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1 Introduction

Nonperturbative dynamics of supersymmetric gauge theories is of great interest for various
reasons. However many interesting problems are out of reach of the current analytic

understandings. For example, while properties of the vacua can be analyzed very precisely



by using holomorphy (e.g. [, 2]), the dynamics of excitations is hard to study except for
specific objects saturating the so-called BPS bound. In the context of the gauge/gravity
duality, gauge theory dual to weakly coupled gravity is strongly coupled and furthermore
the quantities of interests are not necessarily protected by supersymmetry. Numerical
simulation based on lattice gauge theory is considered as a promising approach to such
problems.

Historically, lattice formulation of supersymmetry brushed off many attempts. The
problem was the parameter fine tuning problem; because a lattice breaks the infinitesimal
translation, which is a part of the supersymmetry algebra, the supersymmetry cannot be
preserved completely on a lattice. Then, even if the supersymmetry is restored in a naive
continuum limit at the tree level, radiative corrections break it in general.

For two-dimensional theories, the parameter fine tuning problems can be circumvented
by keeping a part of the supersymmetry algebra (one or two supercharges and U(1) or
SU(2) R-symmetry) at discretized level [3, 4 Bl 6] [7, 8, @, 10, 1T 12 13, 14, 15, 16
17, I8, 19, 20]. Encouraged by this development, several groups have been trying lattice
simulations of two-dimensional super Yang-Mills theories [21] 22} 23] 24], 25] 1 including the
maximally supersymmetric theory relevant for the gauge/gravity duality [26] 27 28, 29)].
Furthermore it has been pointed out that such two-dimensional theories can be used to
construct four-dimensional super Yang-Mills theory [37, B8] by utilizing the Myers effect
with which two spatial dimensions are encoded in matrix degrees of freedom [39] [40].
The two-dimensional N = (2,2) supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory on an arbitrarily
discretized Riemann surface is developed in [41], 42}, 43| 44l 45].

At present, there is a consensus among the community of researchers that these reg-
ularization schemes can work in principle. However, in practice — especially, in order to
perform precision measurements at large volume and large N, with currently available
numerical resources — it is desirable to have improved regularizations which converge to
the continuum limit faster. In the lattice QCD community, such improvement is known
as the Symanzik improvement program [46, [47]. Errors arising on discretization of a con-
tinuum system by lattice are of the order of the lattice spacing O(a) in general. The
program makes the errors reduced to higher orders in a.

In this paper, we consider the improvement of the lattice action of two-dimensional
N = (2,2) super Yang-Mills theory proposed by one of the authors (F. S.) [7]. This is
a technically nontrivial subject, because the improvement term must preserve the exact

supercharge and R-symmetry that are relevant to realize the theory flowing to the desired

® Another approach with a parameter fine tuning can be found in Refs. [30, 31, [32]. Also, for four-
dimensional A" = 1 super Yang-Mills theory, see [33] 34, [35] [36].



continuum theory without any parameter fine tuning. As a first step, we consider O(a)
improvement at the tree level. Because the ultraviolet divergence is mild due to the low-
dimensionality and supersymmetry, it is sufficient to consider the tree and one-loop levels
in this setting. 1 The one-loop calculation will be reported in the forthcoming publication.

The previous unimproved action [7] has been constructed in the three steps:

e Write the action S in the continuum theory in a Q-exact form, S = Q# [ Pz E(z),

by using one of the supercharges Q.

e Construct a lattice counterpart of ()-transformation, ).;, which is an exact sym-

metry at the regularized level.

. . . 2 — — .
e Define a lattice action in the QQ-exact form as Sy, = Qlat;? > . Slat () where =y is

a lattice counterpart of =(x).

Note that the path-integral measure has to be taken in a @)-invariant way as well, and
the natural measure is actually Q-invariant. The created lattice action reproduces the
continuum one with O(a) corrections because the lattice supersymmetry transformation
generated by Q,; and the term =, are different from the continuum ones at the order.

For O(a) improvement, we need to improve both of Q. and =, keeping the path-
integral measure @-invariant. Note also that we have to make sure that an extra O(a)
correction does not appear from the measure. The improvements will be done by lattice
operators R, and R, for () and =, respectively, which include a kind of Wilson terms.
We will find that the improved lattice theory satisfies a milder locality condition known
as the exponential locality. Such condition is accepted in obtaining a local continuum
theory within the universality hypothesis [48], 49] [55].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2] we review the continuum theory and
introduce the unimproved lattice action. On the way we clarify the origin of O(a) devia-
tion from the continuum theory to illuminate a strategy for the improvement. Sec. 3l and
Sec. M are the main parts of this paper. In Sec. [3 clarifying existence conditions of the
consistent lattice Q-transformation by a lemma, we improve the lattice action with keep-
ing the Q-exact form. In Sec. dl we summarize the improved theory and show that it is
free from the doubling problem thanks to O(a®) Wilson terms. The Q-invariant measure
is then consistently defined in any finite physical volume. Sec. [lis devoted to summarize

the results and discuss future directions concerning this project. A proof of the lemma is

6 As a comparison, the tree-level improvement is enough to achieve the significant acceleration of the

simulation in the case of the (0 + 1)-dimensional theory [56].



given in appendix [A] and the factors R, and Ry are presented with their locality prop-
erties in appendix [Bl For convenience in the numerical simulation, we present the explicit
form of the improved lattice action in appendix Appendix [Dl gives a computational

detail related to the @)-invariance of the path-integral measure.

2 Original lattice formulation

In this section, we briefly review two-dimensional ' = (2, 2) supersymmetric Yang-Mills
theory and its lattice formulation with one of the four supercharges of the theory exactly
preserved. As a preparation to the O(a) improvement, errors arising in the discretization

are also discussed.

2.1 Continuum theory

We start with N' = (2,2) supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory on two-dimensional Eu-
clidean space, whose field contents are gauge fields A,,, adjoint scalars ¢, ¢, gaugino fields
A, A and an auxiliary field D which satisfies DT = —D. We assume that the gauge group is
SU(N) and all fields are matrix-valued functions which are expanded by a basis of N x N
traceless hermitian matrices T, (o« =1,---, N* — 1) normalized as tr (T,13) = 0yp-

The action is expressed as

2 2
1 1 -1 _
Scont = q d2xtr{§ 2 :F5V+§ :DM¢DM¢+1[¢> ¢]2_D2
p=1

pv=1

+2Xr(D1 — iDy)Ar + 2AL(D1 + Do) Ap + 2Ar[0, AL] + 2ML[0, AR]}, (2.1)

where ¢ is a coupling constant, u,v = 1,2, and the subscripts L and R denote the spinor
indices of A\. The theory is obtained from the four-dimensional N’ = 1 supersymmetric
Yang-Mills theory by the dimensional reduction. In fact, the gaugino fields with/without
bars signify four-dimensional chirality and the indices L and R two-dimensional chiral-
ity [I7]. The covariant derivatives and the field strengths are defined by

D, =0,+i[A,, -], (2.2)
F.=0,A,—-0,A,+ilA,, A, (2.3)

respectively. The action is invariant under an infinitesimal gauge transformation with a
function w(z) = Y, wa(x) Ty:

0uAu(z) = —Dyw(x), 0w F () =ilw(z), F(z)], (2.4)



where the adjoint scalar and fermion fields are represented as F. The theory possesses
four supersymmetries corresponding to the four spinor components (with/without bars,
and L/R). In addition, there are two types (vector and axial) of the U(1) g symmetries in
the theory. Among them, the lattice formulation given in section preserves the latter,
which transforms the fields according to the charge assignment: +2 (—2) to ¢ (¢), +1
(=1) to Az, Ar (Ar, A), and O to the others.

