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A bstract

W e considera Borelsum de�nition ofall-ordersperturbation theory for

M inkowskian QCD observablessuch astheR e+ e� ratio,and show thatboth

thisperturbative com ponentand the additionalnon-perturbative all-orders

OperatorProductExpansion (OPE)com ponentcan rem ain separately well-

de�ned forallvaluesofenergy
p
s,with the perturbative com ponentdom i-

nating ass! 1 ,and with both com ponentscontributing ass! 0.In the

infrared s ! 0 lim itthe perturbative correction to the parton m odelresult

forR e+ e� hasan all-ordersperturbation theory com ponentwhich sm oothly

freezes to the value R (0)= 2=b,where b = (33� 2N f)=6 isthe �rstQCD

beta-function coe�cient,with N f avours ofm assless quark. For freezing

onerequiresN f < 9.Thefreezing behaviourism anifested by the\Contour-

im proved" or \Analytic Perturbation Theory"(APT),in which an in�nite

subsetofanalyticalcontinuation term sareresum m ed toall-orders.W eshow

thatfortheEuclidean Adler-D function,D (Q 2),theperturbativecom ponent

rem ainsde�ned into theinfrared ifalltherenorm alon singularitiesaretaken
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into account,but no analogue ofthe APT reorganisation ofperturbation

theory is possible. W e perform phenom enologicalcom parisons ofsuitably

sm eared low-energy data fortheR e+ e� ratio,with the perturbative freezing

predictions,and �nd good agreem ent.
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1 Introduction

In thispaperwewish to addressthequestion ofwhetherQCD perturbation

theory can be used to m ake predictions in the low-energy infrared regim e

where one expectsnon-perturbative e�ectsto dom inate. Such an extension

ofthe applicability ofperturbation theory, beyond the ultraviolet regim e

ofAsym ptotic Freedom ,would obviously enable one to test QCD in new

ways. Reorganisations of�xed-order perturbation theory exhibiting a sta-

bleinfrared freezing behaviourhavepreviously been form ulated and studied,

theseincludetheso-called \AnalyticPerturbation Theory" (APT)approach

initiated by Shirkov and Solovtsov in Refs.[1](fora review seeRef.[2]),and

the VariationalPerturbation Theory (VPT) approach [3]. Our discussion

willaddressthe m ore fundam entalquestion ofhow all-ordersQCD pertur-

bation theory,and thenon-perturbativeOperatorProductExpansion (OPE)

contribution,can rem ain de�ned in thelow-energy regim e.W ewilldiscover

thatthisispossibleforM inkowskian observables,andthattheAPT approach

should beasym ptotictotheall-ordersperturbativeresultwhich alsoexhibits

thesam e infrared freezing behaviourfound with APT.ForEuclidean quan-

tities,however,wewill�nd thatall-ordersperturbation theory only exhibits

stableinfrared behaviourifonehascom pleteinform ation on theperturbative

correctionsto all-orders,and thatthisbehaviourisnotin generalrelated to

theinfrared behaviourfound using APT.

W e willfocusourdiscussion on the R e+ e� (s)ratio,atc.m . energy
p
s.

Thisisa M inkowskian quantity derived by analyticalcontinuation from the

Euclidean QCD vacuum polarization function.Thecorrectionstotheparton

m odelresultforR e+ e� (s)willconsistofa perturbative part,which can be

developed asapowerseriesin therenorm alized QCD couplinga(s)��s(s)=�,

and a non-perturbative partwhich can be developed asan OPE in powers

of�2=s,the �rst term corresponding to the lowest dim ension relevant op-

erator,the gluon condensate,being proportionalto (�2=s)
2
. The key point

isthatthe com bination ofthe all-ordersperturbation seriesand OPE m ust

bewell-de�ned atallvaluesofs,sinceR e+ e� (s)isa physicalquantity.Each

partby itself,however,exhibits pathologies. Speci�cally,the perturbation

series exhibits n!growth in the perturbative coe�cients,atlarge-ordersn.

Attem ptstode�netheall-orderssum oftheperturbation seriesusingaBorel

integralrun into thedi�culty thattherearesingularitieson theintegration

contour term ed infrared renorm alons [4]. It turns out,however,that the

resulting am biguity in de�ning theBorelintegralisofthesam eform asam -
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biguitiesin thecoe�cientfunctionsinvolved in theOPE,and so choosing a

particularregulation ofthe Borelintegral(such asprincipalvalue)induces

a corresponding de�nition ofthe coe�cient functions,and the sum ofthe

two com ponentsiswell-de�ned [4,5].Thereisa furthercrucialpathology of

theBorelintegral,which weshallreferto asthe\Landau divergence".This

m eansthatata criticalenergy s= sL,theBorelintegraldiverges.Itshould

be stressed thatthe value ofsL should notbe confused with the \Landau

pole" or \Landau ghost" in the QCD coupling a(s). The \Landau ghost"

iscom pletely unphysicaland schem e-dependent,whereas the divergence of

the Borelintegralis com pletely schem e-independent [4]. For M inkowskian

quantitiessuch asR e+ e� thereisan oscillatory factorin theBoreltransform

in theintegrand,arising from theanalyticalcontinuation from Euclidean to

M inkowskian,which m eansthatthe Borelintegralis �nite ats = sL,and

diverges for s < sL. To go to lower energies than sL we shallshow that

one needsto m odify the form ofthe Borelintegral,the m odi�ed form now

having singularities on the integration contour corresponding to ultraviolet

renorm alons,correspondingly to go below s = sL one needs to resum the

OPE to all-ordersand recastitasa m odi�ed expansion in powersofs=� 2.

Onethen �ndsthattheam biguitiesin regulatingthism odi�ed Borelintegral,

are ofthe sam e form asonesin the m odi�ed OPE,and fors < sL the sum

ofthetwo com ponentsisagain well-de�ned.In theinfrared s! 0 lim itthe

m odi�ed OPE resultingfrom resum m ation can contain aconstantterm inde-

pendentofseven though such a term isnotinvisiblein perturbation theory,

soboth theperturbativeand non-perturbativecom ponentswillcontributeto

theinfrared freezing lim it.Theoscillatory factorin theBorelintegralm eans

thatitfreezessm oothly to2=bin theinfrared,whereb= (33� 2N f)=6 isthe

�rstSU(3)QCD beta-function coe�cient,with N f quark avours.

The argum ents sketched above suggest that the all-orders perturbative

andnon-perturbativecom ponentsforM inkowskian quantitiessuchasR e+ e� (s)

can separatelyrem ain de�ned atallenergies,with theperturbativepartbeing

dom inantin theultravioletand both com ponentscontributingin theinfrared

lim it. One can then com pare all-ordersperturbative predictionswith data,

having suitably sm eared and averaged over resonances [6]to suppress the

non-perturbative m ass threshold e�ects. In practice,ofcourse,we do not

haveexactall-ordersperturbativeinform ation.W eknow exactly thepertur-

bativecoe�cientsofthecorrectionsto theparton m odelresultforR e+ e� to

next-next-leadingorder(NNLO),i.e.includingterm soforder�3s [7].Clearly,

4



conventional�xed-orderperturbation theory forR e+ e� willnotexhibit the

freezingbehaviourin theinfra-red tobeexpected fortheall-ordersperturba-

tion theory.W hatisrequired isa rearrangem entof�xed-orderperturbation

theory which hasfreezing behaviourin theinfrared.Aswehavediscussed in

a recentpaper[8]theresum m ation to all-ordersoftheconvergentsubsetof

analyticalcontinuation term s(\large-�2" term s),arising when the pertur-

bative corrections to the Euclidean Adler-D (�s) function ata given order

are continued to the M inkowskian R e+ e� (s),recaststhe perturbation series

as an expansion in a set offunctions A n(s) which are well-de�ned for all

values ofs,vanishing ass ! 1 in accord with Asym ptotic Freedom ,and

with allbutA 1(s)vanishingin theinfrared lim it,with A 1(s)approaching2=b

to provide infrared freezing behaviour to all-orders in perturbation theory.

This\contour-im proved"perturbation theory (CIPT)approach isequivalent

to theAnalyticPerturbation Theory (APT)m entioned above[1]in thecase

ofR e+ e� (s). W e gave explicit expressions for the functions A n(s). At the

two-loop levelthese can be expressed in term s ofthe Lam bertW -function

[9,10].Tom akecontactwith theall-ordersperturbativeresultrepresented as

aBorelintegral,wenotethattheCIPT/APT reorganisation ofperturbation

theory corresponds to leaving the oscillatory factorin the Boreltransform

intactwhilstexpanding the rem aining factorasa powerseries. Integrating

term -by-term then yieldsthefunctionsA n(s).Thepresenceoftheoscillatory

factorin theseintegralsguaranteesthattheA n(s)arewell-de�ned atallener-

gies.TheCIPT/APT seriesshould thusbeasym ptoticto theBorelintegral

atboth ultraviolet and infrared energies. W hilst a reorganised �xed-order

perturbation series exhibiting stable infrared freezing behaviour is possible

forM inkowskian quantities,weshallshow thatitisnotpossibleforEuclidean

observablessuch astheAdlerD -function,D (Q 2).ForEuclidean observables

theBorelintegraldoesnotcontain theoscillatory factorand soispotentially

divergent at s = sL,although as we shallshow in the so-called leading-b

approxim ation [4,5],thedivergenceiscancelled ifalltheinfrared and ultra-

violetrenorm alon singularitiesareincluded,and onceagain perturbativeand

non-perturbative com ponents which are separately well-de�ned atallener-

giescan be obtained. Thisisonly possible in the leading-b approxim ation,

however.

The plan ofthe paper is as follows. In Section 2 we shalldescribe the

CIPT/APT reorganisation of�xed-orderperturbation theory forR e+ e� ,re-

viewing theresultsofRef.[8].In Section 3 weconsiderhow forM inkowskian
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observablesonecan de�neall-ordersperturbation theory,and theall-orders

non-perturbative OPE in such a way that each com ponent rem ains well-

de�ned atallenergies. The link between the all-ordersperturbative result

and the reorganised CIPT/APT �xed-orderperturbation theory isem pha-

sised.W ethen briey considerthecorresponding problem forEuclidean ob-

servables.In Section 4 we perform som e phenom enologicalstudiesin which

wecom parelow energy experim entaldata forR e+ e� (s)with theCIPT/APT

perturbativepredictions.Section 5 containsa Discussion and Conclusions.

