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ABSTRACT

The connection between renorm alonsand powercorrectionsis investigated for

thetypicalinfrared renorm alon integralassum ingthee�ectivecouplingconstant

hasan infrared �xed pointofan entirely perturbative origin. Itisshown that

even then the fullanswer di�ers from the Borelsum by a power correction.A

com paraison with theanalogueresultswhen the�xed pointisgenerated by the

explicitaddition ofnon perturbativepowersuppressed term sisgiven.
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Itisgenerally believed thatthe large orderbehaviorassociated to infrared (IR)

renorm alons,which m akesQCD perturbation theory \non Borelsum m able",reects

an inconsistency related to theLandau ghost.In thisnote,Iexam inehow therenor-

m alon problem isresolved when the coupling constantisfree ofLandau singularity

and approachesa non trivialIR �xed pointatsm allm om enta.M ostofthe paperis

devoted to thecasewherethe�xed pointarisesentirely within a perturbativefram e-

work,through higherorderperturbativecorrections.Iwillshow thatin thiscase,IR

renorm alons are also present,but the exact result di�ers from the Borelsum by a

(com plex)powercorrection,which rem ovesallinconsistencies.Attheend,som eshort

com m entswillbem adeon thealternativecasewherethe�xed pointisgenerated by

theexplicitintroduction ofnon perturbativeterm s.

Letus�rstreview thestandard argum ent1;2 forrenorm alons.Considerthetypical

IR renorm alon integral:

R(�)=

Z
Q 2

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�eff(k=Q;�) (1)

where � is the coupling at scale Q in som e arbitrary renorm alization schem e,and

�eff(k)arenorm alization group (RG)invariante�ectivecoupling(Iassum en > 0,so

thatthe integralin Eq.(1)isIR convergentorderby orderin perturbation theory).

Letuscom putetheperturbativeBoreltransform R(z).IfR(�)hastheform alpower

seriesexpansion :

R P T(�)=

1X

p= 0

rp �
p+ 1

;

R(z)isde�ned by :

R(z)=

1X

p= 0

rp

p!
z
p (2)

TheseriesEq.(2)arebelieved tohavea�niteconvergenceradius(atthedi�erenceof

thoseforR(�)),and thereforeallow foran allorderde�nition ofR(z).Onecan then

de�nean allorder\perturbative" resum m ed R P T(�)by theBorelrepresentation:

R P T(�)=

Z
1

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

�

R(z) (3)

Itisconvenientto expressR(z)in term oftheBoreltransform of�eff :

�eff(k=Q;�)=

Z
1

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

�

�eff(k=Q;z) (4)

Inserting Eq.(4)into Eq.(1),and interchanging theorderofintegrations,oneindeed

recoversEq.(3)with R(�)= R P T(�)and :
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R(z)=

Z
Q 2

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�eff(k=Q;z) (5)

IR renorm alonsarise asan IR divergence 1 ofthe integralin Eq.(5),resulting from

theIR behaviorof�eff(k=Q;z)(which followssolelyfrom theRG invarianceof�eff):

�eff(k=Q;z) ’ �eff(z)exp

"

� z

 

�0 ln

 

k2

Q 2

!

�
�1

�0
ln ln

 

Q 2

k2

! ! #

k
2

� Q
2 (6)

where �0 and �1 are (m inus)the one and two loop beta function coe�cients. Using

Eq.(6)into Eq.(5)oneindeed �ndsforz ! znn=�0 :

R(z)’ �eff(z’ zn)
�(1+ �)

n�

1

(1� z

zn
)1+ �

(7)

with � = �1

�0
zn,i.e. R(z) displays a cut singularity 2 at the renorm alon position

z = zn, which generates according to Eq.(3), since zn > 0, an O (exp(� zn=�))

im aginary partin R P T(�). In the standard case where �eff hasa Landau ghostat

som e scale �2 < Q 2,thisfactcausesno surprise,since the de�ning integralEq.(1)

itselfinvolvesan am biguousintegration overthe Landau singularity.Buta paradox

arises if�eff has an IR �xed point : then R(�) should be perfectly wellde�ned,

with no im aginary partaccording to Eq.(1),whereasEq.(3),togetherwith Eq.(7),

stillyield an am biguous,im aginary am plitude for R P T(�)! But Eq.(7) is correct

in both cases : asm entionned above,itfollows solely from RG invariance and the

representation Eq.(5)(which ispresum ably alwaysvalid since itiscorrectorderby

orderin perturbation expansion in z,and the corresponding seriesare convergent).

