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Abstract

Because ofthe infrared renorm alons,itisdi� cultto getpoweraccuracy in

the traditionalapproach to the W ilson’soperatorproductexpansion.Based

on a new perturbativerenorm alization schem eforpower-divergentoperators,

Ipropose a practicalversion ofthe O PE thatallowsto calculate powercor-

rectionsto desired accuracy. The m ethod isapplied to the expansion ofthe

vector-currentcorrelation function in Q CD vacuum ,in which � eld theoretical

statusofthe gluon condensate isdiscussed.
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W ilson’soperatorproductexpansion(OPE)[1]hasbecom eoneofthem ostpowerfultools
in m odern �eld theory.Indeed,m any graduatetextbookson �eld theory devote an entire
chapter treating the subject [2]. Direct applications ofthe OPE in Quantum Chrom ody-
nam ics(QCD)include deep-inelastic scattering,heavy-quark expansion,weak-nonleptonic
decays,and QCD sum rule calculations,etc. Generally speaking,the OPE provides the
starting-pointforany perturbativecalculationsin hard processes.Theunderlying principle
ofthe OPE| scale separation and factorization| hasspawned m any usesofthe so-called
e�ective �eld theoriesin nuclearand particlephysics.

Given the success ofthe OPE,it m ay be surprising to realize thatthe standard text-
book approach to the expansion istoo form alto be used in som e applications. A problem
occurswhen one seriously considersthe so-called power correctionsto the leading term in
theexpansion.To explain,letm e�rstrem ind thereadersom ebasicsofW ilson’sexpansion
[2].Considera tim e-ordered productoftwo currentsseparated by,say,an Euclidean short
distance�2.According to W ilson,theproductcan beexpanded as,

T[J(�)J(0)]=
1X

i= 0

Ci(�
2
;�

2)O i(�
2); (1)

where,forsim plicity,Ihave neglected possible Lorentz indices. The shortdistance physics
abovethefactorization scale�2 isincluded in thecoe�cientfunctionsC i,ordered according
tothedescending singularitiesas�2 ! 0.O i(�2)arerenorm alized operatorswith increasing
dim ensions,designed to account forlong distance physics below �2. The �2 dependences
arecancelled between Ci and O i term by term in theexpansion.

The expansion in principle can serve to de�ne the com posite operatorsO i ifone knows
how toclassify theshortdistancesingularitiesofan operatorproduct.In practice,however,
a reverse procedure is followed in constructing the expansion: A tower ofoperators with
right quantum num bers are �rst chosen,and then the coe�cient functions are calculated
by sandwiching the expansion in a set ofperturbative states. Im plicitly assum ed in this
standard procedure,though not essentialto the principle ofthe OPE,is that the power
divergencesin theoperatorsO i aresubtracted with a perturbative norm alordering.Forthe
operatorswith vacuum quantum num bers,such asF 2 = F ��F��,itm eansthe subtraction
ofthe perturbative-vacuum expectation value.Forothers,itm eansuse ofthe dim ensional
regularization in which thepowerdivergentintegrals

R

ddk=k� = 0 aretaken to bezero.
It was �rst pointed out by t’Hooft [3]that the coe�cient functions thus obtained,

Ci(�s) =
P

n �
n
scin,m ay contain the infrared (IR) renorm alons| a jargon for cin � n!to

grow factorially with a�xed sign.Although thishasneverbeen proved conclusively in QCD
exceptin certain lim itingcasessuch asthenum berofavorsN f ! 1 ,m any havetaken the
observation seriously. Iftrue,Ci isa non-Borelsum m able seriesand isgenuinely in�nite.
Iftreating Ci asan asym ptotic series,itiseasy to see the uncertainty in regularizing the
series,such astruncating itaround the m inim alterm ,orregulating the singularity in the
Borelplane aftera Boreltransform ation,spoilsa clear-cutclassi�cation ofC i(�2)in their
singularities.Atpracticallevel,thepowercorrectionsto theOPE becom eill-de�ned dueto
theuncertainty in theleading-ordercoe�cientfunction.

