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AnalyticQCD { a short review

G orazd Cvetjca;lﬂ and C ristian Va]enzue]acﬂ
® Center of Subatom ic Studies and
bDept. of Physics, Univ. Tecnica F. Santa M ar a, Valpara so, Chike
°D ept. of Physics, Pontif. Univ. Catolica de Chil, Santiago 22, Chilk
D ated: February 20, 2024)

A nalytic versions ofQ CD are those whose coupling s @ 2) does not have the unphysical Landau
sihgularities on the space-like axis ( q2 = Q%> 0).The coupling is analytic in the entire com plex
plane except the tin e-lke axis 2 < 0). Such couplings are thus suiable for application of per—
turbative m ethods down to energies of order G eV . W e present a short review of the activity in the
area which started with a sem inal paper of Shirkov and Solovtsov ten years ago. Severalm odels
for analytic QCD ocoupling are presented. Strengths and weaknesses of som e of these m odels are
pointed out. Further, for such analytic couplings, constructions of the corresponding higher order
analytic couplings (the analogs of the higher pow ers of the perturbative coupling) are outlined, and
an approach based on the renom alization group considerations is singled out. M ethods of evalu—
ation of the leading-tw ist part of space-like observables in such analytic fram ew orks are described.
Such m ethods are applicable also to the inclusive tin e-like observables. Two analytic m odels are
outlined which respect the ITEP O perator P roduct E xpansion philosophy, and thus allow for an
evaluation of higher-tw ist contributions to ocbservables.

PACS numbers: 12.38Cy, 1238Aw , 1240V Vv

I. NTRODUCTION Section [I1 contains general aspects of analytization of
the Euclidean coupling a©?) 7 A; ©?), and the def-
Inition of the tim edlke M Inkow skian) coupling A (s).
Further, in Sec.[l] we review the m inin al analytization
M A ) procedure developed by Shirkov and Solovtsov [3],
and a variant thereof developed by Nesterenko [E]. In
Sec. we present various approaches of going beyond
the M A procedure, ie. various m odels for A, (s), and
thus ora; ©?) 6,17,18,19,110,/11]1. In Sec.[IV], analytiza—
tion procedures for the higherpowersa® Q2) 7 A, Q?)
In M A modelare presented [124,113,114], and an alema-
tive approach which is applicable to any m odel of ana—
ytic A1 ©2) [L4,[11] is presented. Tn Sec.[V], an analy-
tization of noninteger powersa (Q?) is outlined [13]. Th
Sec.i7 1, m ethods ofevaliations of space—like and of inclu—
sive tin e-like observables in m odelsw ith analyticA ; Q ?)

Perturbative QCD calculations involve coupling
a@Q?) s @?%)= which hasLandau singularities (olks,
cuts) on the spacelke sem jaxis 0 ok 2 ¢

0%). These Jad to Landau singularities for the evalu-
ated space-like observablesD Q2) at low Q2 ° 2. The
existence of such sihgularities is in contradiction w ith the
general principles of the Iocalquantum eld theordes [1].
Further, lattice sin ulations ] con m that such singu—
larities are not present in a Q ?).

An analytized coupling A ; Q ?), which agreesw ith the
perturbativea @Q?) atQ? ! 1 and isanalytic in theEu—
clidean part ofthe Q ?-plane ©? C,Q? 6 0), addresses
this problem , and has been constructed by Shirkov and

Solovtsov about ten years ago [2].

Several other analytic QCD (@nQCD) models for
A1(©Q?) can be constructed, possbly satisfying certain
additional constraints at low and/orat high Q2.

Another problem is the analytization of higher power
tetms a” 7 A, in the truncated perturbation series
(TPS) ©rD Q?). Also here, several possibilities appear.

A pplication ofthe O peratorP roductE xpansion OPE)
approach, in the ITTEP sense, to inclusive space-like ob—
servables appears to m ake sense only In a restricted class
of such anQ CD m odels.

This is a short and incom plte review of the activity
In the area; relatively large goace is given to the work of
the review ’s authors. For an earlier and m ore extensive
review , see e.g.Ref. @4].
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are descrbed, and som e num erical results are presented
for sem thadronic decay rate ratio r , Adler function
dy ©?) and B prken polarized sum rule B PSR) dy Q?)
10,111,112, 113,14, [1€]. In Sec.[VIJ, two sets of m odels
are presented [17, /18] whose analytic couplings A; Q ?)
preserve the OPE-ITEP philosophy, ie. at high Q 2 they
ll: A; Q%) a@’)i< ( ?=0%)* Pranyk N .Sec-
tion [V IIT contains a summ ary of the presented them es.

II. ANALYTIZATION a@Q?) 7 A;Q?)

In perturbative QCD (©QCD), the beta finction is
w ritten as a truncated perturbation series (TP S) of cou—
pling a. Therefore, the renom alization group equation
RGE) Pra@?) has the om

Ra(nQ?; ,7::3) X .
(@Mh—sz = 52 amMQ?; 2;::9:(0)
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The rsttwo coe cients [ o = (1=4) (11 2ng=3), 1 =
(1=16) (102 38n:=3)] are schem e-independent in m ass-
Independent schem es. The other coe cients ( ,; 3;::9)
characterize the renom alization schem e RSch). T he so—
lution ofperturbative RGE [Il) can be w ritten in the form

® oKl
a@?) = Kk
k=1'=0

(nL)
Lk

; @)

where L = n(Q?*= ) and K ;. are constants depending
on j’s.mMS: = 10 ' Gev.

