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Abstract

In this paper, we present one- and two-loop results for the renormalization of the gluon and quark
gauge-invariant operators which appear in the definition of the QCD energy-momentum tensor, in
dimensional regularization. To this end, we consider a variety of Green’s functions with different
incoming momenta. We identify the set of twist-2 symmetric traceless and flavor singlet opera-
tors which mix among themselves and we calculate the corresponding mixing coefficients for the
nondiagonal components. We also provide results for some appropriate regularization-independent
(RY')-like schemes, which address this mixing, and we discuss their application to nonperturba-
tive studies via lattice simulations. Finally, we extract the one- and two-loop expressions of the
conversion factors between the proposed RI’ and the MS schemes. From our results regarding
the MS-renormalized Green’s functions, one can easily derive conversion factors relating numerous
variants of RI’-like schemes to MS.

To make our results easily accessible, we also provide them as Supplemental Material, in the
form of a Mathematica input file and, also, an equivalent text file.

I. INTRODUCTION

An important open question in Hadronic Physics is the hadron spin decomposition, i.e.,
the distribution of hadron spin among its constituent particles. It is well known, by recent
experiments, that contributions to the hadron spin arise not only from valence quarks, but
also from polarized gluons, as well as sea quarks. Therefore, it is understood that the com-
plete picture of the spin content of a hadron requires taking into account its nonperturbative
nature, including gluon and quark disconnected contributions. Useful quantities which give
important input to the study of hadron spin structure are the quark and gluon average
momentum fractions [1]. Their nonperturbative determination in nucleons is currently un-
der investigation by a number of research groups [2-4], and so far, the outcomes are very
promising for the correct extraction of the nucleon spin decomposition. However, there are
still many challenges that need to be faced, including the complete renormalization of these
quantities.

Recent progress in simulating QCD on the lattice has allowed the first ab initio studies
of more demanding quantities in hadron structure, involving, e.g., gluon and quark flavor
singlet operators; these quantities suffer from two issues: the increased statistical noise and
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the presence of mixing with other operators. Vigorous efforts in addressing the former include
optimized algorithms and increased statistics. The latter issue has additional difficulties: the
operators which mix among themselves are typically defined in perturbation theory and may
involve gauge-variant (GV) terms and ghost fields; thus, their nonperturbative calculation,
by compact lattice simulations, is not feasible. There remains still a number of conceptual
questions to be resolved before a viable nonperturbative evaluation of mixing effects can be
implemented. Studying the mixing pattern in higher orders of perturbation theory can give
important guidance for the corresponding elimination of operator mixing nonperturbatively.

In this work, we study the renormalization and mixing of gluon and quark singlet gauge-
invariant operators appearing in the definition of the QCD energy-momentum tensor (EMT).
These operators are employed in the calculation of the quark and gluon average momentum
fractions in hadrons. In terms of the gluon field Af and quark field ¢, they are defined as
[5]'

1
Olw = F/j‘p V“p—géwFpaan“J, (1)
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OQW - Z {5 <¢f7u D V¢f + wf% D uwf> - E‘SMV (wf% D p¢f>] ) (2)
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[Fﬁu = 0, A% — 0,A% — gf** AL AS is the field strength tensor and f* are the SU(N.)

<= <
structulg constants; D, = (1/ 2)(Bu — D,,) is the symmetrized covariant derivative, and
%
Bu = 0,+1i9A,, D, = 0, — igA, are the left and right covariant derivatives, respec-
tively. The index f in Eq. (2) is summed over Ny quark flavors, and d is the number of
Euclidean space-time dimensions. Greek indices (p, v, p,0) and Latin indices (a,b,c) re-
fer to the Lorentz and SU(N.) groups, respectively. A summation over repeated indices is

impliedl

Given that we will consider mass-independent renormalization schemes, a mass term has
been omitted from the definition of O,,. These operators can mix with GV operators, which
vanish when inserted in matrix elements between physical states. However, the mixing with
GV operators cannot be neglected: the standard perturbative procedure for the correct
extraction of the mixing coefficients entails calculating bare Green’s functions (GFs) of GV
operators with elementary external fields. The goal of our study is twofold as follows:

1. To identify the set of twist-2 symmetric operators which mix with the gluon and quark
EMT operators, and to provide an appropriate regularization-independent (RI')-like
scheme, which correctly addresses this mixing.

2. To compute the conversion factors from the proposed RI-like schemes to the MS
scheme.

We calculate a total of ten one-particle-irreducible (1PI) amputated Green’s functions with
operator insertions up to two loops in dimensional regularization (DR). In order to be able

I We will refer to Oy w and Oa,,, as the “gluon” and “quark” EMT operators, respectively.



to extract the mixing coefficients in an unambiguous way, we consider Green’s functions
with different incoming momenta.

The renormalization factors of gluon and quark EMT operators can be extracted by
studying either the diagonal or the nondiagonal components of the operators. As the EMT
operators are traceless, it becomes difficult to disentangle the signal of the diagonal part in
lattice simulations from the corresponding pure trace. The mixing pattern of the nondiagonal
components is simpler comparing to the diagonal ones. For this reason, we choose to consider
only nondiagonal components.

We investigated possible ways of defining an appropriate RI’-type scheme, which can be
applied in the nonperturbative studies on the lattice. Green’s functions of GV operators
are difficult to obtain nonperturbatively on the lattice due to a number of obstacles: GV
operators [Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) variations and operators which vanish by the
equations of motion (EOM)] are defined in a perturbative manner, including gauge-fixing
terms, which are not well defined in the Landau gauge (they contain terms proportional to
1/a, where « is the gauge-fixing parameter and o = 0 in the Landau gauge) and ghost fields.
Such terms cannot be studied by compact lattice simulations. In our study, we discuss some
possible approaches to overcome this issue.

A novel aspect of this calculation is the extraction of the mixing matrix to two-loop
order. A number of previous perturbative and nonperturbative studies of EMT have been
carried out in both continuum and lattice regularizations. A one-loop calculation of the
mixing matrix in the continuum is presented in Ref. [6]. Earlier studies of flavor singlet
operator renormalization in the continuum can be found in Refs. [7, 8]. Corresponding one-
loop calculations on the lattice are considered in Refs. [9-11]. A conserved EMT for lattice
gauge theories is constructed in Refs. [5, 12] to one-loop level. Recent nonperturbative
studies of the renormalization of gluon and quark EMT operators have been performed in
lattice QCD simulations [2-4, 13, 14]. A promising investigation for determining a conserved
EMT nonperturbatively on the lattice in a regularization group invariant (RGI) scheme is
given in Refs. [15, 16].

