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1.Introduction

Recent years have witnessed a rapid developm ent ofthe area covering the border-

line between \perturbative" and \non-perturbative" physicsin QCD.In particular,

perturbative ideas have been pushed increasingly fartowards the low-energy fron-

tier to dealwith the phenom enology ofpower corrections. Stillin these advances

thenorm alization ofpowercorrectionsisusually considered asan incalculable\non-

perturbative"param eter,tobe�tted from thedata.Thishasbeen thesituation ever

sincetheiroriginalintroduction [1]by Shifm an,Vainshtein and Zakharov (SVZ).In

thisnote,Isuggesta possibility to com pute these param etersfrom �rstprinciples,

forthelim ited classof\renorm alon-related" powercorrectionswhich includein par-

ticularthe\gluon condensate".Am ong thevariousm ethods[2]devised to dealwith

these contributions,the \infrared �nite coupling" approach [3,4,5]stands out as

a particularly attractive schem e.A fram ework where thisapproach can bejusti�ed

has recently been suggested [6],and the possibility ofa calculation ofpower cor-

rectionsfrom perturbative inputhasbeen pointed out. The aim ofthispaperisto

im plem entthelattersuggestion.Aftera briefreview (section 2)oftheinfrared (IR)

�nite coupling approach and ofthe proposalin [6],a m ethod to construct the IR

�nitecoupling from theBanks-Zaksexpansion isdescribed in section 3.Theresults

forthe powercorrectionsare given in section 4,and furtherdiscussed in section 5

which also containstheconclusions.
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2.A fram ework for the IR �nite coupling approach to power

corrections

In thisapproach the powercorrectionsare param etrized in term oflow energy m o-

m entsofa \non-perturbative" coupling �a = a+ �a assum ed to be IR �nite,where

a (a � �s
�
) is the \perturbative part",and �a a \non-perturbative" m odi�cation

needed to m ake�a IR �nite.Although theapproach can also dealwith M inkowskian

quantities,considerasa sim ple exam plethecaseofan Euclidean observableD (Q 2)

in the\singledressed gluon exchangeapproxim ation" [7,8]

D (Q 2)=

Z
1

0

dk2

k2
�a(k2)�

 

k2

Q 2

!

(2.1)

where �(k 2=Q 2),the \loop m om entum distribution function" [2],isknown [9]from

therelevantsingledressed gluon diagram s.Introducing an IR cut-o� �I to separate

long and shortdistances,therighthand sideisapproxim ated atlargeQ 2 by

D (Q 2)’ cn
�n(�I)

Q 2n
+

Z
1

�2
I

dk2

k2
a(k2)�

 

k2

Q 2

!

(2.2)

with �n(�I)=
R�2

I

0

dk2

k2
�a(k2)k2n,where Iassum ed that�(k 2=Q 2)’ cn(k

2=Q 2)n at

low k2 and thecontribution ofthe�a piecehasbeen neglected above�I.Thesesteps

can now bejusti�ed with thefollowing two crucialassum ptions:

i) The perturbative part a ofthe coupling reaches a non-trivialIR �xed point

at low scales and is IR �nite by itself, without the need for an hypothetical�a

contribution.Thisstatem entislikely to becorrectforN f slightly below 16.5 where

theperturbativecoupling hasa Banks-Zaks�xed point[10,11,12]beyond one-loop,

and Iassum eitisstilltruedown toN f = 0.Thisassum ption issupported [13,14,15]

by thebehavioroftheBanks-Zaksexpansion forsom eQCD e�ectivecharges.

Actually,thepreviousstatem entm ustbecorrectwithin arangeN �

f < N f < 16:5

which de�nesthe \conform alwindow" where the perturbative coupling isIR �nite

and causal[16,6].W ithin theconform alwindow,there isby de�nition no �a term ,

and wehave

D (Q 2)= D
P T
(Q 2) (2.3)

with

D
P T
(Q 2)�

Z
1

0

dk2

k2
a(k2)�

 

k2

Q 2

!

(2.4)

AtlargeQ 2,oneobtainsasin eq.(2.2)

D
P T
(Q 2)’

CP T(�I)

Q 2n
+

Z
1

�2
I

dk2

k2
a(k2)�

 

k2

Q 2

!

