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Abstract

W ediscusshow therenorm alisation schem eam biguitiesin Q CD can be� xed,

when two observablesare related,by requiring the coe� cientsin the pertur-

bative expansion relating the two observables to have their conform allim it

values,i.e.to beindependentofthe�-function oftherenorm alised coupling.

W e show how the next-to-leading orderBLM autom atic scale � xing m ethod

can be extended to next-to-next-to-leading order to � x both the renorm ali-

sation scale and �2 in a unique way. As an exam ple we apply the m ethod

to the relation between Bjorken’s sum rule and R e+ e� and com pare with

experim entaldata aswellasotherschem e � xing m ethods.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In perturbativeQCD,observablesaregiven by expansionsin thestrong coupling �s,

R =

�
�s

�

�N
"

R 0 + R 1

�s

�
+ R 2

�
�s

�

�2

+ :::

#

; (1)

where the coe� cients R i can be calculated from the appropriate Feynm an diagram s. The

individualterm sin the seriesdependson the renorm alisation schem e one isusing butthe

sum oftheentireseriesisindependentoftheschem eaccording totherenorm alisation group

equation.However,when theseriesistruncated theresultbecom esrenorm alisation schem e

dependent.Thisdependenceisform ally ofhigherorderthan theterm scalculated in these-

riesbutnum erically thedi� erencebetween di� erentschem escan belarge.Thesedi� erences

give a theoreticaluncertainty which in principle m akesitim possible to m ake any absolute

predictionssinceany resultcan beobtained by a � niterenorm alisation.By going to higher

orderin perturbation theory the renorm alisation schem e dependence becom essm allerbut

in principle the problem rem ains. One can argue that itis only bad schem e choices that

give ‘crazy’resultsand thataslong asone usesa ‘sensible’schem e the resultwillalso be

‘sensible’.Thequestion then arises,whatisa ‘sensible’schem e?

Thequestion ofhow to choosean appropriaterenorm alisation schem ein QCD hasbeen

discussed m any tim es.Threewell-known m ethodsforchoosing therenorm alisation schem e

are the ‘E� ective Charge Schem e’by Grunberg [1],the ‘Principle ofM inim um Sensitivity’

by Stevenson [2]and ‘Autom atic Scale Fixing’(BLM )by Brodsky,Lepage and M ackenzie

[3].Allthesem ethodsarebased on som em oreorlessintuitiveprincipleorsetofargum ents

forhow a perturbativeseriesshould behave.

OfspecialinteresthereistheBLM m ethod which � xesthescalein next-to-leadingorder

(NLO) using conform allim it argum ents. In a conform ally invariant theory the coupling

a = �(�)=� isscaleinvariant,i.e.

da

dln�
= �(a)= � �0a

2 � �1a
3 � �2a

4 � :::= 0: (2)

Itisthereforenaturalto de� netheconform allim itofperturbativeQCD asthelim it�i! 0

[3,4]. This m eans that the coe� cients R i in the perturbative series have their conform al

lim itvaluesifthey do notcontain any explicitdependenceon the�-function.Forexam ple,

in NLO the perturbative coe� cients should have no explicit �0-dependence. In the BLM

m ethod thisisachieved by absorbing all�0-dependentNLO term s(�0 =
11

2
� 1

3
N f where

N f = num berofactive quark  avours)into the running of�s by a suitable rede� nition of

the renorm alisation scale. It should be noted that the renorm alisation scale obtained by

theBLM m ethod can also beinterpreted asthem ean valueofthevirtualitiesin thegluon

propagators[3,5,4,6,7].

A usefulconcept when discussing renorm alisation schem e uncertainties is the e� ective

charge [1]ofan observable which containsallQCD-corrections. Forexam ple,the e� ective

charge âR ofR e+ e� isde� ned by,

R e+ e� (Q R )=
�(e+ e� ! hadrons)

�(e+ e� ! �+ �� )
=

2



= 3

N fX

i= 1

e
2

i

�

1+
3

4
CF âR (Q R )

�

: (3)

Each e� ectivechargehasitsown �-function [1]connected to it,

dâR

dlnQ R

= �̂R (̂aR ) = � �0â
2

R � �1â
3

R � �̂2;R â
4

R � :::; (4)

where�0 and �1 arerenorm alisation schem eindependentand �̂i;R ,i� 2arerenorm alisation

schem e invariants. Thus,foreach physicalobservable A there isa speci� c�̂2;A connected

to itwhich isan inherent property ofthe e� ective charge. The perturbative series foran

e� ective charge depends on the renorm alisation schem e even in the conform ally invariant

theory butwhen two e� ectivechargesarerelated,onegetsa relation thatisindependentof

theinterm ediateschem e thatwasused.

