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A bstract

W e consider a Borel sum de nition of altorders perturbation theory for
M inkow skian QCD observables such asthe R+ . ratio, and show that both
this perturbative com ponent and the additional non-perturbative allorders
O perator P roduct Expansion (QPE) com ponent can rem aln separately welk-
de ned Pr allvalues of energy s, w ith the perturbative com ponent dom i
natingass ! 1 , and wih both com ponents contrbuting ass ! 0. In the
Infrared s ! 0 lin it the perturbative correction to the parton m odel result
for R+ has an altorders perturbation theory com ponent which sn oothly
freezes to the value R (0) = 2=b, whereb= (33 2N()=6 isthe 1t QCD
beta-function coe cient, wih N ¢ avours of m asskess quark. For freezing
one requires N ¢ < 9. T he freezing behaviour ism anifested by the \C ontour—
In proved" or \Analytic Perturbation Theory" @PT), in which an in nite
subset of analytical continuation tem s are resum m ed to alkorders. W e show
that forthe Euclidean AdkrD fiinction,D Q?), the perturbative com ponent
rem ains de ned into the nfrared ifallthe renom alon singularities are taken
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Into acoount, but no analogue of the APT reorganisation of perturbation
theory is possible. W e perform phenom enological com parisons of suitably
am eared low -energy data for the R . ratio, with the perturbative freezing
predictions, and nd good agreem ent.



1 Introduction

In this paper we w ish to address the question of whether Q CD perturbation
theory can be usad to m ake predictions in the low-energy infrared regin e
w here one expects non-perturbative e ects to dom nate. Such an extension
of the applicability of perturbation theory, beyond the ulraviolt regin e
of A sym ptotic Freedom , would obviously enabl one to test QCD in new
ways. Reorganisations of xed-order perturbation theory exhibiting a sta—
bl infrared freezing behaviour have previously been form ulated and studied,
these nclude the socalled \A nalytic Perturbation T heory" AP T) approach
initiated by Shirkov and Solovtsov in Refs.[ll] (ora review sse Ref.R]) , and
the Vardational Perturbation Theory (VPT) approach [3]. Our discussion
w ill address the m ore fundam ental question of how allorders Q CD pertur-
bation theory, and the non-perturbative O perator P roduct E xpansion (OPE)
contrbution, can ram ain de ned in the low-energy regim e. W e w ill discover
that this ispossbl forM inkow skian observables, and that the AP T approach
should be asym ptotic to the allorders perturbative result w hich also exhibits
the sam e infrared freezing behaviour found with AP T . For Euclidean quan—
tities, however, we will nd that allorders perturbation theory only exhibits
stable infrared behaviour if one has com plte nform ation on the perturbative
corrections to allorders, and that this behaviour is not in general related to
the Infrared behaviour found using APT .

W e will ocus our discussion on the Re+ o (S) ratio, at cm . energy P s.
This isa M inkow skian quantity derived by analytical continuation from the
Euclidean Q CD vacuum polarization fiinction. T he corrections to the parton
model result for Ro+ . (s) will consist of a perturbative part, which can be
developed asa power series In the renom alized QCD couplinga(s) )= ,
and a non-perturbative part which can be developed asan OPE in powers
of ?=s,the rst tem corresponding to the lowest din ension relevant op-—
erator, the gluon condensate, being proportionalto ( 2=s)2 . The key point
is that the com bination of the allorders perturbation series and OPE must
be wellkde ned at allvalues of s, shce R o+ (8) is a physical quantity. Each
part by iself, however, exhibits pathologies. Speci cally, the perturbation
series exhibits n! growth in the perturbative coe cients, at large-orders n.
A ttem ptsto de ne the altorders sum ofthe perturbation series using a B orel
Integral run into the di culy that there are sihgularities on the integration
contour tem ed infrared renom alons §]. Tt tums out, however, that the
resulting am biguiy in de ning the Borel integral is of the sam e form as am —



biguiies in the coe cient functions involved in the OPE, and so choosing a

particular regulation of the Borel integral (such as principal value) induces
a corresponding de nition of the coe cient functions, and the sum of the

two com ponents iswellde ned [, 8]. T here is a further crucial pathology of
the Borel integral, which we chall refer to as the \Landau divergence". This
m eans that at a crtical energy s = s;,, the Borel integral diverges. It should
be stressed that the value of s;, should not be confused w ith the \Landau
polk" or \Landau ghost" in the QCD ooupling a(s). The \Landau ghost"
is com plktely unphysical and schem e-dependent, whereas the divergence of
the Borel integral is com pletely schem e-independent §]. For M inkow skian
quantities such asR.+ . there isan oscillatory factor in the B orel transform

in the integrand, arising from the analytical continuation from Euclidean to
M Inkow skian, which m eans that the Borel Integral is nite at s = s, and
diverges for s < s;. To go to lower energies than s, we shall show that
one needs to m odify the form of the Borel integral, the m odi ed form now

having singularities on the integration contour corresponding to ulraviolkt
renom alons, correspondingly to go below s = s, one needs to resum the
OPE to altorders and recast it as a m odi ed expansion in powers of s= 2.
Onethen ndsthatthe ambiguities in regulating thism odi ed B orel ntegral,
are of the same form asonesn themodied OPE, and for s < s; the sum

of the two com ponents is again welkde ned. In the infrared s ! 0 lim it the
modied OPE resulting from resum m ation can contain a constant term inde—
pendent of s even though such a tem is not Invisble in perturbation theory,
0 both the perturbative and non-perturbative com ponents w ill contribute to
the nfrared freezing 1im it. T he oscillatory factor in the B orel integralm eans
that it freezes an oothly to 2=b in the nfrared, whereb= (33 2N ()=6 isthe

rst SU (3) QCD beta—function coe cient, with N ¢ quark avours.

The argum ents sketched above suggest that the altorders perturbative
and non-perturoative com ponents forM inkow skian quantities such asRe+ o (S)
can separately ram ain de ned at allenergies, w ith the perturbative part being
dom inant In the ultraviolet and both com ponents contributing in the infrared
lim it. O ne can then com pare altorders perturbative predictions w ith data,
having suitably sneared and averaged over resonances [] to suppress the
non-perturbative m ass threshold e ects. In practice, of courss, we do not
have exact allorders perturbative Inform ation. W e know exactly the pertur-
bative coe cients of the corrections to the parton m odel result orR o+ to
next-next-Jeading order NN LO ), ie. including term soforder 2 1. C kearly,



conventional xed-order perturbation theory for R .+, will not exhbit the
freezing behaviour In the Infra—red to be expected for the altorders perturba—
tion theory. W hat is required is a rearrangem ent of xed-order perturbation

theory which has freezing behaviour In the nfrared. A swe have discussed In

a recent paper R] the resumm ation to allorders of the convergent subset of
analytical continuation tem s (\large— 2" tem s) , arisihg when the pertur-
bative corrections to the Euclidean AdlrD ( s) function at a given order
are contihued to the M Inkow skian R+ (S), recasts the perturbation series
as an expansion In a set of functions A, (s) which are welkde ned for all
values of s, vanishing ass ! 1 in accord with A sym ptotic Freedom , and
w ith allbut A ; (s) vanishing in the infrared lim i, w ith A ; (s) approaching 2=b
to provide nfrared freezing behaviour to allorders in perturbation theory.
T his \ocontour-in proved" perturbation theory (CIPT) approach isequivalent
to the Analytic Perturbation Theory AP T) m entioned above El:] in the case
Oof Ret o (8). W e gave explictt expressions for the functions A, (s). At the
two—Joop level these can be expressed In tem s of the Lambert W —flinction
@,10]. Tom ake contact w ith the allorders perturbative result represented as
a Borel ntegral, we note that the CIPT /AP T reorganisation ofperturbation
theory corresoonds to laving the oscillatory factor in the Borel transform

Intact whilst expanding the rem aining factor as a power series. Integrating
term by-term then yieldsthe functionsA , (s). T he presence ofthe oscillatory
factor in these Integrals guaranteesthat the A, (s) arewellde ned at allener-
gies. TheCIPT/APT serdes should thus be asym ptotic to the B orel Integral
at both ultraviolkt and infrared energies. W hilst a reorganised xed-order
perturbation series exhibiting stable nfrared freezing behaviour is possble
forM inkow skian quantities, we shallshow that it isnot possble forEuclidean
observables such asthe AdlerD —fiinction, D ©Q?). ForEuclidean observables
the B orel integral does not contain the oscillatory factor and so is potentially
divergent at s = s, although as we shall show in the socalled kadingb
approxin ation E,%], the divergence is cancelled ifallthe infrared and ultra—
violt renom alon singularties are ncluded, and once again perturbative and
non-perturbative com ponents which are ssparately welkde ned at all ener—
gles can be obtained. This is only possbl in the lrading-b approxin ation,
how ever.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we shall describe the
CIPT/APT reorganisation of xed-order perturbation theory fOorR . , re—
view Ing the results of Ref.[]. In Section 3 we consider how rM inkow skian



cbservables one can de ne altorders perturbation theory, and the allorders
non-perturbative OPE In such a way that each com ponent rem ains well-
de ned at all energies. The link between the alltorders perturbative result
and the reorganised CIPT /APT xed-order perturbation theory is em pha-
sised. W e then brie y consider the corresponding problm for Euclidean ob—
servables. In Section 4 we perform som e phenom enological studies in which
we com pare Iow energy experin entaldata forR.+ . () with the CIPT /APT

perturbative predictions. Section 5 contains a D iscussion and C onclusions.

