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Globalapproxim antswith renorm alization scaleinvariancein pQCD

G .Cveti�ca�

aDepartm entofPhysics,University Dortm und,D-44221 Dortm und

Truncated perturbative series(TPS’s)ofany observable have the unphysicaldependence on the choice ofthe

renorm alization scale (RScl).The diagonalPad�e approxim ants(dPA’s)to any TPS ofan observable possessthe

favorable property ofbeing invariantin the large-�0 lim it. Thism eansthatthey are invariantunderthe change
ofthe RScl�2 when the \running" coupling param eter�s(�

2
)evolvesaccording to theone-loop renorm alization

group equation. W e present a m ethod which generalizes this result { the resulting new approxim ants are fully

RScl-invariantin theperturbativeQ CD (pQ CD ).Further,we presentsom e num ericalexam ples.Both thedPA’s

and thenew approxim antsareglobal,i.e.,theirstructuregoesbeyond theusual(polynom ial)TPS form and thus

they could revealsom e non-perturbativee�ects.

The contribution is based partly on [1]. It

contains additionally som e num ericalexam ples.

Since the construction of our approxim ants is

related with the diagonal Pad�e approxim ants

(dPA’s),we�rstexplain whatPA’sare.

1. W hat is Pad�e approxim ant ?

Suppose we have a physical quantity F (z)

which depends on the param eter z. In the ex-

pansion ofF (z)in powersofz

F (z)= f0 + f1z+ � � � fnz
n + � � � ; (1)

the fj’s are in principle calculable. Suppose

that f0;:::;fL + M have been calculated,i.e.,the

truncated perturbation series(TPS)F[L + M ](z)is

known.Then,thePA [L=M ]F (z)oforderL=M to

F (z) is de�ned as the ratio oftwo polynom ials,

ofdegree L (nom inator) and M (denom inator),

such that,when expanded back in powersofz,it

reproducesthe�rstL+ M + 1term sof(1).In gen-

eral,this condition determ inesuniquely the PA.

Itisthem inim alcondition thatany approxim ant

to the TPS F[L + M ](z) has to ful�ll. PA has,in

addition,the favorable property thatitgoesbe-

yond the analytic form ,showing structures(pole

singularitiesin the com plex z plane) not explic-

itly contained in series(1).W ecallsuch approxi-

m antsglobal,sincethey can giveuscluesto som e

�hep-ph/9808273,based on an invited talk atQ CD ’98,M

ontpellier,France,July 1998

nonperturbative properties ofF (z) at large jzj.

ThediagonalPA’s(dPA’s)arethosewith L = M .

2. C onstruction ofnew approxim ants

A genericobservableS in pQ CD is

S � a(q2)f(q2)= a(q2)[1+

r1(q
2)a(q2)+ � � � + rn(q

2)an(q2)+ � � � ]; (2)

whereq2 isachosen renorm alization scale(RScl),

a(q2)� �s(q
2)=�. S is RScl-independent. How-

ever,availableisonly a TPS S[n]

S[n](q
2)� a(q2)f[n](q2)= a(q2)[1+

r1(q
2)a(q2)+ � � � + rn(q

2)an(q2)]: (3)

IthasunphysicalRScl-dependence (truncation).

How toextractasm uch inform ation aspossible

from theavailableTPS (3)? Firstly,any approxi-

m antshould ful�llthem inim alcondition (cf.pre-

viousSec.). Secondly,the fullobservable S con-

tains,in general,non-perturbativee�ectsnotex-

plicitly m anifested in powerseries(2){ thisleads

us to consider global approxim ants (cf.previous

Sec.).Thirdly,S isRScl-independent,soitisnat-

uralto expectthat RScl-invariantapproxim ants

bringusclosertoS.So,thequestion hereis:How

to constructglobalapproxim antswhich arebased

on the TPS S[n](q
2)and areRScl-independent?

Itturnsoutthata partialanswerto thisques-

tion is the diagonal Pad�e approxim ant (dPA)

[M =M ]S(a) [2]. To see this,we recallthat the
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evolution ofa(p2) with the change ofRSclp2 is

governed in pQ CD by the RG E

da

dln(� p2)
= � �0a

2(1+ c1a+ c2a
2 + � � � ): (4)

In the large-�0 lim it(i.e.,c1 = c2 = � � � = 0)

a
(1l:)(p2)= a(q2)

�
1+ ln(p2=q2)�0a(q

2)
�
�1

: (5)

Thus, the RScl change q2 7! p2 results in the

change of z � a(q2): z 7! z=(1+ bz). The

dPA [M =M ]S(z) is invariant under this argu-

m ent transform ation, i.e., RScl-invariant when

a(p2) evolves according to the one-loop RG E.