In this paperwe present a new generalisation ofthe BLM m ethod to next-to-next-to-

leading order (NNLO) using the conform allim it argum ents as starting point which � xes

both therenorm alisation scaleand �2 when two physicalobservablesarerelated.Thevalue

for�2 thatisobtained isan interm ediatevaluebetween the �̂2’softhetwo e� ectivecharges.

(A generalisation tothefactorisation schem eproblem willbeconsidered in aseparatepaper

[8]). This is a variation ofan approach by Grunberg and Kataev [9],but whereas they

claim ed thatthe prescription form aking the coe� cientsN f-independentisam biguous,we

willshow that once the initialrenorm alisation schem e is � xed by relating two physical

observables, the conform allim it argum ents � xes the schem e in a unique way. W e also

com parewith thesingle[10]and m ulti-scaleextensions[4,9,11]oftheBLM m ethod toNNLO

which � xestherenorm alisation scalewhen two e� ective chargesA and B arerelated,âA =

âB (1+ r1;A =B âB + :::),using �̂2;B .Asan exam pletheconform allim itschem e� xing m ethod

isapplied to the relation between Bjorken’ssum rule in polarised deep inelastic scattering

and R e+ e� .Theresultiscom pared with a recently reported experim entaldeterm ination of

Bjorken’ssum ruleand thegeneralrenorm alisation schem edependence.

II.T H E C O N FO R M A L LIM IT SC H EM E FIX IN G M ET H O D

Consideran observable in NNLO depending on one energy scale Q such asR e+ e� (Q R)

de� ned by Eq.(3).Thee� ectivecharge âR containsallQCD-corrections,

âR (Q R ) = a(�;�2;:::)[1+ r1(Q R ;�)a(�;�2;:::)+

+r2 (Q R ;�;�2)a
2(�;�2;:::)

i

; (5)

where the coe� cients ri can be calculated using perturbative QCD.The renorm alisation

schem e dependence can be param etrised through the renorm alisation scale � and the co-

e� cients in the �-function,�i fori� 2 [2]. Strictly speaking it is the ratio,�=� ,ofthe

renorm alisation scale and the QCD scale param eter � thatis the relevant param eter but

in the following we willoften m ake the im plicitassum ption that� isheld � xed when � is

varied. Thiscan be done by choosing a m easurem entofan e� ective charge to de� ne � as

willbeshown later.
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The� rsttwo term sin therenorm alisation group equation forthecoupling a = �s(�)=�,

da

dln�
= �(a)= � �0a

2 � �1a
3 � �2a

4 � :::; (6)

arerenorm alisation schem e independent,

�0 =
11

6
N C �

1

3
N f ; (7)

�1 =
17

12
N

2

C �
5

12
N C N f �

1

4
CF N f ; (8)

whereasthehigherorderterm sdepend on therenorm alisation schem e.

Applying self-consistency for the perturbative expansion ofthe e� ective charge with

respectto therenorm alisation schem e param eters,

dâR

dln�
;
dâR

d�2
= O (a4);

gives[2]thefollowing renorm alisation schem einvariants,

r̂1 = r1 � �0ln
�

�
; (9)

�̂2;R = �2 � �1r1 � �0r
2

1
+ �0r2; (10)

where �̂2;R isthe coe� cientin the renorm alisation group equation forthe e� ective charge

given by Eq.(4).In passing wealso notethattheexpression fortherenorm alisation schem e

invariant r̂1 showsexplicitly thatitis�=� thatistherelevantparam eterforparam etrising

therenorm alisation schem e dependence.

