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1. Introduction

The strong coupling a; = as(mz), defined at the Z-boson pole mass (mz), is a fundamental
parameter of the Standard Model. Its uncertainty feeds directly into precision determinations of
the top-quark mass and into calculations of Higgs boson production rates at hadron colliders [1,
2]. It is also the dominant source of uncertainty in theoretical predictions of hadronic Z-boson
decay widths [3]. At present, lattice quantum chromodynamics (QCD) yields the most precise
determination of @y, with a remarkable combined uncertainty of only about 0.6% according to
the 2024 report of the Flavor Lattice Averaging Group (FLAG 2024) [4]. This already represents
roughly a 33% decrease in the uncertainty relative to the FLAG 2021 result [5]. However, high-
precision studies of Standard Model processes based on collider data require an uncertainty well
below 1%, and the phenomenology community is currently aiming for a precision of < 0.2% [1, 2].

This project aims at a precise determination of @, in the infinite volume gradient-flow scheme
using the continuous S-function lattice approach [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. Our computations employ a
mass-degenerate four-flavor highly improved staggered quark action [12]. Guided by the precision
obtained with this method in the pure Yang-Mills system [10], we aim for an uncertainty roughly
a factor of two smaller than the FLAG 2024 global average. In these proceedings, we present the
current status of our work.

We start in Sec. 2.1 with an overview of the method and strategy used to determine the strong
coupling. The ensembles employed in this work are summarized in Sec. 2.2. In Sec. 3, we discuss
the impact of removing tree-level discretization effects on the renormalized gradient flow coupling.
Section 4 presents preliminary results for the chiral extrapolation at our largest bare couplings.
Together, these steps form the initial core of our analysis pipeline. In Sec. 5, we summarize the
progress achieved so far and describe the planned next stages of the study.

2. Overview

2.1 Strong coupling o (mz) from gradient flow

The renormalization group (RG) S-function, 8(g?), encodes how the renormalized coupling
g%(u) varies with the energy scale p,

,dg?(w)

- B(g%). (1)

The A-parameter of QCD can then be obtained directly from the S-function by integrating Eq. (1)
from the ultraviolet fixed point at g> = 0 up to a reference scale g2 = g2(u), yielding

g (u) 1 1
—/ dx|{——+-— - b
0 B(x)  box? ng

where by and b are the universal one- and two-loop coefficients of the RG S-function. A crucial
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physical ingredient in determining the A-parameter is the choice of hadronic reference scale. The
conversion of this A-parameter to the MS scheme proceeds via an exact one-loop matching relation.
Finally, using Ayzg together with the 5-loop B-function in the MS scheme [13], one extracts a5 (M)
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from Eq. (2), employing perturbative decoupling to translate the four-flavor S-function into its
five-flavor counterpart.

We determine the S-function non-perturbatively using gradient flow, a continuous smearing
transformation that evolves the fields along a fictitious flow time 7 [6, 7]. The renormalized
gradient-flow coupling is defined in a finite volume, with bare gauge coupling 85 = 10/ g(z), in terms
of the flowed Yang—Mills energy density E(7) as

8er(T: L, By) = N(a*/t,L]a) T*(E(7))g,. 3)

The volume-dependent normalization factor N'(a?/7, L/a) serves several purposes: it ensures that
the GF coupling matches the MS scheme at tree level in the combined continuum and infinite-
volume limit; it accounts for gauge-field zero modes; and it can incorporate corrections to tree-level
discretization effects [14]. We investigate the inclusion of such tree-level improvement terms in
more detail in Sec. 3. The expectation value (-)g, denotes an ensemble average at fixed bare
coupling Bp. The renormalization scale  is related to the flow time by u~' ~ V8. The associated
gradient-flow S-function is then defined as

dg2.(t; L, g2)

. 2\ —
ﬁGF(T’ L’ g()) =7 dT

“)

with the derivative evaluated using a five-point stencil. The infinite-volume and continuum limits
are obtained using the continuous (infinite volume) S-function method introduced in Refs. [8, 9,
10, 11]. Briefly, this approach proceeds in two stages. First, at fixed 8, and 7/a?, one takes the
infinite-volume limit by extrapolating géF(T; L,Bp) and Bggr(t; L, Bp) linearly in (a/L)* — 0.
Second, at fixed géF(T), the continuum limit is obtained by extrapolating Bgr(7; B8p) to a/T — 0.
For ensembles in the confined or chirally broken phase, an additional extrapolation to the massless
limit am y — 0 must be performed prior to taking the infinite-volume limit; we analyze this chiral
extrapolation in Sec. 4. In these proceedings, we consider only a single lattice volume and therefore
defer both the infinite-volume and continuum extrapolations to future studies.