The outline of this paper is as follows: in Sec. II, we provide a theoretical analysis of the
renormalization of gluon and quark EMT operators based on the Joglekar-Lee theorems and
Ward identities (WIs) of BRST-invariant operators and of conserved quantities. Section
IIT contains the calculation setup including details on the calculated Green’s functions,
description of the proposed renormalization schemes, and the conversion to the MS scheme.
Our main results are presented in Sec. IV for the MS-renormalized Green’s functions, the
renormalization functions, and the conversion factors between the RI’ and the MS schemes.
In Sec. V, we discuss the application of the proposed RI’ schemes in the nonperturbative
studies on the lattice, while in Sec. VI we conclude.

II. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

According to the Joglekar-Lee theorems|[17], a gauge-invariant operator O can mix with
three classes of operators which have the same transformations under global symmetries
(e.g., Lorentz, or hypercubic on the lattice, global SU(JV,) transformations, etc.) and whose
dimension is lower or equal to that of O:



1. Class G: Gauge-invariant operators
2. Class A: BRST variations of some operator

3. Class B: Operators which vanish by the EOM

Any other operators which respect the same global symmetries, but do not belong to the
above classes, can at most have finite mixing with O [17]. In this respect and given that
gluon and quark EMT operators are two-index traceless symmetric of dimension 4, the full
set of twist-2 operators which mix among themselves, compatibly with Euclidean rotational
symmetry, is the following [5]:
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where a summation over repeated indices is implied; ¢* and ¢* are the ghost and antighost
fields, respectively, and S is the QCD action,

_ 1 o
S = /W[}NW%WWQ¢+%@£&£—?@wM}. (8)
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O1,, and Oy, are class G operators, O3, and Oy, belong to class A, and Os,, is a class
B operator.

In the absence of quarks, operators Os,,,, O4,,, Os,, are the only operators that can mix
with O;,, [5]. Upon introducing quarks (and, therefore, also Oz, ), one must investigate
whether any additional operators can mix. The answer is negative as follows:

e The only other class G operator which is traceless and symmetric,

5 {5 10u i) +0, )] = 38000 G} } O
f

being odd under charge conjugation, is excluded. By the same token, operator Oy,
with the symmetrized covariant derivatives replaced by only right or left covariant
derivatives is not considered since it is not a pure eigenstate of charge conjugation.
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e There are no operator candidates containing fermions in class A, as any two-index
operator with fermion and antifermion fields will lead, under BRST transformations,
to an operator of dimension at least 5.

e The only potential class B operator stemming from the fermion EOM is pure trace,
and thus it is excluded.

On the lattice, where Lorentz symmetry is replaced by hypercubic symmetry, diagonal
(1 = v) and nondiagonal (u # v) components of traceless symmetric operators belong to
different representations of the hypercubic group, and thus, they renormalize differently. As
we are interested in constructing a renormalization scheme applicable to the lattice, we must
renormalize diagonal and nondiagonal components separately. However, their corresponding
renormalized Green’s functions will be components of a common multiplet in the continuum
limit, as it happens in continuum regularizations. In this study, we focus on the renormaliza-
tion of the nondiagonal components of the EMT operators, because they give more accurate
results in lattice simulations when inserted in matrix elements between physical states [3].
From now on, when we refer to O;,,, (1 = 1,2,...,5), it is meant that p # v.

Operators Oy, Oz, - - -, Os,, have some interesting properties which give us an impor-
tant input in the study of their renormalization. Let us define the mixing matrix Z as
follows:

5
OF =3 2;%0F, (i=1,2,3,4,5) (10)
j=1

where O;*(O)) is the bare (renormalized) operator O;,, in the X regularization (Y renor-
malization) scheme. Here, to simplify the notation we omit the Lorentz indices p, v. The
sum OPR + OPR + OPR in dimensional regularization gives the nondiagonal Belinfante sym-
metrized EMT [18], which is a conserved quantity.? As a consequence, this combination of
operators has zero anomalous dimension and thus, it is finite. This is also true for the class
B operator OP®. This means that, in the MS scheme, we have

O + O}S + O)S = OP™ + OP™ + OP*, (11)
OMS — OPR, (12)

Replacing Eq. (10) into Egs. (11, 12), the following relations between the elements of the
mixing matrix are extracted [19]:

ZVEPR | ZMSPR | ZMSPR _ (13)
Zi\gS’DR—FZ;\/Q[S’DR—FZgS’DR _ 17 (14>
Zi\g&DR_'_Z;\gS,DR_'_Z}l\gS,DR — 0, (15)
Zi\ﬁ&DR_‘_Z;\ﬁS,DR_‘_Z}l\ﬁS,DR _ (16)
Zi\gs,DRjLZé\/és,DRjLZivés,DR — 0, (17)

ZEI)\/IIS,DR _ Z51\/218,DR _ Z51\§S,DR _ Zé\ﬁs’DR _ 0’ (18)
ZyPt =1 (19)

2 Note that a possible variant of a symmetrized EMT includes an admixture of the operator OP®, which is

also a conserved quantity.



Furthermore, according to the Joglekar-Lee theorems[17], the mixing matrix (at least) in
DR and the MS scheme is block triangular, i.e., class A operators cannot mix with class G
operators, and class B operators cannot mix with class G and class A operators; thus,

MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR
Zs = Zsy =Zy =Zyp = 0, (20)
MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR
Z51 = Zs) = Zs3 = Zs, = 0. (21)
Additional relations between the elements of the mixing matrix can be extracted by
studying WIs which contain operators O;. Let us consider the following WI:
dprsT (9, A5 () OF (y) &(2)) =0, (22)

where dgrst is the BRST operator. Because of the BRST invariance of both action and class
G, A, and B operators (modulo equations of motion), Eq. (22) takes the following form:

(0, 43(2) OF (4) 0, 45(2)) = 0, (23)
~(0,A5(x) O3 (9) 0, 4(2)) =0, (24)
(0, A3(0) (0F () ~ OF ) ,AL=) =0 (25)
In momentum space, they read
@ pdo(A5(p) OF (=p —q) Ag(@)),,. = 0. Vp.g.a (26)
a ppao(Ap(p) O3 (=p = q) A5(a)),,,, = 0, Vp.qq (27)
@ poio(A(p) (07 (=0 — ) = O3 (=p —q)) Ag(@),,, = 0, Yp.ga (28)

By replacing the bare operators with the renormalized ones, the above relations also
hold (at least) in the MS scheme. This is proved by the following arguments. Let
us consider, e.g., the Green’s function of operator O; in the Y renormalization scheme:
a oo (A%(p) OY (=p — q) A%(q)) Using Egs. (10, 26, 27, 28), the Green’s function

takes the following form:

amp’

AR (a Ppio(A%(p) OF (—p — q) AS(q)>amp)