From theself-consistency requirem entswealso gettheexplicit�-and �j-dependenceof

thecoe� cientsri,

r1 = r
�

1 + �0

"

d
� + ln

�

Q

#

; (11)

r2 = r
�

2
�
�2 � �

2;M S

�0
+ �1

"

d
� + ln

�

Q

#

+

+�0

"

e
� + 2r1ln

�

Q

#

+ �
2

0

"

f
� � ln

2 �

Q

#

; (12)

where we have assum ed thatthe coe� cientshave been calculated in the M S schem e with

� = Q to� x theintegration constants.(The� isused toindicateterm sthatareindependent

of�0 and �1.) W ealso assum ethatr1 and r2 only contain �0-and �1-dependentterm sfrom

loop-insertionswhich iswhy the�0 term in r1 and the�1 term in r2 arethesam e,i.ethey

areboth given by d�.Thisway we also � x theredundancy in how to divide r2 into �0 and

�1 dependentparts.

W earenow in theposition toapply theconform allim itargum entstothee� ectivecharge

âR to� x therenorm alisation schem eparam eters� and �2.Firsttherenorm alisation scaleis
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� xed by requiring r1 to be�0-independent.From Eq.(11)weseethatthiscan beobtained

by choosing therenorm alisation scaleas

�
� = �B LM = Q exp(� d

�): (13)

W ealsonotethattherenorm alisation scaleobtained in thiswayisthesam easin theoriginal

BLM m ethod.

Next �2 is� xed by requiring r2 to be �0-and �1-independent,i.e.r2 = r�
2
. Using the

renorm alisation schem e invariant �̂2;R wegetthefollowing expression forr2,

r2 = (r�
1
)2 +

�1

�0
r
�

1
+
�̂2;R � �2

�0
: (14)

From thisweseethatby choosing a renorm alisation schem e where�2 isgiven by,

�
�

2
= �̂2;R + �1r

�

1
+ �0(r

�

1
)2 � �0r

�

2
; (15)

we get r2 = r�
2
. Note that this value of�2 in generalis di� erent both from the e� ective

charge value,�̂2;R and from �
2;M S

which was used in the calculation. However,ifr�i = 0

then ��2 = �̂2;R and ifr�i = ri then �
�

2 = �
2;M S

.

This � xes the renorm alisation schem e in NNLO up to the question ofinitialschem e,

which isresolved when two physicalobservablesarerelated asshown below.Thisdoesnot

introduceany new uncertaintiessinceonly relationsbetween observablescan bepredicted in

arenorm alised theoryandforeach pairofobservableswegetauniquerelation.Thesituation

hereisnotdi� erentfrom whathappensin theBLM m ethod and itsearlierextensionswhere

itisalso necessary to � x theinitialrenorm alisation schem e to geta unique result.In [9]it

wasargued that‘in QCD,settingri= r�i isalwayspossible,butleavesuswith an am biguous

prescription’. However,aswe have shown above,there are no am biguitiesonce the initial

renorm alisation schem e hasbeen � xed and thiscan bedone using a physicalobservable as

shown below.

Theperturbativeseriesforthee� ective charge âR in NNLO thusbecom es

âR = a
�

�

1+ r
�

1
a
� + r

�

2
(a�)2

�

(16)

wherether�i’scontain no explicit�j-term s.In thisway weobtain therequired featurethat

allsignsofscale breaking,i.e.� 6= 0,iscon� ned into the running ofthe coupling and the

coe� cients in the perturbative series have theirconform allim itvalues. Finally a� can be

obtained by solving therenorm alisation group equation (6)with the� xed ��
2
.

Before ending thissection we note thatthe m ethod for� xing �2 can be generalised to

arbitrary order,n � 2.Forthiswe need the renorm alisation schem e invariants�̂n;R in the

renorm alisation group equation forthe e� ective charge Eq.(4). The generalform for�̂n;R
isgiven in [1]and can berewritten as,

rn =

nX

j= 0

cj;nr
n
1 +

1

n � 1

�̂n;R � �n

�0
(17)
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where cj;n only depends on f�̂i;R;�ig with i � n � 1. In previous steps ofapplying the

conform allim itargum ents,therenorm alisation scalehasbeen � xed so thatr1 = r�1 and the

�i’s,(2 � i� n � 1)have been � xed to �i = ��i. So by requiring rn = r�n to contain no

explicit�i-term sfori� n � 1 thevalueof�n is� xed to be,

�
�

n = �̂n;R � (n � 1)�0r
�

n + (n � 1)�0

nX

j= 0

c
�

j;n(r
�

1)
n (18)

which isa generalisation ofEq.(15)to arbitrary n � 2.

III.C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER SC A LE FIX IN G M ET H O D S

In previousm ulti-scaleextensionsoftheBLM m ethod (denoted M BLM in thefollowing)

[4,9,11]onehasdi� erentscalesforeach �s-term ,i.e.

