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1. Introduction

Search for the infrared fixed point (IRFP) of S¥)(gauge theories coupled to many fermions
is one of the attractive applications beyond the QCD stuilly T2e study on these theories who
have the IRFP or nearly conformal properties has been ntetiia the points of view of both the
phenomenological model constructiarg. a walking technicolor model or unparticle model, and
theoretical interest to reveal a novel universality cl&&scently there are many independent studies
using the lattice simulation in the case of SU(3) gauge theoupled toN; = 12 fundamental
fermions while the results for the existence of IRFP arermwetsy. In this talk, | would like to
consider the possible reasons for the controversy and éoegbareful analyses to find IRFP.

Until now, four methods using the lattice nhumerical simigiathave been applied to find the
interactive IRFP for the gauge theories.

e Step scaling method

e Hyperscaling for the mass deformed conformal gauge theoGGT)
¢ \olume scaling for the Dirac eigenmodes

e Shape of the correlation function of mesonic operator

The first one, called the step scaling method, is the methoaetsure the running coupling con-
stants [3]. The method is based on the renormalization gfauthe finite scaling, and it can be
applied to the non-conformal field theories. The second atktlses the hyperscaling law for the
mass deformed conformal gauge theory. This method is basétkaassumption of the existence
of the interactive conformal field theory, where the scalag of the mass spectrum of hadronic
state or the chiral condensate in a small mass region candxliig one universal value of the crit-
ical exponent, called mass anomalous dimension. The apipiicof the hyperscaling on the lattice
was pointed out in the papers [4,:%, 6], and the detailed ipediscussions of mass deformed
conformal gauge theory have been shown in the paper [7]. Aasimethod to find an IRFP and
to estimate the mass anomalous dimension using the fit fomtesless SU(3) gauge theory has
also been proposed;[8, 8,:110]. The difference from the secoeithod is that this third method
can be applied to the massless fermion. The Dirac eigennaded massless fermion is the ob-
servable in this method. The scaling of/ (), whereL is a finite lattice extent, tells us whether
the theory is conformal or not in the infinite volume limit. g bther independent method has also
been suggested in the papen[11]. The authors gave a camjebai the correlation function of the
mesonic operator in the finite volume around the IRFP becdhe¥ukawa-type function not an
exponential form.

All methods have been applied to the SU(B) = 12 theory. However, the results for the
existence of the IRFP are controversial even in the sameaaetfihe existence of the IRFP in
Ny = 12 theory was predicted by the perturbative beta functio?+labp [12] and higher;[13] in
theMS scheme. The phase structuréVpfexpansion was also studied in the papef [14]. Among the
recent lattice studies, in Ref.[15], the running coupliogstant was computed in the Schrodinger
functional (SF) scheme|[3, 16], and exhibited scale inddpenhbehavior in the IR at coupling
g2 ~ 5. And studies with the MCRG methof [17, 18], studies on thespfstructure in the finite
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temperature systerh [19,:20] and the scaling behavior witssrdaformed theory [21, 22,:23] show
the evidence of the IRFP. The volume scaling for the Diraemigodes,[10] and the shape of the
mesonic correlation functiori [11, 24] also show the sigrfalhe IRFP. In the studies of SU(3)
gauge theory withV; = 7 and 10 {25, 26, 27], they found a signal of the conformality éach
theory. That also suggests thét = 12 theory is conformal. On the other hand, the studies of the
mass scaling behavior [28] and the spectrum of the Diracaspeand the chiral symmetry [29,:30]
show the evidence that this theory is not conformal at lowgneT his situation is confusing, since
the existence of the fixed point is physical object and it lesee independent quantity.

One possible reason for the controversial situation cogldhe underestimate of the dis-
cretization errors. The nonperturbative running coupliogstant using lattice simulations can
be obtained using the step scaling method. This methodablested by the papet;[3] and the non-
perturbative running of the renormalized coupling consitathe continuum limit can be obtained.
One important point which one should bear in mind is that #eful continuum extrapolation
and estimation of the systematic uncertainty are impoitatite low (8 = 6/g(2) wheregg is the
bare coupling constant) region. However, there is no stddiyeorunning coupling constant which
takes care of the discretization error carefully at leash@case oV, = 12. For example, in the
paper [15], the constant continuum extrapolation is takEmat means the discretization effects,
which is the renormalization scheme dependent, is neglecte

