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1. Introduction

Asymptotically free gauge theories can differ from QCD iaeyal ways: the number of colors
Nc, the number of flavordl;, and the fermions’ representation. These theories areestirg for
purely theoretical reasons, and also as templates forghpsyond the Standard Model. There is
a growing body of numerical work devoted to them (for a recediew, see Ref[]1]).

As the number of flavors is increased, typically the two-lgopfficient of the beta function
g ¢
162 < (1612)2
will flip sign before the one-loop coefficient. The rangeNyfvalues wherdy; > 0 > by, defines
perturbatively the conformal window, where the runningmong is driven to an infrared-attractive
fixed point (IRFP). Unlike QCD, in that case no physical séalgenerated dynamically, and the
long-distance behavior of all correlation functions isdicéed to follow a power law.

The existence of an IRFP requires nonperturbative confiomatParticularly interesting are
borderline theories in whiciN; is close to the critical value where the perturbative caomfar
window is entered.

We have carried out a long-term program of studying gaugeridg® with varying number of
colors, and with fermions in various two-index represeaatet. \WWe concentrate on two observables.
The first is the nonperturbative beta function, which we defind measure through the Schrédinger
functional (SF) scheme. The second is the mass anomaloessiiomy;,, which we define as usual
from the scaling behavior af. Thanks to chiral symmetry (of the massless continuum gheor
we may in fact extracy, from the scaling of the isospin-triplet pseudoscalar dgnaihich in turn
is much better behaved on the lattice, and which we have methen the same ensembles used to
determine the running coupling.

Previously, we studied gauge theories with fermions in yimeraetric two-index representation
(B, B.[4.[5]. Here we will report on two more theories with féoms in a two-index representation
[B]. These are the SU(3) theory wiltly = 2 Dirac fermions in the adjoint representation, and the
SU(4) theory withN; = 6 Dirac fermions in the antisymmetric representation, Wwhga sextet.
ChoosingN; = 6 places that theory near the bottom of the perturbativeacord] window.

B(F) = —by by +---, (1.1)

2. Slow running

The SF setup was originally developed aiming for a precigaarical determination of the
evolution of the QCD coupling. Using the SF setup in a difftrgauge theory is straightforward.
But our analysis tools must be adapted to a new situationenthercoupling hardly runs at all.

To appreciate this difference consider Hif. 1, where, asxample, we show the two-loop
beta function for two different SU(2) theories, each caritay two Dirac fermions in a given
representation. In the left panel the fermions are in theiatljepresentation. The (perturbative)
fixed point is clearly visible. In the right panel, the dowmaigointing curve is the beta function
of the theory with fermions in the fundamental represeotatMuch like QCD, this beta function
is always negative, and grows in absolute value with indngasoupling.

The other curve in the right panel, which embraces the hot@@xis, is once again the beta
function of the adjoint-fermions theory. The visual diffece relative to the left panel comes from
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Figure 1: Two-loop beta function in SU(2) gauge theories. See tex¢xplanation.

the different vertical scales. The lesson from this conggeriis that measuring a beta function so
much smaller than that of a QCD-like theory is bound to be tsuittiglly more difficult.

The prime dynamical question about any massless asymyitpticee theory is whether its
infrared physics is conformal, or, alternatively, confoiaind with broken chiral symmetry. When
the coupling runs slowly, in order to probe interesting ealof the renormalized coupling already
the bare coupling must be quite strong. As a result, unlike@b simulations, lattice perturbation
theory is not applicable at the lattice scale in our simaflaj and cannot provide us with any
guidance. At the same time, as we will see, new analysis rdstiban be developed that are
especially tailored to slow running.

3. Nonperturbative beta function

We use Wilson-clover fermions. The links in the Dirac operatre nHYP smeared links that
are subsequently promoted to the fermions’ representatiiite geometry of our SF lattices is
hypercubical with equal size= Nain all four directions. For most values of the bare paranseter
studied, we performed simulations fidr= 6,8,10,12,16. Full details can be found in Ref] [6].

Instead of the usual beta functidn (1.1), it is convenientti@duce the beta functioﬁ(u) for
u=1/¢? define as

= d(1/¢%)
AW =Giogr

=2B(9°)/g" = 2°B(1/u). (3.1)
Were the beta functioﬁ(u) constant, the running coupling would take the form
u(L) =co+c1log(L/(8a)) , (3.2)

wherecy is u(L = 8a), andc; is the constant value cf)‘(u). In Fig.[2 we show our results for the
running coupling in the two theories. The straight linesfitseto Eq. [3.R) of the results from all
volumes at each fixed set of bare parameters. It is evidemt fihis figure that, over the range of
volumes we studied, a constant beta function is a reasofiedilapproximation of the data. As we
go upwards in the figure, both the bare and the renormalizepliogs get smaller. For reference,
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Figure 2: A semilog plot of the running coupling/g® vs. a/L in the SU(3)/adjoint theory (left) and the
SU(4)/sextet theory (right).

the dotted blue lines show the slopes of one-loop runninga(thmtﬁ(u) is constant in the one-loop
approximation).

In order to extrapolate our results to the continuum limitmake use of the following obser-
vation. If the coupling did not run at all, the only obstractito Eq. [3.2) would be discretization
errors. Much like in a free theory, in the absence of any dyoahscale the discretization errors
would necessarily depend @jL only. Indeed we may then identify the lattice spacagith
1/Lmin, WhereL iy is the smallest lattice size included in the ffit [3.2). By ateely dropping the
smallest lattice, we should get better and better estinwitdse continuum-limit value. Ordering
all lattice sizes ak; < Ly < ... < L,, we denote b)cé'(),c(lk) the parameters obtained from a fit in
which the smallest size kept whag. We can then extrapolate &L = 0 either linearly,

M = B(u)+Cla/Ly) (3.3)

or quadratically, 3
¥ = B(u) +Cla/Ly)?. (3.4)

The results of both types of extrapolation, along with theules of the simple fit[(3]2), are
shown in Fig[B. As can be seen, substantially bigger contiputaesources and/or better observ-
ables would be required to establish the presence or abséacd RFP in these theories.