(2.5)
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with thenorm alization ofthepowercorrection

CP T(�I)= cn

Z �2
I

0

dk2

k2
a(k2)k2n (2.6)

given byalow energym om entoftheperturbativecoupling.Sincethelatterisnom ore

causalbelow N �

f (even ifitstillIR �nitethere),eq.(2.3)cannotbecorrectanym ore

forN f < N �

f,wherethe\conform alwindow am plitude"D
P T
(Q 2)isexpected tohave

unphysicalLandau singularitiesin the(com plex)Q 2 plane.W em ustthereforehave

D (Q 2)= D
P T
(Q 2)+ D

N P
(Q 2) (2.7)

where1 the\genuinenon-perturbativepiece" D
N P

(Q 2)cancelstheLandau singulari-

tiespresentin D
P T
(Q 2).In thestandard IR �nitecouplingapproach thispiecewould

correspond to the contribution ofthe �a partofthe coupling in eq.(2.1). Since the

existence ofsuch a term isquitehypothetical,Ishallnotassum ethattheD
N P

(Q 2)

pieceisrelated toa(universal)non-perturbativeQCD coupling.StillatlargeQ 2 this

piece m ay contribute a \non-perturbative com ponent" CN P to theO (1=Q 2n)power

correction

D
N P

(Q 2)’
CN P

Q 2n
(2.8)

so thatbelow N �

f wehave

D (Q 2)’ D
P T
(Q 2)+

CN P

Q 2n
(2.9)

hence

D (Q 2)’
C(�I)

Q 2n
+

Z
1

�2
I

dk2

k2
a(k2)�

 

k2

Q 2

!

(2.10)

with

C(�I)= CP T(�I)+ CN P (2.11)

ii) The second crucialassum ption Ishallm ake is that the \non-perturbative"

com ponent CN P can in factbe neglected (fornottoo sm all�I)in eq.(2.11). This

assum ption,which actually takes the exact counterpart ofthe SVZ hypothesis [1]

thatthe \genuine non-perturbative piece" CN P dom inatesoverthe \perturbative"


uctuations,can be justi�ed [6]in a num berofways. One isto observe thatC N P ,

which vanishesidenticallyforN �

f < N f < 16:5withintheconform alwindow,m aystill

be sm allforN f < N �

f below the conform alwindow,provided N f isclose enough to

1IfD
P T

(Q 2) is interpreted as the analytic continuation in N f ofthe fullconform alwindow

am plitude,the decom position eq.(2.7)isgeneral[16,6]and valid beyond the single dressed gluon

approxim ation ofeq.(2.1).

3



N �

f.In [16,6],itwasfound thatin fact4< N �

f < 6,which m akesitatleastplausible

the neglect ofCN P atthe \reallife" QCD value N f = 3. Another (m ore drastic)

possibility is that the power corrections in D
P T
(Q 2) and D

N P
(Q 2) do not m atch

(even though atlow Q 2 thetwocom ponentscanceltheirm utualLandau singularities

below the conform alwindow),i.e. that the power corrections are either entirely

\perturbative" and contributeonly to D
P T
(Q 2),orentirely \non-perturbative" and

contribute only to D
N P

(Q 2). Thiswould m ean thatCN P � 0 even below N �

f,and

only theCP T com ponentispresent,forthosecondensates(likethegluon condensate)

which do notvanish within theconform alwindow,whereasCN P 6= 0 below N �

f only

for those condensates (like the quark condensate) which vanish identically within

the conform alwindow,and therefore have no CP T com ponent. In such a case,the

neglect ofCN P would be justi�ed at allN f’s for the \conform alwindow type" of

power corrections. Anyway,the working hypothesis in the following shallbe that

onecan com putethebulk ofthelattertypeofpowercorrectionsfrom eq.(2.6)alone.

In thisway,theIR �nitecoupling approach notonly �ndsa naturalfram ework,but

its predictiveness is enhanced since there is not any m ore any \non-perturbative"

free param eterand the norm alization ofpowercorrectionscan be com puted,aswe

dem onstratein thenextsection (in thissensetheapproach goesbeyond theoperator

productexpansion even when applied to Euclidean quantities).

