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AnalyticversionsofQ CD are thosewhose coupling �s(Q
2
)doesnothavetheunphysicalLandau

singularitieson the space-like axis(� q
2
= Q

2
> 0). The coupling isanalytic in the entire com plex

plane except the tim e-like axis (Q 2
< 0). Such couplings are thus suitable for application ofper-

turbative m ethodsdown to energiesoforderG eV.W e presenta shortreview ofthe activity in the

area which started with a sem inalpaper ofShirkov and Solovtsov ten years ago. Severalm odels

for analytic Q CD coupling are presented. Strengths and weaknesses ofsom e ofthese m odels are

pointed out. Further,for such analytic couplings,constructions ofthe corresponding higher order

analyticcouplings(theanalogsofthehigherpowersoftheperturbativecoupling)areoutlined,and

an approach based on the renorm alization group considerations is singled out. M ethods ofevalu-

ation ofthe leading-twistpartofspace-like observablesin such analytic fram eworksare described.

Such m ethods are applicable also to the inclusive tim e-like observables. Two analytic m odels are

outlined which respect the ITEP O perator Product Expansion philosophy,and thus allow for an

evaluation ofhigher-twistcontributionsto observables.

PACS num bers:12.38.Cy,12.38.A w,12.40.V v

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Perturbative Q CD calculations involve coupling

a(Q 2)� �s(Q
2)=� which hasLandausingularities(poles,

cuts) on the space-like sem iaxis 0 � Q2 � �2 (q2 �

� Q2). These lead to Landau singularitiesforthe evalu-

ated space-like observablesD (Q 2)atlow Q 2 <
� �2. The

existenceofsuch singularitiesisin contradiction with the

generalprinciplesofthe localquantum �eld theories[1].

Further,lattice sim ulations[2]con�rm thatsuch singu-

laritiesarenotpresentin a(Q 2).

An analytized coupling A 1(Q
2),which agreeswith the

perturbativea(Q 2)atQ 2 ! 1 and isanalyticin theEu-

clidean partoftheQ 2-plane(Q 2 � C,Q2 6� 0),addresses

this problem ,and hasbeen constructed by Shirkov and

Solovtsov aboutten yearsago [3].

Several other analytic Q CD (anQ CD) m odels for

A 1(Q
2) can be constructed,possibly satisfying certain

additionalconstraintsatlow and/orathigh Q 2.

Anotherproblem isthe analytization ofhigherpower

term s an 7! A n in the truncated perturbation series

(TPS)forD (Q 2).Also here,severalpossibilitiesappear.

Application oftheO peratorProductExpansion(O PE)

approach,in the ITEP sense,to inclusive space-like ob-

servablesappearsto m akesenseonly in a restricted class

ofsuch anQ CD m odels.

This is a shortand incom plete review ofthe activity

in thearea;relatively largespaceisgiven to the work of

the review’sauthors. Foran earlierand m ore extensive

review,seee.g.Ref.[4].

�Electronic address:gorazd.cvetic@ usm .cl
yElectronic address:cvalenzuela@ �s.puc.cl

Section IIcontainsgeneralaspectsofanalytization of

the Euclidean coupling a(Q 2)7! A 1(Q
2), and the def-

inition of the tim e-like (M inkowskian) coupling A1(s).

Further,in Sec.IIwe review the m inim alanalytization

(M A)proceduredeveloped by Shirkov and Solovtsov [3],

and a variant thereofdeveloped by Nesterenko [5]. In

Sec.IIIwe present various approaches ofgoing beyond

the M A procedure,i.e.,various m odels for A1(s),and

thusforA 1(Q
2)[6,7,8,9,10,11].In Sec.IV,analytiza-

tion proceduresforthehigherpowersan(Q 2)7! A n(Q
2)

in M A m odelare presented [12,13,14],and an alterna-

tive approach which is applicable to any m odelofana-

lytic A 1(Q
2) [10,11]ispresented. In Sec.V,an analy-

tization ofnonintegerpowersa�(Q 2)isoutlined [15].In

Sec.VI,m ethodsofevaluationsofspace-likeand ofinclu-

sivetim e-likeobservablesin m odelswith analyticA 1(Q
2)

are described,and som e num ericalresultsare presented

for sem ihadronic � decay rate ratio r�,Adler function

dv(Q
2)and Bjorken polarized sum rule (BjPSR)db(Q

2)

[10,11,12,13,14,16]. In Sec.VII,two sets ofm odels

are presented [17,18]whose analytic couplings A 1(Q
2)

preservetheO PE-ITEP philosophy,i.e.,athigh Q 2 they

ful�ll:jA 1(Q
2)� a(Q2)j< (�2=Q 2)k forany k � N .Sec-

tion VIIIcontainsa sum m ary ofthe presented them es.

II. A N A LY T IZA T IO N a(Q
2
)7! A 1(Q

2
)

In perturbative Q CD (pQ CD), the beta function is

written asa truncated perturbation series(TPS)ofcou-

pling a. Therefore,the renorm alization group equation

(RG E)fora(Q 2)hasthe form

@a(lnQ 2;�2;:::)

@lnQ 2
= �

jm axX

j= 2

�j�2 a
j(lnQ 2;�2;:::):(1)
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The �rsttwo coe�cients[� 0 = (1=4)(11� 2nf=3),�1 =

(1=16)(102� 38nf=3)]are schem e-independentin m ass-

independentschem es.The othercoe�cients(� 2;�3;:::)

characterizetherenorm alization schem e(RSch).Theso-

lution ofperturbativeRG E (1)can bewritten in theform

a(Q 2)=

1X

k= 1

k�1X

‘= 0

K k‘

(lnL)‘

Lk
; (2)

where L = ln(Q 2=�2)and K k‘ are constantsdepending

on �j’s.In M S:� = � � 10�1 G eV.