Naive lattice discretization breaks supersymmetry completely, due to the lack of Leib-
niz rule on the lattice. This difficulty can be partly avoided by expressing the action as
an exact form with respect to a nilpotent supercharge (). Namely, one of the four super-
charges, (), can be kept on a lattice. To find the exact form of the action, it is convenient

to use new fermion variables 1, x, 7 defined as

1 . i
P = —2()‘L + ARr), o = %()‘L AR),
X = %()‘R - ;\L)u n= _Z\/ﬁ()‘R + S‘L)v (25)

instead of the original gaugino fields A, . E' The action (ZI) can be expressed in the

variables as

2
1 2 2 . i 1 2
ScontIQ—.gz/dxtr{H _2ZHF12+;DH¢DH¢+Z[¢7 (b]

2 2
+2ix(D1¢2 — Datn) +izquw - in[cb, nl = x[¢, x] + Z%L[& wu]}- (2.6)

p=1 n=1
We choose one of the four supercharges () defined by

QA, =Yy, (2.7)
Quy = iDy9, (2.8)
Qe =0, (2.9)
Qo=mn,  Qn=1I¢ ¢, (2.10)
Qx=H, QH=¢, x] (2.11)

From (Z4)) and (Z7)-(21I1)), we can see the nilpotency of @ up to an infinitesimal gauge
transformation with the parameter ¢,

Q? = —iby. (2.12)

7 These variables are used in topological field theory, and here we employ them to define the lattice
action with an exact supercharge. The new auxiliary field H is given by H = iD + iF}5. Note D should
be taken as anti-hermitian in (ZI)). Among the four supercharges of the theory (Qr, Qr, Qr, Qr), a
combination Q = —(Qr + Qr)/v/2 transforms fields as (Z7)(Z1I).
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By using this @, the action can also be recast as a Q-exact form [50] 51]:

1 -
Scont = @/dzx :C(mt(x), (213)
where
_ |- _ .
S () =11 | 1010, 8]~ i D" 0D, X(H — 2iF) | (2.14)
pn=1

We emphasize that the action ([213]) is just a rewriting of (1)) with a different notation,
and hence it is invariant under the full of the original supersymmetry transformations.
The important point is that the Q-invariance is manifest in this form because () satisfies
2I2) and Z.on (2I4) is gauge invariant. It will be crucial for the lattice construction
with keeping @)-symmetry discussed below.

2.2 Lattice formulation with an exact supersymmetry

We briefly summarize the lattice formulation given in [7]. The lattice action is defined
in a Q-exact form, as (2I3]) for the continuum counterpart, and possesses the exact @)
supersymmetry invariance on the lattice.

Let us consider a two-dimensional square lattice with the periodic boundary conditions
which is denoted by A; = aZj, x aZy, where a is the lattice spacing and L is the number
of lattice sites in each direction. The result of this paper is easily extended to the case
of a rectangular lattice. Hereafter, the lattice site is expressed as x = (x1, 22), z, €
{a,2a, -+, La} (un = 1,2). The fermions and scalars are defined on the sites, while the
gauge fields are promoted to gauge group-valued variables U,(x) € SU(N) defined on the
link connecting x and x + aft where /i is the unit vector in the p-direction. For notational
simplicity, we often use the same symbols for both of each continuum field and its lattice
counterpart with keeping the mass dimensions. We put the subscripts “cont” and “lat”
to distinguish them when needed.

The gauge transformations of the link fields U, and the other adjoint fields F' are given

in the usual manner:

Uu(x) = A(x) Uy(z) Az + ap) !, (2.15)
F(z) = Az)F(x)A(z) ™, (2.16)

where A(z) = %@ € SU(N) is a gauge transformation function. For later use, we

introduce the gauge covariant forward (backward) difference operator V,, (V7)) as

V. F(z) =

Q=

(Uu(z)F(z + ap)Uy,(z)~" = F(2)), (2.17)
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ViF(z) = % (F(z) - Up(e — af))"F(z — ap)Us(z — aft)). (2.18)

The covariant difference operators (ZI7) and (2I8) are covariant under the lattice gauge
transformations, (ZI5) and (2.I6]), as their names suggest. The plaquette field,

U (z) = U, (2)U,(z + aft)U,(z + a0) U, (z) ", (2.19)

is another important gauge covariant quantity.

If we use a naive relation U, (z) = €4+ and send a to zero, H the difference operators
(217 and ([ZI8) coincide with the correct covariant derivative ([2.2]), and the plaquette
field reproduces the continuum field tensor [23) as Up(z) = 1 + ia®Fia(x) + O(a?).
Moreover, the infinitesimal form of the lattice gauge transformations,

0,U,(x) = —iaV w(x)U,(2), 0o F(x) =ilw(z), F(x)], (2.20)

also reproduce the correct continuum limit (2Z4]).

The Q-transformation is realized on the lattice [7] by

QU,(x) = iay,(x) U,(x), (2.21)
QUu(x) =1V ,uo(x) + iarh,(x)Yu (), (2.22)
Qo(z) =0, (2.23)
Qo(z) =n(x),  Qnlz) = [¢(z), ¢(x)], (2.24)
Qx(z) = H(z),  QH(z) = [o(x), x()]. (2.25)

Note that the transformation above remains nilpotent up to an infinitesimal lattice gauge
transformation (2.20) with the parameter ¢(x) on the lattice:

Q* = —idy. (2.26)

It reproduces the transformation rule in the continuum theory, (Z7)-(2I0), after taking
the continuum limit. With use of (221))-(2.20), the action (ZI3) is transcribed to the
lattice action:

Slat = Q ;—22 St (2) (2.27)
zEAL
with
Ziula) = 0 { (@) [0(0). 30)) =1 Y 04,0 9,800) + x() () = Somo)) |,
u (2.28)

8More detailed analysis with an improved relation ([Z35)) is given in the next subsection.
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where @ (z) is a lattice version of the field tensor ([23)) satisfying ®rp(z) — 2a?Fi»(z)
as a — 0, and explicitly given in what follows.

In discussing the continuum limit, the plaquette field is usually expanded around unity.
In the current case, we need to be careful about this point. After integrating the auxiliary

field H, the lattice gauge action becomes

1 2
Sg = 82 m%\:L tr (P, (2)), (2:29)
and one finds that
(I)TL(LL’) =0, for all x € AL, (230)

gives the vacuum configurations corresponding to the continuum limit (a goes to zero
with ¢ fixed). If the vacuum configuration is unique and gives Ujp(z) = 1y, one can
expand the plaquette field around unity and confirm that the lattice action reproduces
the continuum one. If it is not the case, the lattice action is not guaranteed to provide the
desired continuum action in general. For instance, for SU(2), a naive choice ®pp(z) =
—i (Uya(2) — Uy (x)) does not lead to the unique vacuum Uys(x) = 15. Actually, another
vacuum Ujp(z) = —1, satisfies (2Z30) as well and causes an obstacle for taking the correct
continuum limit. In order to reproduce the correct continuum gauge action, ®pp(z)
should be chosen so that the gauge action ([229) has no nontrivial minima other than
Upa(x) = 1y.

Two possibilities for desired lattice field tensor have been discussed in [§] and [52].

Since the traceless field @1y, is generally given by
1

we can use ¢ for defining &, . One possibility is

—i(U2(@)-U21() ¢ |11 = Ua(2)]| <€
Dy (7) = {

1= 3 [[1-Un2(a)|2 (2.32)
00 otherwise,

where € is a positive number chosen in the range 0 < ¢ < 2v/2 for N = 2,3,4 and
0 <€ <2VNsin(Z) for N > 5. The other possibility is

40 2— Ulg(l’)M — Ugl(l')M
M Ulg(l')M — Ugl(l’)M ’
with M being an integer satisfying 2M > N. When M is even (M = 2m), (233) can be

recast as

®y(z) = (2.33)

_% Ulg(l’)m - Ugl(l’)m

(I)Q(LU) - m ' Um(l’)m -+ UQl(I)m’

(2.34)
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which would be more convenient for numerical simulation.

Note that the r.h.s. in (Z33) is a hermitian matrix since the denominator and the
numerator commute with each other. In both cases, only the single vacuum U = 1y is
allowed, and by expanding the plaquette field around unity, we can verify that ®; rp,(x) =
2a*Fia(z) + O(a®).

Thus, we can construct the continuum limit of the lattice action ([Z27) with ([232]) or
(233) and verify that it does coincide with the action (2.1 via (ZI3) and (2ZI4). The
lattice action is exactly invariant under the lattice Q-transformation (2.21)-(225) thanks
to the nilpotency of @, (2.26). The perturbative power counting theorem tells us that
any relevant supersymmetry breaking operators are forbidden by the ()-symmetry and
the internal U(1)g-symmetry[7], and all the supersymmetries are shown to be restored at
least in the perturbation theory.

