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A bstract

Lattice Q CD with W ilson quarksand a chirally twisted m assterm (tm Q CD)

has been introduced in refs.[1,2]. W e here apply Sym anzik’s im provem ent

program m e to thistheory and listthecounterterm swhich arise at�rstorder

in the lattice spacing a. Based on the generalised transferm atrix,we de�ne

thetm Q CD Schr�odingerfunctionaland useitto deriverenorm alized on-shell

correlation functions.By studying theircontinuum approach in perturbation

theory we then determ ine the new O (a)counterterm s ofthe action and ofa

few quark bilinearoperatorsto one-loop order.
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1 Introduction

In ref.[2]twisted m asslattice Q CD (tm Q CD)hasbeen introduced asa solu-

tion to the problem ofunphysicalferm ion zero m odeswhich plague standard

lattice Q CD with quarksofthe W ilson type.W e willassum e thatthe reader

isfam iliarwith the m otivation ofthisapproach,and referto [1]foran intro-

duction.Them ain topicofthepresentpaperistheapplication ofSym anizik’s

im provem entprogram m eto tm Q CD.W eintroducetheset-up in thesim plest

case oftwo m ass-degenerate quarks,and study the im proved action and the

im proved com posite �eldswhich appearin thePCAC and PCVC relations.

O urstrategy follows closely refs.[3,4,5]: in section 2 we go through the

structure ofthe O (a)im proved theory.W e then de�nethe Schr�odingerfunc-

tionalfortm Q CD,and use itto derive suitable on-shellcorrelation functions

(sect.3). The perturbation expansion is then carried out along the lines of

ref.[5],and the new O (a)im provem entcoe�cients are obtained atthe tree-

levelin sect.4 and to one-loop order in sect.5. A few details have been

delegated to appendices. Appendix A describes how the twisted m ass term

can be incorporated in L�uscher’sconstruction ofthe transferm atrix [6],and

Appendix B containsthe analytic expressionsforthe coe�cientsused in the

analysisoftheone-loop calculation.

2 R enorm alized and O (a) im proved tm Q C D

The renorm alization procedure for twisted m ass lattice Q CD with W ilson

quarkshasalready been discussed in ref.[2]. Here we apply Sym anzik’sim -

provem ent program m e to �rstorderin the lattice spacing a. The procedure

is standard and the details ofits application to lattice Q CD with N f m ass

degenerate W ilson quarkscan befound in ref.[3].

O urstarting pointistheunim proved tm Q CD latticeaction fora doublet

ofm assdegenerate quarks,

S[U;� ; ]= SG [U ]+ SF[U;� ; ]; (2.1)

with the standard W ilson gauge action and the ferm ionic part

SF[U;� ; ]= a
4
X

x

� (x)
�
D + m 0 + i�q5�

3
�
 (x): (2.2)

Them asslessW ilson-Dirac operatorisgiven by

D = 1

2

X

�

n

(r � + r
�
�)� � ar

�
�r �

o

; (2.3)
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where the forward and backward covariant lattice derivatives in direction �

are denoted by r � and r
�
� respectively. As tm Q CD with vanishing twisted

m assparam eter�q reducesto standard lattice Q CD weexpectthatim prove-

m entisachieved by using thestandard O (a)im proved theory and adding the

appropriateO (a)counterterm swhich areproportionalto (powersof)�q,and

which areallowed by thelatticesym m etries.Theprocedurehenceconsistsin a

straightforward extension ofref.[3],and wetakeovernotation and conventions

from thisreference withoutfurthernotice.

2.1 R enorm alized O (a) im proved param eters

Following ref.[3]weassum ethata m ass-independentrenorm alization schem e

hasbeen chosen,and wetakethesam estepsasdonethereforstandard lattice

Q CD.At�q = 0 the Sheikholeslam i-W ohlertterm [7]su�cesto im prove the

action,up to a rescaling ofthe bareparam etersby term sproportionalto the

subtracted bare m ass m q = m 0 � m c [3]. At non-vanishing �q we �nd that

im proved bareparam etersare ofthe form

~g20 = g
2
0(1+ bgam q); (2.4)

em q = m q(1+ bm am q)+ ~bm a�
2
q; (2.5)

e�q = �q(1+ b�am q); (2.6)

i.e.there existtwo new counterterm swith coe�cientsb � and ~bm .The renor-

m alized O (a)im proved m assand coupling constantare then proportionalto

these param eters,viz.

g
2
R

= ~g20Zg(~g
2
0;a�); (2.7)

m R = em qZm (~g
2
0;a�); (2.8)

�R = e�qZ�(~g
2
0;a�): (2.9)

The ratio ofthe appropriately renorm alized m assparam etersdeterm inesthe

angle � which isinvolved in the physicalinterpretation ofthe theory [2].W e

willdiscuss below the generalO (a) im proved de�nition of�. Here we note

that the case ofparticular interest,� = �=2,correspondsto m R = 0,which

im pliesm q = O (a)[2].In thiscase allthe usualb-coe�cientsm ultiply term s

ofO (a2)and are thusnegligible in the spiritofO (a)im provem ent.O nethen

rem ainswith a singlecoe�cient ~bm ,which com paresfavorably to thesituation

in standard lattice Q CD wheretwo coe�cients,b m and bg,arerequired.
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2.2 R enorm alized O (a) im proved com posite �elds

W e assum e that com posite �elds are renorm alized in a m ass-independent

schem e, and such that the tm Q CD W ard identities are respected [2]. At-

tention willbe restricted to the quark bilinearoperatorswhich appearin the

PCAC and PCVC relations.M oreover,we only considerthe �rsttwo avour

com ponents,and thus avoid the renorm alization ofpower divergent opera-

tors such as the iso-singlet scalar density [2]. As explained in ref.[2],the

third avourcom ponentofthePCAC and PCVC relationscan beinferred in

thecontinuum lim it,by assum ing therestoration ofthephysicalisospin sym -

m etry. The O (a) im proved currents and pseudo-scalar density with indices

a;b2 f1;2g are then param eterised asfollows,

(A R )
a
� = ZA (1+ bA am q)

h

A
a
� + cA a

~@�P
a + a�q

~bA "
3ab
V
b
�

i

; (2.10)

(VR )
a
� = ZV (1+ bV am q)

h

V
a
� + cV a

~@�T
a
�� + a�q

~bV "
3ab
A
b
�

i

; (2.11)

(PR )
a = ZP(1+ bPam q)P

a
: (2.12)

Here we have chosen the bare operators which are localon the lattice,with

theconventionsofref.[3].W hilethisisthesim plestchoice,wealso recallthe

de�nition ofthepoint-splitvectorcurrent,

eV
a
� (x) = 1

2

n
� (x)(� � 1)�

a

2
U (x;�) (x + a�̂)

+ � (x + a�̂)(� + 1)�
a

2
U (x;�)� 1 (x)

o

; (2.13)

which is obtained through a vector variation ofthe action. This current is

protected againstrenorm alization,and the PCVC relation

@
�
�
~V a
� (x)= � 2�q"

3ab
P
b(x); (2.14)

isan exactlattice identity,with thelocalpseudo-scalardensity and theback-

ward derivative @�� in �-direction [2]. Thisim plies the identity Z�ZP = 1 in

any renorm alization schem e which respectsthe PCVC relation.

2.3 A n alternative de�nition ofthe im proved vector current

An alternativerenorm alized im proved currentcan beobtained from thepoint-

split current (2.13). For this it is convenient to start from the sym m etrized

version

�V a
� (x)=

1
2

�
eV
a
� (x)+

eV
a
� (x � a�̂)

�

; (2.15)
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which behavesunderspace-tim ereectionsin thesam eway asthelocalvector

current.The counterterm structure then isthe sam e asin eq.(2.11),i.e.one

�nds

(�VR )
a
� = Z �V (1+ b�V am q)

h
�V a
� + c�V a

~@�T
a
�� +

~b�V a�q"
3ab
A
b
�

i

; (2.16)

where we have again restricted the indices a;b to the �rst two com ponents.