2 Infra—red freezing of Ry, —CIPT/APT

W ebegih by de nhgtheR .+, mtio atcm . energy = s,

+ | X
R, (g =€ ! hadond T o) @
e ! *t )

£

Here the Q ¢ denote the electric charges of the di erent avours of quarks,
and R (s) denotes the perturbative corrections to the parton m odel result,
and has a perturbation series of the fom ,

X
R (8)= a+ ra*tt: @)
n>0
Herea (%)= isthe renom alized coupling, and the coe cientsr; and r,
have been computed in the M S schem e with renom alization scale 2 = s

[1]. W e can consider the s-dependence ofR (s) at NNLO,

st ©_ b R) E)R2(1+cR+ JR?) s 3)
ds 2 2
Herec= (153 19N ¢)=12b is the second universal Q CD beta-fiinction coef-
cient, and , isthe NNLO e ective charge beta-function coe cient [I1}, an
R S-Invariant com bination ofr; ;r, and beta-flinction coe cients. T he condi-
tion forR (s) to approach the nfrared limit R ass! 0 isfortheE ective

Charge beta—fiinction to have a non-trivial zero, R )= 0. At NNLO the
condition for such a zero is , < 0. Puttihg N¢ = 2 active avourswe nd
forthe NNLO RS invariant, , = 9:72, so that R (s) apparently freezes in

the hfrared to R = 0#43. The freezing behaviour was rst Investigated in



a pioneering paper by M attingly and Stevenson [[2] in the context of the
Principle of M inim al Sensitiviy PM S) approach. However, it is not obvi-
ous that we should believe this apparent NNLO freezing result 13]. In fact
, is dom lnated by a large ¥ 2 tem arising from analytical continuation
(AC) ofthe Euclidean AdlrD ( s) function to the M inkow skian R (s), w ith
, = 940  ?Y=12. Sim ilarly the N°LO invarant ; will contain the large
AC temm 5c %kf=12. This suggests that in order to check freezing we need
to resum the AC tem s to altorders.
Rere Is directly related to the transverse part of the correlator of two
vector currents In the Euclidean region,
Z

@a g &) 6)=4 %1 d'xeT< 0T [ ®IF O1P> ; )

wheres= ¢ > 0. To avoid an unspeci ed constant it is convenient to take
a logarithm ic derivative w ith respect to s and de ne the Adlr D —-function,

d

D — _
() S as

(s) : ©)
This can be represented by Eqg.(l) with the perturbative corrections R (s)
replaced by X
D(s)=a+ dya™t?t: ©6)
n>0
The M Inkow skian observable R (s) is related to D ( s) by analytical con-
tinuation from Euclidean to M inkow skian. One m ay write the dispersion

relation, 7

R (s) = i dt—— : (7)
21 44
W ritten in this form it is clear that the \Landau pole" In the couplng a (s),
which lies on the positive real s—axis, is not a problem , and R (s) will be
de ned foralls. T he digpersion relation can be reform ulated asan integration
around a circular contour in the com plex energy-squared s-plane {14,15],
1 Z
RE)= dD(e): 8)

O ne should note, how ever, that this is only equivalent to the digpersion rela-
tion of Eq.(7) forvalues of s above the \Landau pok". Expanding D (se' ) as



apower series n a a(se' ), and perfom ing the integration tem Jy-tem ,
Jeads to a \contour-=m proved" perturbation series, n which at each order an
In nite subset of analytical continuation tem s present in the conventional
perturbation series of Eg.(2) are resumm ed. It is this com plete analytical
continuation that builds the freezing ofR (s). W e shallbegin by considering
the \contour-m proved" serdes for the sim pli ed case of a oneJdoop coupling.
T he one-Joop coupling w ill be given by
2

afs)= ———: ©)
bin (s="2_)

M S

A sdescribed above one can then cbtain the \contour-in proved" perturbation
Series orR (s),

S
R (s)=A;(s)+ AhAnt1(s); 10)

n=1
w here the functions A, (s) are de ned by,

lZ 1Z n
A, (s) — dd=— d a’ @) :
2 2 L+ ib a)=2]

11

This is an elam entary integralwhich can be evaluated in closed—<form as []

2 ka (s)
A;(8) = —arctan
b ? ]
2at * (s) baE "
A,(s) = ——Im 1+ n>1): 12)
b @ n) 2

W e then cbtain the one-doop \contour-m proved" series forR (s),

ka (s) a’ (s) a’ (s)

+d +d,

2 1+ 1 2a2(s)=4) 1+ 1 2a2(s)=4)°

13)

The rst arctan temm is wellknown, and corresoonds to resum m ing the

In nite subset of analytical continuation temm s In the standard perturbation

series of Eq.() whith are Independent of the d, ocoe cients. Subsequent

tem s corrrespond to resum m Ing to allorders the In nite subsst of tem s in

Eg.@) proportionaltod; ;dy; : 13 etc. In each case the resum m ation is conver—

gent, provided that R (s)j< 2= b. In theultravickt s! 1 Im i theA, (s)

2
R (8) = —barctan



vanish as required by asym ptotic freedom . In the infrared s ! 0 Iim i, the
one-loop coupling a(s) has a \Landau" shgularity at s = ~1\2475' H ow ever,
the functions A, (s) resulting from resumm ation, if analytically continued,
are wellde ned for all real values of s. A (s) an oothly approaches from

below the asym ptotic infrared value 2=b, whilst forn > 1 the A, (s) vanish.
Thus, as clained, R (s) is asym ptotic to 2=b to altorders In perturbation
theory. W e postpone the crucial question of how to de ne allorders per—
turbation theory in the nfrared region until the next Section. W e should
also note that the functions A, (s) n EQ.(12) can also be ocbtained by sinple
m anipulation ofthe digpersion relation in Eq.(7), which isde ned forallreal
s. This avoids the possble ob fction that the contour Integral In Eq.(8) is

only de ned for s above the \Landau polk".

Beyond the sin pl oneloop approxin ation the freezing is m ost easily
analysed by choosing a renom alization schem e n which the beta—-fiinction
equation has its two-Jloop fom ,

2

%= l5°a2(2>(1+ca(2>>: (14)
This corresponds to a socalled 't Hooft stheme [1§] in which the non-
universal beta—function coe cients are all zero. Here c= (153 19N ()=12b
is the second universal beta—-fiinction coe cient. For our purposes the key
feature of these scham es is that the coupling can be expressed analytically
In closed—form in tem s of the Lambert W function , de ned In plicitly by
W (z)expW (z)) = z [I],18]. One has

5 1
a( ) =
Cll+W 1 (z())]
l b=c
z() - = ; 5)
e us

where ;5 is de ned according to the convention of [19], and is related to
the standard de nition RPOlby s = @cb) © 5 .The\ 1" subscripton
W denotes the branch ofthe Lambert W fiinction required for A sym ptotic
Freedom , the nom enclature being that of Ref.fl§]. A ssum ing a choice of
renom alization scale 2 = xs ,where x is a din ensionless constant, for the
perturoation series ofD (s) n Eqg.(5), one can then expand the Integrand in



Eq.(6) ©rR (s) h powersofa axse' ) ,which can be expressed in tem s
ofthe Lambert W function using Eq.(15),

1
- , 16
ST LW @@k )] o)
w here
1 Pxs P b
A@)= — ;K= — 17)
e uT 2¢c

The functions A, (s) in the \contour-m proved" series are then given, using
Eqgs(15,16), by

z zZ , N
A, (s) 2i d£=2i d%wwl@.(s)eﬂ )1
Z
1 ( D" . n
+ Z—OdT[le(A(s)ejK )] (18)

H ere the appropriate branches of the W function are used in the two regions
of ntegration. A s discussed in Refs.[§, LQ], by m aking the change of variable
w=W @ )X )we can then obtain

( l)n Z W 1@ e ) dw
Ay(e)= ———— S 19)
2K & ;e x ) Wt w)
Noting that W, @ (s)e™® )= W ; @ )X )], we can evaluate the ele-
m entary integralto cbtain forn = 1,
2 1 «
Ajs)== —Im[IW ; @@)e NI; 20)

b Kc

w here the 2=b term is the residue ofthepok atw = 0. Forn > 1 we cbtain

" #
n K XZ
Ao (U et ) L
1+ W 1 (A(S)e]K ) k=lk(l+W 1 (A(S)elK ))
@1)
Crucially the contrdbution from the poksatw = 0 and w = 1 cancel

exactly. Equivalent expressions have been obtained in the APT approach
[L0]. P rovided thatb=c> 0, which willbe true orN; < 9,we nd the same
behaviour as in the one-loop case w ith the A, (s) vanishing in the ultraviolet

10
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Figure 1: The function A, (s) ofEg.(20) versus sx=~§—s. WeassumeNg = 2
avours of quark.

lin it consistent w ith A sym ptotic Freedom , and w ith A, (s) vanishing in the
Infrared lim it forn > 1, and A (s) firrezing to 2=b. To the extent that the
freezing holds to allorders In perturbation theory it should hold irrespective
ofthe choice of renom alization scheme R S), The use ofthe 't H ooft schem e
sin ply serves to m ake the freezing m anifest. In Figures 13 we plot the

functions A, (s);A, (s) and A5 (s), respectively, as functions of (SX=~;T) .
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Figure 2: AsFigl but orA, (s) ofEqg.(21).
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Figure3: AsFigl but orA; (s) ofEqg.(21).