[M =M ]S(z)reproducestheTPS S[2M �1] (3)toall

the availablepowers(cf.also the previousSec.).

Is it possible to go beyond this large-�0 ap-

proxim ation? The question was raised �rst by

the authorsof[3].The answer:itis.

The dPA approach has to be extended. W e

describe the algorithm leading to the new,fully

RScl-invariant,approxim antsto S.Introduce

km
�
a(q2)

�
�

1

a(q2)

1

m !

dm a(~p2)

d(ln ~p2)m

�
�
�
~p2= q2

; (6)

km (a) = (� 1)m �m0 a
m [1+ O (c1a)]; (7)

where higher orders in (7) can be calculated by

RG E (4). W e rearrange power series (2) for S

into perturbation seriesin km (� am )

S � a(q2)f(q2)= a(q2)[1+ f1(q
2)k1(a(q

2))+

+ � � � + fn(q
2)kn(a(q

2))+ � � � ]; (8)

where fn is uniquely determ ined by the �rst n

coe�cients r j of(2). For exam ple,f1= � r1=�0,

f2= (� c1r1+ r2)=�
2
0,etc.Thus,knowing theTPS

S[2M �1](q
2) (r1;:::;r2M �1 ) in powers of a, we

know the corresponding TPS in km ’s of(8) up

to (and including) the f2M �1 -term . De�ne the

(power)TPS,bythelarge-�0 substitution [cf.(7)]

km 7! (� 1)m �m0 a(q
2)m

a(q2)F [2M �1](q2)= a[1� f1�0a+

+ � � � + f2M �1 (� 1)
2M �1

�
2M �1
0 a

2M �1 ]: (9)

The dPA [M =M ](a)forthis(power)TPS can be

decom posed into a sum ofsim ple fractions

[M =M ]aF (a(q
2))=

MX

j= 1

~�j
a(q2)

[1+ (~uj�0)a(q
2)]

:(10)

W e now denote

p
2
j = q

2 exp[~uj(q
2)]; i:e:~uj(q

2)= ln(p2j=q
2); (11)

and therefore,in view of(5),rewrite(10)as

[M =M ]aF =

MX

j= 1

~�ja
(1l:)(p2j): (12)

Replace here a(1l:)(p2j)7! a(p2j), where a(p2j) is

evolved from a(q2)via the fullRG E (4)

A
[M =M ]

S
=

MX

j= 1

~�ja(p
2
j): (13)

Thisapproxim antsatis�esalltheconditionsthat

wesetforth attheoutset:a)when expanded back

in powersofa(q2)(q2 istheoriginalRScl),itre-

produces allthe term s of the TPS S[2M �1](q
2)

(3);b)itisglobalsinceitisa m odi�cation ofthe

dPA approach (the latterisglobal);c)itisfully

RScl-invariantin the pQ CD-sense,i.e.,indepen-

dent ofthe initialchoice ofthe RSclq2,where

a(q2)evolvesaccording to the fullavailable per-

turbative RG E (4). Explicitproofisgiven in [1]

(�rstentry). In fact,coe�cients ~� j and squared

m om enta p2j areallRScl-invariant.

Approxim ants(13)can beapplied directly only

toTPS’sS[n](3)with an odd num bern = 2M �1.

In pQ CD,S[1]areavailableform any observables,

S[2] fora few,S[3] fornone. Thus,(13)isappli-

cable only to TPS’s S[1]. In this case (M = 1),

(13) reduces to the e�ective charge (cf.[4]). To

apply (13) to S[2](q
2),a m odi�cation is needed.

Introducea new observable ~S � S � S

~S = (S)2 = a(q2)F (q2)= a(q2)[0+ 1a(q2)+

+ R 2(q
2)a2(q2)+ R 3(q

2)a3(q2)+ � � � ]; (14)

where R 1 = 1,R 2 = 2r1,R 3 = r21+ 2r2,etc. Hav-

ing S[2](q
2)(3),we have ~S[3](q

2)(i.e.,up to and

including the R 3-term ). W e apply (13) to ~S3
(M = 2).Although theleading orderterm in (14)

is0� a(q2),the algorithm survives,resultsin

~S = A
[2=2]

~S
+ O (a5); S =

q

A
[2=2]

~S
+ O (a4): (15)

q

A
[2=2]

~S
=

q

~�1 [a(p
2
1)� a(p22)]; (16)

where ~�1 and p2j are determ ined by r1;r2 and

�0;c1;c2 (cf.[1],lastentry). Approxim ant(16)
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isfullyRScl-invariant.Thescalesp2j m aybecom -

plex in som ecases,butthe resultisreal.