O nem ay now easily show that

Z �V = 1; b�V = 0: (2.17)

To see this we �rst note that at �q = 0 the vector charge ofthis current is

given by

Q
a
�V
(t)= 1

2
Z �V (1+ b�V am q)[Q

a
V (t)+ Q

a
V (t� a)]; (2.18)

with

Q
a
V (x0)= a

3
X

x

eV
a
0 (x): (2.19)

At �q = 0,correlation functions ofthe charge are x0-independent
1,and the

O (a) im proved charge algebra for Q a
�V
and the exact charge algebra for Q a

V

together im ply that the whole renorm alization factor in eq.(2.18) m ust be

unity.Asthisholdsindependently ofm q,onearrivesattheconclusion (2.17).

A furtherrelation isobtained by noting thatthePCVC relation between

the renorm alized O (a)im proved �elds,

~@�(�VR)
a
� = � 2�R "

3ab(PR )
b
; (2.20)

with thesym m etricderivative ~@� =
1
2
(@� + @��)m usthold up to O (a

2)correc-

tions.Then,using theidentity

~@� �V
a
� (x)= @

�
�

�
eV
a
� (x)+

1
4
a
2
@
�
�@�

eV
a
� (x)

�

; (2.21)

one obtainsthe relation

ZPZm Z
� 1
A
~b�V = � (b� + bP): (2.22)

The scale-independentcom bination ofrenorm alization constants m ultiplying
~b�V isdeterm ined by axialW ard identities[8],so thateq.(2.22)can beconsid-

ered a relation between im provem entcoe�cients.

1
i.e.as long as the tim e ordering ofthe space-tim e argum ents in the given correlation

function rem ainsunchanged.
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2.4 O (a) im proved de�nition ofthe angle �

Thephysicalinterpretation ofthecorrelation functionsin tm Q CD dependson

the angle �,which isde�ned through

tan� =
�R

m R

: (2.23)

In thisequation �R and m R aretheO (a)im proved renorm alized m assparam e-

terswhich appearin thePCAC and PCVC relations[2].Up to term sofO (a2)

we then �nd

�R

m R

=
�q[1+ (b� � bm )am q]

ZPZm [m q + ~bm a�
2
q]

=
�q[1+ (b� + bP � bA )am q]

ZA [m + ~bA a�
2
qZ

� 1
V
]

: (2.24)

Here,m denotesa bare m asswhich isobtained from som e m atrix elem entof

the PCAC relation involving the unrenorm alized axialcurrentA 1
� + cA @�P

1

and thelocaldensity P 1.G iven m ,thecriticalm assm c,and the�niterenor-

m alization constants ZA ,ZV and ZPZm ,the determ ination ofthe O (a) im -

proved angle requires the knowledge oftwo (com binations of) im provem ent

coe�cients,which m ay bechosen to beb � � bm and ~bm ,orb� + bP � bA and ~bA .

A specialcaseisagain � = �=2,which isobtained forvanishing denom inators

in eq.(2.24). For this itis su�cientto know either ~bA or~bm ,and the �nite

renorm alization constantsZA orZPZm are then notneeded.

2.5 R edundancy ofim provem ent coe�cients

Having introduced allO (a) counterterm s allowed by the lattice sym m etries,

it is guaranteed that there exists a choice for the im provem ent coe�cients

such thatO (a)latticeartefactsin on-shellcorrelation functionsarecom pletely

elim inated. W e now want to show that there is in fact a redundancy in the

set ofthe new counterterm s introduced so far,i.e.the counterterm s are not

unam biguously determ ined by therequirem entofon-shellim provem entalone.

To see thiswe considerthe renorm alized 2-pointfunctions

G A (x � y) =


(A R)

1
0(x)(PR )

1(y)
�
; (2.25)

G V (x � y) =


(VR)

2
0(x)(PR )

1(y)
�
; (2.26)

ofthe renorm alized O (a)im proved �eldsde�ned in subsect.2.2. W e assum e

thata quark m assindependentrenorm alization schem e hasbeen chosen,and

with the properchoice forthe im provem entcoe�cientsone �nds,

G X (x)= lim
a! 0

G X (x)+ O (a2); X = A;V; (2.27)
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provided that x is kept non-zero in physicalunits. Ifthe new im provem ent

coe�cients ~bm ;b�;~bA and ~bV were allnecessary any change ofO (1)in these

coe�cientswould introduceuncancelled O (a)artefactsin eq.(2.27).Varying

the coe�cients ~bm ! ~bm + � ~bm ,b� ! b� + �b � and ~bA ! ~bA + � ~bA in the

correlation function G A (x),we�nd thatthecorrelation function itselfchanges

according to

�G A (x) = � a�R ZP

h

� ~bm ZPZm �R

@

@m R

G A (x)

+ �b �(ZPZm )
� 1
m R

@

@�R

G A (x)

� � ~bA ZA Z
� 1
V
G V (x)

i

; (2.28)

where term sofO (a2)have been neglected. In the derivation ofthisequation

one hasto becarefulto correctly take into accountthe counterterm spropor-

tionalto b� and ~bm .Firstofallwenoticethatchanging an O (a)counterterm

can only inducechangesofO (a)in thecorrelation function.Forinstance,the

equation

G A (x)

�
�
�
b� ! b�+ �b �

= G A (x)+ �b �

@

@b�
G A (x)+ O (a2); (2.29)

holdseven for�nite changes �b �. Second,when taking the continuum lim it

the bare m ass param eters becom e functions ofthe im provem ent coe�cients

such thattherenorm alized O (a)im proved m assesare�xed.Forinstance one

has

�q = ZP�R (1� b�Z
� 1
m am R )+ O (a2); (2.30)

and a straightforward application ofthe chain rule leadsto

@

@b�
G A (x)=

�
@�q

@b�

�
@

@�q
G A (x)= � a�R m R ZPZ

� 1
m

@

@�q
G A (x); (2.31)

wherewehaveused eq.(2.30)and neglected term sofO (a2).Proceedingin the

sam e way forthe variation with respectto ~bm ,and changing to renorm alized

param eters �q = ZP�R + O (a), m q = Z � 1
m m R + O (a) eventually leads to

eq.(2.28).

At this point we recall eq. (3.13) of ref. [2], which expresses the re-

param eterization invariance with respectto changesofthe angle �.In term s

oftheabove correlation functionsone�nds,up to cuto� e�ects,

@

@�
G A (x)�

�

m R

@

@�R

� �R

@

@m R

�

G A (x)= � G V (x): (2.32)
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As a consequence not allthe term s in eq.(2.28) are independent,and the

requirem entthat�G A (x)beofordera
2 entailsonly two conditions,

� ~bm + �b �(ZPZm )
� 2 = 0; (2.33)

� ~bm � � ~bA (ZPZm ZV )
� 1
ZA = 0: (2.34)

Thism akesprecise the redundancy orover-com pleteness ofthe counterterm s

alluded toabove.Thesam eprocedureappliestoG V (x),and weconcludethat

the requirem entofon-shellO (a)im provem entonly determ inesthe com bina-

tionsofim provem entcoe�cients ~bm + b�(ZPZm )
� 2,~bm � ~bV (ZPZm ZA )

� 1ZV ,

and ~bm � ~bA (ZPZm ZV )
� 1ZA .W eem phasizethatthisredundancy isa generic

feature oftm Q CD,and notlinked to specialchoices forthe �eldsorcorrela-

tion functions. In particular we note that the third com ponent ofthe axial

variation ofany com posite�eld � hasthecorrectquantum num bersto appear

asan O (a�q)counterterm to � itself.

In conclusion,O (a)im proved tm Q CD asde�ned here constitutesa one-

param eter fam ily ofim proved theories. In view ofpracticalapplications it

is m ost convenient to choose ~bm as the free param eter and set it to som e

num ericalvalue.Forreasonsto becom eclearin section 4 ourpreferred choice

is~bm = � 1
2
.However,in thefollowingwewillkeep allcoe�cientsasunknowns

and only m akea choiceatthevery end.In orderto de�neon-shellcorrelation

functionswhich arereadilyaccessibletoperturbation theorywewill�rstde�ne

the Schr�odinger functionalfor tm Q CD.It is then straightforward to extend

the techniquesofrefs.[4,5]to tm Q CD and study the continuum approach of

correlation functionsderived from the Schr�odingerfunctional.

3 T he Schr�odinger functionalfor tm Q C D

Thissection followsclosely Section 5 ofref.[3]and ref.[4].Thereaderwillbe

assum ed fam iliarwith thesereferences,and wewillreferto equationsthereby

using the pre�x Iand II,respectively.