2 Infra-red freezing ofR e+ e�-C IPT /A PT

W ebegin by de�ning theR e+ e� ratio atc.m .energy
p
s,

R e+ e� (s)�
�tot(e

+ e� ! hadrons)

�(e+ e� ! �+ �� )
= 3

X

f

Q
2

f(1+ R (s)): (1)

Here the Q f denote the electric charges ofthe di�erent avours ofquarks,

and R (s) denotes the perturbative corrections to the parton m odelresult,

and hasa perturbation seriesoftheform ,

R (s)= a+
X

n> 0

rna
n+ 1

: (2)

Herea��s(�
2)=� istherenorm alized coupling,and thecoe�cientsr 1 and r2

have been com puted in the M S schem e with renorm alization scale �2 = s

[7].W ecan considerthes-dependenceofR (s)atNNLO,

s
dR (s)

ds
= �

b

2
�(R )� �

b

2
R

2(1+ cR + �2R
2): (3)

Herec= (153� 19N f)=12bisthesecond universalQCD beta-function coef-

�cient,and �2 istheNNLO e�ectivechargebeta-function coe�cient[11],an

RS-invariantcom bination ofr1;r2 and beta-function coe�cients.Thecondi-

tion forR (s)to approach theinfrared lim itR � ass! 0 isfortheE�ective

Charge beta-function to have a non-trivialzero,�(R �)= 0. AtNNLO the

condition forsuch a zero is�2 < 0. Putting N f = 2 active avourswe �nd

forthe NNLO RS invariant,�2 = �9:72,so thatR (s)apparently freezesin

the infrared to R � = 0:43. The freezing behaviourwas�rstinvestigated in
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a pioneering paper by M attingly and Stevenson [12]in the context ofthe

Principle ofM inim alSensitivity (PM S)approach. However,itisnotobvi-

ousthatwe should believe thisapparentNNLO freezing result[13].In fact

�2 is dom inated by a large b2�2 term arising from analyticalcontinuation

(AC)oftheEuclidean AdlerD (�s)function to theM inkowskian R(s),with

�2 = 9:40� �2b2=12.Sim ilarly the N 3LO invariant�3 willcontain the large

AC term �5c�2b2=12.Thissuggeststhatin orderto check freezing weneed

to resum theAC term sto all-orders.

R e+ e� is directly related to the transverse partofthe correlator oftwo

vectorcurrentsin theEuclidean region,

(q�q� � g��q
2)�(s)= 4� 2

i

Z

d
4
xe

iq:x
< 0jT[j�(x)j�(0)]j0> ; (4)

wheres= �q2 > 0.To avoid an unspeci�ed constantitisconvenienttotake

a logarithm icderivativewith respectto s and de�netheAdlerD -function,

D (s)= �s
d

ds
�(s): (5)

This can be represented by Eq.(1) with the perturbative corrections R (s)

replaced by

D (s)= a+
X

n> 0

dna
n+ 1

: (6)

The M inkowskian observable R (s) is related to D (�s) by analyticalcon-

tinuation from Euclidean to M inkowskian. One m ay write the dispersion

relation,

R (s)=
1

2�i

Z
�s+ i�

�s�i�

dt
D (t)

t
: (7)

W ritten in thisform itisclearthatthe\Landau pole" in thecoupling a(s),

which lies on the positive reals-axis,is not a problem ,and R (s) willbe

de�nedforalls.Thedispersionrelationcanbereform ulatedasanintegration

around a circularcontourin thecom plex energy-squared s-plane[14,15],

R (s)=
1

2�

Z �

��

d�D (sei�): (8)

Oneshould note,however,thatthisisonly equivalentto thedispersion rela-

tion ofEq.(7)forvaluesofsabovethe\Landau pole".Expanding D (sei�)as
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a powerseriesin �a� a(sei�),and perform ing the� integration term -by-term ,

leadsto a \contour-im proved" perturbation series,in which ateach orderan

in�nite subset ofanalyticalcontinuation term s present in the conventional

perturbation series ofEq.(2) are resum m ed. It is this com plete analytical

continuation thatbuildsthefreezing ofR (s).W eshallbegin by considering

the\contour-im proved" seriesforthesim pli�ed caseofa one-loop coupling.

Theone-loop coupling willbegiven by

a(s)=
2

bln(s=~�2

M S
)
: (9)

Asdescribed aboveonecanthen obtainthe\contour-im proved"perturbation

seriesforR (s),

R (s)= A 1(s)+

1X

n= 1

dnA n+ 1(s); (10)

wherethefunctionsA n(s)arede�ned by,

A n(s) �
1

2�

Z �

��

d��an =
1

2�

Z �

��

d�
an(s)

[1+ ib�a(s)=2]
n : (11)

Thisisan elem entary integralwhich can beevaluated in closed-form as[8]

A 1(s) =
2

�b
arctan

�
�ba(s)

2

�

A n(s) =
2an�1 (s)

b�(1� n)
Im

"�

1+
ib�a(s)

2

� 1�n
#

(n > 1): (12)

W ethen obtain theone-loop \contour-im proved" seriesforR (s),

R (s)=
2

�b
arctan

�
�ba(s)

2

�

+d1

�
a2(s)

(1+ b2�2a2(s)=4)

�

+d2

�
a3(s)

(1+ b2�2a2(s)=4)
2

�

+::::

(13)

The �rstarctan term iswell-known,and correspondsto resum m ing the

in�nitesubsetofanalyticalcontinuation term sin thestandard perturbation

series ofEq.(2) which are independent ofthe dn coe�cients. Subsequent

term scorrrespond to resum m ing to all-ordersthein�nitesubsetofterm sin

Eq.(2)proportionaltod1;d2;:::,etc.In each casetheresum m ation isconver-

gent,provided thatja(s)j< 2=�b.In theultraviolets! 1 lim itthe An(s)
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vanish asrequired by asym ptotic freedom . In the infrared s ! 0 lim it,the

one-loop coupling a(s) has a \Landau" singularity at s = ~�2

M S
. However,

the functions A n(s) resulting from resum m ation,ifanalytically continued,

are well-de�ned for allrealvalues ofs. A 1(s) sm oothly approaches from

below the asym ptotic infrared value 2=b,whilstforn > 1 the A n(s)vanish.

Thus,as claim ed,R (s) is asym ptotic to 2=b to all-orders in perturbation

theory. W e postpone the crucialquestion ofhow to de�ne all-orders per-

turbation theory in the infrared region untilthe next Section. W e should

also notethatthefunctionsA n(s)in Eq.(12)can also beobtained by sim ple

m anipulation ofthedispersion relation in Eq.(7),which isde�ned forallreal

s. Thisavoidsthe possible objection thatthe contourintegralin Eq.(8)is

only de�ned fors abovethe\Landau pole".

Beyond the sim ple one-loop approxim ation the freezing is m ost easily

analysed by choosing a renorm alization schem e in which the beta-function

equation hasitstwo-loop form ,

@a(�2)

@ln�2
= �

b

2
a
2(�2)(1+ ca(�2)): (14)

This corresponds to a so-called ’t Hooft schem e [16] in which the non-

universalbeta-function coe�cientsare allzero. Here c= (153� 19N f)=12b

is the second universalbeta-function coe�cient. Forour purposes the key

feature ofthese schem es isthatthe coupling can be expressed analytically

in closed-form in term s ofthe Lam bert W function ,de�ned im plicitly by

W (z)exp(W (z))= z [17,18].Onehas

a(�2) = �
1

c[1+ W �1 (z(�))]

z(�) � �
1

e

�
�

~�M S

� �b=c

; (15)

where ~�M S isde�ned according to the convention of[19],and isrelated to

thestandard de�nition [20]by ~�M S = (2c=b)
�c=b

�M S .The\�1"subscripton

W denotesthe branch ofthe Lam bertW function required forAsym ptotic

Freedom ,the nom enclature being that ofRef.[18]. Assum ing a choice of

renorm alization scale �2 = xs ,where x isa dim ensionlessconstant,forthe

perturbation seriesofD (s)in Eq.(5),onecan then expand theintegrand in
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Eq.(6)forR (s)in powersof�a � a(xsei�),which can beexpressed in term s

oftheLam bertW function using Eq.(15),

�a =
�1

c[1+ W (A(s)eiK �)]
(16)

where

A(s)=
�1

e

� p
xs

~�M S

� �b=c

;K =
�b

2c
: (17)

The functionsA n(s)in the \contour-im proved" seriesare then given,using

Eqs(15,16),by

A n(s) �
1

2�

Z
�

��

d��an =
1

2�

Z
0

��

d�
(�1)

n

cn
[1+ W 1(A(s)e

iK �)]
�n

+
1

2�

Z �

0

d�
(�1)

n

cn
[1+ W �1 (A(s)e

iK �)]
�n

: (18)

HeretheappropriatebranchesoftheW function areused in thetwo regions

ofintegration.Asdiscussed in Refs.[9,10],by m aking thechangeofvariable

w = W (A(s)eiK �)wecan then obtain

A n(s)=
(�1)

n

2iK cn�

Z W � 1(A (s)e
iK � )

W 1(A (s)e
� iK � )

dw

w(1+ w)
n�1

: (19)

Noting that W 1(A(s)e
�iK � ) = [W �1 (A(s)e

iK �)]
�
,we can evaluate the ele-

m entary integralto obtain forn = 1,

A 1(s)=
2

b
�

1

�K c
Im [ln(W �1 (A(s)e

iK �))]; (20)

wherethe2=bterm istheresidueofthepoleatw = 0.Forn > 1 weobtain

A n(s)=
(�1)

n

cnK �
Im

"

ln

�
W �1 (A(s)e

iK �)

1+ W �1 (A(s)e
iK �)

�

+

n�2X

k= 1

1

k(1+ W �1 (A(s)e
iK �))

k

#

:

(21)

Crucially the contribution from the poles at w = 0 and w = �1 cancel

exactly. Equivalent expressions have been obtained in the APT approach

[10].Provided thatb=c> 0,which willbetrueforN f < 9,we�nd thesam e

behaviourasin theone-loop casewith theA n(s)vanishing in theultraviolet

10
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0.25

A
1
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Figure1:Thefunction A 1(s)ofEq.(20)versussx=~�
2

M S
.W eassum eN f = 2

avoursofquark.

lim itconsistentwith Asym ptotic Freedom ,and with A n(s)vanishing in the

infrared lim itforn > 1,and A 1(s)freezing to 2=b. To the extentthatthe

freezing holdsto all-ordersin perturbation theory itshould hold irrespective

ofthechoiceofrenorm alization schem e(RS),Theuseofthe’tHooftschem e

sim ply serves to m ake the freezing m anifest. In Figures 1-3 we plot the

functionsA 1(s);A 2(s)and A 3(s),respectively,asfunctionsof(sx=~�
2

M S
).
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Figure2:AsFig.1 butforA 2(s)ofEq.(21).
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Figure3:AsFig.1 butforA 3(s)ofEq.(21).

Having shown how �xed-orderperturbation theory can bereorganised so

thatitexhibitswell-behaved freezing behaviourin the infra-red,we turn in

the next section to a discussion ofhow all-orders perturbation theory and

theall-ordersnon-perturbativeOPE,can bede�ned in such a way thatthey

rem ain well-de�ned atallenergies.