The pQCD coupling a(©?) is nonanalyticon 1 <
0?2 2 . Application of the Cauchy theorem gives the
dispersion relation

Z ®v)
1 d ()
%)== —L = (o0 B
@ - 2 ( +0?)
where P () isthe (QCD) discontinuity function ofa

along the cut axis in the Q *plane: £ ( )= a(

i). The MA procedure of Shirkov and Solovtsov [§]
rem oves the pQ CD contrdbution of the unphysical cut
0< 2, keeping the discontinuity elsewhere un-
changed (\m inin alanalytization™ ofa)

Z

alMM -2 :Oid( _1(:)2(2)) : @)
In general:
) 14 a0
A1 Q%)= — =Om; )
where () = MmA;( i) . Relation[®) de nes

an analytic coupling in the entire Euclidean com plex Q 2—
plane, ie., excluding the tin e-like sem jaxis s= Q? 0.
O n this sam jaxis, it is convenient to de ne the tin e-like

M inkow skian) coupling A; (s) [12,[13,[14]

__iZ s i _o o
B = ~A; (9 : (6)

s+ i

T he ollow Ing relations hold between A;,A; and 1:

Z
1 d
Aji(s) = — — 1(); (7)
24 dsA (s)
2y _ 2 1 .
A1 Q°) Q . Gt o2y ; (8)
d 1
—A; ()= —1(): )

dn

TheM A isequivalent to them inin alanalytization ofthe
TPS m ofthe @)= Ra@Q?)=@ hQ? finction [19]

@A, M2 (1Q2; ,;::9 141 g ®9(
e T A

where ®9()=m @)

i),and

K ax

@) = 52 @M% 45 an

5= 2

The MA couplings 2; ©Q?) and A; (s) are nite I the
R Wih the value 1= ; at Q2 = 0, or s = 0) and
show strong stability under the ncrease of the loop-—
keveln, = Jnax 1 (see Figs.[, [2), and under the
change of the renom alization scale (RScl) and scheme
RSch). Anocther sin ilar pQ CD -approach is to analy—
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FIG.1l: Left: onedloop MA Q)= A;Q?) and its oneloop
perturbative counterpart s Q2) mM S, orng = 3and = =
02 and 0:4 Ge&V.Right: stability ofthe MA 5 Q)= A1Q?)
under the loop-level increase. Both gures from : Shirkov and
Solovtsov, 1997 [3].
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FIG.2: TheMA tin elike and spacelike couplings A1 (s'72) and

A1 Q) at 1-oop, 2-loop (B-loop) level; n M S for nf = 3 and
T = 035Gev BR1 and A; In gureare Aj; and A in our nor-
m alization convention]. Figure from : Shirkov and Solovtsov, 2006
Lel.

tizemiimaly @=a = @ha@?*)=enQ? [, 20, 21].
This leads to an IR divergent analytic MA) coupling,
A1 Q%) (?=0%)(n( *=0?)) " when Q% ! 0. At
one—loop:

A, Q%) =

2_ 2
1 e*>=? 1 2
0

Q= Hme*= o)

A Iso this coupling has iIn proved stability under the loop—
Jlevel change, and under the R Scland R Sch changes (see



Figs.[3,[4). Num erical predictions of this m odel, at the
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FIG. 3: Left: onedoop MA an@Q) = 0A1Q?2) and its one-
loop perturbative counterpart, as a function of z2 = Q%= 2 Fig-
ure from : Nesterenko, 2000 [E]). Right: stability of the M A
“an Q) = A1 ©Q2) under the loop-level increase, as a function

ofZ = Q%= 2 (Figure from : N esterenko, 2001 247).
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FIG .4: 0 neloop tim elike and space-lke M A couplings "an (s) =
A1) and an Q%)= A;Q?) asa function of 2 = s= 2 or
7 = Q2= 2, respectively. F igure from : N esterenko, 2003 217].

one-loop lvel, for various observables, were perform ed
In Ref. R1], and they agree w ith the experimn ental resuls
w ithin the experin entaluncertainties and the theoretical
uncertainties of the one-loop approxin ation.

III. BEYOND THE M A

The idea to make the QCD ooupling IR nie phe-
nom enologically is an old one, by the substitution
nQ?= 2)7 I[Q?%+4m4*)= ?]wherem , isan e ective
gluon m ass, cf. Refs. 22,123,124].

O n the otherhand, the analyticM A, orﬁ, couplings
can be modi ed at Iow energies, bringing in additional
param eter(s) such that there is a possibility to reproduce
better a w ide set of Iow energy Q CD experin entaldata.