3.1 D e�nition ofthe Schr�odinger functional

To de�netheSchr�odingerfunctionalfortwisted m asslatticeQ CD,itisconve-

nientto follow refs.[9,10].TheSchr�odingerfunctionalisthusobtained asthe

integralkernelofsom eintegerpowerT=a ofthetransferm atrix.ItsEuclidean

representation isgiven by

Z [�0;��0;C 0;�;��;C ]=

Z

D[U ]D[ ]D[� ]e� S[U;
� ; ]

; (3.1)

7



and isthusconsidered asa functionalofthe�eldsatEuclidean tim es0 and T.

From thestructureofthe transferm atrix itfollowsthattheboundary condi-

tionsforall�eldsare the sam e asin the standard fram ework. In particular,

the quark �eldssatisfy,

P+  jx0= 0 = �; P�  jx0= T = �
0
;

� P� jx0= 0 = ��; � P+ jx0= T = ��0;
(3.2)

with theusualprojectorsP� = 1
2
(1� 0).Thegauge�eld boundaryconditions

are asin eqs.(I.4.1){(I.4.2)and willnotberepeated here.

Theaction in eq.(3.1),

S[U;� ; ]= SG [U ]+ SF[U;� ; ]; (3.3)

splitsintothegaugepart(I.4.5)and thequark action,which assum esthesam e

form ason thein�nitelattice(2.2).Notethatweadoptthesam econventions

as in subsect.4.2 of[3],in particular the quark and antiquark �elds are ex-

tended to alltim esby \padding" with zeros,and the covariantderivativesin

the �nitespace-tim e volum e now contain theadditionalphasefactorsrelated

to �k,(k = 1;2;3).

3.2 R enorm alization and O (a) im provem ent

Renorm alizability of the tm Q CD Schr�odinger functional could be veri�ed

along the lines ofref.[11]. However,this is not necessary as any new coun-

terterm isexpected to be proportionalto the twisted m assparam eterand is

thereforeatleastofm assdim ension 4.O nethereforeexpectstheSchr�odinger

functionalto be �nite after renorm alization ofthe m ass param eters and the

gauge coupling as in in�nite volum e [2],and by scaling the quark and anti-

quark boundary �elds with a com m on renorm alization constant [11]. This

expectation willbecon�rm ed in the courseoftheperturbativecalculation.

Thestructureofthenew counterterm satO (a)isagain determ ined by the

sym m etries. These are the sam e as in in�nite space-tim e volum e,exceptfor

those which exchange spatialand tem poraldirections.Theim proved action,

Sim pr[U;� ; ]= S[U;� ; ]+ �Sv[U;� ; ]+ �SG ;b[U ]+ �SF;b[U;
� ; ]; (3.4)

hasthe sam e structure asin the standard fram ework,in particular,�Sv and

�SG ;b are as given in eqs.(I.5.3) and (I.5.6). The sym m etries allow for two

new ferm ionic boundary counterterm s,

O � = i�q
� 5�

3
P�  : (3.5)

8



The equations ofm otion do not lead to a further reduction and the action

with the ferm ionicboundary counterterm satO (a)isthen given by

�SF;b[U;
� ; ] = a

4
X

x

n

(~cs� 1)
�
bO s(x)+ bO s

0(x)
�

+ (~ct� 1)
�
bO t(x)� bO t

0(x)
�

+ (~b1 � 1)
�
bQ 1(x)+ bQ

0
1(x)

�

+ (~b2 � 1)
�
bQ 2(x)+ bQ

0
2(x)

�o

: (3.6)

Here,we have chosen lattice operatorsasfollows,

bQ 1(x) = i�q
� (x)5�

3
 (x)

�
�
x0= a

; (3.7)

bQ
0
1(x) = i�q

� (x)5�
3
 (x)

�
�
x0= T� a

; (3.8)

bQ 2(x) = i�q��(x)5�
3
�(x); (3.9)

bQ
0
2(x) = i�q��

0(x)5�
3
�
0(x); (3.10)

and theexpressionsforthelatticeoperators bO s;tand bO s;t
0 aregiven in eqs.(I.5.21){

(I.5.24).Notethattheim provem entcoe�cientsarethesam eforboth bound-

aries,as the counterterm s are related by a tim e reection com bined with a

avourexchange.

3.3 D irac equation and classicalsolutions

ForEuclidean tim es0 < x0 < T thelattice Diracoperatorand itsadjointare

form ally de�ned through

�Sim pr

�� (x)
= (D + �D + m0 + i�q5�

3) (x); (3.11)

�
�Sim pr

� (x)
= � (x)(D

 
y + �D

 
y+ m 0 + i�q5�

3); (3.12)

where �D = �Dv + �Db is the sum ofthe volum e and the boundary O (a)

counterterm s.Eq.(II.2.3)forthevolum ecounterterm srem ainsvalid,whereas

forthe boundary counterterm sone obtains

�Db (x) = (~ct� 1)
1

a

n

�x0;a
�
 (x)� U (x � a0̂;0)� 1P+  (x � a0̂)

�

+ �x0;T� a
�
 (x)� U (x;0)P�  (x + a0̂)

�o

+ (~b1 � 1)[�x0;a + �x0;T� a]i�q5�
3
 (x): (3.13)
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W e observe that the net e�ect ofthe additionalcounterterm consists in the

replacem ent �q ! ~b1�q close to the boundaries. Although a boundary O (a)

e�ect is unlikely to have a m ajor im pact,we note that the presence ofthis

counterterm with a generalcoe�cient ~b1 invalidates the argum ent by which

zero m odes ofthe W ilson-Dirac operator are absent in twisted m ass lattice

Q CD.To circum ventthisproblem we rem ark thatthe counterterm m ay also

beim plem ented by explicitinsertionsinto thecorrelation functions.Asevery

insertion com eswith a powerofa,a single insertion willbesu�cientin m ost

cases,yielding a resultthatisequivalentup to term sofO (a2).

G iven the Dirac operator,the propagatorisnow de�ned through

(D + �D + m0 + i�q5�
3)S(x;y)= a

� 4
�xy; 0 < x0 < T; (3.14)

and theboundary conditions

P+ S(x;y)jx0= 0 = P� S(x;y)jx0= T = 0: (3.15)

Boundaryconditionsin thesecond argum entfollow from theconjugation prop-

erty,

S(x;y)y = 5�
1
S(y;x)5�

1
; (3.16)

which istheusualone up to an exchange oftheavourcom ponents.

Asin the standard fram ework [11,4],itisusefulto considerthe classical

solutionsofthe Dirac equation,
�

D + �D + m0 + i�q5�
3
�

 cl(x) = 0; (3.17)

� cl(x)

�

D
 
y+ �D

 
y + m 0 + i�q5�

3
�

= 0: (3.18)

Here,the tim e argum entisrestricted to 0 < x0 < T,while atthe boundaries

the classical solutions are required to satisfy the inhom ogeneous boundary

conditions(3.2).Itisnotdi�cultto obtain the explicitexpressions,

 cl(x) = ~cta
3
X

y

n

S(x;y)U (y� a0̂;0)� 1P+ �(y)
�
�
y0= a

+ S(x;y)U (y;0)P� �
0(y)

�
�
y0= T� a

o

; (3.19)

� cl(x) = ~cta
3
X

y

n

��(y)P� U (y� a0̂;0)S(y;x)
�
�
y0= a

+ ��0(y)P+ U (y;0)
� 1
S(y;x)

�
�
y0= T� a

o

; (3.20)

which areagain valid for0 < x0 < T.Note thattheseexpressionsareexactly

the sam e asin ref.[4],exceptthatthe quark propagatorhere isthe solution

ofeq.(3.14).
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3.4 Q uark functionalintegraland basic 2-point functions

W eshallusethesam eform alism forthequark functionalintegralasdescribed

in subsect.II.2.3. M ost ofthe equations can be taken over literally,in par-

ticular, eq. (II.2.21) holds again. The presence of the twisted m ass term

m erely leads to a m odi�cation ofthe im proved action ofthe classical�elds,

[eq.(II.2.22)],which isnow given by

SF;im pr[U;� cl; cl] = a
3
X

x

n
~b2a�q

�
��(x)i5�

3
�(x)+ ��0(x)i5�

3
�
0(x)