3 A ll-orders perturbation theory and O PE

The correctionsto the AdlerD function,D (Q 2),can be splitinto a pertur-

bativepart,D P T(Q
2),and a non-perturbativeOperatorProductExpansion
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(OPE)part,D N P (Q
2),

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

2): (22)

The PT com ponent is form ally just the resum m ed perturbation series of

Eq.(6),

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

X

n> 0

dna
n+ 1(Q 2): (23)

In addition onehasthenon-perturbativeOPE contribution,

D N P (Q
2)=

X

n

Cn(Q
2;�2)< O n(�

2)>

Q 2n
; (24)

wherethesum isovertherelevantoperatorsO n ofdim ension 2n.� denotes

the factorization scale,and Cn isthe coe�cientfunction. Forthe AdlerD

function thelowestdim ension relevantoperatoristhedim ension fourgluon

condensate,

< 0jG a
��G

��
a j0> : (25)

Itwillbeconvenienttoscaleoutthedim ensionfulfactor~�2n from theopera-

torexpectation value,and com bineitwith thecoe�cientfunction to obtain

theoverallcoe�cientC n(Q
2;�2).W ecan then writetheD N P (Q

2)com ponent

in theform ,

D N P (Q
2)=

X

n

Cn

 
~�2

Q 2

! n

: (26)

W e have suppressed the �2 and Q 2 dependence ofthe coe�cient C n. The

coe�cientsarethem selvesseriesexpansionsin a.

Cn = K a
�n (�2)[1+ O (a)]: (27)

HereK isan undeterm ined non-perturbativenorm alisation,and �n isrelated

to theanom alousdim ension oftheoperatorconcerned.

Thede�nition oftheall-ordersperturbativecom ponentin Eq.(23)needs

care. The serieshaszero radiusofconvergence in the coupling a. A direct

way ofseeing thisisto considerthe large-N f expansion ofthe perturbative

coe�cientd n,

dn = d
[n]
n N

n
f + d

[n�1]
n N

n�1

f
+ :::+ d

[0]

n : (28)
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The leading large-N f coe�cient,d
[n]
n ,can becom puted exactly to all-orders

sinceitderivesfrom arestricted setofdiagram sin which achain ofn ferm ion

bubbles(renorm alon chain)isinserted in theinitiating quark loop.W orking

in theso-called V -schem e,which correspondsto M S subtraction with scale

�2 = e�5=3 Q 2,one�ndstheexactlarge-N f result[21,22,23],

d
[n]
n (V ) =

�2

3
(n + 1)

�
�1

6

� n �

�2n �
n + 6

2n+ 2

+
16

n + 1

X

n

2
+ 1> m > 0

m (1� 2�2m )(1� 22m �n�2 )�2m + 1

3

5 n!: (29)

The n!growth ofcoe�cients m eans that the perturbation series is atbest

an asym ptoticone.To arriveata function to which itisasym ptoticonecan

usea Borelintegralrepresentation,writing

D P T(Q
2)=

Z 1

0

dze
�z=a(Q 2)

B [D ](z): (30)

HereB [D ](z)istheBoreltransform ,de�ned by,

B [D (z)]=

1X

n= 0

zndn

n!
: (31)

Onperform ingtheBorelintegralterm -by-term onereconstructsthedivergent

form alperturbation seriesforD P T.IftheseriesfortheBoreltransform has

�nite radiusofconvergence,by analyticalcontinuation to the whole region

ofintegration onecan then de�netheBorelSum ,provided thattheBorelin-

tegralexists.On generalgrounds[24,25]oneexpectsthatin renorm alisable

�eld theoriesthe Boreltransform willcontain branch pointsingularitieson

therealaxisin thecom plex zplane,atpositionsz = zk�
2k

b
correspondingto

infrared renorm alons,IR k,k = 1;2;3;:::,and atz = �zk corresponding to

so-called ultravioletrenorm alons,UV k.Herebisthe�rstbeta-function coef-

�cient,so thatforQED with N f ferm ion speciesb= � 2

3
N f,whilstforSU(3)

QCD with N f active quark avours,b= (33� 2N f)=6.Thusin QED there

are ultravioletrenorm alon singularitieson the positive realaxis,and hence

the Borelintegralwillbe am biguous. In QCD with N f < 33=2 avours,so

thatthe theory isasym ptotically free,and b > 0,there are infrared renor-

m alon singularitieson thepositiverealaxism aking theBorelintegralagain
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am biguous.Forboth �eld theoriesall-ordersperturbation theory by itselfis

notsu�cient.Thepresenceofsingularitieson theintegration contourm eans

thatthereisan am biguity depending on whetherthecontouristaken above

orbelow each singularity.Itiseasy to check that,taking D in theBorelin-

tegralofEq.(30)to bea genericQED orQCD observablewith branch point

singularities (1� z=jzkj)
� k in the Borelplane,the resulting am biguity for

thesingularity atz= jzkjisoftheform

�D P T � K e
�jz kj=a(Q

2)
a
1� k ; (32)

where K is com plex. Using the one-loop form for the coupling,a(Q 2) =

2=bln(Q 2=~�2),one�ndsthatin theQCD case,

�D P T�K a
1� k

 
~�2

Q 2

! k

: (33)

Thishasexactlythesam estructureasaterm in theOPE expansion,Eq.(26),

and one seesthatthe branch pointexponent ofthe IR renorm alon isre-

lated totheanom alousdim ension oftheoperator,with �k = 1� k.Theidea

isthatthe coe�cient,C k,in particularthe constantK ,isam biguousin the

OPE becauseofnon-logarithm icUV divergences[26,27].Thisam biguitycan

be com pensated by the IR renorm alon am biguity in the PT Borelintegral,

and soregulatingtheBorelintegral,usingforinstanceaprincipalvalue(PV)

prescription,inducesaparticularde�nition ofthecoe�cientfunctionsin the

OPE,and the PT and OPE com ponents are then separately well-de�ned.

Thatthis scenario works in detailcan be con�rm ed in toy m odels such as

thenon-linearO (N )�-m odel[26,28].FortheQED casetheam biguity cor-

respondsto a Q 2=~�2 e�ect. So thatall-ordersQED perturbation theory is

only de�ned iftherearein addition powercorrectionsin Q 2.Such e�ectsare

only im portantifQ 2� ~�2,here ~� correspondsto theLandau ghostin QED,
~�2 � 10560m 2,with m the ferm ion m ass. Thus in QED such power cor-

rectionscan haveno phenom enologicalconsequencesand can becom pletely

ignored.

Ourexactinform ation abouttheBoreltransform ,B [D ](z),fortheQCD

AdlerD function isrestricted to thelarge-N f resultofEq.(29).In QCD we

expectlarge-orderbehaviourinperturbationtheoryoftheform dn�K n(b=2)
n
n!,

involving theQCD beta-function coe�cientb= (33� 2N f)=6.M otivated by
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the structure ofrenorm alon singularitiesin QCD one can then convertthe

N f expansion into theso-called b-expansion [29,30,31,32],by substituting

N f = (33=2� 3b)to obtain,

dn = d
(n)
n b

n + d
(n�1)
n b

n�1 + :::+ d
(0)

n : (34)

Theleading-bterm d
(L)
n �d

(n)
n bn isthen used to approxim atedn.Sinced

(L)
n =

(�3)
n
d
[n]
n bn,itisknown toall-ordersfrom thelarge-N f result.Thisapproach

is som etim es also referred to as \Naive Nonabelianization" [29]. Itcan be

m otivated by considering a QCD skeleton expansion [33],and corresponds

to sim ply taking the �rst \one-chain" term in the expansion. It does not

includethem ultipleexchangesofrenorm alon chainsneeded to build thefull

asym ptotic behaviouroftheperturbative coe�cients,and there areno �rm

guaranteesasto itsaccuracy.Theleading-bresultfortheBoreltransform of

theAdler-D function in theV -schem ecan then beobtained from Eq.(29).

B [D (L)](z)=

1X

j= 1

A 0(j)+ zA 1(j)

(1+ z

zj
)
2

+
B 0(2)

(1� z

z2
)
+

1X

j= 3

B 0(j)+ zB 1(j)

(1� z

zj
)
2

; (35)

so thatoneseesin theleading-blim ita setofsingle and double polerenor-

m alon singularitiesattheexpected positions.TheresiduesoftheUV j poles,

A 0(j)and A 1(j),aregiven by [30]

A 0(j)=
8

3

(�1)
j+ 1

(3j2 + 6j+ 2)

j2(j+ 1)
2
(j+ 2)

2
A 1(j)=

4

3

b(�1)
j+ 1

(2j+ 3)

j2(j+ 1)
2
(j+ 2)

2
: (36)

Because ofthe conform alsym m etry ofthe vector correlator [34]the IR j

residues,B 0(j)and B 1(j),aredirectly related totheUV j ones,with B 0(j)=

�A 0(�j)and B 1(j)= �A 1(�j)forj> 2.B 0(1)= B 1(1)= B 1(2)= 0,and

B 0(2) = 1. Notice the absence ofan IR 1 renorm alon singularity. This is

consistentwith the correspondence between OPE term sand IR renorm alon

am biguitiesnoted above,since there isno relevantoperatorofdim ension 2

in the OPE.The singularity nearestthe origin isthen the UV 1 singularity

atz= �2=b,which generatestheleading asym ptoticbehaviour,

d
(L)
n �

(12n + 22)

27
n!

�
�b

2

� n

: (37)

W e shallnow considerthe correction,R (s),to the parton m odelresult

for R e+ e� . This m ay be split into a perturbative com ponent R P T(s),and
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an OPE com ponentR N P (s),analogousto Eqs.(23),(24).Inserting theBorel

representation forD P T ofEq.(30)into the dispersion relation ofEq.(7)one

�ndstherepresentation

R P T(s)=
1

2�i

Z �s+ i�

�s�i�

dt

t

Z 1

0

dze
�z=a(t)

B [D ](z): (38)

Itwillbeconvenienttoconsidertheall-ordersperturbativeresultin leading-

bapproxim ation to startwith,in which case the coupling a(t)willhave its

one-loop form ,a(t)= 2=(bln(t=~�2
V )),whereweassum etheV -schem e.In this

casethetintegration istrivialand one�nds,

R
(L)

P T
(s)=

Z
1

0

dze
�z=a(s) sin(�bz=2)

�bz=2
B [D (L)](z); (39)

where B [D (L)](z)(in the V -schem e)isgiven by Eq.(35). Itisnow possible

to explicitly evaluate R
(L)

P T
(s) in term s ofgeneralised exponentialintegral

functionsE i(n;w),de�ned forRew > 0 by

E i(n;w)=

Z 1

1

dt
e�w t

tn
: (40)

Onealso needstheintegral

Z
1

0

dze
�z=a sin(�bz=2)

z
= arctan

�
�ba

2

�

: (41)

W riting the ‘sin’as a sum ofcom plex exponentials and using partialfrac-

tionsonecan then evaluatethecontribution to R
(L)

P T
(s)com ing from theUV

renorm alon singularities,i.e. from the term s involving A 0(j) and A 1(j) in

Eq.(35)[30]

R
(L)

P T
(s)jU V =

2

�b

�
8�2

3
�
11

3

�

arctan

�
�ba(s)

2

�

+
2

�b

j= 1X

j= 1

(A 0(j)�+ (1;j)+ (A 0(j)� A 1(j)zj)�+ (2;j)) ;(42)

where�2 = �2=6 istheRiem ann zeta-function,and wehavede�ned

�+ (p;q)�e
zq=a(s)(�1)

q
Im [E i(p;(1=a(s))+ i�bzq=2)]: (43)
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To evaluate the rem aining contribution involving the IR renorm alon singu-

larities we need to regulate the integralto dealwith the singularities on

the integration contour. Forsim plicity we could choose to take a principal

value prescription. W e need to continue the E i(n;w)de�ned forRew > 0

by Eq.(40),to Rew < 0. W ith the standard continuation one arrives ata

function analytic everywhere in the cutcom plex w-plane,exceptatw = 0;

with a branch cutrunning along thenegativerealaxis.Explicitly [35]

E i(n;w)=
(�w)

n�1

(n � 1)!