2.2 Ensembles

Our study employs gauge ensembles generated with four mass-degenerate fermions using the
highly improved staggered quark (HISQ) action together with the tree-level Symanzik-improved
(Liischer—Weisz) gauge action [15, 16]. We investigate twelve different values of S, spanning
the interval 7.0 < B, < 20.0. For 8.0 < B, < 20.0, the ensembles are massless (amy = 0),
whereas for 7.0 < S5 < 7.5 we simulate with at least three nonzero fermion masses in the range
(1.0 < amy < 5.0) x 1073 and extrapolate to the massless limit. We are currently generating
ensembles with spatial volumes (L/a)? and temporal extent 2L /a, with 32 < L/a < 64 at weak
coupling (8.00 < Bp < 20.0) and 32 < L/a < 48 at strong coupling (7.00 < B < 7.50). In this
proceedings, we restrict our attention to the most complete subset of data, namely the ensembles
with L/a = 32.

Gradient flow measurements are performed using Wilson (W) flow. For the Yang-Mills energy
density, three discretizations are considered: the Wilson (W), clover (C), and tree-level Symanzik
(S) operators. We denote the flow (X) and discretization (¥) combinations as XY; for example,
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Figure 1: The gradient flow S-function Bgr(t;mys, L, Bp) on 323 x 64 lattices is shown as a function of the
running coupling géF(T; my, L, Bp) over a broad range of bare couplings (7.00 < S, < 20.0), spanning the
weak- to strong-coupling regime géF € (0.75,18). Each color corresponds to a given bare gauge coupling
By and covers flow times 7/a® € [2.0,5.0]. The width of each band represents the associated statistical
error. Simulations with 8, > 8.0 were carried out directly in the massless limit am ¢ = 0, whereas the three
strongest couplings (8, = 7.00,7.25, and 7.50) employ am = 0.001,0.0025, and 0.005, distinguished by
different shades. All data have been corrected with tree level normlization (TLN). For comparison, we overlay
the universal one-loop (solid) and two-loop (dashed) as well as the three-loop (dash-dotted) perturbative GF-
scheme S-functions from Ref. [17], all shown as gray curves. The renormalized coupling at the reference
scale 19 (géF(To) =0.3 x 1672 /3 = 15.79), is marked by the black vertical dashed line.

Wilson flow with Wilson discretization of the Yang-Mills energy density is WW. Figure 1 shows our
prediction for the gradient flow B-function on L/a = 32 over 7.00 < B, < 20.0 against the running
gauge coupling, with each bare coupling indicated by a fixed color. Our result for the S-function is
juxtaposed against the one- and two-loop universal S-function and perturbative three-loop gradient
flow B-function [17]. The rightmost three curves corresponding to 85, = 7.00, 7.25, and 7.50 have
amy = (1.0,2.5,5.0) X 1073, while all other bare gauge couplings have amy = 0. We observe that
for the L/a = 32 ensembles, the B-function deviates from the perturbative one-loop prediction in
the non-perturbative strong-coupling regime. We plan to calculate the A-parameter by integrating
the B-function up to the 79 scale, defined by Tg (E(19)) = 0.3 [7]. We indicate the location of 7
in Figure 1 by a vertical black dotted line. Our numerical results cross the 7 scale, indicating
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Figure 2: The gradient-flow B-function, Sgr(7; L, Bp), divided by géF(T; L,Bp),on L/a = 32 volume as a
function of the running coupling géF(T; L, Bp) over the bare-coupling range 8.00 < 8, < 20.0. Each color
corresponds to a fixed bare gauge coupling 3. For a given color (i.e., fixed §5), the points trace out a curve
as the flow time is varied over 7/a® € [2.0,5.0]. The width of each band represents the associated statistical
error. All data sets are obtained at amy = 0.0 and include tree-level normalization (TLN) corrections.
The resulting S-function is compared with the universal one-loop (solid) and two-loop (dashed) perturbative
predictions, as well as the three-loop (dash-dotted) perturbative S-function [17], all shown as gray curves.

that we’ve simulated at sufficiently strong couplings. To ensure that the continuum S-function
sufficiently covers the region in the vicinity of 79, however, we plan to add an additional bare gauge
coupling in the 7.00 < B, < 7.25 region.

As the renormalized coupling approaches the UV fixed point at géF = 0, our non-perturbative
B-function should converge to the perturbative prediction. Figure 2 illustrates its behavior at our
weakest couplings. To emphasize the weak coupling regime, we have divided the S-function by
g4GF. The color scheme for each bare gauge coupling matches that of Figure 1. The data in this
regime are especially significant, since they provide the dominant contribution to the S-function.
The results shown in Figure 2 appear to deviate from the perturbative curves even at weak coupling.
This deviation is because we have not yet taken the (a/L)* — 0 infinite volume and a*/t — 0
continuum limits. To control this crucial region of the S-function, we are currently generating data
with lattice sizes up to L/a = 64.
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Figure 3: Gradient flow running coupling géF(T; my, L, Bp) against the flow time in lattice units 7/a” at
By = 20.0, amy = 0.00 without tree-level corrections (no TLN, left panel) and with tree-level corrections
(TLN, right panel). Each color represents a fixed flow-discretization combination: WW (blue), WC (orange),
and WS (green).
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Figure 4: Same as Figure 3 but at §;, = 7.0, amy = 0.001. The lattice data are extrapolated to the massless
limit.