Having shown how xed-order perturbation theory can be reorganised so
that i exhbis wellkbehaved freezing behaviour In the nfrared, we tum In
the next section to a discussion of how altorders perturbation theory and
the altorders non-perturbative OPE, can be de ned in such a way that they
rem aln welkde ned at all energies.

3 A llrorders perturbation theory and OPE

T he corrections to the AdlkerD fiinction, D Q?), can be split into a pertur-
bative part, Dpr Q?), and a non-perturbative O perator P roduct E xpansion

13



OPE) part,Dypr Q?),
D Q%) =Dpr Q%)+ Dypr Q7) : @2)

The PT component is form ally just the resumm ed perturbation series of
Eq.(6), %
Drr @Y =a@’)+ da""tQ?: (23)

n>0

In addition one has the non-perturbative OPE contrdution,

Ch@% ?)<0,(?>
Q2n

X
Dyp (Q2)=

n

; 24)

w here the sum is over the relevant operators O , ofdin ension 2n. denotes
the factorization scale, and C, is the coe cient function. For the Adler D
function the lowest din ension relevant operator is the dim ension four glion
condensate,

< 0BG, P> (25)

It w illbe convenient to scale out the din ensionfiil factor ~%® from the opera—
tor expectation value, and com bine it w ith the coe cient function to obtain
the overallcoe cientC , Q?; 2).W ecan then writetheD yp (Q?) com ponent
in the fom, 1
X ~2 "
Dyr Q%)= G o7

n

(26)

W e have suppressed the 2 and Q2 dependence of the coe cient C,,. The
coe cients are them selves series expansions in a.

C,=Ka"(%)[l+0 @]: @7)

HereK isan undeterm ined non-perturbative nom alisation, and , is related
to the anom alous din ension of the operator concemed.

T he de nition of the allorders perturbative com ponent In Eq.(23) needs
care. The series has zero radius of convergence in the coupling a. A direct
way of seeing this is to consider the largeN ; expansion of the perturbative
coe cientd,,

dy=dMNP+ P UND T+ s+ Y 28)

14



The lrading largeN ¢ coe cient, d r[ln], can be com puted exactly to allorders

since it derives from a restricted set ofdiagram s n which a chain ofn ferm ion

bubbles (renom alon chain) is nserted in the mitiating quark loop. W orking

in the socalled V -schem e , which corresponds to M S subtraction w ith scalke
= e Q% one ndsthe exact hrgeN ; resul P1,22, 23],

n

dMw) = —2(n+ 1) ! o 21O
3 6 2n+2
3
16 X 2m 2m n 2 5
= m@ld 2")Q 2 ) m+12nl: (29)

%+l>m>0

The n! growth of coe cients m eans that the perturbation series is at best
an asym ptotic one. To arrive at a function to which it is asym ptotic one can
use a Borel ntegral representation, w riting

Z 1

Drr Q%)=  dze @@ B D) : (30)
0

Here B D ](z) is the Borel transform , de ned by,

2
BD @]= 20, (31)

n!
n=0

O n perform ing the B orel ntegralterm by-termm one reconstructsthe divergent
fom alperturbation series orD ¢ . If the serdes for the Borel transform has
nie radius of convergence, by analytical continuation to the whole region
of integration one can then de ne the Borel Sum , provided that the Borel in—
tegralexists. O n general grounds P4, 25] one expects that in renom alisable
eld theories the Borel transform w ill contain branch point singularities on
the realaxis in the com plex z plane, at positions z = z Z—k}: corresoonding to
Infrared renom alons, IRy, k= 1;2;3;::,and at z=  z corregoonding to
so-called ultraviokt renom alons, UV . Herebisthe rstbeta—function coef-
clent, so that orQED with N ¢ form jon speciessb= 2N ¢, whilst for SU (3)
QCD wih N¢ active quark avours, b= (33 2N ¢)=6. Thusih QED there
are ultraviolt renom alon singularities on the positive real axis, and hence
the Borel ntegralw illbe ambiguous. Tn QCD wih N¢ < 33=2 avours, so
that the theory is asym ptotically free, and b > 0, there are Infrared renor-
m alon singularities on the positive real axis m aking the B orel Integral again

15



am biguous. Forboth eld theories altorders perturbation theory by itself is
not su cient. T he presence of sihgularities on the Integration contourm eans
that there is an am biguity depending on w hether the contour is taken above
or below each singulariy. It is easy to check that, taking D in the Borel in—
tegral of EQ.(30) tobe a generic QED orQCD observabl w ith brandch point
singularities (I z=F ) * in the Borel plane, the resulting ambiguiy for
the singularity at z = J jis of the fomm

s 2
D pT Kejzkj:a(Q )al k ; (32)

where K is com plkx. Using the onedoop m Hr the coupling, a@Q?) =
2=pn Q ?="~?), one ndsthat n the QCD case,

|
* k
~2

Dpr Kat =« oz : (33)

T hishasexactly the sam e structure asa tem in the O PE expansion, Eg.(26),
and one sees that the branch point exponent ofthe IR renomm alon is re—
lated to the anom alous dim ension ofthe operator,wih =1 . Theidea
is that the coe cient, C y, in particular the constant K , is am biguous in the
OPE because ofnon-logarithm ic UV divergences 28,27]. T hisam biguity can
be com pensated by the IR renom alon ambiguity In the PT Borel Integral,
and so regulating the B orel integral, using for nstance a principalvalie PV)
prescription, induces a particular de nition ofthe coe cient functions in the
OPE, and the PT and OPE com ponents are then ssparately welkde ned.
That this scenario works in detail can be con m ed in toy m odels such as
the non-linear O N ) -m odel £6,28]. Forthe QED case the ambiguity cor-
responds to a Q?="2 e ect. So that alltorders QED perturbation theory is
only de ned ifthere are in addition power corrections in Q 2. Such e ects are
only inportant ifQ? ~2, here ~ corresponds to the Landau ghost in QED,
~2 10°°m?, with m the formion mass. Thus n QED such power cor-
rections can have no phenom enological consequences and can be com pletely
Ignored.

O ur exact Inform ation about the Boreltransform , B D ](z), forthe QCD
AdlkerD function is restricted to the largeN ¢ result ofEQ.29). In QCD we
expect large-orderbehaviour in perturbation theory ofthe om d, Kn ©=2)"n!,
hvolring the Q CD beta-function coe cientb= (B3 2N ¢)=6.M otivated by

16



the structure of renom alon singularities in QCD one can then convert the
N ; expansion into the so-called bexpansion P9, 30, 31,32], by substituting
Nf= (33=2 3b) to cbtain,

dy = d¥B + P VB T+ ik 40 (34)

T he leading-b tem a" g™y isthen used to approxin ate d, . Shoe at =
( 3)ndr[1rl 4 , it isknown to allorders from the JargeN ¢ result. T his approach
is som etin es also referred to as \Naive Nonabelianization" P4]. Tt can be
m otivated by considering a QCD skeleton expansion [33], and corresponds
to sin ply taking the rst \onechamh" term i the expansion. It does not
Include the m ultiple exchanges of renom alon chains needed to build the full
asym ptotic behaviour of the perturbative coe cients, and there are no m
guarantees as to isaccuracy. T he kadingb result for the B orel transform of
the AdlkerD function in the V -schem e can then be obtained from Eg.(29).