�

+ ~csa
�
��(x)k

1
2
(r k + r

�
k)�(x)

+ ��0(x)k
1
2
(r k + r

�
k)�

0(x)
�

� ~ct
�
��(x)U (x � â0;0) cl(x)

�
�
x0= a

+ ��0(x)U (x;0)� 1 cl(x)
�
�
x0= T� a

�o

: (3.21)

The quark action isa quadratic form in the G rassm ann �elds,and the func-

tionalintegralcan besolved explicitly.Therefore,in a �xed gauge �eld back-

ground any ferm ionic correlation function can be expressed in term s ofthe

basic two-pointfunctions.Besidesthe propagatoralready introduced above,

�
 (x)� (y)

�

F
= S(x;y); (3.22)

we note that the boundary-to-volum e correlators can be written in a conve-

nientway using the classicalsolutions,

�
�(x)� (y)

�

F
=

�� cl(y)

���(x)
; (3.23)

�
 (x)��(y)

�

F
=

� cl(x)

��(y)
; (3.24)

�
�
0(x)� (y)

�

F
=

�� cl(y)

���0(x)
; (3.25)

�
 (x)��0(y)

�

F
=

� cl(x)

��0(y)
: (3.26)

The explicit expressions in term s ofthe quark propagator can be easily ob-

tained from eqs.(3.19) and (3.20),and coincide with those given in ref.[4].

Theboundary-to-boundary correlatorscan bewritten asfollows,

�
�(x)��0(y)

�

F
= ~ctP� U (x � a0̂;0)

�
 (x)��0(y)

�

F

�
�
�
x0= a

; (3.27)

�
�
0(x)��(y)

�

F
= ~ctP+ U (x;0)

� 1
�
 (x)��(y)

�

F

�
�
�
x0= T� a

: (3.28)
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The correlators oftwo boundary quark �elds at the sam e boundary receive

additionalcontributionsdueto the new boundary counterterm s,viz.

�
�(x)��(y)

�

F
= ~c2t P� U (x � a0̂;0)S(x;y)U (y� a0̂;0)� 1P+

�
�
x0= y0= a

� P�

h

~csk
1
2
(r �k + r k)+

~b2i�q5�
3
i

a
� 2
�xy; (3.29)

�
�
0(x)��0(y)

�

F
= ~c2t P+ U (x;0)

� 1
S(x;y)U (y;0)P�

�
�
x0= y0= T� a

� P+

h

~csk
1

2
(r �k + r k)+

~b2i�q5�
3
i

a
� 2
�xy: (3.30)

W e �nally note thattheconjugation property (3.16)im plies,

�
 (x)��(y)

�y
F

= 5�
1
�
�(y)� (x)

�

F
5�

1
; (3.31)

�
�(x)��0(y)

�y
F

= 5�
1
�
�
0(y)��(x)

�

F
5�

1
; (3.32)

�
�(x)��(y)

�y
F

= 5�
1
�
�(y)��(x)

�

F
5�

1
; (3.33)

and analogousequationsfortherem aining 2-pointfunctions.

3.5 SF C orrelation functions

W ith thisset-up ofthe SF we now de�ne a few on-shellcorrelation functions

involving the com posite �eldsofSect.2.W ith the boundary source

O
a = a

6
X

y;z

��(y)5
1
2
�
a
�(z); (3.34)

we de�nethecorrelation functions

f
ab
A (x0) = � hA

a
0(x)O

b
i; (3.35)

f
ab
P (x0) = � hP

a(x)O b
i; (3.36)

f
ab
V (x0) = � hV

a
0 (x)O

b
i: (3.37)

In thefollowing werestricttheisospin indicesto a;b2 f1;2g.Itisconvenient

to de�nethem atrix [12,13],

H (x)= a
3
X

y

� cl(x)

��(y)
: (3.38)

Itsherm itian conjugate m atrix isgiven by

H (x)y = a
3
X

y

5�
1�

� cl(x)

���(y)
5�

1
; (3.39)
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and thecorrelation functionscan beexpressed in term sofH (x),viz.

f
ab
X (x0)=

D
1
4
tr

n

H (x)y5�X �
1
�
a
H (x)�b�1

oE

G
: (3.40)

Asin ref.[4]the bracketh� � � iG m eansan average overthe gauge �eldswith

the e�ective gauge action,

Se�[U ]= SG [U ]+ �SG ;b[U ]� lndet
�
D + �D + m0 + i�q5�

3
�
; (3.41)

and thetraceisoveravour,Diracand colourindices.Thegam m a structures

are �X = 05;5;0,whereX standsforA;P and V respectively.

3.6 R educing the avour structure

In orderto carry outtheavourtraceswe introduce theavourprojectors

Q � = 1
2
(1� �

3): (3.42)

Inserting the avourdecom position,

H (x)= H + (x)Q + + H � (x)Q � ; (3.43)

into the expression eq.(3.40)leadsto

f
ab
X (x0)=

X

i;j= �

trfQ i�
1
�
a
Q j�

b
�
1
g

D
1
4
tr

n

H i(x)
y
5�X H j(x)

oE

G
: (3.44)

Sincewerestricttheindicesa and bto valuesin f1;2g thisexpression further

sim pli�esleading to

f
ab
X (x0)=

X

i= �

trfQ i�
b
�
a
g

D
1

4
tr

n

H i(x)
y
5�X H i(x)

oE

G
: (3.45)

In ordertosim plify theexpressionsfurther,wenow study thebehaviourunder

a parity transform ation com bined with the exchange �q ! � �q. Notice that

theparity transform ation also transform sthebackground �elds,in particular

itim plies�k ! � �k (k = 1;2;3).O n the m atricesH � (x)thistransform ation

actsaccording to

H � (x)�! 0H � (~x); (3.46)

where ~x = (x0;� x) is the parity transform ed space-tim e argum ent,and we

recallthat H � (x) depend im plicitly on the background gauge �eld. After
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averaging over the gauge �elds and due to parity invariance ofthe e�ective

gauge action (3.41)one then �nds

D

tr

n

H � (x)
y
5�X H � (x)

oE

G
= �(X)

D

tr

n

H � (x)
y
5�X H � (x)

oE

G
; (3.47)

wherethesign factordependson whether�X com m utes(�(X)= � 1)oranti-

com m utes(�(X)= 1)with 0.Using thisresultin eq.(3.45)itfollowsthat

f
12
A (x0)= f

12
P (x0)= f

11
V (x0)= 0: (3.48)

Furtherm ore,theexactU(1)avoursym m etry im pliesthat

f
22
X (x0)= f

11
X (x0); f

21
X (x0)= � f

12
X (x0); (3.49)

so that we m ay restrict attention to the following non-vanishing correlation

functions:

f
11
A (x0) = � 1

2

D

tr

n

H + (x)
y
0H + (x)

oE

G
; (3.50)

f
11
P (x0) = 1

2

D

tr

n

H + (x)
y
H + (x)

oE

G
; (3.51)

f
12
V (x0) = i

2

D

tr

n

H + (x)
y
05H + (x)

oE

G
: (3.52)

Notethateq.(3.47)hasallowed to elim inatethedependenceupon thesecond

avour com ponentH � (x). Thisis convenient both for perturbative calcula-

tionsand in thefram ework ofnum ericalsim ulations.

4 O (a) im provem ent ofthe free theory

W edeterm inetheim provem entcoe�cientsin thefreetheory,which isobtained

by setting allgauge links to unity. In this context correlation functions of

quark and antiquark �eldsare suitable on-shellquantitieswhich oughtto be

im proved. W e m ay therefore consider the im provem ent ofthe one-particle

energies,thequark propagatorand basic2-pointfunctionsin theSchr�odinger

functional,in addition to theSF correlation functionsintroduced in section 3.