Another reason may be the bad choice of the valug ahd the mass of fermion. In several
previous works, the specific value Bfis chosen without any reasons. In the lattice gauge theory
with many flavor improved staggered fermion, it was repotted there is a new bulk phase in the
strong coupling regime [30, 34,:32]. Furthermore, the exisé of chiral broken phase in the strong
coupling limit for the SU(3) theory witlV, < 52 is also reported {9]. If the simulation is performed
within the bulk phase, it gives an unphysical results beediusse bulk and chiral broken phases are
not connected with the continuum limit with asymptoticdlige ultraviolet fixed point. Our lattice
gauge action is defined to reproduce the continuum theoryerhigh3 limit. We have to avoid
such phases, the global parameter search and the deteominhthe parameter region which is
obviously connected to the highregion is needed.

We report a study of the phase structure and the running iogupbnstant for SU(3) gauge
theories withV, = 12. Firstly, we study the phase structure of these theorités oth analyti-
cal and numerical methods, and then compute numericallyutin@ng coupling constant with the
twisted Polyakov loop (TPL) scheme in the weak coupling ¢ainement) phase. The TPL cou-
pling was proposed by de Divitiier al. [33] for the SU(2) case, and we extend it to the SU(3)
theory. This renormalization scheme has®@) discretization error, which is of great advantage
when we take the continuum limit. Another advantage of tbhieme is the absence of zero mode
contributions thanks to the twisted boundary conditior] [F4is regulates the fermion determinant
in the massless limit, which enables simulation with massfermions. In this work, we take the
continuum limit carefully, and show the existence of the FRR theN; = 12 theory if we include
the systematic uncertainty coming from the continuum extiation.

2. Twisted Polyakov loop (TPL) scheme

For the lattice gauge theory, there are several useful madaation schemes for the gauge
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coupling constant.g. the Schrédinger functional (SF) scherhie [3], the potentiheme [35], the
Wilson loop scheme [86], the Wilson flow (Yang-Mills gradid¢iow) scheme[37, 38] etc. Twisted
Polyakov loop (TPL) scheme is one of nonperturbative remtimed coupling schemes defined in
finite volume. This scheme is given in Ref. {33] in the case B{& gauge theory, choosing the
ratio of Polyakov loop expectation values for twisted antivisted directions. The advantage of
this scheme is that there is 1@(«a) discretization error and the leading contribution comesnfr
0(a?). We extend the definition in Refi ]33] to the SU(3) case. Alifjlo this scheme can be
defined in the continuum finite volume, in this section wetstdorief review of the definition of
TPL scheme on the lattice.

2.1 The definition of TPL scheme in the SU(3) gauge theory

To define the TPL scheme, we introduce twisted boundary tiondior the link variables
(Uy) in x andy directions and the ordinary periodic boundary conditionp @amd: directions on the
lattice.

Uy(x+VL/a) = QU (x)Q], (2.1)

for U =x,y,z,t andv = x,y. Here,Q, (v = x,y) are the twist matrices which have the following
properties:Q,Q} =1, (Q,)3 =1, Tr[Q,] = 0, andQ,Q, = ¢273Q,Q,,, for a givenu andv (# u).

In the system coupled with fermions, we also have to definévtisted boundary conditions
for fermions. To preserve the translational invariancehenattice, we introduce a “smell” degrees
of fermion N, [39], which can be realized by an integral multiple of the f@mof color symmetry
N.. We identify the fermion field as &, x Ny matrix (g (x)), wherea (a =1,--- ,N;) and a
(a=1,---,N;) denote the indices of the color and smell. We can then imfpesevisted boundary
condition for fermion fields as

Wa (x+ VL/a) = PP PR Q) (2.2)
for v = x,y directions. Here, the smell index can be considered as apdtavor” index, so that
the number of flavors should be a multipleMdf in our caseV, should be the multiple aV. = 3.