â(Q)= a(�1)+ r1(�1)a
2(�2)+ r2(�1;�2)a

3(�3) (19)

where �1 isparam etrised as�1 = �0exp[�a(�)]and � aswellas�3 arearbitrary (they will

be� xed in higherorderapproxim ationsbutherewesim ply setthem to bethesam eas�2).

TheM BLM scale� xing m ethod isconstructed to have�2 unchanged and instead � and

�2 areintroduced which givesthree(�1 = �0exp[�a(�)],�2 and �2)unphysical
1 param eters

instead ofthem inim altwo (� and �2).Requiring thatthee� ectivechargedoesnotdepend

on these param eters,to the presentorderofperturbation theory,givesthe explicit�-,�j-

and �-dependenceofthecoe� cientsri ,

r1 = r
�

1
+ �0

"

d
� + ln

�0

Q

#

; (20)

r2 = r
�

2
�
�2 � �

2;M S

�0
+ �1

"

d
� + ln

�0

Q

#

+ �0� +

+�0

"

e
� + 2r1ln

�2

Q

#

+ �
2

0

"

f
� � ln

2
�0

Q

#

; (21)

whereagain theintegration constantsare� xed by assum ing thatthecalculation wasm ade

in the M S schem e with � = Q. Com paring with Eqs.(11,12)we see the e� ectsofhaving

di� erentrenorm alisation scalesand also how the�-dependence enters.In the M BLM scale

� xing allNf-dependentterm sshould beabsorbed so that,r1 = r�1 and r2 = r�2 justasin the

conform allim itschem e.Keeping in m ind that�2 should beunchanged weseethatthiscan

beachieved by choosing

1when two physicalobservables are related the M BLM (and SBLM ) m ethod uses the e� ective

charge �̂2 ofone oftheobservableswhich in principleisa m easurablequantity.
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�2 = �
2;M S

;

�0 = Q exp(� d
�);

� = �0(� f
� + (d�)2);

�2 = Q exp[� e
�
=(2r�

1
)];

sothat�1 = Q expf� d� � �0[f
� � (d�)2]a(�2)g.From Eqs.(20,21)itisalsoeasy toseethat

oneonly needsasinglerenorm alisation scaleif� ischosen appropriately.In thissingle-scale

extension [10]oftheBLM scale� xing m ethod (denoted SBLM in thefollowing)onechooses

�2 = �1 = �0exp[�a(�)]where�0 = Q exp(� d�)and � = �0(� f� + (d�)2)� e� + 2r�
1
d�.

IV .FIX IN G T H E IN IT IA L SC H EM E W IT H A P H Y SIC A L O B SERVA B LE

Up to now we have assum ed thatthe initialrenorm alisation schem e (and thereby � )is

� xed.Now wewillshow how thiscan beaccom plished using a physicalobservableso thata

uniqueprediction ofanotherphysicalobservablecan bem ade.Asan exam plewewillrelate

R de� ned in Eq.(3),toK ,Bjorken’ssum ruleforpolarized deep-inelasticelectroproduction

[12].

Thee� ectivechargeforR isin NNLO given by (in theM S schem e),

âR = a
M S

(1+ r1aM S
+ r2a

2

M S
); (22)

where r1 and r2 can be obtained from [13,14]. ForBjorken’ssum rule,one can also de� ne

an e� ective charge âK (using thesam enorm alisation asin [15]),

K =

Z
1

0

dx[g
ep

1 (x;Q
2)� g

en
1 (x;Q

2)]=

=
1

6

�
�
�
�
�

gA

gV

�
�
�
�
�

�

1�
3

4
CF âK (Q)

�

: (23)

In NNLO âK isgiven by,

âK = a
M S

(1+ k1aM S
+ k2a

2

M S
); (24)

wherek1 and k2 havebeen calculated in [16].

Recognising thattheM S schem eisonly an interm ediary schem esuited forcalculations

we can � nd a unique relation between the two observables âR and âK . Inverting Eq.(22)

fora
M S

and inserting into Eq.(24)gives

âK (Q K )= âR (Q R)
�

1+ c1âR (Q R )+ c2â
2

R (Q R )
�

(25)

where now Q R is the renorm alisation scale. The coe� cients ci,which are independent of

theinterm ediateschem e,aregiven by

c1 = �
3

4
CF � �0

 

7

4
� 2�3 � ln

Q R

Q K

!