Forapplicationswhere powercorrectionsare sm all,like heavy-quark expansion forthe
top avor,theproblem isofonly form alim portance.However,thereareapplicationswhere
theunderstanding ofpowercorrectionsisabsolutely essential.In extracting thestrong cou-
pling constant �s from the deep-inelastic sum rules,such asBjorken and Gross-Llewellyn
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Sm ith sum rules,the so-called higher-twistcontributionsare an im portantsource oftheo-
reticaluncertainty [4].In thecharm and bottom system s,1=m Q correctionsto Isgure-W ise
sym m etry relations [5]valid in the heavy quark lim it are substantial. Finally,the entire
QCD sum rulephenom enology initiated by Shifm an,Vainshtein,and Zakharov [6]relieson
a m eaningfulunderstanding ofpowercorrectionsatfundam entallevel.

The IR renorm alons in QCD are generated from perturbative calculations in infrared
regionsofFeynm an diagram s.An indication forthisisthatthehigh-orderdiagram se�ec-
tively renorm alizethecouplingconstantappearingin thelower-orders.Theinfrared Landau
singularity in theresulting running coupling isessentially thesourceforthen!behaviorsat
high orders[7]. In lightofthis observation,the appearance ofthe IR renorm alons in the
OPE is som ewhat surprising,forthe OPE is devised precisely to account forsoft regions
ofperturbativediagram swith them atrix elem entsofcom positeoperators.Thepuzzlewas
solved �rstby F.David [8],who showed thatthe power-divergentcom posite operatorsde-
�ned with the standard subtraction schem e also contain the IR renorm alons. And the IR
renorm alon singularitiesin thecoe�cientfunctionsand operatorsm atrix elem entscancel.

Although the IR renorm alons do not invalidate the standard form ofthe OPE,they
pose practicalproblem s in carrying outthe expansion to power accuracy. The coe�cient
functionsand the power-divergent com posite operatorsare both ill-de�ned,and one m ust
�nd aconsistentway toregularizethem .Grunberg[9]and M ueller[10]haveboth suggested
waystoregularizetheperturbation seriesin coe�cientfunctions.However,com putationsof
higher-twistcontributionsin theirschem esappeardi�cult.On theotherhand,in a recent
work by M artinelliand Sachrajda [11],a non-perturbative renorm alization ofcom posite
operatorsisproposed.Itrem ainsto see,however,how practicalthem ethod can beused to
com putesubtraction in coe�cientfunctions.

SincetheIR renorm alonsarisefrom softregionsinFeynm an diagram s,aphysicalsolution
to the problem isto avoid perturbative calculationsin these regions. The idea isnotnew,
asithasbeen advocated by Novikov etal.[12]since m any years ago. However,the only
seriousstudy in thisdirection wasthework by M ueller[13],which haslargely been ignored
in the literature. The m ain problem s with this approach,to m y opinion,have been two:
�rst,how to m ake system atic softsubtraction in the coe�cientfunctions? second,how to
calculate the non-perturbative m atrix elem entsofcom posite operatorsconsistentwith the
subtraction.In thispaper,Ihopetoprovideanswerstoboth questionsthrough theexam ple
ofthevector-currentcorrelation function in QCD vacuum .

Tobegin,letm erecallonceagain thebasicprincipleoftheOPE:thecom positeoperators
are introduced to account for soft contributions in Feynm an diagram s. Thus ifthe OPE
isapplied in a perturbative state,the com posite operatorsshallcontain perturbative soft
contributions. In the standard regularization for the com posite operators,however, the
perturbativecontributionsarecom pletelysubtracted alongwith thepowerdivergences.This
isconvenientforcalculating thecoe�cientfunctions,buttheoperatorsde�ned in thisway
cannotaccountfortheperturbativesoftcontributionsin Feynm an diagram sforcorrelation
functions. Therefore,a fundam entalsolution to the IR renorm alon problem s is to �nd a
practicalway toregularizepowerdivergencesofcom positeoperatorswhilem aintainingtheir
softcontributionsto a perturbativecalculation.