The renormalized coupling in the TPL scheme is defined byntaki ratio of Polyakov loop

correlators in the twisted?() and untwisted®,) directions:

g2 — lim 1 <2y,sz(y,Z,L/2a)Px(O,0,0)T>
TPL™ 4550 ks (3 P:(x,y,L/2a)P.(0,0,0)")

(2.3)

At tree level, this ratio of Polyakov loops is proportional the bare coupling. The factor
on the lattice k,,,;) is obtained by analytically calculating the one-gluomigange diagram. The
Feynman rule for the SW{) gauge theory on the lattice with the twisted boundary diomliis
given in Appendix B in the papet[33]. The value/gf;, is given as

1 1 expik’-7)
Kiatr = 2N 72 Z o = )
§Ne L2 £ 5 sint(ky/2)

(2.4)
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whereL = L/a, 7 = (x,y,z,L/2a) andlAcu denotes the momentum in each direction. In the twisted
direction,k is given by the sum of the physical and the unphysical twistethenta:

. o 2mt m2mb +1) . . 2m!
ko = Myl = =2 = k=R = = (2.5)
wherenf,h =0,---L/2—1 andmy, =0,1,--- ,N. — 1 with (m;",m;") # (0,0). The momentunk-
can be identified as the color degree of freeddi— 1) in the color basis (see the Appendix B in

the paper:[33]).

2.2 A fake fixed point of the TPL coupling constant

In this subsection, we would like to show a fake fixed pointia TPL scheme. The fake fixed
point is a kind of coordinate singularity in the theory spaaed the existence of the fake fixed
point depends on the renormalization scheme while the tree fpoint of renormalization group
is independent of the renormalization scheme. The TPL augigbnstant is defined by taking the
ratio of the correlators of Polyakov loop in the twisted ahe tntwisted directions. If the theory
is in the confinement phase the correlation length of thedkoly loop is shorter than the volume,
and the gluon does not feel the boundary effect. In such at&ity we can expect that the ratio
of the Polyakov loop correlators becomes unity, and giveka faxed point. For this reason, it is
awkward to extract the running coupling and try to give a jtaismeaning to it in such region. The
guenched QCD theory shows the confinement/deconfinemese fzasition in the finite volumes,
and we can use the TPL running coupling only in the deconfimeiplease, where the magnitude
of the Polyakov loop shows nonzero values.

To see the property of the TPL coupling in both confined andféeed phases, we study
B dependence of the coupling constant at fixed lattice sizegartArom discretization errors,
the coupling increases ¢ decreases at a fixed lattice size. In this test, we use sniattie
sizes,L/a = 2 — 6, with relatively lowp values. The configurations are generated by the hybrid
Monte Carlo algorithm with the Wilson plaquette gauge actidVe measure the Polyakov loop
and its correlator for every Monte Carlo trajectory, andhedata has the same statistics of @0
trajectories.

The TPL coupling constant and the absolute value of the Roléoop in r-direction are
presented in Fig. 1. The top panels denote the absolutesvafike Polyakov loop and the bottom
ones denote the corresponding TPL coupling scaled by tHédeet &, for each lattice size. We
found that the absolute value of the Polyakov loop appraazkeo in the low energy region. The
confinement/deconfinement phase transition occurs atdhsition point of3 which depends on
the lattice sizes. From the bottom panels, we can see tloeafaiolyakov loop /(lmg%PL) becomes
unity below the transition point.

Since there can be a fake fixed point due to confinement, tharguestion whether we can use
this TPL scheme for the conformal fixed point search in IRargiOne way to judge that the fixed
point is not the fake one is to check the the value of renomadlcoupling. Assume that a theory
has IRFP. The fake fixed point appeargds, ~ 1/k ~ 32. If there is an IRFP a2, # 1/k ~ 32,
then we can tell that the fixed point as a physical fixed poiite ther important check is to see
the phase structure of the theory at the same time. At thecbuoormal fixed point, the theory
must be in the deconfinement phase.
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Figure 1: The ratio of Polyakov loop and the absolute value of Polydkoyp in ¢ direction forL/a = 2,4
and 6.

3. Phase structure of our simulation setup for Ny = 12 SU(3) gauge theory

To avoid the bulk phase and search for the available regiosédhe TPL scheme, we would
like to reveal the phase structure of our lattice setup leeftudying the running coupling constant.
In the subsecntioh 3.1 and 8.2, we observe the plaquettenarfeidlyakov loop in the broad range
of B —ma space, and we find that there is a bulk phase transition arBund!.0 in the massless
limit in our lattice setup. In the subsection 3.3, we showefgenvalue of the Dirac operator for
the massless fermions. According to the Banks-Casheiar)ahe chiral symmetry seems to be
preserved in the weak coupling region.

