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Abstract

W e discusshow the renom alisation schem eambiguitiesin QCD can be xed,
when two observables are related, by requiring the coe cients in the pertur-
bative expansion relating the two ocbservables to have their conform al 1im it

values, ie. to be Independent ofthe -function of the renom alised coupling.

W e show how the next-to-leading order BLM autom atic scale xing m ethod
can be extended to next-to-next-to-lading order to x both the renom ali-
sation scale and ,; In a unique way. As an exam pl we apply the m ethod

to the relation between B prken’s sum rule and Reye and com pare with

experin ental data aswell as other scheme xing m ethods.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In perturbative Q CD , observables are given by expansions in the strong coupling &,
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where the coe cients R; can be calculated from the appropriate Feynm an diagram s. The
Individual temm s in the series depends on the renom alisation schem e one is using but the
sum ofthe entire serdes is independent ofthe schem e according to the renom alisation group
equation . H owever, when the series is truncated the result becom es renom alisation schem e
dependent. T his dependence is form ally of higher order than the temm s calculated in the s
ries but num erically the di erence between di erent schem es can be lJarge. These di erences
give a theoretical uncertainty which In principle m akes it In possible to m ake any absolute
predictions since any result can be obtained by a nite renom alisation. By going to higher
order In perturbation theory the renom alisation schem e dependence beocom es an aller but
In principle the problem rem ains. O ne can argue that it is only bad schem e choices that
give trazy’ resuls and that as long as one uses a sensble’ scham e the resul will also be
ensbl’. The question then arises, what isa sensbl’ schem e?

T he question ofhow to choose an appropriate renom alisation scheme in QCD hasbeen
discussed m any tin es. T hree wellkknown m ethods for choosing the renom alisation schem e
are the E ective Charge Schem €’ by G runbery i[L], the P rinciple of M lnimum Sensitivity’
by Stevenson ] and RAutom atic Scake F ixing’ (BLM ) by B rodsky, Lepage and M ackenzie
B]. A Ilthese m ethods are based on som e m ore or less ntuitive principle or set of argum ents
forhow a perturbative series should behave.

O fspecial interest here isthe BLM m ethod which xesthe scale in next-to-Jleading order
NLO) using conform al lim it argum ents. Tn a conform ally invariant theory the coupling
a= ()= Iisscalk lnvarant, ie.

dT = (a)= 0d 1a sa ::= 0: )
Tt is therefore naturalto de ne the confom allim it ofperturbative QCD asthelmit ;! O
B/4). This means that the coe cients R; in the perturbative series have their conform al
Iin it values if they do not contain any explicit dependence on the -function. For exam pl,
In NLO the perturbative coe cients should have no explicit (-dependence. In the BLM
m ethod this is achieved by absorbing all o-dependent NLO tems (o= % N where
N ¢ = number of active quark avours) Into the running of ¢ by a suitable rede nition of
the renom alisation scale. Ik should be noted that the renom alisation scale obtained by

the BLM m ethod can also be interpreted as the m ean value of the virtualities In the gluon

propagators [3,3,4:4/1].

A useful conospt when discussing renom alisation schem e uncertainties is the e ective
charge {I] of an cbservable which contains allQ CD -corrections. For exam ple, the e ective
charge 8z ofR.+. isde ned by,
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Each e ective charge has tsown —function /1] connected to i,
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where ( and ; are renom alisation schem e ndependent and ;z,1 2 are renom alisation
schem e invariants. Thus, for each physical observable A there is a speci ¢ Am connected
to it which is an inherent property of the e ective charge. The perturbative series for an
e ective charge depends on the renom alisation schem e even in the confom ally invariant
theory but when two e ective charges are related, one gets a relation that is independent of
the Interm ediate schem e that was used.

