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Abstract

Assuming the asymptotic character of divergent pertuobateries, we address the problem of ambiguity of a function
determined by an asymptotic power expansion. We considetifins represented by an integral of the Laplace-Borel
type, with a curvilinear integration contour. This papea ontinuation of results recently obtained by us in a previo
work. Our new result contained in Lemma 3 of the present pegpeesents a further extension of the class of contours
of integration (and, by this, of the class of functions pgssgg a given asymptotic expansion), allowing the curves to
intersect themselves or return back, closer to the origatintates on the remainders are obtained féedént types

of contours. Methods of reducing the ambiguity by additidnputs are discussed using the particular case of the
Adler function in QCD.
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1. Introduction

In 1952, Freeman Dyson obtained the famous result [16] tedtibation series in QED are divergent. During
the subsequent decades, similar results have been ob{gige2h, 29, 35] for most of the physically interesting
field theories and models in quantum physics (for a review,[$8,.19] and references therein). This result was a
surprise and set a challenge for a radical reformulatioredijbation theory. Dyson’s suggestion to regard a diverge
perturbation series as asymptotic has been universallytadoNow the problem is not whether a perturbation series
is convergent or divergent, but rather whether or not, armibuwhat conditions, it uniquely determines the expanded
function. A crucial task is to findféective additional inputs that would be able to reduce orpggible, remove the
ambiguity. If all expansion cdBcients are known, the series may determine the sought @umetien if it is not
convergent, and may not do so even if it is convergent. Thi®dds on additional conditions.

How to deal with divergent series and how to sum them, undeit wbnditions a power series is able to determine
uniquely the expanded function and how to give a series dag@reseaning are problems of paramount importance
in quantum theory. Power expansions are badly needed irigshlyst, to ensure that they have clear mathematical
meaning, additional conditions are necessary, which aemaffficult to fulfill.

We discuss here the ambiguities of perturbation theory st from the (assumed) asymptotic character of the
series. We recall in sectidd 2 the Lemma of Watson (callingeinma 1). Then, in sectidd 3, we briefly recall our
Lemma 2, which we obtained and proved in ref.| [10] for cungkr contours of integration. Sectldn 4 is a new result:
we obtain and prove Lemma 3, which deals with certain spéfaifios of curvilinear integration contours.

We shall use the following definition of asymptotic seriesve® a point setS having the origin as a point of
accumulation, the power serig%, , FnZ" is said to be asymptotic to the functiéi(z) asz — 0 onsS, if the set of
functionsRy(2),

N
Ru@ =F@ - ) Fu?, (1)
n=0
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satisfies the condition
Ru(?) = o(2") ()

foralN=0,1,2,..,z— 0andz e S. The standard notation for an asymptotic series is:
F@ ~ Y F?,  zeS, z-0 3)
n=0

The functionF (2) may be singular a = 0. The co#ficientsF, can be defined by

1
— , h=012, .. 4)
720,28 Z

n-1
F@ - ) R
k=0

WhereZE;(l) FkZ¢ = 0 forn = 0 by definition. The prescriptiofi(4) makes sense wheneweaglymptotic expansion
exists: one can define, without using then-th derivative ofF(2), z € S, which may not exist.

Let us recall that if the power serigs; , Fnz" is convergent in a neighbourfoofl of the origin and ifF(2) is
holomorphic ancequalto Y, FnZ" in L, thenF(2) is uniquely determined i. No additional input is needed,
in contrast with the case that the series is asymptotic. Awgtitity can be checked only if one knows both the
expansion ca@icients and the expanded functib(z).

The ambiguity of a function given by an asymptotic serieflisirated by Watson lemma.

2. Thelemma of Watson

Consider the following integral
C
(@B) 3y — XY (B
(1) = fo e X1 (X)dx, (5)

where 0< ¢ < oo anda > 0, 8 > 0. Let f(x) € C*[0, ¢] and f®(0) defined as lio, f®(X). Lete be any number
from the interval (Q7/2).