3.R econstructing theIR �niteperturbativecoupling:a B anks-

Zaks expansion approach

Even though the perturbative coupling appearsto have an IR �xed pointforlarge

enough N f beyond two-loop,thisisnotalwaysm anifestwhen onedecreasesN f.For

instance,the Banks-Zaks�xed pointattwo-loop relieson having �1 < 0,which is

not realized for N f < 8. Then one m ight rescue the �xed point with a negative

three-loop term ,buteven thisfeatureisusually lostatN f = 3.On theotherhand,

asm entioned in section 2,theBanks-Zaksexpansion doessignalin anum berofcases

thepersistenceofthe�xed pointeven down toN f = 2.Thisobservation suggeststhe

following strategy: try to reconstructthe IR �nite coupling,and eventually supply

the m issing higherorderterm sin the beta function �(a),given the IR �xed point

Banks-Zaks expansion. This is an expansion in powers ofthe distance 16:5� N f

from the top ofthe conform alwindow,which is proportionalto �0. The solution

a� = a�(�)oftheequation

�(a)= �(a;�)= ��0 a
2
� �1 a

3
� �2 a

4
� �3 a

5 + :::= 0 (3.1)

in thelim it�0 ! 0,with �i (i� 1)�niteisobtained asa powerseries

a
� = a

�(�)= � + �1 �
2 + �2 �

3 + ::: (3.2)
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where

�1 = �1;1 �
�2;0

�1;0

�2 = �
2

1
+ g1 �1 + �2;1 � g2 (3.3)

The expansion param eter [12]is � � 8

321
(16:5� N f) = �

�0

�1;0
. The �i;j,which are

N f-independent(butschem edependentfori> 1),arede�ned by �1 = �1;0 + �1;1 �0

(�1;0 = � 107

16
,�1;1 =

19

4
),�2 = �2;0+ �2;1 �0+ �2;2 �

2

0
(Iassum e�2 isatm ostquadratic

in N f,hencein �0)and g1,g2 aregiven in eq.(3.6).Given theknowledgeofthe3-loop

beta function in (e.g.) the M S schem e,�2;0 can be obtained [17]from a one-loop

calculation ofa (see eq.(4.2)). Ishallalso use the related expansion forthe critical

exponent


 = 
(�)=
@�

@a
(a�;�) (3.4)

= ��1;0 �
2(1+ g1 � + g2 �

2 + :::) (3.5)

where

g1 = �1;1

g2 = g
2

1
+
�3;0

�1;0
�

 

�2;0

�1;0

!
2

(3.6)

Thegi’sareschem eindependent[12],and [13]g2 = �8:89.

Them ethod relieson thedi�erentialequation [12]fora�(�)

@

@�
[� �(a�;�)]= 
(�)

da�

d�
(3.7)

where �(a;�)is the Nf dependent partofthe beta function,aftersplitting o� the

� = 0 (i.e.Nf = 16:5)piece�(a;0)

�(a;�)� �(a;0)� � �(a;�) (3.8)

Itsexpansion in powersofa is

�(a;�)= ��1;0 a
2[1+ �1;1a+ (�2;1 + �2;2 �0)a

2 + :::] (3.9)

Eq.(3.7) follows by taking the total derivative with respect to � of the relation

�(a�;�)= 0 which de�nesthe�xed pointa�(�)

@�

@a
(a�;�)

da�

d�
+
@�

@�
(a�;�)= 0 (3.10)
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and using eq.(3.4)and
@�

@�
(a;�)= � @

@�
[� �(a;�)](eq.(3.8)).

Itisconvenienttointroducethefunction ��(a),which istheinverseoftheBanks-

Zaksfunction a�(�):forgiven a,��(a)isthevalueof� (i.e.ofNf)where�(a;�)= 0.

Theknowledgeof��(a)and of�(a;�)determ ine�(a;0),hencethefullbetafunction.

Indeed using eq.(3.8)thecondition �[a;��(a)]= 0 becom es

�(a;0)= �
�(a)�[a;��(a)] (3.11)

Hence

�(a;�)= �
�(a)�[a;��(a)]� � �(a;�) (3.12)

In term of��(a)eq.(3.7)reads

@

@�
[� �(a;�)]j�= �� =


(��)
d��

da

(3.13)

Eq.(3.13)givesaconstrainton �(a;�)given theBanks-Zaksfunctions
(�)and a�(�).