Com posite operatorscan bede�ned entirely through theirinsertionsinto Green’sfunc-
tions[14]. Assuch,the renorm alization ofthe Green’sfunctionsdeterm inesthe renorm al-
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ization ofthe com posite operators. According to the standard renorm alization theory,we
need to consider only the Green’s functions with non-negative super�cialdegree ofdiver-
gence,which is de�ned for a graph G as,�(G) = 4� dO � d�n� ;where dO and d� are
the dim ensionsofthe operatorO and �eld �,and n� isthe num berofexternal� linesin
the graph. The counterterm operatorscan be constructed from the overallsubtraction of
theprim itively divergentGreen’sfunctions.Now itiswell-known thattherenorm alization
subtraction have largefreedom with �nitecontributions(renorm alization group).In QCD,
sincethelow m om entum regionsofaFeynm an diagram isnotperturbatively calculable,one
shallnotsubtractdivergencesalongwith any softcontributions.In thefollowing,Icallsuch
subtraction as"m inim al" subtraction ofpowerdivergences.

To illustrate a system atic way ofdoing m inim alsubtraction,letm e constructthecom -
positeoperator[�2]in the�4 theory.Forourpurpose,weareinterested in only oneinsertion
oftheoperator.According to powercounting,two Green’sfunctionshavesuper�cialdiver-
gences,h0jT�2�(x1)�(x2)j0iand h0jT�2j0i,with super�cialdegreesofdivergence 0 and 2,
respectively.Therefore,therenorm alized com positeoperatorscan bede�ned as,

[�2]= Z2�
2 + Z0I (2)

where Zi are renorm alization factors. Z2 is determ ined by subtraction ofprim itive log-
divergentdiagram sinh0jT�2�(x1)�(x2)j0i.Ontheotherhand,Z0 isdeterm ined byprim itive
quadratically-divergentdiagram sin h0jT�2j0i.In the standard approach,onewrites,Z0 =
�Z2h0jT�2j0ipert.Theoperator[�2]de�ned in thiswaydependson perturbativecalculations
in soft regions. On the other hand,The m inim alsubtraction can be de�ned as follows.
Considerany perturbative diagram forh0jTZ2�

2j0i. Subtractonly the contributionsfrom
regionswhereallthem om enta in thediagram sarelargerthan som escale�2.Forinstance,
supposewehavethefollowing contribution to h0jTZ2�

2j0i,
Z

1

0

d
4
k1

Z
1

0

d
4
k2:::

Z
1

0

d
4
knf(k1;:::;kn) (3)

Then wesubtractthepartwhen alltheintegrationsrun from �2 to 1 ,

Z0 = �

Z
1

� 2

Z
1

� 2

:::

Z
1

� 2

d
4
k1d

4
k2:::d

4
knf(k1;:::;kn) (4)

Thus,Z0 containsonly hard contributions. Itrem ainsto see however,the rem aining part
oftheGreen’sfunctions,with m ixturesofsoftand hard m om entum ows,are�nite.

Theproofforthe�niterem aining partisdoneby explicitconstruction.Itiseasy to see
through working with two orhigher-loop diagram sthat

h0j[�2]j0ipert=
1X

n= 1

(�1)n+ 1
Z �2

0

d
4
k1:::

Z �2

0

d
4
kn

�h0jTZ2�
2
�(k1):::�(kn)�(�k1 � k2:::� kn)j0i

trun

�h0jT�(k1):::�(kn)�(�k1:::� kn)j0i(�
2) (5)

where the �rstfactorin the integrand h0jTZ 2�
2�(k1):::�(kn)�(�k1:::� kn)j0itrun isa con-

nected,truncated Green’sfunction with externalm om enta k1,k2,...,kn,�k1:::� kn.Itis
�nitebecausealllogarithm icsub-divergencesarecancelled by therenorm alization factorZ 2.
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The second factorh0jT�(k1):::�(kn)�(�k1:::� kn)j0iis an ordinary Green’s function with
allinternallinesrestricted to k2 > �2.