; (26)
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c2 =
9

16
C
2

F � ‘�
�2 � �̂2;R

�0
� �1

 

7

4
� 2�3 � ln

Q R

Q K

!

+

+�0CF

�
523

144
+
14

3
�3 � 10�5

�

+

� �0N C

�
13

36
�
1

3
�3

�

+ �02c1ln
Q R

Q K

�

� �
2

0

"

�
17

6
+

�
35

3
� 8�3

�

�3 �
�2

12
+ ln

2 Q R

Q K

#

; (27)

where‘isthelight-by-lightterm 2,

‘=
dabcdabc

�
P N f

i= 1ei

�2

N C CF

P N f

i= 1e
2
i

(
11

144
�
1

6
�3): (28)

Hereby alldependence on theM S schem e hasdisappeared.E� ectively whatwehave done

isto go from the M S schem e to the R-schem e,the e� ective charge schem e forR which is

the renorm alisation schem e where âR (Q R )hasno perturbative corrections,i.e. �2 = �̂2;R

and ln(�=� R)= � r̂1=�0 asseen from Eqs.(9,10).

Applyingtheconform allim itcriteriasothatthecoe� cientsc1 andc2 taketheirconform al

lim it values,c�
1
= � 3

4
CF = � 1 and c�

2
= 9

16
C 2
F � ‘ = 1 � ‘,we get the conform allim it

renorm alisation schem e param etersQ �

R and ��
2
,

Q
�

R = Q K exp

�
7

4
� 2�3

�

; (29)

�
�

2
= �̂2;K + c

�

1
�1 + (c�

1
)2�0 � c

�

2
�0 =

= �̂2;K � �1 + ‘�0; (30)

where��2 isobtained from theinvariant�̂2;K = ��2 � c�1�1� (c�1)
2�0+ c�2�0.Eq.(29)hasbeen

called a com m ensuratescalerelation [4]sinceitgivestherelation between therenorm alisa-

tion scaleswhen twophysicalobservablesarerelated.In thesam esenseonecan callEq.(30)

acom m ensurate�2 relation sinceitgives�2 when twoobservablesarerelated.Theresulting

valuefor��
2
isan interm ediatevaluebetween thetwo e� ective chargevalues�̂2;K and �̂2;R.

Fora generalrelation between two e� ective charges,âA = âB (1+ r1;A =B âB + r2;A =B â
2
B ),�

�

2

dependson theconform allim itvaluesofthecoe� cientsr�
i;A =B

.Ifr�
i;A =B

= 0 then ��2 = �̂2;A

and ifr�
i;A =B

= ri;A =B then ��
2
= �̂2;B . In other words the conform allim it schem e value

��
2
‘interpolates’between the two e� ective charge values,�̂2;A and �̂2;B ,depending on the

conform allim itvaluesofthecoe� cients.

Finally wehavetheconform allim itresultin NNLO,

2Num erically the light-by-light term issm all: ‘= � 0:0376 forN f = 5,‘= � 0:1653 forN f = 4

and ‘ = 0 for N f = 3. The light-by-light term is not a� ected by the conform allim it argum ents

since itisnotproportionalto �0.
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âK (Q K )= a
�

R

�

1� a
�

R + (1� ‘)(a�R)
2
�

; (31)

which relates one e� ective charge (̂aK )to anotherone (a
�

R )which hasbeen m odi� ed in a

uniqueway.Thisrelation resem blesthenon-perturbativeCrewtherrelation [17],3S = K R 0,

which isderived usingconform aland chiralinvariance.ItrelatesAdler’sanom alousconstant

(S),Bjorken’ssum ruleforpolarized deep-inelasticelectroproduction (K )and theisovector

partofR (R 0).According to theno-renorm alisation theorem fortheaxialanom aly [18]one

m ightthink [19]thattheperturbativecorrectionsto K and R cancel.Thisisnotthecase,

butinstead one� nds[19]thatthecom bined correctionsareproportionalto the�-function,

(1+ âR )(1� âK )� 1/ �(a),ifthelight-by-lightterm isneglected.Thegeneralised Crewther

relation hasbeen studied in m oredetailin [10].