Lemma 1. (G.N. Watson) If the above conditions are fulfilled, the gsiytic expansion

1o ke (k+B\TR(0)
(a8)
ORI a F(T) o (6)
k=0
holdsfor 1 — o, 1 € S, whereS, is the sectorial region
|arg/l|s%—s<%. (7)

The expansion {6) can beffirentiated with respect td any number of times.
For the proof see for instance [15) 17} 22].
It is worth mentioning that the regiohl(7) is independentof andc, and the expansion ciients in [6) do not

depend orc. Further, the factoF(k(*—f) in (@) makes the expansion d&ieients grow faster with than those of the

Taylor series forf (X). Fora =g =1,T % in @) cancels with the factorid in the denominator.

The integrall(b) reveals the large ambiguity of the resunonatrocedures having the same asymptotic expansion.
No particular values of the upper limit of integration can be a priori preferred.

Below we shall recall our Lemnid 2 (stated and proved in ref])[$howing a set of plausible conditions under
which the integration contour in the Laplace-Borel intégem be bent.
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3. Bending theintegration contour

Let G(r) be a continuous complex functid®(r) = r exp(g(r)), whereg(r) is a real-valued function given on
0 <r < ¢, with 0 < ¢ £ . Assume that the derivativ@ (r) is continuous on the interval 8 r < ¢ and a constant
ro > 0 exists such that
IG'(r)] < Kqr™s, rh<r<ec, (8)

for a nonnegativ&; and a real;.
Let the constants > 0 andB > 0 be given and assume that the quantities

A= inf ag(r), B = sup ag(r) 9

ro<r<c ros<r<c

satisfy the inequality
B-A<n-2e (20)

wheree > 0.
Let the functionf (u) be defined along the curve= G(r) and on the disu| < p, wherep > ro. Assumef(u) to
be holomorphic on the disc and measurable on the curve. AsHuem

[F(G(r)l < Kor™2, rn<r<e, (12)

hold for a nonnegativ, and a reals.
Define the functionb{*® (1) for 0 < b < c by

OO = f 610" (GO (G(N)AS. (12)
? r=b

This integral exists since we assuri@) measurable along the curue= G(r) and bounded by (11).

Lemma 2. If the above assumptions are fulfilled, then the asymptapassion

1o ke (k+8\TR(0)
(@8.G)
® ~= o I —= 1
SRR (Q) i (13)
holds ford — , A € 7, where
. /4 /4
Te ={4: 2= exp(ip), —E—A+s<tp<§—B—s}. (14)

We refer the reader to our recent paper [10], where Lemmardiged. The aim of the present paper is to show that
a further generalization is possible. We shall show in sefdi that Lemma 2 in Ref|_[10] can be improved to apply
to a wider class of curvilinear contours, including thosat tvere mentioned in Remark 9 of ref. [10]. According to
that Remark, the parametrizati@{r) = r exp (g(r)) does not include contours that cross a circle centred-at0
either touching or doubly intersecting it, so that the detiixe G’(r) does not exist or is not bounded. In particular,
this parametrization does not include the contours

e that, starting from the origin and reaching a vatuef r, return back to a certain value < r1, which is closer
to the origin, and

e whose one or several parts coincide with a part of a circléredrat the origin, and
e that have, at some point, their tangent perpendicular toatieis vector.

In the following section 4, we shall discuss a result thatgalizes some features of Lemma 2 and, among others,
cover also the two items mentioned above. For simplicitylimé ourselves tax = 8 = 1 andc finite. We shall call
this new result Lemmi 3.