The pQ CD coupling a(Q 2) is nonanalytic on � 1 <

Q 2 � �
2
. Application ofthe Cauchy theorem givesthe

dispersion relation

a(Q 2)=
1

�

Z 1

�= �� 2��

d��
(pt)

1 (�)

(� + Q 2)
; (� ! 0); (3)

where�
(pt)

1 (�)isthe(pQ CD)discontinuity function ofa

along thecutaxisin theQ 2-plane:�
(pt)

1 (�)= Im a(� � �

i�). The M A procedure of Shirkov and Solovtsov [3]

rem oves the pQ CD contribution of the unphysicalcut

0 < � � � �2,keeping the discontinuity elsewhere un-

changed (\m inim alanalytization" ofa)

A
(M A )

1 (Q 2)=
1

�

Z 1

�= 0

d��
(pt)

1 (�)

(� + Q 2)
: (4)

In general:

A 1(Q
2)=

1

�

Z 1

�= 0

d��1(�)

(� + Q 2)
; (5)

where �1(�) = Im A 1(� � � i�) . Relation (5) de�nes

an analyticcoupling in theentireEuclidean com plex Q 2-

plane,i.e.,excludingthetim e-likesem iaxis� s= Q2 � 0.

O n thissem i-axis,itisconvenientto de�nethetim e-like

(M inkowskian)coupling A1(s)[12,13,14]

A1(s)=
i

2�

Z �s�i�

�s+ i�

d�0

�0
A 1(�

0): (6)

The following relationshold between A 1,A1 and �1:

A1(s) =
1

�

Z 1

s

d�

�
�1(�); (7)

A 1(Q
2) = Q

2

Z 1

0

dsA1(s)

(s+ Q 2)2
; (8)

d

dln�
A1(�) = �

1

�
�1(�): (9)

TheM A isequivalenttothem inim alanalytization ofthe

TPS form ofthe �(a)= @a(Q 2)=@lnQ 2 function [19]

@A 1
(M A )

(lnQ 2;�2;:::)

@lnQ 2
=

1

�

Z 1

�= 0

d��
(pt)

�
(�)

(� + Q 2)
;(10)

where�
(pt)

�
(�)= Im �(a)(� � � i�),and

�(a) = �

jm axX

j= 2

�j�2 a
j(lnQ 2;�2;:::): (11)

The M A couplings A 1(Q
2) and A1(s) are �nite in the

IR (with the value 1=�0 at Q 2 = 0, or s = 0) and

show strong stability under the increase of the loop-

level nm = jm ax � 1 (see Figs.1, 2), and under the

change ofthe renorm alization scale (RScl) and schem e

(RSch). Another sim ilar pQ CD-approach is to analy-
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FIG .1: Left: one-loop M A �E (Q ) = �A 1(Q
2) and its one-loop

perturbative counterpart �s(Q
2) in M S,for nf = 3 and � = � =

0:2 and 0:4 G eV .R ight: stability ofthe M A �E (Q ) = �A 1(Q
2)

under the loop-level increase. Both �gures from : Shirkov and

Solovtsov,1997 [3].
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A
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A
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A
(2,3)

A
(1)(s ; 3)

A1(0)= A1(0)

FIG .2: The M A tim e-like and space-like couplings A 1(s
1=2) and

A 1(Q ) at 1-loop, 2-loop (3-loop) level; in M S for nf = 3 and

� = 0:35 G eV [A 1 and A 1 in �gure are �A 1 and �A 1 in our nor-

m alization convention]. Figure from : Shirkov and Solovtsov,2006

[16].

tize m inim ally �(a)=a = @lna(Q 2)=@lnQ 2 [5,20,21].

This leads to an IR-divergent analytic (M A) coupling,

A 1(Q
2) � (�2=Q 2)(ln(�2=Q 2))�1 when Q 2 ! 0. At

one-loop:

A 1(Q
2) =

1

�0

(Q 2=�2)� 1

(Q 2=�2)ln(Q 2=�2)
: (12)

Also thiscoupling hasim proved stability undertheloop-

levelchange,and underthe RScland RSch changes(see
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Figs.3,4). Num ericalpredictionsofthism odel,atthe

FIG . 3: Left: one-loop M A e�an(Q ) = �0A 1(Q
2) and its one-

loop perturbative counterpart,as a function ofZ = Q
2
=� 2 (Fig-

ure from : N esterenko, 2000 [5]). R ight: stability of the M A

e�an(Q ) = �0A 1(Q
2) under the loop-levelincrease, as a function

ofZ = Q 2=� 2 (Figure from :N esterenko,2001 [20]).

FIG .4:O ne-loop tim e-like and space-like M A couplings �̂an(s)=

�A 1(s) and �an(Q
2) = �A 1(Q

2) as a function ofZ = � s=� 2 or

Z = Q
2
=� 2,respectively. Figure from :N esterenko,2003 [21].

one-loop level,for various observables,were perform ed

in Ref.[21],and they agreewith theexperim entalresults

within theexperim entaluncertaintiesand thetheoretical

uncertaintiesofthe one-loop approxim ation.

III. B EY O N D T H E M A

The idea to m ake the Q CD coupling IR �nite phe-

nom enologically is an old one, by the substitution

ln(Q 2=�2)7! ln[(Q 2+ 4m g
2)=�2]wherem g isan e�ective

gluon m ass,cf.Refs.[22,23,24].

O n theotherhand,theanalyticM A,orM A,couplings

can be m odi�ed at low energies,bringing in additional

param eter(s)such thatthereisapossibility toreproduce

bettera wide setoflow energy Q CD experim entaldata.

Am ong the recentproposed analyticcouplingsare:

1.Synthetic coupling proposed by Alekseev [6]:

�syn(Q
2)= �

(M A )(Q 2)+
�

�0

�
c�2

Q 2
�

d �2

Q 2 + m g
2

�

; (13)

where the three new param eters c, d and gluon m ass

m g were determ ined by requiring �syn(Q
2)� �pt(Q

2)�

(�2=Q 2)3 (forthe convergence ofthe gluon condensate)

and by the string condition V (r) � �r (r ! 1 ) with

� � 0:422G eV
2
.Thiscoupling isIR-divergent.