3. Speci�c num ericalexam ples

3.1. A case ofa Euclidean observable

Considerthe Bjorken polarized sum rule

Z 1

0

dx

h

g
(p)

1 (x;Q 2)� g
(n)

1 (x;Q 2)

i

=

[jgA j=(3jgV j)][1� S(� Q 2)]; (17)

p2 = � Q 2< 0 is � m om entum transfer. TPS

S[2](� Q
2) is now known: r1 = 3:584 ([5]);r2 =

20:212 ([6]). These rj’s are in the M S schem e,

nf = 3,and the chosen RSclq2
R Scl

= � Q 2. W e

take
p
Q 2= 1:76 G eV [a(� Q 2)= 0:083].

Firstwenotethatanyapproxim antcanbeused

also to predict the next coe�cient r 3,by reex-

pandingtheapproxim antbackin powersofa.W e

givein Table1 resultsofvariousapproxim antsto

S of(17):PA’s,approxim ant(16),and thee�ec-

tivechargem ethod (ECH [4],wesetc
(EC H )

3 = 0).

In brackets,resultsare given foranotherschem e

(c2= 3,c3= 0).W eused theknown c3 param eter

ofthe M S schem e [7]whereverpossible,i.e.,M S

ischaracterized by c2= 4:471and c3= 20:99.The

resultsofm ethod (16)di�ersom ewhatfrom those

of other m ethods. Further, values of S(� Q 2)

(cf.second colum n)predicted by globalm ethods

show up som e schem e (c2� )dependence (� 1% ).

The RScl-dependence isanothersource ofam bi-

guity in the results ofthe PA’s. Forexam ple,if

changing RSclQ 7! 2Q ,the result ofthe [1=2]

PA changesby 3:5% ,thatof[2=2]1=2 by 2% ,and

the originalTPS S[2] by 11% . There isno Rscl-

dependence for approxim ants (16). The result

S(� Q 2)oftheECH m ethod isschem e-and RScl-

independent, since this m ethod is local(i.e., a

speci�cchoiceofRScland schem e).

If changing the schem e m ore drastically, e.g.

M S 7! ‘t Hooft schem e (c2 = 4:471 7! 0; c3 =

20:997! 0),predictionsforS(� Q 2)ofthe global

m ethods[1=2],[2=2]1=2 and (16)change by 1:2%

(0:1273 7! 0:1260),1:2% (0:1326 7! 0:1342) and

4:4% (0:1378 7! 0:1:439), respectively. Schem e

dependence (i.e., c2-dependence) of (16) does

presenta problem in thiscase.

3.2. A case ofa M inkow skian observable

R(p2= s)=
�(e+ e� ! � ! hadr:)

�(e+ e� ! �+ �� )
: (18)

Here, p2= (pe+ p�e)
2= s> 0 is M inkowskian. Ap-

proxim antsgenerally losepredictability when ap-

plied to such observables [8]. The associated

Adler function D (p2= � Q 2) (Q 2> 0), RScl- and

schem e-invariant,isEuclidean

D (� Q 2)= Q
2

Z
1

0

dsR(s)(s+ Q
2)�2 : (19)

W e apply approxim ants to it. The TPS up to

NNLO hasbeen calculated forD [9]. Fornf= 5,

q2R Scl= � Q
2,in M S,itis

D =
11

3
[1+ d

(full)]; d
(full) = d+ d

(l:l:)
; (20)

d(� Q 2) = a(� Q 2)[1+ 1:4092a(� Q 2)

� 0:6812a2(� Q 2)+ � � � ]; (21)

d
(l:l:)(� Q 2) = a

3(� Q 2)(� 0:3756)+ � � � : (22)