The lattice action can be used for the numerical simulations, since the same forward
difference operators employed in (222)) and (228 yield a semi-positive boson action which
is suitable for the Monte-Carlo method. Numerical results indicate that the restoration
of the full supersymmetries does occur beyond the perturbation theory [21], 22] 23] 24].

2.3 Classical continuum limit

The action (2.1)) is correctly reproduced from the lattice action ([Z.27) as we take the
lattice spacing to zero, as seen in the previous subsection. In this subsection, in order to
find a proper O(a) improvement procedure, we study the classical continuum limit more
precisely by expanding various quantities (difference operators, plaquette field, and Q-
transformation) in the lattice spacing, and determine the order at which the first deviation
terms from the continuum theory appear in the expansion.

The lattice fields are not defined on the continuum spacetime but on the lattice. To
expand the fields in the lattice spacing a, we first embed the lattice in the continuum
spacetime and regard the lattice functions as smooth functions defined on the continuum
spacetime. In order to associate the link fields to the continuum gauge fields, we employ
the midpoint prescription

U, (z) = eain(@e) (2.35)

where x. = x + (a/2)f1. The link field can be interpreted as the Wilson line,
U.(z) =P o dt Ap(z+ti)

El—i-i/ thH(x+tﬂ)+i2/ dt/ dsfO(s —t) A (x +tp)Au(z+sp) + -+,
0 0 0
(2.36)



when the lattice is embedded in the continuum spacetime. (235 is obtained by expanding
the r.h.s. in a up to O(a?). Namely, the midpoint prescription reproduces the continuum

iaAu(zc)+0(a®) Tt ig straightforward to

gauge transformation up to this order, U,(z) = e
increase the precision by proceeding the expansion in a. H We identify the other adjoint
lattice fields (scalar and fermi fields) as the fields on the embedded points where they
are defined. Under these identifications, we obtain smooth functions associated with
the lattice fields by smoothly interpolating those fields on entire continuum spacetime.
Thus, the expansion with respect to the lattice spacing can be simply performed by the
Taylor expansion. For instance, we can expand a function f(z) around the midpoint

r. =+ (a/2)f:

J@) = fl@e) = S0uf () + GO (w0) + Oa). (2:37)

By using the identities for V,, and arbitrary deformation 9:

Vuf(x) = Dy, f(we) + %G[Au(xc)a Dy, f(we)] + O(a?) (2.38)
with Df, = 0, +i[Au(z.), -], and
SA =det e — %[A, det - e + 0(A%), (2.39)

we find that the lattice gauge transformation (Z20) is automatically O(a)-improved as
61at,w = 5cont,w + O(az)- (240)

On the other hand, the O(a) improvement of the lattice Q-transformation (2.21])- (2.25])
is not automatic. Indeed, the Q-transformation of v, ([2.22) has a quadratic O(a)-term

of the fermion and the unimproved forward difference operator that is expanded as

a
V,=D,+ §D5 + O(a?). (2.41)

The @Q-transformation of the gauge fields also has the non-zero O(a)-correction. Hence,

the total Q)-transformation satisfies

Qlat = Qcont + O(CI,), (242)

9 For example, we have
3

3
Uu(2) = exp |iaAu(ze) +i 5502 Au(we) = SAu(we), duAu(ze)] +0(a)|

10



although those of the other fields retain their continuum forms.
Similarly, the integrand =,; (Z28]) behaves as

Elat () = Zcont () + O(a), (2.43)

since the O(a)-terms come from the forward difference operator (Z241]) and the unimproved

plaquette field,
3
Ulg(l') = exXp <ia2F12(l’) + Z%(Dl + Dg)Flg(l’) + O(a4)) . (244)

Note that the O(a)-correction does not cancel even if we take the combination Ujs — Uy
as in =.
We thus find that the total lattice action is

Slat = Scont + O(a)> (245)

because of (2.42) and (243)) with ([Z27). In order that the lattice action coincides with
the continuum action up to O(a?) terms, we have to improve the covariant difference

operator, the field tensor and the lattice Q-transformation with keeping the nilpotency.

3 Method of tree-level O(a) improvement

In the last section, we have seen that the lattice gauge transformation is already O(a)-
improved while ) and =,; have the O(a)-corrections, (242) and (2.43), and thus the
resultant action (2.27) produces the continuum one up to O(a) terms. In this section, we
will explain our strategy to improve () and Z,; so that f;fp = Seont + O(a?) is obtained.

The explicit form of the tree-level O(a)-improved action will be given in the next section.

3.1 Locality

Before going to the detail of the strategy, we should mention on the locality condition we
employ throughout this paper. Indeed, the improvement will be performed with keeping
the locality of the Q-transformation in the sense that long-range interactions in the lattice

unit are suppressed, at least, by the exponential of the distance.

10 Somewhat surprisingly, the O(a)-term in (Z42)) vanishes when applying the lattice Q-transformation
twice, because both the continuum and the lattice gauge transformations with the parameter ¢ satisfy

0.
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First, let us define ultra-local operators and exponentially local ones. Suppose that the
lattice size is infinite and the sites are labeled by integers, =, € aZ, and p,(x) is a lattice

field with finite internal index o = 1,2,---, N;. In the present case, N; = N? — 1 since
N2-1
a=1

o(x) is expanded by a basis of su(N) generators: ¢(x) = > vol(z)T,. An operator

R acting to ¢(x) is formally represented as a kernel:

(Ro)a(z) = ) Ras(w,y)os(y)- (3.1)

v, B

The kernel is an infinite dimensional matrix with the row «, x and the column 3, y. In
the following and in appendix Bl R(x,y) denotes the NV; X N; matrix with respect to the
internal index.

The ultra-local operator is defined by
R(z,y) =0, for ||z —yl|l > ar, (3.2)

where the localization range r is a fixed natural number. For instance, the forward
and the backward difference operators are ultra-local with the localization range one.
The kernel of an ultra-local operator forms a banded diagonal matrix, which is suited for
numerical applications.

On the other hand, R is referred to as an exponentially local operator if there exist

positive constants C' and k such that

Rap(ay)| < Ce ™ am, (3.3)
As is well-known, the overlap Dirac operator [53], [54] satisfies this type of locality [55].
It is obvious that any ultra-local operator satisfies (8.3)), but the converse is not true in
general. The exponential locality is therefore a milder condition as the locality.

In the continuum limit, both locality conditions reproduce a local continuum field
theory with finite number of derivatives contained in its classical action, because there are
no contributions from y being separated from x by a finite physical length as a — 0. Also
in the point of view of the renormalization group and the universality hypothesis [48], 49|
b5], the exponential locality is allowed as a locality condition of the lattice theory having
the desired continuum limit. We therefore employ the exponential locality to construct

the O(a)-improved theory in this paper.

11 As a definition of the distance, we use the “taxi driver distance”: ||z —y||; = >, [Tu — ypl. For the

Euclid distance ||z —y||2 = /> ,(z, — yu)?, the following argument will also be similar.
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3.2 (@-transformation

Among the Q-transformations (2.21I)-(2.28), we have to improve only the two transfor-
mations QU, 22I) and Qv, [222)) since the others ([2.23)-([2.23) coincide with their
continuum forms and are irrelevant to the present purpose.

Here we should point out that, even if we give an improved transformation of U,,, it is
not clear a-priori if we can define a modified transformation of 1, that is consistent with
the nilpotency of @ (226]). Furthermore, even though it is possible, it is not yet clear
whether the transformation of v, satisfies the locality. The following lemma is crucial to

give answers to these points:

Lemma. Let f,(x) be a function that depends on (Ux, ¥y, @) with the same gauge trans-

formation property as U, (x), and suppose that

QUu(x) = ful)- (3.4)

Let g,(x) be a function that depends on (Uy, QUy, ¢) with the same gauge transformation
property as 1, (x). If (34) can be solved in term of ¥, (z) as follows:

() = gu(z), (3.5)
then one can consistently define the Q-transformation by (3.4]) and
) )
Qipu(x) = Y {QUu(y) SO0y i0sU,(y) - 5QU W) gu(z), (3.6)
Qo(z) = 0, (3.7)

so that Q* = —idy for all fields.

Note that, for the original transformations (Z2I)) and (222), the r.h.s. of QU,(z)
actually defines such a function f,(z). In that case, g,(z) = —£(QU,(2))U,(x)"" that
is identical to v, (z). This lemma actually holds in general frameworks with the exact
gauge invariance, including but not limited to the lattice gauge theory. We give a proof

in appendix [Al and simply use the result here.

