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A bstract

W e describe som e wayshow higherordercorrectionscan revealthem selvesifintegrated

overtheinfrared region.W e show thatin di� erentrenorm alization group (RG)schem es

and for som e observables one has no factorialdivergences. W e argue that for treating

things in the infrared region it is preferable to start with a RG schem e without the

infrared Landau polein therunningcouplingconstant.Theuncertaintiesforthe� lepton

width resulting from accounting forhigherordercorrectionsarediscussed.

W ith new high ordercorrectionsofperturbation theory hardly available anym ore in

cases like e+ e� annihilation or � lepton width [1]it is tem pting to speculate on the

generalstructure ofseries within perturbation theory (PT) [2,3,4]. Som e attention

hasbeen recently paid to possible factorialdivergencesin PT seriesforobservablesthat

include integration overan infrared region in m om entum space [5,6,7,8]. Atthe level

ofdiagram s within PT it happens to any observable and the factorialdivergence due

to the sim ple bubble chain diagram s is predicted. In fact this prediction is not well

justi� ed in QCD because ofthe choice ofa particular subset ofdiagram s and even of

thespecialcontributions(nonabelianization [9]).Nextterm sofPT expansion can cancel

these divergences because such term s becom e large at sm allm om enta and can not be

treated ascorrections.In QED thereisa form alparam eterforordering diagram swithin

the 1=N f expansion and the statem entaboutthe factorialgrowth ofcoe� cients can be

con� rm ed by direct com putation [10]but it is known also that QED within the 1=Nf

expansion haspractically no sense atalland using itasa guide forgeneralstructure of

QCD isnotwellgrounded.

In thispaperweconsidersom eobservablesthatarerepresented by integralsoverthe

infrared region and give severalways to de� ne them using the freedom ofchoice ofthe

RG schem e.Them ain conclusion wedraw isthattheresultsofintegration can easily be

m adewellde� ned withoutany nonperturbative(in astrictly de� ned sense)contributions.

Theseresultsaream biguousto thesam edegreeasany ordinary PT series,num erically it

can be im portantbecause in the infrared region the coupling constantbecom eslarge in

m ostof\natural" RG schem es.Howeveritcan bem adesm allaswellby som eparticular

choiceofextrapolation to low m om enta.

The paper is organized as follows. First we de� ne our m ain object as an integral

ofsom e PT expansion overinfrared region and show thatthe corresponding expression
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can contain no factorialsdepending on the integrand.Even with the sim plestversion of

RG analysis including only the leading � function and sum m ation ofleading log’s,the

Landau ghost contributions to di� erent orders in �s can canceleach other. This leads

usto conclusion thatinfrared renorm alonsorfactorialgrowth ofcoe� cientsdueto som e

infrared integration hasno invariantm eaning.

Next we present a num ber ofexam ples where integrals are wellde� ned and discuss

theirpropertiesasfunctionsoftheboundary valueofthecoupling �s(s).Itisshown that

integralscan beanalyticornonanalyticin �s(s)in thevicinity of�s(s)= 0depending on

a � function used.So,extrapolation ofPT evolution to low energy dom ain can be done

in di� erentwaysand theresultsvary strongly.

Thesetwo partsaccom plish ourtheoreticalconsideration oftheproblem with conclu-

sion thatnothing de� nite can be said aboutthe structure ofhigherorderterm son the

basisofsom esubsetofdiagram s.

Then wego to practicalapplicationsand estim ateuncertaintiesoftheoreticalpredic-

tionsforthe � lepton width when di� erentapproachesforde� ning the integration over

infrared region are used. This problem has been widely discussed in the literature (as

recent references see,e.g. [11,12,13]) so we lim it ourselves to qualitatively di� erent

versions ofchanging RG schem es only. The basic (or naive) schem e is one where only

self-consistentnum berofterm softhe expansion in the coupling constantiskept. Note

that adding allterm s proportionalto RG log’s can produce any answer { just the re-

 ection ofthe Landau singularity. Then we use the K schem e [14,15,16]where there

areno correctionsto R(s)and thecorresponding � function in three-loop approxim ation

acquiresan infrared � xed pointso thatthecoupling constantcan beextrapolated to the

origin withoutany singularity.

Finallyweproposeasetofschem esthatregularizetheinfraredbehaviorofthecoupling

constantin generaland allow onetouseany referenceschem eforhigh energy dom ain.All

theseschem esarelegaland perturbatively equivalentathigh energies.Theuncertainties

thatcom efrom low energy region arequiteessentialasourstudy shows.