4. Allowing the contour to cirsumscribe a circle or get closer towardsorigin

Let a complex functiors(s) be given. It is a function of a real paramesson an interval [Oc], ¢ < co. Assume
thatG(s) has continuous derivatives on ), G(0) = 0, G(s) # 0 for anys > 0. Let the functionf (u) be defined along
the curveu = G(s) and on the disé< defined byju| < p, wherep > 0. Assumef(u) to be holomorphic o and
measurable and bounded on the curve. This implies

If(G(9)) < K, for se[0,d]. (15)

We choose a numbei such that < s; < candG(s) lies inK for s€ [0, 5;]. Define

A= inf argG(s)), B= sup argG(s)) (16)
S=8<C S1<8<C
and assume that
B-A<n-2¢ (17)
wheree > 0. Denote x -
legz{/l:—E—A+s<arg[/l]<E—B—s}. (18)
Define the function -
PLH() = f f(G(9)e P dG(s), (19)
s=a

for 0 < a < b < ¢, where the suppression of the labelandg indicates that we have choser= 8 = 1. Note that we
introduce heres, a new real variable, which parametrizes the length of ttegiration contour and, unlike does not
mean the distance from the origin.

Lemma 3. If the above assumptions are fulfilled, then the asymptapassion
@) ~ > 1k D1B(0) (20)
k=0

holds ford — o, 1 € U..
Remarks:

1. The coneld, [@8) is maximal. Itis proved in_[10] that outside Lemma2 might not be fulfilled. The same
argument can be applied in the case of Leriina 3.

2. If a curve is rectifiable and of finite length, then the vatdies for a point of the curve can be defined as a
function of the length of the curve from the origin to that qioi

Proof: For a givenN, f(u) can be expressed inside the circle of ragius p in the form

N £(k)
f(u>=k20 T i), I < O, (21)

Since the interval [0,c] is compact a@(s) is continuous there exists a const&ntsuch that
IG'(s)] <Ky for se]0,c]. (22)
Further, there exists a positive numlyesuch that
IG(s)| >n for se[s,c] (23)

(note thaiG(s) # 0 in [s1, €] becauses; > 0).

Let us define N s 3
G(s) = s G(s1)) for 0<s<s, G(s=0G(s) for s>sg. (24)
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Since the curve&(s), G(s) lie in K for 0 < s < s (note thatf (u) is holomorphic ink) andG(0) = G(0), G(s1) =
G(sy), the integrals of the functioh(u)e™" along these curves on the interva) §J] equal each other. We have

o) = o (1) + 2C,(0). (25)

Let us define
b k
5= [ (%) expl-A(5/5)6(5)) - Glsn) ds (26)

where the integrals run along the ra/$)G(s:). We obtain, usind (24),

. N S=
O (1) = D 15 (D FV)/K + f OSLrN(G(S))eXp{—AG(S)}dG(S). (27)
k=0 s=

Let us first calculate the termésl(/l). We have

I§ s, (1) = 15.,(D) = 1§ (). (28)

To calculate the first terrﬁgm(/l), we shall use the well-known formula:

fw XL exp{—uxjdx = %1‘(6) (29)
0

for Res > 0, Reu > 0. If we takes = k+ 1, u = (1/$1)G(s1), we obtain

1
1§00 = Wr(k +1). (30)
We shall show that, for the last term [0.{25), the followingguality holds:

DEL()] < KiKocexp{-|Ansine}, (31)

which is an exponential estimate.
Having chosen the cor#, (18) and usindg(23), we obtain fdre U, the inequality

Re[AG(9)] = |1||G(s)| cos[argt + arg(G(9)] = |An sine. (32)

Hence
|e—/lG(s)| — e—Re[/lG(s)] < e—l/unsina. (33)

The inequalities hold for s from the interva [ c]. Further,

C o
10CL ()] < KiKz f g Mnsineq g (34)
Sy

This proves that the estimafe {31) holds.
Now we shall deal witH¥ (1) (see[[ZB)). We have

G k+1 0 .
1§ (D < (' S)') f s exp(-|4ls/s1IG(sy)| sine}ds (35)
Sy
The right hand side can be rewritten