For a very small lattice spacing, or, equivalently, for very largé, ultimately the linear
discretization error must dominate. As it turns out, evenhim one-loop approximation linear
and quadratic discretization errors remain comparabléza®ver the entire range of volumes we
have. (We discussed this in some detail regarding a diffesiemvly-running theory in Ref[]4].)
Therefore there is no good reason to prefer one type of exer the other, and, in principle,
we must allow for linear and quadratic discretization esr@imultaneously. Since our data are not
precise enough to allow for such a combined extrapolatfmrdsults of both types of extrapolation
must be considered as models.

Equation [3:R) is exact only in the limit of a constant benacllionﬁ(u). In reality, as we have
discussed in Ref[]2], the slow changeﬁ(u) will give rise to higher powers of log. As a better
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Figure 3: Beta functiorﬁ(u) of the SU(3)/adjoint theory (left) and the SU(4)/sextetttye(right), extrapo-
lated to the continuum limit. The points for the extrapalat have been displaced slightly for clarity.

approximation of the continuum evolution we may therefadast
u(L) = co+cylog(L/(8a)) +colog? (L/(8a)) - (3.5)

In principle we could then perform a similar continuum-aximlation procedure by repeatedly
dropping the smallest volumes, now using Hq.](3.5) as ouickis Once again, our data are
not precise enough to obtain meaningful results this way.stiMsss, however, that the extrapola-

tions (3:B) and[(3]4) based on Ef. [3.2) both have good gualiowing that a term like Idgis
unnecessary given our statistical error.

4. Massanomalous dimension

In the approximation that the coupling does not run at a#, gfeeudoscalar renormalization
constaniZp follows a power law. Accordingly, for each set of bare parterge we fit

logZp(L) = co+c1log ((8a)/L) , (4.1)

where nowc; gives an estimate for the mass anomalous dimengjioliVe plot the results of these
fits in Fig. [4, together with the results of linear and quadredntinuum extrapolations following
the same procedure as before. Unlike the beta functionthererror bars remain quite small even
after the continuum extrapolation.

Focusing first on the SU4/sextet theory, we see that at weallliog our results agree with
one-loop perturbation theory. But f«fzS, ¥ levels off, becoming practically independent of
g?. A similar behavior, although a bit noisier, is seen in the(®ladjoint theory. [In the case of
the rightmost (strongest coupling) point, we could not owere the long autocorrelations of the
observable. The results marked by the orange brackets come3fstreams that agreed with each
other, after discarding an outlier stregr [6].]

The leveling off ofy;, is a remarkable feature, common to all of the theories witmiens
in two-index representation we have studigld[J2[]3,]4, 6].sTibia surprising result, that, to our
knowledge, was not predicted by any perturbative calcutati
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Figure 4. Mass anomalous dimensigr(g?) of the SU(3)/adjoint theory (left) and the SU(4)/sextetdye
(right), plotted as a function af?(L = 8a).

5. N¢ scaling

In the course of our work we have studied two gauge theoriel eantaining two Dirac
fermions in the adjoint representation: the SU(2) thedjiyaiad, here, the SU(3) theory. It is
interesting to look for trends a¢; is changed|[]7].

Fig.[3 shows this comparison. Here we only compare the bimger fits [3.p) for the beta
function and [(4]1) for the mass anomalous dimension. Thatsesuggest that larg; scaling
works quite well down to the smallest valld = 2 (including any discretization error that is
present in the plots). We note, however, that unlike the $th@ory, where we established the
existence of an IRFP, the SU(3) theory could be confinfihg [8].

6. Conclusions

While somewhat disappointing, in view of the difficultiespdained in Sec. 2 it is no surprise
that the extrapolations of our data for the nonperturbdigta functions result in rather large errors.

Our results for the mass anomalous dimension are much fibey have fairly small errors
even after the continuum extrapolation. The surprisingliag off at strong coupling leads to a
scheme-independent universal bougd< 0.5, a bound that applies @l the theories we have
studied in the course of this research program.

A second look at the continuum extrapolations of the betatfan of the SU(4)/sextet theory
(Fig.[3, right panel) may reveal a hint of the behavior knowrivaalking,” where the beta function
first gets very close to zero, and then veers off. Accordingfter many decades of almost no
running, eventually the couplings grows strong enoughitmér chiral symmetry breaking and
confinement. Walking theories can naturally accommodaighd tomposite scalar, which can
arise as a pseudo Nambu—Goldstone boson of the spontandwaken approximate dilatation
symmetry. For a recent discussion of whether this scalalddoel identified with the 125 GeV
particle discovered at the LHC, see R¢}. [1].
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Figure5: N scaling.

Even if walking technicolor can explain the existence oigatiHiggs particle, to qualify as a
successful theory of Electro-Weak symmetry breaking ittbgsrovide a mechanism for the gen-
eration of lepton and quark masses as well. Traditiondllg,was done by invoking an “extended”
technicolor theory. For this mechanism to meet phenomeitadb constraints, typically a large
mass anomalous dimensiop, ~ 1, was invoked. Our results fof, therefore cast doubt on the
ability to use any of the theories we have studied as (ext®rtéehnicolor candidates.
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