Am ong the recent proposed analytic couplings are:

1. Synthetic coupling proposed by A kkseev [@]:
wargry — S 9

2y _
syn @) = 02 m

i 13)

where the three new param eters ¢, d and glion m ass
m 4 were determ ned by requiring syn(QZ) pt(QZ)
( 2=02)3 (for the convergence of the glion condensate)

and by the string condition V (r) r ! 1)wih
042G eV?. This coupling is R divergent.
2. The coupling by Sriwastawa et al. [1]:
1 B 1
) Y
SPPW (QZ) SPPW ( 2)
4
0 z L2
+ — - d ; (14)
( +z i"M( +1)a+ 2)

wherez= Q%= 2and 0< p 1. This ormula coincides

w ith N esterenko’s (one-loop) M A couplingwhen p= 1.
3.An IR- nite coupling proposed by W ebber [g]:

z+b 1+c?F

1 1
O 2y
w @) zl+ b

— +
0 Inz 1

;7 (15)
z+ C

2

where z = Q%= ? and speci ¢ values are chosen for pa—

rametersb= 1=4,c= 4,andp= 4; ' ©0)’ =@ o).
4.\M assive" M A orM A couplingsA; ©Q?) and A4 (s)
proposed by N esterenko and P apavassiliou [@]:

A™ ) = (s 4mHA) ;
0?2 ! 4m? d
A" Q% = s 1) ——/——
Q4+ 4m am 2 + Q
(16)
wherem  ;and ()= P9 ()intheMA case. In

thiscase: A1 ™ (0)= 2, (0)= 0. Themassm issome
kind of threshold, and can be expected to be m

5. Two speci ¢ m odels of IR — nite analytic coupling
[10,11]: on the tin e-like axis s ¢ > 0, the par-
turbative discontinuity function 1 (s), or equivalently

A, M%) (s),wasmodi ed in the .n the IR regine (s _2).

A rstpossbility model™ 1'):
—2 —2
A" = M, (s M)

2

Y M™MA)
+k0 ™ 0

s)+ (s iifé)le ) ;

where c¢, kg, & = M_i=_2, Q= M_(2)=_2 are four dim en—
sionless param eters of the m odel, all 1. One of them
(ko) can be elin inated by requiring the (approxim ate)
merging of M 1 with MA at largeQ?:

—2
ﬁl(Ml)(Qz) Al(MA)(QZ)j ( =Q2)2:
The Euclidean A" " ©?) is
afteh = A" ehr a "V eh;
Zy? ©t) T 2n 2
Ay = 20 T2 Dy Merz
=0 ( +Q ) Q2+M_r
—2
M 0
¢—2L—; a7
Q2+ M,



w here the constant dr is
ds k+ —

A nother, sin pler, possbility is m odel ™ 2’):

2"V e = 2" et 0, s @8
—2
M
AP =AM oHt o—F 0 ;i @9

Q%+ M)

where ¢, and g, = M_i=_2 are the m odel param eters.
6. ThoseanQ CD m odelswhich respect the OPE-ITEP
condition are presented in Sec.[V 1.

IV. ANALYTIZATION OF HIGHER POW ERS
k
a 7 Ay

In MA model, the construction is [3, |14, 113, [14]
M SSSh: M ilton, Solovtsov, Solovtsova, Shirkov) :

Z
17t 4
Q%)== (Pt)

a“*Q*) 71 A i T oZ k ()

]iM A) 20)

where k = 1;2;::5 °7 () = I B*( i)}and ais
given, eg. by Eq. [@). In other words, \m inin al analy-

tization" M A) is applied to each power a*.
A s a consequence, In M A we have [L9]

ea M (2

— MA), 2 Ma), 2
e 2 = oA, (%) 1A3 ()
ea )" (?) 2, M2) M)
W = 2 OA3 +5 ¢ 1A4 + ;
etc. This is so because a¥, and consequently ]ipt) (),
ful NanalogousRGE's.
The approach [20) of constructing Ay ’s k 2) can

be applied to a speci cmodelonly M A ). In other an—
QCD models (ie., for other A; Q?)), the discontinuity

functions , (k 2) are not known. W e present an ap—
proach [L0,[11] that is applicable to any anQ CD m odel,

and reduces to the above approach in theM A model. W e

proposed to m aintain the scale R Scl) evolution of these

(truncated) relations for any version of anQ CD

QA1 (%7 25119
T em 2z = oA > nn, 2Rn, 7
Q%A1 (2 2511 5 5
@(]n 2)2 = 2 OA3+5 0 1A4+ I(]m']'Anm;
(21)
etc. Egs. [ZI) de ne the couplingsA, ©2?) k  2).Fur

ther, the evolution under the schem e R Sch) changesw ill
also bem aintained asin theM A case (@and N pQCD ):

QA 2; g 1
1( %5 25:00) Ay 22A5+
@, 0 3¢

(2 .
n"ﬁ-A}gm ;

@2)

.Wwhere (3=

analogously for @A ;=@ 3, etc. In our approach, the basic
space-like quantitiesare A, ( ?) ofa given anQ CD m odel
eg,MA,M1,M 2) and is logarithm ic derivatives