2.The coupling by Sriwastawa etal.[7]:

1

�
(1)

SPPW
(Q 2)

=
1

�
(1)

SPPW
(�2)

+
�0

�

1Z

0

(z� 1)zp

(� + z� i")(� + 1)(1+ zp)
d�; (14)

wherez = Q 2=�2 and 0< p � 1.Thisform ula coincides

with Nesterenko’s(one-loop)M A coupling when p = 1.

3.An IR-�nite coupling proposed by W ebber[8]:

�
(1)

W
(Q 2)=

�

�0

�
1

lnz
+

1

1� z

z+ b

1+ b

�
1+ c

z+ c

�p �

; (15)

where z = Q 2=�2 and speci�c valuesare chosen forpa-

ram etersb= 1=4,c= 4,and p = 4;�
(1)

W
(0)’ �=(2�0).

4.\M assive" M A orM A couplingsA 1(Q
2)and A1(s)

proposed by Nesterenko and Papavassiliou [9]:

A1
(m )

(s) = �(s� 4m 2)A1(s);

A 1
(m )

(Q 2) =
Q 2

Q 2 + 4m 2

Z 1

4m 2

�1(�)
� � 4m2

� + Q 2

d�

�
;

(16)

where m � �;and �1(�)= �1
(pt)(�)in the M A case.In

thiscase:A 1
(m )

(0)= A1
(m )

(0)= 0.Them assm issom e

kind ofthreshold,and can be expected to be � m�.

5. Two speci�c m odels ofIR-�nite analytic coupling

[10,11]: on the tim e-like axis s � � Q2 > 0,the par-

turbative discontinuity function �1(s), or equivalently

A1
(M A )

(s),wasm odi�ed in thein theIR regim e(s� �
2
).

A �rstpossibility (m odel’M 1’):

A
(M 1)

1 (s) = cfM
2

r�(s� M
2

r)

+ k0�(M
2

0 � s)+ �(s� M
2

0)A
(M A )

1 (s);

where cf,k0,cr = M
2

r=�
2
,c0 = M

2

0=�
2
are fourdim en-

sionlessparam etersofthe m odel,all� 1. O ne ofthem

(k0) can be elim inated by requiring the (approxim ate)

m erging ofM 1 with M A atlargeQ 2:

jA 1
(M 1)

(Q 2)� A1
(M A )

(Q 2)j� (�
2
=Q

2)2:

TheEuclidean A
(M 1)

1 (Q 2)is

A
(M 1)

1 (Q 2) = A
(M A )

1 (Q 2)+ �A
(M 1)

1 (Q 2);

�A
(M 1)

1 (Q 2) = �
1

�

Z M
2

0

�= 0

d��
(pt)

1 (�)

(� + Q 2)
+ cf

M
2

rQ
2

�

Q 2 + M
2

r

�2

� df
M

2

0
�

Q 2 + M
2

0

� ; (17)
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wherethe constantdf is

df � � k0 +
1

�

Z 1

M
2

0

d�

�
�
(pt)

1 (�):

Another,sim pler,possibility is(m odel’M 2’):

A
(M 1)

1 (s) = A
(M A )

1 (s)+ cv�(M
2

p � s); (18)

A
(M 1)

1 (Q 2) = A
(M A )

1 (Q 2)+ cv
M

2

p

(Q 2 + M
2

p)
; (19)

wherecv and cp = M
2

p=�
2
arethe m odelparam eters.

6.ThoseanQ CD m odelswhich respecttheO PE-ITEP

condition arepresented in Sec.VII.

IV . A N A LY T IZA T IO N O F H IG H ER P O W ER S

a
k
7! A k

In M A m odel, the construction is [3, 12, 13, 14]

(M SSSh:M ilton,Solovtsov,Solovtsova,Shirkov):

a
k(Q 2) 7! A

(M A )

k
(Q 2)=

1

�

Z 1

0

d�

� + Q 2
�
(pt)

k
(�); (20)

where k = 1;2;:::;�
(pt)

k
(�)= Im [ak(� � � i�)];and a is

given,e.g.,by Eq.(2). In otherwords,\m inim alanaly-

tization" (M A)isapplied to each powerak.

Asa consequence,in M A we have[19]

@A
(M A )

1 (�2)

@ln�2
= � �0A

(M A )

2 (�2)� �1A
(M A )

3 (�2)� � � � ;

@2A
(M A )

1 (�2)

@(ln�2)2
= 2�20A

(M A )

3 + 5�0�1A
(M A )

4 + � � � ;

etc. This is so because ak,and consequently �
(pt)

k
(�),

ful�llanalogousRG E’s.

The approach (20) ofconstructing A k’s (k � 2) can

be applied to a speci�c m odelonly (M A).In other an-

Q CD m odels (i.e.,for other A 1(Q
2)),the discontinuity

functions�k (k � 2)are notknown. W e presentan ap-

proach [10,11]thatisapplicable to any anQ CD m odel,

and reducestotheaboveapproach in theM A m odel.W e

proposed to m aintain the scale(RScl)evolution ofthese

(truncated)relationsforany version ofanQ CD

@A 1(�
2;�2;:::)

@ln�2
= � �0A 2 � � � � � �nm �2 A nm

;

@2A 1(�
2;�2;:::)

@(ln�2)2
= 2�20A 3+ 5�0�1A 4+ � � � + �

(2)
nm
A nm

;

(21)

etc.Eqs.(21)de�nethecouplingsA k(Q
2)(k � 2).Fur-

ther,theevolution undertheschem e(RSch)changeswill

also be m aintained asin the M A case(and in pQ CD):

@A 1(�
2;�2;:::)

@�2
�

1

�0
A 3 +

�2

3�20
A 5 + � � � + k

(2)
nm
A nm

;

(22)

analogouslyfor@A 1=@�3,etc.In ourapproach,thebasic

space-likequantitiesareA 1(�
2)ofagiven anQ CD m odel

(e.g.,M A,M 1,M 2)and itslogarithm icderivatives

eA n(�
2)�

(� 1)n�1

�
n�1
0 (n � 1)!

