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1 Introduction

Lastyears showed revivalofinterestto the problem ofasym ptotic behaviourofthe perturbative

(PT)expansion in QCD [1]. Considering the Boreltransform ofPT serieshasbeen suggested [2]

astechnicalm eans ofim proving convergence,and dem onstrated that the PT expansion by itself

prom ptsaboutnontrivialdynam icsatlow m om entum scalesvia infrared (IR)renorm alons.

In reality,onedoesnotexpect[2]QCD observablestohaveproperanalyticityin �s in thevicinity

of�s = 0,which is necessary to justify the Borelresum m ation as a m athem atically wellde�ned

operation. The originalargum ents rely on the nontrivialanalytic properties ofQCD observables

withrespecttotheexternalm om entum scaleparam eterQ 2.Thesepropertiesaredriven bycausality

and unitarity constraints,supplem ented with the pattern ofthe hadron spectrum . On the other

hand,the IR renorm alons them selves have a sim pler origin related m erely to the nature ofthe

perturbative expansion. In the present paper we address these features ofthe PT expansion to

illustratethattheIR renorm alonsarenotareection oftheactualnon-perturbative(NP)dynam ics.

Ratherthey arean artefactofan attem ptto describephysicsoccurring atquitedi�erentscalesby

m eansofoneand thesam eexpansion param eter.Thesalientconclusionswedraw from ouranalysis

are:

� IR renorm alonspersisteven ifthecoupling stays�niteatarbitrarily sm allm om entum scales

when no apparentuncertainty associated with theLandau singularity showsup.

� Theposition and thenatureoftheIR renorm alon singularity in theBorelim ageofa generic

hard QCD observablearedeterm ined by the�rsttwo coe�cientsofthe�-function.

� The m odi�cation ofthe Borelintegration prescription one can design to represent the true

answer,depends heavily on the details ofstrong interaction dynam ics as wellas on the particu-

lar observable. Therefore,such a possibility seem s to carry no practicalvalue as a perturbative

algorithm .

� The Q2-dependence ofa short distance observable, inferred from the Borelresum m ation,

typically yieldsan incorrectim ageoftheactualm agnitudeofcondensate e�ects,when considered

atinterm ediateQ 2.

W e also briey address the OPE-m otivated procedure to illustrate thatitisfree from the IR

renorm alon problem s.

In this paper we outline the m ain fram ework and the results ofthe analysis supplying m ini-

m alillustrations when necessary. A m ore com plete discussion with better elaborated qualitative

and quantitativeconsiderationsand deeperphysicalargum entsabouttherelevanceoftheanalysis

undertaken,willbepresented in a forthcom ing publication [3].

2 Toy m odel

To study the origin ofthe IR renorm alons and theirrelation to NP dynam ics we concentrate on

a sim pli�ed m odelpeeled o� inessentialdetails. To this end,we address the problem ofthe PT

expansion oftheintegral

I(�)=

Z
Q 2

0

dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! p

�(k2) (2.1)

asa m odelfora short-distance dom inated observable. Integralsofthistype naturally em erge,for

exam ple,when onecalculatestheone-gluon correction to acollinearsafeQCD observableusing the

running coupling in the integrand. Correctnessofthissubstitution can be unam biguously proven

in an Abelian theory; in the QCD context such a doing is often m otivated by the \naive non-

Abelization" or by the \extended BLM prescription" for �xing the relevant hardness scale [4] in
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Feynm an integrals.

It is easy to see that the observable (2.1) satis�es the inhom ogeneous renorm alization group

(RG)equation

�(�)
dI(�)

d�
+ pI(�) = � ; (2.2)

where
d�(k2)

dlogk2
= �

�

�(k2)
�

: (2.3)

Hereafter,to sim plify notation,we absorb the factor �0=4� into the coupling and denote by �

(withoutan argum ent)itsvalueattheexternalhard scaleoftheproblem ,

� �
�0

4�
�s(Q

2):

In thisnotation thePT expansion oftheQCD �-function is

�(�) = � �
2 � �

3 + higherterm s;  =
�1

�20
> 0: (2.4)

In thisSection weconcentrateon thepropertiesofI asa function of� (itsperturbativeexpansion,

Borelrepresentation,analyticity in �).The analyticpropertiesofI(�)stem from thedependence

of�(k2)on � atk2 < Q 2,which dependence isdeterm ined by theRG trajectories

Z �(k2)

�

d�0

� �(�0)
= ln

Q 2

k2
� t: (2.5)

In whatfollowsweshallreferto tas\tim e".