Thusthem ain objectofourinterestistheexpression oftheform

F(s)=
1

s

Z s

0

�(t)!(t)dt (1)

where�(t)isgiven by a PT expansion

�(t)= �s(t)+ :::

while!(t)isa kinem aticalfactorsm ooth in theintegration region.Expression (1)enters

the� niteenergysum rulesanalysis[17].W edonotdwellupon thepeculiaritiesconnected

with theanalyticcontinuation [18,19]and considereq.(1)asa form alexpression.Note
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thatthe form ulation with the help ofintegration along the circle in the com plex plane

does not help m uch by itselfbecause RG im proved expressions for PT approxim ations

ofphysicalquantitieshave wrong analyticalpropertiesso the spurioussingularitiesgive

contributionsto physicalresults[20].

W erestrictourselvesto thecaseof!(t)= 1 and com pare

F(s)=
1

s

Z s

0

�(t)dt and �(s)= � s(s)+ :::

Fortechnicalconvenience we introduce a new notation forthe coupling constanta(s)=

�0�s(s)so thatasym ptotically a(s)! (ln(s=�2))�1 when s ! 1 . A RG equation for

ourrescaled coupling constanta(s)reads

s
d

ds
a(s)= �(a)= �a

2(1+ ca
2 + c1a

3 + :::) (2)

with rescaled values ofcoe� cients c = 64=81,c1 = 3863=4374 for nf = 3 in the M S

renorm alization schem e [21].

Taking�(t)= a(t)we� nd thefactorialgrowth ofcoe� cientsofa(s)expansion ofF(s)

thatre ectsthepresenceofinfrared Landau ghost(ordivergenceoftheform alseriesfor

theintegrand)

F(s)=
1

s

Z s

0

a(t)dt= a(s)

1X

n= 0

a
n(s)n!; a(s)> 0 (3)

wherein theleading approxim ation

a(t)=
a(s)

1� a(s)ln(s=t)
= a(s)

1X

n= 0

a
n(s)lnn(s=t): (4)

Lastequality in eq.(4)isform aland valid only within theconvergencecircleofthepower

series ja(s)ln(s=t)j< 1,the use ofthis equality outside the convergence circle leads to

allproblem s offactorialgrowth. Factorials can be canceled by higher order term s in

the integrand �(t). Indeed,for�(t) = a(t)+ ka2(t) we � nd fora sim pli� ed � function

�(a)= �a2 with c= 0 thatcorrespondsto nf � 8

1

s

Z
s

0

�

a(t)+ ka
2(t)

�

dt= a(s)+ a(s)(1+ k)

1X

n= 1

a
n(s)n!: (5)

Ifk = �1 thereareno factorialsin theexpression oftheform (3)and only � rstterm sur-

vives.Thushigherordercorrectionsto theintegrand can drastically changethesituation

with factorials.Itisnaturalbecause factorialscom e from the region where higherorder

correctionsarenotsm alland com parable(even m uch larger)than leading contributions.

In general,we� nd forintegralsoftheinvariantchargegiven by eq.(4)

1

s

Z s

0

a(t)pdt=
a(s)p

(p� 1)!

1X

n= 0

(n + p� 1)!an(s)
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and for�(t)= a(t)
P

N
p= 0�pa

p(t)

1

s

Z s

0

�(t)dt= a(s)

NX

p= 0

�p

p!

1X

n= p

a
n(s)n!

= a(s)

1X

n= N

a
n(s)n!

NX

p= 0

�p

p!
+ a(s)

NX

p= 0

�p

p!

N �1X

n= p

a
n(s)n!:

Thelastaddendum isa� nitesum (ananalogofa(s)ineq.(5))whilethecoe� cientinfront

ofthein� nitesum with factorialterm sisa linearcom bination m adefrom thecoe� cients

�p ofthe observable �(t). Inclusion ofnonvanishing coe� cientsofhigherorderterm sof

the � function is straightforward and only leads to extended com binatorics leaving the

statem ent aboutthe factorialgrowth unchanged ifa � function keeps to be negatively

de� ned foralla.Even ifthefactorialgrowth persists(notcom pletecancelation between

contributionsfrom di� erentorders)itscoe� cient(thestrength)isdeterm ined by a linear

com bination ofcoe� cients �n com ing from allorders. It is a consequence ofthe fact

that at low energy the form alordering with a(s) is invalid and allorders contribute a

com parable am ountto the coe� cientoffactorial. In otherwords,factorialsappeardue

to RG log’sbutin higherorderscoe� cientsoftheselog’scontain notonly the� function

coe� cients but lower order term s ofobservables them selves. So the behavior at large

ordersofPT forthe integralcan notbe � xed withoutknowing the whole seriesforthe

�(t)thatishopeless. The � nite seriesfora � function in schem es like ’tHooft’sone is

illusion { itisstilla nonperturbativestatem entaboutvanishing coe� cientsin allorders.