W e take
p
Q 2 = 34 G eV,a(� Q 2)= 0:0452. The

d(l:l:) is from light-to-lightdiagram s,should not

be included in the approxim ants since the re-

sum m ationscannot\see" separately diagram sof

fundam entally di�erenttopologies.Reexpanding

the approxim ants to d(� Q 2) (21) in powers of

a(� Q 2),we predictd3 in series(21)(note: d1 =

1:4092,d2 = � 0:6812).Then relation (19)allows

us to obtain the coe�cients r j ofthe expansion

ofr(s)in powersofa(� s)[R = (11=3)(1+ r(full)),

r(full)= r+ r(l:l:),r(l:l:)= d(l:l:),(� Q 2= � s)]

r(s)= a(� s)[1+ r1a(� s)+ � � � ]; (23)

with r1= d1= 1:4092,r2= d2� �
2�20=3= � 12:767,

r3 = d3� 89:190,etc. Thus,we can predict also

the coe�cient r 3 of r(s). Results are given in

Table 2. In brackets are results in the ’t Hooft

schem e (cj = 0 for j � 2). Predictions of the

PA m ethods and the ECH are clustered. Those

ofour m ethod are slightly,but signi�cantly,de-

tached from them . Schem e (c2-)dependence for

theglobalapproxim antsisweak (cf.lasttwo dig-

itsin 2nd and 4th colum ns). Further,ifthe RScl

ischanged q2R Scl= � Q
27! � Q 2=4,thed(� Q 2)’sof

thePA’schangeabouttwiceasstrongly aswhen

the schem e is changed c2 = 1:4757! 0. Approxi-

m ant(16)doesnotchangewhen RSclchanges.
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Table 1

Predictionsofvariousapproxim antsfortheBjorkenpolarizedsum rule(with nf = 3)in theM S (c2= 4:471)

and the c2= 3 schem e(in brackets).
p
Q 2= 1:76 G eV;RSclchosen:q2R Scl= � Q

2;a(� Q 2)= 0:083.

Approx. S(� Q 2)pr: r
pr:

3 S[3](� Q
2;q2

R Scl
)pr:

S[2] (TPS) 0:1192 (0:1175) { 0:1192 (0:1175)

[1=2]S 0:1273 (0:1261) 98:8 (109:4) 0:1239 (0:1223)
p
[2=2]S 2 0:1326 (0:1322) 125:2 (141:1) 0:1252 (0:1238)

q

A
[2=2]

S 2 0:1378 (0:1370) 138:3 (151:4) 0:1258 (0:1242)

S
(EC H )

[2]
0:1320 (0:1320) 129:9 (140:4) 0:1254 (0:1237)

Table 2

Predictionsofvariousapproxim antsfor the ratio R(s)(with nf = 5)in the M S (c2 = 1:475)and the ’t

Hooft(c2= 0)schem e(in brackets).
p
Q 2= 34 G eV;RSclchosen:q2R Scl= � Q

2;a(� Q 2)= 0:0452.

Approx. d(� Q 2) d
pr:

3 d[3](� Q
2;q2

R Scl
)pr: r

pr:

3

(TPS) 0:048016 (0:047976) { 0:048016 (0:047976) {

[1=2]d 0:047996 (0:047974) � 4:72 (� 0:56) 0:047996 (0:047974) � 93:91 (� 89:75)

[2=2]
1=2

d2
0:047978 (0:047965) � 8:48 (� 2:24) 0:047981 (0:047967) � 97:67 (� 91:43)

q

A
[2=2]

d2
0:047931 (0:047939) � 15:42 (� 6:89) 0:047952 (0:047948) � 104:61 (� 96:08)

d
(EC H )

[2]
0:047959 (0:047959) � 7:65 (� 3:50) 0:047984 (0:047962) � 96:84 (� 92:69)

4. Sum m ary

Fora given S[n] (TPS)ofan observable S,we

can constructan RScl-independentapproxim ant

which reproduces that TPS to the given order

� an+ 1.Itisglobal,i.e.,itgoesbeyond the(poly-

nom ial)form ofthe TPS and could thusgive us

som ecluesto thenonperturbativee�ects{ possi-

bly in contrasttothelocalm ethods(ECH,PM S).

It is,in principle,an im provem entover another

globalapproxim ant{ thediagonalPad�eapproxi-

m ant(dPA),thelatterbeing RScl-invariantonly

in thelarge-�0 lim it.Thequestion ofhow toelim -

inate the second m ajor source ofunphysicalde-

pendence,the schem e (c2-)dependence,rem ains

open.O nepossibility would beto choosean \op-

tim al" c2 (open problem ). Another would be to

extend the m ethod so as to give us,in a global

m anner, approxim ants that are sim ultaneously

RScl-and c2-independent(an open problem ).
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