2 ( 1pt @nlAl(z)- o
B () gl(n 1)1e I 2)° 1 ;o = 1;2;::9);
23)
whose pQ CD analogs are
2 (1t e ta(?®) 1o
= Pl pe@Mm )t = 1;2;::)
(24)

At oop-kevelthree (n, = 3),wherewe Include n RGE
[) term with §yax = 4 (thus ;), relations [21) are

B (%) =R, ( )+ —=ns(?);
0

(%) =12as5(%); 5

in plying
A, (3 =18,(%) 25 (2); As(2)=125(%: (26)
0

The RSch ( ;) dependence is obtained from the trun-
cated Egs. 22) and 1)

RE; (%5 2)
@2

1oeie( 3 o)
22 @m 22 7

@7

1;2;::) and &, AL

At loop-level four (n, = 4), wherewe incide in RGE
) term with j,.x = 5 ¢hus 3), relations analogous to
28)-27) can be found [L1].

Tt tums out that there is a clear hierarchy in m agni-
tudes A1 Q%) 3> R2Q%)I> AsQ%)I> at 410
in allorm ost of the anQ CD models (cf. Fig.[§ orM A,

M 1,M 2; and Fig.[d in Sec.[W I for anotherm odel) .

| oop-l evel =4, Kkpax =6, A RSch

3k

Ay,
o

2
Q [GeV]

FIG.5: A1 and A, orvariousmodels M1, M 2 and M A) w ith
speci cm odelparam eters: ¢y = 2:94, cr = 045, ce = 1:08 orM 1;
oy =0, =34 HrM2ing = 3, (5,3 = 04GeV in allthree
m odels. T he upper three curves are A ;, the owerthreeare3 A,.
A llcouplings are in v-schem e (see Subsec.[ZIAJ . A 5 is constructed
w ith our approach. Figure from : Ref. [L1].



W e recall that the perturbation series of a space-like
cbservable D Q?) Q2 4> 0) can be w ritten as

D(QZ)pt = a+ d1a2+d2a3+ ;

1
— dl
0

= @ + d1ey + dy as +

where the second om [29) is the reorganization of the
perturbative power expansion [28) into a perturbation

expansion in tem s of @,’s [24) (hote: e; a). The
basic analytization rule we adopt is the replacem ent
a, T £, n=1;2;::9 ; (30)

term -by-term  in expansion [29), and this is equivalent
to the analytization rule a" 7 A, tem by-term in
expansion [28). However, in principle, other analyti-
zation procedures could be adopted, eg. a* 7 A7,
ora® 7 AjA, 1, etc. The described analytization
a” T A, reducesto theM SSSh analytization in the case
ofthe M A model (ie. In the case ofA; = Al(MA)),be—
cause the aforem entioned RG E -type relations hold also
In theM A case.

Let’s denote by D @) (Q?) the TPS of [28) with
term s up to (and including) the temm dr, and by
D ;?lm ) ©Q?) the corresoonding truncated analytic series
(TAS) obtained from the previous one by the term —
by-term analytization a” 7 A,. The evolution of
Ay ©?) under the changes of the RSch was truncated
n such a way that @D 57’ ©2)=@ ; A, +; (where
3 2). Further, our de nition of Ay’s (k 2) via
Egs. [2I) [cf. Egs. [26)] involves truncated series which,
however, still ensure the \correct" R Scldependence
epDor) ©2)=@ 2 A, .1. Thisisallin close analogy
with the pQCD results for TPS’s: @D =) (Q?)=@ ;
a™*1 and @D @) (Q?)=@ 2 &=*1. In conjinction
w ith the m entioned hierarchy depicted in Fig.[d, this
m eans that the evalnated TA S will have increasingly
weaker R Sch and R Scldependence when the num ber of
TA S tem s Increases, at allvalues ofQ 2.

O n the other hand, if the analytization of powerswere
perform ed by another rul, for example, by the sim -
plkerla® 7 A7, the above R Scls R Sch-dependence of
the TA S would not be valid any m ore. An increasingly
weaker R Scls R Sch-dependence of TA'S (when the num —
ber of TA S tem s is Increased) would not be guaranteed
any m ore.

V. CALCULATION OFA FOR NONINTEGER

Analytization of noninteger powers in M A m odelwas
perform ed and used in Refs. [L3], representing a gener—
alization of results ofRef. 25]. T he approach wasm oti-
vated by a previous work R€] where M A -type of analy—
tization of expressions for hadronic observables was pos—
tulated, these being integrals linear in a @Q ?) [sin ilar to
the dressed gluon approxin ation expressions, cf. Eq. [44)

729)

and the rst line of Eq. [48)]. Analytization of noninte—
gerpowersa ora Ina, isneeded In calculations ofpion
electrom agnetic form factor, and in som e resumm ed ex—

(28ﬁ>ress:ions for G reen functions or observables, calculated

within an anQ CD m odel
In them entioned approach, use ism ade ofthe Laplace
transform ation (f);, of function f

Z 1
f@z)7 ) ©®: £@)= dte *° (£)1, © ;
0
where z I Q%= ?). Ushg notations 24) and 23), it

can be shown

tn 1
-1 -,@1O; (31)
nh 1)!

