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1. Introduction

R eoent years have w imessed a rapid developm ent of the area covering the border-
line between \perturbatie" and \non-perturbative” physics in Q CD . In particular,
perturbative ideas have been pushed increasingly far towards the low-energy fron—
tier to deal w ith the phenom enology of power corrections. Still in these advances
the nom alization of pow er corrections is usually considered as an incalculable \non-—
perturbative" param eter, tobe tted from the data. Thishasbeen the situation ever
since their original introduction fl]by Shifn an, Vainshtein and Zakharov (SVZ).In
this note, I suggest a possibility to com pute these param eters from rst principles,
for the lin ited class of \renom alon-related" pow er corrections which include in par-
ticular the \gluon condensate" . Am ong the variousm ethods ] devised to dealw ith
these contrloutions, the \Infrared nite coupling" approach [3, 4, §] stands out as
a particularly attractive schem e. A fram ew ork where this approach can be jasti ed
has recently been suggested [], and the possbility of a calculation of power cor-
rections from perturcative input has been pointed out. The ain of this paper is to
In plam ent the Jatter suggestion. A fter a brief review (section 2) ofthe nfrared (IR)

nite coupling approach and of the proposal n [G], a m ethod to construct the IR

nie coupling from the BanksZaks expansion is described in section 3. The resuls
for the pow er corrections are given in section 4, and further discussed In section 5
which also contains the conclusions.



2.A fram ework for the IR nite coupling approach to power

corrections

In this approach the power corrections are param etrized in term of low energy m o—
m ents of a \non-perturbative" coupling a = a+ a assumed to be IR nite, where
a (@ —=) is the \perturbative part", and a a \non-perturbative" m odi cation
needed tom ake a IR nite. A though the approach can also dealw ith M inkow skian
quantities, consider as a sin ple exam ple the case of an Euclidean cbservable D Q ?)
in the \single dressed gluon exchange approxin ation" i, 81
oo Pt akr K2
D Q°)= . ?a(k) & @d)
where (?=Q?), the \Ioop m om entum distrbution function" ], isknown @] from
the relevant single dressed gluon diagram s. Introducing an IR cuto 1 to separate
Jong and short distances, the right hand side is approxin ated at large Q ? by
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n (1) todk k
D Q%) erf + ?a(kz) o2 @22)
R 2 2
with (1) = (*S ak?) k¥, where Tassumed that k*=Q?) ' ¢, k*=0°)" at

Jow k? and the contribution ofthe a piece hasbeen neglected above ;. T hese steps
can now be justi ed with the follow ing two crucial assum ptions:

1) The pertudmative part a of the coupling reaches a non-trivial IR  xed pont
at Iow scales and is IR nite by iself, without the need for an hypothetical a
contrbution. This statem ent is likely to be correct forN ¢ slightly below 165 where
the perturbative coupling has a BanksZaks xed point f0, 11}, 12]beyond one-loop,
and Tassum e it isstilltruedown toN ¢ = 0. T hisassum ption is supported [13,14,15]
by the behavior of the BanksZaks expansion for some QCD e ective charges.

A ctually, the previous statem ent m ust be correct w thin a rangeN, < N¢ < 165
which de nes the \conform alw indow " where the perturbative coupling is IR nite
and causal {6, §]. W ithin the confom alw indow , there isby de nition no a tem,

and we have

D Q%) =Dsr Q% 23)
w ih
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At large Q %, one cbtains as .n eq.@J)
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w ith the nom alization of the pow er correction

_ g %%2 2 2n
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given by a low energy m om ent ofthe pertureative coupling. Since the latter isnom ore
causalbelow N, (even if it still IR nite there), eg.@.3) cannot be correct anym ore
orN¢ < N, where the \conform alw Indow am plitude" D 5— ©?) isexpected to have

unphysical Landau sihgularities in the (com plex) Q 2 plane. W e m ust therefore have

D Q°)=Dz7 Q%)+ Dz Q%) @.7)

where' the \genuine non-perturbative piece" D 5 Q ?) cancels the Landau singulari-
tiespresent n D5+ Q 2). In the standard IR nite coupling approach thispiece would

correspond to the controution of the a part of the coupling in eq.2.1). Since the
existence of such a temm is quite hypothetical, I shallnot assum e that the D 55 @ 2)

piece is related to a (universal) non-perturbative Q CD coupling. Stillat large Q 2 this
piece m ay contrbute a \non-perturbative com ponent" Cyp to the O (1=0?") power
correction