Itisclearthattheintegral(2.1)issensible only if�(k2)doesnotdevelop a Landau singularity

at�nitepositivek2 (at�nitetim e),which im pliesthat�(�)=� hasa zero on thepositiverealaxis.

(The �rstsuch zero willbe generically denoted by ��,0 < �� � +1 .) Argum ents in favourofan

\infrared �nite"coupling astheonly reasonableexpansion param eterforQCD observables,atleast

in thepresentcontext,willbegiven in a m oredetailed publication [3].

Ouraim isto com parethe\exact" expression (2.1)with theresultsoneobtainsusing theBorel

resum m ation tricks.

2.1 A nalyticity in �: perturbative and physical\phases"

Itisstraightforward tosolvetheRG equation (2.2).First,one�ndsthesolution ofthehom ogeneous

equation

�(�)
dX (�)

d�
+ pX (�) = 0; X (�)= (f(�))

p
; (2.6a)

f(�)= exp

(

�

Z � d�0

�(�0)

)

: (2.6b)

Function f(�)isnothing buttheRG-invariantexpression forapurepowerofthem om entum scale.

Forsm all�,forexam ple,oneinvokestheexpansion (2.4)to obtain,up to an overallfactor,

f(�)= exp

�

�
1

�

�

�
� (1+ O (�)) =

const

Q 2
: (2.7)
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In term soff(�)onecan writethesolution oftheinhom ogeneousequation in theform

I(�)= f
p(�)

Z
�

�1

d�0

�(�0)

�0

fp(�0)
: (2.8)

Here �1 isthe asym ptotic value ofthe running coupling att= 1 along the trajectory (2.5)that

startsfrom a given � att= 0.W eshallcallsuch point(s)attractive.In thephysicalphase,thatis

forrealpositive(sm all)initial� values,�1 = ��:

I
PH(�) =

Z
�

��

d�0�0

�(�0)
exp

(

� p

Z
�

�0

d�00

�(�00)

)

: (2.9)

From explicitexpressions(2.8),(2.7)itisclearthatan analyticcontinuation ofI(�),starting from

som e sm allpositive �,can fail{ forsm all� { only due to non-analyticity in � ofthe lowerlim it

ofthe integral,thatis�1 (�). Letusdem onstrate thatitdoesfail;the faster,the sm allerinitial

valueof� istaken.

To thisend letuslook attheRG trajectories�(t)forcom plex initialvaluesof�.W estartwith

the case when j�jissm allbutitsphase is�nite. In thiscase the value ofj�(t)jstays uniform ly

sm allalong thewholetrajectory,0� t� 1 ,so thatitsu�cesto approxim atethefull�-function by

itsone-loop expression to �nd

1

�(t)
=

�
1

�
� t

�

[1+ O (�(t)ln�(t))]�
1

�
� t: (2.10)

In thisapproxim ation trajectorieslieon sm allcircles(eitherin theupperorin thelowerhalf-plane)

thattouch therealaxisat�= 0.Theradiusofa circleisrelated to thephaseoftheinitial� by

r=
1

2

�
�
�Im �

�1
�
�
�
�1

=
1

2

j�2j

jIm �j
� 1: (2.11)

Itisim portantto realize thatthe existence ofthe fam ily ofsuch trajectorieshaving the com m on

lim iting point�1 � ��0 = � 0 isa universal,purely perturbative feature ofthe asym ptotically free

theory with � / � �2. In QCD the double-zero ofthe �-function acts as a repulsive point for

trajectories with � > 0 and as an attractive one for � < 0. The dom ain in the com plex �-plane

covered by these trajectorieswillbe called the \perturbative phase". W ithin thisdom ain I(�)is

an analyticfunction butexplicitly di�erentfrom thephysicalanswer(2.9).So,wede�ne

I
PT(�) =

Z
�

�0

d�0�0

�(�0)
exp

(

� p

Z
�

�0

d�00

�(�00)

)

: (2.12)

W ith the decrease ofthe phase of�,the radius(2.11)increases and trajectories startto distort,

being a�ected by the higherterm sin the �-function. Atsom e criticalpoint(r � 1,in general)a

bifurcation occursand thetrajectoriesswitch to anotherattractivepoint,di�erentfrom � 0.Such

a jum p results in a singularity (non-analyticity) ofI(�). It is easy to see from (2.11) that this

happensforalm ostrealinitial� values:

Im �

Re�
=

cj�j
2

Re�
� cj�j� cRe� � 1: (2.13)

In the generalcase, the topologicalstructure of the analyticity dom ains and, correspondingly,

the num berofjum psI(�)experienceswhile approaching the realaxis,can be quite com plicated,

reecting the structure ofthe attractive zeroesofthe �-function in the com plex �-plane. Forthe

3



Figure 1: Exam ples ofRG trajectories (dashed) and separatrices (solid) for the polynom ial�-

function (2.14a)with �1= 1 ,�� = 1 (left)and fora singular� (2.14b)with = 0,h = 1 (right).

sakeofsim plicityweshallrestrictourwordingtothescenariowhen thevery�rstbifurcation (\phase

transition"from theperturbativedom ain)leadsusdirectly tothephysicalphase;thegeneralization

isstraightforward.

To illustrate thisphenom enon one can considertwo sim plestexam pleswith the two attractive

points,� 0 and ��,with both exam ples respecting the �rsttwo PT term s ofthe QCD �-function

(2.4).In the�rstm odelwith a polynom ial� thephysicalcoupling freezesata �nitevalue ��:

�(�)= � �
2(1+ �=�1)(1� �=��); �1

�1 � ���1 =  : (2.14a)

The second m odelem ploying a rational�-function possesses a pair ofcom plex conjugated poles

and yields�(k2)increasing logarithm ically with k2! 0,thatis ��= 1 :

�(�)= �
�2

(1� 1

2
�)2 + h2�2

: (2.14b)

In Fig.1 exam plesoftrajectoriesareshown togetherwith thecharacteristiclines{ separatrices

{ which borderPT and PH dom ains.Crossing a separatrix in � causesnon-analyticity in I(�).It

isworth rem inding thatthefactthattheseparatricesem ergefrom theorigin +0 along thecircular

arcs,is ofthe m ost generalnature and does not depend on the details ofthe m odelchosen for

illustration.Thus,wearrive atthem ain conclusion ofthisSection,thatI(�)(fora rathertrivial,

purely perturbative,reason)cannotbeanalyticin any sectorwith a�niteopeningangle�0 covering

thepositiverealdirection in the�-plane.Asaresult,theusualBorelrepresentation ofthephysical

quantity IPH(�)doesnotexist.Indeed,iftheintegral

~I(�) =

Z
1

0

duB (u)exp

�

�
u

�

�

existed forsom e� = �0,itwould de�nethefunction analyticforall� with Re� �1 > �
�1

0 which is

theinteriorofthecirclej� � 1

2
�0j=

1

2
�0.

Thisnon-analyticity in I(�)atarbitrarily sm allpositive� m anifestsitselfin asingularity ofthe

Borelim age on the realpositive u-axis,which is equivalent to the sam e-sign factorialasym ptote

ofthe PT coe�cients. In the following we show thatthe Borelresum m ation actually yields the

perturbative function (2.12), ~I(�)= IPT(�).
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2.2 B oreltransform for the PT phase

Following theabovelineofreasoning,oneconcludesthattheanalyticity dom ain in theperturbative

phase,contrary to thephysicalphase,isbroad enough to allow oneto representIPT(�)in term sof

theBorelintegral.Such arepresentation,however,involvesim aginary valuesoftheBorelparam eter

u.Nam ely,forsu�ciently sm all� in theupperhalf-plane(Im �> 0)onecan write

I
PT(�) =

Z i1

0

duB (u)exp

�

�
u

�

�

: (2.15a)

Theinverse relation givestheBoreltransform B (u)asa regularfunction (forim aginary u),

B (u) =

Z
1 �i=2r

�1 �i=2r

dz

2�i
I
PT(z�1 )expfuzg : (2.15b)

The integration line in z = 1=� shown in (2.15b) corresponds to a (sm all) circle in the upper

half-planeof�,nam ely,j� � irj= r.

In term softhePT coe�cients,onesubstitutesthe(asym ptotic)PT expansion forI,

I
PT =

1X

n= 1

an �
n
; (2.16)

into (2.15b). Closing the contour by the (m ultiple) pole at z= 0 (Reuz< 0 for Im z > 0),one

obtainsthestandard im proved seriesforthefunction B (u)

B (u) =

1X

n= 0

an+ 1

n!
u
n
: (2.17)

Thus,forim aginary valuesofu thisseriesdeterm inestheregular Borelim ageB (u).