@n)s (©

o

® o = —5—

n
0

A1) © : (32)

T herefore, it is natural to de ne for any real the ol
low Ing Laplace transfom s:

|
—
)
Z
=
—
a
<

@ht = — (33)

€)= —5—

|
B
e

&
(G2

(34)

InM A model, at onedoop kvel, @) (t) and A 1) () are
known

1
a@) = — ) @rb=—: (35)
02 0
1 1 1
A1) = — - )
0 z e? 1 |
1 2 '
A = — 1 t k) : (36)
0 k=1

Since at onedoop X = A
m odel

, i follows in onedoop M A

zZ !
A (z)= dte 2t
0 o ()

1 t k) : @7
Sin ilarly, since
a z)hna(z) da ()
Z zZ)= — zZ) ;
d
it can be de ned

—a (2) iA ) : (38)
daz a (z) :

MA

To calculate higher (wo-)loop kvelA (z) mn M A model,
the authors of Refs. [L3] expressed the two-loop a ) (z)
in tem s of one-loop powersa )" (z) =" a, (z) and then
follow ed the above procedure.



VI. EVALUATION METHODS FOR

OBSERVABLES

In pQCD , the m ost frequent m ethod of evaluation of
the leading-tw ist part of a spacelike physical quantity
is the evaluation of the available RG -in proved) trun-
cated perturbation serdes (TP S) in powers of perturba-
tive couplinga. W ithin theanQ CD m odels, an analogous
m ethod is the aforem entioned replacement a® 7 A, In
the TPS Wwhere A, are constructed in Sec.[IV]), and the
evaluation thereof. M ore speci cally, consider an cbserv—
ableD (©?) depending on a single space-like physicalscale
02 &) > 0. Tts usual perturbation series has the
orm 28),wherea= a( ?; ,; 3;::9),with 2 Q?.For
each TPS D Q2)% ) oforderN , in them inin alanQ CD
M A) m odel, the authorsM SSSh [12,/13,/14] introduced

the aforem entioned replacem ent a" 7 alh),

D (Q2)N )t sssh) _ Al(MA)+d1A2(MA>+
an

(39)

Thism ethod of evaluation (via a” ! A,) was extended

to any anQ CD m odelin [L0,111] (cf. Sec.[I]) . Further, :n

the case of inclusive space-like observables, the evaluation

w as extended to the resum m ation of the large— ( tem s:

A . Large- o-m otivated expansion of observables

W e sum m arize the presentation of Ref. [11]. W e work
In the RSch’swhere each | k 2) is a polynom ialin
n¢ oforder k; In other words, it isa polynom ialin ¢:

Xk
(40)

TheM S belongsto thisclassofschem es. In such schem es,
the coe cients d , of expansion [28) have the Hllow ing
speci c form in tem sof g

2 2
DQ%pt=a+ (&1 ot co)a
2 1,.3
+ (@2 gt @1 0t @t &1 o)A+
W e can construct a separation of this series Into a sum of

two R Sckindependent tem s { the leading— ¢ L o), and
beyond-theleading— ¢ BL o)

L o) BL o)

Dpe = D, “"+D; ; 42)
w here
@ o) 2 3 2
D, ' =a+a’ [oa1lta  gopt 1cn
4 3 5 4_5
+a’ ga3t - o 1G22t 201 + 0 (4a7): @43)

2

E xpression [43) is not the standard lading- ( contribu-—
tion, since it containsalso tem swith 5 (J 1), butonlky
In aminimalway to ensure that the expression contains

™MA) ,
N 1By :

: (41)

all the leading— ¢ tem s and at the sam e tin e rem ains
R Sckindependent. It can be shown that, for inclusive
observables, all the coe cients In this L ( contribution
can be obtained, and can be expressed in the integral
form R7]

z
gt

DE Q%)= ¥F§ ) ae"Q?) ; (44)

0

where FE () is the Euclidean) L , ~characteristic finc-
tion. W M S schem e, = " which corresponds here to

c=cC 5=3. No RScl 2 appears in [44). E xpression
[44) is referred to in the literatiire som etin es as dressed
gluon approxin ation.

The BL ( contrbution isusually known only to &
or d. For it, we can use an arbitrary RScl 2
02t Q?. Further, the powers a* can be reexpressed
in term s ofe, ( 2) 24):

2

a = & 3

(1= olaz+ ;= &zt

T herefore,

DQ*)grs) =D Q%)
+8 @ Q% )+ a3 Q%)+ & as Q% ); (46)

where & = ¢yo is schem e-independent, and coe cients
& and € have a schem e dependence (depend on 5, 3
{ ie., on Ip; and byj). W e note that expression [46)
is not really a pure TP S, because s L ( contrbution
[43) is not truncated. An observable-dependent schem e
D —schem e) can be chosen such that & = € = 0. For
the Adler function D = d,, such a schem e w illbe called
v-schem e. The analytization ofthe obtained D Q?) rps,

[48) is perform ed by the substitution e, 7 2£,,Eq. 30),
leading to the truncated analytic serdies (TA S)
D Q%)=