@n�1 A 1(�
2)

@(ln�2)n�1
; (n = 1;2;:::);

(23)

whosepQ CD analogsare

ean(�
2)�

(� 1)n�1

�
n�1
0 (n � 1)!

@n�1 a(�2)

@(ln�2)n�1
; (n = 1;2;:::):

(24)

Atloop-levelthree(nm = 3),whereweincludein RG E

(1)term with jm ax = 4 (thus�2),relations(21)are

eA 2(�
2)= A 2(�

2)+
�1

�0
A 3(�

2); eA 3(�
2)= A 3(�

2); (25)

im plying

A 2(�
2)= eA 2(�

2)�
�1

�0

eA 3(�
2); A 3(�

2)= eA 3(�
2): (26)

The RSch (�2) dependence is obtained from the trun-

cated Eqs.(22)and (21)

@ eA j(�
2;�2)

@�2
�

1

2�30

@2 eA j(�
2;�2)

@(ln�2)2
; (27)

where(j= 1;2;:::)and eA 1 � A1.

Atloop-levelfour(nm = 4),whereweincludein RG E

(1)term with jm ax = 5 (thus�3),relationsanalogousto

(26)-(27)can be found [11].

It turns out that there is a clear hierarchy in m agni-

tudes jA 1(Q
2)j> jA 2(Q

2)j> jA 3(Q
2)j> � � � atallQ2,

in allorm ostofthe anQ CD m odels(cf.Fig.5 forM A,

M 1,M 2;and Fig.9 in Sec.VIIforanotherm odel).

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4
Q @GeVD

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

A 1
,

3�
A 2

loop-level=4, kmax =6, A RSch

3�A2, M2

3�A2, M1

3�A2, MA

A1, M2

A1, M1

A1, MA

FIG .5: A 1 and A 2 for various m odels (M 1,M 2 and M A ) with

speci�c m odelparam eters: c0 = 2:94,cr = 0:45,cf = 1:08 forM 1;

cv = 0:1,cp = 3:4 forM 2;nf = 3,� (n f = 3) = 0:4 G eV in allthree

m odels.TheupperthreecurvesareA 1,thelowerthreeare3� A 2.

A llcouplingsarein v-schem e(seeSubsec.V IA ).A 2 isconstructed

with ourapproach. Figure from :R ef.[11].
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W e recallthat the perturbation series ofa space-like

observableD (Q 2)(Q 2 � � q2 > 0)can be written as

D (Q 2)pt = a+ d1a
2 + d2a

3 + � � � ; (28)

= ea1 + d1ea2 +

�

d2 �
�1

�0
d1

�

ea3 + � � � ;(29)

where the second form (29)is the reorganization ofthe

perturbative power expansion (28) into a perturbation

expansion in term s ofean’s (24) (note: ea1 � a). The

basicanalytization rule weadoptisthe replacem ent

ean 7! eA n (n = 1;2;:::); (30)

term -by-term in expansion (29), and this is equivalent

to the analytization rule an 7! A n term -by-term in

expansion (28). However, in principle, other analyti-

zation procedures could be adopted, e.g. an 7! A n
1,

or an 7! A 1A n�1 , etc. The described analytization

an 7! A n reducesto theM SSSh analytization in thecase

ofthe M A m odel(i.e.,in the case ofA 1 = A
(M A )

1 ),be-

cause the aforem entioned RG E-type relations hold also

in the M A case.

Let’s denote by D (nm )(Q 2) the TPS of (28) with

term s up to (and including) the term � anm , and by

D
(nm )
an: (Q 2) the corresponding truncated analytic series

(TAS) obtained from the previous one by the term -

by-term analytization an 7! A n. The evolution of

A k(Q
2) under the changes ofthe RSch was truncated

in such a way that @D
(nm )
an: (Q 2)=@�j � Anm + 1 (where

j � 2). Further, our de�nition of Ak’s (k � 2) via

Eqs.(21)[cf.Eqs.(26)]involvestruncated serieswhich,

however, still ensure the \correct" RScl-dependence

@D
(nm )
an: (Q 2)=@�2 � Anm + 1. This is allin close analogy

with the pQ CD results for TPS’s: @D (nm )(Q 2)=@�j �

anm + 1,and @D (nm )(Q 2)=@�2 � anm + 1. In conjunction

with the m entioned hierarchy depicted in Fig. 5, this

m eans that the evaluated TAS will have increasingly

weakerRSch and RScldependence when the num berof

TAS term sincreases,atallvaluesofQ 2.

O n theotherhand,iftheanalytization ofpowerswere

perform ed by another rule, for exam ple, by the sim -

ple rule an 7! A n
1,the above RScl& RSch-dependence of

the TAS would notbe valid any m ore. An increasingly

weakerRScl& RSch-dependence ofTAS (when the num -

berofTAS term sisincreased)would notbe guaranteed

any m ore.

V . C A LC U LA T IO N O F A � FO R � N O N IN T EG ER

Analytization ofnonintegerpowersin M A m odelwas

perform ed and used in Refs.[15],representing a gener-

alization ofresultsofRef.[25].The approach wasm oti-

vated by a previouswork [26]where M A-type ofanaly-

tization ofexpressionsforhadronicobservableswaspos-

tulated,thesebeing integralslinearin a(tQ 2)[sim ilarto

thedressed gluon approxim ation expressions,cf.Eq.(44)

and the �rstline ofEq.(48)]. Analytization ofnoninte-

gerpowersa� ora� lna,isneeded in calculationsofpion

electrom agnetic form factor,and in som e resum m ed ex-

pressionsfor G reen functions or observables,calculated

within an anQ CD m odel.