2 Ao+ zA1(9) Boe@ X By@)+ zB1 ()
2 + z + 2 ’ (35)
@+ ) a ) . a )

J=1 Z5 Z2 J=3 Z5

BD ™Iz =

0 that one sees In the kadingb lin i a set of single and doublk polk renor-
m alon singularities at the expected positions. T he residues ofthe UV 5 poles,
A, (3) and A4 (), are given by [30]

8( )R+ 69+ 2 4p( 1)t e+ 3
no() = oL BITOIND G ) EDLIT BITS) g
3 F2E+1G+ 2 3PGE+ DG+ 2)

Because of the conform al symm etry of the vector correlator [34] the IR
residues, B (j) and B 1 (J), are directly related to the UV 5 ones, with B (J) =

Ap( jJJandB;(J)= A;( j)forj> 2.By(1)=B,(1)=B:@)= 0,and
By @) = 1. Notice the absence of an IR, renom alon singularity. This is
consistent w ith the correspondence between OPE tem s and IR renom alon
am biguities noted above, since there is no relkvant operator of din ension 2
In the OPE. The shgularity nearest the origin is then the UV ; shgularity
at z=  2=b, which generates the lrading asym ptotic behaviour,

(12n + 22) b "

®) P— 37
% 21 2 57

W e shall now consider the correction, R (s), to the parton m odel result
for R . Thismay be solit Into a perturbative com ponent Rp ¢ (s), and
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an OPE ocom ponentR yp (8), analogous to Egs.(23),(24) . Inserting the Borel
representation forDpr 0ofEQ.(30) Into the digpersion relation of Eqg.(7) one
nds the representation

Rpr (8) = — t

dze Y B D ](z) : (38)
21 43 0

Tt willbe convenient to consider the allorders perturoative result In leading—

b approxin ation to start with, In which case the coupling a (t) w ill have its

one-Jdoop form , a (t) = 2=kh (="2)), where we assum e the V -schem e. In this
case the t integration is trivial and one nds,

Z )

R () = dze 2=a (9 SO ( b2=2)

@) .
O — 8D 1@ 39)

where B D ®)]1(z) (in the V -schem e) is given by Eq.(35). It is now possble
to explicitly evaluate RP(LT) (s) In tem s of generalised exponential Integral
functionsE in;w), de ned orRew > 0 by

Z 1 ewt
Ei;w)= dat 40
@;w) ) e 40)
O ne also needs the ntegral
Z )

,—a S0 ( bz=2)

dze —— = arctan — 41)
0 z 2

W riting the %in’ as a sum of com plex exponentials and usihg partial frac—
tions one can then evaliate the contribution to R E(,LT) (s) com ing from the UV
renom alon sihgularities, ie. from the tem s mvolving A, (j) and A; () in
Eq.35) B0

R @) ( ) . 2 8 2 11 m(S)
S = — — — arctan
pr S/ IV b 3 3 2
2 X1
+ Y Bo@ + @GN+ Ao A1z + 277) i42)
=1
where , = 2=6 isthe R imm ann zeta—fiinction, and we have de ned
+ i) €29 ( 1)%Im E i; (=a(s)) + i bzg=2)1: 43)

18



To evaluate the ram aining contrbution involring the IR renom alon shgu-—
larities we need to regulate the integral to deal w ith the singularities on
the Integration contour. For sin plicity we could choose to take a principal
value prescription. W e need to continue the E in;w) de ned orRew > 0
by Eg.(40), to Rew < 0. W ith the standard continuation one arrives at a
function analytic everywhere In the cut com plex w-plane, except at w = 0;
with a branch cut running along the negative real axis. Explicitly B3]

| (w) ' Xt X (w)"
Ein;w)= ———— nhw e+ — ; (44)
! m m n+ 1)m!

m=
mén 1

wih g = 0:5722:::Eulr’'s constant. The hw contributes the branch cut
along the negative real w-axis. To cbtain the principal value of the Borel
Integral one needs to com pensate for the discontinuiy across the brandch cut,
and m ake the replacement Ein;w) ! Eifn;w)+ i sign Imw). This leads
one to Introduce, analogous to Eq.(43),

;9 e? ¥ ( 1)m Eifp; ( 1=a()) i bz=2)]
e Z g=a (s) ( 1)‘3125 1 . 01
o 1) Re[(@=a(s)) + 1 b=2) 1: 45)

T he principal value of the IR renom alon contribution is then given by 30]

14 8, ka (s) 2B, 2)
— — arctan + 1;2)
3 3 2 b

2
R;(»LT)(S):'tR = _b
o X
- Bo@) @i+ Bo(+ B1()z) 7)) :(46)
=3

T he perturbative com ponent is then the sum ofthe UV and (regulated) IR
contributions,

Reyp () = Ry2©Fv + Ry 6)in
2 Ia (s) 2 X _ , , , ,
= —arctan + — Ao + @GN+ Ao A1z + ;D)
b 2 bj:l
2B, (2) 2 X , , . . .
+ 5 1;2) + - Bo(@ @i+ B+ B1(hzy) ;7)) 447)

=3
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N ote that the , contrdoutions cancel, and one cbtainsthe arctan temm , which
is the Jeading contribution, A, (s), n the CIPT /AP T reformm ulation of xed-
order perturbation theory. T he connection between the B orel representation
and the A, (s) willbe further clari ed later.

W e now tum to the Infrared behaviour of the regqulated Borel integral.
In the oneJoop (kadingb) case the V -schem e coupling a (s) becom es in nite
ats= s, “2.Thee®®® tem i the Borel integrand approaches unity
at s= s, but the trigonom etric factor sin ( bz=2)=( bz=2) ensures that the
Integralis de ned at s = s, . Fors < s, however, a(s) becom es negative,
and the e ©2©) factor diverges at z = 1 , the Borel transform i the V -
schem e does not contain any exponential z-dependence to com pensate, so
the Borel ntegral is not de ned. W e shall refer to this pathology of the
Borel integral at s = s as the \Landau divergence". It is in portant to
stress that the Landau divergence is to be carefilly distinguished from the
Landau pol in the coupling. The Landau pol in the coupling depends on
the chosen renom alization scale. At one-loop choosing an M S s;ake 2= xs,
the coupling a (xs) has a Landau pol at s = ~;T=X' the Borel integral of
Eg.(39) can then be written In temm s of this coupling as,

Z 4
- sin ( bz=2) _3 bz=2
R P(LT) (s) = dze #7269 - T g

BD ®I@) : 48

0 — D 1) 48)
In a general schem e the Borel transform picks up the extra factor ke’ e
multiplying theV -schamn e resut. T he Borel Integrand is schem e (x) Invariant.
The extra factor has to be taken into account when identifying where the
Integral breaks down, and one of course nds the Landau divergence to be

at the sam e x-independent energy, s= s, = € "2 _= "7 . Thus the Borel

representation of Eq.(38) eréLT) (s) only applies fors s, . Fors< s, the
oneloop (V -schem e) coupling a (s) becom es negative. W e can rew rite the
perturbative expansion ofR p 1 (S) as an expansion In ( af(s)),

Rpr () = a@)+ na’@ )+ na )+ i+ r,a™ i)+ o

[(a@E) m(aE)’+n(a6)’+ i+ (D' ( as)™!

The expansion In ( a(s)) ollows from the m odi ed B orel representation
Z 1
Rpr (8) = dze *(*® B R I( z)
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Z

= dze”™ *® B R 1) : (50)
0

Thismodi ed form of Borel representation will be valid when Re@(s)) <
0, and involves an Integration contour along the negative real axis. Thus,
it is now the ulraviokt renom alons UV, which render the Borel Integral
am biguous. The am biguiy in taking the contour around these singularties
(analogous to EJ.(33)) now involres (s=~2)k . O f course, it is now unclear
how these am biguities can cancelagainst the corresponding O PE am biguities.
T he key point is that sihce only the sum ofthe PT and OPE com ponents is
wellde ned, the Landau divergence of the Borel integralat s= s;, must be
acoom panied by a corresponding breakdown in the validity ofthe OPE asan
expansion in powers of (“?=s), at the sam e energy. The idea is illustrated
by the Pllow ng toy exam ple, where the OPE is an altemating geom etric
progression,

Ryp (8) = — - t+ —

s s
= 1 — + — — LA (1)

Atany value of s, Ryp (8) isgiven by the equivalent functions in them iddle

line. Fors > ~2 these have a valid expansion in powers of ~?=s, the standard

OPE, given in the top line. Fors< ~?2 the standard O PE breaks down, but

there is a valid expansion in powers of s=~2 given in the bottom line. Thus

fors< s, the OPE should be resum m ed and recast in the form ,
X s "

Ryp (8) = o :

n

(52)

~2

Tt is crucial to note that this reorganised OPE can contain a Cy term which
is iIndependent of s, as Indeed is the case In the toy exampl of Eq.(51).
O foourse, an analogous Cy term in the standard OPE In EQ.(26) is clearly
exclided since it would violate A sym ptotic Freedom , and all the temm s In
the reqular OPE are perturbatively nvisble. Asa result Ryp (S) can have
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a non-vanishing infrared Iim it, and both com ponents can contribute to the
Infrared freezing behaviour. It should be no surprise that perturbation the-
ory by itself cannot determ ne the Infrared behaviour of cbservables, but the
existence of a wellde ned perturbative com ponent which, aswe shallclain,
can be com puted at all values of the energy using a reorganised AP T version
of xed-order perturbation theory, is a noteworthy feature. The ram aining
tem s present n thism odi ed OPE should then be iIn oneto-one correspon-—
dence with the UV , renom alon singularities in the Borel transform of the
PT component, and the PT renom alon ambiguities can cancel against cor-
resoonding O PE ones, and again each com ponent ssparately be welkde ned.
Themodi ed coe cilents C, willhave a form analogous to Eq.(27),