To illustrate the use ofthe m inim al-subtracted operators in the OPE,I consider the
vacuum correlation function of the conserved vector currents in the chirallim it (m q =
0) i

R

ei��qd4�T[J�(�)J�(0)] = (�g��q2 + q�q�)�(q2) :De�ne Adler’s D -function through,
D (q2)= �(2�)2q2(d�=dq2).TheOPE forD (q2)atthespace-likeq2 reads(Q 2 = �q2),

D (Q 2)= C0(�s;�
2))I+ C4(�s)

2��sF 2(�2)

3Q 4
+ :::; (6)

where I isa unitoperatorand the renorm alization scale �2 ischosen to be Q 2. F 2(�2)is
m inim ally subtracted operatorwithoutthequarticdivergence,

F
2(�2)= F

2
R � h0jF 2

Rj0ipert(allk
2
> �2): (7)

The renorm alized F 2
R isfree oflogarithm ic divergences. In dim ensionalregularization and

with covariantgauge�xing,wehave[15],

F
2
R = (1+ g

@lnZg

@g
)F 2 + (g

@lnZg

@g
� �

@lnZ3

@�
+
1

2
g
@lnZ3

@g
)O G F

+(�
@ln ~Z

@�
�
1

2
g
@ln ~Z

@g
)@��!D �! + (�

@lnZ2

@�
�
1

2
g
@lnZ2

@g
)� iD= (8)

where � isa gaugeparam eter,and Zg,Z2,Z3 and ~Z arerenorm alization constantsforthe
gauge coupling g,quark �elds  ,gauge potentialA � and ghost �eld !,respectively. All
operators on the right-hand-side are unrenorm alized and,O G F = � 1

2�
(@�A �)2 �

1

2

�S

�A�
A �,

whereS isthegauge-�xed QCD action.
Let us see how the coe�cient function C 0 and the non-perturbative m atrix elem ent

F 2(�2)can be consistently calculated. First,sandwiching the expansion in Eq. (6)in the
perturbativevacuum state,wehave,

C0(�s;�
2)= C0(�s;0)� C4(�s)

2��sh0jF 2(�2)j0ipert
3Q 4

(9)

whereC0(�s;0)isthecoe�cientfunction calculated when assum ingtheperturbativem atrix
elem entofF 2(�2)vanish.ThecontributionstoC0(�s;0)from oneortwosoft-gluon orghost
linesare subtracted by the second term in Eq. (9)which,according to ourde�nition,can
becom puted through a form ula likein Eq.(5).

Sinceperturbativediagram sarem ostconveniently evaluated in thedim ensionalregular-
ization and m odi�ed m inim alsubtraction schem e,we shallstudy the OPE in thisschem e
(labelled by M S).C0(�s;0)hasbeen calculated to three-loops[17](assum ing threeavors),

C0(�s;0)= 1+
�s

�
+ 1:6

�
�s

�

�2

+ 6:4
�
�s

�

� 3

+ :::; (10)

and C4 hasbeen calculated atone-loop [18],C4(�s)= 1+ 7�s
6�

+ :::. To illustrate the soft
subtraction,Ihavecalculated theperturbativem atrix elem entofF 2(�2)up to two-loops,
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h0jF 2(�2)j0iM S
pert =

3�4

�2

 

1+ (2:41+ 1:25ln
Q 2

�2
)
�s

�

!

(11)

Finally,wehavecoe�cientfunction fortheunitoperatorin Eq.(6),

C
M S
0 (�s;�

2)= 1+
�s

�

 

1� 2
�4

Q 4

!

+ 1:67(
�s

�
)2
 

1�
�4

Q 4

�

2:89+ 1:50ln
Q 2

�2

�
!