In this paper we present a new generalisation of the BLM m ethod to next-to-next-to—
leading order NN LO ) using the confom al Iim it argum ents as starting point which xes
both the renom alisation scale and ,; when two physical cbservables are related. T he value
for , that is dbtained is an Intem ediate value between the Az 'softhetwo e ective charges.
(A generalisation to the factorisation schem e problem w illbe considered in a separate paper
B). This is a variation of an approach by G runberg and K ataev [Q], but whereas they
clain ed that the prescription for m aking the coe cients N ¢-independent is am biguous, we
w ill show that once the iniial renom alisation scheme is xed by relating two physical
observables, the conformm al lim i argum ents xes the scheme In a unigue way. W e also
com parew ith the single [1(]and m ultiscale extensions 49/11%]oftheBLM m ethod toNNLO
which xesthe renom alisation scale when two e ective chargesA and B are related, g =
8 1+ napdp + ::3),ushg Az,.B . Asan exam pl the conform allim it scheme xingm ethod
is applied to the relation between B prken’s sum rul In polarised desp inelastic scattering
and Rer e - The result is com pared w ith a recently reported experim ental determ ination of
B prken’s sum rule and the general renom alisation schem e dependence.

II.THE CONFORMALLIM IT SCHEME FIXING M ETHOD

Consider an cbservable in NNLO depending on one energy scale Q such asRere Qr)
de ned by Eq.i(3). Thee ective charge & contains allQ CD -corrections,

8 Qr) = a(; ;) [1+ nQrs al( ; z;:::)+,l
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where the coe cients r; can be caloulated using perturbative Q CD . The renom alisation
schem e dependence can be param etrised through the renom alisation scale and the co-
e cints in the -—function, ; fori 2 R]. Strictly speaking i is the ratio, = , of the
renom alisation scale and the QCD scak param eter  that is the wlevant param eter but
In the Pllow ng we w ill often m ake the In plicit assum ption that isheld =xed when is
varied. This can be done by choosing a m easurem ent of an e ective charge to de ne  as
willbe shown later.



The rsttwo tem sin the renom alisation group equation forthe couplinga= ()= ,
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are renom alisation schem e Independent,
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w hereas the higher order tem s depend on the renom alisation schem e.
Applying selfoonsistency for the perturbative expansion of the e ective charge w ith
respect to the renom alisation schem e param eters,

da, da
s =0@Y;
dm 'd,

gives ] the follow ing renom alisation schem e invariants,

fl =1 0 n— H (9)
2R = 2 10 orf + oz 10)

w here AZ;R is the coe cient In the renom alisation group equation for the e ective charge
given by Eq. {4). In passing we also note that the expression for the renom alisation schem e
Invarant £; show s explicitly that i is = that is the relevant param eter for param etrising
the renom alisation schem e dependence.

From the selfconsistency requirem ents we also get the explicit —and j-dependence of
the coe cients r;,
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where we have assum ed that the coe cients have been calculated in the M S schem e w ith
= Q to xthe Integration constants. (The isused to indicate termm sthat are independent
of gand ;. Wealoassumethatr; and r; only contain (—and ;-dependent tem s from
loop-insertions which iswhy the o term In r; and the ; temm in , are the sam e, ie they
are both given by d . Thisway we also  x the redundancy In how to divide y into , and
1 dependent parts.
W earenow In the position to apply the conform allim it argum entsto thee ective charge
&g to x the renom alisation schem e param eters and ,. F irst the renom alisation scale is



xed by requiring ¥ to be —ndependent. From Eq. (I1) we see that this can be obtained
by choosing the renom alisation scale as

= gy = Qexp( d): 13)

W e also note that the renom alisation scale obtained In thisway isthe sam e as in the original
BLM method.

Next , is xed by requiring ¥ to be (—and ;-independent, ie.r, = r,. Using the
renom alisation schem e invariant AZ;R we get the follow ing expression for r,

A
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From thiswe see that by choosing a renom alisation schem e where , is given by,
o= ot oamt o) oni 15)

we get r, = r,. Note that this value of , In general is di erent both from the e ective
charge value, Az,.R and from 2N S which was used in the calculation. However, ifr; = 0
then , = AZ;R and ifr; = ry then , = ,55.