Now wego overto exam pleswithouttheLandau ghostin theinfrared region thatare

free ofany problem swith integration orfactorialgrowth. The purpose can be achieved

with di� erentm eans.In higherordersa�function can havea� xed pointin som eschem e.

Thishappensfore+ e� annihilation in third orderin K schem e withoutcorrections. Or

one can write down som e new � functionsthatare de� ned atallvaluesofcoupling and

determ ineitsevolution forallm om enta in a sm ooth way.

W estartwith thesecond option and considerthem odel� function [20]

�(a)= �
a2

1+ �a2
; �> 0 (6)

while�as(a)= �a2 + :::Then theRG equation (2)hasa solution

a(z)=
�ln z

� 2
+
q

ln2 z

� 2
+ 4�

2�
(7)

and the unphysicalpoleatz = �2 oftheasym ptotic solution aas(z)= (ln(z=�2))�1 dis-

appears.Thus,theparticularway ofsum m ing an in� nitenum berofspeci� cperturbative
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term sforthe� function can cure theLandau poleproblem .Letusstressthatthereare

no nonperturbative term sadded butthe freedom ofchoosing a renorm alization schem e

for an in� nite series was used instead. This is however beyond the form alfram ework

ofperturbation theory where only � nite orderpolynom ialsin the coupling constantare

allowed asexpressionsforany quantity.

Form ula (6)can beconsidered eitherasa purePT resultin som eparticularRG after

an in� niteresum m ation orasa sortofPadeapproxim ation ofsom ereal� function that

m ight include nonperturbative term s as well. The only im portant point for us here is

thattherunning coupling obeying theRG equation with such a � function hasa sm ooth

continuation to theinfrared region.

The e� ective charge given by eq.(7) has a correct asym ptotic behavior at z ! 1

and no singularity in the whole com plex plane with a cut along the positive sem iaxis

ifone considersitasa running coupling constantin Euclidean space. These properties

m ake it a good expansion param eter for physicalobservables that obey the dispersion

relation becauseithasa properanalyticbehaviorunlike theasym ptoticchargewith the

Landau pole. Note thatthisschem e doesnotsolve the problem ofstrong coupling and

even failsto bypassthisproblem when the expansion foran observable isalternate and

higherorderterm scan m akeitnegativeatsm allenough sthatcan contradictspectrality

forobservablesofthe type ofcross-sections. Because the expansion param eterbecom es

large in infrared region the polynom ialapproxim ation is invalid in this dom ain. Here

we encountera particularcase ofthe generalsituation thatthe expansion in unphysical

param eter�s isincorrectand theproperway ofaction isto expand onephysicalquantity

through another. Such form ulation ofPT is physically m ore justi� ed. The use ofK

schem e isa particularexam pleofthisapproach.

Now weturn to theconsideration ofthestructureofexpressionsoftheform (1)with

di� erent extrapolation ofthe running coupling to infrared region. In general,the RG

equation for

F(s)=
1

s

Z
s

0

a(t)dt

hastheform

F(a)+ �(a)F 0(a)= a (8)

and thesolution ofthisdi� erentialequation can befound with quadraturesbecauseitis

a lineardi� erentialequation ofthe� rstorder.Atsim ple� functionslike�(a)= �a2 the

solution oftheRG equation (an integralcurve)� xed by theboundary condition a(s)! 0

ats ! 1 can notbe continued to the points = 0. The integralcurve goesonly until

s= �2 wherethereisaverticalasym ptote.New inform ation isnecessary forcontinuation
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ofthesolution to theorigin.Considernow an exam plewith

�(a)=
�a2

1+ 2a
; a > 0: (9)

In thiscase the interval(0;1 )in s ism apped uniquely to the interval(0;1 )in a and

the solution can be uniquely continued to the origin. Stilla specialconsideration of

sm alls region is necessary to determ ine the correct contribution ofthe solution ofthe

hom ogeneousequation.W e� nd

F(a)= a+ a
2 + � F(a)

where� F(a)isa solution ofthehom ogeneousequation

F(a)+ �(a)F 0(a)= 0 (10)

� F(a)= F0a
2
exp(�

1

a
):

Coe� cientF0 isdeterm ined from theinfrared region to beF0 = �1.Theresultis

F = a+ a
2
� a

2
exp(�

1

a
):