C
D0 i @y
so that below N we have
2\ r 2 Cyxp
DQ%)" Dgx @7) X 2.9)
hence
|
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w ith
C(1)=Cpr(1)+ Cyp @11)

i) The second crucial assum ption I shall m ake is that the \non-perturbative"
com ponent Cyp can in fact be neglected (rnot too small ;) ; eq.@.Il). This
assum ption, which actually takes the exact counterpart of the SV Z hypothesis [i|]
that the \genuine non-perturbative piece" Cyp dom nates over the \perturbative"

uctuations, can be justi ed @}] In a number ofways. One is to cbserve that Cyp ,
w hich vanishes identically forN ; < N¢ < 16:5w ithin the conform alw indow , m ay still
beanallforN¢ < N, below the conform alw indow , provided N ¢ is close enough to

'IfD ;5 Q%) is interpreted as the analytic continuation in N ¢ of the fll conform al w indow
am plitude, the decom position eq.{_2-;:fl) is general f_l-é, -’_6] and valid beyond the single dressed glion
approxin ation ofeq.{_i_.-]:) .



N, .In [l§,'6], t was ound that in fact 4 < N, < 6, which m akes it at least plausblk
the neglect of Cyp at the \real lie" QCD value N: = 3. Another (m ore drastic)
possibility is that the power corrections in D37 Q%) and D5 Q%) do not m atch
(even though at Jow Q2 the two com ponents cancel theirm utualLandau singularities
below the confom al window), ie. that the power corrections are either entirely
\perturbative" and contrbute only to D 3= Q ?), or entirely \non-perturbative" and
contribute only to D55 @Q?). This would mean that Cyp 0 even below N, and
only the Cp ¢ com ponent ispresent, forthose condensates (like the ghion condensate)
which do not vanish w ithin the conform alw indow , whereasCypr 6 0 below N, only
for those condensates (lke the quark condensate) which vanish dentically within
the conform alw indow , and therefore have no Cp ¢ com ponent. In such a case, the
neglect of Cyp would be justi ed at allN ;’s for the \conform al w indow type" of
power corrections. Anyway, the working hypothesis In the follow Ing shall be that
one can com pute the buk ofthe latter type of pow er corrections from eq.2.6) alone.
In thisway, the IR nite coupling approach not only nds a natural fram ew ork, but
its predictiveness is enhanced since there is not any m ore any \non-perturbative"
free param eter and the nom alization of power corrections can be com puted, aswe
dem onstrate In the next section (In this sense the approach goes beyond the operator
product expansion even when applied to Euclidean quantities).

3. Reconstructing the IR nite perturbative coupling: a B anks—

Z aks expansion approach

Even though the perturbative coupling appears to have an IR  xed point for large
enough N ¢ beyond two-loop, this isnot alwaysm anifest when one decreasesN ¢ . For
Instance, the BanksZaks xed point at twoJoop relies on having ; < 0, which is
not realized ©or N < 8. Then one m ight rescue the xed point wih a negative
three-loop tem , but even this feature is usually Jost at N = 3. On the other hand,
asm entioned in section 2, the BanksZaks expansion does signal In a num ber of cases
the persistence ofthe xed pointeven down toN ¢ = 2. This observation suggests the
follow ing strategy: try to reconstruct the IR nite coupling, and eventually supply
the m issing higher order tem s in the beta function (@), given the IR xed pont
BanksZaks expansion. This is an expansion in powers of the distance 1655 N«
from the top of the conform al w indow , which is proportionalto . The solution
a = a () ofthe equation

@= @ )= o8& L a , at sa+ =0 (31)

Inthelmi ! O,wih ; @ 1) nie isobtained asa power series

a=a()= +1 4+ 5, 4+ u 32)



where

2;0

1= 11

1;0
2= %+gl 1t 21 D (3.3)