ThusIR renorm alonsare also presentin the IR �xed pointcase. The only possible

conclusion is thatEq.(3)is notin fact a valid representation ofEq.(1),i.e. that

R(�)in Eq.(1)doesnotcoincide with R P T(�)in Eq.(3)in the lattercase.Thisis

despitethefactIassum ed Eq.(4)doesinstead correctly represents(atleastforlarge

enough k)�eff(k)(which isalso assum ed to have no renorm alons),which can thus

be determ ined in principle from \allorder" perturbation theory,and quali�es the

present fram ework as being \perturbative"(the alternative possibility that �eff(k)

acquiresits�xed pointthrough additionnal\higher-twist"typepowerlikecorrections

notincluded in theBorelrepresentation willbecom m ented upon below).

Indeed,thereisa loopholein thepreviousderivation thatR(�)= R P T(�),which

isactually already presentwhen there isa Landau singularity. Assum e e.g. �eff is

theoneloop coupling :
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�eff(k=Q;�) =
�

1+ ��0 ln
�
k2

Q 2

�

�
1

�0 ln
�
k2

� 2

�

Then 1 :�eff(k=Q;z)= exp[� z�0 ln(k
2=Q 2)]and Eq.(5)yields:

R(z)=

Z
Q 2

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

exp

"

� z �0 ln

 

k2

Q 2

! #

=
1

1� z

zn

Theproblem with thepreviousargum entisthatEq.(4)itselfisavalid representation

of�eff(k)only ifk is nottoo sm all. Indeed in the present exam ple the integralin

Eq.(4)convergesatz= 1 only if 1

�
+ �0 ln

�
k2

Q 2

�

> 0,i.e.fork2 > �2.Fork2 < �2,

�eff(k)hasto berepresented instead by a Borelintegraloverthenegativez axis:

�eff(k=Q;�)= �

Z
0

�1

dz exp

�

�
z

�

�

�eff(k=Q;z) (8)

Sim ilar rem arks apply in the generalcase,where Eq.(6) im plies,provided �eff(z)

decreasesno fasterthen exp(� cz)atlargez,�eff(k)willhave a Landau singularity

at som e scale k2 = �2 (see however the �xed point case),below which the Borel

representation Eq.(4)willbreak down,and Eq.(8)should beused instead.

These observationssuggestthatthe correctprocedure in the Landau ghostcase

is to �rst take � < 0 (and slightly com plex if�1 6= 0),which im plies Q 2 < �2,

so that in the whole integration range in Eq.(1) one has k2 < Q 2 < �2,and the

representation Eq.(8) is valid throughoutthe range (this m eans choosing � in the

dom ain ofattraction ofthe trivialIR �xed point). M anipulations analoguous to

thoseperform ed abovearenow justi�ed,and yield :

R(�)= �

Z
0

�1

dz exp

�

�
z

�

�

R(z) (9)

Finally,R(�)for� > 0 (where Q 2 > �2)isde�ned asthe analytic continuation of

Eq.(9),which yieldsthestandard Borelrepresentation Eq.(3)with R = R P T.

In the case where �eff(k) has an IR �xed point,a sim ilar problem arises ifit

happensagain thattherepresentation Eq.(4)isnotvalid below som escalek = km in,

even ifkm in doesnotcorrespond to a Landau singularity thistim e. Thisispossible

if,as in the Landau ghost case,�eff(z) does not decrease too fast at large z (the

latterassum ption seem s necessary,because a too fastdecrease of�eff(z) (e.g.
1 if

�eff(z) = exp(� cz2)),although insuring the validity ofEq.(4) for allk’s,usually
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yields an �eff(k) which blows up too fast as k ! 0,m aking the originalintegral