Thisresultcan beobtained by explicitintegration aswell.Nam ely,theRG equation for

thee� ectivechargeofeq.(9)isgiven by

ln(s=�2)=
1

a
� 2lna

and F(s)can berewritten as(a0 � a(s))

F(s)� F(a0)= e
�(

1

a0

�2lna 0)

Z
1

a0

ae
(
1

a
�2lna)(

1

a2
+ 2

1

a
)da

= e
�(

1

a0

�2lna 0)

Z
1=a0

0

e
�(�+ 2)d�= a0 + a

2

0
(1� e

�
1

a0 ):

The lastterm givesthe \condensate" contribution to F(s)ata0 ! 0 (s ! 1 ). Up to

logarithm iccorrections

F
cond(s)�

�2

s
:

Atsm alls thee� ective chargerunsasa(s)� � =
p
s and

F(s)� �
2�
p
s
:

Notethatthe�function (9)doesnotregularizethewholephysicalquantity:higherorder

term sin theexpansion (likea2)can benonintegrable.In thisparticularexam pleitisthe

case.
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This sim ple exam ple shows that for a reasonable de� nition ofthe evolution in the

infrared region factorialsareabsentin the expansion. The lastterm cannotbe detected

ifthe equation (8)isintegrated by seriesneara = 0. Indeed,forF(a)=
P

k= 1fka
k one

hasforeq.(8)with � function (9)

f1 = 1; f2 = 1; fk � (k� 3)fk�1 = 0; k > 2:

Thus,fk = 0,k > 2. Note that the last equation would lead to factorialgrowth but

instead allhigherordercoe� cientsvanish.

To study higher orders ofPT the Boreltransform ation is often used. The Borel

analysisforthisexam plegoesasfollows

F(a)=

Z
1

0

e
�

�

a B (�)d� (11)

and theBorelim ageB (x)is

B (x)= 1+ �(x � 1)+ x�(1� x): (12)

So the PT series with allcoe� cients known stilldoes not allow to restore the exact

answerthrough Borelsum m ation. A naive Borelim age forpolynom ialsfrom de� nition

(11) behaves as B (x) =
P

k= 1fkx
k=(k � 1)!that is correct at sm allx and com pletely

wrong atlargex and hasnothing to do with theexactone(12).Being rewritten as

B (x)= 1+ x + (1� x)�(x � 1) (13)

the resultshowsthatBorelim age issingular(nondi� erentiable)atx = 1 though thisis

nota polesingularity.

Thecorresponding exam plewith � function (6)can bewritten asfollows

F(s)= a+
�

3
a
3 =

1

s

Z s

0

(a� a
2 +

�

3
a
3)ds:

TheRG equation ofthetype(8)can beintegrated byseriesbutthehom ogeneousequation

(10) has no solution satisfying the boundary conditions at sm alls (constraint on the

growth).Tounderstand thisfeaturewenotethatatsm allstherunningcouplingbehaves

likea(s)� ��1 ln(� =s)and afterintegration thelogarithm icbehaviorsurvives.Asforthe

solution ofthehom ogeneousequation itcontainsa factor

exp(�
1

a
+ �a)

thatisnotlogarithm icatsm alls(a ! 1 )and can notappearin theresultingexpression.

In contrasttothepreviousexam pleallpowersofthee� ectivecouplingareintegrablehere.

Therateofincreaseishoweverquitelargeforhigherorderterm s.
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Now we de� ne a setofschem es thatprovide a sm ooth extrapolation to the infrared

region thatarea directgeneralization ofthe m odel(9).The �schem e isdeterm ined by

the� function

��(a)=
�(a)

1� �an�(a)
(14)

where �(a) is a � function in a reference schem e,M S for instance. The form (14) is

chosen becauseofpracticalconvenienceonly { itrequiresno m orework ascorresponding

referenceschem e and elim inatestheLandau polein infrared region.

The � function given by eq.(14)isbounded atlargea and eq.(2)hasa solution for

a(z)thatisde� ned on the whole positive sem iaxisand isfree ofthe Landau pole. The

absence ofsingularities (Landau ghost) allows one to use the evolution ofcoupling till

the origin and destroys the m athem aticalpart ofthe reasoning ofref. [5]about Borel

nonsum m ability and also Parisi’sconjecture[22]lookswrong in thisparticularschem e.

The solution ofthe type (7)can be rewritten withoutusing � in a m ore traditional

form through som e interm ediate energy scale � [20]. The param eter � has no special

m eaning anym ore as a position ofthe pole ofthe running coupling. Thus,in the pure

PT fram ework one can elim inate the Landau pole ofthe coupling using the freedom of

the renorm alization schem e choice. The sm ooth coupling however doesnotrequire any

nonperturbativee� ectsto regularizetheintegralsin which itappears.