The expansion param eter [I4] is 3781 (165 N¢) = —=. The 4 whih are

N ¢—independent (out schem e dependent fori> 1), are de n&j by 1= 10+t 11 o
(10= %r 1,1 = %)r 2= 20% 21 ot 20 ¢ (Iassume , isatm ostquadratic
nNg¢, hencein ) and gp, g, aregiven in eq.(3.6) . G iven the know ledge of the 3-loop
beta finction in (eg. theM S scheme, ;, can be dbtained fl7] from a one-Joop
calculation ofa (see eq.@:Z:)) . I shall also use the related expansion for the crtical

exponent

@
= = — ; 34
() s @i ) 34)
= 1,0 2(l+ g +a 24 ) 3.5)

where
dg. = 1x
Y2

®=g+ > 20 (3.6)
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The g;’s are schem e independent [12], and {1319, = 8:89.
The m ethod relies on the di erential equation 2] ora ()

e O G.7)
@ ’ d )

where (a; ) is the N¢ dependent part of the beta function, after solitting o the
= 0 (le.N¢f = 165) piee (@;0)

@ ) @;0) @ ) 338)

Tts expansion In powers ofa is

2

@ )= 10al+ 102+ (20+ 20 o)+ ] (3.9)

Eq.(3.7) Pllows by taking the total derivative w ith respect to  of the relation
@ ; )= 0which de nesthe xed pointa ()
@ da @

@(a;)d——l—@_(a;):() (3.10)



andusihgeq.@4) and &-@; )= T (@ )] €i38).

It is convenient to introduce the finction @), which isthe nverse ofthe Banks—
Zaks function a ( ): forgiven a, (@) isthevaluieof (ie.ofN¢)where (@; )= 0.
Theknowledge of (@) and of (a; ) detem ine (a;0), hence the fullbeta function.

Indeed using eq.3.8) the condition [k; (a)]= 0 becomes

@0)= @ ki @]I (341)
Hence
@ )= (@ ki @] @i ) 312)
In tem of (@) eq.(.7) reads
@ . ()
@—[ @ )k = 4 (313)
da
Eq.313) givesa constrainton  (a; ) given the BanksZaks functions ( ) anda( ).
T his constraint isnot su cient to determ lne  @; ) (@nd the beta fiinction) w ithout
further assum ptions. In the follow ing I shallassume that @; )= ¢ @) is indepen-

dent of , ie. that the beta function coe cients are at most Inear n N ¢ (or o):
this am ounts to an approxin ation, in the soirt of the B anksZaks approach, where
one keeps only the leading = 0 temm In an expansion of @; ) ih powersof (i
particular, one neglkcts the ,, o term i eq.(3.9)). Then eq.@.13) gives

0@) = —g (3.14)

and from eq.@3

@)=1[@ 1— (315)

U sing the BanksZaks expansions ofthe xed poInta ( ) and ofthe critical exponent
() truncated to a given order as nput, eq.{315%) yields a corresponding \in proved"
approxin ation to thebeta function, which displaysabuilt-in xed pointata= a ().
In this approad, the kading order (LO ) approxin ation thusgives (@)= a and
[ @]= 1,0 @°. The next+to-Jeading order (NLO ) approxin ation uses the NLO
BanksZaks expansions of the xed point and of the critical exponent: (@) isthen
obtained by inverting eq.34) wih ,= 0),ie. ovingfor +ha= + ; ?and
reporting in eq.@15), with ( )= 1,0 2@+ g ).Thenexttonext-toleading
order NNLO ) approxin ation uses the NNLO BanksZaks expansions of the xed
point (which requires the know ledge of ,,;) and of the critical exponent (eq.(34)
and @.5)), etc...



The approxin ation can be further system atically im proved by ncluding the
know ledge of the known N -dependent temm s in the beta function. For nnstance,
if the threedoop , coe cient is known, one can inclide the know ledge ? of the tem
quadraticin ¢ In , wih the ansatz

@ )= c@+ i, 22a (3.16)

where (@) @;0) is Independent of (the know kedge of ,; and ;,; is contained
In the NLO and NNLO tem s in the BanksZaks expansion of a , as m entioned
above). Eq.(3.13) then xes ,(a) from

0@+ 2 Ty pd @)= [d%a” (317)
da
which yields (a; ), hence from eq.(312)
@ )=1 @ ][d—(a” to 2@ [ @ F (3.18)