Thisconstraintisnotsu�cientto determ ine�(a;�)(and thebeta function)without

furtherassum ptions.In thefollowing Ishallassum ethat�(a;�)= �0(a)isindepen-

dent of�,i.e. thatthe beta function coe�cients are atm ost linear in N f (or�0):

thisam ountsto an approxim ation,in thespiritoftheBanks-Zaksapproach,where

one keepsonly the leading � = 0 term in an expansion of�(a;�)in powersof� (in

particular,oneneglectsthe�2;2 �0 term in eq.(3.9)).Then eq.(3.13)gives

�0(a)=

[��(a)]

d��

da

(3.14)

and from eq.(3.12)onegets

�(a;�)= [��(a)� �]

[��(a)]

d��

da

(3.15)

UsingtheBanks-Zaksexpansionsofthe�xed pointa�(�)and ofthecriticalexponent


(�)truncated toagiven orderasinput,eq.(3.15)yieldsacorresponding\im proved"

approxim ation tothebetafunction,which displaysabuilt-in �xed pointata = a�(�).

In thisapproach,theleading order(LO)approxim ation thusgives��(a)= a and


[��(a)]= ��1;0 a
2.The next-to-leading order(NLO)approxim ation usestheNLO

Banks-Zaksexpansionsofthe�xed pointand ofthecriticalexponent:��(a)isthen

obtained by inverting eq.(3.2)(with �2 = 0),i.e.solving for�� in a = �� + �1 �
�2 and

reporting in eq.(3.15),with 
(��)= ��1;0 �
�2(1+ g1 �

�).Thenext-to-next-to-leading

order (NNLO) approxim ation uses the NNLO Banks-Zaks expansions ofthe �xed

point (which requires the knowledge of�2;1) and ofthe criticalexponent (eq.(3.2)

and (3.5)),etc...
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The approxim ation can be further system atically im proved by including the

knowledge ofthe known N f-dependent term s in the beta function. For instance,

ifthethree-loop �2 coe�cientisknown,onecan includetheknowledge
2 oftheterm

quadraticin �0 in �2 with theansatz

�(a;�)= �0(a)+ �
2

1;0 �2;2 a
4
� (3.16)

where�0(a)� �(a;0)isindependentof� (theknowledgeof�2;0 and �2;1 iscontained

in the NLO and NNLO term s in the Banks-Zaks expansion ofa�, as m entioned

above).Eq.(3.13)then �xes�0(a)from

�0(a)+ 2 �2
1;0 �2;2 a

4
�
�(a)=


[��(a)]
d��

da

(3.17)

which yields�(a;�),hencefrom eq.(3.12)

�(a;�)= [��(a)� �]

[��(a)]

d��

da

� �
2

1;0 �2;2 a
4 [��(a)� �]2 (3.18)

4.R esults

The\coupling"appearingineq.(2.4)shouldbeviewed asaphysical,gauge-independent

quantity,justastheobservableD (Q 2)towhich itisdirectly related.In theIR �nite

coupling approach,itisalso assum ed to be universal,i.e. the sam e forallobserv-

ables.Theexistenceofsuch an objectisstillspeculative.Itisattractiveto identify

thiscoupling to the\skeleton coupling" [7,8,18]associated to a (yethypothetical)

\QCD skeleton expansion". A prom ising approach in thisdirection isprovided by

the \pinch technique" construction [19,20].The pinch coupling ispresently known

only atone-loop,whereitisrelated to theM S coupling by

a(k2)= a
M S

(�2)+
h

��0

�

log(k2=�2)� 5=3
�

+ d1

i

a
2

M S
(�2)+ ::: (4.1)

with d1jpinch = 1.An alternativesuggestion [3]istousethe\gluon brem sstrahlung

coupling" [21],also known to the one-loop leveleq.(4.1)with d1jbrem s= 1� �2=4.

Since the fullthree-loop beta function coe�cient (hence � 2) is not yet known for

thesetwocouplings,Ishallapply them ethod ofsection 3in theNLO approxim ation

described there. Actually,since the Banks-Zaksexpansion ofthe criticalexponent

isknown [13]up to NNLO (eq.(3.5)),and m ay bereliable[6]even down to N f = 3,

Ishallgo half-way towardstheNNLO approxim ation,and useeq.(3.5)in eq.(3.15),

while stillusing eq.(3.2) (with �2 = 0) to �x ��(a). The input schem e dependent

num ericalvaluesfollowing from eq.(4.1)and therelation [17]

2Actually,given that0< a < a� = O (�),thisterm ise�ectively ofthesam eorderasthe�3;1 a
5

term in �(a;�) (eq.(3.9)),and should be taken as input only together with the latter,i.e. at the

NNNLO level.
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d1 = �
�2;0 � �M S

2;0

�1;0
(4.2)

are[18]
�2;0

�1;0
jpinch = 2:61 and

�2;0

�1;0
jbrem s= 2:61+ �2

4
= 5:08.Hence �1jpinch = 2:14

while �1jbrem s = �0:33 (a sm aller correction!). It follows from eq.(3.2) that at

N f = 3 theIR �xed pointa� = 0:299 forthegluon brem sstrahlung coupling,sm aller

then the corresponding value a� = 0:578 forthe pinch coupling which issubjectto

ratherlargeuncertainties.