+ (257 + 25 (0 poas(A5p) OF (=0 = 0) AL(0)),.,,) - (29)

Operators O3 and Oy, differ by total derivative terms; this gives rise to different Lorentz
structures in the Green’s function from each operator, when p + ¢ # 0. Thus, Eq. (29)
is finite, when the poles from the O3 and O, terms vanish separately, i.e., each one of the
two summands in Eq. (29) must be free of poles. However, as Z;3~ and Z,;* + Z}27* have
no O(g°) contributions, they must be zero to all orders in perturbation theory, at least for

Y = MS and X = DR. By similar arguments, we extract the following relations between

the renormalization factors Z;\f_s DR,
MS,DR MS,DR
Z13 = Zzs =0, (30)
MS,DR MS,DR
Z43 - Z53 =0, (31)
MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR
Zl4 + le = Z24 + Z25 = 0, (32)
MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR MS,DR
Z44 + Z45 - Zs4 - Z55 = 0. (33)
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Combining Eqgs. (31, 33) with (18, 19), we take
ZMSPR — (34)
PR Z)SPR (35)

As we see, operators O, Os, Oy, and Os do not mix with O3 in (M—S, DR). Also, operators
O; and Oy mix with the combination O4 — O5. However, in a different renormalization
scheme (e.g., RI’), these conclusions are not mandatory.

Further Wls are derived for 1PI Green’s functions with conserved quantities. For example,
let us consider the following relation:

> o,
I

28 [Ol ;u/ 2 ;/,1/_'_04 1% O?RW/

+E‘5“” <Z 0, (A80,A%) =) apaappca) ]
P

FEVE-1) . ) 59
- _ﬂa a 57 ¢ V¢ ?/)(w
.08 L0981 .08
0L - (AMMQ) L, (A%Aa)
3 08  S6 1 _ 88 S
<¢_¢ _¢¢> 4 <¢ ;w (S’lZJ - @O_wﬂ/}) ) (36)

where diagonal components of OP® are also involved; o, = [v4,7,]/2. The quantity T+ is
conserved in the limit d — 4. Inserting the above equation under the functional integral of
the effective action I', a master equation is extracted which is suitable for generating Wls,

s T T T6 6T
PN = ——580 ac‘s———éﬁyw—aﬂpi

dco oct O 01
. O . O 1 . O
oo (25 da ()
3. (-0 T% L o0 T%
‘l'gau <¢@ w,@D) 4 u (¢ uu(sw 6wguuw> (37)

After some operations, two useful WIs are produced for zero momentum transfer which are
as follows?:

(45(a) [0 (0) + 05, (0) + 0P, (0) = OP",, ()] As(a)) =

2 (3 (D7 @)L+ 800 (D7 @) + b0 (D7 @) + B (D7 (@)1
+3 (q“aa *q”aiu) (D7) (33)

3 For more details about the derivation of these WIs, we refer to [12].
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(4(a) [07%,,(0) + 08", (0) + O, (0) - 02", 0)] #(0)) =

amp
1 0 0 .
3 (qua—qy + an—qu) S (q), (39)

where (D_l(q))ffj and S7!(q) are the inverse gluon and quark propagators, respectively.
Note that in Eqs. (38, 39), indices u and v are taken to be different. The above relations

can be useful for the construction of the nondiagonal elements of EMT on the lattice.

III. CALCULATION SETUP

In this section, we briefly introduce the setup of our calculation. We provide details on
the calculated Green’s functions, on the renormalization prescriptions that we use in the
presence of operator mixing, and on the conversion factors.

A. Green’s functions

In order to study the renormalization of the five operators defined in Egs. (3) — (7),
we must consider a variety of GFs with different external elementary fields and different
incoming momenta. We consider a total of five GFs with external gluon fields for two
different choices of incoming momenta and five GFs with external fermion fields for one
choice of incoming momenta. Based on the different Lorentz and Dirac structures of the
pole terms appearing in each GF, this is the minimum number of GF's, which enable us to
extract 25 renormalization conditions for the full determination of the mixing matrix. In
particular, the GFs that we consider are as follows?:

1. Amputated GFs with two external gluon fields and zero-momentum operator insertion,
GW(Qa _Q) = <A2(q)0iw/(0)AZ(_Q)>amp> (Z = ]-7 ey 5) (40)

2. Amputated GFs with two external gluon fields and nonzero-momentum operator in-
sertion. For simplicity, we may set to zero the momentum of one of the two external
gluons,

Gyi(a,0) = (A5(0)Oipun (~0) A5 (0))amp, (i =1,....,5). (41)

These GFs are needed to disentangle operator O3 from O, as they only differ by a
total derivative.

3. Amputated GFs with a pair of external quark and antiquark fields and zero-momentum
operator insertion,

Gai(a,9) = (" (0) iy (08" (@))amps (i =1,...,5), (42)

where ay, by are color indices in the fundamental representation. These GF's are needed
to disentangle the fermion operator Oy from the remaining gluon operators.

4 For simplicity of notation, we drop Lorentz and color indices from the GFs; we will reinsert them where

needed in the sequel.



Clearly, the above choices of GFs are not unique; e.g., one can choose to consider GFs with
external ghost fields. However, such a choice is not optimal for studying these operators in
compact lattice simulations.’

As we are interested in calculating GFs with external gluon and quark fields, we also
need to compute the renormalization functions of the external fields. To this end, the gluon
and quark propagators must also be calculated up to two loops,

Gylq) = (A%q)A%(—q)), (43)
Golq) = W (q)v" (q)). (44)

Explicit results for these GFs can be found in the literature up to four loops [22]. Also, five-
loop results for the renormalization functions of the gluon and quark fields are presented
in Ref. [23]. For completeness, we calculate these GFs up to two loops and we make the
crosscheck. A difference between these studies and our work is that we present the conver-
sion factors of the gluon and quark fields between RI’ and MS schemes using independent
momentum scales.