12 The essential point of the proof is that the r.h.s. of the expression (B.6) is identified with Qg,, once
—i0,U, in the second term is replaced by Q2U,. This implies Q? = —id4 for U,. The nilpotency is also
satisfied for QU,, since @ commutes with d,, that is, Q?(QU,) = Q(Q*U,) = —iQd,U, = —ids(QU,,).
In addition, we find that Q% = —id, for v, because 1, is given by g, that is a function of U, and QU,
for which Q? = —id,, was already satisfied.
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Let us consider a possible deformation of ) based on this lemma. Suppose that an

improved transformation takes the form,

QimpUu(at) =ia(Ruvu(x))U,(x), (3.8)

where R, is an operator which improves the @-transformation of U,(x). In this case, g,

in the lemma is formally given by
R—l 4 Qimplf (7—1 3.9
9# W a( u) 0 ’ ( . )

to express v, as (B.5]) and we have the correct transformation (3.6). The transformation

of 1, thus becomes

. o
Q) = R900) + i RO 750 U QT Vri)- (310

Here we find that one cannot use an arbitrary R, because R, must not have the zero-
eigenvalue in order to have a well-defined inverse.

Keeping these points in mind, let us consider the improvement of QU, and Qv in
detail. In contrast to the case of the gauge transformation (Z40), the reason why the
original transformation (2.2I]) has an O(a) correction is simple: The gauge field A, (z) is
defined on the midpoint while the corresponding fermionic field 1, () is defined on a site.

Hence a heuristic choice of the improved transformation would be

QnarneUn() = (%( ) Un() + Up(2)u(x + af)) (3.11)

which corresponds to
naive a
R =1+ §v”' (3.12)

Indeed, we can show that (BI1]) turns out to have the desirable property
Qnar e Au() = Pu(x) + O(a®) (3.13)

from ([2.37), (Z.38) and (2.39) with the midpoint prescription ([2.35). However, this choice
is too naive. In fact, since the eigenvalues of aV,, are parametrized by

— 1467  (eR), (3.14)

(BI2) has zeros in its spectrum.

¥ BId) is understood from the identity a®V};V, = aV, — aV}, and the relation V} = -V}, with
respect to the inner product of su(NV)-valued functions: (f,g) = >, ca, tr (f(x)Tg(x)). V, and Vi
mutually commute and can be simultaneously diagonalized by a unitary transformation.

14



This suggests that
a *
R,=1+ §V“ —ra’V, V5, (r>0) (3.15)

is a candidate for our desired solution improving Q-transformations up to O(a). In con-
trast to (B.12), the third term (the Wilson-term) lifts the zero-mode with keeping the
small a behavior unchanged as long as r # 0. (Note that the case r < 0 is possible for
the purpose of this section, but it will be rejected because it leads to an incorrect fermion
measure as we will see in section @) In this case, R;l is exponentially local, because

one can show that an ultra-local operator R,, whose spectrum is bounded by an upper

119
and a non-zero lower bounds, has an inverse being exponentially local. Details including
the definitions of the terminologies are presented in appendix We thus have the
O(a)-improved transformation for the link fields within the locality principle.

The lemma also guarantees that the @Q-transformation of the fermi fields ¢, ([B.G) are
automatically improved in the case that both of the )-transformation and the gauge
transformation o, of U, are improved. In fact, (34]) and ([B5) have the same information,
and thus the expansion of g, in a should reproduce the counterpart of the continuum
theory without the error of O(a), from the assumption on the improvement of U,,.

Of course, we can explicitly verify that (3I0) coincides to that of the continuum
theory ([2.8) up to O(a). In the improved transformation, the forward difference operator
in the original transformation ([2:22)) is replaced by R;lvu that provides the improvement

because of the expansion
R,'V, =D, +0(a?), (3.16)

and the fermion bilinear term in ([2:22) does not appear at the order of a as is seen in
the following. We may use 1+ 3V, and 1 — $V7 as R, and R;l respectively, within the
precision of O(a). Then, the second term of (3.10) is shown to be

2% {Q™PUL(x)Q™ U, (x) — QU (& — af) QU (x — afi) } + O(a?).  (3.17)

Although this seems to be O(a) at the first sight since QU,, is of the order the lattice
spacing, the leading contributions in the parenthesis cancel each other. We thus see that
([BI0) is improved up to the desired order.

14 This situation reminds us the locality of the overlap Dirac operator. Unlike the Wilson operator D
that is ultra-local, the overlap operator is given by the inverse square root of DD of which the locality is
not immediately obvious. In [55], it is proven that the overlap operator is indeed local with exponentially
decaying tails if the eigenvalues of DT D are bounded from above and below. We can apply the same logic

to the present case.
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Therefore, for given R, (B10) or any other choices listed in appendix [B] the trans-
formations (B.8) and (BI0) with [2.23))-(2.25) are local and satisfy both (Z20) and
P = Qeoms + O(a?), (3.18)

for all the fields.

3.3 The integrand =

In this section, we will improve =, in particular, the difference operator and the lattice
field tensor appearing there.

As we have seen in ([B.I6), the forward difference operator (2-41]) is improved by mul-
tiplying R;l. Since the plaquette field is similarly expanded as (Z44]), its improvement

is achieved analogously:

U;Tp(l’) = ngij(l’), (319)
where we adopt
Rip=1-— g(v1 + V). (3.20)

Note that the improvement factor Ris is common for Uy and Usy, but ([B.20) is not the
unique choice. Other possible choices of R, are given in appendix [Bl

The improved = is thus given by

2 .
=i 1 - : imp 1 v —im
p=1
where
Vi =R, 'V, (3.22)
7y (2) = Riz®rr(2), (3.23)

for the unimproved @y, ([2.32) or (233). Here, R, appearing in (3.22]) should be taken
as the same as those used in the Q-transformations, (B.8) and ([B.I0), in order to make
the bosonic part of the action semi-positive. Note that, since Ry is invertible, the field
equation ®17 = 0 is identical with ([230). Therefore we can use the same choice (Z32)
or (2.33) to forbid the extra vacua even in this case.

Now it is easy to see that
=P (1) = Zeont () + O(a?). (3.24)

The improved theory is defined by both the improved @Q-transformation (3.8) and (3.10)
with ([B.I5) and the improved =Z(z) ([B.21]).
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4 Fermion doublers and path-integral measures in

improved theory

In this section, we first summarize the O(a)-improved lattice action explained in the
previous section. After that, we show the absence of the fermion doublers and give

appropriate Q™ -invariant path-integral measures.

4.1 Summary of the improved theory

The improved action obtained in the previous section is given by

S’ = Q”“p p Z"ﬁ?” : (4.1)

zeAr
Ef:;bp = tr {%UW ¢ — i i Yy Rﬁlvuﬁg + X (H — aiQRHCI)TL) }, (4.2)
=
where R, and R, are given, for example, by
Ry =145V, =ra®V, ¥, (r>0), (4.3)
Rip=1— g(vl V). (4.4)

Note that, as mentioned in the previous section, these factors are not unique and other
possible choices are summarized in appendices [B.1] and [B.2l

The improved Q)-transformations are expressed as

QU (x) = Wﬁ (@) Uu(2), (4.5)
Q" (fff) w(@) + iayy, (2)v,(2), (4.6)
QM (r) = (4.7)
QM (x) = ( ), QMn(z) = [¢(x), o(2)], (4.8)
QMx(z) = H(z), Q™ H(x)=[p(x), x(v)] (4.9)
in terms of
U (7) = Ryubu(2). (4.10)

The first two transformations are built in section 3.2 (8.8)) and (BI0) with ([B.9)) for a given
R,. The others are the same with the continuum transformations (223)-(2.25). These

transformations obey (Q"")?> = —id, as in the unimproved theory, and the improved
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action retains the invariance of the exact supersymmetry. Note that the improved
transformations are identical with the original transformations (Z21])-(2Z25) under the
replacement of 1, by ¢/,

The improved action (4.]) coincides with the unimproved lattice action given in [7] for
R, = Ri2 =1, and the O(a) terms of R, and Ry provide the improvement. As we have
already shown in the last section, Q"™ and =" reproduce the continuum ) and = with
no O(a) error, respectively. So, the improved action indeed satisfies S| Zmp = Seont + O(a?)
as a — 0.