4.1 T he free quark propagator

Allcorrelation functionsin theSF areobtainablefrom thequark propagator,

which can be com puted using standard m ethods [4]. W e set the standard

im provem entcoe�cientsto theirknown values[4],

~ct = ~cs = 1; (4.1)
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and com pute the propagator assum ing ~b1 = 1. As discussed in sect.3,any

othervaluecan beobtained by insertion ofthecorresponding boundary coun-

terterm .Thepropagatorcan bewritten in the form

S(x;y)=

�

D
y+ m 0 � i�q5�

3
�

G (x;y); (4.2)

whereG (x;y)isgiven by

G (x;y)= L
� 3
X

p

eip(x� y)[G + (p;x0;y0)P+ + G � (p;x0;y0)P� ]; (4.3)

with the functions

G + (p;x0;y0) = N (p+ )

�

M � (p
+ )

h

e� !(p
+ )(jx0� y0j� T)� e!(p

+ )(x0+ y0� T)
i

+ M + (p
+ )

h

e!(p
+ )(jx0� y0j� T)� e� !(p

+ )(x0+ y0� T)
i�

; (4.4)

G � (p;x0;y0) = G + (p;T � x0;T � y0): (4.5)

Here,M � (p
+ )= M (p+ )� i�p 0

+ (II.3.17),with M (p) as de�ned in eq.(II.3.6)

and p+� = p� + ��=L. Furtherm ore,we recallthatin the above form ulae itis

understood thatp0 = p
+
0 = i!(p+ ),where forgiven spatialm om entum q the

energy !(q)isobtained asthesolution oftheequation

sinh

h
a

2
!(q)

i

=
a

2

(
�q 2 + �2q + (m 0 +

1
2
aq̂2)2

1+ a(m 0 +
1

2
aq̂2)

) 1
2

: (4.6)

Finally,using again the notation ofref.[4],the norm alization factorisgiven

by

N (p+ )=

n

� 2i�p 0
+
A(p+ )R(p+ )e!(p

+ )T
o� 1

: (4.7)

4.2 Im provem ent conditions and results

In the free quark theory,the quark energy ! is a suitable on-shellquantity.

Atzero spatialm om entum itcoincideswith thepolem ass,which isrelated to

the barem assesthrough

cosham p = 1+ 1
2
a
2(m 2

0 + �
2
q)=(1+ am 0): (4.8)

Up to term sofO (a2)one then �nds(m c = 0 attree level)

m
2
p =

�
m

2
q + �

2
q

�
(1� am q)+ O (a2): (4.9)
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Replacing the bare m assesby the renorm alized O (a)im proved m assparam e-

tersand requiring the absence ofO (a)artifactsoneobtains

bm = � 1
2
; b� + ~bm + 1

2
= 0; (4.10)

and the sam e condition is obtained from the O (a)im proved energy at �nite

spatialm om entum .O nem aywonderwhetheritispossibletogetan additional

condition by consideringtheim provem entofthequark propagatoritself.This

isnotso,forthereasonsgiven in subsection 2.5.Asan illustration weconsider

thequark propagator(4.2)in thelim itofin�nitetim eextentT with thelim it

taken at �xed x0 � T=2 and y0 � T=2. Thiselim inates the boundariesboth

atx0 = 0 and x0 = T,so thatone isleftwith the im provem entofthe m ass

param eters,and ofthe quark and antiquark �elds,viz.

 R =

�

1+ b am 0 + ~b ia�q5�
3
�

 ; (4.11)

� R = � 

�

1+ b� am 0 + ~b� ia�q5�
3
�

: (4.12)

Requiring thequark propagatorto beO (a)im proved we�nd theusualresult

oftheuntwisted theory,b = b� =
1
2
,and

~b� =
~b ; 2~b �

~bm � 1
2
= 0; 2~b + b� = 0; (4.13)

i.e.3 equations for 4 coe�cients. Sim ilarly,by studying the SF correlation

functionsoftheim proved quark bilinear�eldswe�nd thestandard resultsof

the untwisted theory,cA = cV = 0 and 2b� = bA = bV = bP = 1,and the

following conditionsinvolving thenew coe�cients,

~b1 �
1
2
(~bm + 1

2
) = 1; (4.14)

b� + ~bm + 1
2

= 0; (4.15)

~bA � (~bm + 1
2
) = 0; (4.16)

~bV � (~bm + 1
2
) = 0: (4.17)

Furtherm ore,from the O (a) im provem ent ofthe basic 2-point functions we

also obtain

~b2 = 1: (4.18)

The fact that ~b and ~b1 are not determ ined independently is again due to

theinvarianceofthecontinuum theory underaxialrotationsofthe�eldsand

a com pensating change in the m ass param eters. Hence our �ndings in the

free theory are com pletely in line with the generalexpectation expressed in

subsect.2.5. Choosing ~bm as the free param eter and setting it to � 1
2
leads

to b� = ~bA = ~bV = 0 and ~b1 = 1,while e.g. for~bm = 0 the tree levelvalue
~b1 = 5=4 issom ewhatinconvenient.
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5 T he one-loop com putation

W enow wantto expand thecorrelation functionsto one-loop order.W ework

with vanishing boundary valuesC
k
and C 0

k
.Thegauge �xing procedurethen

isthe sam e asin ref.[4]and willnotbe described here. In the following we

only describe those aspectsthatare new and otherwise assum e the readerto

befam iliarwith refs.[4,5].

5.1 R enorm alized am plitudes

O nce the avour traces have been taken, the one-loop calculation at �xed

lattice size isalm ostidenticalto the standard case [4,5].In orderto take the

continuum lim itat�xed physicalspace-tim evolum e,wethen keep m R ,�R ,x0

and T �xed in unitsofL.Heretherenorm alized m assparam etersarede�ned

in a m ass-independentrenorm alization schem ewhich m ay rem ain unspeci�ed

forthe m om ent.

To �rst order ofperturbation theory the substitutions for the coupling

constantand thequark m assthen am ountto

g
2
0 = g

2
R
+ O (g4

R
); (5.1)

m 0 = m
(0)

0 + g
2
R
m

(1)

0 + O (g4
R
); (5.2)

�q = �
(0)
q + g

2
R
�
(1)
q + O (g4

R
); (5.3)

wherethe preciseform ofthecoe�cients

m
(0)

0 =
1

a

h

1�
p
1� 2am R � a2�2

R

i

; (5.4)

m
(1)

0 = m
(1)
c �

�

Z
(1)
m m R + b

(1)
m a

�

m
(0)

0

�2

+ a�
2
R

h
~b(1)m + Z

(1)
� + b

(1)
� am

(0)

0

i� h

1� am
(0)

0

i� 1
; (5.5)

�
(0)
q = �R ; (5.6)

�
(1)
q = � �

(0)
q

n

Z
(1)
� + b

(1)
� am

(0)

0

o

; (5.7)

is a direct consequence ofthe de�nitions m ade in subsect.2.1,and already

includesthe tree-levelresultsobtained in the preceding section with the par-

ticularchoice~b
(0)
m = � 1

2
.
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Therenorm alized correlation functions,

[f12V (x0)]R = ZV (1+ bV am q)Z
2
�(1+ b�am q)

2

�

n

f
12
V (x0)+ ~bV a�qf

11
A (x0)

o

; (5.8)

[f11P (x0)]R = ZP(1+ bPam q)Z
2
�(1+ b�am q)

2
f
11
P (x0); (5.9)

[f11A (x0)]R = ZA (1+ bA am q)Z
2
�(1+ b�am q)

2

�

n

f
11
A (x0)+ cA a

~@0f
11
P (x0)� ~bA a�qf

12
V (x0)

o

; (5.10)

have a well-de�ned perturbation expansion in the renorm alized coupling gR ,

with coe�cients thatare com putable functionsofa=L. For instance the ex-

pansion of[f12V ]R reads

[f12V (x0)]R = f
12
V (x0)

(0)+ g
2
R

n

f
12
V (x0)

(1)+ m
(1)

0

@

@m 0

f
12
V (x0)

(0)

+

�

Z
(1)

V
+ 2Z

(1)

�
+ am R

�
b
(1)

V
+ 2b

(1)

�

��

f
12
V (x0)

(0)

+ �
(1)
q

@

@�q
f
12
V (x0)

(0)+ a�R
~b
(1)

V
f
11
A (x0)

(0)
o

; (5.11)

whereterm sofordera2 and g4
R
havebeen neglected,and itisunderstood that

the correlation functionsareevaluated atm 0 = m
(0)

0 and �q = �
(0)
q .