There are 1 one-loop and 7 two-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to G,(¢), shown in
Figs. 1, 2, and 4 one-loop and 23 two-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to G,(q), shown
in Figs. 3 and 4. The diagrams contributing to G,(q,¢q) can be produced by inserting the
operator O; in the vertices or in the propagators of the diagrams of Figs. 1 and 2. Similarly,
the diagrams of Gy;(¢, —¢) and Gy;(g,0) can be produced from the diagrams of Figs. 3 and
4 using the same procedure. There is a total of 132, 382, 421 diagrams contributing to
Gyi(q,9), Ggi(q,—q), Ggi(q,0), respectively. Note that a number of duplicate diagrams may
arise and must not be double-counted.  As is standard practice, we apply the integration by

S,

1

FIG. 1: One-loop Feynman diagram contributing to the quark propagator G4(g). The straight
(wavy) lines represent fermions (gluons).

parts method to reduce two-loop integrals into nested one-loop master integrals, which are
evaluated by a well-known one-loop formula (see Ref. [24]). The most difficult part of this
calculation regards the nonscalar integrands stemming from the “diamond”-type diagrams
(2-3 of Fig. 2 and 5-11 of Fig. 4); we apply an extension of the scalar recursion formula of
Ref. [24], including tensor structures,

(d+n—a; —ay—2a3) I(ar, as, s, ag,a5) — > iy Joo1i(ar, a, ag, ag, as)
—|—O{1 [In(al + 17 Qo, O3, 0y — 17 OK5) - In(al + 17 Qg, O3 — 17 Oy, O{5>:|
+a [In(al, ag+ 1,03, 04,05 — 1) = Ly(on, 0+ 1,3 — 1, 0, 045)} =0,
(g € ZT oy € LT a5 € ZT,n e ZT), (45)

® See, however, Refs. [20, 21] and references therein for an attempt to address such GFs in lattice simula-

tions.



Amllm «— —<
) R

< ﬁ—\/v\,—f =
2 3 4
")~\
-<-
< gj\::% < < g § < < 5:% < < <
5 6 7 8

FIG. 2: Two-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the quark propagator G,(¢q). The straight
(wavy, dashed) lines represent fermions (gluons, ghosts).

1 2 3 4

FIG. 3: One-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the gluon propagator G4(q). The straight
(wavy, dashed) lines represent fermions (gluons, ghosts).

where

dp Ak F(Kk) Duy - Dy
/ ( (46)

]n a ) o 9 ) a 9 = 57
( 1, &g, O3, Oy Oé5) / (27T)d 27T)dp2a1 (p . q)20¢2 (p . k)20c3 ]{72a4(1€ _ q)QOcd

Jn_iO{,O{,Oé,Of,Oé = o a as !
1,( 1, 62, (3, (4 5) (27T)d (27T)d p2a1 (p_ q)2 Q(p_ k’)2 3]{32a4(l€ _ q)2 5

f(k) is a function of k, and ¢ is an external momentum d-vector. For n = 0, Eq. (45)
reduces to the following scalar formula:

(d—oq —as —2a3) Ip(aq, s, a3, ay, )
+aq |:IO(051 + ]-7 Qg, O3, Oy — ]-7 O‘5) - IO(al + 1a Qg, i3 — ]-7 iy, 055):|

+ao []0(041, as+ 1,03, 4,05 — 1) — [p(o, a2+ 1,05 — 1, ay, 045)] =0,
(Oég €Z+,Oé4 €Z+,Oé5 €Z+), (48)

where

_ [ d% d'k (k)
To(ay, g, a3, a4, 5) = / (2r)? / 2r) T (p — )™ (p — k)2 k2 (k — q)™ (49)

Another possibility is to express all integrals in terms of scalar functions of the external
momentum by multiplying each integral with the appropriate projectors.
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23 24 25 26

27

FIG. 4: Two-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the gluon propagator G4(¢). The straight
(wavy, dashed) lines represent fermions (gluons, ghosts).

B. Renormalization schemes and conversion factors

In our study, we adopt two different renormalization schemes: the MS scheme, which is
typically used in phenomenology for the analysis of experimental data, and a RI’ scheme,
which is more immediate for a lattice regularized theory. The latter scheme is appropriate for
renormalizing nonperturbative data taken by lattice simulations. Given that MS is defined
in a perturbative manner, the best theoretical approach for taking nonperturbative results
in MS is to make use of an intermediate scheme, which is applicable in both perturbative and
nonperturbative regularizations, and to match the nonperturbative results from this scheme
to MS; RI’ is an example of such an intermediate scheme. RI’-renormalized quantities,
calculated on the lattice nonperturbatively, can be converted to the MS counterparts through
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perturbative “conversion” factors between RI' and MS schemes; the conversion factors are
regularization independent and thus, calculable in DR.

Below, we provide our conventions for the definition of the renormalization functions,
which relate bare to renormalized fields and parameters of the theory,

1/2
A= (20%) A (50)
o = (2%) (51)
gY (D 4/2(ZYX) 1gX’ (52>
of = Z¥X (ZA’ )_laX, (53)

where A, is the gluon field, 9y is the quark field of flavor f, g is the coupling constant, a
is the gauge-fixing parameter (o« = 0 in the Landau gauge), and p is a momentum scale.
The index X denotes bare quantities in the X regularization, and the index Y denotes
renormalized quantities in the Y renormalization scheme. The MS renormalization scale [i

is defined in terms of p,
A\ 1/2
H=H (eﬁ) , (54)
where v is Euler’'s gamma. The renormalization functions for the operators under study

have been already defined in Eq. (10) in a 5 x 5 matrix form. The renormalized Green’s
functions of operators and fields, which are defined in the previous subsection, are given by

-1

cy = (20) ey, (53)
-1

Gy = (ZY’X> G, (56)

Gl = ZYXZZYXG;; (i=1,...,5), (57)

Gl = ZYXZZYXagg, (i=1,...,5). (58)

In the MS scheme, the renormalization condition is defined (in DR) by imposing that the
renormalized Green’s functions are finite, when the renormalization functions include only
negative powers of ¢ = (4 — d)/2. In a RI'-like scheme, there is, a priori, wide flexibility
in defining normalization conditions in Green’s functions, especially when operator mixing
is present. The possible variants differ only by finite terms. Therefore, it is natural to
adopt a minimal prescription, which involves the smallest possible set of operators which
can mix; this is usually the mixing set found in MS. Of course, the conditions must be
regularization independent and thus, they must also include any possible additional finite
or power-divergent mixing, which is present, e.g., in the lattice regularization. Examples of
operators with additional mixing on the lattice are the scalar glueball operator, the scalar

12



quark-antiquark operator, as well as the nonlocal quark bilinears [25-27] studied in a chiral-
symmetry breaking action. In the present case, such admixtures on the lattice are excluded
by hypercubic invariance.