4. Resuls

T he \coupling" appearing in eq.@ 4) should be viewed asa physical, gauge-independent
quantity, jast asthe observable D Q ?) to which it is directly related. Tn the IR nite
coupling approach, it is also assum ed to be universal, ie. the sam e for all cbserv—
ables. The existence of such an ob ct is still speculative. It is attractive to identify
this coupling to the \skeleton coupling" {1, §, 18] associated to a (yet hypothetical)
\QCD skekton expansion". A prom ising approach in this direction is provided by
the \pinch technique" construction [19, 20]. The pinch coupling is presently known
only at onedoop, where i is related to the M S coupling by
h i

ak’)=azgs( )+ o bgki=?) 53 +d ai_-(%)+ m @)
with d; pinch = 1. An altemnative suggestion 3] isto use the \ghion brem sstrahling
coupling" 1], also known to the oneloop kveleq.f4.h) with d; brems= 1  2=4.
Since the full three-loop beta function coe cient thence ;) is not yet known for
these two couplings, I shall apply them ethod of section 3 In the NLO approxin ation
described there. A ctually, since the BanksZaks expansion of the critical exponent
isknown {13]up to NNLO (eq.635)), and m ay be reliabke [§]even down toN ¢ = 3,
I shallgo halfway towards the NNLO approxin ation, and use eq.@3.5) i eq..15),
while still using eq.8Jd) wWih , = 0) to x (a). The Iput schem e dependent
num erical values ollow ing from eq.{@.J) and the relation [77]

’Actually, given that 0< a< a = O (), thistemn ise ectively ofthe sam e orderasthe 3, a°
tem I @; ) €9.[3.9)), and should be taken as input only together w ith the latter, ie. at the
NNNLO Jevel



d= — 42)

1;0
are 18] <2 pinch = 261 and L frem s= 261+ — = 508. Hence ,Ppinch = 214
while ;brems = 033 (@ snaller correction!). Tt Hllows from eq.BG2) that at

Nf= 3theR xedpointa = 0299 forthe gluon brem sstrahling coupling, an aller
then the corresponding value a = 0:578 for the pinch coupling which is subgct to
rather Jarge uncertainties.

A sa third altemative, Iwould ke to suggest the \universal coupling" ntroduced
in {12], because of its sin plicity. I is de ned® by the condition ;= 0 foralli’s, ie.

a () , and therefore its beta function can be expressed entirely In temm of the
critical exponent
@ )= @ ) @)
= (Oa2+ 1,0 a3)(l+ g at g a’ + ) 4 3)
AtNs = 3the R xed polntisa = = 0336. The scak is xed know ing that

% jiniversal = 1; (from ; = 0), which detem ies (eg.@J)) d; jiniversal =
1437, and the natural assum ption that the term proportionalto , i eq.f@.0) is
the sam e.

T he bram sstrahling coupling beta function atN ¢ = 3 isshown mnFigl. Notethe
negative ultraviolet xed pontata’ 0:17. Ik corresponds to a zero of the critical
exponent eq.35) at ’  0:5, and is a necessary condition for the scenario n 6]
to detemm ine the bottom N, of the conform alwindow from the condition ()= 1,
which yields N, ’/ 4 if one uses eq.(3.5). The resulting running coupling is shown
in Fig2, where Tused ‘54—5 M ;)= 0:117 as input (eq.{.1l) yields the corresponding
Input value of the brem sstrahlung coupling).

Tt is then straightforward to com pute the rst few low energy m om ents of the
coupling

azm 1 ( 1) ‘n— —  ak? (4.4)
I

In tem of the beta function they are given by

Z

ar da
anmi1(1)= n——-aeph @;ar)l 4.5)
a (a)
where
3Iassume]J'nea:rNf dependence. O therw ise there isthem ore generalsolution @; )= @)@
Y+ 1 @@ P+ o
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Figure 1: T he brem sstrahluing coupling beta function N ¢ = 3).
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Figure 2: The brem sstrahlung coupling N ¢ = 3, Y5 M ;)= 0117).
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is the solution of the renomm alization group equation with a; al( %) . Taking

1 = 2G eV, one gets the results In Tablk 1 if I‘SW(M 7 )= 0:117 and thosse In Table
2 if I‘SW(M z )= 0:120. Note the sensitivity to the high energy nput value of .