This xes the renom alisation scheme in NNLO up to the question of initial schem e,
which is resolved when two physical observables are related as shown below . T his does not
Introduce any new uncertainties since only relationsbetween observables can be predicted in
a renom alised theory and foreach pairofobservableswe get a unique relation . T he situation
here isnot di erent from what happens in the BLM m ethod and its earlier extensions w here
it is also necessary to  x the initial renom alisation schem e to get a unique resul. In'P] it
wasargued that In QCD , setting r; = r; isalwayspossibl, but leavesusw ith an am biguous
prescription’. However, as we have shown above, there are no am biguities once the initial
renom alisation schem e hasbeen xed and this can be done using a physical observabl as
shown below .

T he perturbative series for the e ective charge & in NNLO thusbecom es

& = a l+ra+r@ )2 16)

where the r; ’s contain no explicit s-term s. In thisway we obtain the required feature that
all signs of scale breaking, ie. 6 0, iscon ned Into the running of the coupling and the
coe clients in the perturbative series have their confom al lim it values. Finally a can be
obtained by solving the renom alisation group equation (§) with the xed ,.

Before ending this section we note that the m ethod for xing , can be generalised to
arbitrary order, n 2. For this we need the renom alisation schem e Invariants An,.R in the
renom alisation group equation for the e ective charge Eq. {#}). The general form for s
isgiven n fI] and can be rew ritten as,

a7



where ¢, only depends on fAi;R; gwih 1 n 1. In previous steps of applying the
conform al Iim it argum ents, the renom alisation scale hasbeen xed so thatx = r; and the
i's, @2 i n 1) have been xed to; = . So by requiring r, = r, to contain no
explicit ;temsfori n 1 thevalue of , is xed to be,
A X
a= ngR g} Do, + 0 Do Cim )" 8)

=0

whith is a generalisation of Eq. {18) to atbitrary n =~ 2.

ITT.COM PARISON W ITH OTHER SCALE FIXING METHODS

In previousm ultiscale extensions ofthe BLM m ethod (denoted M BLM in the follow Ing)
41Tl onehasdi erent scals oreach . -tem, ie.

™
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where ;| isparametrised as 1= gexpl[ a( )]and aswellas ;3 are arbirary (they will

be xed in higher order approxin ations but here we sim ply set them tobethe sameas ,).

TheM BLM scalke xingmethod is constructed to have , unchanged and Instead and

» are Introduced which givesthree ( 1= (expl a( )], 2 and ) unphysjcaf_‘: param eters

Instead ofthem nimaltwo ( and ,).Requiring that thee ective charge does not depend

on these param eters, to the present order of perturbation theory, gives the explicit - 45—
and -dependence ofthe coe cientsn ,
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where again the Integration constants are xed by assum Ing that the calculation wasm ade
intheM S schemewih = Q. Comparing with Egs. (1112) we see the e ects of having
di erent renomn alisation scales and also how the -dependence enters. In the M BLM scalke
xing allN¢-dependent tem s should be absorbed so that, r; = r; and r, = r, jast as In the
conform allim it schem e. Kesping In m Ind that , should be unchanged we see that this can

be achieved by choosing

lwhen two physical cbservables are related the M BLM (and SBLM ) m ethod uses the e ective
charge Az of one of the cbservables which in principle is a m easurable quantity.



2= 2ﬁ;
0= Qexp( d);
= o( £+ @));

2= Qexp[ e=@n)];

sothat 1= Qexpf d o [f @)k ( 2)g.From Egs. @021) i isalso easy to see that

one only needs a single renom alisation scale if is chosen appropriately. In this single-scale

extension [IQ]ofthe BLM scake xingmethod (denoted SBLM in the fllow ing) one chooses
2= 1= oexpla()lwhere (=Qexp( d)and = o( £+ @)?) e+ 2rd.