A choice of definition for a RI'-like scheme, compatibly with MS, is to consider a 5 x 5
mixing matrix. The elements of the mixing matrix are obtained by imposing 5 x 5 = 25
conditions on Green’s functions. This can be done by isolating different Lorentz and Dirac
structures of each Green’s function. Given that the operators under study are two-index
(11, v) symmetric, the possible structures for the Green’s functions under study with external

gluon fields A,(q), As(—q) [or A,(q), As(0), cf. Eqgs. (40, 41)] are (for p # v),

Opo0uvs T (Opulov + 0plo),  (Qp@ubov + Qpdulap), (59)
(Go@uor + Go@Op),  Gulvlplo/q- (60)

Similarly, the possible structures for the fermionic Green’s functions under study are (for
u # v) as follows:

Vutv + W), 490/ (61)
We isolate some of these structures, including those with poles, by selecting specific values

for the external momentum and/or the Lorentz components of the external fields; for these
specific values, we impose that

Tr Gy = Tr [Goee], (62)
and similarly
Tr [Gyi - ] = Te [GUre - ¢] - (63)
The proposed renormalization conditions for this variant of RI', dubbed RI}, are [cf. Egs.
(40 — 42)]
Rlll _ tree _ 26} C],,, 1=1
Tr[Ggi (q? q)] p—o _ Tr[Ggi (q7 q)] p—o — " (64)
N2 —1 i), NZ-1 P (), 0, i=2,345
qp=0, q,=0, ) 1= 4,9,4,9,
q4r=Gqr, VT#p q4r=qr, VT#p
RIII ree 72’ ] — 1
N1 g T T AR T A
¢ QpZQU’:Q ¢ Qp:qU’ZQ 2q ) t= 5’
qr=qr, VT#(MU) qr=qr, Vr;ﬁ(pp')
RI/ . _(ju(jpa 1=
Tr[G ;" (¢, —q)] ~ Tr[Gg (g, —a)] 0, i=2
ch -1 pﬁ(ﬁz’j)’ a ch —1 pﬁ(ﬁz’f)’ q_#q_P/O‘Rllv L= 37 4
QT:%iyzg;'#U 472111717:377'750' qqu (1/0{ b - 1) ) t= 5’
(66)
Tx[Gy' (g, 0)] _ TY[GUE(q, 0)] R bt
NI1 | et T T NZoT | e T\ B@lo i=
‘ qa_:d ‘ qg;d, ql/«q/’ (1/0& - 1) ) 1 =9,
qr=4qr, VT7é0' qr=4qr, VT7é0'
(67)
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1 R/ 1 ree
4N0Tr[qu~ (¢.9) - 4] = 4NCTT[GZZ- (¢.9) - 4]

Gr=qr N7

(68)

{ 0, i=1,3,4,5

QuGy, 1= 2,
where the trace in Eqs. (64 —67) is taken over color space (in the adjoint representation), and

the trace in Eq. (68) is taken over Dirac and color spaces (in the fundamental representation);
the four-vector g is the RI’ renormalization scale.

Gr=qr N7

The above prescription is not a minimal one. From our two-loop results, one can observe
that the mixing pattern in the MS scheme reduces to a set of three operators: {01,05,06 =
O, — Os}. This was expected from the theoretical analysis presented in Sec. II. Thus, a
second choice of definition for a RI'-like scheme is to consider a 3 x 3 mixing matrix. Now,
we only need nine conditions to identify the renormalization factors. The first two and the
last condition of the RI} scheme (Eqs. 64, 65, 68) taken for the three operators {Oy, Oq, Og}
can be also the conditions for the RI, scheme,

RI; ree 2q _l,, =1
Tr[Gy;* (g, —q)] - Tr[GUe(g, —q)] BECCE )
p=0, - p=o0, =
NC2 -1 p#(1,v), Nc2 -1 p# (V) 0 i=26
Qp=07 quo’ ) ) Uy
4r=qr, VT#p qr=qr, YT#p
R ree _2, | = 1
Ng -1 gzﬁ;: N Nc2 —1 gzﬁ;: N 2772 Z_— ( )
qp=95=0, qp=4¢o=0, —zq7, 1=0,
qr=0qr, V7#(p,0) 4r=Gr, V7#(p,0)

1 ree
= 4NCT1"[G21~ (¢.9) - 4]

qr=0qr, VT

LTT[GR-I&(q, q) - ]

0, i=1.6
AN, e :{ (71)

1quGy, 1= 2.
This scheme has the advantage of not involving GFs with nonzero momentum operator
insertions.

qr=qr VT

A third choice for defining a RI’-like scheme is to impose that the EMT, which is con-
structed by Oy, Os, Oy, and/or Os, is still a conserved quantity after its renormalization
in RI' scheme. In DR, the conservation gives O 4+ O} + OR' = OPR + ODP® 4+ OP® and
Egs. (13 — 17) will also hold to this version of RI’. As we insert five new conditions, we
must exclude five conditions from the previous definition of RI; scheme. For example, we
exclude the operator O, from each condition [Egs. (64 — 68)]. Similarly, we can define the
“conserved” version of the RI, scheme. On the lattice, the construction of a conserved EMT
is more complex due to the presence of discretization effects, which violate translational
invariance. A discussion about the possible ways of applying the conservation properties of
EMT on the lattice is given in Sec. V.

The above variants of RI’ involve operator Green’s functions of exceptional momentum
configurations in the sense of having one out of three external momenta set to zero and,
thus, it is important to make sure that no infrared (IR) divergences arise as a consequence;
at the perturbative level, we have verified in all our two-loop calculations that no such di-
vergence is present in any diagram. Nevertheless, such Green’s functions have IR issues on
the lattice in the chiral (massless) limit. Thus, it is a challenge to choose a range of low
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momenta in the nonperturbative studies, which leads to reliable results in that limit. IR
issues attached to the chiral limit are under better control when studying Green’s functions
with nonexceptional momentum configurations (see, e.g., [28]). A potential variant of RI,
including nonexceptional momenta, is the RI/SMOM scheme (regularization-independent
symmetric momentum-subtraction scheme; for an application, see, e.g., [29]). The compu-
tation of conversion factors between this scheme and MS proceeds in an analogous fashion
to what is presented in Sec. IV C, but it is beyond the scope of this work.

To complete the renormalization prescription, we also provide the conditions for the RI'
renormalization factors of gluon and fermion fields,

e o (6 @) = 0]
c P

[ @ - )]

Pt (72)

po

— 1, (73)

?=q?

where the trace in Eq. (72) is taken over color space (in the adjoint representation), and the
trace in Eq. (73) is taken over Dirac and color spaces (in the fundamental representation).

Finally, the passage to the MS scheme can be achieved by using the conversion factors
between the different versions of RI’ and the MS scheme, defined as

CS_S’RI' _ Z Z%_S,LR |:<ZRI’,LR> ‘1} _ Z Z;\}iT&DR [(ZRI’,DR) —1} ’ (74>
A k

kj kj
CMS ,RT = MS LR/ZRI’ LR _ MS DR/ZRI DR7 (75)
S? ! — S? l7 S7 ’
CM RI = Z;ZI LR/Zi{I LR _ Z};}/I DR/Zi{I DR7 (76)

for the set of mixing operators, the gluon and the quark field, respectively. Note that in Eq.
(74), 1,7,k =1,2,3,4,5 for RI}’, and 4, j, k = 1,2,6 for RIy'; also, the superscript LR means
Lattice regularization.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present our one- and two-loop results for the MS-renormalized Green’s
functions of the operators under study, the renormalization factors and the conversion
factors between the different RI’ versions and the MS scheme, which are all described
in the previous section. To facilitate the use of all these results, we provide them also
as Supplemental Material [30], in the form of two equivalent files: a Mathematica input
file: “Greens_Functions_and_Conversion_Factors.m”, and a text version of the same file:
“Greens_Functions_and_Conversion_Factors.txt”.