"

�lnw � E +

n�1X

m = 1

1

m

#

�
X

m = 0
m 6= n�1

(�w)
m

(m � n + 1)m !
;(44)

with E = 0:5722:::Euler’sconstant. The lnw contributesthe branch cut

along the negative realw-axis. To obtain the principalvalue ofthe Borel

integraloneneedstocom pensateforthediscontinuity acrossthebranch cut,

and m ake thereplacem entE i(n;w)! E i(n;w)+ i�sign(Im w).Thisleads

oneto introduce,analogousto Eq.(43),

�� (p;q) � e
�z q=a(s)(�1)

q
Im [E i(p;(�1=a(s))� i�bzq=2)]

�
e�z q=a(s)(�1)

q
zp�1q

(p� 1)!
�Re[((1=a(s))+ i�b=2)

p�1
]: (45)

TheprincipalvalueoftheIR renorm alon contribution isthen given by [30]

R
(L)

P T
(s)jIR =

2

�b

�
14

3
�
8�2

3

�

arctan

�
�ba(s)

2

�

+
2B 0(2)

�b
�� (1;2)

+
2

�b

1X

j= 3

(B 0(j)�� (1;j)+ (B 0(j)+ B 1(j)zj)�� (2;j)) :(46)

The perturbative com ponentisthen the sum ofthe UV and (regulated)IR

contributions,

R
(L)

P T
(s) = R

(L)

P T
(s)jU V + R

(L)

P T
(s)jIR

=
2

�b
arctan

�
�ba(s)

2

�

+
2

�b

1X

j= 1

(A 0(j)�+ (1;j)+ (A 0(j)� A 1(j)zj)�+ (2;j))

+
2B 0(2)

�b
�� (1;2)+

2

�b

1X

j= 3

(B 0(j)�� (1;j)+ (B 0(j)+ B 1(j)zj)�� (2;j)) :(47)
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Notethatthe�2 contributionscancel,and oneobtainsthearctan term ,which

istheleading contribution,A 1(s),in theCIPT/APT reform ulation of�xed-

orderperturbation theory.Theconnection between theBorelrepresentation

and theA n(s)willbefurtherclari�ed later.

W e now turn to the infrared behaviour ofthe regulated Borelintegral.

In theone-loop (leading-b)casetheV -schem ecoupling a(s)becom esin�nite

ats = sL�
~�2

V . The e�z=a(s) term in the Borelintegrand approaches unity

ats= sL,butthetrigonom etricfactorsin(�bz=2)=(�bz=2)ensuresthatthe

integralisde�ned ats = sL. Fors < sL,however,a(s)becom esnegative,

and the e�z=a(s) factor diverges at z = 1 ,the Boreltransform in the V -

schem e does not contain any exponentialz-dependence to com pensate,so

the Borelintegralis not de�ned. W e shallrefer to this pathology ofthe

Borelintegralat s = sL as the \Landau divergence". It is im portant to

stressthatthe Landau divergence isto be carefully distinguished from the

Landau pole in the coupling. The Landau pole in the coupling dependson

thechosen renorm alization scale.Atone-loop choosingan M S scale�2 = xs,

the coupling a(xs)hasa Landau pole ats = ~�2

M S
=x,the Borelintegralof

Eq.(39)can then bewritten in term softhiscoupling as,

R
(L)

P T
(s)=

Z 1

0

dze
�z=a(xs) sin(�bz=2)

�bz=2
[xe5=3]

bz=2
B [D (L)](z): (48)

In a generalschem e theBoreltransform picksup theextra factor[xe5=3]
bz=2

m ultiplyingtheV -schem eresult.TheBorelintegrandisschem e(x)invariant.

The extra factor has to be taken into account when identifying where the

integralbreaksdown,and one ofcourse �ndsthe Landau divergence to be

atthesam ex-independentenergy,s= sL = e5=3~�2

M S
= ~�2

V .ThustheBorel

representation ofEq.(38)forR
(L)

P T
(s)only appliesfors�sL. Fors < sL the

one-loop (V -schem e) coupling a(s) becom es negative. W e can rewrite the

perturbativeexpansion ofR P T(s)asan expansion in (�a(s)),

R P T(s) = a(s)+ r1a
2(s)+ r2a

3(s)+ :::+ rna
n+ 1(s)+ :::

= �[(�a(s))� r1(�a(s))
2
+ r2(�a(s))

3
+ :::+ (�1)

n
rn(�a(s))

n+ 1
+ :::]:(49)

Theexpansion in (�a(s))followsfrom them odi�ed Borelrepresentation

R P T(s) = �

Z
1

0

dze
�z=(�a(s))

B [R ](�z)
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=

Z �1

0

dze
z=(�a(s))

B [R ](z): (50)

This m odi�ed form ofBorelrepresentation willbe valid when Re(a(s)) <

0,and involves an integration contour along the negative realaxis. Thus,

it is now the ultravioletrenorm alons UV k which render the Borelintegral

am biguous. The am biguity in taking the contouraround these singularities

(analogous to Eq.(33)) now involves (s=~�2)
k
. Ofcourse,it is now unclear

how theseam biguitiescancancelagainstthecorrespondingOPE am biguities.

Thekey pointisthatsinceonly thesum ofthePT and OPE com ponentsis

well-de�ned,theLandau divergenceoftheBorelintegralats= sL,m ustbe

accom panied by acorresponding breakdown in thevalidity oftheOPE asan

expansion in powers of(~�2=s),atthe sam e energy. The idea is illustrated

by the following toy exam ple,where the OPE is an alternating geom etric

progression,

R N P (s) =

 
~�2

s

!

�

 
~�2

s

! 2

+

 
~�2

s

! 3

� :::

=

~� 2

s

1+
~� 2

s

=
1

1+ s
~� 2

= 1�

�
s

~�2

�

+

�
s

~�2

� 2

�

�
s

~�2

� 3

� :::: (51)

Atany valueofs,R N P (s)isgiven by theequivalentfunctionsin them iddle

line.Fors> ~�2 thesehaveavalid expansion in powersof~�2=s,thestandard

OPE,given in thetop line.Fors< ~�2 thestandard OPE breaksdown,but

thereisa valid expansion in powersofs=~�2 given in the bottom line.Thus

fors< sL theOPE should beresum m ed and recastin theform ,

R N P (s)=
X

n

~Cn

�
s

~�2

� n

: (52)

Itiscrucialto notethatthisreorganised OPE can contain a ~C0 term which

is independent ofs,as indeed is the case in the toy exam ple ofEq.(51).

Ofcourse,an analogousC0 term in the standard OPE in Eq.(26)isclearly

excluded since it would violate Asym ptotic Freedom ,and allthe term s in

the regularOPE are perturbatively invisible. Asa resultR N P (s)can have
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a non-vanishing infrared lim it,and both com ponentscan contribute to the

infrared freezing behaviour.Itshould beno surprise thatperturbation the-

ory by itselfcannotdeterm inetheinfrared behaviourofobservables,butthe

existenceofa well-de�ned perturbativecom ponentwhich,asweshallclaim ,

can becom puted atallvaluesoftheenergy using areorganised APT version

of�xed-orderperturbation theory,isa noteworthy feature. The rem aining

term spresentin thism odi�ed OPE should then bein one-to-onecorrespon-

dence with the UV n renorm alon singularitiesin the Boreltransform ofthe

PT com ponent,and the PT renorm alon am biguitiescan cancelagainstcor-

responding OPE ones,and again each com ponentseparately bewell-de�ned.

Them odi�ed coe�cients ~Cn willhavea form analogousto Eq.(27),

~Cn = K a
~�n (�2)[1+ O (a)]: (53)

Theanom alousdim ension isthatofan operatorwhich can beidenti�ed using

the technique ofParisi[24]. The anom alousdim ension corresponding to ~C1
for the Adler D function has been com puted [36]. The am biguity for the

m odi�ed Borelrepresentation ofEq.(50),taking UV k to be a branch point

singularity (1� z=zk)
~k,is

�R P T�K a
1�~ k

�
s

~�2

� k

: (54)

Com paring with Eq.(53)one�nds~�k = 1� ~k.Them odi�ed Borelrepresen-

tation forR
(L)

P T
valid fors< sL willbe,

R
(L)

P T
(s)= �

Z
1

0

dze
�z=(�a(s))

B [R (L)](�z): (55)

This m ay again be written explicitly in term s ofE i(n;w) functions. One

sim ply needs to change a(s) ! �a(s),zj ! �zj,and A 1(j) ! �A 1(j),

B 1(j)! �B 1(j)in Eq.(47).One�ndsthattheresultofEq.(47)isinvariant

underthesechanges,apartfrom theadditionalterm swhich weadded to the

E i(n;w) in continuing from Rew > 0 to Rew < 0,in order to obtain the

principalvalue. In factthe PV Borelintegralisnotcontinuous ats = sL.

Continuity isobtained ifratherthan theprincipalvalueweusethestandard

continuation oftheE i(n;w)de�ned by Eq.(44).Thatiswerede�ne

�� (p;q)�e
�z q=a(s)(�1)

q
Im [E i(p;(�1=a(s))� i�bzq=2)]: (56)
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This sim ply corresponds to a di�erent regulation ofsingularities. W e then

seethatEq.(47)forR
(L)

P T
(s)isa function ofa(s)which iswell-de�ned atall

energies,and freezesto 2=bin theinfra-red.W enotethatthebranch ofthe

arctan changes ats = sL,so thatitsvalue sm oothly changes from zero at

s = 1 to � ats = 0. The reform ulated OPE ofEq.(52)togetherwith the

perturbative com ponentdeterm inesthe infrared freezing behaviour,and in

theultraviolettheperturbativecom ponentdom inates.Thekey pointisthat

both com ponentscan be described by functionsofs which are well-de�ned

atallenergies.TheapparentLandau divergencesim ply reectsthefactthat

the Borelintegraland OPE series,which are used to describe the PT and

NP com ponents,each have a lim ited range ofvalidity in s. The connec-

tion with the CIPT/APT rearrangem entof�xed-orderperturbation theory

isnow clear. Itisobtained by keeping the sin(�bz=2)=(�bz=2)term in the

Boreltransform intact,and expanding the rem ainder in powers ofz. Or-

dinary �xed-orderperturbation theory,ofcourse,correspondsto expanding

the whole Boreltransform in powers ofz. The retention ofthe oscillatory

sin factorin theBoreltransform ensuresthatthereform ulated perturbation

theory rem ainsde�ned atallenergies.Onethen �ndsthatfors� sL,

A n(s)=

Z 1

0

dze
�z=a(s)

sin(�bz=2)

�bz=2

zn�1

(n � 1)!
; (57)

wheretheone-loop A n(s)aregiven by Eqs.(12).Sim ilarly fors�sL one�nds

A n(s)=

Z
�1

0

dze
z=(�a(s)) sin(�bz=2)

�bz=2

zn�1

(n � 1)!
: (58)

ThustheCIPT/APT �xed-orderresultshould bean asym ptoticapproxim a-

tion to the Borelintegralatboth large and sm allvaluesofs. In Fig.4 we

com paretheall-ordersleading-bresultforR
(L)

P T
(s)given by Eq.(47),with the

NNLO CIPT/APT prediction,

R
(L)

A P T
(s)= A 1(s)+ d

(L)

1 A 2(s)+ d
(L)

2 A 3(s): (59)

The one-loop A n(s)are given by Eqs.(12) and asin Eq.(47)the V -schem e

isassum ed.W eassum e N f = 2 quark avours.Oneseesthatthere isgood

agreem entatallvaluesofs=~�2
V .