Them odi� ed e� ectivecharge,a�R (Q
�

R ;�
�

2),can beobtained from thethird orderstandard

solution to Eq.(6),

a
�

R (Q
�

R ;�
�

2)=
1

�0ln(Q
�

R =�R)
�
�1lnln(Q

�

R =�R )

�30 ln
2
(Q �

R =�R)
+

+
�2
1
ln

2
ln(Q �

R =�R)� �2
1
lnln(Q �

R =�R)+ ��
2
�0 � �2

1

�50 ln
3
(Q �

R =�R)
; (32)

which isvalid forln(Q �

R =�R)� 1. The value of�R should be determ ined by experim ent

from âR (Q R )with �2 = �̂2;R and Q R =
p
s using the sam e solution for�s.(The de� nition

of� depends on which solution that is used but sticking to one de� nition/solution this

presentsno problem .) In otherwordsthe e� ective charge âR (Q R )givesan experim entally

m easurable �R and a wellde� ned starting renorm alisation schem e which isthen m odi� ed

into theconform allim itschem e wheretheschem e param etersaregiven by Q �

R and ��
2
.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

Fig.1(a,b)illustratesthe renorm alisation schem e dependence ofâK (Q K = 50 GeV)as

given by Eq.(25) using the standard solution, Eq.(32),for aR with �
(5)

R = 502 M eV.

W esee thatfornottoo sm allrenorm alisation scalesthe�2-dependence dom inateswhereas

forsm allerscalesboth the scale dependence and �2-dependence isquite strong. Since the

renorm alisation schem edependenceisparam etrised by therenorm alisation scaleQ R and �2
when �R iskept� xed,thewholespaceofschem esshould in principlebeobtained by varying

Q R and �2.However,thisdoesnottakeinto accounttheregion ofvalidity forEq.(32).For

too sm allrenorm alisation scalesQ R ortoo large�2 thissolution isno longervalid.

Tobeself-consistent,oneshouldalsotakeintoaccountthatEq.(6)hastom akesenseper-

turbatively.In otherwords,ifj�2jaR � �1 then weareno longerin theperturbativeregim e

wherethecontribution from consecutiveterm saresm allerthen theprecedingonesandthere-

fore the perturbative expansion breaksdown. The lines�2 = � �1=aR ’ � �1�0ln(Q R =�R)

which indicateswherethishappensareshown in Fig.1(b).Theselinesalso indicateswhere

thesolution given by Eq.(32)isno longervalid and thenum ericalresultsshould therefore

notbe trusted in thatregion. The conform allim itschem e � xing m ethod (CLSF)and the

SBLM scale � xing m ethod are indicated in Fig.1(b)togetherwith som e otherwell-known

9



FIG .1. Renorm alisation schem edependenceofâK (Q K = 50 G eV)in (a,b)and Bjorken’ssum

rule,K (Q K = 3:16 G eV) in (c,d); shown as surface plots (a,c) and contour plots (b,d). Note

that � has been kept � xed so that allthe renorm alisation schem e dependence is given by the

renorm alisation scale Q R and �2. Som e well-known schem e and scale choices are m arked in (b)

and (d)forreferenceand thecorrespondingnum ericalvaluesaregiven in TableIand IIrespectively.

Thedashed linesindicatesthelim itoftheperturbativeregim e,j�2j� �1=aR ’ �1�0ln(Q R =�R )as

explained in thetext.In addition totheschem edependencethereisalsoaexperim entaluncertainty

from thevalue of�R .

10



schem esliketheM S schem e,the‘PrincipleofM inim um Sensitivity’(PM S)and thee� ective

chargeschem es(ECH)forR and K .

Conceptually thePM S and ECH schem esaredi� erentfrom theconform allim itschem es

in that they prescribe a unique schem e for each observable instead ofgiving schem es for

relations between observables. It should also be noted that the PM S and ECH schem es

som etim es gives renorm alisation scales which are di� cult to interpret physically. For in-

stancein jet-production,both in e+ e� [20]and DIS [21],theresulting renorm alisation scales

grow when thetypicaljet-m ass(ycutW
2)isdecreased which iscounter-intuitive.In addition

thePM S prescription dependson theinterm ediateschem e.Forexam ple,applying thePM S

prescription to two observablesgiven in theM S schem e separately and then relating them

givesadi� erentresultcom pared toiftheobservablesare� rstrelated sothatthedependence

on theM S schem eisrem oved and then thePM S prescription isapplied.