+ ::: (12)

TheaboveseriesisfreeoftheIR renorm alon atb= 8�=�0 on theBorelplane.
To obtain thenon-perturbativem atrix elem entofF 2(�2)(gluon condensate)in dim en-

sionalregularization,we�rstwrite,

h0jF 2(�2)j0i= h0jF 2
Rj0i� h0jF 2

Rj0ipert+ h0jF 2(�2)j0ipert : (13)

According to the Joglekar-Lee theorem s [16],the m atrix elem ents ofequations-of-m otion
operators and BRST-exact operators vanish. Thus,the �rst two m atrix elem ents on the
right-hand side ofEq. (13) depend on the bare operator F 2 only, and they transform
hom ogeneously undera scaletransform ation.Furtherm ore,thestudy on thetraceanom aly
oftheQCD energy-m om entum tensorindicates�(g)F 2 isrenorm alization schem eand scale
independent[19,20].Thus,h0jF 2

Rj0i
M S� h0jF 2

R j0i
M S
pert = Z

h

h0jF 2j0iLAT � h0jF 2j0iLATpert

i

where

Z = �LAT=�M S dependson latticeand M S �-functions.Factorizing Z in Eq.(13),we�nd

h0jF 2(�2)j0iM S = Z
h

h0jF 2
j0iLAT � h0jF 2

j0iLATpert + Z
�1
h0jF 2(�2)j0iM S

pert

i

(14)

The above is a practicalde�nition ofthe gluon condensate that are renorm alon-free and
consistentwith theM S evaluation ofthecoe�cientfunctions.

The �rst two term s in Eq. (14) are what has been used as a lattice de�nition ofthe
gluon condensate in the literature[21].However,h0jF 2j0iLATpert isan ill-de�ned perturbation
seriesdueto theIR renorm alon atb= 8�=�0.Theperturbation serieshasbeen num erically
evaluated up to eight-loopsby DiRenzo etal.in thequenched approxim ation [22](seealso
[23],

h0jF 2
j0iLATpert =

48

a4

 

1+ 4:01
�s(a)

�
+ 64:08

��s(a)

�

�2

+ 1321:86
��s(a)

�

�3

+ :::

!

(15)

To extract the gluon condensate with a good accuracy, one is faced with two opposite
requirem entsforthelatticespacing a.To ensurethatthecalculationsareatthecontinuum
lim it,oneshalltakeassm alla aspossible.On theotherhand,forsm alla,thecancellation
ofquartic divergences requires extrem ely good accuracy in the perturbation series. Even
for a = 0:17 fm (� = 5:7),one needs to evaluate the perturbation series to at least one
percent.High-accuracy isnotpossiblewithoutregularizing theIR renorm alon in theseries.
[Although forexpansionswith the bare lattice coupling,the sm allestterm ispostponed to
higherorders,theintialdecreaseoftheterm sisveryslow duetolargetadpolecontributions.]
Thelastterm in Eq.(14)isintroduced precisely fortheIR renorm alon regularization.Using
theone-loop relation between thelatticeand M S couplings[24],I�nd,

Z
�1
h0jF 2(�2)j0iM S

pert =
3�4

�2

 

1+
�

20:87+ 1:25ln
Q 2

�2
+ 2:75ln(Q 2

a
2)
��s(a)

�
+ :::

!

(16)
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To determ ined thesubtraction up tothree-loops,weneed two-loop relationsbetween lattice
and M S couplings and the m atrix elem ent h0jF 2(�2)j0iM S

pert up to three-loops,the form er
hasrecently been calculated by Luscherand P.W eisz [25]. W e wish to m ake a three-loop
subtraction calculation in thenearfuture.

To sum m arize, I have introduced a m inim alsubtraction schem e to regularize power
divergences ofcom posite operators. W hen these operatorsare used in W ilson’sOPE,the
coe�cientfunctionsare autom atically free ofthe IR renorm alon singularities. The m atrix
elem entsofthecom positeoperatorscan becalculated in non-perturbativem ethodssuch as
lattice QCD.Thus,within the schem e one can m eaningfully discuss power corrections to
desired accuracy. The schem e can be straightforwardly applied to deep-inelastic sum rules
wherethem ixing ofhigher-twistoperatorswith lower-twistonesisan im portantissue[26].
It can also be used in the heavy quark e�ective theory to de�ne the pole m asse for the
heavy-quark expansion [27].Thiswillbediscussed in a separatepublication.
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