Followingref.[4]wenow setx0 = T=2andscalealldim ensionfulquantities

in unitsofL. W ith the param eters zm = m R L,z� = �R L and � = T=L we

then considerthe dim ensionlessfunctions,

hA (�;zm ;z�;�;a=L) = [f11A (x0)]R
�
�
x0= T=2

; (5.12)

hV (�;zm ;z�;�;a=L) = [f12V (x0)]R
�
�
x0= T=2

; (5.13)

hP(�;zm ;z�;�;a=L) = [f11P (x0)]R
�
�
x0= T=2

; (5.14)

hdA (�;zm ;z�;�;a=L) = L~@0[f
11
A (x0)]R

�
�
x0= T=2

; (5.15)

hdV (�;zm ;z�;�;a=L) = L~@0[f
12
V (x0)]R

�
�
x0= T=2

: (5.16)
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O nethen infers,

hA = v0 + g
2
R

�

v1 + ~c
(1)

t v2 + am
(1)

0 v3 + c
(1)

A
v4 + a�

(1)
q v5

+ z�
~b
(1)

1 v6 �
a

L
z�
~b
(1)

A
q0

+

�

Z
(1)

A
+ 2Z

(1)

�
+
a

L
zm
�
b
(1)

A
+ 2b

(1)

�

��

v0

�

; (5.17)

hV = q0 + g
2
R

�

q1 + ~c
(1)

t q2 + am
(1)

0 q3 + a�
(1)
q q5

+ z�
~b
(1)

1 q6 +
a

L
z�
~b
(1)

V
v0

+

�

Z
(1)

V
+ 2Z

(1)

�
+
a

L
zm
�
b
(1)

V
+ 2b

(1)

�

��

q0

�

; (5.18)

hP = u0 + g
2
R

�

u1 + ~c
(1)

t u2 + am
(1)

0 u3 + a�
(1)
q u5 + z�

~b
(1)

1 u6

+

�

Z
(1)

P
+ 2Z

(1)

�
+
a

L
zm
�
b
(1)

P
+ 2b

(1)

�

��

u0

�

; (5.19)

hdA = w0 + g
2
R

�

w1 + ~c
(1)

t w2 + am
(1)

0 w3 + c
(1)

A
w4 + a�

(1)
q w5

+ z�
~b
(1)

1 w6 �
a

L
z�
~b
(1)

A
r0

+

�

Z
(1)

A
+ 2Z

(1)

�
+
a

L
zm
�
b
(1)

A
+ 2b

(1)

�

��

w0

�

; (5.20)

hdV = r0 + g
2
R

�

r1 + ~c
(1)

t r2 + am
(1)

0 r3 + a�
(1)
q r5

+ z�
~b
(1)

1 r6 +
a

L
z�
~b
(1)

V
w0

+

�

Z
(1)

V
+ 2Z

(1)

�
+
a

L
zm
�
b
(1)

V
+ 2b

(1)

�

��

r0

�

: (5.21)

Sincewe are neglecting term sofordera2,the expansions,

m
(1)

0 = m
(1)
c � Z

(1)
m

zm

L
�
az2m

L2

h

Z
(1)
m + b

(1)
m

i

�
az2�

L2

h

Z
(1)
� + ~b(1)m

i

;(5.22)

�
(1)
q = �

z�

L

h

Z
(1)
� + b

(1)
�

azm

L

i

(5.23)

m ay be inserted in Eqs.(5.17)-(5.21). Allthe coe�cients v i;:::;ri are still

functions of�;;� ;zm and z�. Analytic expressions can be derived for those
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coe�cientsinvolving thetreelevelcorrelation functionsortheO (a)countert-

erm s.Theirasym ptotic expansionsfora=L ! 0 are collected in Appendix B.

The coe�cients v 1;:::;r1 are only obtained num erically and de�nite choices

forthe param etershad to be m ade. W e generated num ericaldata for� = 0

and � = 0:5 for both T = L and T = 2L and various com binations ofthe

m ass param eters zm and z� 6= 0 with values between 0 and 1.5. W ith these

param eterchoicesthe Feynm an diagram swere then evaluated num erically in

64 bitprecision arithm eticfora sequenceoflatticesizesranging from L=a = 4

to L=a = 32 (and in som e casesto L=a = 36).

5.2 A nalysis and results

The renorm alization constantsare determ ined by requiring the renorm alized

am plitudes to be �nite in the continuum lim it,and by the requirem entthat

the tm Q CD W ard identities be satis�ed [2]. A lineardivergence iscancelled

in allam plitudes by inserting the usualone-loop coe�cient am
(1)
c ,or equiv-

alently a series which converges to this coe�cient in the lim it a=L ! 0 [4].

W echoosethelattice m inim al-subtraction schem eto renorm alizethepseudo-

scalardensity and thequark boundary �elds,and theone-loop coe�cientsare

then given by [with CF = (N 2 � 1)=2N ],

Z
(1)

P
= �

6CF

16�2
ln(L=a); 2Z

(1)

�
= � Z

(1)

P
: (5.24)

The currentrenorm alization constants,and the renorm alization ofthe stan-

dard and twisted m assparam etersaredeterm ined by theW ard identities.For

the one-loop coe�cientswe expect[14,15,2],

Z
(1)

A
= � 0:087344(2)CF; (5.25)

Z
(1)

V
= � 0:097072(2)CF; (5.26)

Z
(1)
m = � Z

(1)

P
� 0:019458(1)CF; (5.27)

Z
(1)
� = � Z

(1)

P
: (5.28)

W ith ourdata wewereableto com putetheone-loop coe�cientsofthecom bi-

nationsZm ZP=ZA and Z�ZP=ZV ,aswellasthelogarithm ically divergentparts

ofallone-loop coe�cients.Com pleteconsistency with theaboveexpectations

wasfound,and we shalladoptthese resultsin the following.

The corresponding coe�cients in other schem es di�er from those above

by a-independent term s. W ith the renorm alization constants chosen in this
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way we �nd e.g.forthe com bination ofseparately diverging term sappearing

in the curly bracketof(5.19)

u1 + am
(1)
c u3 + (Z

(1)

P
+ 2Z

(1)

�
)u0 � Z

(1)
m zm u

(� 1)

3 � Z
(1)
� z�u

(� 1)

5

= U0 + U1
a

L
+ O (a2=L2); (5.29)

where Ui are functions of� ;� ;zm and z�,and u
(� 1)

i
are coe�cients ofL=a

in the expansion ofui for L=a ! 1 . Evidently sim ilar equations hold for

the other functions v1;q1;w1;r1. It is im portant to note that we expect no

term s involving (a=L)ln(L=a) on the right hand side of (5.29) because we

have im posed tree levelim provem ent,and this was indeed seen in our data

analysis. M oreover there are no term s � Z
(1)
m a=L or � Z

(1)
� a=L on the left

hand side above because ofEq.(B.23);thusthe coe�cientU 1 is(contrary to

U0)independentoftherenorm alization schem e.Estim atesforthecoe�cients

U1,V1;::: were obtained for the various data sequences using the m ethods

described in [16].

Now theim provem entcoe�cientsaredeterm ined by dem anding thatthe

renorm alized am plitudes approach the continuum lim it with corrections of

O (a2=L2). For the cancellation of the O (a) term s the following equations

should besatis�ed (forunde�ned notation see Appendix B):

z�

h

z�
~b(1)m v

(� 1)

3 + zm b
(1)
� v

(� 1)

5 + ~b
(1)

A
q
(0)

0 � ~b
(1)

1 v
(1)

6

i

= V1 + �V1; (5.30)

z�

h

z�
~b(1)m q

(� 1)

3 + zm b
(1)
� q

(� 1)

5 � ~b
(1)

V
v
(0)

0 � ~b
(1)

1 q
(1)

6

i

= Q 1 + �Q 1;(5.31)

z�

h

z�
~b(1)m u

(� 1)

3 + zm b
(1)
� u

(� 1)

5 � ~b
(1)

1 u
(1)

6

i

= U1 + �U1; (5.32)

z�

h

z�
~b(1)m w

(� 1)

3 + zm b
(1)
� w

(� 1)

5 + ~b
(1)

A
r
(0)

0 � ~b
(1)

1 w
(1)

6

i

= W 1 + �W 1;(5.33)

z�

h

z�
~b(1)m r

(� 1)

3 + zm b
(1)
� r

(� 1)

5 � ~b
(1)

V
w
(0)

0 � ~b
(1)

1 r
(1)

6

i

= R 1 + �R 1:(5.34)