Eq.(1)IR divergent).Furtherm ore,and thisisthecrucialdi�erencewith theLandau

ghostcase,for k < km in ,�eff(k),which rem ains positive,willnot adm it a Borel

representation over the z < 0 axis either. (Note thatfork ! 0,�eff(k)isalways

in the strong coupling region,since it approaches a non-trivial�xed point,at the

di�erenceoftheLandaughostcase,wherefork ! 0oneentersan(IR)asym ptotically

freeregion below theLandau singularity,sinceno other�xed pointisavailable).The

abovederivation thatR = R P T can thusnotbeextended to theIR �xed pointcase,

asexpected. Letusnow give a generalargum entthatthese two functionsactually

di�erby a powercorrection. Splitting the integration range in Eq.(1)atk = km in,

onehas:

R(�) =

Z k2
m in

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�eff

 

k

Q
;�

!

+

Z Q 2

k2
m in

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�eff

 

k

Q
;�

!

� R� + R +

Eq.(4)cannotbeused insidethelow m om entum integralR � ,which can howeverbe

param etrized asa powercorrection since:

R � =

 

k2m in

Q 2

! n Z k2
m in

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

k2m in

! n

�eff

 

k

km in

;�m in

!

�

 

k2m in

Q 2

! n

R(�m in)

where �m in = �(Q = km in),and RG invariance hasbeen used in the �rststep. On

theotherhand,using Eq.(4)in R + ,onegets:

R + =

Z
1

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

� Z Q 2

k2
m in

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�eff

 

k

Q
;z

!

To gofurther,itisnecessary toknow thek-dependenceof�eff(k=Q;z).Thiscan be

done easily in the specialcase where �1 = 0,ifone chooses�(Q)to bethe oneloop

coupling. Then one can show1 that : �eff(k=Q;z) = �eff(z)exp[� z�0 ln(k
2=Q 2)],

and onegets:

Z Q 2

k2
m in

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�eff

 

k

Q
;z

!

= �eff(z)
1

1� z

zn

2

41�

 

k2m in

Q 2

! zn �0(1�z=z n )
3

5

Hence:
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R + =

Z
1

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

�

�eff(z)
1

1� z

zn

�

 

k2m in

Q 2

! n Z
1

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�m in

�

�eff(z)
1

1� z

zn

� RP T(�)�

 

k2m in

Q 2

! n

R P T(�m in)

Onethereforeendsup with theresult:

R(�)= R P T(�)+

 

k2m in

Q 2

! n

[R(�m in)� RP T(�m in)] (10)

wherethecoe�cientofthepowercorrection isgiven by thediscrepancy between the

exactam plitudeand itsBorelrepresentation.Eq.(10)isequivalentto thestatem ent

that R(�) = R P T(�)+ const=(Q 2)n,and is also correct when �1 6= 0 (see below).

Noteitisnotpossiblethepowercorrection vanishes(asitdoesin theLandau ghost

case) since R(�m in) is real,whereas R P T(�m in) is com plex due to the e�ect ofthe

renorm alon (the powercorrection m ustbe com plex to cancellthe im aginary partof

R P T(�)).

Inow illustratethepreviousdiscussion with theexam pleofthe2 loop coupling :

d�eff

dlnk2
= � �0(�eff)

2
� �1(�eff)

3 (11)

Ishallconsiderboth thestandard case�1=�0 > 0wherethereisaLandau singularity,

and the case �1=�0 < 0 where �eff(k)hasan IR �xed pointat�IR � �0=�1 (which

actually occurs in QCD for a large enough num ber ofavors). Rem arkably,R(z)

can be com puted exactly with a straightforward change ofvariable,adapted from a

sim ilaronesuggested in ref.3.De�ning theBorelvariableby :

z

zn
=
1� �

�eff(k)

1+
�1

�0
�

(12)

with � � �eff(k = Q),and using thesolution ofEq.(11):

ln

 

k2

�2

!

=
1

�0�eff
�
�1

�20
ln

 

1

�eff
+
�1

�0

!

+
�1

�20
(13)

(togetherwith thesim ilarrelation atk = Q)oneobtains:

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�eff(k)= � dz
exp(� z

�
�

�1

�0
z)

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �
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which suggeststhelooked forBoreltransform is:

R(z)=
exp

�

�
�1

�0
z
�

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �
: (14)

To com pletetheproof,itrem ainsto determ inethenew integration bounds.