W enow turn to thefullQCD resultbeyond theone-loop approxim ation,

and asin Section 2 itwillbesu�cientto considerthe two-loop resultsince
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one can always use an ’tHooftschem e. Consider the Borelrepresentation

forR P T(s) ofEq.(38). W e shallassum e that,as in the leading-b approxi-

m ation,theBoreltransform B [D ](z)in the V -schem e doesnotcontain any

exponentialdependence on z,butissim ply a com bination ofbranch point

singularities.Itisthen clearthattheLandau divergenceoccurswhen thefac-

tore�z=a(�s) becom esadivergingexponential,thatiswhen Re(1=a(�s))< 0.

Thusthe criticalenergy sL isgiven by the condition Re(1=a(�s))= 0. At

one-loop levelonehas

1

a(�s)
=
b

2
ln

�
s

~�2
V

�

+
i�b

2
; (60)

and sothecondition yieldss= sL = ~�2
V ,aswefound before.Atthetwo-loop

levelthesituation isslightlydi�erent.Integratingthetwo-loop beta-function

in Eq.(14)now gives,

1

a(�s)
+ cln

�
ca(�s)

1+ ca(�s)

�

=
b

2
ln

�
s

~�2

V

�

+
i�b

2
: (61)

The vanishing ofRe(1=a(�s))then correspondsto thesolution ofthetran-

scendentalequation

Re

�

cln

�
ca(�s)

1+ ca(�s)

��

=
b

2
ln

�
s

~�2
V

�

: (62)

Assum ing N f = 2 avours one �nds s = sL = 0:4574~�2

V . Since the Borel

integralis schem e-invariant so m ust the value ofsL be,in particular the

breakdown ofthe Borelrepresentation would occurin any schem e,notjust

an ’tHooftone.W ecan perform thet-integration in Eq.(38)in closed form ,

and arriveatthetwo-loop Borelrepresentation

R P T(s)=
�2

�b

Z 1

0

dzIm

�
e�z=a(�s+ i�)

z
� ce

zc
E i

�

1;zc+
z

a(�s+ i�)

��

B [D ](z):

(63)

Thefactorinthesquarebracketplaystheroleofthee�z=a(s)sin(�bz=2)=(�bz=2)

factorin theone-loop case.Itprovidesan oscillatory factorsothatats= sL

the Borelrepresentation rem ainsde�ned. Fors < sL one m ustswitch to a

m odi�ed Borelrepresentation asin Eq.(50),writing

R P T(s)= �
1

2�i

Z
�s+ i�

�s�i�

dt

t

Z
1

0

dze
�z=(�a(t))

B [D ](�z): (64)
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W hich,perform ing thet-integration gives

R P T(s) =
2

�b

Z 1

0

dzIm

�

�
e�z=(�a(�s+ i�))

z

� ce
�zc

E i

�

1;�zc+
z

(�a(�s+ i�))

��

B [D ](�z): (65)

Unfortunately wecannotwritedown a function analogousto Eq.(47)which

givesR P T(s)atallenergies,because we do notknow B [D ](z)exactly. The

two-loop situation,however,isthesam e asthatatone-loop.The regulated

representation ofEq.(63) applies for s� sL ,with the corresponding stan-

dard OPE.Below s = sL one needsthe m odi�ed representation ofEq.(65)

togetherwith theresum m ed OPE recastin theform ofEq.(52).Thepertur-

bativecom ponentR P T(s)then freezesto2=bin theinfra-red,wecan seethis

ifwe splitB [D ](�z)into (1+ (B [D ](�z)� 1)). The partofthe integrand

proportionalto B [D ](�z)� 1 vanishesforallz from 0! 1 in theinfra-red

lim it. The rem aining term integratesto give usA 1(s)which freezesto 2=b

ass ! 0. The non-perturbative com ponentR N P (s)given by the reform u-

lated OPE togetherwith theperturbativecom ponentdeterm inetheinfrared

freezing behaviour.There isagain a directconnection with theCIPT/APT

reform ulation of�xed-orderperturbation theory.Using integration by parts

onecan show thatthatfors�sL

A n(s)=
�2

�b

Z 1

0

dzIm

�
e�z=a(�s+ i�)

z
� ce

zc
E i

�

1;zc+
z

a(�s+ i�)

��
zn�1

(n � 1)!
;

(66)

where the A n(s) correspond to the two-loop results in Eqs.(20,21). Once

againCIPT/APT correspondstokeepingtheoscillatoryfunction intheBorel

transform intact,and expanding therem ainderin powersofz.Sim ilarly for

s�sL onehas,

A n(s) =
2

�b

Z 1

0

dzIm

�

�
e�z=(�a(�s+ i�))

z

� ce
�zc

E i

�

1;�zc+
z

(�a(�s+ i�))

��
(�z)

n�1

(n � 1)!
: (67)

Thus,asintheone-loopcase,theCIPT/APT reform ulation of�xed-order

perturbation theory willbeasym ptoticto theBorelrepresentationsatsm all
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quark.

and largeenergies.W ewould like,asin Fig.4 fortheone-loop case,to com -

pare how wellthe �xed-order CIPT/APT perturbation theory corresponds

with theall-ordersBorelrepresentation.W earenecessarily restricted to us-

ingtheleading-bapproxim ation sincethisistheextentoftheexactall-orders

inform ation at ourdisposal. One possibility is to sim ply use the leading-b

result for the Boreltransform ,B [D (L)](z),in the two-loop Borelrepresen-

tation ofEq.(63). The di�culty though is that with a(�s) the two-loop

coupling,theBorelintegralisnow schem e-dependent,sinceB [D (L)](z)hasa

scale dependence which exactly com pensatesthatofthe one-loop coupling.

Using a renorm alization scale�2 = xs ourresultforR P T(s)hasan unphys-

icalx-dependence.Thisdi�culty isexacerbated ifweattem ptto m atch the

result to the exactly known perturbative coe�cients d 1 and d2,which we

could doby addingan additionalcontribution (d1� d
(L)

1
)z+ (d2� d

(L)

2
)(z2=2)

to the Boreltransform . Thus,as has been argued elsewhere,such m atch-

ing ofleading-bresultsto exacthigher-orderresultsyieldscom pletely ad hoc

predictions,which m ay be varied at willby changing the renorm alisation

scale [37,38]. The resolution ofthis di�culty follows ifone accepts that

the standard RG-im provem entof�xed-orderperturbation theory isincom -

plete,in thatonly a subsetofRG-predictable UV logarithm sinvolving the
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energy scale s are resum m ed. Perform ing a com plete resum m ation ofthese

logstogetherwith theaccom panyinglogsinvolvingtherenorm alisation scale,

yieldsascale-independentresult.ThisCom pleteRenorm alisation Group Im -

provem ent(CORGI)approach [39]applied to D (s)correspondsto use ofa

renorm alisation scale �2 = e�2d=bs,where d denotes the NLO perturbative

correction d1 in Eq.(23),in the M S schem e with �2 = s. In the CORGI

schem e wehavetheperturbation series,

D (t)= a0(t)+ X 2a
3

0
(t)+ X 3a

4

0
(t)+ :::+ X na

n+ 1
0

+ :::; (68)

wherea0(t)isgivenbyEq.(15)withz = (�1=e)(
p
t=�D )

�b=c
,where�D �e

d=b~�M S ,

and X n are the CORGIinvariants,and only X 2 isknown. W e can then at-

tem ptto perform theleading-bCORGIresum m ation,

D
(L)

C O R G I
(t)= a0(t)+ X 2a

3

0
(t)+

X

n> 2

X
(L)
n a

n+ 1
0

(t)+ :::; (69)

sothattheexactly known NNLO X 2 coe�cientisincluded,with therem ain-

ing unknown coe�cientsapproxim ated by X
(L)

3
,X

(L)

4
;:::,the leading-bap-

proxim ations.W estressthata0(t)denotesthefullCORGIcoupling de�ned

in Eq.(15). One can de�ne this form alsum using the Borelrepresentation

ofD in Eq.(30),with the result for B [D (L)]in Eq.(35). The integralcan

be expressed in closed form in term s ofthe ExponentialIntegralfunctions

E i(n;w)ofEq.(40),with theresult[9]

D
(L)(1=a(t)) =

1X

j= 1

zjf� e
zj=a(t)E i(1;zj=a(t))[(zj=a(t))(A 0(j)� zjA 1(j))� zjA 1(j)]

+ (A 0(j)� zjA 1(j))g� e
�z j=a(t)B 0(2)E i(1;�zj=a(t))

+

1X

j= 3

f� e
�z j=a(t)E i(1;�zj=a(t))[(zj=a(t))(B 0(j)+ zjB 1(j))]

� (B 0(j)+ zjB 1(j))g: (70)

To de�ne the infra-red renorm alon contribution we have assum ed the stan-

dard continuation of E i(n;w) from Rew > 0 to Rew < 0, de�ned by

Eq.(44).In [9]a principalvalue wasassum ed,which correspondsto adding

�i�sign(Im (zj=a(t))to the E i(1;�zj=a(t))term . Aswe found forR
(L)

P T
(s)
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the principalvalue isnotcontinuous ats = sL,whereas the standard con-

tinuation is.Theform alresum m ation in Eq.(69)then correspondsto [9],

D
(L)

C O R G I
(t)= D

(L)

�
1

a0(t)
+ d

(L)

1
(V )

�

+ (X 2 � X
(L)

2
)a3

0
(t); (71)

once again a0(t)isthe fullCORGIcoupling,and d
(L)

1 (V )denotesthe NLO

leading-bcorrection in theV -schem e.Inserting D C O R G I(t)insidethedisper-

sion relation ofEq.(7)onecan then de�ne,

R
(L)

C O R G I
(s)=

1

2�i

Z �s+ i�

�s�i�

dt
D

(L)

C O R G I
(t)

t
: (72)

Thiscan beevaluated num erically,ifwehaveR
(L)

C O R G I
(s1)then wecan obtain

R
(L)

C O R G I
(s2)= R

(L)

C O R G I
(s1)+

1

2�i

 Z �s 1�i�

�s 2�i�

dt
D

(L)

C O R G I
(t)

t
+

Z �s 2+ i�

�s 1+ i�

dt
D

(L)

C O R G I
(t)

t

!