In theseequationsallterm sinvolving im provem entcoe�cientswhich arenec-

essary also in theuntwisted theory,havebeen collected in theterm s �U1;:::on

therighthand sidesand they arespeci�ed in equations(B.45)-(B.49).Thenu-

m ericalvaluesoftheseim provem entcoe�cients,obtained in previousanalyses
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[4,5],are:

~c
(1)

t = � 0:01346(1)CF ; (5.35)

c
(1)

A
= � 0:005680(2)CF ; (5.36)

b
(1)

�
= � 0:06738(4)CF ; (5.37)

b
(1)
m = � 0:07217(2)CF ; (5.38)

b
(1)

A
= 0:11414(4)CF ; (5.39)

b
(1)

V
= 0:11492(4)CF ; (5.40)

b
(1)

P
= 0:11484(4)CF : (5.41)

Beforeweproceed with thenum ericalanalysisofequations(5.30)-(5.34),

itisessentialtonotethatusingtheidentities(B.38)-(B.42)they can berewrit-

ten as

z�

h

zm b
0(1)
� v

(� 1)

5 + ~b
0(1)

A
q
(0)

0 � ~b
0(1)

1 v
(1)

6

i

= V1 + �V1; (5.42)

z�

h

zm b
0(1)
� q

(� 1)

5 � ~b
0(1)

V
v
(0)

0 � ~b
0(1)

1 q
(1)

6

i

= Q 1 + �Q 1; (5.43)

z�

h

zm b
0(1)
� u

(� 1)

5 � ~b
0(1)

1 u
(1)

6

i

= U1 + �U1; (5.44)

z�

h

zm b
0(1)
� w

(� 1)

5 + ~b
0(1)

A
r
(0)

0 � ~b
0(1)

1 w
(1)

6

i

= W 1 + �W 1; (5.45)

z�

h

zm b
0(1)
� r

(� 1)

5 � ~b
0(1)

V
w
(0)

0 � ~b
0(1)

1 r
(1)

6

i

= R 1 + �R 1; (5.46)

wherethe prim ed coe�cientsappearing hereare de�ned through

b
0(1)
� = b

(1)
� + ~b(1)m ; (5.47)

~b
0(1)

1 = ~b
(1)

1 � 1
2
~b(1)m ; (5.48)

~b
0(1)

A
= ~b

(1)

A
� ~b(1)m ; (5.49)

~b
0(1)

V
= ~b

(1)

V
� ~b(1)m : (5.50)

In other words,from our equations we can only obtain inform ation on four

linearly independent com binations of the new im provem ent coe�cients ap-

pearing in the twisted theory. This was in fact to be anticipated from our

generaldiscussion in subsect.2.5,where we argued thatwe are free to chose

forexam ple the coe�cient ~b
(1)
m aswe please.
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Since ourequationsare over-determ ined and also having generated such

a large selection ofdata sets, we had m any ways to proceed to determ ine

the coe�cientsb
0(1)
� ;~b

0(1)

1 ;~b
0(1)

A
and ~b

0(1)

V
,and a m ultitude ofconsistency checks

on the results. W e �rst note that ifwe consider the linear com bination of

am plitudes hdA � 2zm hP and hdV + 2z�hP associated with the PCAC and

PCVC relationsrespectively we obtain

� 2z2�u
(0)

0
~b
0(1)

A
= W 1 + �W 1 � 2zm

�
U1 + �U1

�
; (5.51)

� 2z�zm u
(0)

0

�

b
0(1)
� + ~b

0(1)

V

�

= R 1 + �R 1 + 2z�
�
U1 + �U1

�
: (5.52)

W ith knowledge ofthe right hand sides,each equation determ ines a partic-

ular linear com bination ofim provem ent coe�cients. In these equations the

boundary coe�cient ~b
(1)

1 doesnotappearasexpected.O n theotherhand the

coe�cient ~b
0(1)

1 isallthatappearson the lefthand sidesofEqs.(5.44),(5.46)

forthe data setswith zm = 0.

By solvingsim ultaneously thethreeequations(5.42),(5.44)and (5.45)for

onedata setwith zm 6= 0,wecould obtain thethreecoe�cients 2 b
0(1)
� ;~b

0(1)

A
and

~b
0(1)

1 (and ofcourseanalogously fortheequationsinvolving thevectorcurrent).

W e also extracted the two coe�cientsb
0(1)
� ;~b

0(1)

1 by solving justEq.(5.44)for

two di�erentdata sets(ofwhich atleastone haszm 6= 0).

Unfortunately due to rounding errors,the one-loop cuto� e�ects like U 1

wererarely determ ined betterthan to within a few percent.Theconsequence

ofthis was that m any routes ofanalyses described above and when applied

to various (com binations of) data sets, led to results for the im provem ent

coe�cients with very large errors. Nevertheless there rem ained su�ciently

m any analyseswhich delivered usefulresultswith relatively sm allerrors,and

in thesecasesallresultswereconsistentwith each otherand with ourfollowing

\bestestim ates":

b
0(1)
� = � 0:103(3)CF ; (5.53)

~b
0(1)

1 = 0:035(2)CF ; (5.54)

~b
0(1)

A
= 0:086(4)CF ; (5.55)

~b
0(1)

V
= 0:074(3)CF : (5.56)

Asone practicalchoice forapplications in num ericalsim ulations we ad-

vocate ~bm = � 1

2
to allorders ofperturbation theory,which would result in

setting ~b
(1)
m = 0 in the above equations.

2
Particularly good resultswere obtained e.g.with the data setzm = 0;z� = 0:5;� = 0,

where we in facthad data up to L=a = 36.
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6 C onclusions

In this paper we have introduced the set-up ofO (a) im proved twisted m ass

lattice Q CD in its sim plest form with two m ass-degenerate quarks. In per-

turbation theory to one-loop order we have veri�ed that O (a) im provem ent

works out as expected. W e have identi�ed the new counterterm s and com -

puted their coe�cients at the tree-leveland to one-loop order. In practice

perturbative estim ates m ay be satisfactory, as tm Q CD has been prim arily

designed to explore the chiralregion ofQ CD,where the contribution ofthe

new counterterm sshould be sm allanyway. Thisexpectation iscon�rm ed by

a non-perturbative scaling test in a physically sm allvolum e,which em ploys

theperturbativevaluesofthenew im provem entcoe�cientsreported here[19].

However,a non-perturbative determ ination ofsom e ofthe new coe�cientsis

certainly desirableand m ay bepossiblealong the linesofref.[8].

An interesting aspect ofO (a) im proved tm Q CD is the absence ofany

new counterterm corresponding to a rescaling ofthe bare coupling g0. This

singlesoutthechoicefortheangle� = �=2 forwhich thephysicalquark m ass

is entirely de�ned in term s ofthe twisted m ass param eter. A quark m ass

dependent rescaling of g0 is hence com pletely avoided, and one m ay hope

thatthis eases the chiralextrapolation orinterpolation ofnum ericalsim ula-

tion data. Furtherm ore,using the over-com pleteness ofthe counterterm s(cf.

subsect.2.5) to �x ~bm exactly,no tuning is necessary to obtain � = �=2 up

to O (a2) e�ects, provided the standard criticalm ass m c and the standard

im provem ent coe�cients ofthe m assless theory c sw and cA are known. W e

also note that,at � = �=2,both sides ofthe exact PCVC relation are au-

tom atically renorm alized and O (a) im proved. This can be exploited for an

O (a)im proved determ ination ofF� [20],asthe vector currentat� = �=2 is

physically interpreted astheaxialcurrent[2].

In the future one m ay wish to extend the fram ework ofO (a) im proved

tm Q CD to include the heavier quarks in the way suggested in ref.[2]. The

analysisofO (a)counterterm sstillrem ainsto be done,butwe do notexpect

any new conceptualproblem shere.

Finally,we have de�ned the Schr�odinger functionalfor tm Q CD,based

on the appropriate generalisation ofL�uscher’s transfer m atrix construction

fortm Q CD.W e expectthatthe Schr�odingerfunctionalwillbe usefulin the

determ ination ofhadronicm atrix elem entsalong thelinesofrefs.[17,18],and

work in thisdirection iscurrently in progress[20,21].