2.3 \C ondensate" contribution

The IR renorm alon problem ariseswhen one attem ptsto reconstructthe observable I(�)forreal

� by m eans ofthe perturbative series (2.16) processed via the Borelm achinery (2.17) and the

integralrepresentation (2.15a).Thelatternow runs,however,along therealpositiveu-axis.Then

B (u) shows up a singularity (a pole,for the one-loop �-function,or a cut in general) at u = u0

(in ournorm alization forthe coupling,u0= p). Asa result,the answerforI becom esam biguous

and,generally,com plex,depending on the way one choses to pass by the singular point on the

integration line.

ThePT coe�cientsa n do notcarewhethertheexpansion param eter� hasbeen chosen realor

im aginary.Therefore,we com e to conclude thatthe IR renorm alon isnothing buttheoutcom e of

an unjusti�ed attem ptto force the perturbative answerIPT (2.12)analytically continued outside

itsnative phase,to represent the true IPH. Now we are in a position to cure the wound. To do

so we observe that the physicalanswer as given by (2.9) can be reconstructed as a sum oftwo

contributions:thePT piece,IPT(�),analytically continued to real� valuesplus the\condensate"

(or\con�nem ent") contribution originating from the discontinuity due to crossing the separatrix

on the way to the realaxis. Indeed,letussplitthe originalintegralalong the physicaltrajectory

in (2.9),running from �� to � into two pieces,� 0! � and �� ! � 0,to write

I
PH(�)= I

PT(�) + H (�); (2.18)

5



where

H (�) � �

Z
��

�0

d�0�0

�(�0)
exp

(

� p

Z �

�0

d�00

�(�00)

)

= � f
p(�)

Z
��

�0

d�0

�(�0)

�0

fp(�0)
: (2.19)

The\condensate" contribution H satis�esthehom ogeneousRG equation (2.6).Therefore,turning

from the� representation to them om entum dependence,oneobservesa purepower

H (�) = Cfp(�) =
C�

Q 2p
; (2.20)

with a com plex constant C (or,equivalently,a dim ensionfulconstant C�)to be determ ined from

(2.19).Forexam ple,fortwo m odels(2.14)onehas

f(�)= �
� exp

�

�
1

�

� �

1+
�

�1

� �

� 1(� 1+ � )

�

1�
�

�

�
�

� 1

� (� 1+ � )

(2.21a)

and

f(�)= �
� exp

(

�
1

�
+

 

2

4
+ h

2

!

�

)

: (2.21b)

The\condensate" constantC isexpressed then,respectively,in term softhehypergeom etricorthe

Besselfunction,depending on p and theparam etersofthe�-function [3].

From (2.20) the reason becom es clear why do we refer to H as the condensate contribution

(withoutquotation m arks,from now on). Letusdraw the reader’sattention to the factthatIPH

and IPT haveidenticalPT expansions,and H hasobviously none.

3 R escuing B orelrepresentation: m ission im possible

A question arises,whether the Borel-type integralrepresentation for the physicalanswer can be

rescued. At least within our sim pli�ed approach in which the NP dynam ics has been em bodied

into the behaviour ofthe �-function at � � 1,the answer to this question is: in principle,yes.

However,asa m oreextensiveanalysisshows,theBorelconstruction oneislooking forprovesto be

notuniversal,depending essentially on theNP featuresofthetheory.In otherwords,getting hold

ofthebestpossiblePT inform ation appearstobeinsu�cientforthispurpose,calling forgenuinely

new,non-perturbative,input.Theproblem ism athem atically m oreinvolved,so thatin thepresent

notewegiveonly a briefsketch oftheprocedure.

One startsby explicitly constructing the Borelim age ofIPT. Thiscan be done by translating

theRG equation (2.2)into an equation forB (u).To thisend onewrites(2.15b)in theform

B (u) =
1

u � p

Z

C

dz

2�i
epz

I
PT(z�1 )

d

dz
e(u�p)z (3.1)

and,upon integrating by parts,m akes use of(2.2) to arrive at the following com pact sym bolic

equation

uB (u)+ �

�
1

@u

�

f(p� u)B (u)� 1g= 0; @u �
d

du
: (3.2a)

The function � here quanti�esthe deviation ofthe �-function from itsone-loop expression and is

given by

�(�) =
�2

�(�)+ �2
: (3.2b)
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Forthecaseofthepureone-loop �(�)= � �2,onehas1=� � 0,and onegetsa sim plepolesolution

B (u)=
1

p� u
=

1

p

�

1�
u

u0

�
�1

; u0 = p

 

=
4�p

�0
in thestandard norm alization

!