Asathird alternative,Iwould liketosuggestthe\universalcoupling"introduced

in [12],becauseofitssim plicity.Itisde�ned3 by thecondition �i= 0 foralli’s,i.e.

a�(�)� �,and therefore itsbeta function can be expressed entirely in term ofthe

criticalexponent

�(a;�)= (a� �)
(a)

= �(�0 a
2 + �1;0 a

3)(1+ g1 a+ g2 a
2 + :::) (4.3)

At N f = 3 the IR �xed point is a� = � = 0:336. The scale is �xed knowing that
�2;0

�1;0
juniversal = �1;1 (from �1 = 0),which determ ines (eq.(4.2)) d1juniversal =

�1:137,and the naturalassum ption thatthe term proportionalto �0 in eq.(4.1)is

thesam e.

Thebrem sstrahlungcouplingbetafunction atN f = 3isshown in Fig.1.Notethe

negativeultraviolet�xed pointata ’ �0:17.Itcorrespondsto a zero ofthecritical

exponenteq.(3.5)at� ’ �0:15,and isa necessary condition forthe scenario in [6]

to determ ine the bottom N �

f ofthe conform alwindow from the condition 
(�)= 1,

which yieldsN �

f ’ 4 ifone useseq.(3.5). The resulting running coupling isshown

in Fig.2,whereIused �M S
s (M Z)= 0:117 asinput(eq.(4.1)yieldsthecorresponding

inputvalueofthebrem sstrahlung coupling).

Itisthen straightforward to com pute the �rstfew low energy m om ents ofthe

coupling

a2n�1 (�I)�

Z �2
I

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

�2I

! n

a(k2) (4.4)

In term ofthebeta function they aregiven by

a2n�1 (�I)=

Z aI

a�
n

da

�(a)
a exp[n�(a;a I)] (4.5)

where

3Iassum elinearN f dependence.O therwisethereisthem oregeneralsolution �(a;�)= 
(a)(a�

�)+ 
1(a)(a� �)2 + :::.
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Figure 1:Thebrem sstrahlung coupling beta function (N f = 3).
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Figure 2:Thebrem sstrahlung coupling (N f = 3,�M S
s (M Z )= 0:117).

�(a;a I)�

Z a

aI

dx

�(x)
= log

 

k2

�2I

!

(4.6)

is the solution of the renorm alization group equation with aI � a(�2I). Taking

�I = 2GeV ,onegetstheresultsin Table1 if�M S
s (M Z)= 0:117 and thosein Table

2 if�M S
s (M Z)= 0:120.Notethesensitivity to thehigh energy inputvalueof�s.

Theseresultsaresubjected totheoreticaluncertainties,stem m ingfrom them ag-

nitudeoftheIR valuesofthecouplingwhich should induceseizablehigherordercor-

rections.TheconvergenceoftheBanks-Zaksexpansion isbad in thepinch coupling

case (which has a large IR value),and the knowledge ofthe 3-loop beta function

coe�cient and of� 2 isessentialfora m ore reliable prediction. The situation looks

better for the\universalcoupling"and the brem sstrahlung coupling. To assess the

convergenceoftheexpansion,theresultsforthem om entsin theNLO approxim ation
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where oneusesonly the�rsttwo term sin theBanks-Zaksexpansion of
 (eq.(3.5))

arequoted within parenthesisin thetables.