The solution to the RG equation forthe invariant charge in the � schem e is sim ple

becauseitisclosely related to theM S running coupling

ln(s=�2)= � (a)� �
an+ 1

n + 1
(15)

where

� (a)�

Z a dx

�(x)

and thenorm alization ischosen in theform

� (a)=
1

a
� cln(

1

a
+ c)+

Z a

0

 
1

�(�)
�

1

�(2)(�)

!

d� (16)

with �(2)(a)= �a2(1+ ca).Thisgivesthe standard de� nition ofthe param eter� to be

�
M S
.Two chargesareconnected through

a� = a�
�

n + 1
a
n+ 3 + o(an+ 3):

The exact connection can be found from eq.(15). So,for n > 1 they coincide for all

observablesbecausein practicethereareno calculation beyond thethird order.

Stillifthecorrespondingexpansion ofaphysicalobservableisalternative,higherorder

correctionscan m akethephysicalquantity negativein som epartoftheintegration region.

In thissensetheapproach doesnotgivethefullregularization.
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Concluding the theoreticalpart ofthe paper we state that there are di� erent ways

to bypass the problem offactorialgrowth ofcoe� cients forintegrals from physicalob-

servables. The sim ple change ofRG schem e within PT in high energy region can allow

a sm ooth extrapolation ofthee� ective chargeinto low energy dom ain thatm akesallin-

tegralswellde� ned.Thechangeofschem eleadsto num ericaluncertaintiesin prediction

thatisacom m on featureofanyPT result.W enow considertheseuncertaintiesforpredic-

tionsofthe� lepton width orfortheparam eter�s(m
2
�)extracted from experim entaldata

on thiswidth.W estressthatwelim itourselvesonly to \qualitatively" di� erentschem es

thatdescribe di� erentinfrared behaviorofan invariantcharge.W edo notdiscusssm all

variation ofschem eswithin thequalitatively equivalentclass.

Theexpression forthe� lepton width hastheform [23]

R � =

Z
m 2

�

0

ds

m 2
�

2(1�
s

m 2
�

)2(1+ 2
s

m 2
�

)R(s) (17)

with R(s)given by

R(s)= 3(1+
�s(s)

�
+ :::):

Using theexperim entalvalue(asa recentreference,see[11])

R
exp
� = 3:645� 0:024 (18)

and writing

R � = 3(1+
�

�0
r�)

we� nd

r� = a(�2)+ ::: and r
exp
� = :4838� 0:018:

First,for the sake ofcom pleteness and for purposes ofnorm alization we com pute the

naiveRG resultthatcorrespondsto keeping only threeterm sofexpansion in a(�2)with

explicitRG logarithm s.Having rewritten R(s)as

R(s)= 3(1+
�

�0
r(s));

one gets forproperly norm alized QCD contribution (we do not discuss any corrections

duetoelectroweak interactionsand takethisprocessonly fordem onstration oftheoretical

uncertaintiesstem m ing from thechoiceofRG schem e in QCD)

r(s)= a(�2)+ a
2(�2)(k1 + L)+ a

3(�2)(k2 + L(c+ 2k1)+ L
2) (19)

with k1 = 0:7288,k2 = �2:0314 [24,25],L = ln
�2

s
.Introducing norm alized m om ents

rN = (N + 1)

Z m 2

�

0

ds

m 2
�

 
s

m 2
�

! N

�(a)

9



wegetthewellknown result

r� = 2(r0 � r2 + r3=2)

and

(N + 1)

Z
1

0

x
N (�lnx)pdx =

p!

(N + 1)p
:

Thisgives

rN = a+ a
2

�

k1 +
1

N + 1

�

+ a
3

 

k2 +
c+ 2k1

N + 1
+

2

(N + 1)2

!

: (20)

Collecting alltogetherwegettheresult

r� = a+ (k1 + �1)a
2 + (k2 + (c+ 2k1)�1 + �2)a

3
� a+ k

0

1
a
2 + k

0

2
a
3 (21)

where�1 = 19=12,�2 = 265=72.Theequation fordeterm ination �s(m
2
�)reads

r� = r
exp
� = 0:4838� 0:018: (22)

W e have two optionshere: to solve equation (22)with the theoreticalexpression forr�

given by eq.(refresultth)exactly orperturbatively.Exactansweris

a = 0:253� 0:006 and �s(m
2

�)= 0:353� 0:008:

Perturbativem ethod gives

a(m 2

�)= r� � k
0

1
r
2

� � (k0
2
� 2(k0

1
)2)r3� + O (r4�)

= r� � (k1 + �1)r
2

� � (k2 + (c+ 2k1)�1 + �2 � 2(k1 + �1)
2)r3� + O (r4�)= 0:564� 0:046

and

�s(m
2

�)=
4�

9
a(m 2

�)= 0:787� 0:063:

Both results are purely perturbative and the errors re ect only the experim entalerror

with thetheoreticalprocedurebeing strictly � xed.W edo notconsiderany optionswith

choice ofRG without introducing any qualitative change. W e also do not discuss any

keeping additionalterm sknown dueto RG (like�nsln
n(�2=s)).