: (3.3)

Given a(rational)�-function,itisstraightforward toreduce(3.2a)tothedi�erentialequation (with

properinitialconditions)forB (u).Itisim portanttoem phasizethatthem aster(integral)equation

(3.2),aswellasitsdi�erentialcounterpart,isan equation with theonly singularpoint

x � 1�
u

u0
= 0;

which,in general,resultsin a branch pointin thesolution,B (u),atu= u0.Nearthesingularity

B (u)= x
�1
F(x) � c0

�

1�
u

u0

�
�1�p

; (3.4)

where isgiven by the�rsttwoloopsofthe�-function,see(2.4).Thus,oneobservesthatboth the

position and thenatureoftheBorelsingularity havepurely perturbativeorigin.Itisthisuniversal

singularity (3.4)thatgovernsthesam e-sign factorialgrowth ofthePT series.

Forexam ple,within them odels(2.14)onearrivesatasecond orderdi�erentialequation.In the

�rstcase(2.14a)itisahom ogeneousconuenthypergeom etricequation forthefunction F(x)= xB ,

with theinitialconditionsF(1)= 1,F 0(1)= 0.Forthesecond m odel(2.14b)B (u)isgiven by the

solution oftheinhom ogeneousBesselequation (see[3]fordetails).

Having obtained B (u),onethen hasto constructtheBorelintegral

I
PT(�)=

Z
1

0

duB (u)exp

�
u

�

�

; (3.5)

passing thesingularpoint,say,from above and to add thecondensatecontribution dueto crossing

theupper half-planeseparatrix.From theBorelplanepointofview,thelattercontribution,H (�),

asa solution ofthehom ogeneous RG equation (2.6),can bewritten (up to a factor)asan integral

ofthesam efunction B (u)alongaquasi-closed contour,nam ely,around thecutu0 < u < 1 .Thus,

thefullanswercan berepresented asasum oftwo integrals,onefrom zerotoplusin�nity (3.5)and

thesecond em bracing thecut(3.4).Theim aginary partsofthesetwo contributionsclearly cancel,

astogetherthey constitutethephysicalanswerIPH.

How m uch oftherealstu� rem ains? To addressthisproblem werestrictourselvesto a polyno-

m ial�-function ofpowern+2.In thiscaseonehasthen-th orderdi�erentialequation todeterm ine

B (u)(generalized conuenthypergeom etricequation),with theinitialconditions

pB (0)= 1;

 

d

du

! k

(p� u)B (u)

�
�
�
�
�
�
u= 0

= 0; k = 1:::n � 1:

Letusexam inethelarge u asym ptoteofthesolution.Foru! 1 equation (3.2a)reducesto

0=
h

1� �(@�1u )
i

uB (u) =) �(@�1u )uB (u) = 0 ;

which im plies

uB (u)’ d0exp

�
u

��

�

+
X

i

diexp

�
u

��i

�

: (3.6)

Here ��i6= 0 is a set ofzeroes ofthe �-function,other than the relevant one,the physical�xed

point��.Thisparticularterm should cancel,however,in thecom bination oftheordinary (PT)and
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thecontour(NP)integrals(thediscontinuity ofB (u)isa solution ofthehom ogeneousequation as

well).Otherwise,theanswerwould besingularat� = ��,which isnotthecase,sincein thevicinity

ofthe�xed pointitisanalytic:

I
PH(�)=

��

p
+ O (� � ��):

M oreover,forquite a while I(�)staysregularabove the �xed point,� > ��,beforetheRG trajec-

toriesbetray �� foranother,higherattractive point,i.e. another(unphysical)NP phase occursin

which thecoupling isneversm all(no asym ptoticfreedom ,thatis).

From thisconsideration oneconcludesthatif�� weretheonly zero,thecondensatecontribution

(contourintegral)would have to cancelthe PT integrand above the singularpointu0 com pletely.

Thisissim ply becausetherewould beno otherterm sin thesum (3.6)to m aintain theasym ptote.