The n = 0 m om entgivesthe process-independent partofthe norm alization of

the 1=Q power corrections. Ifone uses the gluon brem sstrahlung ansatz for the

coupling,the predicted value is in qualitative agreem ent with the experim entally

determ ined [5]one (a0 ’ 0:14� 0:17),although itshould be rem em bered thatthe

latterdependson theway the\perturbativepart"oftheam plitude(thepieceabove

�I in eq.(2.10)) is handled,as wellas upon extra assum ptions in the case ofnon-

inclusive M inkowskian observables. The n = 3 m om entgives the norm alization of

the\gluon condensate"

<
�s

�
G
2
> �I=

3

2�2
a3(�I)�

4

I (4.7)

Note the de�nition used here involves an arbitrary IR cut-o� � I,as necessary in

the case ofrenorm alon-related powercorrections. Ifone wantsto com pare4 to the

e�ective phenom enologicalSVZ de�nition [1],one can justcom pute the integralin

eq.(2.4)(which doesnotdepend on �I)forany given Euclidean observablewherethe

gluon condensategivestheleading powercorrection,and �ttheresultwith theSVZ

ansatz.Forinstance,fortheAdlerD function

D (Q 2)’ a(Q 2)+
2�2

3

1

Q 4
<
�s

�
G
2
> (4.8)

where the 2�2

3
factor is the leading order coe�cient function. Sim ilarly,the SVZ

condensate < �s
�
G 2 > could be de�ned from the basic observable a3(�I) (eq.(4.4)

with n=2),wheretheIR cut-o� �I now playstheroleofthehigh energy scaleQ,by

a3(�I)’ a(�2I)+
2�2

3

1

�4I
<
�s

�
G
2
> (4.9)

For�I = 2GeV ,eq.(4.9)yields< �s
�
G 2 >’ 0:05 GeV 4 for�M S

s (M Z)= 0:117,which

looks reasonable com pared to the standard SVZ value. However,this com parison

is actually devoid ofsigni�cance due to the following intriguing fact: varying the

scale �I in eq.(4.9),one �nds the discrepancy a3(�I)� a(�2I) between a3(�I) and

its lowest order perturbative approxim ation a(�2I) decreases m uch slower then the

inverse fourth power of�I! A sim ilar result is obtained ifone uses eq.(4.8) (with

the \loop m om entum distribution function" �(k 2=Q 2) taken from [9]). Since the

(principalvalue regulated) Borelsum ofthe perturbative series associated to the

observablesa3(�I)(orD (Q
2))areknown [22,23]to di�erfrom the exactvaluesby

justsuch an O (1=�4I)(resp.O (1=Q
4))correction,oneisbound to concludethatthe

naive treatm entofapproxim ating theBorelsum by itsleading orderterm doesnot

4Iam indebted to Al.M uellerforraising the question.
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work5 here.Thisisanotherpointofdiscrepancy with thestandard SVZ procedure,

on top oftheassum ption thatthe\perturbativepart" ofthecondensatedom inates.

5.D iscussion and conclusions

Theessentialassum ption in thepresentapproach isthattheperturbativebeta func-

tion has an IR �xed point at least down to N f = 3. This is partly im plem ented

by constructing beta functions with negative three-loop coe�cients: atNNLO the

m ethod ofsection 3 yields �2 = �2;0 + �2;1 �0 where both �2;0 and �2;1 turn out

negative(seefootnote4)fortheconsidered couplings.Actually,essentially thesam e

resultscan beobtained (atleastforthebrem sstrahlung coupling)in a sim plerway,

which m akes ittransparent the reason forthe existence ofthe IR �xed point. In-

deed,considerthe 4-loop beta function eq.(3.1),and observe thatin the IR region

the usualpowercounting should be m odi�ed: nam ely,given thata isO (�0)there,

to O (a6)accuracy oneshould drop theO (�2
0
)term in �2,and keep only theleading

O ((�0)
0)term in �3,i.e. use the e�ective 4-loop beta function (in accordance with

therem ark in footnote1)

�eff(a;�)= ��0 a
2
� �1 a

3
� (�2;0 + �2;1 �0)a

4
� �3;0 a

5 + O (a6) (5.1)

(in the ultravioletregion,thisbeta function hasofcourse only the O (a4)accuracy

ofthe2-loop beta function).In thecaseofthebrem sstrahlung coupling,theresults

obtained using the 4-loop �eff turn out to be very close to those ofsection 4 in

the NNLO approxim ation. Forinstance �eff hasan IR �xed pointata� = 0:294 if

N f = 3 (Iused �3;0 = 37:76 from eq.(3.6)),and one gets: a0 = 0:201,a1 = 0:177

and a3 = 0:156 if�M S
s (M Z)= 0:117,and a0 = 0:210,a1 = 0:189 and a3 = 0:168 if

�M S
s (M Z)= 0:120.Sim ilarly in NLO oneshould use a 3-loop �eff(a;�)= ��0 a

2 �

�1 a
3 � �2;0 a

4 + O (a5),and in LO a 2-loop �eff(a;�)= ��0 a
2 � �1;0 a

3 + O (a4).