As with the unimproved theory, the action (4J]) is exactly invariant under the axial
U(1) g-transformation [7] (as well as Q""?), because the multiplication by R, or Ris does
not affect the transformation properties. So we can conclude that the same perturbative
arguments hold in this case, and all of the supersymmetries are restored in the continuum
limit at the quantum level, at least, in the perturbation theory.

In order to define the quantum theory, we need to specify not only the action but also

the path-integral measure. There are two candidates; the natural measure,

Dnaturar = | [ dé(a)de(x)dH (x) H dU,,(x)de,, (x (4.11)

and the manifestly Q"P-invariant measure,
Dy = [[dé(x)d(x)dH (x) dx(x)dn(x)HdUu(x)d%(x)

— T dé(x)dd(x)dH (x)d HdU 2)dip,(x) x det(R,) ™", (4.12)

where dU,(x) denotes the SU(N) Haar measure, and the measure of the adjoint fields
F(x) =3, Fa(z)T, is defined as dF(z) =[], dF.(x). The expression dé(z)dé(z) means
that the usual measure is used for the real and imaginary parts of the complex field ¢(z).
The Q""-invariance of ([£I2) follows from the fact that the natural measure (LIT)) is
invariant under (2.21))-(225]) [12].

In conclusion, we can use any of them. In fact, the difference of the two measures is
only the factor det(R,,)~! behaving as const. x (1+O(e™*/%)) (¢ = La is the physical size
of the system) in the continuum limit at least for R&i) given in (B.I) and (B.2)), as we
will show in section L4l Therefore, even if the natural measure (LII)) breaks the Q"

symmetry explicitly, it is negligible in the continuum limit. In the same way, the factor

15 Conversely, once Q™PU,, is defined by ([H]), the transformation law for v, is uniquely determined

under the constraint (Q"P)? = —id,.
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det(R,)~" in the Q" P-invariant measure ([Z.I2)) does not affect the continuum limit of the
improved theory.

Here we make a comment that there is an interesting exception: For Rff) given in
(B.3), (EII) is identical with (£I2) since det(Rff)) = 1 as seen in the last paragraph in
appendix [Bl Then, the natural measure ([IT) is also Q""P-invariant.

4.2 Convenient expressions in numerical simulations

The standard Monte-Carlo simulation is applicable for the present improved action be-
cause the boson action is semi-positive definite. Of course, it is for the case that the same
R, is chosen in ({2]) and ([AH). However the action with (€3] has the exponentially local
interactions and the actual numerical computations would demand considerable tasks.
We can avoid this difficulty by choosing such R, that its inverse becomes ultra-local
like .
R, =R = (1 - gv; - ra2VZVu> (r > 0), (4.13)

as well as the ultra-local Ry given in (4.4]). Then, in addition to the ultra-local

transformations ([@5)-(EJ), the integrand =] becomes also ultra-local:
2 :
=i =t d Tyl 6 > (R (R0 H— —Ryp® 4.14
Slat — U 177[¢>¢]_2 ( m @DM)( m u®) + X Tz ™) ) ) (4.14)
pn=1

We may use these field variables ¢, with ([£.13) and ([.I2)) to define the improved the-
ory used in the Monte-Carlo simulations. However, we must use 1), to define observables
because the tree-level O(a) improvement is achieved for 1, rather than ¢/ .

Somewhat surprisingly, instead of ([EI3)), if we take

a

R, = 'Rff) = exp (2V£f)> : (4.15)

where V,(f) = %(Vu + V;), the situation becomes much simpler thanks to the property

Rl =R,"'. The integrand =P becomes
. 1 _ 2 _ 7
St =t {Zn[a% G =iy Y, Vub+x (H - ¥R12¢TL) } (4.16)
pn=1

with (£4]). Of course, also in this case, the improved lattice action is given by an ultra-local

form. The Q"P-transformations are the same with those of the unimproved theory and the

16 Here and in (ZI6), we can also use more general (BI0) with r > 1 as Ris.
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integrand (ZI0) is also mostly the same with the original one. The O(a) improvement
is then encoded only in (£I0) and the definition of the improved lattice field tensor
PP = RipPrr.

In appendix [C, we present the explicit form of the lattice action obtained by acting

QI to .

4.3 Absence of the fermion doublers

The doubler modes do not exist in the bosonic sector of the improved theory because
the kinetic terms for the scalar and the gauge fields are defined by the forward difference
operator with invertible R, and Ri,. The exact supersymmetry implies that the fermionic
sector should also be free from the doubling problem. We will show it by examining the
free lattice Dirac operator, explicitly.

The fermion kinetic terms of the improved free theory for ®; (2.32) and ®, (2.33)) are
given by

Site = 5z D 00 |12 Vuln) Bun(a) +2i(e) (Brn(a) - Amm)] SR

) B )
Au= RO A,  R@) = (RORYRE) X (), (4.18)

with the forward and backward difference operators,

Apf(x)

ALf(x)

(f(z +ap) = fz)), (4.19)
(f(z) = flx—af)). (4.20)

QI

R,(P) and Rg) denote R, and R, with the gauge field turned off, respectively. Namely,
for simple examples of R, (B.I)-([B.3) and R4, (B.9)-(B.1I)), the covariant operators V,
and V7 there are replaced by ([L.I9) and ([Z.20), respectively. [l Note that RLO) and Rgg)
commute with each other since they do not depend on the gauge field.

The form of ([A.I7) is the same as that of the original unimproved lattice model [7] [§]
which has no doubler modes, except R,SO) and R&%’ are included in the redefinition (ZI8).
It is clear that the improved theory also has no doublers since the improvement factors

in (AI8)) are invertible and do not affect the conclusion in the original model.

17 In R,(?) and Rgg), the transpose operation denoted by the superscript 7' maps A, and A}, to —A7

and —A,,, respectively.
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Explicitly, in terms of the four-component spinor ¥ = (¢1,¢2, X, 277) , (11 is ex-
pressed as @r

Sl = 502 i D(@)" DI ()|, (4.21)

zEA]
where
1
pD=%" {_ - (A AT> - 5P (A +AT>] (4.22)
pn=1
with
7 = —io1 ® oy, Yo = 101 ® 03,
P1:O'1®O'2, P220'2®]12 (423)
satisfying
{’Vm 71/} = _25uu7 {Puv P,,} = 25#!/7 {%u PI/} = 0. (4'24>

Since the Dirac operator (22 is Hermitian, we may consider the zero of D? in order to
see that of D. From [@24), D? = 32 =1 AMAZ, which means that D vanishes only at the
zero of Au that is nothing but the zero of A, (the origin in the momentum space) since
R, are invertible.

In the ordinary Wilson-Dirac operator, fermion doublers are lift by the Wilson term of
the order of O(a). Since our lattice action is improved and has no O(a) term, the Wilson
term appearing in ([£22]) should be higher order in a. . Let us see this in the case of
R,S . in (B.2)). The Dirac operator can be written as

r=s

D= Z% (A, + A7) ZP (ALAY)
+ Z;W (A +A%) (A,A%) ZP +(A1)?). (4.25)

The first and the second terms are the standard kinetic term and the Wilson term, respec-
tively, in the original unimproved model, while the third and fourth terms are generated
by the O(a) improvement. The first term reproduces the naive kinetic term in the con-

tinuum limit up to O(a), and the third term has the same zeros with those of the first

18The transpose operation of W(z) acts only to the spinor indices.
19 The factor appearing in the redefinition of x ([#IX) does not affect the O(a) contribution since it

behaves as 1+ O(a?) for any R,, and Ria. Also, it does not lift the doublers in the lattice Dirac operator
D which is defined by S/ = 2;2 Ser, tr (U7 DW) where U = (¢1, 42, x, 3n)"
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term. Interestingly, the second and fourth terms combine to yield the O(a?®) Wilson term
< >, Pu(ALA7)?. Thus, we have

D

1 . a’ . a? .
-3 Z V(D + AY) (1 — 5AMA“) +7 Z Pu(ALAY)?, (4.26)
H M

with the second term being the Wilson term in the improved action actually of the order

of a?.