For reference, the num ericalvalues of�2,Q R , âK and Bjorken’s sum rule K in the

di� erent schem es are given in Table I (together with the M BLM m ethod which has two

renorm alisation scales). Com paring the conform allim it schem e � xing (CLSF) with the

SBLM and M BLM scale� xing m ethodsin TableIwe seethateven though thecoe� cients

ciarethesam e,thescales,�2 and theresulting e� ectivecharge âK aredi� erent.Thisshows

the im portance ofnotonly taking the com m ensurate scale relation into accountasin the

SBLM and M BLM m ethodsbutalso thecom m ensurate �2 relation asin CLSF.

TABLE I. Num ericalvaluesof�2,Q R ,âK and Bjorken’ssum rule K in di� erentschem esfor

Q K = 50 G eV and �
(5)

R
= 502 M eV (� iskept� xed so thattheschem e dependenceisgiven by �2

and Q R ).Note thatthere aretwo scalesfortheM BLM m ethod given asQ R ;1(Q R ;2).

Schem e �2 Q R [G eV] âK K

CLSF -15.98 26.00 0.5404 0.1982

SBLM -57.86 22.18 0.5271 0.1985

M BLM -57.86 22.17(25.02) 0.5290 0.1985

R -57.86 50.00 0.5291 0.1985

K -11.00 33.74 0.5421 0.1982

M S 5.65 72.22 0.5444 0.1981

PM S -3.98 15.88 0.5403 0.1982

From Fig.1(b)wealsoseethattheCLSF pointiscloserto thesaddle-point(PM S)than

the SBLM point,which m eansthatthe schem e dependence issm allerin the CLSF point.

Onem ightalso worry thattheSBLM and M BLM scale� xing m ethodsaretoo closeto the

line �2 = � �1�0ln(Q R =�R) where the perturbative expansion for the e� ective charge âR
breaksdown.Notethatboth in Fig.1and in TableI(and II)therenorm alisation scalesare

related to �R .Thism eansthatforexam ple in the M S schem e where one norm ally would

use� = Q K astherenorm alisation scalefor� = �
M S
,thescalebecom esQ K exp(r

1;M S
=�0)

for� = �R (com parewith Eq.(9)).

Asaconcreteexam pleoftheconform allim itschem e� xingm ethod wewillusetheglobal

analysisofR e+ e� data in the range2:64 < Q R < 52 GeV by M arshall[22]to calculate the

Bjorken sum rule K at Q K = 3:16 =
p
10 GeV,which can be com pared with the SM C

m easurem ent,K = �
p

1� �n
1
= 0:199� 0:038[15].Theresultoftheanalysisin [22]isaglobal
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� ttaking both electroweak and QCD correctionsinto account,Re+ e� = R
;Z

B orn(1+ âR ),and

num ericalvaluesforR Q = 1+ âR aregiven forsom e distinctenergies. In the following we

haveused thevalueR Q = 1:0463� 0:0044 forQR = 59:2 GeV.Thereasonsforpicking this

particularenergy are thatwe wantto have a large scale Q R where the standard solution,

Eq.(32),isa good approxim ation (especially since �̂2;R isso large)and atthesam etim ewe

do notwantto extrapolatetheexperim entalresulttoo m uch outsidethem easured range.

Following theprescription given abovefordeterm ining �
(5)

R weget,

�
(5)

R = 502+ 326
�225

M eV;

from âR = 0:0463� 0:0044usingEq.(32)with�̂2;R = � 57:9and QR = 59:2GeV.Tobeable

to com pare with the SM C m easurem ent we also need �
(4)

R . This isobtained by m atching

a�R num erically atthe avourthreshold,QR = m b = 5 GeV,forN f = 4 and 5 with �2 = ��2
which gives,

�
(4)

R = 564+ 282
�224

M eV:

The conform allim itrenorm alisation schem e param etersare then obtained from Eqs.(29)

and (30),Q �

R = 1:64GeV and ��
2
= � 1:56,and togetherwith theconform allim itcoe� cients

c�
1
= � 1,c�

2
= 1:165 and �

(4)

R thisgives âK = 0:159+ 0:139
�0:048 .Finally theconform allim itresult

forBjorken’ssum rulegiven by Eq.(23)becom es

K = 0:176�0:029+ 0:010;

wherejgA=gV j= 1:2573� 0:0028[23]hasbeen used and theerrorcom esfrom theuncertainty

in R Q .Thisisin good agreem entwith theexperim entalvalueK = 0:199� 0:038 m easured

bySM C.Tobeabletom akeam orechallengingtestoftheconform allim itschem eargum ents

onewould need m uch m oreprecisem easurem entsofboth R e+ e� and K .