Thiswork ispartofthe ALPHA collaboration research program m e.W e

aregratefulto P.A.G rassifordiscussionsand hiscollaboration in thetm Q CD
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project. Thanksalso go to M .L�uscher,R.Som m erand A.Vladikasforuse-

fulcom m ents and discussions. S.Sint acknowledges partialsupport by the

European Com m ission undergrantNo.FM BICT972442.

A T he transfer m atrix for tw isted m ass lattice Q C D

In thisappendix we briey indicate the generalization ofthe transferm atrix

construction fortwisted m asslattice Q CD with csw = 0. W e use the original

notation ofref.[6]with the conventions ofref.[10]. The transfer m atrix as

an operatorin Fock spaceand asan integralkernelwith respectto thegauge

�eldshasthe structure

T0[U;U
0]= T̂

y

F
(U )K 0[U;U

0]̂TF(U
0); (A.1)

with puregauge kernelK 0 and theferm ionic part

T̂F(U )= det(2�B )1=4 exp(̂�yP� C �̂)exp(� �̂
y
0M �̂): (A.2)

Here,the operators �̂i(x)are canonical(iisa shorthand forcolour,spin and

avourindices)viz.

f�̂i(x);�̂
y

j(y)g = �ija
� 3
�xy; (A.3)

and B and C are m atrix representationsofthedi�erence operators

B = 1� 6� � a
2
�

3X

k= 1

r
�
kr k; (A.4)

C = a

3X

k= 1

k
1
2
(r k + r

�
k)+ ia�q5�

3
: (A.5)

As in the standard case the positivity ofthe transfer m atrix hinges on the

positivity ofthe m atrix B ,which is guaranteed for jj�jj< 1=6. This is the

standard bound which also ensuresthatthem atrix M ,

M = 1
2
ln
�
1
2
B �

� 1
�
; (A.6)

iswell-de�ned. No restriction appliesto the twisted m assparam eter,except

that �q m ust be realfor the transfer m atrix (A.1) to reproduce the twisted

m asslattice Q CD action.
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B A nalytic expressions for expansion coe�cients

In this appendix we provide explicit analytic expressions for the tree-level

am plitudes and the counterterm s appearing in eqs.(5.17){(5.21) which are

needed to com pute the one-loop am plitudes up to term s ofO (a2). W e have

checked thattheanalyticexpressionscorrectly reproducethenum ericalvalues

obtained by directly program m ing the correlation functionsand counterterm

insertions.

Firstwede�ne

! =

q

z2m + 3�2 + z2� ; (B.1)

co = cosh(!�); (B.2)

si = sinh(!�); (B.3)

� = !co+ zm si; (B.4)

� = !si+ zm co; (B.5)

where� = T=L.Then we have u0 = u
(0)

0 + O (a2=L2)etc.with

u
(0)

0 =
N !

�
; (B.6)

v
(0)

0 = �
N (3�2 + z2� + zm �)

�2
; (B.7)

q
(0)

0 =
N z�(� zm + �)

�2
; (B.8)

w
(0)

0 = 2zm u
(0)

0 ; (B.9)

r
(0)

0 = � 2z�u
(0)

0 : (B.10)

Forthe boundary term swe de�ne

r̂= zm +
2(3�2 + z2�)si

�
; (B.11)

and then u2 = au
(1)

2 =L + O (a2=L2)etc.with

u
(1)

2 = 2r̂u
(0)

0 ; (B.12)

v
(1)

2 = 2r̂v
(0)

0 �
4N !(3�2 + z2�)(� zm + �)

�3
; (B.13)

q
(1)

2 = 2r̂q
(0)

0 �
4N !z�(3�

2 + z2� + zm �)

�3
; (B.14)

w
(1)

2 = 2r̂w
(0)

0 ; (B.15)

r
(1)

2 = 2r̂r
(0)

0 : (B.16)
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Sim ilarly,u6 = au
(1)

6 =L + O (a2=L2)etc.with

u
(1)

6 = �
2z�si

�
u
(0)

0 ; (B.17)

v
(1)

6 = �
2z�si

�
v
(0)

0 +
2N !z�(� zm + �)

�3
; (B.18)

q
(1)

6 = �
2z�si

�
q
(0)

0 +
2N !

�
!� + z2�(1� co)

�

�3
; (B.19)

w
(1)

6 = �
2z�si

�
w
(0)

0 ; (B.20)

r
(1)

6 = �
2z�si

�
r
(0)

0 : (B.21)

Forthe derivativeswith respectto the m assparam eterswehave,

ui= (L=a)u
(� 1)

i + u
(0)

i + O (a=L); (i= 3;5) (B.22)

with

u
(0)

3 = � zm u
(� 1)

3 ; u
(0)

5 = � z�u
(� 1)

3 ; (B.23)

and analogousequationshold in allothercases.De�ning

X =
�(1+ zm �)

!
; (B.24)

Y =
�(1+ zm �)

!
; (B.25)

~X =
z�(�� + co)

!
; (B.26)

~Y =
z�(�� + si)

!
; (B.27)

one has

u
(� 1)

3 = �
X u

(0)

0

�
+
N zm

!�
; (B.28)

v
(� 1)

3 = �
2X v

(0)

0

�
�
N (� + zm Y )

�2
; (B.29)

q
(� 1)

3 = �
2X q

(0)

0

�
�
N z�(1� Y )

�2
; (B.30)

w
(� 1)

3 = 2(zm u
(� 1)

3 + u
(0)

0 ); (B.31)

r
(� 1)

3 = � 2z�u
(� 1)

3 ; (B.32)
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and

u
(� 1)

5
= �

~X u
(0)

0

�
+
N z�

!�
; (B.33)

v
(� 1)

5 = �
2 ~X v

(0)

0

�
�
N (2z� + zm

~Y )

�2
; (B.34)

q
(� 1)

5 = �
2 ~X q

(0)

0

�
+
N (z� ~Y � zm + �)

�2
; (B.35)

w
(� 1)

5 = 2zm u
(� 1)

5 ; (B.36)

r
(� 1)

5 = � 2z�u
(� 1)

5 � 2u
(0)

0 : (B.37)

Note theidentities

0 = 2z�u
(� 1)

3 � 2zm u
(� 1)

5 � u
(1)

6 ; (B.38)

0 = 2z�v
(� 1)

3 � 2zm v
(� 1)

5 � v
(1)

6 + 2q
(0)

0 ; (B.39)

0 = 2z�q
(� 1)

3 � 2zm q
(� 1)

5 � q
(1)

6 � 2v
(0)

0 ; (B.40)

0 = 2z�w
(� 1)

3 � 2zm w
(� 1)

5 � w
(1)

6 + 2r
(0)

0 ; (B.41)

0 = 2z�r
(� 1)

3 � 2zm r
(� 1)

5 � r
(1)

6 � 2w
(0)

0 : (B.42)

The rem aining coe�cients to be speci�ed are v 4 = av
(1)

4 =L + O (a2=L2) and

w4 = aw
(1)

4 =L + O (a2=L2)with

v
(1)

4 = �
2N !2�

�2
; (B.43)

w
(1)

4 =
4N !3

�
: (B.44)

Finally we specify the term s �U1;::: appearing on the righthand side of

equations(5.30){(5.34):

�V1 = ~c
(1)

t v
(1)

2 � z
2
m b

(1)
m v

(� 1)

3 + zm [b
(1)

A
+ 2b

(1)

�
]v
(0)

0 + c
(1)

A
v4; (B.45)

�Q 1 = ~c
(1)

t q
(1)

2 � z
2
m b

(1)
m q

(� 1)

3 + zm [b
(1)

V
+ 2b

(1)

�
]q
(0)

0 ; (B.46)

�U1 = ~c
(1)

t u
(1)

2 � z
2
m b

(1)
m u

(� 1)

3 + zm [b
(1)

P
+ 2b

(1)

�
]u
(0)

0 ; (B.47)

�W 1 = ~c
(1)

t w
(1)

2 � z
2
m b

(1)
m w

(� 1)

3 + zm [b
(1)

A
+ 2b

(1)

�
]w

(0)

0 + c
(1)

A
w4; (B.48)

�R 1 = ~c
(1)

t r
(1)

2 � z
2
m b

(1)
m r

(� 1)

3 + zm [b
(1)

V
+ 2b

(1)

�
]r
(0)

0 : (B.49)
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