IV.FIXING THE INITIAL SCHEME W ITH A PHYSICAL OBSERVABLE

Up to now we have assum ed that the initial renom alisation schem e (@and thercby ) is
xed. Now we w ill show how this can be acoom plished using a physical observable so that a
unigque prediction of another physical observable can bem ade. A s an exam pke we w ill relate
R de ned nEq.3),toK , B prken’s sum rule forpolarized desp—nelastic electroproduction
f21.
The e ective charge HrR isin NNLO given by (n theM S scheme),

& = a5 L+ nags + naz-); @2)

where r; and r, can be cbtained from [13,14]. For B jprken’s sum rule, one can also de ne
an e ective charge & (using the sam e nom alisation as .n {15]),

Z
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In NNLO & isgiven by,
& = a55 L+ kiagg + keas <) ; 4)

where k; and k, have been caloulated In {14].

R ecognising that theM S schem e is only an interm ediary schem e suited for calculations
we can nd a unigue relation between the two observables & and & . Inverting Eq. @2)
for a5 and nserting into Eq. €4) gives

& Qx)= & Qr) 1+ & Qr)+ & Qr) 25)

where now Qg is the renom alisation scale. The coe cients ¢;, which are lndependent of
the Intermm ediate schem e, are given by

3 7 QOr .
g = -C — 2 nh— ; 26
1 ACF o 3 3 0. (26)
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Hereby alldependence on the M S schem e has disappeared. E  ectively what we have done
isto go from theM S schem e to the R -schem e, the e ective charge scheme forR which is
the renom alisation schem e where 4 (Qr ) has no perturbative corrections, ie. 5, = A2,.R

andIn( = g)= £= ; asseen from Egs. @10).
A pplying the conform allim it criteria so that the coe cients ¢ and ¢, take their conform al
lin it valies, ¢ = 2Cr = landg= CZ ‘=1 % we get the conformal lin it

renom alisation schem e param etersQ; and ,

7
Qr = Ok exp 2 23 ; 29)
2 = A2,-K t+c 1t (Cl)z 0 G o =

A

= 2K 1+ Yo (30)

where , iscobtaied from the nvariant Sx = , ¢ 1 €)% o+ G o.EQ. £9) hasbeen
called a comm ensurate scale relation {] since it gives the relation between the renom alisa—
tion scales when two physicalobservables are related. In the sam e sense one can callEqg. (0)
a comm ensurate , relation since it gives , when two cbservables are related. T he resulting
valie for , is an Intem ediate value between the two e ective charge values AZ,.K and AZ;R .
For a general relation between two e ective charges, & = 8 1+ a8 + Da-p aﬁ )r 5
depends on the confom al lim it values of the coe cients Tipop - Ifri;A:B = 0Othen ,= Am
and jfri;A=B = Ija-p then , = AZ;B . In other words the conformm al lin it schem e value

, ‘Interpolates’ between the two e ective charge values, Az a and AZ;B , depending on the
conformm al 1im it values of the coe cients.

F inally we have the conform al lim i resul in NNLO,

°Num erically the lightby-light term isamall: ‘= 00376 ©rNs= 5, ‘= 0:1653 orN¢ = 4
and ‘= 0 orN¢ = 3. The lightby-light tetrm isnot a ected by the conform al lim it argum ents
since it is not proportionalto .
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which relates one e ective charge (& ) to another one (a; ) which hasbeen modi ed in a
unique way. T his relation resem bles the non-perturbative C rew ther relation [17], 3S = K R,
which isderived using conform aland chiral nvariance. It relates A dler’s anom alous constant
(S), B prken’s sum rule for polarized desp-inelastic electroproduction (K ) and the isovector
part ofR R Y. A coording to the norenom alisation theorem for the axialanom aly [1§]one
m ight think [I9] that the perturbative corrections to K and R cancel. This is not the case,
but instead one nds'[L9] that the combined corrections are proportionalto the -fiinction,
1+&)0 &) 1/ (@), ifthe lightby-light term isneglected. T he generalised C rew ther
relation has been studied in m ore detailin [L0].