1 f"“ _

—_———— eVdy. 36

[A]<+1(sing)k+1 MG(sl)lsinng y (36)

Certainly

Ki.s

18 (I <

A (sing) 110 exp{—(1 - 9)|AG(sy)| sine} 37)
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Figure 1: An integration contour allowed by Lemma 3, but vhh@toes not satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2. The cross méukdransition
between the two curves discussed in the text.

for || > 1, where 0< § < 1 andy* < Ky s€” for y > |G(sy)| sine, which is again an exponential estimate.
The integral containing the remaindei(2) (seel[2V)) can be estimated in a similar way using the inéggua

f " (51G(s0)1/50)" expl- 115/ si/G(sy)l sinel /sy G(so)ids < — Lot D (38)
\ si)l/s1 p siG(si)isine}1/siG(slds < P SRz
which implies that the second term on the right hand side 6 $2atisfies the inequality
S L ~ ~ I'(N + 2)
'fo rn(G(9)) exp{—AG(s)}dG(s) SCNW. (39)

This is a polynomial estimate of a lower degree tllﬁg(/l).

5. Discussion

Lemma 3 and its proof cover up a set of integration contouasdhe not embraced in Lemma 2. In both cases,
the contour of integration starts at the origin= 0. On the other hand, while the conditions of Lemma 2 admit
only integration contours with increasing distance from dhnigin, the conditions of Lemma 3 permit a portion of the
contour to get closer to the origin, or to have the form of arcantred at the origin. Also, in Lemma 3, the integration
contour may both perform spirals and intersect itself anyber of times, with the reservation that the contour must
not circle round the origin. It is a fundamental feature offbloemma 2 and Lemma 3 that the integration contour of
the Borel-Laplace integral must not leave the sectoridbre@, and/. respectively.

To illustrate the above remarks we consider a simple exanhgti¢he curveu = G4(9) in theu-plane be defined
parametrically by

Gi1(9) =t(s) +iv(9), se[0,1],
t(s) = a1S+ &S, v(s) = bis+ by, (40)

whereay, a, b, b, are real parameters. It is easy to see that this curve sattbeconditions of Lemma 3. On
the other hand, it cannot be written alwaysuas r exp(g(r)), whereg(r) is a real function with a continuous first
derivative, as requires Lemma 2. Indeed, let us make thegehafrvariable

r=r(s) = Vt(s)? + v(s)2. (41)

Then
g(r) = arctanf(s(r))/t(s(r))], (42)
6



wheres(r) is the inverse of{41). The derivative 6 {42) with respeat tan be written as

s(r)

g (") = SN (S) = VISMIUSI] —3 (43)
wheres/(r) = 1/r’(s). One can easily check that, for the choé&ge> 0, 0< b; < 2a4, and
3a;+b a;—3b
a = —%, by = % (44)

one hag’(s) > 0 for0< s< 1 andr’(1) = 0. Then,[(4R) is justified becau§(s) lies in the first quadrant.

It follows thats'(r) — o forr — r(1) and, since the first factor il {(#3) does not vanish atr(1), g’(1) is not
bounded in the neighbourhoodiof r(1),i.e. gr) does not fulfill the conditions of Lemma 2. (There are curnyed
possess infinitely many such points.)

The curveG;(s) can be further continued hy= G,(s) in such a way that the conditions of Lemma 3 are satisfied:

Ga(s) = t(s) +iv(9), se[1,1.2],
t(s) = (a1 + ap) cose— 1) — (by + by) sin(s— 1), v(s) = (a1 + az) sin(s— 1) + (by + by) cosc—1). (45)

For any values of; andb; this curve is an arc of a circle centered at 0, therefore thigateve of |G,(s)| with respect
to sis zero, while for the contours allowed in Lemma 2 the deieeshould be equal to 1. In Fig. 1 we represent the
union of the two curves discussed above, for the chajce b; = 0.1 anday, b, defined in[(44).