:

(73)

Ifwesets1 tobelargeenough wecan evaluateR
(L)

C O R G I
(s1)usingthecircular

contourin the s-plane,asin Eq.(8). Com bining thiscircularintegralwith

theintegralsaboveand below therealnegativeaxiswearriveatR
(L)

C O R G I
(s2)

where s2 can be asfarinto the infrared aswe want.The all-ordersCORGI

resultcan becom pared with theNNLO CIPT/APT CORGIresult,

R A P T(s)= A 1(s)+ X 2A 3(s): (74)

HeretheA n(s)arethetwo-loopresultsofEqs.(20,21),withA(s)= (�1=e)(
p
s=�D )

�b=c

in the CORGIschem e. Analogousto Fig.4 we plotin Fig.5 the com parison

oftheall-ordersand NNLO APT CORGIresults,N f = 2 quark avoursare

assum ed. Asin the one-loop case there isextrem ely close agreem entatall

valuesofs. Forthe �tsto low-energy R e+ e� (s)data to be presented in the

nextsection,therefore,weshallusetheNNLO CORGIAPT result.

Before turning to phenom enologicalanalysis in Section 4,we conclude

thissection with abriefdiscussion ofthesituation forEuclidean observables.

W ecan de�netheAdlerD function in theEuclidean region by inverting the

integraltransform corresponding to the dispersion relation ofEq.(7). That

iswecan write,

D (Q 2)= Q
2

Z 1

0

ds

(s+ Q 2)
2
R (s): (75)
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Onecancertainlyde�neaEuclidean versionofAPT byinsertingtheM inkowskian

A n(s)in theright-hand sideofEq.(75),and de�ning

A
(E )
n (Q 2)= Q

2

Z 1

0

ds

(s+ Q 2)
2
A n(s): (76)

Theone-loop resultwould be[1]

A
(E )

1 (Q 2)=
2

b

"

1

ln(Q 2=~�2)
+

~�2

~�2 � Q 2

#

: (77)

This Euclidean APT coupling freezes in the infrared to 2=b,but this be-

haviourisinduced by the second non-perturbative contribution,which can-

celstheforbidden tachyonicLandau polesingularity presentin the�rstper-

turbativeterm .Thereisnow nodirectconnection,however,between thisEu-

clidean APT coupling and theBorelrepresentation forD P T(Q
2)ofEq.(30).

Since there is now no oscillatory factor present in the Borelintegralit is

potentially divergent at s = sL. W e can explicitly exhibit this divergent

behaviourworking in leading-bapproxim ation.The Borelintegralcan then

be explicitly evaluated in term sofE ifunctionsaswe have seen in Eq.(70).
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Using Eq.(44) forthe E ifunction one then �nds a divergent behaviour as

s! sL proportionalto lna,

D P T(s)! [

1X

j= 1

(z2jA 1(j)+ z
2

jB 1(j))� z2B 0(2)]lna+ :::; (78)

where the ellipsis denotes term s �nite as s ! sL. However, rem arkably,

the factorin the square bracketvanishes,and the resultis�nite ats = sL,

provided thatalltherenorm alon singularitiesareincluded.Thecontribution

ofanyindividualrenorm alonisdivergent.Thecancellation followsbecauseof

an exactrelation between theresiduesofIR and UV renorm alons(Eq.(36)),

z
2

jA 1(j)= �z
2

j+ 3B 1(j+ 3): (79)

This results in cancellations in the sum , leaving a residualterm z2
3
B 1(3)

which then cancels with the z2B 0(2)term . An analogousrelation A 0(j)=

�B 0(j+ 2) has been noted in [30]. It seem s that these relations are un-

derwritten by the conform alsym m etry ofthe vacuum polarization function

[34],butfurtherinvestigation iswarranted. The above �nitenessats = sL

m eansthatonecan obtain aD P T(Q
2)com ponentwell-de�ned in theinfrared

by changing to the m odi�ed form ofBorelrepresentation fors < sL. One

�ndsthatthiscom ponentbecom esnegativebeforeapproaching thefreezing

lim itD P T(0)= 0.Sim ilarbehaviourisfound fortheGross-Llewellyn Sm ith

and polarised and unpolarised Bjorken structure function sum rules,whose

com pleterenorm alon structureisalsoknown in leading-bapproxim ation [30].

Phenom enologicalinvestigationsareplanned [40].Com parableinvestigations

in the standard APT approach have been reported in [41]. Unfortunately,

nothing isknown aboutthe fullrenorm alon structure beyond leading-b ap-

proxim ation.Such knowledge would betantam ountto a fullsolution ofthe

Schwinger-Dyson equations.Correspondingly no analogueoftheAPT reor-

ganisation of�xed-orderperturbation theory asym ptotic to D P T ispossible

in theEuclidean case.

W e �nally note that in the case ofR e+ e� and D it is possible to say

som ething about the separate infrared freezing behaviours ofthe PT and

NP com ponents.Argum entsofspontaneouschiralsym m etry breakingin the

lim itofa large num berofcolours[34]im ply thatD (0)= 0,orequivalently

D (0) = �1. Furtherm ore according to Ref.[42]R and D should have the

sam e infrared freezing lim it. Thisargum ent followsdirectly from Eq.(8)if

thecircularcontourisshrunk to zero.Theseexactresultsthen suggestthat
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Figure 6: Com parison ofCORGI APT and the standard NNLO CORGI

calculationsofR e+ e� (s)atlow energies.

D N P (0)= �1tobeconsistentwith theleading-bresultD P T(0)= 0obtained

above.ForR oneinfersthatR N P (0)= �1� (2=b)to beconsistentwith the

R P T(0)= 2=bresult.

4 C om parison ofN N LO A PT w ith low energy

R e+ e� data

In this section we wish to com pare the NNLO CORGI APT perturbative

predictions with low energy experim entaldata for R e+ e� . The discussion

so far has assum ed m assless quarks. To include quark m asses we use the

approxim ateresult[6,43]

R e+ e� (s)= 3
X

f

Q
2

fT(vf)[1+ g(vf)R (s)]; (80)

with the sum over allactive quark avours,i.e. those with m asses m f <
p
s=2,and where

vf = (1� 4m 2

f=s)
1

2 ;
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T(v) = v(3� v
2)=2;

g(v) =
4�

3

�
�

2v
�
3+ v

4

�
�

2
�

3

4�

��

: (81)

ForthetheoreticalpredictionsweshalltakeR (s)tobetheNNLO CIPT/APT

CORGIresultofEq.(74). Starting with ~�
(5)

M S
= 216M eV forN f = 5 ,cor-

responding to the world average value �s(M Z) = 0:1172 [44],we dem and

that R (s) rem ains continuous as we cross quark m ass thresholds. This

then determ ines ~�
(N f)

M S
for N f = 4;3;2. W e take standard values for cur-

rentquark m assesforthelightquarks[44]:m u = 3:0M eV,m d = 6:75M eV,

m s = 117:5M eV,and also from [44]wetakethevaluesforpolem assesofthe

heavy quarksm c = 1:65GeV,and m b = 4:85GeV. The approxim ate result

[6]usespolem assesin Eq.(81),so we use polem asseswhere we can.Using

thesevaluesforthequark m assesand �s(M Z),weplottheresultingR e+ e� (s)

in Fig.6. The solid line correspondsto the CORGIAPT resultforR (s)in

Eq.(74). The dashed curve corresponds to the standard NLO �xed-order

CORGIresult,

R C O R G I(s)= a0(s)+

�

X 2 �
�2b2

12

�

a
3

0
(s): (82)

The standard �xed-order result breaks down at s = � 2

D = 0:4114GeV 2,

wherethereisa Landau pole.TheAPT resultsm oothly freezesin theinfra-

red. The dashed-dot curve shows the parton m odelresult (i.e. assum ing

R (s)= 0).

Fora recentcom prehensive review oftheexperim entaldata forR e+ e� (s)

atlow energiesseeRef.[45].Theexperim entaldatawehaveused com esfrom

a variety ofsources. From the two pion threshold up to
p
s = 1:43GeV

we use references[46],the data from these referencesisgiven asindividual

exclusivechannelswhich m ustbecom bined to obtain thefullhadroniccross

section. In the region between 1:43GeV and 2:0GeV we use data from [47],

[48],references[49],[50]areused in theregion between 2:0GeV and 5:0GeV.

From 5:0GeV to 7:25GeV we use [51],and from 7:25GeV to 10:52GeV we

use [52],[53]. These sets ofdata allgive the inclusive totalhadronic cross

section. Above 10:52GeV we insertthe NNLO CORGIAPT prediction for

R e+ e� ,thisisrepresented by thecontinuouslinein Fig.7.

In orderto sim plify the analysisofthe data we did notuse overlapping

datasets,instead where one datasetoverlapped anotherwe sim ply took the
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Figure7:Data used to com parewith m odel,statisticalerrorsshown only.

better,sm allererror,datasetin theregion oftheoverlap in
p
s.Errorswere

dealtwith by taking each data pointand calculating the e�ectofitsstatis-

ticaland itssystem aticerror.Thee�ectofitsstatisticalerrorwasadded in

quadraturewith theotherstatisticalerrors.The contribution from the sys-

tem aticerrorwasadded totheothersystem aticerrorsfrom thesam edataset,

then thecontribution from thesystem aticerrorsofeach datasetwereadded

inquadraturewith each otherandthecontribution from thestatisticalerrors.

W ealso need to considerthee�ectofnarrow resonancesnotincluded in

thedata,weem ploy thesam eapproach asused in [12].W eassum ethatthe

narrow resonanceshavea relativisticBreit-W ignerform

R res(s)=
9

�2
B llB h

M 2�2

(s� M 2)2 + M 2�2
; (83)

where� istheQED coupling,and M ;�;B ll;B h arethem ass,width,lepton

branching ratio,and hadron branching ratio respectively. W e are assum ing

a narrow resonance i.e.� issm all,so we approxim ate the resonance with a
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delta function

R res(s)=
9

�2
B llB hM ��

M �=�

(s� M 2)2 + M 2�2
�

9

�2
B llB hM ���(s� M

2):

(84)

Thecom pilation ofdata forR e+ e� isshown in Fig.7.Narrow resonances

areindicated by theverticallines.Unfortunately itisnotpossibletodirectly

com paretheexperim entaldata with thetheoreticalpredictions.Thisisbe-

cause there isnota directcorrespondence between the quark m assthresh-

oldsin perturbation theory and thehadronicresonances.Thisdi�culty can

be overcom e ifone em ploys a \sm earing procedure". W e shallem ploy the

m ethod proposed by Poggio,Quinn and W einberg [6],de�ning the sm eared

quantity

�R e+ e� (s;�)=
�

�

Z 1

0

dt
R e+ e� (t)

(t� s)
2
+ � 2

: (85)

R e+ e� (s)itselfisrelated to thevacuum -polarization function �(s)ofEq.(4)

by,

2iR e+ e� (s)= �(s+ i�)� �(s� i�); (86)

thatisitisthe discontinuity acrossthe cut. The sm eared �R e+ e� (s;�)can

bewritten as

2i�R e+ e� (s;�)= �(s+ i�)� �(s� i�): (87)