Themodi ede ective charge, g Q; ,),can beobtaned from the third order standard
solution to Eq.(§),

1 l]n]n(QR: R)
3, (Q 7 )_ +
ROTRT 2 ch@Qy= &) S1n*Qg= r)
f]nzh(QR: R) ]%:In]n(QR: R)+ 2 0 f. (32)
S’ Qr= z) ’

which isvalid or hQz= &) 1. The value of  should be detem ined by experin ent

from 4 Qgr) with , = AZ;R and Qr = s using the sam e solution r ;. (The de nition
of depends on which solution that is used but sticking to one de nition/solution this
presents no problem .) In other words the e ective charge & Q) gives an experin entally

measurablk r and a wellde ned starting renom alisation schem e which is then modi ed
Into the conform al lin it schem e where the scham e param eters are given by Q; and ,.

V .DISCUSSION

Fig. -'_;: (@) illustrates the renom alisation schem e dependence of&x Qx = 50 G&V) as
given by Eq. @3) using the standard solution, Eq. B2), or ag wih f) = 502 MeV.
W e see that for not too am all renomm alisation scales the ,-dependence dom inates whereas
for am aller scales both the scale dependence and ,-dependence is quite strong. Since the
renom alisation schem e dependence is param etrised by the renom alisation scale Qg and
when y iskept xed,thewhol space of schem es should in principle be cbtained by varying
Qr and ,.However, this does not take into account the region of validity forEq. §4). For
too an all renom alisation scales Qr ortoo large , this solution is no longer valid.

T o be selfconsistent, one should also take into account that Eq. (§) hastom ake sense per—
turbatively. In otherwords, if j , Bg 1 then we are no longer In the perturbative regim e
w here the contrilbution from consecutive temm sare an allerthen the preceding ones and there—
fore the perturbative expansion breaks down. The lnes , = 1=ag ' 1 oInQ@r= r)
which indicates where this happens are shown In Fig. 1 ). These lines also indicates where
the solution given by Eq. (34) is no longer valid and the num erical results should therefore
not be trusted in that region. The confomm al lim it scheme xing method (CLSF) and the
SBLM scak xingmethod are indicated in Figll () together w ith som e other weltknown
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FIG .1. Renom alisation schem e dependence ofdx Qx = 50 GeV) In @b) and B prken’s sum
mulk, K Qg = 316GeV) in (cd); shown as surface plots (a,c) and contour plots (b,d). Note
that has been kept xed so that all the renom alisation schem e dependence is given by the
renomn alisation scale Qr and ,. Some wellkknown schem e and scale choices are m arked in ()
and (d) for reference and the corresponding num ericalvalies are given in Tab]eﬁandili[respecttfey.
T he dashed lines Indicates the 1im it of the perturbative regin e, j »J 1=ar ' 1 oI @gr= r)as
explained in the text. In addition to the schem e dependence there is also a experim entaluncertainty
from the value of 3.
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schem es ke theM S schem g, the Principle ofM nmum Sensitiviy’ PM S) and thee ective
charge schemes ECH) forR and K .

Conceptually the PM S and ECH schemesaredi erent from the confom allin it schem es
in that they prescribe a unigue scham e for each ocbservabl Instead of giving schem es for
relations between observables. Tt should also be noted that the PM S and ECH schemes
som etin es gives renomm alisation scales which are di cult to interpret physically. For in—
stance In Ftproduction, both n €'e RPOland D IS R1], the resulting renom alisation scalkes
grow when the typical ft-m ass (oW 2) is decreased which is counter-intuitive. Th addition
the PM S prescription depends on the Interm ediate schem e. For exam pl, applying the PM S
prescription to two observables given in the M S schem e separately and then relating them
givesadi erent resul com pared to ifthe cbservablsare rst related so that the dependence
on theM S schem e is rem oved and then the PM S prescription is applied.