In them entioned approach,useism adeoftheLaplace

transform ation (f)L offunction f

f(z)7! (f)L (t): f(z)=

Z 1

0

dte
�zt(f)L (t);

where z � ln(Q2=�2). Using notations(24)and (23),it

can be shown

(ean)L (t) =
tn�1

�
n�1
0 (n � 1)!

(a)L (t); (31)

(eA n)L (t) =
tn�1

�
n�1
0 (n � 1)!

(A 1)L (t): (32)

Therefore,it is naturalto de�ne for any real� the fol-

lowing Laplacetransform s:

(ea�)L (t) =
t��1

�
��1
0 �(�)

(a)L (t); (33)

(eA �)L (t) =
t��1

�
��1
0 �(�)

(A 1)L (t): (34)

In M A m odel,atone-loop level,(a)L (t)and (A 1)L (t)are

known

a(z) =
1

�0z
) (a)L (t)=

1

�0
: (35)

A 1(z) =
1

�0

�
1

z
�

1

ez � 1

�

)

(A 1)L (t) =
1

�0

 

1�

1X

k= 1

�(t� k)

!

: (36)

Since at one-loop eA � = A �,it follows in one-loop M A

m odel

A �(z)=

Z 1

0

dte
�zt t��1

��0�(�)

 

1�

1X

k= 1

�(t� k)

!

: (37)

Sim ilarly,since

a
�(z)lna(z)=

d

d�
a
�(z);

itcan be de�ned

�
d

d�
a
�(z)

�

M A

�
d

d�
A �(z): (38)

To calculatehigher(two-)loop levelA �(z)in M A m odel,

the authors ofRefs.[15]expressed the two-loop a(2)(z)

in term sofone-loop powersa(1)
m (z)ln

n
a(1)(z)and then

followed the aboveprocedure.
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V I. EVA LU A T IO N M ET H O D S FO R

O B SERVA B LES

In pQ CD,the m ostfrequentm ethod ofevaluation of

the leading-twist part ofa space-like physicalquantity

is the evaluation ofthe available (RG -im proved) trun-

cated perturbation series (TPS) in powers ofperturba-

tivecouplinga.W ithin theanQ CD m odels,an analogous

m ethod is the aforem entioned replacem entan 7! A n in

theTPS (whereA n areconstructed in Sec.IV),and the

evaluation thereof.M orespeci�cally,consideran observ-

ableD (Q 2)dependingon asinglespace-likephysicalscale

Q 2(� � q2) > 0. Its usualperturbation series has the

form (28),wherea = a(�2;�2;�3;:::),with �
2 � Q2.For

each TPS D (Q 2)
(N )

pt oforderN ,in the m inim alanQ CD

(M A)m odel,the authorsM SSSh [12,13,14]introduced

the aforem entioned replacem entan 7! A
(M A )
n :

D (Q 2)(N )(M SSSh)
an = A 1

(M A )
+ d1A 2

(M A )
+ � � � dN �1 A N

(M A )
:

(39)

Thism ethod ofevaluation (via an ! A n)wasextended

to any anQ CD m odelin [10,11](cf.Sec.IV).Further,in

thecaseofinclusivespace-likeobservables,theevaluation

wasextended to the resum m ation ofthe large-�0 term s:

A . Large-�0-m otivated expansion ofobservables

W e sum m arizethe presentation ofRef.[11].W e work

in the RSch’swhere each �k (k � 2)isa polynom ialin

nf oforderk;in otherwords,itisa polynom ialin �0:

�k =

kX

j= 0

bkj�
j

0 ; k = 2;3;::: (40)

TheM S belongstothisclassofschem es.In suchschem es,

the coe�cients d n ofexpansion (28) have the following

speci�c form in term sof�0:

D (Q 2)pt = a+ (c11�0 + c10)a
2

+ (c22�
2
0 + c21�0 + c20 + c2;�1 �

�1
0 )a3 + � � � :(41)

W ecan constructa separation ofthisseriesinto a sum of

two RScl-independentterm s{ theleading-�0 (L�0),and

beyond-the-leading-�0 (BL�0)

D pt = D
(L�0)

pt + D
(B L�0)

pt ; (42)

where

D
(L�0)

pt = a+ a
2 [�0c11]+ a

3
�
�
2
0c22+ �1c11

�

+ a4
�

�
3
0c33+

5

2
�0�1c22+ �2c11

�

+ O (�40a
5): (43)

Expression (43)isnotthe standard leading-�0 contribu-

tion,sinceitcontainsalsoterm swith �j (j� 1),butonly

in a m inim alway to ensurethatthe expression contains

allthe leading-�0 term s and at the sam e tim e rem ains

RScl-independent. It can be shown that,for inclusive

observables,allthe coe�cients in this L� 0 contribution

can be obtained,and can be expressed in the integral

form [27]

D
(L�0)(Q 2)pt =

Z 1

0

dt

t
F
E
D (t)a(te

C
Q
2); (44)

where F E
D (t)isthe (Euclidean)L�0 -characteristicfunc-

tion. In M S schem e,� = � which correspondshere to

C = C � � 5=3.No RScl�2 appearsin (44). Expression

(44)isreferred to in the literature som etim esasdressed

gluon approxim ation.