T hese results are sub ected to theoretical uncertainties, stem m ing from them ag—
nitude ofthe IR values of the coupling w hich should induce seizable higher order cor-
rections. T he convergence of the B anksZaks expansion isbad in the pinch coupling
case (Whith has a large IR value), and the know ledge of the 3-loop beta function
coe cient and of , is essential for a m ore reliable prediction. The situation looks
better for the\universal coupling"and the brem sstrahluing coupling. To assess the
convergence of the expansion, the results forthem om ents In the NLO approxin ation



where one uses only the rst two temn s in the BanksZaks expansion of  (eq.3.5))
are quoted w ithin parenthesis in the tables.

Then = 0 m om ent gives the process-independent part of the nom alization of
the 1=Q power corrections. If one uses the glion brem sstrahling ansatz for the
coupling, the predicted value is In qualitative agreem ent w ith the experim entally
detem ined E] one @ ' 0414 0:47), although i should be ram embered that the
latter depends on the way the \perturbative part" of the am plitude (the piece above

1 1 eq..10)) is handled, as well as upon extra assum ptions in the case of non—
Inclusive M inkow skian observables. The n = 3 m om ent gives the nom alization of
the \gluon condensate"

S~ 2 _ 3 4
< —G* > = Fa3( I) T (4.7)

Note the de nition used here involves an aritrary IR cuto 1, @S necessary In
the case of renom alon—related power corrections. If one wants to com pare’ to the
e ective phenom enological SV Z de nition [1], one can just com pute the integral in
eq.@.4) which doesnotdepend on ;) forany given Euclidean observable w here the
glion condensate gives the lading pow er correction, and t the result with the SVZ
ansatz. For instance, for the AdlerD fiinction

D Q%) aQ®)+ —— < —G*> 4 8)

where the % factor is the ladihg order coe cient function. Sim ilarky, the SV Z
condensate < —=G? > ocould be de ned from the basic cbservabk as ( 1) (eg.{4.4)
with n=2), where the IR cuto ; now plys the rol ofthe high energy scak Q , by

2 2
3

s

—=G?%> 4 29)

’ 2 1
as( 1)’ a( i)+ ——<
I

For ;= 2GeV,eq.@d) yieds< =G2>’ 005Gev* or "5 M ,)= 0117, which
Jooks reasonable com pared to the standard SVZ valie. However, this com parison
is actually devoid of signi cance due to the follow ing intriguing fact: varying the
scale 1 In eq.f4.9), one nds the discrepancy a3 ( 1)  af %) between a3 ( 1) and
its lowest order perturbative approxin ation a( %) decreases much sbwer then the
inverse fourth power of ;! A sin ilar resul is cbtained if one uses eq.f4.8) @ ith
the \loop m om entum distrbution finction" (?=Q?) taken from []). Since the
(principal value regulated) Borel sum of the perturbative serdes associated to the
observables a; ( 1) (orD Q?)) are known P2,23]to di er from the exact values by
just such an O (1= ;) (resp. O (1=Q*)) correction, one isbound to conclude that the
naive treatm ent of approxin ating the Borel sum by its kading order term does not

4Iam indebted to A L M ueller Hr raising the question.
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work® here. This is another point of discrepancy w ith the standard SV Z procedure,
on top of the assum ption that the \perturbative part" of the condensate dom hnates.

5. D iscussion and conclisions

T he essential assum ption In the present approach is that the pertureative beta finc—
tion has an IR xed pont at least down to N¢ = 3. This is partly inplm ented
by constructing beta functions w ith negative threeJoop coe cients: at NNLO the

method of section 3 yields , = .0+ 21 o whereboth ,, and ,; tum out
negative (see footnote 4) for the considered couplings. A ctually, essentially the sam e
resuls can be cbtained (at kast for the bram sstrahluing coupling) n a sin plr way,
which m akes it transparent the reason for the existence of the IR xed point. In—
deed, consider the 4-loop beta function eq..1), and dbserve that in the IR region
the usual power counting should be m odi ed: nam ely, given that a is O ( o) thers,
to O (@°) accuracy one should drop the O ( §) term in  ,, and keep only the leading
0 (( 0)°) tem 1 3, ie. use the e ective 4-doop beta function (In accordance w ith

the ram ark in footnote 1)

et @7 ) = 0 & pa | 201 2: NES 3;0 a’+ 0 @°%) cJd)