4.4 Path-integral measure

In section [4.J] we have defined the path-integral measure (£I2]) which is invariant under
the improved transformations ([AH)-([£9). In what follows, we show that the factor det R,
is irrelevant in the continuum limit ¢ — 0 with keeping the physical length ¢ = La fixed,
and the natural measure is therefore reproduced without breaking the tree-level O(a)
improvement, at least, for Rff) and RL_) given in (Bl and (B.2) as announced.

We only have to evaluate the determinant of R,(f) because one can show that

_ -1
det R{) = (det RP) (4.27)
as mentioned in appendix [B.Il For simplicity of the explanation, we focus on the case of
det Rgﬂ. Of course, the same result is obtained for R;Jr) by interchanging the role of the
directions 1 and 2.
The matrix representation of Rff) can be extracted as (B0 for x,y € Ay and o, f =
1,2,--- N2 -1

(R;(j_))aﬁ(l” y) = 51’/)79;)

1 1 >
(5 + 2’[") 5xmyM5a5 + (5 — ’f’) 5xﬂ+a,yu Uu7a6(1’)

~70z,—a,y, Uuﬁa(y)]. (4.28)

Here p denotes the direction other than p (p = 1 and 2, when p = 2 and 1, respectively),

and U, 5(z) is the adjoint representation of U, (z):
Upap() = tr [ToU,(2)TsU,(2) 7] . (4.29)

Likewise, we express the adjoint representation of an SU(N) matrix A by putting a hat
as
Agg =tr [T, ATz A7Y]. (4.30)
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Note that (A™1).s = Ag, is always satisfied.
We should note that (28] is an M x M matrix (M = L*(N? — 1)) which is diagonal
with respect to the p direction. In order to evaluate det Rgﬂ explicitly, we first diagonalize

([Z28)) in the color space. To this end, let us consider a gauge function,

1, (1 = La)
gi(z1,22) = 1
(Pi(x9)) Za Uy(0,x9) - - - Uy (21 — a, x2), (21 =a,2a,--+,(L—1)a)
(4.31)
where Pj(x5) is the Polyakov line along the z;-direction:
Pl(.ilfg) = U1(0, ZL’Q)Ul(CL, LUQ) tee Ul((L — 1)@, LUQ). (432)

Then we can eliminate the z; dependence of Uy (xy, z3) by the gauge transformation with

g1(x1, o) as
gl(xl, l’g)Ul(l’l, l’g)gl(l’l + a, 1'2)_1 = Pl(l’g)l/L. (433)

This means that Uy (21, 25) in 28] is given by a gauge transformation of (the L-th root

of) the Polyakov line in the adjoint representation:

A~

Ul(.l’l, 1’2) = gl(l’l, IQ)_lpl(l’g)l/Lgl(l’l + a, 1’2). (434)

Recall that the hatted variables mean the adjoint representation of the corresponding
unitary matrices as mentioned around (Z.30]).

The eigenvalues of the adjoint Polyakov line P (x9) are given by
pi(ry,a) €St for a=1,--- N?—1. (4.35)

Then, P (z,) can be diagonalized as

A

Pl(l'g) = Wl(xg)_ldiag {pl(l’g, 1),p1(1'2, 2) s ,pl(l’g, N2 — 1)} Wl(l’g), (436)

where Wi (z2) is a unitary matrix with the size of N* — 1.

Combining (£34)) and (£30]) into Vg (2, y) = 0uy 4,020,490 (W1(22)G1 (21, 22)) g, We can
diagonalize R\™ in [@28) with respect to the color index a:

(VRIIV ™) a8(2,4) = 02y yu00sDay.al(1, 11, (4.37)
where

sza(xla yl) = A5x17y1 + Béx1+a,y1 + 05x1—a,y1> (4'38)
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with

=

A= % +2r, B= <% a r) (p1(z2, )T, C= _T(pl(x%o‘))_%' (4.39)

Now, the computation of det Rgﬂ reduces to evaluating the determinant of L x L

matrix Dy, o:
La N?-1

det RT™Y = T T det (Duy.a), (4.40)

ro=a a=1

where D,, ,, in ([A38)) is expressed in the form of

A B C
p,.—|¢ " . (4.41)

g

B c A

The determinant of the circulant matrix (£41]) can be evaluated straightforwardly (see
appendix [D)) and the result is

det(Dyya) = £ + €8 = (=B)F = (-=O)F, (4.42)

where £, = % (A + VA% — 4BC’).
We thus find that

La NZ?-1
det RTY = T T (F(r,L) = G(r, L, pr(w2. ), (4.43)

ro=a a=1

where
L L
1+4r+v1+1 1+4r—y14+1
F(r,L)z( i T+4 T 6T) +( Rl . i 6T) , (4.44)
1\ L

G(r,L,p) = (T_ﬁ) p+rip . (4.45)

G(r, L, p1(x2, av)) carry information of the gauge fields via the phase factor p;(za, ) (£35)
whereas F'(r, L) does not. We can say that det Rgﬂ is irrelevant in the continuum limit if
G becomes negligible compared with F' as a — 0 (keeping ¢ = La fixed). It is straightfor-
ward to see that G/F = O(e™/%) as a — 0 for r > 0. We can repeat the same argument
for det Rgﬂ and obtain the same conclusion.
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Thus, we reach the final point: Forr > 0, the Jacobian factor Hu det Rfli) 18 1rrelevant
in the continuum limit, and both of the measures (4.11) and ({.13) can be used to define
the O(a)-improved theory. 2

5 Conclusion and discussions

In this paper we have discussed tree-level O(a) improvement of a lattice formulation of
2d N' = (2,2) super Yang-Mills theory introduced by one of the authors (F. S.) [7].
Technically important ingredient is the improvement of the Q)-transformation, the term =
in (2.27) and the path-integral measure. The problem of zero-modes arising in improving
the Q-transformation is resolved by the use of a kind of the Wilson terms, which leads to
the action containing exponentially local terms in general.

In the framework of the Symanzik O(a) improvement [46] [47], we should also consider
the improvement of the effective action at the loop level. Namely, we have to determine
O(a) counterterms to be added to the lattice action so that they cancel all of O(a) radiative
corrections. Thanks to the superrenormalizable property of the theory, investigation at
the one-loop level is sufficient. This will be reported in the forthcoming publication.

Needless to say, the most important application of this method is the actual numer-
ical simulations. It is interesting to see how the tree-level improvement discussed here
accelerates the simulation and how the addition of the one-loop improvement changes the
situation.

The same idea can be applied to other theories, with different amount of supersymme-
tries and/or with various matter fields. In particular, the application to a similar lattice
formulation of 2d N = (4,4), (8,8) super Yang-Mills theories that preserves two super-
charges [7, 8] should be straightforward. It would be interesting to consider if the improve-
ment can be generalized to other types of supersymmetric lattice formulations [3], [ [5 [9].
To a plane wave deformation of 2d N = (8, 8) super Yang-Mills theory on lattice [37, [38],
from which 4d N/ =4 SYM can be obtained without parameter fine tunings, the applica-

tion of the improvement is worth being investigated.

20 If radiative corrections are taken into account, the speed of the convergence to the continuum limit
could be different.
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A  Proof of Lemma

In this appendix, we prove the lemma in section B2l Since the essential points are not

lost by suppressing Lorentz and sites indices, we show it without them:

Lemma 1. Let f be a function that depends on (U, 1), ¢) with the same gauge transfor-

mation property as U, and suppose that

QU = f(U, ¥, ¢). (A1)

Let g be a function that depends on (U, QU, ¢) with the same gauge transformation property
as . If (A1) can be solved in term of 1 as follows:

then one can consistently define the Q-transformation by (A1) and
) , )
Qv = QU =& _Z%U.W 9(U,QU., ¢), (A.3)
Qo = 0, (A.4)

so that Q* = —idy for all fields.

Proof: We immediately confirm that Q* = —id, for ¢ since the both sides vanish from
(A4)) and the gauge transformation d,¢ = 0. The main task is to show the lemma for U
and .