The BL�0 contribution isusually known only to � a3

or � a4. For it, we can use an arbitrary RScl�2 �

Q 2eC � Q2. Further,the powersak can be reexpressed

in term sofean(�
2)(24):

a
2 = ea2� (�1=�0)ea3+ � � � ; a

3 = ea3+ � � � : (45)

Therefore,

D (Q 2)(T PS) = D
(L�0)(Q 2)pt

+et2 ea2(Q
2
e
C )+ et3 ea3(Q

2
e
C )+ et4 ea4(Q

2
e
C );(46)

where et2 = c10 is schem e-independent,and coe�cients
et3 and et4 have a schem e dependence (depend on �2,�3
{ i.e., on b2j and b3j). W e note that expression (46)

is not really a pure TPS,because its L�0 contribution

(43)isnottruncated. An observable-dependentschem e

(D-schem e) can be chosen such that et3 = et4 = 0. For

the Adlerfunction D = dv,such a schem e willbe called

v-schem e.Theanalytization oftheobtained D (Q 2)(T PS)

(46)isperform ed by thesubstitution ean 7! eA n,Eq.(30),

leading to the truncated analyticseries(TAS)

D (Q 2)= D (Q 2)(TA S)+ O (�30
eA 5); (47)

D (Q 2)(TA S) =

Z 1

0

dt

t
F
E
D (t)A 1(te

C
Q
2)

+c10 eA 2(Q
2
e
C )+ et3 eA 3(Q

2
e
C )+ et4 eA 4(Q

2
e
C ): (48)

In the D-schem e,the lasttwo term sdisappear.Eq.(48)

is a m ethod that one can use to evaluate any inclusive

space-like Q CD observable in any anQ CD m odel. As

argued in Sec.IV,the scale and schem e dependence of

the TAS isvery suppressed

@D (Q 2)(TA S)

@X
� �

3
0
eA 5 � �

3
0A 5 (X = ln�2;�j): (49)

Ifthe BL�0 perturbative contribution is known exactly

only up to (and including)� a3,then no et4 term appears

in Eq.(48) and the precision in Eqs.(47) and (49) is

dim inished:O (�30A 5)7! O (�20A 4).

It is interesting to note that the Taylor expansion of

A 1(te
CQ 2)in D (L�0)(Q 2)an in (48)around a chosen RScl
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TABLE I:Various order contributions to observables within

PT,and M SSSh (= APT)m ethods[14,16]:

Process M ethod 1storder 2nd 3rd

G LS PT 65.1% 24.4% 10.5%

(Q � 1:76G eV) APT 75.7% 20.7% 3.6%

r� PT 54.7% 29.5% 15.8%

(M � = 1:78G eV) APT 87.9% 11.0% 1.1%

ln(�2)revealsjusttheaforem entioned an 7! A n analyti-

zation ofthe large-�0 part(43),in any anQ CD:

D
(L�0)
an =

Z 1

0

dt

t
F
E
D (t)A 1(te

C
Q
2)

= A 1 + A 2 [�0c11]+ A 3

�
�
2
0c22+ �1c11

�

+ A 4

�

�
3
0c33+

5

2
�0�1c22+ �2c11

�

+ O (�40A 5);

where A k = A k(�
2;�2;�3;:::). In other words,at the

leading-�0 level, the naturalanalytization a 7! A 1 in

integral(44) is equivalent to the term -by-term analyti-

zation an 7! A n (, ean 7! eA n) in the corresponding

perturbation series. This thus represents yet another

m otivation for the analytization an 7! A n [, Eq.(30)

postulated in Sec.IV]ofallthe available perturbation

term s in D . For the �rstm otivation,based on the sys-

tem atic weakening ofthe RScl& RSch dependence ofthe

truncated analytized D ,see the end ofSec.IV.

B . A pplications in phenom enology

Evaluationsin M A m odel,with the M SSSh-approach

an 7! A
(M A )
n [12,13,14],are usually perform ed in M S

schem e.Theonly freeparam eteris� (= �).Fitting the

experim entaldata for �-decay,Z ! hadrons,e + e� !

hadrons, to the M SSSh approach for M A at the two-

or three-loop level, they obtained �nf = 5 � 0:26-0:30

G eV,corresponding to: �nf = 3 � 0:40-0:44 G eV, and

�A 1
(M A )

(M 2
Z )� 0:124,which isabovethepQ CD world-

average value �s(M
2
Z ) � 0:119 � 0:001. The apparent

convergence ofthe M SSSh nonpowertruncated seriesis

also rem arkable{ seeTableI.

In Refs.[10, 11], the aform entioned TAS evaluation

m ethod (48)in anQ CD m odelsM A (4),M 1 (17)and M 2

(19)wasapplied to theinclusiveobservablesBjorken po-

larized sum rule(BjPSR)db(Q
2),Adlerfunction dv(Q

2)

and sem ihadronic � decay ratio r� The exact values of

coe�cients d 1 and d2 are known for space-like observ-

ables BjPSR db(Q
2) [28]and (m assless) Adler function

dv(Q
2)[29,30].(The exactcoe�cientd 3 ofdv hasbeen

recently obtained [31],butwasnotincluded in theanaly-

sisofRef.[11]thatwepresenthere;rather,an estim ated

value ofd3 was used.) In the v-schem e,the evaluated

TABLE II:Resultsofevaluation ofr�(4 S = 0;m q = 0)and

ofBjPSR db(Q
2
) (Q

2
= 2 and 1G eV

2
),in various anQ CD

m odels, using TAS m ethod (48). The experim entalvalues

arer�(4 S = 0;m q = 0)= 0:204� 0:005,db(Q
2
= 2 G eV

2
)=

0:16� 0:11 and db(Q
2
= 1 G eV

2
)= 0:17� 0:07.

r� db(Q
2
= 2) db(Q

2
= 1)

M A 0.141 0.137 0.155

M 1 0.204 0.160 0.170

M 2 0.204 0.189 0.219

m asslessdv(Q
2)is

dv(Q
2)(TA S) =

Z 1

0

dt

t
F
E
v (t)A 1(te

C
Q
2;�2

(x)
;�3

(x)
)

+
1

12
eA 2(e

C
Q
2); (50)

whileBjPSR db(Q
2)(TA S) hasonem oreterm et3 eA 3(e

CQ 2).