Thisexplainsa m iracle ofthe �nite Borelrepresentation one obtainswithin the m odelforthe

two-loop �-function with an (anti-QCD)negative . One can getthism odelfrom (2.14a)setting

�1= 1 ( = � ���1 ). The m asterequation (3.2)forthe Borelim age then becom esthe �rstorder

di�erentialequation,

�(@u)=
1

� 
@u = ��@u ; ��

d

du
[(p� u)B (u)]+ uB (u)= 0; B (0)= 1=p: (3.7a)

Itssolution,

B (u)=
1

p

 

1�
u

p

!
�1�p

exp

�
u

��

�

�
1

p

�

1�
u

u0

�
�1+ p=��

exp

�
u

��

�

; (3.7b)

reveals explicitly the generalfeatures, nam ely,the nature ofthe singularity at u0 = p and the

expected exponentialbehaviouratin�nity.

To evaluatethecondensatecontribution one�rstputs1=�1= 0 in (2.21a)to �x

f(�)=

�
�� � �

�

�
�1=��

exp

�

�
1

�

�

:

Then,oneperform sintegration in (2.19)to obtain

C = �

Z
��

�0

d�0

�(�0)

�0

fp(�0)
=

Z
��

�0

d�0

�0(1� �0=��)

 

�� � �0

�0

! p

exp

�
p

�0

�

= �

Z
1

�1 �i0

dz(z� 1)�1+  p expfpzg =

 
e

p

! p

�(p)e
�i� p ; p = � p =

p

��
> 0:

(3.8)

Finally,

H (�)=

 
e

p

! p

�(p)e
�i� p �

�
�

�� � �

�p

exp

�

�
p

�

�

: (3.9)

This expression,upon inspection,di�ers only by sign from the part ofthe ordinary (PT) Borel

integralfrom u0 to 1 ,

H (�)= �

Z
1 + i0

u0

duB (u)exp

�

�
u

�

�

:

Asaresult,forthephysicalanswerin thism odelthe�nite-supportBorel-typerepresentation holds,

I
PH(�)=

Z u0

0

duB (u)exp

�

�
u

�

�

: (3.10)
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Thisobservation hasbeen independently m adein [5].

W enow trytoexam ineonthisexplicitexam plethestandard routineem ployed intherenorm alon

analysis.Nam ely,itisaccustom ed to take thePV ofthe standard Borelintegralswhich am ounts,

forthism odel,to taking thevalue

IB (�) � I
PH(�)� ReH (�) = I

PH(�)� f
p(�)

 
e

p

! p

�(p)cos�p: (3.11)

At the sam e tim e,the uncertainty associated with the Borelresum m ation procedure is usually

estim ated as

�I(�) =
1

2�

�
�
�
�

Z

C

duB (u)e�u=�
�
�
�
� ; (3.12)

with thecontourrunning around thecut,which in ourcaseyields

�I(�) = f
p(�)

 
e

p

! p

�(p)
1

�
jsin�pj: (3.13)

Both theerrorofthePV Borelsum m ation � B = IPH� IB and theestim ated uncertainty �Ihavethe

sam ecorrectpowerbehavior(�2=Q 2)p.However,theirrelativem agnitude,in general,m ism atches:

� B

�I
=

�

jtan�pj
; (3.14)

sothattheactualerrorcanbecom em uch largerthantheestim ated one,which happens,forexam ple,

when p isnum erically sm all
1.Theorigin ofsuch a m ism atch isreadily understood [3].

It is worthwhile to m ention another interesting feature ofan interplay between PT and NP

contributions. Nam ely,when p happensto be a positive integer,the singularity (3.4)disappears

and B (u) rem ains analytic in the entire com plex u-plane. There is no am biguity in chosing the

path ofintegration,and the Borelsum m ation yieldsunam biguous{ butincorrect{ result! W hat

ism ore intriguing from the viewpointofthe naive PT analysisisthatthe factorialgrowth ofthe

coe�cientsin theexpansion ofI(�)disappears:

an � n
p�1 (��)�n : (3.15)

Resum m ation ofthe\subleading" 1=n correctionsto theasym ptoteofan killsfactorialsaltogether.

Analyzing m ere perturbative seriesone would notinferany de�ciency ofthe expansion,although

thepresenceofthe\NP condensate" hasbeen dem onstrated explicitly.

Forillustration,in thesim plestcasep= 1 onehas

I(�) =
� ��

p(�� � �)

�

1 � exp

�

1�
��

�

��

: (3.16)

The�rstterm iswhatonegetsbythePT sum m ation whereasthesecond oneistheNP contribution.

Theform erism erely a geom etricseriesin �,showing no indication ofNP e�ects.Thelatterterm ,

on the contrary,hasliterally no PT expansion. In general,however,the situation isdi�erentand

such an apparent splitting is absent,so that PT and NP pieces cannot be explicitly separated.