If� issu�ciently large one iskeptaway from the cut,and isinsensitive

to the infrared singularitieswhich occurthere. Ifboth data and theory are

sm eared they can then be com pared. In this way one hopes to m inim ise

thecontribution oftheR N P com ponent.Oneneedsto choose� su�ciently

large thatresonances are averaged out. Forthe charm region it turns out

that � = 3GeV 2 is a good choice,whilst for lower energies � = 1GeV 2

is adequate. In Fig.8(a) we choose � = 1GeV 2. �R e+ e� (s;�) obtained

from the data is represented by the solid line. The dashed-dot line is the

sm eared NNLO CORGIAPT prediction,assum ing the quark m assthresh-

oldsasabovewith theexception ofthecharm quark whosem assistaken to

be m c = 1:35GeV for reasons which we shallshortly discuss. The dashed

line isthe parton m odelprediction.The shaded region denotesthe errorin

the data. Itis clear thatin the charm region the averaging is insu�cient,

although forlowerenergiestheagreem entisextrem ely good.In Fig.8(b)we

show the corresponding plot with � = 3GeV 2. There is now good agree-

m ent between sm eared theory and experim ent over the whole s range,for
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Figure8:(a):R(s;�)in thecharm region,with �= 1GeV 2.

m c = 1:35GeV. W hilstwehaveindicated an errorband associated with the

data,we have notindicated an errorband forthe theory prediction. There

are severalpotentialsources oferrorto consider. The �rstisthe choice of

renorm alisation scale. Ourviewpointwould be thatthe use ofthe CORGI

scalecorrespondstoacom pleteresum m ation ofultravioletlogarithm s,which

in theprocessresultsin a cancellation of�-dependentlogarithm scontained

in thecouplinga(�2)and in theperturbativecoe�cients.Aswehaveargued

elsewhere [39]attem pts to estim ate a theoreticalerroron the perturbative

predictionsby m aking ad hoc changesin the renorm alization scale are sim -

ply m isleading,and give no inform ation on the im portance ofuncalculated

higher-ordercorrections. A com m on approach,forinstance,isto use scales

�2 = xs where x isvaried between x = 1

2
and x = 2,with x = 1 providing

a centralvalue. W e should note,however,thatwere we to have used such

a procedure it would not have led to a noticeable di�erence in the theory

curves,since the APT has greatly reduced scale-dependence,as has been

noted elsewhere [54]. A m ore im portantuncertainty isthe precise value of

the quark m assesassum ed,and in particularthechoice ofthe charm quark

m assm c. To illustrate how thise�ects the results we show in Fig.8(c)the

curves obtained ifwe assum e m c = 1:65GeV. As can be seen the theory

curve is now inconsistent with the data in the charm region,although for
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Figure8:(b):R(s;�)in thecharm region,with �= 3GeV 2.

lowerenergieswherethecharm quark hasdecoupled,theagreem entisagain

good.

The uncertainty in the m ass ofthe charm quark is exceptionally large.

Looking at the di�erent references used in [44]a value m c = 1:35GeV for

thepolem assisreasonable,and agreeswellwith [55]which isreferenced in

[44].Partoftheproblem isthe relationship between thepolem assand the

M S m assforthecharm quark,wherethe�3s contribution islargerthan the

�2s contribution. Obtaining the pole m ass through M S m ass calculations,

which isdonein [44],isnotvery satisfactory.Reference [55],which also �ts

low-energy R e+ e� data,givesa polem assofm c = 1:33� 1:4GeV,and so the

choiceof1:35GeV isreasonable.

Itispossibleto extend thesm earing to spacelikevaluesofs.W egivethe

corresponding curves for �R e+ e� (s;�),with m c = 1:35GeV,over the range

�3 < s < 1 GeV 2 in Figs.9(a),9(b),for � = 1GeV 2,and � = 3GeV 2,

respectively. The agreem ent between theory and experim ent is extrem ely

good in both cases.

In Fig.10 we show �R e+ e� (s;�) in the upsilon region. The choice � =

10GeV 2 works quite well,we show the theory predictions for di�erent m b

values.A directcom parison between theory and datawhich doesnotinvolve
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sm earing ispossible ifoneevaluatesthe area underthe R e+ e� (s)data,that

isevaluatestheintegral,

I(s)�

Z s

4m 2
�

R e+ e� (t)dt; (88)

where s lies wellabove the low-energy resonances in the continuum . W e

show the theory and experim entalI(s)over the range 5 <
p
s < 9GeV in

Fig.11.There isextrem ely good agreem ent. Finally we can avoid sm earing

by transform ingR e+ e� (s)toobtain D (Q
2)in theEuclidean region,usingthe

dispersion relation ofEq.(75)

D (Q 2)= Q
2

Z 1

4m 2
�

ds

(s+ Q 2)
2
R e+ e� (s): (89)

In practicewecannotintegrateup to in�nity so wejusttakethesu�ciently

large upperlim it of106GeV 2. As noted earlierabove
p
s = 10:52GeV the

NNLO CORGIAPT prediction isused forthe data. The theory and data

results are shown in Figs.12,13. There isgood agreem ent. Ourresults are

com parableto the�tobtained in [56],and to theresultsin [57].W eshould

also note thatvery sim ilarplotsand �tsto those we have presented in this
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Figure12:D (Q 2)calculated using APT.

Section areincluded in Ref.[58],which usesinstead theso-called Variational

Perturbation Theory (VPT)approach [3].

5 D iscussion and C onclusions

TheAnalyticPerturbation Theory (APT)approach advocatesthe\analyti-

zation"oftheterm sin standard perturbation theorysothattheperturbative

expansion isrecastasan expansion in abasisoffunctionsthathavedesirable

analytic properties,in particularthe absence ofunphysical\Landau poles"

in Q 2 [1].Thefunctionsin theEuclidean and M inkowskiregionsareinterre-

lated by the integraltransform sofEq.(7)(D ! R )and Eq.(75)(R ! D ).

In apreviouspaperwepointed outtheM inkowskian form ulation ofAPT for

the quantity R e+ e� was equivalent to the all-orders resum m ation ofa con-

vergent subset ofanalyticalcontinuation term s [8]. This reorganisation of

�xed-orderperturbation theory givesapparentinfrared freezing to thelim it

2=bto all-ordersin perturbation theory,and thefunctionsA n(s)attwo-loop

levelcould be written in closed form in term softhe Lam bertW function.

However,one m ight question whether this all-orders perturbative freezing

has any physicalrelevance. It is well-known that all-orders perturbation
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theory by itselfis insu�cient, and that it m ust be com plem ented by the

non-perturbativeOperatorProductExpansion (OPE)[4,5].Itisclearthat

the OPE breaksdown ass! 0,since itisan expansion in powersof~�2=s.

In this paper we have shown how both the PT and the OPE com ponents

can rem ain de�ned in the infrared lim it. W riting a Borelrepresentation for

the PT com ponent one �nds that it is am biguous because ofthe presence

ofsingularitieson the integration contour,term ed infrared renorm alons[4].

These am biguities,however,are ofprecisely the sam e form asOPE term s,

and a regulation ofthe singularities in the Borelintegrand induces a de�-

nition ofthe OPE coe�cients,allowing the two com ponentsto be de�ned.

W eshowed thattheBorelintegralrepresentation inevitably breaksdown at

a criticalenergy sL which we referred to asthe \Landau divergence". For

M inkowskian quantities the BorelTransform contains an oscillatory factor

which m eansthatthe Borelintegralrem ainsde�ned ats = sL. Fors < sL

oneneedsto switch to an alternative Borelrepresentation,which hasam bi-

guitiesduetoultravioletrenorm alon singularitieson theintegration contour.

Correspondingly theOPE should beresum m ed and recastin theform ofan

expansion in powersofs=~�2. The UV renorm alon am biguitiesin the Borel

integralare then ofthe sam e form asthe term sin the m odi�ed OPE,and

regulating them odi�ed Borelintegralinducesa de�nition ofthecoe�cients
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in them odi�ed OPE,allowingboth com ponentstobede�ned.Them odi�ed

Borelintegralfreezes to 2=b in the infrared thanks to the presence ofthe

oscillatory factor,whilstthe m odi�ed OPE com ponentwillalso contribute

to the infrared freezing behavioursince resum m ation ofthe standard OPE

can result in s-independent term s which can give a nonzero freezing lim it,

asin thetoy exam ple ofEq.(51).Aswenoted wedid notexpectto beable

to determ inetheinfrared behaviourfrom perturbation theory alone,butthe

existenceofaperturbativecom ponentwhich can bede�ned using areorgan-

ised version of�xed-orderperturbation theory atallenergies isim portant.

In particularthe perturbative com ponent dom inates in the ultraviolet and

m ay possibly provide a good approxim ation into thelow-energy region.W e

explicitly constructed theall-ordersBorelrepresentationsusingtheall-orders

leading-b approxim ation forR (s) [30],and a one-loop coupling. W e could

express the Borelintegralin closed form in term s ofexponentialintegral

functions (Eq.(47)). W ith the standard continuation ofthe E i(n;w)func-

tions de�ned by Eq.(44) the result for R
(L)

P T
(s) ofEq.(47) is a function of

s which is well-de�ned at allenergies,freezing to 2=b in the infrared,and

continuousats= sL.Thetwo-loop Borelrepresentation wasalso discussed.

Thedetailsaresim ilarto theone-loop case,with a m odi�ed oscillatory fac-

torand a shifted valueofsL,them odi�ed Borelrepresentation again freezes

to 2=b in the infrared. Atboth one-loop and two-loopsthe APT m odi�ca-

tion of�xed-orderperturbation theory correspondstokeeping theoscillatory

factorin theBorelintegrand intact,and expanding therem ainder.Asa re-

sult the APT results should be asym ptotic to the Borelrepresentations at

allenergies,underwriting thevalidity ofthe all-ordersperturbative freezing

behaviour. It should be noted that we have som ewhat oversim pli�ed our

discussion oftheOPE contribution.TheOPE coe�cientsarenotconstant,

as in the toy exam ple ofEq.(51),but are functions ofa,Cn(a). Each co-

e�cient willinvolve a perturbation series in a which is divergent with n!

growth ofcoe�cients,and can be de�ned using a Borelrepresentation. As

de�ned by analytic continuation from the OPE for D N P to that for R N P ,

thecorresponding Borelintegrandswillcontain thesam eoscillatory factors,

enabling Cn(a) to rem ain de�ned at s = sL,and for s < sL one switches

to the m odi�ed Borelrepresentation. W e should note thatthe di�culty of

uniquely extending theBorelrepresentation forM inkowskian quantitiesinto

the infrared has also been discussed in Ref.[59],but with di�ering conclu-

sionstous.A m oreclosely related discussion concerningthesigni�canceand
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interpretation ofthe Landau Pole is given in Ref.[32]. The m odi�ed Borel

representation ofEq.(50)and theprom otion ofUV renorm alon singularities

to thepositiveaxisin theBorelz-planehasalso been discussed in Ref.[34].

W hilsttheM inkowskian version ofAPT isunderwritten by a Borelrep-

resentation valid atallenergies,thisisnotthecasefortheEuclidean version.