C,=Ka" (%)[L+0@]: (53)

T he anom alousdin ension isthat ofan operatorw hich can be identi ed using
the technique of Parisi P4]. The anom alous din ension corresponding to C;
for the Adler D function has been computed [B4]. The ambiguity for the
m odi ed Borel representation of Eg.(50), taking UV ¢ to be a branch point
shgularity 1 z=z) ", is

S
Rpr Kal™x — (54)

~

Comparngwih Eq.(53) one nds =1 ~.Themodi ed Borel represen—
tation erE(,LT) valid fors < s, willbe,
Z 1
R;SLT) (s) = dze z=( a(s)) B R (L)]( z) : (55)
0

Thismay again be written explicitly In tem s of E i(n;w) functions. One
sin ply needs to change a(s) ! a(s), z3 ! zy, and A, (J) ! A1 (),
B! B:(J) mEg.@7). One ndsthat the result ofEq.(47) is invariant
under these changes, apart from the additional term s which we added to the
Eifn;w) In continuing from Rew > 0 to Rew < 0, In order to obtain the
principal value. In fact the PV Borel integral is not continuous at s = s, .
Continuiy is obtained if rather than the principalvalie we use the standard
continuation ofthe E i(n;w) de ned by Eqg.(44). That iswe rede ne

;) e® ¥ ( 1)%m Eip; ( 1=a(s) 1 bz=2)]1: (56)
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This sin ply corresponds to a di erent regulation of singularities. W e then
see that Eq.(47) ©rR ") (s) is a function ofa(s) which is welkde ned at all
energies, and freezes to 2=b In the Infra-red. W e note that the branch ofthe
arctan changes at s = s, 0 that is value an oothly changes from zero at
s=1 to ats= 0. The rePbmulated OPE ofEq.(52) together w ith the
perturbative com ponent determ ines the infrared freezing behaviour, and in
the ultraviolt the perturoative com ponent dom inates. T he key point is that
both com ponents can be described by functions of s which are welkde ned
at allenergies. T he apparent Landau divergence sin ply re ects the fact that
the Borel integral and OPE series, which are used to describe the PT and
NP ocomponents, each have a lim ited range of validity in s. The connec—
tion with the CIPT /APT rearrangem ent of xed-order perturbation theory
isnow clar. It is obtained by keesping the sin ( bz=2)=( bz=2) tem in the
Borel transform intact, and expanding the rem ainder in powers of z. O
dinary xed-order perturbation theory, of course, corresoonds to expanding
the whole Borel transform in powers of z. The retention of the oscillatory
sin factor in the Borel transform ensures that the reform ulated perturbation
theory rem ains de ned at allenergies. O ne then ndsthat fors sg,

Z .
Ao = dpermw SRR 2 57)
" 0 z=2 @ 1)!
w here the oneloop A, (s) aregiven by Egs.(12). Sin ilarly fors s, one nds
1 sin( bz=2) z°?!
A, @)= dze~(2®) : (58)
0 z=2 @ 1)!

ThustheCIPT/APT xed-order resul should be an asym ptotic approxin a—
tion to the Borel ntegral at both lJarge and smallvalues of s. Tn Fig4 we
com pare the altorders leadingb result orR P(LT) (s) given by Eq.(47), w ih the
NNLO CIPT/APT prediction,

R (8)=21(6)+d"a,6)+ das6) : (59)

The onedoop A, (8) are given by Egs.(12) and as In Eq.(@7) the V -scham e
isassumed. Weassume N = 2 quark avours. One sees that there is good

agreem ent at allvalues of s="2 .

W enow tum to the ml1Q CD resul beyond the one-doop approxin ation,
and as in Section 2 it willbe su cient to consider the two-loop result since
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one can always use an 't Hooft schem e. Consider the Borel representation
forRpr (s) ofEQ.(38). W e shall assum e that, as In the leading-b approxi-
m ation, the Borel transform B D ](z) in the V -schem e does not contain any
exponential dependence on z, but is sin ply a combiation of branch point
singularities. It isthen clearthat the Landau divergence occursw hen the fac-
tore #2(5) becom es a diverging exponential, that iswhen Re(l=a( s)) < O.
T hus the crtical energy s;, is given by the condition Re(l=a( s)) = 0. At
oneloop level one has
1 b S ib

=-h — + —; (60)
a( s) 2 ~2 2

and so the condition yieldss= s, = ~\2, , aswe found before. A t the two—-Joop
level the situation is slightly di erent. Integrating the tw o—loop beta—-function
n Egq.(14) now gives,

nh — + —: (61)
v

ca( s) k_) s ib
a( s) 1+ ca( s) 2

The vanishing of Re(l=a( s)) then correspoonds to the solution of the tran—
scendental equation
ca( s)

b s
Re ch ——— =-h — (62)
1+ ca( s) 2 ~

Assuming N = 2 avoursone nds s = s; = 0:4574”“\2, . Since the Borel
Integral is schem e-invariant so must the value of s, be, In particular the
breakdown of the B orel representation would occur in any schem e, not just
an "t Hooft one. W e can perform the t=ntegration in Eq.(38) in closed fom ,
and arrive at the two-Joop B orel representation

Z 1 z=a(sti)

z

R S)= — dzIm —— o™Ei 1l;2¢c+ —— B :
pr (S) b, z ~ i 1z (st 1) D 1(z)
(63)

T he factor in the square bracket playsthe role ofthee ?2© sin ( bz=2)=( bz=2)
factor in the oneJoop case. It provides an oscillatory factor so thatats= s
the Borel representation rem ains de ned. Fors < s, onemust swich to a
m odi ed Borel representation as in Eq.(50), w riting

1 4 st+1 dtZ 1
— — dze (2@ B D 1( z) : (64)
2 1 t

s i 0

Rpr (8) =
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W hich, perform ing the t-integration gives
Z 1

2 ez:(a(s+i))
— dzIm _—
b, z
Z
e *Ei 1; zc+ —— BDI( z): (65)
(a( s+ 1))

Rpr (8) =

Unfortunately we cannot w rite down a function analogous to Eq.(47) which
gives R p 1 (s) at all energies, because we do not know B D ](z) exactly. The
two-loop situation, however, is the sam e as that at oneJdoop. The regulated
representation of Eq.(63) applies or s s, , wih the corresponding stan—
dard OPE .Below s = s, one needs the m odi ed representation of Eq.(65)

togetherw ith the ressmm ed OPE recast n the form ofEq.(52). T he pertur-
bative com ponent R p ¢ (s) then freezes to 2=b in the nfra-red, we can see this
fweslit B D]( z) into @+ B DI( z) 1)). The part of the Integrand
proportionalto B D ]1( z) 1vanishesforallz from 0! 1 in the infrared
lim . The ram alning tem integrates to give us A (s) which freezes to 2=b
ass ! 0. The non-perturbative com ponent R yp (s) given by the reform u—
lated OPE togetherw ith the perturbative com ponent determ ine the infrared
freezing behaviour. There is again a direct connection w ith the CIPT /AP T

reform ulation of xed-order perturbation theory. U sing Integration by parts
one can show that that fors s

Zl z=a(s+i) n 1

z Z
dzIm —— o&*°E1 1;zc+ , :
0 z a( s+ 1) n 1!
(66)
where the A, (s) correspond to the two-doop resuls in Egs.(20,21). Once
agan CIPT /APT corregoonds to kesping the oscillatory fiinction in the B orel
transform intact, and expanding the rem ainder in powers of z. Sin ilarly for
S s, one has,

A, ()=

O“[\)

2 Z 1 z=(a(s+i))
A, = — dzIm
n (8) b, ~
n 1l
ze o z ( 2)
e ““Ei 1; zc+ - : ©7)
(a( s+ 1)) n !

T hus, as in the onedoop cass, theCIPT /AP T reform ulation of xed-order
perturoation theory w illbe asym ptotic to the B orel representations at an all
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Figure4: R (s) = RE(,LT) (s) Rzin)T (s), at the one loop kvel for 2 avours of

and large energies. W e would lke, as in Fig4 for the one-loop case, to com —
pare how wellthe xed-order CIPT /APT perturbation theory corresponds
w ith the altorders B orel representation. W e are necessarily restricted to us—
ing the kadingb approxin ation since this is the extent ofthe exact altorders
Inform ation at our digposal. O ne possibility is to sim ply use the leadingb
result for the Borel transform , B D ®’](z), in the two-loop Borel represen—
tation of EQ.(63). The di culty though is that wih a( s) the twoZdoop

coupling, the B orel integral is now schem edependent, shceB P *'](z) hasa
scale dependence which exactly com pensates that of the one-loop coupling.
U sing a renom alization scale 2 = xs our resuk ©orR ;¢ (s) has an unphys-
ical x-dependence. Thisdi culty is exacerbated if we attem pt to m atch the

result to the exactly known perturbative coe cients d; and d,, which we
could do by adding an additionalcontrbution @ df)z+ d, ) @@=2)
to the Borel transform . Thus, as has been argued elsswhere, such m atch-
Ing of leading-b resuls to exact higher-order resuls yields com pletely ad hoc
predictions, which m ay be varied at will by changing the renom alisation
scale 31, 88]. The resolution of this di culty llows if one accepts that

the standard RG —m provem ent of xed-order perturbation theory is incom -
pkte, In that only a subsst 0of RG predictable UV logarithm s involring the
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energy scak s are resumm ed. Perform Ing a com plkte resum m ation of these
logs togetherw ith the accom panying logs involving the renomm alisation scale,
yields a scale-independent result. ThisC om plte R enom alisation G roup Im —
provem ent (CORG I) approach 39] applied to D (s) corresponds to use of a
renom alisation scale 2 = e s, where d denotes the NLO perturbative
correction d; n Eq.23), n the M S scheme with 2 = s. In the CORGI
schem e we have the perturbation series,