(iIn the ultraviolet region, this beta function has of course only the O @*) accuracy
of the 2-loop beta function). In the case of the bram sstrahling coupling, the results
cbtained using the 4-loop rr tum out to be very close to those of section 4 In
the NNLO approxin ation. For Instance ¢ hasan IR xed point at a = 0294 if
N¢= 3 (Tused 3 = 37{76 from eq.(3.6)), and one gets: ay = 0201, a; = 0:77
and as = 0:156 if DSH(M z) = 0:117,and ay = 0210, a; = 0189 and a3 = 0:168 if

M'S M ,)= 0:20. Sin ilarly .n NLO one should use a 3-o0p £ @; )= o a2

. a 20 @+ 0 @),and n LO a2-doop e @ )= o @ 10 @+ 0 @%).
The presence of an IR xed point In  r¢ down to low values of N seem s to be a
general phenom enon, at least up to NLO . This is obvious in LO, sihce 1, isscheme
Independent, but less so In NLO where ,, is scheme dependent. Nevertheless it
tums out that ,, is negative for allknown physical e ective charges [18], as well
as for the three couplings quoted above. C onsequently, there m ay be a positive zero
iIn the 3-doop «rf cOrrectly signalling an IR xed point, even if the standard 3-loop
beta function has no positive zero w ith all its coe cients of the sam e sign.

AtNNLO,thepresence ofan IR xed point in the 4-loop rr M ay be Fopardized

by large positive values of ,;; and (0r) s;;.Actally, ,; tumsout to be negative
or allknown® e ective charges (except the one (\ay ") de ned by the static QCD

°Sin ilar results are obtained if one uses l[5] the BLM scale ﬁ_l-gl] n a.
®For the pinch coupling and the brem sstrahling coupling, 2;1 has been \predicted" from the
assum ption that , ’ 0, which yields €q.33)) 2, = 23 fr the pinch coupling and ;1 =

11



potential, where it is positive [1§] but sm all enough not to destabilize the xed
point). The realproblem com es from the 4-loop coe cient 55, which is positive for
allknown e ective charges (exospt agaln ay , where it is negative and tiny). In the
case of the pinch coupling, it tums out in fact too large (one gets 3, = 164:7 from

eq.3.6)) Porthe 4Joop o¢r to have an IR xed point ifN ¢ < 13. Sim ilarly, in the
case of the Adler D -function e ective charge where 5,0 = 127, the 4-doop ¢ does
not have an IR xed point if N ¢ < 11. For all other e ective charges however the
4-1o0p rf doesexhibitan IR xed pointdown toN ¢ = 0! However, in those casesof
large positive 3,0 (which is a consequence ofa small ,,, see eq.(3.6)), the m ethod
of section 3 provides an e ective resumm ation of the relevant higher order tem s,
cbtained under the assum ption the BanksZaks expansions ofthe IR  xed point and
of the critical exponent do converge: allknown e ective charges then appear’ after
resumm ation to have an IR xed point down to N ¢ = 0 (although the convergence
ofthe xed point BanksZaks expansion becom es problam atic already at N ¢ = 3 for
som e of them , such as the pinch coupling).

T he suggestion of perturbative freezing of the coupling at Iow N ¢ was rstm ade
in {13]. There is however an essential di erence w ith the present proposal: it is not
suggested here that the perturbative IR xed point has anything to do w ith the low
energy behavior of the M1llQ CD am plitudes below the confom alw indow , which is
entirely non-perturbative. For instance, as observed in 5] spontaneous chiral sym —
m etry breaking considerations at large N . In ply the Adler D -function m ust vanish
at zero m om entum , which is lnoconsistent w ith the positive value expected from per—
turbative freezing. W hat is suggested instead is that the perturbative freezing at
low N ¢ is relevant to detemm ine the nom alization of renom alon-related condensates
and pow er corrections which appear In the short distance expansion of am plitudes.
T his am ounts to the recognition that ob jgcts ke the \gluon condensate", at the dif-
ference of the quark condensate, are of a basically \perturbative" nature, and thus
unrelated to \genuine" non-perturbative properties ofthe vacuum such as chiralsym —
m etry breaking or con nem ent. The notion of a \conform alw indow " is an essential
part of the present proposal: only those power corrections which are already present
w ithin the conform alw indow are am enable to a perturbative treatm ent, and below
the conform alw lndow there are other really \non-perturbative" contributions which

743 for the brem sstrahling coupling. This assum ption tums out to yield rather good resuls
In the case of the e ective charges associated to the Adlr D “function and the polarized (g;) and
non-polarized ;) B prken sum rules, or which the \predicted" values are respectively ,; =

16417; 9:98; 6:97 compared to the exact values (corrected for som e num erical naccuracies In
[_l-§']) 21 = 15:94; 11:19; 681l. The partial reason for this success are the large cancellations
between g, (the \schem e independent™ contribution to , in eq.{33)) and the \schem e dependent”
contribution which Involves ; and ;.