Acting @ to (A leads to
)

50| [0, ) (A5)

)
2 f— D — .
QU= |QU 5U+Q1/)
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Plugging (A3) into (AH), we have
R
o(QU)” oy

Once the variable ¢ in f is eliminated by using ([A.2)), f is a function of U, QU, ¢ as
f(U,g(U,QU, @), ¢) which does not actually depend on U and ¢ because of (AI). It
means that, in the r.h.s. of (A.f), the expression inside of the first curly bracket is one

, d J 0

and the second one vanishes. Thus, we obtain
Q*U = —id,U. (A.7)

By operating a bosonic transformation Q? to (A2)), we find

o
Q= |QU- 55 +QU- 9(U, QU, 6). (A8)

)
5(QU)
Note that Q*U = —iQosU = —id,(QU) from (AT). It is found that

Q™ = —ids. (A.9)

(A7) and ([A.9) establish the statement. O

The remarkable point of the proof above is that it relies only on the algebraic structure
of Q-transformation. This kind of argument is, therefore, applicable beyond the frame-
work of the lattice gauge theory. In particular, U is not needed to be a unitary variable,
and z-space is not limited to the lattice. If the gauge symmetry is realized in a framework,

this lemma allows us to construct the Q-transformation satisfying Q% = —id, in it.

B RM and Rlz

We present several R,, and R2 which can be used for improving the lattice ()-transformation

and the lattice field tensor, respectively.

B.1 R,

In sections and .4, we have explained that R, should obey several conditions: it
behaves as 1 + D, near the continuum limit, and both of R, and its inverse R;l are
local. In addition, the gauge-field dependence of det(R,,) rapidly decays when taking the

continuum limit.
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There are actually infinite solutions for R,,. We list a few types of R, that satisfy the
conditions above:

a *
RW =1+ 3V~ ra®Viv,  (r>0), (B.1)
— a * * -1
R() = (1 ~ V- m2vuvﬂ) (r > 0), (B.2)
e) — a S

where fo) is the covariant symmetric difference operator,

S) — 1 *
Ve = 5 (V.+V5). (B.4)
These operators have different properties as explained below.

The first one (B.I) is the simplest ultra-local solution which is given in section
For r = i and r = %, (B.1)) becomes further simple depending only on the symmetric and
the backward difference operators linearly, respectively. From the fact that the eigenvalue
of aV, is expressed in the form (BI14), Rf:r) is bounded in the sense that the absolute
value of the singular values has the upper and non-zero lower bounds. Namely,

u < (RELJ’))T RELJ’) <w, for u,v > 0, (B.5)

where the inequality is understood as for the eigenvalues of RIR. Lemma 2 given in
section tells us that the ultra-local and bounded operator has a local inversion with

an exponentially decaying tail:
(R (,y)| < Cemrlonwlle, (B.6)

where C' and p are positive constants. So, we can make use of this operator with keeping
the principle of locality. As shown in section [£.4] det(Rff)) is (Q-invariant up to a strongly
suppressed term in the continuum limit exp(—{/a) (with the physical size [ is fixed in the
limit).

In this way, the operator (B.Il) correctly improves the @-transformation and is useful
to explain the method of the tree-level O(a) improvement. However, the numerical ap-
plication will not be easy since the lattice action has an exponentially local interactions
because 1), yields the factor (Rff))‘l that spreads all over the lattice.

Instead, the second one (B.2)) provides an ultra-local action which is suitable for nu-
merical applications. As discussed in section 2] with the change of variables in the
fermion fields 1, the lattice action is actually expressed as an ultra-local expression.
This is because (RS ))~! is taken to be ultra-local. Since (R, )~ = (RP)T is derived
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from VZ = -V, Rff) satisfies the exponentially locality condition such as (B.Gl). As
seen in section [4.4] the fermion measure is also consistently defined as long as r > 0. In
this case, we also obtain simple expressions for r = i and r = % The latter is convenient
in writing the improved action explicitly.

The third choice Rff) looks complicated for numerical applications but is worth noting

since it has a trivial determinant:
det RIY =1, (B.7)

that is, the measures (1)) and ([EI2) are identical and Q"P-invariant. (B.7) is easily
shown from (V)T = =V or equivalently, from the fact that R is an orthogonal
matrix whose determinant is +1 or —1. The sign is fixed because (B.7) holds in the free
limit and the sign does not change under the continuous deformation of the link fields.

Lemma 3 in appendix [B.3] allows us to conclude that
Ce P |zu—yul/a

R(C) :'U?y §—7
R @ 0)| < o=

(B.8)
with positive constants C' and p = In2. Due to the factorial growth of the denominator,

R,(f) decays much faster than general exponentially local operators as |z, — y,|/a — oo.

B.2 Ry

The lattice field tensor is improved by multiplying R1» which obeys the several conditions
as with R,. As seen in section B.3, Ri should behaves as 1 — §(D; + D) near the
continuum limit, and should be local and invertible to lead to the correct continuum
theory around the unique vacuum. There are also infinite possibilities satisfying these
conditions.

We give a few Ryo which are similar to R, (BI))-(B.3):

2 2 -1
a/ *
R =1+ 3 > Vi-ra®) vaM] : (B.9)
p=1 pn=1
a 2 2
R =1- 5 > Vi —ra?) ViV, (B.10)
p=1 pn=1

2
e a S
Rgz) = exp <—§ E VL)) . (B.11)
p=1

These operators coincide with each other up to O(a), that is, they improve @, to the
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order as shown in section 3.3 ] We can show that (B.9)) and the inversion of (B.10) exist
for > 1/4 as follows. For an operator Z,, defined as

Zup(a) = U @)oo+ an)Uute) = (5 =) Ualo = ai) oo —an)Uple o) (B.13)

2
for any adjoint field o(z), whose induced norm P4 is less than or equal to |r| + |3 — 7|.
Then,
R =4r — 2, — 7, (B.14)

are shown to have no zeros for r > 1/4. The existence of (B) obeys (R{}))! = (R\)T.
Note that (B.9) and (B.1I]) are local operators from Lemmas 2 and 3 given in the next
subsection.

Forr = %, R%) reduce to simpler expressions given with the backward (or the forward)

operators, respectively. In particular, Rg;) is convenient to write the ultra-local action
with R (B2) as given in appendix [C]

B.3 Locality of R

The locality of operators is discussed in detail. We present the locality conditions for the
inverse (the exponential) of an ultra-local operator in Lemma 2 (Lemma 3). These give
the solid theoretical grounds of the tree-level O(a) improvement with R, and Ry, in this
paper.

For an ultra-local operator R, it is easy to show that R and R'R are also ultra-local.
In Lemma 2, we show that if RTR has the upper and non-zero lower bounds, R~' satisfies
the exponential locality condition. Although this can be shown by applying an argument

in [55], we present a proof to make this paper self-contained as much as possible.

21 These operators maintain the reflection symmetry of the original lattice action @Z217): = = (x1, 22) —

Z = (9, x1) with

(Ui(x), Uz(x)) —  (U2(2),U1(Z))
(1), Y2(z)) = (2(2),91(2))
(H(z),x(x)) — (—H(),—x(2))
((x), o(x),n(x)) — ($(Z), 6(Z),n(Z))- (B.12)

22 7, and ¢ can be regarded as a matrix of the size M = (N? — 1)L? and an M-dimensional vector,
respectively. For any non-zero M-dimensional vector @ with a norm ||@]| = V@', the induced norm of
an M x M matrix A is defined by [|Al|ina = maxz ”“‘L‘ﬁﬂl.
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Lemma 2. If R is an ultra-local operator that satisfies, for u,v > 0,
u< RIR <w, (B.15)
where the inequality stands for the eigenvalues, R™* is exponentially local.

Proof: The locality of R~ follows from that of (RTR)™! because R~ = (RTR)"'R!. To
study the locality of (RTR)™!, let us set

2
7 = <RTR—“+”), (B.16)

U—v 2

whose eigenvalues have the absolute value not exceeding one. Then, with e = <1

we can show

R'R)” A B.17
( S utv ; ‘ ’ ( )
by expanding (RTR)™' = 2= (1 —e?Z)" ! with respect to Z.

Since Z is ultra-local from the assumption, there is a positive constant M such that
(Z™)(z,y) =0 for n < M||z — y||1/a. ] Thus,

o

- 2 —n n
(RR)Moy)=—— >, "Zwy) (B.18)
n=M|lz—y|[1/a

We can easily show that
| Zap(z, )] <1, (B.20)

and finally obtain
‘(RTR);BI(:L’,y)} < O e Pllz=vlh/a, (B.21)

where C' and p = M6 are constants independent of the lattice spacing. Namely, (RTR)™*
is exponentially local. So, we can conclude that R~! satisfies the locality in the same

sense. ]

R

The operator e is also useful to understand our formulation. The following lemma

tells us the condition on R under which e is local.