A. MS-renormalized Green’s functions

Here, we provide our resulting expressions for the MS-renormalized Green’s functions of
operators O;, (i = 1,2,...,5) in terms of the following combinations of Lorentz and Dirac
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structures®:

G, = G}}ﬁm(q, —q) = 5 (2%%5;)0 +q (6pudov + 6pu00) = (4pQubor + €pu00p)
- (ng,u(spu + quq:/épu> )7 (77)

ree a, 1
Gl5*(a,~0) = G*(a, ) = 0" — (4000 + 0.57)
MS

G

+ (qoq,uépu + quqVépu) ) ’ (78)

Gz = G;%ee(% —q) = 5 (2q2 (Opulov + Opv0op) +

1
<— - 1) ( (quMéau + QPQV(SO'M) + (qdquépl/ + QO'QI/(SPM) ))a (79)

Qs
Gy = 6°4ua,9p90 /4, (80)
1
Gs = GZZee(q, 0) = 5abt (%%501/ + qPqV50M)> (81)
QIS
_ tree ab 2 1
Ge = Gys (¢,0)=9¢ (q (0pudov + Op0op) + (— - 1) (qPquémf + qPqV50u>>> (82)
QTS
1
= 5ab_ o 5 v o 1,5 ) 83
G? aM_S<q 4.9 +.q q p,u) ( )
G — Gtroe( _5afbf£ (84)
s = Gpn'(q,q) = 5 (s + 704 )
Gy = 5%*%‘@%. (85)

In what follows, Cr = (N2 —1)/(2N,) is the Casimir operator in the fundamental represen-
tation and ((n) is the Riemann zeta function.

The expressions for the Green’s functions with two external gluon fields and zero-
momentum operator insertion (Gy;°(¢q, —¢)) are as follows:

6 For notation, see Sec. III.
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2 2
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gas | (569 5713 29 , 77 4 1
(1672)?
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C
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2% 5 1m., 1, 7
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Inis 11 1 q
Gg{ = N. < 1 105 T 5 In 2
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120 1440am+240 NS T 1S T

2% 1
72 SO‘MS
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97 1 1, 13 1 ¢
c %—f‘iamﬁ-iaM—s—F —E+§OAW In ? +

10 2. (¢
Ny [——=+ZIn
(550 ()

gis [ 2(2381 463 95 L, 1,

(1672)2 96 288 T TS T 60Ns T 70us T

137 13 1, 3., ¢
—E + %QW—F ﬁOANTS — gaMS In ? +
13 17 1 o (¢
(g + ﬁam — iai/IS) In (?) +
(—3 + 2041g) ((3)) +
Ny (55 ¢
J=—-m —4
v (12 (%) c<3>> ¥

287 5
Nch<— — t ooyt g+

g2
B MS
(G2 = Gs) { 1672

+

24 9

- O(g&s)}. (89)

The expressions for the Green’s functions with two external gluon fields and nonzero-
momentum operator insertion (GMS( 0)) are as follows:

GM(q,0) =

2 4
U5 L s (03T 161 L e
Gl{mﬂNc 2t ooy | Ve | 720 T aso s T 3t

(5t () (3 o))

8§ 1 q>
Nch<———|-—ln (?
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The expressions for the Green’s functions with a pair of external quark and antiquark
fields and zero-momentum operator insertion (Gh°(q, q)) are as follows:

g2
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(G G%>{16w2
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B. Renormalization factors in the MS scheme

Here, we provide our results for the renormalization factors of operators O;, (i =
1,2,...,5) in (DR, MS), as a Laurent series in ¢ = (4 — d)/2,

2 4
MS MS 95is MS 9555 MS g
ZMS,DR _ 51" MS,DR - MS MS,DR ”¢ MS,DR ¢ O 6 99
i i+ ]w 1672 (25,25 ]”(167r2)252 (29,21 ]w (167?2) + O(g)s (99)
where
ay bl 0 Cc1T —C1
— —a; —by 0 0 0
AEPR_ 0 00— |, (100)
0 0 0 —C1 C1
0 0 0 0 0
a9 bg 0 Co —Co as b3 0 C3 —C3
- —ag —b2 0 d2 —d2 —das —bg 0 d3 —dg
=1 0 0 0 e —e|, moyt=] 0 0 0 e —e|, (101)
0 0 0 €y —€9 0 0 0 €3 —€3
0 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 O 0
and N 8C N,
ay = Tfa bl - _Tpa C = _769 (102)
Ny [ 4 ACp [ 4
N Nch Nc
=5 (ON.—8Ny),  dy=—F="  ey= T (1ON.—4Ny),  (104)
Ny (37 AC
=——| — —T2N, by = ——— | — + 40N, — 13N 105
=75 (N ) T (NC+ f) (105)
N, N¢N,
e = — 75 [15(6+ ayg) Ne = 56Ny],  dy = =2 g (106)
N,
e = 75 [5 (6 + ax) Ne — 8Ny, (107)

As was expected, the mixing matrix is block triangular. Also, there is no mixing between
O; (i # 3) and Os; the third column has zero elements except from the diagonal element
(¢ = 3) which equals one. Furthermore, operators Oy, O, O3 mix with the linear combination
04— O5 and not with O4 and Oj5 separately. This becomes apparent when one replaces, e.g.,
O, with Oy — O3 in constructing the mixing matrix [see Eq. (10)]. Moreover, Egs. (13 —
21) are automatically fulfilled. In conclusion, our results agree with the theoretical analysis
given in Sec. II.
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C. Conversion factors

Here, we present our results for the conversion factors C’gl SR potween the different ver-
sions of RI" and MS scheme. For the sake of brevity, we provide only our resulting expressions
for the RI}, scheme and its “conserved” version, RI,“", while the conversion factors for RI}
can be extracted from Egs. (86) — (98). Our results depend on two renormalization scales:
the RI scale ¢ and the MS scale i; we have chosen to keep these two scales distinct, for
wider applicability. Note that, whereas the matrix ZM3PR ig necessarily block triangular,
no such condition applies to the matrix CMSRI',

The expressions for the conversion factors C MS,RI; (i,7 = 1,2,6) between RI, and MS are
as follows:

Ci\/li_s,m; _
2 -2
I 5 3 1 10 q
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The expression for the conversion factors
MS is as follows:

(i, = 1,2,6) between RI',"™ and

W,RI, cons S,RI,

ij
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For completeness, we also provide the conversion factors of the gluon and fermion fields,
in terms of arbitrary RI’ and MS scales. These factors are in agreement with the well-known

(in the literature) results for the case ¢ = i (see, e.g., [31]).
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V. NONPERTURBATIVE RENORMALIZATION

The construction of a complete nonperturbative renormalization program, which can
eliminate operator-mixing effects, is a difficult task; some well-known complications involve
power-divergent mixing of lower-dimensional operators, as well as additional, finite mixing
contributions associated with the reduction of rotational to hypercubic invariance.