It is just the genuine case ofintrinsically m ixed PT and NP contributions when the PT series

norm ally send them essage,via IR renorm alons,aboutthepresenceofthenon-perturbativee�ects.

1W eparenthetically notethatitisactually thecaseforthelim it�0 ! 1 (ornf ! � 1 ),viz.,onegets � 1=nf

if assum es that the higher order term s in the �-function can be in turn obtained by only the leading in 1=nf

contributions,though literally onegetspositive.
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Notice,thatfora generic �-function (n> 1)an integer doesnotm ean analyticity:u0 becom esa

logarithm icbranch pointofB (u).

A curiousobservation isthatforagiven (polynom ial)�-function onecan constructapolynom ial

Pn(�(k
2)) to replace �(k2) in the de�nition ofthe \observable" (2.1),such that B (u) becom es

analytic and,thus,the PT expansion factorial-free [3]. However,such a construction provesto be

non-universalwith respectto p.

Inconclusion,letusm entionthatanattractivescenarioofthe�nite-supportBorelrepresentation

yielding IPH(�)analyticeverywhere butat� = 0,isa peculiarproperty oftheoversim pli�ed two-

loop m odel. Elsewhere such a possibility m ay accidentally occuronly atspeci�c,contrived values

ofthe param eters. However,thiswould hold,once again,forone particularvalue ofp,while for

observableswiththecanonicaldim ensionotherthan2pthecontributionfrom u> u0 getsresurrected.

Thereforeweconsidersuch an accidentcarrying no physicalsigni�cance.

4 Toy O PE for the Toy m odel

ForshortdistanceEuclidean observablestheW ilson OPE isknown to providea properfram ework

fordescribing powersuppressed e�ects.Itautom atically cures,onceand forever,theIR renorm alon

troublefortheprice ofm odifying perturbativecoe�cients[6].Thelatterarechanged only a little

in low ordersbutbecom ecom pletely di�erentatn! 1 .How doesithappen within ourtoy m odel?

TheanalogoftheOPE forI(�)isintroducinganorm alizationpoint�2 � Q 2 (butstillbelonging

to thesm allcoupling dom ain)and considering

I(�) = I
ld

� (�) + I
sd

� (�) �

Z �2

0

dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! p

�(k2) +

Z Q 2

�2

dk2

k2

 

k2

Q 2

! p

�(k2) : (4.1)

Now onetreatsperturbatively only theIsd(�)part.Followingtheaboveanalysis,wewanttostudy

analyticpropertiesofIsd(�)at�= 0.Itisim portantthat� iskept�xed so that�(� 2)dependson

� via
Z

�(� 2)

�

d�0

� �(�0)
= log

Q 2

�2
= � : (4.2)

It im plies that the RG trajectories em ployed for calculating Isd� (�) are always ofthe �xed �nite

tim einterval� = logQ2=�2.Thisiswhatm akesthecrucialdi�erence:Isd(�)isan analytic function

at�= 0 with a �niteradiusofconvergence!

In reality,one isinterested in a propervalue of� necessary forthe OPE which,forpractical

reasons,isdesired tobeaslow aspossible.Oneshould bearin m ind thatnow thecoe�cientsofthe

perturbativeseriesforIsd� depend explicitly on theratio�2=Q 2.Undersuch circum stancesacritical

m om entum scale�sh em erges[3]such thattheseriesconvergefor�< �(�
2)if� ischosen above�sh,

and diverge(forsu�ciently sm all�,thatis,largeln(Q 2=�2);sic!)if�< �sh.W edenotethevalueof

thecoupling corresponding to thisscaleby �sh = �(�sh)< ��.Leaving asidetiny detailsconcerning

perverted �-functions[3],onecan determ inethisOPE-borderlinevaluesolving theequation

Re

Z
1

�sh

d�0

� �(�0)
= 0; (4.3)

where the integration contourtravelsto in�nity along a separatrix. Such an equation alwayshas

a unique solution between zero and ��. In a generalcase when the structure ofzeroesisrich and

thereisa setofseparatrices,oneshould takethem inim alsolution.(Singularitiesofthe�-function,

ifany,should also beconsidered,with theposition ofthesingularity replacing 1 in theintegralin
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(4.3)).Forexam ple,in thetwo-loop m odel(3.7)oneobtains�sh ’ 0:782��.Forthem odel(2.14b)

with = 0,discussed in [7],�sh = h�1 .