For reference, the num erical values of 5, Qgr, & and B prken’s sum rul K In the
di erent schemes are given In Tabli I (together with the M BLM method which has two
renom alisation scales). Comparing the conform al lim it scheme xing (CLSF) with the
SBLM and M BLM scale xingmethods in TabkEiIwe see that even though the coe cients
¢ are the sam g, the scales, , and the resulting e ective charge & aredi erent. Thisshows
the in portance of not only taking the comm ensurate scale relation into account as in the
SBLM and M BLM m ethods but also the comm ensurate , relation as In CLSF .

TABLE I. Numericalvaluesof ,,Qgr, 8 and B prken’s sum rulk K in di erent schemes for
G) _

Qg = 50GeVv and = 502Mev ( iskept =xed so that the schem e dependence isgiven by »

and Qg ). Note that there are two scales for theM BLM m ethod given asQgr;1 Qr2)-

Schem e 2 Qr Gev] ax K
CLSF -15.98 26.00 0.5404 0.1982
SBLM 57.86 2218 05271 0.1985

M BLM 57.86 2217 (25.02) 0.5290 0.1985

R 57 .86 50.00 0.5291 0.1985
K -11.00 33.74 05421 0.1982
M S 565 7222 0.5444 01981
PM S -3.98 15.88 05403 01982

From Fjg.[]: () we also see that the CLSF point is closer to the saddlepoint PM S) than
the SBLM point, which m eans that the schem e dependence is am aller In the CLSF point.
Onem ight also worry that the SBIM and M BLM scale xhgm ethods are too close to the
Ine , = 1 0In@r= ) where the perturbative expansion for the e ective charge &
breaks down. Note that both In Fig.1]; and in Tabk I (and TI) the renom alisation scales are
related to g . Thism eans that or examplk h theM S schem e where one nom ally would
use = Qg asthe renom alisation scale for = =, the scalebecomes Qg exp (L 5= o)
for = R (comparewih Eq. @)).

A sa oconcrete exam plk ofthe conform allin it scheme xingm ethod wew illuse the global
analysis ofR.,. data in the range 2:64p<_Q r < 52 GeV by M arshall 2] to caloulate the
Bprken sum rmulke K at Qx = 316 = 10 Ge&V, which can be com pared with the SM C
measurement, K = 7 7= 0199 0038I5]. The result ofthe analysis in [P2] isa global
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t taking both electroweak and Q CD corrections into account, Rey . = Rp7 (1+ &) , and
num erical valies forRy = 1+ & are given for som e distinct energies. In the follow Ing we
have used the value Rg = 1:0463 0:0044 forQg = 592 G €&V . The reasons for picking this
particular energy are that we want to have a large scale Qr where the standard solution,
Eq. (32), isa good approxin ation (especially since ",z is so large) and at the same tinewe
do not want to extrapolate the experim ental resul too m uch outside the m easured range.

Follow ing the prescription given above for determ Ining f) we get,

G)

s = 502" Mev;

from 4z = 00463 00044 ushgEq.(32) with bz = 57:9andQz = 592 GeV .Tobeabk
to com pare w ith the SM C m easuram ent we also ne=ed lf” . This is obtained by m atching
ag numerically at the avour threshold,Qx = mp= 5Ge&V, forN¢y= 4and 5Swih ,= ,

which gives,
@) 282
R = 56477 Mev:

The confom al lin it renom alisation schem e param eters are then obtained from Egs. @9)

and @0),0, = 164GeV and , = 1:56, and togetherw ith the conform allin it coe cients
o= 1,g=11465and .’ thisgives& = 0:159' %% . Finally the conform al lin i result
for B prken’s sum rule given by Eq. £3) becom es

K = 0476,%%0 i

where i, =gy j= 12573 0:0028 23] hasbeen used and the error com es from the uncertainty
In Ry . This is in good agreem ent w ith the experim entalvalue K = 0:199 0:038 m easured
by SM C .Tobeabltom ake am ore challenging test ofthe conform allim it schem e argum ents
one would need m uch m ore precise m easurem ents ofboth Ry and K .