7T his iseven true Hrthe e ective charge associated I_Z-A_i] to H iggs decay. In this case however one
getsa arge xed point valuiea = O (1), and convergence of the BanksZaks expansion is doubtfiil
forN¢ < 4.
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are crucial to detem ne the true low energy properties of Q CD . M oreover, it was
shown in [§] that the assum ption that the perturbative IR xed point persists below

thebottom N ofthe conform alw indow leadsto the condition ( )= 1 todetem ne
N . It is Interesting that this condition givesN ; ’ 4, rather close to the \real life"

QCD wvalue N = 3, whith m ight give an altemative justi cation to the suggested
calculation procedure based on the \antiSV Z" hypothesis that the \perturbative"

plece ofthe condensates actually dom inates over the \non-perturbative" uctuations.
N ote that the opposite SV Z assum ption of dom inance of the non-perturbative piece
has been questioned previously in the literature (see eg. B]). Furthem ore, even
if the present assum ption tums out to be invalid, the resuls of this paper are still
useflil to extract from experin ent the \truly non-perturbative" part Cyp , which is
given a com pktely unam biguous de nition through eq.2.9).

T he typicalexam ple ofa \perturbative" conform alw ndow am plitude isthe \sih-
gl dressed gluon" integralofeq.@ 4), where the running coupling inside the integral
isIR nie, and calculable from perturoative input through an (eventually resum m ed)
BanksZaks expansion . It is in plicitly assum ed that thisparticular coupling is free of
IR renom alons and can be unam biguously detem ined from its perturbative series
(say, by Borel summ ation). The corresponding BanksZaks series should then be
also Borel summ able. N ote also that the integraleq.@.4) is free of any renom alon
am biguiyy, although renom alons are present in the corresponding perturbative se—
ries, but is still expected to be a ected below the conform alw Indow by unphysical
Landau singularities in the com plex Q # plane. Such an am plitude P2, 23] represents
a natural orm of a generalized perturbation theory, which gives the background on
top of which genuine non-perturbative contrbutionsm ay take place below N, . The
calculation of the \perturbative condensate”, although using only perturbative in—
form ation, goes beyond a m ere renom alon estin ate, since there is usually a part
£6, 6] of the Iow m om entum contribution of the perturbative coupling which is not
determ ined only R§, 27] by renomm alons. T he assum ption that renom alon-related
pow er corrections are \perturbative" in the above sense also gives a straightforw ard
Justi cation to the IR nite coupling approach to power corrections, and leaves no
arbitrary free param eter (except of course the overallQCD scalk) to be xed from
experin ent. The main conocsptual problem in this fram ework rem ains to nd the
dentity ofthe thopefully unique) perturbative IR nite QCD ooupling which deter-
m ines the pow er corrections, and derive the system atic form to all orders ofthe (yet
to be constructed) generalized perturbation theory, perhaps [I§] along the lines of
a QCD \skelton expansion": this is however a problem of a basically perturbative
nature.
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bram sst_tahlung‘ universal ‘ pinch

0207 (0222) ‘ 0225 (024¢6) ‘ 0.330 (0.366)

Ao

a | 0176 (0198) | 0187 (0212) | 0256 (0.300)

as | 0155 (0173) | 0163 (0.183) | 0210 (0243)
Table 1:Moments for 5 M ;)= 0:417.
brem sstrahhng‘ universal ‘ pinch

a; | 0217 (0232) | 0237 (0259) | 0353 (0.390)

a | 0188 (0213) | 0202 (0230) | 0281 (0332)

as | 0167 (0189) | 0176 (0201) | 0233 (0273)

Table 2: Moments or ¥ 5 M ;)= 0:120.
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