3. Tree-level cutoff effects

At nonzero lattice spacing, discretization artifacts distort the expectation value of the gradient-
flow energy density. Specifically, the lattice evaluation of the flowed observable differs from its
continuum expression already at leading order in perturbation theory. This effect is described by

2 2
@ = (c(“? )+ 0<g3>) , )
where the function C(a?/t, a/L) encapsulates lattice artifacts originating from both the finite lat-
tice spacing a and the finite spatial extent L. In the combined continuum and infinite-volume
limits, a*/t — 0 and a/L — 0, this correction factor tends to unity, reproducing the ex-
pected continuum tree-level behavior. By incorporating C(a®/t,a/L) into the normalization
N (a?/t,L/a) of Eq. (3), we eliminate all tree-level cutoff effects [14]. We refer to the inclusion of
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Figure 5: Chiral (am s — 0) extrapolation of the renormalized coupling géF(T; my, L, Bp) in amy at fixed
flow times for strong bare couplings. Left panel shows 85 = 7.00, middle panel B8, = 7.25, and right panel
By = 7.50. Each color represents a fixed flow time 2.0 < 7/a®> < 4.5 (yellow to purple). The result of
extrapolation indicated by a band, the width of the band indicating the statistical error and the central value
of the band indicated by a dashed line. The data entering the extrapolation for each band is indicated by an
error bar with a circular marker.

C(a*/t,a/L) in N(a*/t,L/a) as tree-level normalization. Figure 3 compares the gradient-flow
coupling géF(T;m 7> L,Bp) as a function of 7/a® for the weakest coupling 8, = 20.0 both with
(right panel) and without (left panel) tree-level normalization. Results are shown for the Wilson,
clover, and tree-level Symanzik discretization of the energy density. Differences in the renormal-
ized coupling for different discretizations of the Yang-Mills energy density are indicative of cutoff
effects. After application of the tree-level corrections, the gradient flow couplings from all three
discretizations are more consistent, indicating a significant reduction in cutoff effects. Figure 4
shows the same comparison for the strongest coupling considered, 5, = 7.00 with am ¢ = 0.001.
Similar improvements were demonstrated in other systems [10, 18].

4. Chiral Extrapolation

The RG B-function used to extract «, is defined in the massless limit. Consequently, the
renormalized coupling géF(T; L, Bp) must also be evaluated in the massless limit. In the weak-
coupling, chirally symmetric, small-volume regime, simulations with massless quarks are feasible.
In contrast, in the chirally broken, large-volume, strong-coupling regime, lattice simulations must
be carried out at nonzero fermion mass and then extrapolated to the massless limit am s — 0. For
sufficiently small fermion masses, the gradient-flow coupling is expected to depend linearly on am ¢
at fixed flow time [19, 17]

géF(T; mg, L, Bp) = géF(T; 0,L,Bp) + A(T; L, Bp) amy + O(azmi), (6)

where the slope A(7; L, Bp) depends on the bare coupling, flow time, and volume. We simulate
our strongest couplings, namely 85, = 7.00,7.25, and 7.50, with am; = (1.0,2.5,5.0) X 1073,
Representative examples of the mass dependence and the corresponding chiral extrapolations at
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fixed flow time are shown in Figure 5 for all three values of the bare coupling. The left panel shows
Bp = 7.00, middle panel 5, = 7.25, and right panel 8, = 7.50. Each bare gauge coupling exhibits
a mild dependence on the fermion mass, save for our strongest bare gauge coupling at 5, = 7.00,
for which the largest mass introduces a significant slope. It is worth noting that such behavior is
not observed on our L/a = 24 dataset.

5. Summary and Future Prospects

In this work, we presented progress toward a lattice determination of the RG S function in
the gradient-flow scheme, using ensembles that cover several lattice volumes and spacings. The
renormalized running coupling was evaluated with multiple discretizations of the flowed energy
density, which allowed us to investigate tree-level discretization effects. We also carried out a
preliminary study of the chiral behavior of the renormalized coupling on our most strongly coupled
ensembles. Together, these results represent essential initial steps toward a fully non-perturbative
determination of the gradient-flow S-function. The remaining stages of this project involve first
carrying out an infinite-volume extrapolation to eliminate finite-size effects, and then performing a
continuum extrapolation to obtain the fully renormalized running coupling and RG g function in
the continuum limit. To approach the infinite-volume limit, we are currently generating data on
larger volumes for all bare gauge couplings. In parallel, we are performing a continuum-limit study
of our finite-volume ensemble to better quantify the discretization effects that will remain once
the infinite-volume limit is taken. After we have fully determined the S-function in the combined
continuum and infinite-volume limits, we will extract the strong coupling following the procedure
described in Sec. 2. This determination of the strong coupling will be blinded in order to minimize
bias. Upon completion of the project, we plan to release our complete gradient-flow dataset together
with the analysis code and results underlying our main findings.
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