Borelnon-sum m ability in I within theOPE liesin thesecond,largedistance,pieceIld� ,which,

ofcourse,cannotbe even dream ed to be calculated in term sof� expansion. Thiscontribution is

explicitly associated with theparticular,physical,phase.

W enotethatanattem pttodotheOPE withoutan IR cuto�,i.e.putting�! 0(or,equivalently,

using Dim ensionalRegularization to \renorm alize" the power convergent integrals like I) m eans

calculatingIPT(�)insteadofIsd� (�),andleavingonlyH (�)inI
ld
� (�).Inotherwords,itisanattem pt

to entirely subtract\perturbativecorrections" from Ild.Itisjustthisaction thatgeneratestheIR

renorm alonsin the coe�cientfunctionsm aking them uncalculable. Aslong asthe exactanalytic

expression forI(�)isknown,such aroutineseem ingly doesnotposeparticularproblem s.However,

in practicalapplications it looks rather dangerous when m ultiloop corrections are incorporated.

Indeed,consider forexam ple the Q 2-dependence ofthe observable. Translating the behaviour in

�(Q 2)into theQ 2-dependenceone�ndsa sm ooth behaviourofI atsm allQ 2:

I(�(Q 2)) ’
��

p
+

1

p+ �

 

Q 2

�2
Q CD

! �

; � �
d�(�)

d�

�
�
�
�
�
�= ��

> 0; for Q < �Q CD : (4.4)

On thecontrary,according to(2.20),both the\perturbative" and \purely non-perturbative" parts,

taken separately,aresingular:

I
PT(�(Q 2)) � H (�(Q2)) /

 
�2
Q CD

Q 2

! p

: (4.5)

Therefore,the naive Borelresum m ation typically yieldsa strongly corrupted picture ofthe actual

scaleoflong distancephenom ena.W ewillreturn to thisim portantpointin [3].

5 C onclusions

W eargued thattheIR renorm alonshaveatransparentm athem aticalorigin and areassociated with

em ploying the sam e short distance coupling as an expansion param eter fordescribing physics at

both large and sm allscales. They do not actually show what happens at low m om entum scales

butonly send a m essage thatsom ething m ay happen there. Inspired by thisidea [9] we studied a

sim pli�ed m odelforhard QCD observablesin which allthedetailsofstrongdynam icsareem bodied

into an IR non-trivial�-function.

W eexplicitly showed that,contrary toaratherpopularbelieve,IR renorm alonsarenotdirectly

related to the Landau singularity in the running coupling. Even ifitfreezesata sm allvalue,the

sam e-sign factorialgrowth ofthePT coe�cientsrem ainsintact.Atthesam etim e,therearecurious

exam pleswhen no IR renorm alon isaround (thePT seriesconverges!) butthePT expansion isas

de�cientasin a generalcase.

Theposition and thenatureoftheIR renorm alon singularitiesaredeterm ined by the�rsttwo

coe�cientsofthe �-function,i.e.aregoverned by thedeep PT dom ain.The true origin ofthe IR

renorm alonsisrooted in a non-trivialphasestructureofQCD.

W e exam ined how wellcan renorm alonsrepresent,in general,the actuallong distance e�ects

and found them unsatisfactory in m any im portantrespectsincluding the absolute m agnitude,an

estim ateofincom pletenessofthepurely PT approxim ation and thesteepnessoftheQ 2-dependence

in thetransition regim efrom shortdistancesto thestrong interaction dom ain.
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Asfarastheultravioletrenorm alonsareconcerned,in thefram ework ofourm odelthey appear

in theobservablesrepresented by an integral

U(�)=

Z
1

Q 2

dk2

k2

 

Q 2

k2

! p

�(k2): (5.1)

Straightforward application ofthe analysisoutlined in the presentpapershowsthatU isanalytic

at sm all� except for only a narrow beak around the realnegative axis. Therefore, its Borel

resum m ation yields the correct result. This being a positive statem ent,we are not sure ofhow

heavily doesthe conclusion rely on particularfeatures ofthe oversim pli�ed m odel. Therefore we

refrain from de�niteclaim sofitsapplicability to actualQCD.

W hen this paperwas in writing we learned aboutthe preprint by G.Grunberg [5]where the

�nitesupportBorelrepresentation hasbeen constructed forthetwo-loop (\non-QCD")�-function,

in agreem entwith our�nding.
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