Thereisno oscillatory factorin theintegrand in theEuclidean case,and the

Borelintegralwillpotentially diverge as one approaches sL. However,we

showed thatworking in leading-bapproxim ation D P T was�niteatsL thanks

to a cancellation between thein�nitesetofIR and UV renorm alon residues.

Forindividualrenorm alon singularities the Borelintegralis divergent. By

switching to the m odi�ed Borelrepresentation one can then de�ne a D P T

com ponentwhich in factfreezesto zero in the infrared. Thisisinteresting

andsim ilarperturbativefreezingisalsofoundforstructurefunctionsum rules

[40].The key point,however,isthatno analogueofthe M inkowskian APT

reorganisation of�xed-orderperturbation theory ispossiblein theEuclidean

case,and one isrestricted to the leading-b approxim ation in exhibiting the

perturbativefreezing.

In the�nalSection weperform ed �tsofNNLO APT resultstolow energy

R e+ e� data.W eneeded to introducequark m assesapproxim ately,and in or-

dertoavoid am biguitiesduetothepreciselocation ofquark m assthresholds,

and tom inim isethecontribution oftheR N P com ponent,weused asm earing

procedure.Extrem ely good agreem entbetween theory and data wasfound.

An obvious further application would be to use the APT approach in

the analysis ofthe tau decay ratio and in particular the estim ation ofthe

uncertainty in �s(M Z)which such m easurem entsim ply[9,54].In Ref.[9]this

wasestim ated by com paring NNLO CIPT in theCORGIapproach,with an

all-ordersresum m ation based on theleading-bresult.However,in factCIPT

forthetaudecayratioisnotequivalenttotheAPT approach andcorresponds

to an expansion in a di�erentbasisoffunctions. In particularthe resulting

functions are discontinuous ats = sL. W e hope to study this furtherin a

futurepublication.

A cknow ledgem ents

W e thank AndreiKataev and PaulStevenson for entertaining discussions

on infrared freezing in perturbative QCD.D.M .H.gratefully acknowledges

43



receiptofa PPARC UK Studentship.

44



R eferences

[1]D.V.Shirkov and I.L.Solovtsov,JINR Rap.Com m .1996.No.2[76]-96,

5 (1996); D.V.Shirkov and I.L.Solovtsov, Phys.Rev.Lett 79 1209

(1997);

[2]D.V.Shirkov,Eur.Phys.J.C 22,331 (2001).

[3]A.N.Sissakian and I.L.Solovtsov,Phys.Lett A 157,261 (1991);ibid

Z. Phys. C 54, (1992); A.N. Sissakian, I.L. Solovtsov and O. Yu

Shevchenko,Int.J.M od.Phys.A 9,1929 (1994);A.N.Sissakian and

I.L.Solovtsov,Phys.Part.Nucl.25,478 (1994).

[4]Fora review see:M .Beneke,Phys.Rep.317,1 (1999).

[5]For a review see: M .Beneke and V.M .Braun,hep-ph/0010208,pub-

lished in \The Boris Io�e Festschrift- At the Frontier of Particle

Physics/Handbook ofQCD",edited by M .Shifm an (W orld Scienti�c,

Singapore,2001).

[6]E.C.Poggio,H.R.Quinn and S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.D13,1958(1976).

[7]S.G.Gorishny, A.L.Kataev and S.A.Larin, Phys. Lett.B 259, 144

(1991);L.R.Surguladze and M .A.Sam uel,Phys.Rev.Lett.66,560

(1990);66,2416 (1991)(E).

[8]D.M .Howeand C.J.M axwell,Phys.Lett.B 541,129 (2002).

[9]C.J.M axwelland A.M irjalili,Nucl.Phys.B 611,423 (2001).

[10]B.A.M agradze,\TheQCD coupling up to third orderin standard and

analytic perturbation theories.",hep-ph/0010070;D.S.Kourashev and

B.A.M agradze,Theor.M ath.Phys.,135,531 (2003).

[11]G.Grunberg,Phys.Rev.D 29,2315 (1984).

[12]A.C.M attingly and P.M .Stevenson,Phys.Rev.D49,437 (1994).

[13]J.Chyla,A.Kataev and S.Larin,Phys.Let.B 267,269 (1991).

[14]A.A.Pivovarov,Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.54,676 (1991);A.A.Pivovarov,Z.

Phys.C53,461 (1992).

45

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0010208
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0010070


[15]F.LeDiberderand A.Pich,Phys.LettB 289,165 (1992).

[16]G ’tHooft,in DeeperPathwaysin High Energy Physics,proceedingsof

Orbis Scientiae,1977,CoralGables,Florida,edited by A.Perlm utter

and L.F.Scott(Plenum ,New York,1977).

[17]E.Gardi,G.Grunberg and M .Karliner,JHEP 07,007 (1998);M .A.

M agradze,Int.J.M od.Phys.A 15,2715 (2000)2715.

[18]R.M . Corless, G.H. Gonnet, D.E.G Hare, D.J. Je�rey

and D.E. Knuth, \On the Lam bert W function", Ad-

vances in Com putational M athem atics 5 (1996) 329, available

from http://www.apmaths.uwo.ca/�djeffrey/offprints.html.

[19]P.M .Stevenson,Phys.Rev.D 23,2916 (1981)2916.

[20]A.J.Buras,E.G.Floratos,D.A.Rossand C.T.Sachrajda,Nucl.Phys.

B 131,308 (1977).

[21]M .Beneke,Nucl.Phys.B 405,424 (1993).

[22]D.J.Broadhurst,Z.Phys.C 58,339 (1993).

[23]D.J.Broadhurstand A.L.Kataev,Phys.Lett.B 315,179 (1993).

[24]G.Parisi,Nucl.Phys.B 150,163 (1979).

[25]A.H.M ueller,Nucl.Phys.B 250,327 (1985).

[26]F.David,Nucl.Phys.B 234,237 (1984);ibid B 263,637 (1986).

[27]G.Grunberg,Phys.Lett.B 325,441 (1994).

[28]M .Beneke,V.M .Braun and N.Kivel,Phys.Lett.B 443,308 (1998).

[29]D.J.Broadhurstand A.G.Grozin,Phys.Rev.D 52,4082 (1995).

[30]C.N.Lovett-Turnerand C.J.M axwell,Nucl.Phys.B 452,188 (1995).

[31]M .Beneke and V.M .Braun,Phys.Lett.B 348,513 (1995)513.

[32]P.Ball,M .Benekeand V.M .Braun,Nucl.Phys.B 452,563 (1995).

46

http://www.apmaths.uwo.ca/~djeffrey/offprints.html


[33]Stanley J.Brodsky,Einan Gardi,GeorgesGrunbergand Johann Raths-

m an,Phys.Rev.D 63,094017 (2001).

[34]S.Perisand E.deRafael,Nucl.Phys.B 500,325 (1997).

[35]Handbook of M athem atical Functions, eds. M ilton Abram owitz and

IreneA.Stegan,Section 5.1,p228.(ninth edition)Dover(1964).

[36]M .Beneke,V.M .Braun and N.Kivel,Phys.Lett.B 404,315 (1997).

[37]C.J.M axwelland D.G.Tonge,Nucl.Phys.B 481,681 (1996).

[38]C.J.M axwelland D.G.Tonge,Nucl.Phys.B 535,19 (1998).

[39]C.J.M axwelland A.M irjalili,Nucl.Phys.B 577,209(2000);S.J.Burby

and C.J.M axwell,Nucl.Phys.B 609,193 (2001).

[40]P.M .Brooksand C.J.M axwell,in preparation.

[41]K.A.M ilton,I.L.Solovtsov,O.P.Solovtsova,Phys.Rev.D 60,016001

(1999);ibid Phys.Lett.B 439,421 (1998).

[42]E.Gardiand M .Karliner,Nucl.Phys.B 529,383 (1998).

[43]J.Schwinger,Particles,Sourcesand Fields,(Adison-W esley,New York,

1973),Vol.II,Chap 5-4.

[44]ParticleDataGroup:K.Hagiwaraetal,Phys.Rev.D 66,010001(2002).

[45]M .R.W halley,J.Phys.G 29,A1 (2003).

[46]OLYA,CM D Collaboration:L.M .Barkov etal.,Nucl.Phys.B 256,365

(1985);

CM D2 Collaboration:R.R.Akhm etshin etal.,hep-ex/9904027;

DM 2 Collaboration:D.Bisello etal.Phys.Lett.B 220,321 (1989);

ND Collaboration:S.I.Dolinsky etal.,Phys.Rept.202,99 (1991);

CM D2 Collaboration: R.R.Akhm etshin etal.,Phys.Lett.B 466,392

(1999);

DM 1 Collaboration:A.Cordieretal.,Phys.Lett.B 81,389 (1979);

CM D Collaboration: L.M .Barkov et al.,Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.47,248

(1988);

DM 2 Collaboration:A.Antonellietal.,Phys.Lett.B 212,133 (1988);

47

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9904027


OLYA Collaboration:P.M .Ivanov etal.,Phys.Lett.B 107,297 (1981);

DM 2 Collaboration:D.Bisello etal.,Z.Phys.C 39,13 (1988);

DM 2 Collaboration:A.Antonellietal.,Z.Phys.C 56,15 (1992);

DM 1 Collaboration:A.Cordieretal.,Nucl.Phys.B 172,13 (1980);

SND Collaboration: M .N. Achasov et al., Phys. Rev. D 66, 032001

(2002);

G.Cosm eetal.,Phys.Lett.B 48,159 (1974).

[47]2 Collaboration:C.Baccietal.,Phys.Lett.B 86,234 (1979).

[48]M EA Collaboration:B.Espositoetal.,Lett.NuovoCim .30,65(1981).

[49]BES Collaboration:J.Z.Baietal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,101802 (2002).

[50]M ARK ICollaboration:J.Siegristetal.,Phys.Rev.D 26,969 (1982).

[51]CrystalBallCollaboration: C.Edwards et al., SLAC-PUB-5160, Jan

1990.

[52]M D-1 Collaboration:A.E.Blinov etal.,Z.Phys.C 70,31 (1996).

[53]CLEO Collaboration:R.Am m aretal.,Phys.Rev.D 57,1350 (1998).

[54]K.A.M ilton,I.L.Solovtsov and O.P.Solovtsova,Phys.Rev.65,076009

(2002);ibid Eur.Phys.J.C 14,495 (2000).

[55]A.D.M artin,J.Outhwaite and M .G.Ryskin,Eur.Phys.J.C 19,681

(2001).

[56]S.Eidelm an,F.Jegerlehner,A.L.Kataev,O.Veretin,Phys.Lett.B 454,

364 (1999).

[57]D.A.Shirkov and I.Solovtsov,hep-ph/9906495;published in \Proceed-

ingsofthe InternationalW orkshop on e+ e� collisions",Eds.G.Fedo-

tovich and S.Redin,Novosibirsk 2000,pp.122-124.

[58]K.A.M ilton,I.L.Solovtsov and O.P.Solovtsova,Eur.Phys.J.C 13,497

(2000).

[59]M .Neuberthep-ph/9502264 v2 (1995).

48

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906495
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502264