D(QZZ)(TAS)+O<32%); @7)

gt

D Q%) qas) = ?Fgﬂ © A Q%)

0

+C1028; Q%" )+ &5 Q%8 )+ €28, Q%€F): @48)

In the D -schem e, the last two tem s disappear. Eq. [48)
is a m ethod that one can use to evaluate any inclusive
spacelke QCD observabl in any anQCD model As
argued in Sec.[IV], the scale and schem e dependence of
the TA S is very suppressed

@D (Qz)(TAS)

eX 0%Fs

JAs X =1 %; 5): @9
If the BL ( perturbative contribution is known exactly
only up to (and including) &, then no € tem appears
in Eq. [48) and the precision in Egs. [47) and [49) is
din inished: O ( JA5) T O ( A4).

Tt is interesting to note that the Taylor expansion of
A, Q%) nD ® o) ©Q?),, in @8 around a chosen RScl

@45)



TABLE I:Various order contributions to observables w ithin
PT,and M SSSh =APT) methods [14,[146]:

P rocess M ethod 1lst order 2nd 3rd
GLS PT 65.1% 24 4% 10.5%

© 176G ev) APT 75.7% 20.7% 3.6%
r PT 54.7% 29.5% 15.8%

™M = 1:78GeV) APT 87.9% 11.0% 1.1%

In( ?) reveals jist the aforem entioned a® 7 A, analyti
zation of the large- o part [43), n any anQCD :

Z
dt

D) = ~ Fo ©216707%)

0

= A1+ A, [ocnl+As ot 1o
3 5 4

+Ay o¢33+5 0 1G22+ 2c1 + O (4As);

where Ay = Ay ( %; 25 3;::9). In other words, at the

leading- ¢ lkvel, the natural analytization a 7 A; in
integral [@44) is equivalent to the tem by-tem analyti-
zation a” T A, ( ey 7 2,) In the corresponding
perturbation serdes. This thus represents yet another
m otivation for the analytization a” 7 A, [ Eg. [30)
postulated in Sec.[IV]] of all the available perturbation
term s In D . For the st m otivation, based on the sys-
tem atic weakening of the R Scl& R Sch dependence of the
truncated analytized D , see the end of Sec.[IV].

B . A pplications in phenom enology

Evaliations n M A m odel, w ith the M SSSh-approach
a® 7 aM? g, 1d,14), are usually perormed n M S
schem e. The only free param eteris (= 0. F iting the
experin ental data or -decay, Z ! hadrons, e*e !
hadrons, to the M SSSh approach for M A at the two—
or threedoop level, they obtained ,,.-5 026-0:30
G eV, corresponding to: n,-3 040044 Gev, and

A, ™2 M 2)  0:124,which isabove the pQ CD worlkd—
average value M 72) 0:119 0:001. The apparent
convergence of the M SSSh nonpow er truncated serdes is
also rem arkabk { see Tablkl[l.

In Refs. [10, [11], the aform entioned TA S evaluation
method [48) n anQCD modelsM A [@),M 1 [I7) and M 2
[19) was applied to the inclusive observables B prken po—
larized sum rule B PSR) dy Q?), Adler finction d, Q ?)
and sam thadronic  decay ratio r The exact values of
coe cients d; and d; are known for spacelke ocbserv-
ables B P SR db(Qz) 28] and m assless) A dler function
dy @ 2) 29,130]. (T he exact coe cient d 3 ofd, hasbeen
recently obtained [B1], but wasnot included in the analy—
sis ofRef. [L1] that we present here; rather, an estim ated
value of d3 was used.) In the v-schem e, the evaluated

TABLE II:Resuls ofevaluation ofr (4 S = O;m4 = 0) and
of BPSR d, Q%) Q% = 2 and 1Gev?), ;n various anQ CD
m odels, using TA S method [48). The experin ental values
arer (4S=0;mgq= 0)= 0204 0:005d,Q*=2GevV?)=

016 Odlanddy,@Q?=1Gev?)= 017 007.
r &Q°%=2) dbQ%=1)
MA 0141 0137 0155
M1 0204 0.160 0170
M2 0204 0.189 0219

masslessd, Q?) is
Z

t —
—FEoA; 0% 2%; %)

d, Q? =
(Q )(TAS) 0 t

+ %Z@z €0 ; (50)
whileB PSR dy, Q%) ras) hasonem ore term &726; €€0?).
The di erence between the (m asskss) true d, Q?) x =
v;b) and dx Q?) ras) 350 ( 22,). The sem thadronic
decay ratio r is, on the other hand, a tim e-lke quantity,
but can be expressed as a contour integral involving the
A dler function d, :

r (S=0m 4=0)=
VA

2°m 7 gs 2

— 3 l

s
1+ 2— In (9=

2

m m m

0
Z

+

d a+e)Y’a &) Q?=m % ):61)