Additional complications arise when gauge-variant operators (BRST variations and EOM
operators) are included in the set of operators which mix. Such operators, typically, contain
ghost fields and/or gauge-fixing terms, which are defined in perturbation theory, and their
study is not obvious in a nonperturbative context.

There are various approaches, used in the literature, for the study of operator mixing on
the lattice. The first one is the perturbative approach, where the renormalization factors
are extracted by lattice perturbation theory (see, e.g., [9, 10] for previous application to
the EMT operators and [32] for a general setup). In this approach, an intermediate scheme
between lattice and MS is not needed; the derivation of the renormalization factors can be
obtained directly in the MS scheme by comparing the lattice bare Green’s functions with
the corresponding MS-renormalized Green’s functions calculated in DR. This approach can
give reliable results only when higher-loop terms are negligible. The technical complexity of
this approach effectively limits the applicability to one-loop order in most cases. A second
approach regards the nonperturbative calculation of the mixing matrix by neglecting gauge-
variant operators. These operators do not contribute to the calculation of physical quantities.
However, they contribute to the correct extraction of operator renormalization factors from
Green’s functions with elementary external fields. This approach can give reliable results
only when mixing effects by gauge-variant operators are small enough. A third approach is
the combination of approaches 1 and 2 (e.g., [3, 33]), where some elements of the mixing
matrix are calculated nonperturbatively (e.g., the diagonal elements, or those related to
lower-dimensional operators) while the remaining elements are calculated in perturbation
theory. The mixing with gauge-variant operators is also omitted.

In order to address the effects of gauge-variant operators, we propose an extension of
the above approaches, including a semi-nonperturbative determination of the gauge-variant
operators’ contributions to the renormalization factors: The gluonic and fermionic parts of
the gauge-variant operators can be calculated by lattice simulations, while the ghost part
and/or the gauge-fixing terms can be obtained by lattice perturbation theory.

Our proposed method can be applied in the present study of EMT operators and the non-
perturbative calculation of their mixing matrix. The RI} scheme, defined in Eqs. (64 — 68),
is not the optimal one, as it contains three operators with ghost and gauge-fixing terms and
it entails the nonperturbative calculation of GFs with nonzero momentum transfer. Such
calculation requires the use of two distinct momentum scales for the two external fields and
the extrapolation of one momentum to zero, before calculating any renormalization factor.
On the contrary, the RI, scheme, defined in Egs. (69 — 71), is suitable for applying the
proposed method. It entails calculating GFs of only three operators at zero momentum
transfer. The first two operators O, Oy are gauge invariant and, thus, their GFs are calcu-
lable by lattice simulations. The remaining operator Og does not involve any gauge-fixing
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term; however, a ghost term is present. Writing, explicitly, O,

a a a 2 a a
OGW = O4uv - Ofwv = [AZ (Dpr,,) + Au (Dpru) - 85NVAp (DUFUP) }
. a,; a a,; a 2 a,’, a
—ig | A, T + Ay, T = =0, Ay, T |
2
|0, 0," + 0,20, géwapéaapca} , (127)

(where T'* are the generators of the su(N,) algebra), the first two terms can be investigated
nonperturbatively by lattice simulations, while for the last term we content ourselves with
its perturbative study.

We note that the conditions of the RI, scheme make use of amputated GFs. This may
cause worry for the calculation of the gluonic GFs, where the inverse gluon propagator
is needed in the process of the amputation; the lattice simulations commonly employ the
Landau gauge, in which the gluon propagator is not invertible. However, setting to zero
those components of the renormalization scale, which are parallel to the directions of the
two external gluons, the amputation can be performed without inverting the whole gluon
propagator.

To explain in more detail the previous argument about the amputation of gluonic GFs
in the Landau gauge, we consider the following amputated Green’s function of the generic
operator O,

(DO Aol =)y = 3 (D), (A@) O Ar (YD), (128)
where )
Dyr = (A=) = 35 (3 = 2 ) ate?) w0 Em () (12)

is the gluon propagator in a general gauge [II7(¢?),I11(¢?) are scalar functions of ¢?]. In
the Landau gauge (o = 0), the propagator is not invertible; however, if two components of
the momentum q are zero, e.g., g1 = ¢ = 0, then the first and second rows and columns
of the propagator matrix take the values: Dy, = D, = (1/¢*)0,11l7(¢?), Dow = Dyo =
(1/¢?)0,2117(q?%), respectively (k = 1,2,3,4). Of course, this is not true for the remaining
rows and columns. Thus, the propagator takes a block-diagonal form

r(¢%)/¢? 0 0 0
0 r(¢*)/¢* 0 0
0 0 Du Ds (130)
0 0 D43 Dy

The propagator is still not invertible. However, the upper block is invertible and can be
inverted separately from the lower block. The latter can be inverted only in a general gauge

a# 0.

Now, going back to Eq. (128) we observe that we do not need to calculate all the ma-
trix elements of the inverse gluon propagator but only the pth row [for the calculation of
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(D7), & =1,2,3,4] and the oth column [for the calculation of (D7), , A = 1,2,3,4].
Thus, we do not need to invert the whole propagator matrix, but only the block contain-
ing p,o components if the propagator matrix is block diagonal. Choosing ¢, = ¢, = 0,
the propagator is indeed block diagonal, and thus, the amputation can be done success-
fully without inverting the whole gluon propagator. It follows that the Green’s func-
tion (A,(¢)0,As(—q))|q=7 in a momentum scale ¢ with two vanishing components, e.g.,
g1 = @2 = 0, cannot be generally amputated in the Landau gauge; it can be amputated only
in the case of (p = 1 or p = 2) and (¢ = 1 or 0 = 2). Similarly, (4,(¢)0,uAs(—¢))|s=¢
with only one vanishing component, e.g., g = 0 can be amputated in the Landau gauge
only when (p = 0 = 1). Also, a “democratic” momentum renormalization scale cannot be
applied in this case as the amputation cannot be implemented in the Landau gauge for this
specific choice.

!