6. Reducing the ambiguity by additional inputs

To discuss some physical applications we take the Adlertiomén massless QCD as an example. The Adler
function D(s) (see [1]) is assumed to be real analytic in the compglane cut along the timelike axis. The
renormalization-group improved expansion,

D(s) = D1 as(9)/7 + D2 (as(9)/7)? + Da(as(9)/n)° + ..., (46)

has an additional unphysical singularity due to the Landaea jm the running couplings(s). According to present
knowledge, [(46) is divergent, tHe, growing asn! at largen [4-6,/16, 26], see also![3,20] and [19] and references
therein.

To discuss the implications of Lemma 2 and Lemma 3, we defia8trel transfornB(u) by [27]

B(u) = Z b U, by = Dn”:]}
n>0 ’80 ’

: (47)

wheregy is the first coéficient of thes function governing the renormalization group equatioiisfiatl by the cou-
pling. Itis usually assumed that the series (47) is converge a disc of nonvanishing radius (this result was rigor-
ously proved by David et al. [14] for the scalgttheory). This is exactly what is required in Lemmas 2 and 3fer
Borel transform.

If we adopt the assumption that the seried (46) is asymptmaith Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 imply a large freedom
in recovering the true function from its perturbative ffarents. Indeed, taking for simplicity = 8 = 1 in (13), we
infer that all the function§ (s) of the form

D8,(9 = ﬂio f e #H B(G(0) dop), (48)

wherea(s) = as(s)/n, admit the asymptotic expansion of the typel (46), provided the assumptions of Lemma 3
are fulfilled. This reveals the large ambiguity of the resuation procedures having the same asymptotic expansion
in perturbative QCD. No particular function of the for@ﬁc(s) can be a priori preferred when looking for the true
Adler function.



6.1. Mathematical conditions for uniqueness

For completeness, in this section we shall review seveit@riz for removing the ambiguity of a function rep-
resented by an asymptotic expansion. A powerful tool tolraadqueness is provided by the Strong Asymptotic
Conditions (SAC), which are conditions for Borel summahiliThe problem was investigated in many papers (see
[34], [2], [31] and references therein).

The SAC are commonly used in two versions, one being due todsMi and another one due to F. Nevanlinna.
Watson'’s version ([36], see also [34]) of the uniqueneggioin gives a sflicient condition forF(2) to equal the
Borel sum of its asymptotic Taylor series:

Watson'’s criterion Assume k2) to be analytic in a sector &, |argz < n/2+ ¢, |4 < R, for some positive, and
let F(2) have the asymptotic expansion

N-1
F(2 = Z aZ+Ru(2, where [Ry(@| <A N!|zZN (49)
k=0

for N =0, 1,2, ... uniformly in N and in z in the sector. Ther{Zris uniquely determined, being equal to

h(z) = % j(; e?B(u)du, where B(u) = Z%u“ (50)
n=0

inside the circleRe z1 > 1/R.

Note thate is positive. This condition, sometimedfliult to satisfy, can be modified to a refined and improved
version, which is due to Nevanlinna ([28], see also [34])v&ddinna’s condition of Borel summability is:

Nevanlinna’s criterion Let F(z) be analytic in the circle @ = {z: Rez! > 1/R} and satisfy there the estimates
(49) for N=0,1,2,...uniformly in N and in 2 Cgr. ThenF(2) is uniquely determined and is equal to the function
defined in[(5D).

Nevanlinna’s criterion gives both afficient and a necessary summability condition, see|[28, 3dimElly it is
obtained from Watson’s by replacing the se®gg with the discCr , whereR andR’ may be dfferent.

In other words, among all the functio®qz) analytic inCr and possessing the asymptotic expandidn (3) there
is only one functionh(z), which satisfies the inequalitigs {49) for &ll= 0, 1, 2, .... Thus, among all functiong(2)
satisfying the expansiohl(3) there is ohg), which is the best, in the sense that all the remainBg(g), N =0, 1,2, ..
are the smallest possible @x.