The presence ofan IR �xed pointin �eff down to low valuesofN f seem s to be a

generalphenom enon,atleastup to NLO.Thisisobviousin LO,since�1;0 isschem e

independent,but less so in NLO where �2;0 is schem e dependent. Nevertheless it

turns outthat�2;0 is negative forallknown physicale�ective charges [18],aswell

asforthethreecouplingsquoted above.Consequently,therem ay bea positivezero

in the3-loop �eff correctly signalling an IR �xed point,even ifthestandard 3-loop

beta function hasno positivezero with allitscoe�cientsofthesam esign.

AtNNLO,thepresenceofan IR �xed pointin the4-loop�eff m aybejeopardized

by largepositive valuesof�2;1 and (or)�3;0.Actually,�2;1 turnsoutto benegative

forallknown6 e�ective charges (except the one (\aV ")de�ned by the static QCD

5Sim ilarresultsareobtained ifoneuses[8]the BLM scale[18]in a.
6Forthe pinch coupling and the brem sstrahlung coupling,�2;1 hasbeen \predicted" from the

assum ption that �2 ’ 0,which yields (eq.(3.3)) �2;1 = � 23:6 for the pinch coupling and �2;1 =
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potential, where it is positive [18]but sm allenough not to destabilize the �xed

point).Therealproblem com esfrom the4-loop coe�cient� 3;0,which ispositivefor

allknown e�ective charges(exceptagain aV ,where itisnegative and tiny). In the

case ofthepinch coupling,itturnsoutin facttoo large(onegets�3;0 = 164:7 from

eq.(3.6))forthe 4-loop �eff to have an IR �xed pointifN f < 13. Sim ilarly,in the

case oftheAdlerD-function e�ective chargewhere �3;0 = 127,the4-loop �eff does

nothave an IR �xed pointifN f < 11. Forallothere�ective chargeshowever the

4-loop �eff doesexhibitan IR �xed pointdown toN f = 0!However,in thosecasesof

largepositive �3;0 (which isa consequence ofa sm all�2;0,see eq.(3.6)),them ethod

ofsection 3 provides an e�ective resum m ation ofthe relevant higher order term s,

obtained undertheassum ption theBanks-ZaksexpansionsoftheIR �xed pointand

ofthe criticalexponentdo converge:allknown e�ective chargesthen appear7 after

resum m ation to have an IR �xed pointdown to N f = 0 (although the convergence

ofthe�xed pointBanks-Zaksexpansion becom esproblem aticalready atN f = 3 for

som eofthem ,such asthepinch coupling).

Thesuggestion ofperturbativefreezing ofthecoupling atlow N f was�rstm ade

in [13].There ishoweveran essentialdi�erence with the presentproposal:itisnot

suggested herethattheperturbativeIR �xed pointhasanything to do with thelow

energy behaviorofthe fullQCD am plitudesbelow the conform alwindow,which is

entirely non-perturbative.Forinstance,asobserved in [25]spontaneouschiralsym -

m etry breaking considerationsatlarge N c im ply the AdlerD-function m ustvanish

atzero m om entum ,which isinconsistentwith thepositivevalueexpected from per-

turbative freezing. W hat is suggested instead is that the perturbative freezing at

low N f isrelevanttodeterm inethenorm alization ofrenorm alon-related condensates

and powercorrectionswhich appearin the shortdistance expansion ofam plitudes.

Thisam ountsto therecognition thatobjectslikethe\gluon condensate",atthedif-

ference ofthe quark condensate,are ofa basically \perturbative" nature,and thus

unrelated to\genuine"non-perturbativepropertiesofthevacuum such aschiralsym -

m etry breaking orcon�nem ent.Thenotion ofa \conform alwindow" isan essential

partofthepresentproposal:only thosepowercorrectionswhich arealready present

within the conform alwindow are am enable to a perturbative treatm ent,and below

theconform alwindow thereareotherreally \non-perturbative" contributionswhich

� 7:43 for the brem sstrahlung coupling. This assum ption turns out to yield rather good results

in the case ofthe e�ective chargesassociated to the AdlerD-function and the polarized (g1)and

non-polarized (F1) Bjorken sum rules,for which the \predicted" values are respectively �2;1 =