Ourlastrem ark hereisto form ulatetheresultin a RG invariantway in thespiritof

ref.[26]. The sim plest (notunique)way isto express the integralthrough the value of

integrand taken attheend point.Ifr(s)= a+ k1a
2 + k2a

3 then

1

s

Z s

0

r(t)dt= r(s)+ r(s)2 + (c+ 2)r(s)3 (23)

and forthe� lepton width we� nd

r� = r(s)+ �1r(s)
2 + (�1c+ �2)r(s)

3 = r(s)+
19

12
r(s)2 +

�
19

12
c+

265

72

�

r(s)3: (24)
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Eq.(24)correspondsto the spiritofPT in thatrespectthatitgivesthe directrelation

between twom easurablequantities.Asfornum ericalvalues,theexactsolution isr(m 2
�)=

0:270whiletheperturbativeoneisrP T(m 2
�)= 0:123.Forcorrespondingcouplingswe� nd

�P Ts (m 2
�)= 0:164and �exacts (m 2

�)= 0:359.So,thesetwoobservablesarepoorly connected

by PT relation thatm eansthatthe operation ofintegration disturbsthe PT expansion

forr(s)strongly.From form ula (23)and integration rulesforlog’swe deduce thatlarge

contributionsofinfrared region should besuppressed,i.e.only com putation ofhigh order

m om entsareallowed asa PT operation.Forthreeordersofcoupling constantexpansion

and fortheN th orderm om entwerequire thatthechange ofcoe� cientswould besm all

enough

rN (r)= r+
1

N + 1
r
2 +

 
c

N + 1
+

2

(N + 1)2

!

r
3
: (25)

Thisrelation (25)doesnotincludeany coe� cientski oftheexpansion ofr in unphysical

param eter �
M S

and re ects only the in uence ofintegration. Requiring this in uence

to be perturbative we get N > 1 � 2 for particular values ofr and c. The estim ate

depends on the num ber ofRG log’skept forthe expansion: the m ore log’skept in the

expansion the largerthe low lim itform om ents rem aining perturbatively related to the

integrand. This exam ple again shows that the M S coupling constant is arti� cial(and

auxiliary) quantity. And with integration over regions where PT series is invalid the

integration m easure can notbe chosen arbitrary. Ofcourse,num erically thisparticular

com putation can be m ade m ore appropriate by choosing som e interm ediate points� for

norm alization instead ofthe end point and by using r(s�),s� < m 2
� as an expansion

param eter for the integral. This m ethod would correspond to one ofref.[27,28]but

for � xed order ofm om ent s� approaches to �2 ifhigher orders oflog’s would be kept.

Still,such a form ulation ofthe calculation ism ore physicalone because itconnectstwo

m easurablequantitiesdirectly withoutinterm ediate thingslike�M S.Thevalidity ofPT

expansion in this case m eans that two quantities com m ensurate and can be a m easure

for each other. W e see that integration through infrared region violates this property

unless the weight function isproperly chosen. The choice depends also on the orderof

PT:athigherordersthesuppression m ustbelarger.So,theresultofintegration and the

integrand are poorly connected by PT.Ifwe had only higherm om ents (say,third one)

forthewidth thesituation would bedi� erentforthisparticularorderofPT.

In fact,the m ostsuccessfulm ethod in thisfram ework would be the Stevenson’s ap-

proach [29,30]thatrequiresan independentoptim ization fortheintegralasan indepen-

dentPT quantity. Being extrem ely  exible itcreatesthe bestschem e forevery process

and every orderofPT independently. W e did notcheck however whether this m ethod

givestheconvergentanswerfortheproblem athand.
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Nextweconsiderm ethodsthatallow tointegrateafterapplyingtheRG thatisbeyond

thescopeofconventionalPT.