An alternative choice, “RIj,” is to consider nonamputated instead of amputated Green’s

functions,
Gyilg, —q) = <AZ(Q)01'W(O)AZ(_Q)>nonamp> (i =1,2,6), (131)
qu(Qa Q) = <w(Q)Oiuu(O)w(Q)>nonamp> (Z - 1a 2> 6) (132)
Then the conditions of Eqgs. (69 — 71) are replaced by
ARI Atree qd,,q 72)> =
e[ Gy (¢ —q)) TG (q,—)] [ 2@y, il
p=o0, = p=o, =
Nz -1 p#(v), NZ—1 pF# (v, 0 i=26
q,=0, qp=0, 9 3 Yy
4r=qr, VT#p qr=qr, VT#p (133)
ARI/ A~ ree 7> -
Tr(Gy (9. ~q)] Tr(Ge (g, ~g)] e =l
=i, =i, = 0, i=2 (134)
Nc2_1 o=V, Ng—]. o=V, 2 =2 =6
qp=q5=0, qp=qo=0, - /q , =0,
qr=qr, VT#(PJ) qr=qr, VT#(pp’)
1 ~RI 1 N 0, 1= 1, 6
v DGt (g,a) - 4] v G (a,) - ] = { o
¢ q4r=qr VT ¢ qr=qr,vT _ZQ;LQV/Q y U= ? )
135
The second condition (Eq. 134) can be alternatively replaced by
Tr[CA;RIg( — TrlGtree (g, — —quq/(q°)", i=1
gi q, Q)] o I'[ gt (Q> Q)] 0 i =2
NE—1 ] ek N=1o| el (1—anr) 2, i=6
qo=0, qo=0, RI @)%’ =L,
q4r=Gqr, VT#0 Gr=qr, VT#0 (136)

where the renormalization four-vector scale has one (instead of two) zero component. The
third condition (Eq. 135) employing fermionic GF's could also involve amputated GF's, as
they have no issues in the amputation process. The conversion factors from RIj to the MS
scheme coincide with those from RI, to the MS scheme. For any other variant of RI' scheme
le.g., Eq. (136)], the conversion factors can be easily extracted from our expressions of the
MS-renormalized amputated GFs given in Eqs. (86 — 98).
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Another possibility is to modify the RI, renormalization scheme in a way that the sum
O1 + Oy + Og is a conserved quantity. In DR, the sum of the bare operators is conserved.
However, this is not true on the lattice, where discretization effects violate translational
invariance. A proper definition of the RI’ renormalization scheme can lead to a conserved
sum of the renormalized operators even on the lattice. In the continuum, this is simple, as
we explained in previous section; it requires the sum of RI’-renormalized operators to be
equal to the sum of the bare operators. The corresponding lattice condition can be obtained
by considering the WIs given in Eqgs. (38, 39). These WIs are extracted in DR; however,
we can impose their validity also to the RI’-renormalized operators on the lattice. To avoid
any issues regarding Landau-gauge fixing, these relations will give us three conditions by
studying the specific choices of Lorentz and Dirac structures, obtained by the conditions of
Egs. (69 — 71), i.e.,

1 cons 1 9 P B ab
TT[Z,-:LQ,G G;IQ (g, —q)] - _ Tl"[i <q“8qu + QV@) (D 1(q))pp]
N2z -1 ,,72’@2;), N2 -1 pzép(i,olf),
QT:?{:'TV’T#p qr=qr, VT?é(p137)
1 cons _ ab _ ab
TS 106G (4:—0) T4 (D7) + (D7 (@)en)
N -1 o= - Nz -1 4p=345=0,
pr:%:O, r=qr, V7 o 3
it to=r, ¥ Z(QS;
1 RI/ cons 1 1 a a .
T G2 —q) - = Trlg - = —_ — S
OGNSR S < (905 + 2.5, ) 57 v
e 4r=qr,v7 qr=qr,vT.
(139)

In these conditions, the nonperturbative calculation of the discretized derivatives of gluon
and quark propagators with respect to external momentum is needed. As we insert three new
conditions, we must exclude three conditions from the previous definition of RI}, scheme. For
example, we exclude the operator Og from each condition [Egs. (69 — 71)]. In this version
of RI’, an operator with ghost fields is still involved and thus, a combination of perturbative
and nonperturbative results is also needed.

The proposed approach does not completely overcome the mixing effects stemming from
gauge-variant operators. There are, in the literature, alternative methods for addressing this
mixing. One method entails nonperturbative studies of BRST transformations and GFs with
ghost fields implemented in the lattice simulations (see Refs. [20, 21] and references therein).
Another method investigates the nonperturbative renormalization of EMT on the lattice in a
gauge-invariant way (Ref. [16]); in this method, WIs stemming from the conserved properties
of the EMT are used in the framework of thermal QCD with a nonzero imaginary chemical
potential. Finally, a gauge-invariant renormalization scheme, such as the X-space scheme
[34], which considers gauge-invariant GFs in coordinate space, can be applied without the
need of involving any gauge-variant operator. This scheme has not been applied before in
the calculation of the mixing matrix of EMT operators. At the perturbative level, there is a
work in progress by our group [35] in this direction. In this case, the gauge-invariant GF's are
constructed using only the gluon and quark EMT operators O; and O,. Complications arise
in this method. In order to calculate the 2 x 2 mixing matrix for the renormalization of O,
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and O, we need a total of four conditions. Three conditions can be obtained by studying
two-point GFs between the two mixing operators (between themselves and between each
other). However, a complete solution needs a fourth condition which cannot be obtained by
any other two-point function. More details can be found in our forthcoming paper [35].

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we study the two-loop renormalization and mixing of the gluon and quark
EMT operators in dimensional regularization. To this end, we compute a set of two-point
Green’s functions, renormalized in MS; from our results, one may directly deduce the con-
version factors between MS and a large variety of RI-like schemes which are appropriate for
a nonperturbative extraction of renormalization functions through lattice simulations. We
provide the conversion factors relating a number of specific versions of the RI’ scheme to

MS.

We discuss in detail the application of our proposed schemes on the lattice and the con-
struction of a nonperturbative renormalization program for the elimination of the operator-
mixing effects. In particular, we propose a semi-nonperturbative approach, where pertur-
bative and nonperturbative results are combined; the gluonic and fermionic contributions
of gauge-variant operators, which mix with the gauge-invariant EMT operators, can be cal-
culated nonperturbatively, while contributions from the ghost parts can be evaluated by
lattice perturbation theory. Also, a different version of RI’ scheme is proposed, which leads
to the determination of a conserved RI’-renormalized EMT on the lattice. Our approach,
along with the results produced in this paper, can be applied in lattice simulations with the
expectation of giving more reliable estimates. A complete elimination of mixing effects is
currently under investigation by our group using the X-space renormalization scheme.
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