

2.0142 6.60850 0.135260 6 0.8190(17) 0.7535(22) 0.9200(33)

6.82170 0.134891 8 0.8082(31) 0.7334(35) 0.9075(56)

7.09300 0.134432 12 0.7798(28) 0.7102(38) 0.9108(59)

2.4792 6.13300 0.136110 6 0.7937(27) 0.7085(49) 0.8927(68)

6.32290 0.135767 8 0.7754(21) 0.6841(90) 0.8823(119)

6.63164 0.135227 12 0.7492(25) 0.6691(65) 0.8931(92)

3.3340 5.62150 0.136665 6 0.7570(38) 0.6233(67) 0.8235(98)

5.80970 0.136608 8 0.7330(37) 0.5987(71) 0.8168(106)

6.11816 0.136139 12 0.7048(46) 0.5658(65) 0.8028(106)

g
2
SF
(L) � �cr L=a Z

(2)
(g0;a=L) Z

(2)
(g0;a=2L) �

(2)
(g0;a=L)

0.9793 9.50000 0.131532 6 0.9810(11) 0.9645(15) 0.9832(19)

9.73410 0.131305 8 0.9739(10) 0.9613(23) 0.9871(26)

10.05755 0.131069 12 0.9676(09) 0.9627(37) 0.9949(39)

1.1814 8.50000 0.132509 6 0.9769(13) 0.9599(42) 0.9826(45)

8.72230 0.132291 8 0.9699(18) 0.9572(21) 0.9869(28)

8.99366 0.131975 12 0.9644(11) 0.9516(29) 0.9867(32)

1.5078 7.54200 0.133705 6 0.9738(11) 0.9507(25) 0.9762(28)

7.72060 0.133497 8 0.9662(24) 0.9482(40) 0.9813(48)

1.5031 7.50000 0.133815 6 0.9707(11) 0.9579(24) 0.9868(28)

8.02599 0.133063 12 0.9579(24) 0.9392(46) 0.9805(54)

2.0142 6.60850 0.135260 6 0.9667(12) 0.9371(18) 0.9694(22)

6.82170 0.134891 8 0.9551(24) 0.9372(23) 0.9813(34)

7.09300 0.134432 12 0.9476(22) 0.9179(49) 0.9687(56)

2.4792 6.13300 0.136110 6 0.9605(23) 0.9207(48) 0.9586(55)

6.32290 0.135767 8 0.9496(14) 0.9099(51) 0.9582(56)

6.63164 0.135227 12 0.9385(23) 0.8995(56) 0.9584(64)

3.3340 5.62150 0.136665 6 0.9511(41) 0.8997(75) 0.9459(89)

5.80970 0.136608 8 0.9352(37) 0.8769(84) 0.9376(97)

6.11816 0.136139 12 0.9200(35) 0.8669(59) 0.9423(74)

Table9:Num ericalvaluesoftherenorm alisation constantsZ (1),Z (2) and thestep-scaling

functions �(1),�(2) with HYP2 action at various renorm alised SF couplings and lattice

spacings. Data at g2
SF

= 0:9793; 1:1814; 1:5031 have been obtained with ct evaluated in

one-loop perturbation theory.The rem aining data havebeen obtained with ct evaluated in

two-loop perturbation theory.
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g
2
SF
(L) � �cr L=a Z

(3)
(g0;a=L) Z

(3)
(g0;a=2L) �

(3)
(g0;a=L)

0.9793 9.50000 0.131532 6 0.9306(10) 0.8879(13) 0.9541(17)

9.73410 0.131305 8 0.9164(08) 0.8762(12) 0.9561(16)

10.05755 0.131069 12 0.8973(07) 0.8586(21) 0.9569(24)

1.1814 8.50000 0.132509 6 0.9179(10) 0.8715(30) 0.9494(34)

8.72230 0.132291 8 0.8996(13) 0.8526(17) 0.9478(23)

8.99366 0.131975 12 0.8810(09) 0.8333(27) 0.9458(33)

1.5078 7.54200 0.133705 6 0.9038(10) 0.8411(20) 0.9307(25)

7.72060 0.133497 8 0.8814(20) 0.8207(26) 0.9311(36)

1.5031 7.50000 0.133815 6 0.8998(10) 0.8564(20) 0.9517(25)

8.02599 0.133063 12 0.8564(20) 0.7976(36) 0.9314(48)

2.0142 6.60850 0.135260 6 0.8794(12) 0.7981(16) 0.9075(22)

6.82170 0.134891 8 0.8543(22) 0.7788(22) 0.9116(34)

7.09300 0.134432 12 0.8231(22) 0.7405(37) 0.8997(50)

2.4792 6.13300 0.136110 6 0.8596(21) 0.7582(42) 0.8821(53)

6.32290 0.135767 8 0.8347(13) 0.7329(52) 0.8780(63)

6.63164 0.135227 12 0.7972(19) 0.6999(50) 0.8780(66)

3.3340 5.62150 0.136665 6 0.8346(36) 0.7043(62) 0.8439(83)

5.80970 0.136608 8 0.7996(33) 0.6568(63) 0.8214(85)

6.11816 0.136139 12 0.7587(30) 0.6241(58) 0.8227(82)

g
2
SF
(L) � �cr L=a Z

(4)
(g0;a=L) Z

(4)
(g0;a=2L) �

(4)
(g0;a=L)

0.9793 9.50000 0.131532 6 0.9281(09) 0.9082(12) 0.9786(16)

9.73410 0.131305 8 0.9213(08) 0.9033(12) 0.9804(15)

10.05755 0.131069 12 0.9147(06) 0.9009(21) 0.9849(23)

1.1814 8.50000 0.132509 6 0.9158(10) 0.8950(24) 0.9773(28)

8.72230 0.132291 8 0.9094(13) 0.8904(14) 0.9791(21)

8.99366 0.131975 12 0.9022(08) 0.8811(19) 0.9766(23)

1.5078 7.54200 0.133705 6 0.8995(10) 0.8691(18) 0.9662(23)

7.72060 0.133497 8 0.8924(18) 0.8668(28) 0.9714(37)

1.5031 7.50000 0.133815 6 0.8979(10) 0.8829(16) 0.9833(2)

8.02599 0.133063 12 0.8829(16) 0.8536(28) 0.9668(36)

2.0142 6.60850 0.135260 6 0.8749(11) 0.8353(14) 0.9548(20)

6.82170 0.134891 8 0.8671(19) 0.8321(18) 0.9597(30)

7.09300 0.134432 12 0.8562(18) 0.8143(31) 0.9510(42)

2.4792 6.13300 0.136110 6 0.8566(19) 0.8006(36) 0.9347(47)

6.32290 0.135767 8 0.8461(14) 0.7906(41) 0.9344(51)

6.63164 0.135227 12 0.8360(17) 0.7832(46) 0.9368(58)

3.3340 5.62150 0.136665 6 0.8268(35) 0.7474(58) 0.9040(80)

5.80970 0.136608 8 0.8142(30) 0.7337(63) 0.9011(85)

6.11816 0.136139 12 0.8002(26) 0.7239(48) 0.9046(67)

Table10:Num ericalvaluesoftherenorm alisation constantsZ (3),Z (4) and thestep-scaling

functions �(3),�(4) with HYP2 action at various renorm alised SF couplings and lattice

spacings. Data at g2
SF

= 0:9793; 1:1814; 1:5031 have been obtained with ct evaluated in

one-loop perturbation theory.Therem ainingdatahavebeen obtained with ct approxim ated

in two-loop perturbation theory.
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