3.1 Plaquette values on the 3 — ma plane

Let us investigate the plaquette values of fhena plane. The left panel of figuré 2 shows
the plaquette values ofl./a)* = 4% lattice in thef—ma plane in the range of & ma < 0.2. Most
of the configurations are thermalized from massive to masslgection except for the small mass
region in theB = 3.8. The small (red) arrows near the masslesg at 3.8 on the left panel in
Fig.2 shows the detailed histories of the thermalizatioe.f\wd that there are two different values
in the 0< am < 0.0125 region. The configurations giving larger values of thagpette at the same
ma are generated starting from configuration with masslessiters inf3 = 4.0; on the other hand
those giving smaller values are obtained starting from thdiguration with massive fermions at
fixed 8. The hysterisis clearly indicates that there is a first opdietse transition around this region.
At B =4.0 and3 = 3.6, there is no dependence on the thermalization process.

We also study larger mass region. The right panel in frig. Béssame plot as the left one for
a broader region ofia. In the quenched limit, we know that there is the first ordexgghtransition.
In the figure, we plot the data for the quenched latticei@at= 1.0. The gap seems milder in the
larger mass region.
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Figure 2: Plaquette values for seve@landma on (L/a)* = 4* lattice. The data ata = 1 on the right panel
denotes the quenched QCD. The small (red) arrows near trelenas3 = 3.8 on the left panel shows the
detailed history of the thermalization. The other data heerhalized from massive to massless direction.

We also investigate the first order phase transition by dngnitpe lattice volume. There are
slight differences betweeh/a = 4 andL/a = 8 for the critical value of3 in the massive region.
On the other hand, for the massless region, the lattice voldapendence is not clear at least
the present interval g8 andma (AB = 0.2,Ama = 0.01 — Q025) Since the massless simulation
at 3 = 3.8 needs extremely finer molecular-dynamics time step siae Mt = 0.002 T =1 is
1 trajectory), practically we could not generate the dathe position off where the simulation
becomes quite costly is the same for bbjla = 8 andL/a = 12. It suggests that near the massless
region there is a bulk phase transitiondn< 4.0.

3.2 Polyakov loop

Next, let us investigate the Polyakov loop. Since the dyoairiermions breaks the cen-
ter symmetry explicitly, there is no clear order parametertifie deconfinement phase transition.
However, here we use the word “deconfinement” or weak cogpimase for the region in the
theory space where magnitude of Polyakov loop is clearlyzammon the lattice.

According to the semi-classical analysis, we found thattthe vacua is the one that the
Polyakov loops in the untwisted directions have the noatriphase (See Sec. 4 in the papeér [1]).
We also observe the real part of Polaykov loop-glirection in our numerical simulation. We can
find that there is a gap of the real part of the Polyakov loopxatfina data, and the value @
at the gap corresponds to the critical valugBobf confinement/ deconfinement phase transition.
In the case of massless fermions bfu = 4 we find a gap at th@ = 3.8. For3 smaller than
the gap position the real part of the Polyakov loop is not best with zero, but it goes to zero
continuously. In the finite mass region, there is a weak juamg the gap become larger in the
smaller mass region. The value of the critiain which the data shows the jump is the same with
the plaquette study.

\l
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In the case of larger lattice volumé fa = 8), there is no clear jump in the caselofa = 8,
but the real part of the Polyakov loop approach to the zerbarddw 3 region. Again, the critical
value of B is the same with the plaquette study. We can conclude thaiitase for3 larger than
the gap position can be identified as the deconfinement pimaisthat for3 smaller than the gap
position is the confinement phase.

Finally, we study the phase structure of the massless fermvijo= 12 QCD for3 > 4.0 and
L/a = 6-20. We find that all configurations, which are used for thenimg coupling constant
study, live in the deconfinement phase (although it mightib&t since the transition seems to be
the bulk and we concentrate on the parameter region wihin4.0).

3.3 Dirac eigenvalue

We also measure the eigenvalue of the Dirac operator for #esi@ss configurations that we
utilize to study for the running coupling constant (See Amfie F in the paperi[1]). The data at
the lowestg for each lattice extent show the inconsistency with zerd,tae 3 dependence of the
data at fixed lattice extent is smooth in wh@leregion. The scaling of the lowest eigenvalue for
the lattice extent is proportional {d/L) not (1/L3), so that it is a signal of the chiral restoration
even in the lowesB in the weak coupling phase in our simulation.

quenched

ma

Figure 3: The phase structure &f; = 12 SU(3) theory with naive staggered fermion. The dashesl lin
denotes bulk phase transition and the solid line denotefirtite volume phase transition.