D ()= apl)+ Xsaj @)+ Xzag©) + 22+ Xpal ™+ 1215 (68)

d=b

P_
whereag () isgiven by Eq.(15)wihz= ( 1=e)( t= D)kFc,where p € a5

and X , are the CORG I invariants, and only X , is known. W e can then at-
team pt to perform the leadingb CORG I resum m ation,
X
D =a®+ X220+ xPa*to+ :::; 69)

n>2

so that the exactly known NNLO X , coe cient is nclided, w ith the rem ain—
Ing unknown coe cients approxin ated by X 3(L : , X 4(L); : 13 the leadingb ap-
proxin ations. W e stress that ag (t) denotes the l1llCORG I coupling de ned
In Eq.(15). One can de ne this form al sum using the B orel representation
of D in Eq.(30), wih the resulk ©rB D ®’] .n Eq.(35). The integral can
be expressed In closed form in temm s of the Exponential Integral functions

E i(n;w) ofEq.(40), w ith the result 9]

®
D T (1=a )

zf @PYEilzma ) Z5=a®) @o () zA 1 ()
=1
+ @o() zA:1(G)g e TUBLRELL; z=a®)

e
+ f e®TYEiQ; zy=a®)lEz=a®) Bo @)+ zB1 ()]
=3

Bo(@)+ zsB1())g :

To de ne the infra-red renom alon contribution we have assum ed the stan—
dard continuation of Ei(n;w) from Rew > 0 to Rew < 0, de ned by
Eqg.(44). In ] a principal value was assum ed, which corresponds to adding

i sign (Im (z;=a(t)) to the E i(l; zs=a(t)) tem . Aswe fund orR \; (s)

27

zsA1 (J)]

(70)



the principal value is not continuous at s = s;,, whereas the standard con-
tinuation is. The fom al resumm ation in Eq.(69) then corresponds to {],

1
DC(LO)RGI(t):D(L) m"'dlm(v) + X2 Xz(L))ag(t); (71)

once again ag (b)) is the illCORG I coupling, and dl(L) (V') denotes the NLO
Jleadingb correction in the V -schem e. Inserting D ¢ org 1 (£) Inside the digoer-
sion relation ofEq.(7) one can then de ne,

Z .
1 s+ i D L) ()
R e ) = — dti(:ORtGI : (72)
s i

T his can be evaluated num erically, ifwe have R C(LO)RGI (s1) then we can obtain
|

2 g D& v/ D& (t).

_ R(L) _I_i dt—CORGI ) + dt—CORGI
2 i t

L)
CORG (Sl)
I

R orgr (S2)

so i s1+1i

(73)
Ifwe st s; to be large enough we can evaluate R C(LO)RGI (s1) using the circular
contour In the s—plane, as n Eq.(8). Combmning this circular integral w ith
the Integrals above and below the realnegative axiswe arrive at R C(LO)RG 1 82)
where s, can be as far into the nfrared aswe want. The allorders CORG I
result can be com pared with the NNLO CIPT/APT CORG I result,

Rapr (8)=A1(5)+ X2A3(s) : (74)

HeretheA , (s) arethetwoloop resultsofEgs.(20,21),with A (s) = ( 1=e) (p§= o) e

In the CORG I schame. Analogous to Fig4 we plot In Fig.5 the com parison
ofthe altordersand NNLO APT CORGIresuls, N¢ = 2 quark avours are
assum ed. A s in the onedoop case there is extram ely close agream ent at all
values of s. Forthe tsto low-energy R.+. (s8) data to be presented in the
next section, therefore, we shalluse the NNLO CORGIAPT resulk.

Before tuming to phenom enological analysis in Section 4, we conclude
this section w ith a brief discussion ofthe situation for Euclidean observables.
W e can de netheAdlkerD function in the Euclidean region by inverting the
Integral transform corresponding to the dispersion relation of Eg.(7). That
iswe can write, Z

D Q%) =Q*? ————R (5) : (75)
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Figure5: R (s) = RC(LO)RGI(S) Rapr (8),atthetwo loop kevelfor2 avours

of quark.

O necan certainly de ne a Euclidean version of AP T by inserting theM inkow skian
A, (8) In the rght-hand side ofEqg.(75), and de nihg

Z
! ds

, eroznp @ 7e)

AF Q%) =0?
The oneJdoop result would be 1]
"

2 1 ~2
- +
b m@E2=~?) ~2 Q2

Fle? =

Al a7

This Euclidean APT ocoupling fireezes In the infrared to 2=b, but this be-
haviour is Induced by the second non-perturbative contrbution, which can—
cels the forbidden tachyonic Landau pol singularity present in the st per-
turbative termm . T here isnow no direct connection, how ever, betiween thisEu-
clidean APT coupling and the Borel representation orDpr @ 2) ofEg.(30).
Since there is now no oscillatory factor present in the Borel integral it is
potentially divergent at s = s,. W e can explicitly exhibit this divergent
behaviour working In ladingb approxin ation. T he Borel integral can then
be explicitly evaluated in tem s of E 1 functions as we have seen in Eq.(70).
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Using Eqg.(44) for the E i function one then nds a divergent behaviour as
s ! s, proportionalto na,

%
Dpr () ! [ @A:1(G)+ 2B1()) 2zBo@Iha+ :::; (78)
=1

where the ellpsis denotes tetms nite as s ! s, . However, ram arkably,
the factor In the square bracket vanishes, and the result is niteat s= s,
provided that allthe renomm alon singularities are incluided. T he contrbution
ofany Indiridualrenom alon isdivergent. T he cancellation follow sbecause of
an exact relation between the residues of IR and UV renom alons Eg.(36)),

ZA1 ()= 2, B1(G+ 3): (79)

This results ;n cancellations in the sum, kaving a residual term z5B; (3)
which then cancels with the z,B( (2) term . An analogous relation Ay (3) =

B,y (3 + 2) has been noted in B0]. It seem s that these relations are un—
derw ritten by the confom al sym m etry of the vacuum polarization function
B4], but further investigation is warranted. The above niteness at s = s,
m eans that one can obtainaDp; Q?) com ponent welkde ned in the infrared
by changing to the m odi ed form of Borel representation for s < s; . One

nds that this com ponent becom es negative before approaching the freezing
IimiDpr (0) = 0. Sin ilar behaviour is found for the G rossLlewellyn Sm ih
and polarised and unpolarised B prken structure function sum rules, whose
com plkte renom alon structure isalso known in keading-b approxin ation 30].
P henom enological investigations are planned [A(]. C om parable investigations
in the standard APT approach have been reported in fA1]. Unrtunately,
nothing is known about the full renom alon structure beyond leading-b ap-
proxin ation. Such know ledge would be tantam ount to a f1ll solution of the
Schw ingerD yson equations. C orregoondingly no analogue ofthe APT reor—
ganisation of xed-order perturbation theory asym ptotic to D¢ ispossble
In the Euclidean case.

W e nally note that in the case of R+ and D it is possbl to say
som ething about the ssparate Infrared freezing behaviours of the PT and
NP com ponents. A rgum ents of sopontaneous chiral sym m etry breaking in the
lim it of a Jarge number of colours 34] imply that D (0) = 0, or equivalently
D (0) = 1. Furthem ore according to Ref.fél:Z] R and D should have the
sam e Infrared freezing 1lim it. This argum ent llow s directly from Eq.(8) if
the circular contour is shrunk to zero. T hese exact results then suggest that
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Figure 6: Comparison of CORGIAPT and the standard NNLO CORGI
calculations of R+ o () at low energies.

Dyp (0) = 1 tobe consistent w ith the leadingbresult Dyt (0) = 0 obtained

above. ForR one infersthatRyp 0)= 1 (2=b) to be consistent w ith the
Rpr 0) = 2=bresul.