2
T his In plies for the leading— ( tem ofr
21 g =
= F' @A °m ?);

(52)

where A; is the tin e-lke coupling appearing In Egs. [6)—
[@), and superscript M in the characteristic fiinction in—
dicatesthat it isM inkow skian (tim e-like). T he Jatterwas
obtained by Neubert (second entry of Refs. R7]). The
beyond-theleading- ¢ BL () contribution is the con—

r (S=0m q=0)" ¢ =
0

tour integral
r @s=0;mq=0)"" ) =
1 Z s . . = .
e d a+et)y*a é)e € m 2%e ): 63)

T he param etersofanQ CD m odelsM 1 [I7) and M 2 [19)
were then determ ined [11] by tting the evaluated ob-
servables to the experim ental central valuies r 4 S =
Ojmgq= 0)= 0204 (orM1 and M 2), and to dp Q2
1Gev?)= 0d7and dp Q2 = 2) = 016 (BrM1). ForM 1
we obtained: ¢cg = 108, c. = 045, = 2:94. ForM 2 we
obtained: ¢, = 0:1 and g, = 34.

T he num ericalresultswere then obtained [L1]. Th m od-
elsMA,M1andM 2 they are given orr i Tablk[I, for
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FIG. 6: Adlr function as predicted by pQCD, and by our ap-—
proach in severalanQCD models:tMA,M 1, M 2. T he full quantity
is depicted, w ith the contribution ofm assive quarks included. T he
experin ental values are from [32]. F igure from : Ref. [11].

Adler finction d, Q?) in Fig.[8, and ©or BPSR d, Q?)
(ihM1andM2) in Figs.[7 and[8 (Tabk[l and Figs.[q,
[7,[8 are taken from Ref. [L1]). A lresults were calculated
in the v-schem e. For details, we refer to Ref. [11].

dy (@9

1 1.5 2 25 3 35 4
Q [GeVv]
FIG . 7: Bjprken polarized sum rule B PSR) dp Q?) in m odel
M 1, in various RSch’s and at various RScls. The vertical lines
represent experim entaldata, w ith errorbars in general covering the
entire depicted range of values.

Analytic QCD models have been used also in the
physics ofm esons [33,134], In calculating various m eson
m asses by summ Ing two contrbutions: that of the con-

ning part and that of the (one-loop) perturbative part
of the Bethe-Salpeter potential. In Refs. 33], the (one-
Joop) M A coupling [3] was used to calculate/predict the
masses; In Refs. [34], the experim ental m ass spectrum
was used to extract the approximn ate values of the (@ana—
Iytic) coupling A1 Q2) at low Q2. In this om alism , the
current quark m asses were replaced by the constituent
quark m asses, acocounting in this way approxin ately for
the quark selfenergy e ects. T he resuls by the authors
ofRef. B4] indicate that A; Q) rem ains nite (and be—
com es possbly zero) when Q2 ! 0.

02— ;

0.19 H i

oas b Uy ® ]
017 | |

0.16

dy (@9

0.14 i ! loop-level=3,
model 12: ¢, 30,
0.13 | | A=04dev
uL_QZ 15/3
0.12 L L L =
1 1.5 2 25 3 35 4
Q [GeVv]

FIG .8: Asin theFig.[d but thistim e form odelM 2. Both gures
from : Ref. [11].

VII. ANALYTIC QCD AND ITEP-OPE

PHILOSOPHY

In general, the deviations of analytic A; ©Q?) from

the perturbative coupling ap: Q ?) at high Q2 2 are
pow er term s

. K
iR eI MeYH  ac?)] o7 Q% %)

where k isa given positive Integer. Such a coupling Intro—
duces in the evaluation (ofthe leading-tw ist) of inclusive
space-like observables D Q ?), already at the leading- o

kevel,an UV contrbution D ®V) ©Q?) which behaves like
apowertem [18]

2 m in (k;n)

DUV g?) ifk6 n ; (54)

02
wheren N isthe position ofthe leading IR renom alon
ofthe observableD Q@ 2 ); ifk = n, then the left-hand side
of Eq. [B4) changes to ( 2=Q?)" In( ?=Q?) [L8]. Such
nonperturbative contributions com ing from the UV sec—
tor contradict the ITEP O perator P roduct E xpansion
(OPE) philosophy (the latter saying that such temm s can
com e only from the IR sector) [35].

Two speci ¢ sets of m odels of anQ CD have been in—
troduced in the literature so far such that they do not
contradict the TEP-OPE :

(A) amodel set based on a m odi cation of the (a)
function [L7];

(B ) am odel set obtained by a direct construction [LE].