The summary of the phase structure and the available redidmecTPL coupling for the
quenched and the massle¥s = 12 QCD is the following. Figure:3 is a sketch of the phase
structure for the naive staggerdg = 12 SU(3) theory. In the case of the quenched QCD, the
correlation length becomes shorter in the loyBeregion, and there is the finite volume phase
transition where the theory goes to the confinement phaséhelease of the massleds = 12
SU(3) theory, there is the similar behavior while the triiosiseems to be the bulk onefak 4.0.

In the study on the running coupling constant in TPL schemeeskould focus on only the weak
coupling phase on the lattice.

Furthermore, in3 > 4.0 region with massless fermions, we also investigate theneaue
of Dirac operator. The lowest eigenvalues are clearly nanegen in the lowesg for all lattice
sizes, and the scaling of the eigenvalue for the latticengxseproportional to(1/L) not (1/L3).
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It is a signal that the chiral symmetry is restored3ir 4.0. We finally find the IRFP at highgs
values than the bulk phase transition point, although tteegaof physical critical3 at physical
IRFP depend on the lattice sizes. Our phase diagram (Fig &mpletely consistent with the
conjectured phase diagram in the paper [9] (Fig. 10).

4. Step scaling function for Ny = 12 SU(3) gauge theory

To investigate the evolution of the renormalized runningptmg, we use the step scaling
method [3]. Firstly we choose a value of the renormalizedpting u:g%PL(B,a/L) at the energy
scalepy = 1/L. For eachL/a in the set of reference lattice size, we find the valug8ofhich
produces a given value of the renormalized coupling;hen, we measure the step scaling function
on the lattice

(u,0/Li)=8%p0 (B.a/5L) |2 (p.ajt)u (4.1)

at the tuned value g8 for each lattice sizeL/a. Here,s is the step-scaling parameter. The step-
scaling function in the continuum limir(s,u) is obtained by taking the continuum extrapolation
of Z(u,a/L;s):

O-(S,M) :l@oz(u’a/ll;s)|g%PL(B7a/L):u‘ (42)

This step scaling functiond((s,«)) corresponds to the renormalized coupling at the spate
1/sL. The step scaling functioa(s,u) can be defined independently for each input renormalized
coupling &), and the growth rate (s,«) /u becomes unity when there is a zero in the beta function.

At first, we will discuss the global behavior of the growtherfitom the perturbative to the IR
region. The nonperturbative running behavior shows theasdigf the conformal fixed point in the
IR region. Then, we focus on the low energy region only andrdexgain the step scaling function
by using the data only in the strong coupling region. We disdhe stability of the IR fixed point
by considering several systematic uncertainties and elén& universal quantity for the exponent
of the beta function around the IRFP. Finally, we obtain thgcal exponent of thg3 function
around the IRFP.

4.1 global fit analysis

In Fig.4, we show our simulation results for the renormalizeupling in TPL scheme as a
function of 1/B for eachL/a. The left panel in the Fig.,4 shows a global behavior of the TPL
coupling. We can see the high energy behavior seems to bestlimear in 1/ 3 as expected from
the perturbation theory. The right panel focuses on the fforegion. In the lowf region for
L/a = 6 the TPL coupling has a maximum @t= 4.3. In contrast to the Schrddinger functional
scheme:[15], the renormalized coupling gets larger forelaxglume for all the range g8. We
consider that this difference comes from the lattice atif@hich depends on the renormalization
scheme. To remove the effect, the careful continuum exi@#ipa is necessary.

In this study, we take = 1.5, and denotes (1) = o(s=1.5,u) in the rest of this paper for
simplicity. The set of small lattices is taken to béa = 6,8,10,12, therefore, we need values
of g2, for L/a = 9,12 15,18 to take the continuum limit in Eq; (4.2). Fbya = 9,15 and 18,
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Figure 4: TPL coupling for eact andL/a. Left panel: Plots for the global region 8f Right panel: Plots
only for the lowf region.

we estimate values gf2p, for a givenB by the linear interpolation ifa/L) using the data on
the latticesL/a = {8,10}, {12,16} and{16,20}, respectively. To estimate the systematic error
of these interpolations, we also performed the linear jiuttion in (a/L)?, and found that the
difference in the results with interpolationsdiiZ and(a/L)? is negligible.