4 Com parison ofNNLO APT with low energy
Re+e data

In this section we wish to compare the NNLO CORGIAPT perturbative
predictions with low energy experim ental data for R.+. . The discussion
5o far has assum ed m asskess quarks. To Incluide quark m asses we use the
approxin ate result §,43]
X
Ree (=3  QfT (we)ll+ gwe)R (8)1; (80)
f

w ih the sum over all active quark avours, ie. those with massesm ¢ <
s=2, and where

1
2

ve = (1 4mi=s)?;
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Forthe theoretical predictionswe challtakeR (s) tobetheNNLO CIPT/APT
CORG I result of Eq.(74). Starting w ith N% = 216MeV orN; = 5, cor
responding to the world average value M ;) = 01172 @4], we demand

that R (s) ram ains contihuous as we cross quark m ass thresholds. This

then detem ines NDZN%) forN¢g = 4;3;2. W e take standard values for cur-

rent quark m asses for the light quarks 4] :m, = 30M &V, m 4= 6/5M &V,
mg= 117:5M &V, and also from K4]we take the values forpole m asses of the
heavy quarksm . = 165G&V, and m, = 485G €V . The approxin ate resul
[4] uses pole m asses in Eq.(81), so we use pole m asses where we can. U sing
these values forthe quark m assesand (M 3 ), wepbttheresultingRer o (S)
In Fig.6. The solid line corresponds to the CORGIAPT resulk forR (s) in
Eg.(74). The dashed curve corresponds to the standard NLO xed-order
CORG Iresul,

2

Reoror ()= a0 )+ Xo — ag (s) = (82)

The standard xed-order result breaks down at s = 2 = 04114GeV?,
w here there is a Landau pole. The APT result an oothly freezes in the nfra—
red. The dashed-dot curve shows the parton m odel result (ie. assum ing
R (s)= 0).

For a recent com prehensive review ofthe experim entaldata forRe o (9)
at low energies see Ref.[45]. T he experim ental data we have ysed com es from
a variety of sources. From the two pion threshold up to =~ s = 143G &V
we use references [46], the data from these references is given as individual
exclusive channels which m ust be com bined to obtain the fillhadronic cross
section. In the region between 1:43G eV and 2:0G eV we use data from [@7],
8], references @9], HQ] are used in the region between 2:0G &V and 50G &V .
From 50GeV to 725G eV we use pHl], and from 725G eV to 1052G eV we
use B2], B3]. These sets of data all give the hclusive total hadronic cross
section. Above 1052G &V we lnsert the NNLO CORGIAPT prediction for
R+ e , this is represented by the continuous line in Fig.7.

In order to sin plify the analysis of the data we did not use overlapping
datasets, nstead where one dataset overlapped another we sim ply took the
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Pscev
Figure 7: D ata used to com pare w ith m odel, statistical errors shown only.

better, an aller error, dataset in the region of the overlap in P s. Errors were
deal w ith by taking each data point and calculating the e ect of its statis—
tical and its system atic ervor. The e ect of is statistical error was added In

quadrature w ith the other statistical errors. T he contrdbution from the sys—
tam atic ervorw as added to the other systam atic errors from the sam e dataset,
then the contrbution from the system atic errors of each datasst were added
In quadrature w ith each other and the controution from the statisticalerrors.

W e also need to consider the e ect of narrow resonances not included in
the data, we en ploy the sam e approach asused in {12]. W e assum e that the
narrow resonances have a relativistic B reitW igner fom

M22
c M2)z+mMm2 2’

9
Ries (8) = _2B 1Bh (83)

where istheQED coupling, and M ; ;B 31;B, are the m ass, w idth, Jepton
branching ratio, and hadron branching ratio respectively. W e are assum ing
a narrow resonance ie. is amall, so we approxin ate the resonance with a
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delta function
M =
s M2)2+M?2 2

9 9
Rres (S) = _2B ]lBhM _2B ]lBhM (S M 2):

©4)
The com pilation ofdata forR.+. isshown In Fig.7. Narrow resonances
are indicated by the vertical Iines. U nfortunately it isnot possible to directly
com pare the experim ental data w ith the theoretical predictions. This isbe-
cause there is not a direct correspondence between the quark m ass thresh—
olds In perturbation theory and the hadronic resonances. This di culy can
be overcom e if one em ploys a \sn earing procedure". W e shall em ploy the
m ethod proposed by Poggio, Q uinn and W einberg {§], de ning the sn eared

quantjty ? ! Re"e (t)

Ree (5 )= —  de—"5——: 85)
0 €t s+ 2
Rt o (8) itself is related to the vacuum -polarization function (s) ofEqg.(4)

by,
2R (8)= (s+ 1) s 1); 86)

that is it is the discontinuiy across the cut. The aneared R+ (S; ) can
be w ritten as

2Ru. (55 )= (+1i) (6 1i): @87)

If issu cintly large one is kept away from the cut, and is insensitive
to the infrared singularities which occur there. If both data and theory are
an eared they can then be compared. In this way one hopes to m lnin ise
the contrbution ofthe R y» com ponent. O ne needs to choose su ciently
large that resonances are averaged out. For the cham region it tums out
that = 3Gev ? isa good choice, whilst for lower energies = 1G&V 2
is adequate. In Fig.B(a) we choose = 1Gev 2. Rete (s; ) Obtained
from the data is represented by the solid line. The dashed-dot line is the
aneared NNLO CORGIAPT prediction, assum ing the quark m ass thresh—
olds as above w ith the exception of the cham quark whose m ass is taken to
bem,.= 135G&V for reasons which we shall shortly discuss. The dashed
line is the parton m odel prediction. The shaded region denotes the error in
the data. It is clear that In the cham region the averaging is insu cient,
although for lower energies the agreem ent is extrem ely good. In Fig.8 (o) we
show the cormresponding plot with = 3G eV ?. There is now good agree—
m ent between an eared theory and experin ent over the whol s range, for
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Figure 8: (a):ﬁ(s; ) In the cham region, wih = 1Ge&V 2,

m.= 135G&V. W hilst we have indicated an errorband associated w ith the
data, we have not indicated an error band for the theory prediction. T here
are several potential sources of error to consider. The rst is the choice of
renom alisation scale. O ur viewpoint would be that the use ofthe CORGI
scale corresponds to a com plete resum m ation of ultraviolet logarithm s, which
In the process results In a cancellation of -dependent logarithm s contained
in the coupling a ( %) and in the perturbative coe cients. A swe have argued
elsewhere [39] attem pts to estin ate a theoretical ervor on the perturbative
predictions by m aking ad hoc changes in the renom alization scale are sin -
ply m iskading, and give no infom ation on the in portance of uncalculated
higher-order corrections. A comm on approach, for instance, is to use scales
> = xs where x is varied between x = 7 and x = 2, with x = 1 providing
a central value. W e should note, however, that were we to have used such
a procedure i would not have led to a noticeable di erence In the theory
curves, since the APT has greatly reduced scaledependence, as has been
noted elsswhere F4]. A more in portant uncertainty is the precise value of
the quark m asses assum ed, and in particular the choice of the cham quark
massm.. To illustrate how this e ects the results we show in Fig.8(c) the
curves obtained if we assimem. = 165GeV. As can be seen the theory
curve is now Inconsistent with the data n the cham region, although for

35



——
—_—
—

R (s; )

-—.— Theory, m =1.35GeV
— — — Parton, m, = 1.35 GeV
— - —— Data

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
P_
s=G &V

Figure 8: (b):ﬁ(s; ) n the cham region, wih = 3G&V 2,

low er energies where the cham quark has decoupled, the agreem ent is again
good.

The uncertainty in the m ass of the cham quark is exosptionally large.
Looking at the di erent references used n 4] a valuem . = 135G eV for
the pole m ass is reasonable, and agrees wellw ith [55] which is referenced in
4]. Part of the problam is the relationship between the pok m ass and the
M S mass for the cham quark, where the 2 contribution is Jarger than the

ﬁ contrbution. Obtaining the pol m ass through M S mass calculations,
which is done in [44], is not very satisfactory. Reference p3], which alo ts
low-energy R+, data, givesapolkmassofm .= 133 14GeV, and so the
choice 0f 135G €V is reasonable.

Tt ispossble to extend the sn earing to spacelike values of s. W e give the
corresoonding curves PrRore (S; ), with m . = 135G €&V, over the range
3< s< 1GeV? nFigs9@),90b), or = 1GeV %, and = 3Ge&V ?,
resoectively. The agreem ent between theory and experim ent is extrem ely
good in both cases.
In Figl0 we show Rare (S; ) In the upsilon region. The choice =
10G eV ? works quite well, we show the theory predictions for di erent m ,,
values. A direct com parison between theory and data which doesnot Involve
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165G eV :

\ \
..... Theory, m_=1.35GeV

—— Data A
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s=Gev?
Figure 9: @): R (s; ) in the spacelke region, with = 1G&V 2.

37



18 \ \

-—-— Theory, m_=1.35GeV

16~ | Dpaa
L — —— Parton, m_=1.35GeV

R (s; )

s=Gev?