Further progress was achieved by T. Carleman [12]. Carlanl@orem can be used to show that two analytic
functions with the same asymptotic expansion are ident®aine infinitely diferentiable but non-analytic functions
vanish identically in certain subsets of the complex pl&erleman’s theorem has the following form (see, €.g!, [30])

Carleman’s theorem Let g be a function analytic inside the sect®g = {7, 0 < |7 < R |argZ < n/2} and
continuous orBr. Assume that

l9(2)| < bniz" (51)

for everyN and all|Z| inside the sector. IE®, b;”'" = 0, theng is identical zero.

The methods described above afieetive ways to remove the infinite ambiguity by selectingftivection h(2),
which is "the nearest” in the sense that the remainé&gig) of all orders,N = 0,1, 2, ..., see[(4B) (or the function
9(2), seel(Bl)), are the smallest possible in the respectiverr&y g, Cr andSg. Nearness is a natural criterion; on
the other hand, it is not evident that nearness is alwaysdherbotivation from the physical point of view. It is worth
discussing also other options.

6.2. Analyticity, its splendour and its dangerous points

In problems of divergence and ambiguity, the knowledge efsihgularities ofD(s) and ofB(u) is of importance.
Some information abouB(u) follows from certain classes of Feynman diagrams, fronoreralization theory and
general nonperturbative arguments. Due to the singwdariiu positive, the seried (#6) is not Borel summable.
Except renormalons and instanton-antiinstanton paies, (i. > 2 andu < —1), no other singularities oB(u) are
known. It is usually assumed that, with the exception of theva-mentioned singularities along the positive and the
negative real semiaxes with a gap around the orig{n) is holomorphic elsewhere.
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To treat the analyticity properties 8{u), the method of optimal conformal mapping|[13] is very usefpplica-
tions of this method to Lemma 2 and its merits are discussedriprevious paper [10]; the applications to Lemma 3
go along the same line. We refer the reader to [10] and reteretiherein for details.

On the other hand, a careless manipulation with the intigratontour may have a destructivéfext on the
analyticity properties. In_[7, 21], two fferent contours are chosen for the summation of some clasagrbens: one
contour, parallel and close to the positive semiaxis, isehdora(s) > 0, while another one, parallel and close to the
negative semiaxis, is taken wha(s) < 0. As proved in|[9], analyticity is lost with this choice, tseammation being
only piecewise analytic is.

On the other hand, as shownlinl[8, 11], the Borel summatiomtivé Principal Value (PV) prescription of the same
class of diagrams admits an analytic continuation to thelegplane, being consistent with analyticity except for an
unphysical cut along a segment of the space-like axis,a@tat the Landau pole. In this sense, PV is an appropriate
prescription.

7. Concluding remarks

The main result of our work is Lemma 3 proved in secfibn 4, Whimphasizes the great ambiguity of functions
represented by asymptotic power series. The result hottie ifunctionf (u) (which corresponds to the Borel trans-
form) is analytic on a disc in the Borel plane and satisfiesaatveak conditions outside the disc. Lemma 3 is an
extension of Lemma 2 formulated and proved by us in refl [4@Y briefly mentioned in sectigd 3 of the present
paper. Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 are valid for twiietient classes of integration contours in the integral sepr&tions
of the functions with a prescribed asymptotic expansion.

If applied to perturbation theory, Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 dra@/®attention to the fact of a great ambiguity of
the summation prescriptions that are allowed if the pedtioln expansion is regarded as asymptotic. The contour of
the integral representing the function of interest and treesponding functioB(u) can be chosen very freely outside
the convergence disc.

Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 proved in ref. [10] and, respectivehhigpaper may also be useful in other branches of
physics where the perturbation or other series are divérgen
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