Forillustration we also show the renorm alisation schem e dependence ofBjorken’ssum

rulein Fig.1(c,d)and thenum ericalvaluesof�2 and Q R forthespeci� cschem esindicated

in Fig.1(d)aregiven in TableIItogetherwith theresultingvaluesforâK and Bjorken’ssum

rule K . Com paring with Fig.1(a,b)we see thatthe schem e dependence ism uch stronger

which isalsoexpected sinceweareatam uch sm allerQ K .W ealsoseethattheperturbative

regim eindicated bythedashed linein Fig.1(d)isnarrowerthan in Fig.1(b)and in factboth

theSBLM and M BLM m ethodsaswellastheR-schem eareoutsidetheperturbativeregim e.

Thereforethenum ericalresultsgiven fortheseschem esshould notbetrusted.However,one

m ustkeep in m ind thattheSBLM and M BLM scale� xing m ethodsadvocatestheuseofa

physicalm easurem entofâR atthisscale and in thisway the problem with the validity of

thesolution used for�s neverenters.Even so,Fig.1(c,d)illustratesclearly thatthere isa

strong renorm alisation schem edependenceforBjorken’ssum ruleatthisscalewhich should

betaken intoaccountwhen com paringtheexperim entalresultwith theoreticalexpectations.

V I.SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m arywehaveshown thatitispossibletogeneralisetheconform allim itargum ents

oftheBLM m ethod to NNLO to � x therenorm alisation schem e,i.e.both therenorm alisa-

tion scaleand �2,when two observablesarerelated.In thisway allsignsofscalebreaking,

12



TABLE II.Num ericalvaluesof�2,Q R ,âK and Bjorken’ssum ruleK in di� erentschem esfor

Q K = 3:16 G eV and �
(4)

R
= 564 M eV (� iskept� xed so thatthe schem e dependence isgiven by

�2 and Q R ).Note thatthere are two scalesfortheM BLM m ethod given asQ R ;1(Q R ;2).

Schem e �2 Q R [G eV] âK K

CLSF -1.56 1.64 0.159 0.176

SBLM -55.46 1.53 0.0229 0.205

M BLM -55.46 1.49(1.58) 0.0126 0.207

R -55.46 3.16 0.100 0.189

K 5.54 2.09 0.160 0.176

M S 12.70 4.56 0.147 0.179

PM S 2.62 1.69 0.160 0.176

i.e.� 6= 0,iscon� ned into therunning ofthecoupling and thecoe� cientsin theperturba-

tiveserieshavetheirconform allim itvalues.W ehavealso shown (contrary to [9])thatthis

prescription form aking the coe� cients have theirconform allim itvaluesisunique. Com -

paring with earlierextensions ofthe BLM m ethod to NNLO they only � x the scale using

�2 from thee� ectivecharge.Thism eans,thattheconform allim itschem e� xing givesboth

a so called com m ensurate scale relation aswellasa com m ensurate �2 relation which,in a

unique way,speci� eshow �2 should be m odi� ed when two physicalobservablesarerelated

to each other.

Applying the conform allim it schem e � xing m ethod to the relation between Bjorken’s

sum rule K and R e+ e� givesa sim ple relation between the two. Using the e� ective charge

value âR = 0:0463� 0:0044 forQR = 59:2 GeV from a globalanalysisofR e+ e� data gives

K = 0:176�0:029+ 0:010 forQ
2
K = 10GeV 2 wheretheerrorcom esfrom theexperim entaluncertainty

in âR .Assessingatheoreticalerrorism uch m orecom plicated.Thetheoreticaluncertainty is

illustrated by therenorm alisation schem edependencewhich isshown to bequitelargeeven

though itcan bereduced byrequiringtheschem etobelongtotheperturbativeregim e.Still,

theproblem ofquantifying thetheoreticalerrorrem ainsto besolved.However,com paring

with theexperim entally m easured K = 0:199� 0:038 theagreem entisgood and theoretical

uncertaintiesarestillsm allerthan theexperim entalones.
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