Figure 9: ®): R (s; ) in the spacelike region, w ith

= 3Ge&V

R (s;

Figure 10: R (s; ) In the upsilon region, w ith

P
-

Theory, m, = 4.6 GeV
Theory, m, =51 GeV
-.—- Theory,m =485GeV| —
— — —- Parton, m, = 4.6 GeV
—— Data

10

12 14 16

|
s=G &V

38

= 10Gev 2



30— T

..... Theory, m_ = 1.35 GeV A

| |—— Daa 77 .
~——- Patonm_=1.35GeV S
.—..— Theory, mc:1.65GeV A;/:/ -7

200

I(s)

100

Pscev
Figure1ll: Arma underR . (s)

an earing is possibl if one evaluates the area under the R+ . (s) data, that
is evaluates the Integral,

I(s) R . (dt; (88)

4m 2

where s lies well above the low-energy resonances In the continuum . W e
show the theory and experin ental I (s) over the range 5 < pE < 9%GeV In
Figll. There is extram ely good agreem ent. F inally we can avoid an earing
by transom NgR.- . (s) to cbtain D (Q ?) in the Euclidean region, using the
dispersion relation ofEq.(75)
Z 1
5 5 ds
DEY)=0 ————Ree (9 : (89)
am?2 (8+ Q?)

In practice we cannot Integrate up to In nity so we just take the su ciently
large upper lin it of 10°GeV?. As noted earlier above =~ s = 10:52G eV the
NNLO CORGIAPT prediction is used for the data. The theory and data
results are shown in Figsl2,13. There is good agreem ent. O ur results are
com parabk to the t obtained in H], and to the results in 7). W e should
also note that very sim ilar plots and ts to those we have presented in this
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Figure 12: D Q?) calculated using APT .

Section are included in Ref.[p8], which uses stead the so-called Variational
Perturbation Theory (VPT) approach {3].

5 D iscussion and C onclusions

The A nalytic Perturbation Theory AP T) approach advocates the \analyti-
zation"™ ofthe termm s in standard perturbation theory so that the perturbative
expansion is recast asan expansion in a basis of functions that have desirable
analytic properties, in particular the absence of unphysical \Landau poles"
inQ? [j,']. T he functions in the Euclidean and M inkow ski regions are Interre—
lated by the integral transform s of Eq.(7) © ! R)and Egq.(75) R ! D).
In a previous paperwe pointed out the M inkow skian form ulation ofAPT for
the quantity R+ was equivalent to the allorders resum m ation of a con—
vergent subset of analytical continuation tem s §]. This reorganisation of

xed-order perturbation theory gives apparent infrared freezing to the Iim it
2=pb to allorders In perturoation theory, and the functions A , (s) at two—loop
level could be written In closed form in term s of the Lambert W function.
However, one m ight question whether this allorders perturbative freezing
has any physical relkevance. I is wellknown that allorders perturbation
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Figure 13: Sam e as gure 12 but viewed over a sn aller range.

theory by iself is Insu cient, and that it must be com plem ented by the

non-perturbative O perator P roduct Expansion OPE) {4, 5]. It is clear that
the OPE breaksdown ass ! 0, since it is an expansion in powers of ~?=s.
In this paper we have shown how both the PT and the OPE com ponents
can ram ain de ned In the nfrared lim . W riting a B orel representation for
the PT component one nds that it is am biguous because of the presence
of singularities on the integration contour, tem ed infrared renom alons g].
These am biguities, however, are of precisely the same form as OPE tem s,
and a regulation of the singularities in the Borel integrand induces a de —
nition of the OPE ooe cients, allow Ing the two com ponents to be de ned.

W e showed that the B orel integral representation inevitably breaks down at
a critical energy s;, which we referred to as the \Landau divergence". For
M Inkow skian quantities the Borel Transform contains an oscillatory factor
which m eans that the Borel integral remains de ned at s= s, . Fors< s

one needs to sw itch to an altemative B orel representation, which has ambi-
guities due to ultraviolt renom alon singularities on the integration contour.
Correspondingly the OPE should be resumm ed and recast in the form ofan
expansion in powers of s=~2. The UV renom aln ambiguities in the Borel
Integral are then of the sam e form as the tetm s in the modi ed OPE, and
regulating the m odi ed Borel integral Induces a de nition of the coe cients
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in them odi ed OPE, allow Ing both com ponentstobe de ned. Them odi ed

Borel integral freezes to 2=b In the nfrared thanks to the presence of the
oscillatory factor, whilst the modi ed OPE com ponent w ill also contribute
to the Infrared freezing behaviour since resum m ation of the standard OPE

can result In s-independent tem s which can give a nonzero freezing Iim i,
as in the toy exam ple ofEq.(51). A swe noted we did not expect to be able
to detem ine the infrared behaviour from perturbation theory alone, but the
existence of a perturbative com ponent which can be de ned using a reorgan—
ised version of xed-order perturbation theory at all energies is in portant.
In particular the perturbative com ponent dom nates in the ultraviolkt and
m ay possbly provide a good approxin ation Into the low-energy region. W e
explicitly constructed the altorders B orel representations using the allorders
leading-b approxin ation or R (s) 30], and a one-loop coupling. W e could
express the Borel ntegral In closed orm In tem s of exponential integral
functions €g.(47)). W ih the standard continuation of the E i(n;w) func-
tions de ned by Eg.(44) the result for R éLT) (s) ofEqg.47) is a function of
s which is wellde ned at all energies, freezing to 2=b in the Infrared, and
continuous at s = s;, . T he two—-Joop B orel representation was also discussed.
T he details are sin ilar to the one-loop case, w th a m odi ed oscillatory fac—
tor and a shifted value of s, , them odi ed Borel representation again freezes
to 2=b in the Infrared. At both oneZdocp and two-loops the APT m odi ca—
tion of xed-order perturbation theory corresoonds to kesping the oscillatory
factor In the Borel ntegrand intact, and expanding the rem ainder. As a re—
sul the APT resuls should be asym ptotic to the Borel representations at
all energies, undemw riting the validity of the allorders perturbative freezing
behaviour. It should be noted that we have som ewhat oversin pli ed our
discussion ofthe OPE contribution. The OPE coe cients are not constant,

as in the toy exam plk of Eq.(51), but are functions of a, C, @). Each co-
e cient will mhvolve a perturbation series n a which is divergent wih n!

grow th of coe cients, and can be de ned using a Borel representation. A s

de ned by analytic continuation from the OPE forDyp to that forRyp,
the corresponding B orel Integrands w ill contain the sam e oscillatory factors,
enabling C, (@) to remain de ned at s = s;,, and for s < s;, one sw itches
to the m odi ed Borel representation. W e should note that the di culty of

uniguely extending the B orel representation forM inkow skian quantities into
the infrared has also been discussed in Ref.p9], but with di ering conclu—
sionsto us. A m ore closely related discussion conceming the signi cance and
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interpretation of the Landau Polk is given in Ref.32]. The m odi ed Borel
representation of Eq.(50) and the prom otion of UV renom alon singularities
to the positive axis in the Borel z-plane has also been discussed in Ref. B4].

W hilst the M inkow skian version of APT is underw ritten by a Borel rep—
resentation valid at allenergies, this isnot the case for the Euclidean version.
T here isno oscillatory factor in the integrand in the Euclidean case, and the
Borel integral w ill potentially diverge as one approaches s;, . However, we
showed that working in leadingb approxin ation Dy was nite at s; thanks
to a cancellation between the in nite sst of R and UV renom alon residues.
For ndividual renom alon singularities the Borel integral is divergent. By
sw itching to the m odi ed Borel representation one can then de neaDypr
com ponent which in fact fieezes to zero In the infrared. This is nteresting
and sim jlarperturbative freezing isalso found for structure function sum rules
EQ]. The key point, however, is that no analogue of the M Inkow skian AP T
reorganisation of xed-order perturbation theory ispossible in the Euclidean
case, and one is restricted to the ladingb approxin ation in exhibiting the
perturbative freezing.

In the nalSection weperformed tsofNNLO APT resultsto low energy
Rere data. W e needed to Introduce quark m asses approxin ately, and in or-
der to avoid am biguities due to the precise location of quark m ass thresholds,
and tom inin ise the contribution oftheR yp com ponent, we used a sn earing
procedure. E xtram ely good agream ent between theory and data was found.

An obvious further application would be to use the APT approach in
the analysis of the tau decay ratio and In particular the estin ation of the
uncertainty in ¢ M ;) which such m easurem ents inply @, 54]. mn Ref.f]this
was estin ated by com parmg NNLO CIPT in the CORG I approach, w ith an
altorders resum m ation based on the ladingb result. However, n act CIPT
forthe tau decay ratio isnotequivalent tothe AP T approach and corresponds
to an expansion In a di erent basis of functions. In particular the resulting
finctions are discontinuous at s = s . W e hope to study this further in a
future publication.
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