1) Assum e �rst �1=�0 > 0 : then �eff has a Landau singularity at the scale

��2 = �2exp
�

�
�1

�2
0

ln
�
�1

�0

�

+
�1

�2
0

�

. Iassum e Q 2 > ��2,so that � > 0. For k2 = Q 2,

�eff = �,and z = 0 ;atk2 = ��2 ,�eff = 1 ,and z = zL �
zn

1+
�1

�0

�
< zn ;decreasing

k2 below ��2,zbecom escom plex ;�nally,fork2 ! 0,�eff ! 0� ,and z ! +1 .R(�)

in Eq.(1)then takestheform ofaBorelintegralalongapath in thecom plex z-plane,

which dividesinto two com plex conjuguatebranchesatz = zL,and can bedeform ed

to above or below the positive realaxis to yield the standard Borelrepresentation

Eq.(3)with R(z)asin Eq.(14).

2) On the other hand,if�1=�0 < 0,the situation is actually sim pler : as k2

decreases from Q 2 to 0, �eff increases from � to the IR �xed point �IR , and z

increasesfrom 0 to zn through realvaluesso thatEq.(1)becom es:

R(�)=

Z zn

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

� exp
�

�
�1

�0
z
�

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �
(15)

(the renorm alon singularity is integrable at z = zn,since � < 0 now). W e there-

fore check that R(�) is notgiven by the Borelsum R P T(�) in the IR �xed point

case. Rather,it is given by R P T(�) m inus an exponentially sm allO (exp(� zn=�))

correction :

R(�) =

Z
1

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

� exp
�

�
�1

�0
z
�

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �
�

Z
1

zn

dz exp

�

�
z

�

� exp
�

�
�1

�0
z
�

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �

� RP T + R N P (16)

Thelatterisjusta (com plex)powercorrection,in accordancewith thegeneral

expectation. Indeed,Eq.(15)-(16)sim plify by perform ing the change ofcoupling :

1=a = 1=� + �1=�0,and onegetsin particular:
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R N P = �

Z
1

zn

dz exp

�

�
z

a

�
1

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �
= � ~C exp (� zn=a)(� 1=a)�

= � ~C (� 1)� (�2
=Q

2)n (17)

with ~C =
�0

�1
�(1 � �)(zn)

�,and Eq.(13) at k = Q was used in the last step (in

this exam ple , the subtracted term � RN P corresponds exactly to the \m inim al"

prescription ofref.4 to \regularize" IR renorm alons). The sam e m ethod can deal

with the case � < 0,where one isin the dom ain ofattraction ofthe trivialIR �xed

point(provided thecondition 1+
�1

�0
� > 0isalsosatis�ed if�1=�0 < 0).Then �eff(k)

m onotonously increasesfrom � to 0� ask2 decreasesfrom Q 2 to 0,hencez < 0 and

decreasesfrom 0 to � 1 .Thus:

R(�)= �

Z
0

�1

dz exp

�

�
z

�

� exp
�

�
�1

�0
z
�

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �
(18)

i.e. a Borelintegralover the negative z axis,in agreem ent with Eq.(9)(note that

Eq.(15)isnottheanalyticcontinuation ofEq.(18)).

Forcom pletnessIgivealso theresultif�eff(k)satis�estheRG equation :

d�eff

d ln k2
=

� �0 �
2
eff

1� �1

�0
�eff

where the inverse beta function has only two term s. The appropriate change of

variablein thiscaseturnsoutto beprecisely theonesuggested in ref.3 :

z

zn
= 1�

�

�eff(k)

(with � � �eff(k = Q)),which yields for �1=�0 > 0 (using also the convolution

theorem ):

R(�)=
�

1+ �
� +

1

1+ �

Z
1

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

�
1

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �

whereasfor�1=�0 < 0,where�eff hasan in�niteIR �xed point,onegets:

R(�)=
�

1+ �
� +

1

1+ �

Z zn

0

dz exp

�

�
z

�

�
1

�

1� z

zn

�1+ �

andshowsthatinthiscasetoo(withadi�erent ~C):R(�)= R P T(�)� ~C(� 1)�(�2=Q 2)n.