� 16:17;� 9:98;� 6:97 com pared to the exact values (corrected for som e num ericalinaccuracies in

[18])�2;1 = � 15:94;� 11:19;� 6:81. The partialreason forthis successare the large cancellations

between g2 (the\schem eindependent" contribution to �2 in eq.(3.3))and the\schem edependent"

contribution which involves�1 and �2;1.
7Thisiseven trueforthee�ectivechargeassociated [24]toHiggsdecay.In thiscasehoweverone

getsa large�xed pointvalue a� = O (1),and convergenceofthe Banks-Zaksexpansion isdoubtful

forN f < 4.
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are crucialto determ ine the true low energy properties ofQCD.M oreover,it was

shown in [6]thattheassum ption thattheperturbativeIR �xed pointpersistsbelow

thebottom N �

f oftheconform alwindow leadstothecondition 
(�)= 1todeterm ine

N �

f.Itisinteresting thatthiscondition givesN
�

f ’ 4,ratherclose to the\reallife"

QCD value N f = 3,which m ight give an alternative justi�cation to the suggested

calculation procedure based on the \anti-SVZ" hypothesis thatthe \perturbative"

pieceofthecondensatesactuallydom inatesoverthe\non-perturbative"
uctuations.

NotethattheoppositeSVZ assum ption ofdom inanceofthenon-perturbativepiece

has been questioned previously in the literature (see e.g. [2]). Furtherm ore,even

ifthe presentassum ption turnsoutto be invalid,the resultsofthispaperare still

usefulto extractfrom experim entthe \truly non-perturbative" partCN P ,which is

given a com pletely unam biguousde�nition through eq.(2.9).

Thetypicalexam pleofa\perturbative"conform alwindow am plitudeisthe\sin-

gledressed gluon"integralofeq.(2.4),wheretherunning couplinginsidetheintegral

isIR �nite,and calculablefrom perturbativeinputthrough an (eventually resum m ed)

Banks-Zaksexpansion.Itisim plicitly assum ed thatthisparticularcouplingisfreeof

IR renorm alonsand can be unam biguously determ ined from itsperturbative series

(say,by Borelsum m ation). The corresponding Banks-Zaks series should then be

also Borelsum m able. Note also thatthe integraleq.(2.4)isfree ofany renorm alon

am biguity,although renorm alonsare presentin the corresponding perturbative se-

ries,butisstillexpected to be a�ected below the conform alwindow by unphysical

Landau singularitiesin thecom plex Q 2 plane.Such an am plitude[22,23]represents

a naturalform ofa generalized perturbation theory,which givesthebackground on

top ofwhich genuinenon-perturbativecontributionsm ay takeplacebelow N �

f.The

calculation ofthe \perturbative condensate",although using only perturbative in-

form ation,goes beyond a m ere renorm alon estim ate,since there is usually a part

[26,6]ofthelow m om entum contribution oftheperturbative coupling which isnot

determ ined only [26,27]by renorm alons. The assum ption thatrenorm alon-related

powercorrectionsare\perturbative" in theabovesensealso givesa straightforward

justi�cation to the IR �nite coupling approach to powercorrections,and leavesno

arbitrary free param eter(exceptofcourse the overallQCD scale)to be �xed from

experim ent. The m ain conceptualproblem in this fram ework rem ains to �nd the

identity ofthe(hopefully unique)perturbativeIR �niteQCD coupling which deter-

m inesthepowercorrections,and derivethesystem aticform to allordersofthe(yet

to be constructed) generalized perturbation theory,perhaps [18]along the lines of

a QCD \skeleton expansion":thisishowevera problem ofa basically perturbative

nature.
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brem sstrahlung universal pinch

a0 0.207 (0.222) 0.225 (0.246) 0.330 (0.366)

a1 0.176 (0.198) 0.187 (0.212) 0.256 (0.300)

a3 0.155 (0.173) 0.163 (0.183) 0.210 (0.243)

Table 1:M om entsfor�M S
s (M Z )= 0:117.

brem sstrahlung universal pinch

a0 0.217 (0.232) 0.237 (0.259) 0.353 (0.390)

a1 0.188 (0.213) 0.202 (0.230) 0.281 (0.332)

a3 0.167 (0.189) 0.176 (0.201) 0.233 (0.273)

Table 2:M om entsfor�M S
s (M Z )= 0:120.
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