1.0 ‘ ‘ T

o(u)u

Figure 5: The growth rateo(u)/u as a function ofx with statistical error. Two-loop perturbative value
(black line) is also plotted for comparison. The horizorftaken) line denotes unity line, where the beta
function is consistent with zero.

Now, we obtain the step scaling function explained abovevitde range of:. Figure:5 shows
the growth rate of the renormalized coupliray({) /u) as a function of: with statistical error which
is estimated by jackknife method. We also carried out thadi@p analysis independently, and
found that the results are consistent with this jackknifalysis.

We found two things from this plot. The first one is that thauteis consistent with perturba-
tion theory in the weak coupling regime. The TPL couplingmow with this lattice set up looks
promising under this analysis method. The other one is thealevalue ofo («) /u becomes unity
aroundu = 2.7, demonstrating the signal of a fixed point. This is the fiesbzof the beta function
from the asymptotically free regime. It suggests the ersteof aninfrared fixed point around the
region. Unfortunately, the upper values of the error barsialocross the lines(u)/u = 1. This
means that we cannot exclude the possibility for the cogpdionstant to continue growing within

10
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the error bar. We will investigate this quantity again byusiag only the strong coupling region
and adding the data. Furthermore, will give an estimatiothefsystematic error of the fixed point
coupling in the next subsection.

4.2 local fit analysis

In the previous subsection, we found a signal of the IRFPradeu= 2.7 from the global
fit of the data. Now we focus on the strong coupling region ailtldetermine the fixed point
coupling and the related universal quantity. In this sutisecwe take a narroy8 range in which
B-dependence @%PL can be approximated by linear or quadratic functiong ofWe add more
data to obtain the precise result and discuss the systenrat@rtainties of the IRFP.

Practically, we will carry out the step scaling again witle #ata only in lowg regionu >
2.0. This region roughly corresponds to the rafgec 7.0. The fitting function is chosen as
a simple unconstraint polynomial function. We derived thepsscaling function by using the

1.08 T T T T T T T T T
[ — 2-loo
Log-

1.04— —

1.02]

1

o(u)/u

0.98

0.96]

0.94— —

n n n n n n n n
2 25 3

Figure 6: The local fit result for the growth rate of the TPL coupling.€T$olid (blue) error bar denotes the
statistical error and the dot (black) error includes theesysitic error. Two-loop perturbative value (black
line) is also plotted for comparison. The horizontal (gidere denotes unity line, where the beta function
is consistent with zero.

same procedure as in the previous subsection. The growghofahe step scaling function is
shown in Fig..6. As a central analysis with solid blue error, lvee take the four point linear
extrapolation in(a/L)? with statistical error estimated by the jackknife methodhe ™ot (black)
error bar includes the systematic error, which we will descilater. This local fit result clearly
crosses the line(x)/u = 1, which shows the existence of the IRFP. Two central valndsgs.:5
andiﬁ are consistent with each other withiw ldespite the change of the data set, the fit range,
and the fitting function.

Now, we would like to estimate the systematic error in oulysis. The dominant systematic
error comes from the continuum extrapolation. In Fig. 7, Wwevs the comparisons of several
types of continuum extrapolation far= 2.0,2.686 and 285. As the central value, we take the
linear extrapolation irfa/L)? for L/a = 6,8,10,12. We estimate the systematic error by taking the
difference between the central value and the result froealirxtrapolation without the data on the
coarsest latticé /a = 6. Furthermore we compare the central value with the quiadratrapolation
with all the data at four values @f/a. Figure'7 shows the TPL renormalized coupling has a small
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Figure 7: Continuum extrapolation for the case of input couplings 2.0, 2686 and 285. Each green line
and the blue curve denotes the 4 points linear and quadsdtapelation functions ir{a/L)? respectively.
The red line shows the extrapolation function lineafdriL)? for 3 data points without the coarsest lattice
data. In the case af = 2.0, the step scaling function is larger than the input valwsydver, it becomes
consistent withe atu = 2.686 and for the largerit is smaller than the input renormalized coupling constant

systematic error in the strong coupling region, and all #laes in the continuum limit agree within
1-o statistical errors. The total error in Fig. 6 is estimatedaliding the difference between the
continuum extrapolations as a systematic error to thestitatl error in quadrature. We conclude
that the existence of the IRFP is stable in this analysis.