The di�erence between the (m assless)true dx(Q
2)(x =

v;b) and dx(Q
2)(TA S) is O (�

2
0
eA 4). The sem ihadronic �

decay ratior� is,on theotherhand,a tim e-likequantity,

butcan be expressed asa contourintegralinvolving the

Adlerfunction dv:

r�(�S = 0;m q= 0)=

2

�

Z m �

2

0

ds

m �
2

�

1�
s

m �
2

� 2 �

1+ 2
s

m �
2

�

Im �(s)=

1

2�

Z + �

��

d� (1+ e
i�)3(1� e

i�)dv(Q
2 = m �

2
e
i�):(51)

Thisim pliesforthe leading-�0 term ofr�

r�(�S = 0;m q= 0)
(L�0) =

Z 1

0

dt

t
F
M
r (t)A1(te

C
m �

2);

(52)

whereA1 isthetim e-likecoupling appearing in Eqs.(6)-

(9),and superscriptM in thecharacteristicfunction in-

dicatesthatitisM inkowskian (tim e-like).Thelatterwas

obtained by Neubert (second entry ofRefs.[27]). The

beyond-the-leading-�0 (BL�0) contribution is the con-

tourintegral

r�(4 S = 0;m q= 0)
(B L�0) =

1

24�

Z + �

��

d� (1+ ei�)3(1� e
i�)eA 2(e

C
m �

2
e
i�):(53)

Theparam etersofanQ CD m odelsM 1 (17)and M 2 (19)

were then determ ined [11]by �tting the evaluated ob-

servables to the experim entalcentralvalues r�(4 S =

0;m q = 0) = 0:204 (for M 1 and M 2),and to db(Q
2 =

1G eV
2
)= 0:17 and db(Q

2 = 2)= 0:16 (forM 1).ForM 1

weobtained:cf = 1:08,cr = 0:45,c0 = 2:94.ForM 2 we

obtained:cv = 0:1 and cp = 3:4.

Thenum ericalresultswerethen obtained [11].In m od-

elsM A,M 1 and M 2 they aregiven forr� in TableII,for
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Λ= 0.4 GeV
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(b)

full quantities

exp.

STPS 4-l.(bMS)

STPS 3-l.(bMS)
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FIG .6: A dler function as predicted by pQ CD ,and by our ap-

proach in severalanQ CD m odels:M A ,M 1,M 2.The fullquantity

isdepicted,with the contribution ofm assive quarksincluded.The

experim entalvalues are from [32].Figure from :R ef.[11].

Adler function dv(Q
2) in Fig.6,and for BjPSR db(Q

2)

(in M 1 and M 2)in Figs.7 and 8 (Table IIand Figs.6,

7,8 aretaken from Ref.[11]).Allresultswerecalculated

in the v-schem e.Fordetails,wereferto Ref.[11].
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FIG . 7: Bjorken polarized sum rule (BjPSR ) db(Q
2) in m odel

M 1, in various R Sch’s and at various R Scl’s. The vertical lines

representexperim entaldata,with errorbarsin generalcovering the

entire depicted range ofvalues.

Analytic Q CD m odels have been used also in the

physicsofm esons[33,34],in calculating variousm eson

m assesby sum m ing two contributions: thatofthe con-

�ning partand thatofthe (one-loop)perturbative part

ofthe Bethe-Salpeterpotential. In Refs.[33],the (one-

loop)M A coupling [3]wasused to calculate/predictthe

m asses; in Refs.[34], the experim entalm ass spectrum

wasused to extractthe approxim atevaluesofthe (ana-

lytic)coupling A 1(Q
2)atlow Q 2.In thisform alism ,the

current quark m asses were replaced by the constituent

quark m asses,accounting in thisway approxim ately for

the quark self-energy e�ects.The resultsby the authors

ofRef.[34]indicatethatA 1(Q
2)rem ains�nite (and be-

com espossibly zero)when Q 2 ! 0.

 0.12
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FIG .8:A sin the Fig.7,butthistim e form odelM 2.Both �gures

from :R ef.[11].

V II. A N A LY T IC Q C D A N D IT EP -O P E

P H ILO SO P H Y

In general, the deviations of analytic A 1(Q
2) from

the perturbative coupling apt(Q
2)athigh Q 2 � �2 are

powerterm s

j�A1(Q
2)j� jA1(Q

2)� apt(Q
2)j�

�
�2

Q 2

� k

(Q 2
� �2);

wherek isagiven positiveinteger.Such acouplingintro-

ducesin theevaluation (oftheleading-twist)ofinclusive

space-like observables D (Q 2),already at the leading-�0
level,an UV contribution �D(U V )(Q 2)which behaveslike

a powerterm [18]

�D
(U V )(Q 2)�

�
�2

Q 2

� m in(k;n)

ifk 6= n ; (54)

wheren � N istheposition oftheleading IR renorm alon

oftheobservableD (Q 2);ifk = n,then theleft-hand side

ofEq.(54) changes to (�2=Q 2)n ln(�2=Q 2) [18]. Such

nonperturbative contributionscom ing from the UV sec-

tor contradict the ITEP O perator Product Expansion

(O PE)philosophy (thelattersaying thatsuch term scan

com eonly from the IR sector)[35].

Two speci�c sets ofm odels ofanQ CD have been in-

troduced in the literature so far such that they do not

contradictthe ITEP-O PE:

(A) a m odelset based on a m odi�cation ofthe �(a)

function [17];

(B)a m odelsetobtained by a directconstruction [18].

A . Set ofm odels A

Thisisthesetofm odelsconstructed in Refs.[17].The

TPS �(a)used in pQ CD is

@a

@lnQ 2
= �

(N )(a)= � �0a
2

0

@ 1+

NX

j= 1

cja
j

1

A : (55)
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Thiswasthen m odi�ed,�(N )(a)7! e�(N )(a),by ful�lling

threem ain conditions:

1.) e�(N )(a)hasthe sam e expansion in powersofa as

�(N )(a);

2.) e�(N )(a)� � �ap with � > 0 and p � 1,fora � 1,

in orderto ensurethe absenceofLandau singularities;

3.) e�(N )(a)is analytic function ata = 0,in orderto

ensure ja(Q 2)� apt(Q
2)j< (�2=Q 2)k for any k > 0 at

largeQ 2 (thusrespecting the ITEP-O PE approach).