For an arbitrary �eff function with an IR �xed point one expects however the

answerto beofthem oregeneralform :
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R(�)= R P T(�)+

 

�2

Q 2

! n

(� ~C(� 1)� + C) (19)

whereC and ~C arereal,and independentofQ,and ~C isproportionnalto therenor-

m alon residue. Itm ay be worth m entionning thattaking the Q 2 derivative ofboth

sidesofEq.(19),and goingtoBorelspace,oneeasily derivesarelation between R(z)

and theBoreltransform of�eff(�)= d�=dln Q 2 (with � � �eff(k = Q)):

R(z)�
�0

n
z R(z)�

1

n

Z z

0

dy b(z� y)y R(y)= 1 (20)

where b(z)isthe Boreltransform ofb(�)� �
�eff(�)

�2
� �0. Eq.(20)can be used to

rederivetheprevioustwo results,and allowstodealwith m orecom plicated exam ples

aswell.NotealsothatC and ~C,beingindependentofQ,havedropped from Eq.(20),

and in fact any Q-dependence in these coe�cients would be inconsistent with the

assum ption ofthe perturbative nature ofthe coupling (equivalenthere to assum ing

that�eff(�)coincideswith itsBorelsum ).

Non perturbativeIR �xed point:in theLandau ghostcase,onehasto add

explicitly powersuppressed non perturbativeterm s�N P to rem ovetheLandau ghost

and generate an IR �xed point.Putting �eff�P T + �N P ,where �P T is assum ed to

have a Landau singularity and to satisfy the Borelrepresentation Eq.(4) we thus

have:R(Q)R P T(Q)+ R N P (Q)whereR P T(Q)isgiven by Eq.(3),and:

R N P (Q) =

Z Q 2

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�N P (k)

=

 

�2

Q 2

! n

[� ~C(� 1)� + C(Q)] (21)

whereC(Q)isrealand representsthepartofthepowercorrectionsunrelated torenor-

m alons.To m ake contactwith ref.5 ,Inow assum e the integralin Eq.(21)converges

atin�nity ,in which caseC(Q)! C atlargeQ ,with :

� ~C(� 1)� + C =

Z
1

0

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

�2

! n

�N P (k) (22)

and,neglecting higherorderpowercorrections:

R(Q)’ R P T(Q)+

 

�2

Q 2

! n

(� ~C (� 1)� + C) (23)

Assum e now the high energy approxim ation Eq.(23) is valid for Q >
�

�I . This

isequivalent to assum e thatthe high energy tailofthe integralin Eq.(22)can be

9



neglected fork >
�
�I .Then from Eq.(23)and its counterpart atQ = �I one gets

im m ediately:

R(Q)’ R P T(Q)+

 

�2I

Q 2

! n

[R(�I)� RP T(�I)] (24)

which istheparam etrisation ofthepowercorrectionsin term oflow energy integrals

overthefull(IR regular)and the perturbative e�ective couplingssuggested in ref.5.

In thisapproach,the renorm alon problem iscom pletely bypassed,since Eq.(24)can

beequivalently written as:

R(Q)’

Z Q 2

�2
I

n
dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! n

�P T

 

k

Q
;�

!

+

 

�2I

Q 2

! n

R(�I) (25)

and theintegralover�P T ,being cuto� in theinfrared,hasno renorm alons.

Perturbation theory,ifused to estim ate the integralin Eq.(25) ,is then expected

to be convergent at arbitrary high order.Eq.(25) am ounts to neglect �N P (k) for

k >
�
�I ,which istheassum ption ofref.5.W ehaveseen in theexam pleoftheintegral

ofEq.(1)thisassum ption can bejusti�ed if�N P (k)decreasessu�ciently fastatlarge

k . Furtherm ore we have shown thatEq.(23)and (24)are actually exact(Eq.(10)

and (19))in thecasewhere�N P = 0and the�xed pointisofperturbativeorigin (then

Eq.(25)istrivial),provided oneinterpretsR P T(Q)astheBorelsum ofperturbation

theory.
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