First,inthree-loopapproxim ationintheK schem ethereisa� xedpointfortherunning

couplingand consequently thereisnoLandau poleproblem .Nam ely,in theschem ewhere

thereareno correctionsto r(s)therunning coupling reads

r(s)� aK = a+ k1a
2 + k2a

3

whilethe� function in thisschem eis

�K (aK )= �a
2

K (1+ caK + (c1 � ck1 � k
2

1
+ k2)a

2

K + :::)� �a
2

K (1+ caK + c
0

1
a
2

K + :::)

with c01 = �2:2552.Fixed pointisgiven by theequation

1+ caK + c
0

1a
2

K = 0

with the solution aK = 0:8637,and (�s)K = (4�=9)aK = 1:206. The relation between

coupling in K and M S schem esis

aK = a+ k1a
2 + k2a

3
; a = aK � k1a

2

K � (k2 � 2k21)a
3

K :

Then theprocedureisasfollows.W ecom puteintegralsexactly an � nd

�s(m
2

�)K = 0:380� 0:013: (26)

Com putation ofM S coupling constantgivestwo answersagain

�s(m
2

�)
exact= 0:361� 0:014

a(m 2

�)
pol= aK (m

2

�)� k1a
2

K (m
2

�)� (k2 � 2k2
1
)a3K (m

2

�);

�s(m
2

�)
pol=

4�

9
a(m 2

�)
pol= 0:392� 0:017:

Note thatthe di� erence between them islargerthan the uncertainty due to the experi-

m entalerrorand two intervalshardly overlap.

Finally,wegivetheresultsinour�schem eanalysisthatism oregeneralanduniversally

applicableto integration in any basicschem easwell.Thisisa generalization ofthe� xed

pointapproach.

Thespectraldensity in �schem e (with n = 0)up to third orderis

�(s)= a� + k1a
2

� + (k2 + �)a3

�;

a� = a� �a
3
; a = a� + �a

3

�:
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Theexpansion of� function reads

�(a�)= �a
2

�(1+ ca� + (c1 � �)a2

� + :::)

so introducing � isequivalentathigh energiesto change ofc1. Atlow energieshowever

they aredi� erent.

Integration form om entscan beeasily rewritten in term ofthechargeitself

rN = (N + 1)

Z m 2

�

0

ds

m 2
�

(
s

m 2
�

)N �(a)

= (N + 1)

Z
a�

1

exp(N + 1)(� (�)� ��� � (a�)+ �a�)(
1

�(�)
� �)�(�)d�:

Introducing thevariable�= 1=� wegetthepracticalversion

rN = (N + 1)

Z
a
� 1

�

0

exp(N + 1)(� (��1 )� ��
�1
� � (a�)+ �a�)

 
1

�2�(��1 )
+ ��

2

!

�(��1 )d�:

Results depend on �. This is the ordinary RG dependence that is strong enough

becausetheaccuracy isdi� erentatlargem om enta wherewekeep only theexpansion and

atsm allm om enta wheretheexactform ulaehaveto beused to m akeintegrals� nite.The

obtained resultsare given in Table 1. Here a� isfound from integration,�naives isfound

from thenaive(to third order)relation between theschem es

�
naive
s =

4�

9
(a� + �a

3

�);

while�exacts isfound from exactform ulaeforRG schem erelations(15,16).

For� nding the param etera� from the integralitisusefulto know the derivative of

theintegralwith respectto theboundary valuea�(m
2
�)� a0

dr

da0
= �

1

��(a0)
2(r0 � 3r2 + 2r3):

W ecan � nd thederivativeRG equation forcoupling a� describing itsdependence on

theparam eter�
da�

d�
= a���(a�): (27)

Thisisa particularcaseofRG equations

da

dcn
= ��(a)

Z
a

0

xn+ 3dx

�2(x)
; n � 1;

thatdescribe the dependence ofthe running coupling on coe� cients ofthe � function.

Notethatthedependenceon cis� xed by thechoiceoftheparam eter� to be�
M S
.The
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� a� �naives �exacts

1.5 0.2425 0.368(16) 0.380(18)

1.6 0.2209 0.333(09) 0.342(10)

1.7 0.2118 0.318(08) 0.326(09)

1.8 0.2068 0.311(07) 0.319(08)

1.9 0.2037 0.307(07) 0.315(08)

2.0 0.2016 0.304(07) 0.313(08)

2.1 0.2003 0.303 0.312

2.2 0.1993 0.303 0.311

2.3 0.1986 0.303 0.312

2.4 0.1982 0.303 0.312

2.5 0.1979 0.303 0.313

2.6 0.1977 0.304 0.315

2.7 0.1975 0.305 0.316

2.8 0.1975 0.306 0.318

2.9 0.1975 0.307 0.319

3.0 0.1975 0.308 0.321

3.2 0.1976 0.310 0.325

3.4 0.1978 0.313 0.329

3.6 0.1980 0.315 0.334

Table1:�schem e results
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� a�

1.5 .2058

1.6 .2049

1.7 .2039

1.8 .2030

1.9 .2021

2.0 .2012

2.1 .2003

2.2 .1994

2.3 .1986

2.4 .1978

2.5 .1969

2.6 .1961

2.7 .1953

Table2:RG dependence ofa� on �

extraction ofa� isdoneundertheassum ption ofRG invarianceoftheexpression forthe

� lepton width so the only reliable data fora� can be taken from thatpartofTable 1

where equation (27) is satis� ed. This equation can be easily solved analytically (it is

a linear equation if� is considered as a dependent function and a� as an independent

variable),we have preferred however to solve itnum erically in the vicinity ofthe value

(�= 2:1;a� = 0:2003).Thesolution doesnotm atch wellthepattern ofthedependenceof

theextracted a� presented in Table1 thatm eansthathigherorderterm sofperturbative

expansion for the width are essential. Ifthe theoreticalexpression for r� was exactly

independentoftheschem etheextracted chargewould satisfyeq.(27).Theactualsolution

with the initialcondition (�= 2:1,a� = 0:2003)which isourbestestim ate ispresented

in Table 2. So the correct pattern is around 1:9 < � < 2:3 where the prediction is

�s(m
2
�)= 0:312.

Notethatcontrary topossibleim pression theprediction in � xed pointschem e(orin K

schem e)isalso nonstable.Indeed,itiseasy to introducea setofschem esparam eterized

with the� xed pointvalueoftheinvariantcharge{ theextracted �s(m
2
�)willdepend on

theschem e within theset.A � function forsuch a setcould havetheform

�f(a)= �(a)(1+ ��(a)) (28)

that introduces a dependence on an externalschem e param eter �. Allschem es ofthe

type (28)have a � xed pointwith di� erentvalue ofthe coupling constantdepending on

param eter�.
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Toconclude,wehaveexploited therenorm alization schem efreedom toshow thatsom e

in� nitesubsetsofdiagram scan beeven convergentnotjustsum m ablein som egeneralized

way.Then with lackofanyparam eterorcriterion forchoosingaparticularsetofdiagram s

therenorm alization schem efreedom { extended to partially sum m ed in� niteseries{ can

changetheconclusion aboutthepattern ofbehaviorofPT seriesin high ordersdictated

by theleading orderRG and by thepresenceoftheinfrared polein therunning coupling

constant.Thevery existenceofrenorm alonscan wellbetheattributeofarenorm alization

schem e with theLandau ghost.

In fact,the dependence ofthe extracted values ofthe coupling constant for the �

lepton width on schem esisratherlarge because the energy scale (m 2
�)isquite low. So,

itm ightbereasonableto � x theschem ein an arbitrary,and som ehow sim plest,way and

then to param eterizethelow m om enta region in theintegralsenseonly withoutdetailed

description ofthe behavior ofthe running coupling from point to point. This can be

done in term s ofdistribution. Adding the localized distribution like � function and its

derivativescan m aketheintegralwellde� ned [20,31].Theselocalized contributionslook

asnonperturbative term s.

Asforphenom enologicalapplications,e.g.[32,33,34,35,36],therearem odelswhere

som e extrapolation ofthe running charge into the infrared region is used for practical

calculation (norm ally under the sign ofintegration). In case ofthe � lepton width the

uncertaintiesare large.Ourresultsshow thatwith an extrapolation chosen one can not

freely add the contribution ofgluon condensate to take into account nonperturbative

e� ectsand "im prove" thecom putation { itm ustbecoordinated with thecontinuation of

the running coupling constant into infrared region. In fact,the � xed gluon condensate

correspondsto a � xed continuation { thepattern ofprincipalvaluelooksvery attractive

in thisrespect.An analogoussituation appearsin a toy m odelconsidered in ref.[37].

Thus,the integration overan infrared region involves the strong coupling dynam ics

and isarbitrary toalargeextent.The� nalexpression oftheresultsthrough thecoupling

constantattheboundaryvalueism isleading{theseriesisbad de� ned in PT and requires

som eadditionalinputsconcerning thebehavioroftherunning coupling constantatsm all

m om enta.Theoperation ofintegration m ustberestricted,itrem ainsvalid only ifthelow

s aresuppressed by theweightfunction.Then theresultofintegration isperturbatively

connected to theintegrand and theprocedurecan beform ulated in a RG invariantway.
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