For ilustration we also show the renom alisation schem e dependence of B prken’s sum
e n Fi. :J: (cd) and the num erical values of , and Qy forthe soeci c¢ schem es indicated
nFig.1 (d) are given in Tablk T togetherw ith the resulting values for & and B prken’s sum
ruke K . Comparing wih Fig.il (@) we see that the schem e dependence is much stronger
which isalso expected shoeweareatamuch anallerQk . W e also see that the perturbative
regin e indicated by the dashed line in F ig.7, (d) isnarrower than in Fig.7, (o) and in fact both
the SBLM and M BLM m ethodsaswellastheR -schem e are outside the perturbative regin e.
T herefore the num erical results given for these schem es should not be trusted. H owever, one
must keep In m ind that the SBLM and M BLM scalke xing m ethods advocates the use ofa
physical m easuram ent of &z at this scake and in this way the problem w ith the validity of
the solution used for ¢ never enters. Even so, Fjg.:jl (cd) illustrates clearly that there isa
strong renom alisation schem e dependence for B prken’s sum rul at this scale which should
be taken into account when com paring the experin ental result w ith theoretical expectations.

VI.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
In summ ary we have shown that it ispossible to generalise the conform allin it argum ents
ofthe BLM method to NNLO to x the renomn alisation schem e, ie. both the renom alisa—
tion scale and ,, when two observables are related. In this way all signs of scale breaking,
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TABLE II. Num ericalvaluesof ,,Qgr, 8 and B prken’ssum rulke K in di erent schem es for

Qg = 316 Ge&V and g” = 564 M eV ( iskept xed so that the schem e dependence is given by

2 and Qg ). Note that there are two scales for the M BLM m ethod given asQgr;1 Qr2)-

Scham e 2 Qr Gev] ax K
CLSF -1.56 1.64 0.159 0176
SBLM -55 .46 153 0.0229 0205
M BLM 55 46 1.49(1 58) 0.0126 0207
R 55 46 316 0.100 0.189
3¢ 554 2.09 0.160 0176
M S 12.70 456 0.147 0179
PM S 2.62 1.69 0.160 0176

ie. 6 0, iscon ned into the munning of the coupling and the coe cients in the perturba-—
tive series have their conform al lin it values. W e have also shown (contrary to []) that this
prescription for m aking the coe cients have their conform al lim it valies is unique. Com —
paring w ith earlier extensions of the BLM m ethod to NNLO they only x the scale usihg

» from thee ective charge. Thism eans, that the conform allin it scheme xing givesboth
a so called comm ensurate scale relation aswell as a comm ensurate , relation which, in a
unigue way, speci eshow , should bemodi ed when two physical observables are related
to each other.

Applying the conform al Iim it scheme xing m ethod to the relation between B prken’s
sum ruke K and Rei e gives a sin ple relation between the two. Using the e ective charge
value &g = 00463 0:0044 forQzx = 592 G&V from a glbalanalysis of R, data gives
K = 0:176,%% ©rQ2 = 10 G eV? where the error com es from the experin ental uncertainty
In &g . A ssessing a theoretical error ism uch m ore com plicated. T he theoretical uncertainty is
lustrated by the renom alisation schem e dependence which is shown to be quite Jarge even
though it can be reduced by requiring the schem e to belong to the perturbative regim e. Still,
the problem of quantifying the theoretical error rem ains to be solved. H ow ever, com paring
w ith the experim entally m easured K = 0:199 0038 the agreem ent is good and theoretical
uncertainties are still an aller than the experin ental ones.
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