2 M ~ 1/r where 7 is the range of the ultra-locality of Z.
24Let W be an M x M matrix whose singular values have the upper bound w. For a norm of complex

vectors ||i]| = VT, it is found that ||W|| < wl|i|| holds for any vector @ € CM. Then, for the matrix

elements of W, we can easily see
M
S W2 <w  forall J, (B.19)
I=1

by taking the unit vectors (€;); = d;; as @, and find that |W;;| < w.
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Lemma 3. If R is an ultra-local operator whose singular values have the upper bound

w > 0, e is local in the sense that at long distance it decays faster than the exponential.

Proof: Instead of (B.17), we have

oo

1
ef=) —R" (B.22)
—~ n!

Since (R")(z,y) = 0 for n < M||z — y||1/a for a positive constant M, the kernel repre-

sentation of (B.22) is

efx,y) = Z %R”(m, Y). (B.23)

n=M|lz—y|[1/a
Noting that |(R)a.s(z,y)| < w from the assumption, we obtain
wMlle=ylli/a
(Ml = yl[1/a)"

where C' is a positive constant. Using an identity log(n!) > knlogn for n > 1 with
0 < 7k < 1, we find that

[(€F)ap(a,y)l < C (B.24)

lle=ylly 1o lz=vll
(%) ap(,y)] S Clemn o HosCET), (B.25)
at large distance ||z —y||1/a > 1, where C" and & are positive constants. Since e 18" is

larger than e™" for n > 1, e decays faster than the exponential at large distance. O

C Explicit form of the lattice action

In this appendix, we present the explicit form of the lattice action (1) after performing
Q" -transformations. Before seeing it, we also present the case of the unimproved lattice
action to clarify the differences arising in the improvement.

The action is divided as

S =S+ Sp + Sy, (Cl)

where Sg is the boson action, and Sr and Sy are the fermion actions which include kinetic
terms and the Yukawa interaction terms, respectively. In the continuum theory with the

twisted variables,

1 - eI
Sp = 22 d*z tr {H2 — 21H Fy9 + Z D,¢D,é + 1[@ ¢]2}’ (C.2)
n=1
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Sp = 2; dZZEtT{ZZ@b Dyn + 2ix (D1 — D2¢1)} (C.3)

p=1

1 1 -

Su = oy [ {—En[qﬁ, i=xlo+ 3 0,06 zm}. (C.4)
pn=1

In contrast to the continuum theory, this classification would not be strict on the lattice

since the lattice action has higher order terms whose types are unclear. At least, we

will present one possibility for the lattice actions Sy, Siatr and Spey such that they

reproduce the continuum counterparts Sg, Sg and Sy, respectively.

In the unimproved lattice model, we have

SlatB = 25 Z tr {H2 — _H(I)TL‘I’ZVMQSVMQS‘I' [0, ¢ } (C.5)
zEA]
2
SlatF = 5 2@%& tr {Z;¢uvuﬁ+ éXQQTL}a (C.6)
Sy = S )] Ly U,3U~ + & .7
laty—z—fxezh ' —Zn[¢,n]—x[¢,x]+§;¢u[ WU+ 0] ¢ (C)

The term Q®ry, is quite complicated. Instead of giving it explicitly, let us present QP
since QP (x) = {Ntr (QP(z } 1y. For ®; and ®,, which are given in (2.32))
and (2.34)), respectlvely, Qd is given by

2

) = T
x {\pm(:p) Wi (@) — g {Wrol) + Vn () <I>1(:L’)}, (C.8)
for ||1 — Usa()]| < ¢, and
Qs(a) = 2 Ua(a)" + U™

X Z{Ulz VW (2)Ura ()™ = Uy () Wy () Ugy ()™

—7 (Ulg(l’)k\lflg(l’)UlQ (x)m_k_l + U21 (LL’)k\Ifgl (S(Z)Ugl (S(Z)m_k_l) (I)Q(SL’)}, (Cg)

where

V() = Vithy () Uy (2) = Uy (2) Vo b () + % [ (2) + (), Up ()] (C.10)
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Note that QU,,(z) = ia*¥ ().
For the improved lattice action, we use the variable ¢/ in ([EI0) that makes the
expression as simple as possible. For some special cases, the action is written in an ultra-
. / Zm . .
local form in terms of 1. The Q"™ -transformations (AL3)-([Y) applied to ([@LI4) leads

to

. 2
Sirh = 2 Z tr { - éHRlzchwZvuqssm WV, + = [gb & } (C.11)

zEA], pn=1

2
11;:11;_ Ztr {ZZ@D S(Ru)Vun + 2)(7312QTW®TL

rEAL n=1
+i2><(C2i7mn7312)<1>TL} : (C.12)
2
f;?%—g ;> u {— 1l = X[ox] +8 D U(QTS(R,)) V0
rEAL pn=1
2 2
£ 3 AU SRV - 5 3 ULIS(R,) 0, wu} . (Ca3)
p=1 p=1
where
S(R) = (RR")™1, (C.14)

and QP Py, for @;(i = 1,2) are given by Q® in (C8) and (CI) with ¢, replaced by
¢y, The Q""P-transformations for R, and Ris remain unperformed since they are not
determined in general.

The improved action becomes ultra-local for Rff) and RS) given in (B.2) and (B.10).

In the case of

a -1
R/(;)‘T:% = (1 - §Vu> ) (C.15)
2
_ a
R{; L =1-3 > V.. (C.16)
r=3 P
we find that
i 1<
zm _ —1
CHEE 29° Z\: tr { - ?H (2(I)TL - §;UM(I)TLUu )
reEN], =

2
+i > (3Vup— Vio) (3V,6 — Vid) + i[qﬁ, gb]2} : (C.17)
pn=1

34



nn . ’ 3a2 * i a - m;
1at]13“_2 3 Zt {ZZ@DM (1—7%%) VW+&X <1—§ZVM)Q PO,

rEAL p=1

%ZX U@L, _1,1%]}, (C.18)

a =
st = o 3 e { ol - o
zEAL
+o Z¢ [136 + 13U,0U; " — 3U,'9U, — 3U,U,oU, U, 41,]
u 1
S U + Uy 0 AN (C.19)
p=1

where QU ®y, for ®;(i = 1,2) are again given by Q® in (C8) and (CHA) with the
replacement of ¢, by @bL. These actions are clearly ultra-local and suitable for numerical
simulations.

We can show that the Yukawa interactions of the improved lattice action coincide with
those of the unimproved one for (B.3]) since S (Rff’)) = 1. Then we can show that

Sll:zB SlatB|<I>—><I>”"pa (C.QO)
SatF = SlatF|wu—>¢f QP—QimpHimp (C.21)
Saty = SlatY|wM—>wu (C.22)
where
PP = R, (C.23)

The difference is only from the definition of the improved lattice field tensor ®“™ given
via Rip. Furthermore, if we use (B.I1I) for Ry and integrate the auxiliary field H, the
factor 12 disappears in the boson action since S (Rﬁ?) = 1. In other words, the improved
actions are the same with those of the unimproved theory for the boson and the Yukawa
interactions. The difference remains only in the fermion kinetic term relevant to y. This

would have some theoretical importance and should be studied further.
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D Evaluation of the determinant in (4.42))

In this appendix, we calculate the determinant of the L x L circulant matrix,

A B C
c .o
Ry = , (D.1)
.. B
B cC A
for constant A, B and C. To this end, it is convenient to introduce a purely tridiagonal
matrix:
A B
c .o
.. B
Cc A

In computing det Ry, the cofactor expansion with respect to the first and second rows

or columns gives
det Ry, = Adet Q_ — 2BCdet Qo — (—B)* — (—=O)*. (D.3)

Similarly,
detQL = Adet QL—l — BC det QL_Q. (D4)

Defining the solutions of the quadratic equation 2> — Az + BC' = 0 as
1
&=3 (A + /A2 - 430) , (D.5)
the recursion equation (D.4) is solved as

(L+1)¢L  if A> = 4BC

det QL = £L+1_£L+1 <D6>
ﬁ otherwise,
Plugging this to (D.3]) leads to the simple expression
det R = &L +¢b — (=B)F — (—CO)*. (D.7)
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