4.3 Critical exponent

Finally we obtain the critical exponent at the IRFP, whiclaretterize the fixed point. In this
theory, we have one irrelevant parameter, which is the realized coupling constant, around the
nontrivial fixed point. In the vicinity of the IRFP, the betariction for each renormalization scheme
can be approximated by

B(u) ~ —y{;(u*—u)+ﬁ((u*—u)2). (4.3)

Although the value of renormalized coupling at the IRFP sesge dependent, we can easily find
the coefficienty; is the scheme independent quantity.
Now, we computey, from the slope obr(u) /u against,, and obtain™% = 0.79-+ 0.11(stat)
in the central analysis in the Fig. 6. This leads to
V; = 057333 (stat) 3 15 (syst), (4.4)

where the first error is statistical error using the jackikmiethod and the second one is the sys-
tematic error from the continuum extrapolation estimatgedhe comparison to the 3 point linear
continuum extrapolation. The value gf is sensitive to the variation of the slope, which causes
rather large statistical error. For the= 2 step scaling, the critical exponent of the beta function
can be deriveq; = 0.31735(stat). This is also consistent with our main results witk 1.5.
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5. Summary and discussion

In the past several years, the study of many flavorA§ldauge theories turned out to be attrac-
tive since whose infrared behavior is different from QCDpérticular, more than 10 independent
groups have been studied the SU(3) gauge theory couplediavb? fermion within various meth-
ods while the results for the existence of the IRFP are cuetsial. We consider that to give a final
conclusion we should take care at least the following twotsoé.g. the estimation of the contin-
uum extrapolation and the careful understanding of thegbB#sicture of each lattice setup. We
should avoid an unphysical bulk or chiral broken phasesrangtcoupling region if we search for
the IRFP, since these phases might be not connected witlotiigeum limit with asymptotically
free (ultraviolet) fixed point. Futhermore, the criticalipoappears only at the continuum limit, so
that we should estimate the systematic uncertainty cdyefoming from the continuum extrap-
olation to give a conclusion of the existence of IRFP. We rstudied the phase structure by the
observation of the plaguette, Polyakov loop and Dirac eigees and then we have obtained the
running coupling constant in the TPL scheme. We finally fothat there is a stable IRFP in our
analysis.

If there is no other relevant operator, then the renormidimagroup flows of the SU(3)
Ny =12 gauge theory are governed by the two dimensional theagespvhose coordinates are the
fermion mass and the gauge coupling constant (Seei Fig @) umiversal quantities to character-

m RT
A
«

A
A

_ »» y*

. m

—_—l > > 5, e
0 Y, IRFP g

Figure 8: The theory space for the SU(B) = 12 gauge theory.

ize the IRFP are the critical exponent of the beta functigy &nd the mass anomalous dimension
(V)

Our result for the critical exponent of th# function is consistent with 2-loop, 4loop&
scheme) within 1 and also is consistent with the result in the SF schéme [16fmw2- g. On
the other hand, the mass anomalous dimension seems to berepdiscy depends on the method.
The results which are obtained by the hyperscaling of the mG&ve a larger value than the other
results obtained by the volume-scaling and step scalinggusiassless simulation. One possible
reason of the discrepancy might come from the choice of valy®and the mass of fermions in
these simulations, and the lattice numerical data do nytistidne vicinity of the IRFP.
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Ye Yim
2 loop 0.36 0.77
4 loop (MS bar) 0.28 0.25
Step scaling (SF scheme) Ref.|[15] 0.13(3)
hyperscaling | (NnCGT) Refi [21] 0.403(13)
hyperscaling Il (NCGT) Ref, [22] 0.35(23)
hyperscaling Il (NCGT) Ref.[23] 0.4-05
hyperscaling IV (Dirac eigenmode) Ref. [10] 0.32(3)

Step scaling (our result) Ref.[1],]40] | 0.57(35) | 0.0445952

Table 1: Current results for the critical exponents around the IRFR 0= 12 SU(3) gauge theory. Note
that in the paperg [22, 23] there is nd “ on the gamma in their own papers. The value of ghen the
hyperscaling IV is updated tg;, = 0.25 in Ref. [4il]
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