A . SetofmodelsA

T his isthe set ofm odels constructed In Refs. [L7]. The

TPS (@) used npQCD is
0 1
a  _ wy, - 2 i .
e @= 0a°@1+ calAh: (5

=1



Thiswasthenmodied, ®)@) 7 %) @), by fiil lling
three m ain condiions:
1.) €M) @) has the sam e expansion in powers ofa as
) @);
2) €M) @) Bwith > Oandp 1,Pra 1,
In order to ensure the absence of Landau singularities;
3.) €M) @) is analytic function at a = 0, in order to
ensure 1Q?)  3:Q%)j< ( *=0*)* Prany k > 0 at
large Q2 (thus respecting the ITEP-OPE approach).
This m odi cation was perform ed by the substitution

a¥l u@) a=({+ a), > 0Dbeing a param eter, and
2 3
by .
€M@ = % @ u@)+ eu@’?5; (56)

3=0

and ey are adjusted so that the rst condition is ful Tled

g=c+2 2

=1 ; ; etc:
This procedure results in an analtic coupling a @ ?),
withp= land = , ,andw ih two positive adjustable
parameters and . The(QCD parameter was taken
the sam e as In the pQ CD . Evaluation of cbservableswas
carried out in term sofpow erexpansion, w ith the replace-
ment ag, 7 a". Further, the couplings in this set are R
in nite:a@?) 1=Q%) ° ! 1 whenQ?! 0. These
new a(QZ)’sareana]ytjc @ A;). The RScland RSch
sensitivity ofthem odi ed TP S’s of space-like cbservables
tumed out to be reduced. T he author ofRefs. [17] chose
= 1= o; by tting the predicted values of the static in—
terquark potential to lattice results, he obtained 4.

B. Setofm odelsB

T hisisthe set ofm odels forA ; constructed in Ref. [LE].
A class of IR— nie analytic couplings which respect
the ITEP-OPE philbsophy can be constructed directly.
T he proposed class of couplings has three param eters
( ;hi;hy). In the Interm ediate energy region @ 1
GeV), the proposed coupling has low loop-level and
renom alization schem e dependence. W e outline here
the construction. W e recall expansion [2) for the per—
turbative coupling a Q ?), where L = logQ?= 2 and K -
are functions of the -function coe cients. T his expan—
sion (sum ) is in practice usually truncated in the index
k k& k. ). The proposed coupling is obtained by m odi-
fying (the nonanalytic) L’s to analytic quantities L, and
L, that fall faster than any inverse power ofQ ? at large
02, and by adding to the truncated sum anotherquantity
w ith such properties:

(kp ) 2 *o X
AR = Ko
k=1 ‘=0

Ly) P
Logba) “E(x); (57)
LO

where x = Q%= 2. The second tem is only relevant
In the IR region, and the st tem (double sum ) plys,

0. 125

0. 075

A, A
|

(.
|
e 2

A,

0. 025}

-0.0250\

1 2 3 4

o

FIG .9: ThecouplingsA , and A 3, together w ith the corresponding
coupling A 1, are plotted asa function ofQ , in theM S-schem e, w ih

= 04 GeV.The param eters used for the couplings are = 0:3,
h; = 01, and hy = 0. Figure from : Ref. [L€].

In the UV region, the role of the perturbative coupling.
Ly and L; are analytic and chosen aim Ing at a low ky —
dependence in the IR region.

p_
ei(l x)

t g &);
X

1 1
Ly L 1

1> 0; 1= 0;1: (58)

Functions g; (x) are chosen in sin ple m erom orphic form

2%
= ; 0< <1; (9
9o &) 0+ 9rxl o 0 (59)
) de '+ xd+1 de 1) d4> 0; (60)
x) = i i
9 d+ x
w ith the constants xed at typicalvalues o = 1=2 and

1 = d= 2. The additional expoinentialterm in [57) is
chosen In a sim ilarm erom orphic form

e TFfmy=n, Mm% o Px ©1)
x) = ;
L+ x=2)2

Results orA;, A, and A 5, for speci ¢ typical values of
param eters , h; and h,, are shown in Fig.[d. C ouplings
A, and A 3 are constructed via 26, and &5, according to
the procedure described in Sec.[IV], Egs. 26).

A general rem ark: ifA; (Q?) di ers fiom the pertur-
bative a (Q?) by less than any negative power of Q2 at
large Q2 ( 2), then the sam e is true for the di erence
between any 2 Q?) and ex ©Q2?) k= 2;3;::9.

V III. SUMM ARY

Various analytic @nQ CD ) m odels, ie., analytic cou-
plings A1 Q?), were reviewed, including som e of those
beyond the m Inin alanalytization M A ) procedure.

Analytization of the higherpowersa® 7 A, was con—
sidered; an RG E -m otivated approach, w hich isapplicable
to any m odel of analytic A 1, was described. Analytiza—
tion ofnoninteger powersa in M A m odelwas outlined.



Evaluation m ethods for spacelike and tin e-lke ob-—
servables in anQ CD m odels were reviewed. A large— ¢—
m otivated expansion of space-like inclisive observables is
proposed, w ith the resumm ed leading— o part; on its ba-
sis, an evaluation of such observablesin anQ CD m odels is
proposed: truncated analytic series (TA S). Severaleval-
uated observables in various anQ CD m odels were com —
pared to the experin entaldata. W e recallthat evaluated
expressions for space-like ocbservables in anQ CD respect
the physical analyticity requirem ent even at low energy,
In contrast to those in perturbative QCD @©QCD).

F ally, speci ¢ classes of analytic couplings A ; Q ?)
which preserve the OPE-ITEP philosophy were dis-

10

cussed, ie., at high Q2 they approach the pQCD cou—
pling faster than any inverse power ofQ 2. Such analytic
couplings should eventually enable us to use the OPE
approach in anQ CD m odels.
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