This m odi�cation was perform ed by the substitution

a 7! u(a)� a=(1+ �a),� > 0 being a param eter,and

e�
(N )(a) = � �0

2

4�(a� u(a))+

NX

j= 0

ecju(a)
j+ 2

3

5 ;(56)

and ecj areadjusted so thatthe �rstcondition isful�lled

ec0 = 1� ��; ec1 = c1+ 2�� �
2
�; etc:

This procedure results in an analytic coupling a(Q 2),

with p = 1and � = �0�,and with twopositiveadjustable

param eters� and �. The Q CD param eter� wastaken

thesam easin thepQ CD.Evaluation ofobservableswas

carriedoutin term sofpowerexpansion,with thereplace-

m entanpt 7! an.Further,the couplingsin thissetareIR

in�nite: a(Q 2)� 1=(Q2)�0� ! 1 when Q 2 ! 0. These

new a(Q 2)’sare analytic (a � A1). The RScland RSch

sensitivityofthem odi�ed TPS’sofspace-likeobservables

turned outto bereduced.TheauthorofRefs.[17]chose

� = 1=�0;by �tting thepredicted valuesofthestaticin-

terquark potentialto latticeresults,heobtained � � 4:1.

B . Set ofm odels B

Thisisthesetofm odelsforA 1 constructed in Ref.[18].

A class of IR-�nite analytic couplings which respect

the ITEP-O PE philosophy can be constructed directly.

The proposed class of couplings has three param eters

(�;h1;h2). In the interm ediate energy region (Q � 1

G eV), the proposed coupling has low loop-level and

renorm alization schem e dependence. W e outline here

the construction. W e recallexpansion (2) for the per-

turbativecoupling a(Q 2),whereL = logQ 2=�2 and K k‘

are functionsofthe �-function coe�cients. Thisexpan-

sion (sum ) is in practice usually truncated in the index

k (k � km ).Theproposed coupling isobtained by m odi-

fying (thenonanalytic)L’sto analyticquantitiesL0 and

L1 thatfallfasterthan any inversepowerofQ
2 atlarge

Q 2,and byaddingtothetruncated sum anotherquantity

with such properties:

A 1
(km )

(Q 2)=

kmX

k= 1

k�1X

‘= 0

K l‘

(logL1)
‘

Lk
0

+ e
��

p
x
f(x); (57)

where x = Q 2=�2. The second term is only relevant

in the IR region,and the �rstterm (double sum )plays,

1 2 3 4 5
Q @GeVD

-0.025

0

0.025

0.05

0.075

0.1

0.125

A 1
,
A 2
,
A 3

A3

A2

A1

FIG .9:ThecouplingsA 2 and A 3,togetherwith thecorresponding

coupling A 1,areplotted asa function ofQ ,in theM S-schem e,with

� = 0:4 G eV .The param eters used for the couplings are � = 0:3,

h1 = 0:1,and h2 = 0.Figure from :R ef.[18].

in the UV region,the role ofthe perturbative coupling.

L0 and L1 are analytic and chosen aim ing ata low km -

dependence in the IR region.

1

Li

=
1

L
+

e�i(1�
p
x)

1� x
gi(x); �i > 0; i= 0;1: (58)

Functionsgi(x)arechosen in sim plem erom orphicform

g0(x) =
2x

(1+ �0)+ x(1� �0)
; 0< �0 < 1; (59)

g1(x) =
de�� 1 + x(d+ 1� de�� 1)

d+ x
; d > 0; (60)

with the constants�xed attypicalvalues �0 = 1=2 and

�1 = d = 2. The additionalexpoinentialterm in (57)is

chosen in a sim ilarm erom orphicform

e
��

p
x
f(x)= h1

1+ h2 x

(1+ x=2)2
e
��

p
x
; (61)

ResultsforA 1,A 2 and A 3,forspeci�c typicalvaluesof

param eters�,h1 and h2,areshown in Fig.9.Couplings

A 2 and A 3 areconstructed via eA 2 and eA 3,according to

the proceduredescribed in Sec.IV,Eqs.(26).

A generalrem ark: ifA 1(Q
2) di�ers from the pertur-

bative a(Q 2) by less than any negative power ofQ 2 at

largeQ 2 (� �2),then thesam eistrueforthedi�erence

between any eA k(Q
2)and eak(Q

2)(k = 2;3;:::).

V III. SU M M A R Y

Various analytic (anQ CD) m odels,i.e.,analytic cou-

plings A 1(Q
2),were reviewed,including som e ofthose

beyond the m inim alanalytization (M A)procedure.

Analytization ofthe higherpowersan 7! A n wascon-

sidered;an RG E-m otivated approach,which isapplicable

to any m odelofanalytic A 1,wasdescribed. Analytiza-

tion ofnonintegerpowersa� in M A m odelwasoutlined.
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Evaluation m ethods for space-like and tim e-like ob-

servablesin anQ CD m odels were reviewed. A large-�0-

m otivated expansion ofspace-likeinclusiveobservablesis

proposed,with theresum m ed leading-�0 part;on itsba-

sis,an evaluation ofsuch observablesin anQ CD m odelsis

proposed:truncated analytic series(TAS).Severaleval-

uated observables in various anQ CD m odels were com -

pared totheexperim entaldata.W erecallthatevaluated

expressionsforspace-like observablesin anQ CD respect

the physicalanalyticity requirem enteven atlow energy,

in contrastto thosein perturbativeQ CD (pQ CD).

Finally,speci�c classes ofanalytic couplings A 1(Q
2)

which preserve the O PE-ITEP philosophy were dis-

cussed,i.e.,at high Q 2 they approach the pQ CD cou-

pling fasterthan any inversepowerofQ 2.Such analytic

couplings should eventually enable us to use the O PE

approach in anQ CD m odels.
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