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Abstract

In this paper the spectral QCD vacuum polarization tensor is computed in
order to determine and display the (one-loop) spectral QCD running coupling.
Through an application of the technique we call covariant spectral regulariza-
tion the densities associated with the quark and gluon bubbles are computed
without requiring renormalization and hence the spectral QCD vacuum polar-
ization tensor is determined. We explain why we think these computations are
sufficient to determine the QCD running coupling. It is found that the posi-
tion space spectral QCD running coupling is an analytic function which does
not manifest a Landau pole, but instead it manifests what might be called a

” in the infrared.

“Landau peak”, and has the property known as “freezing of a’
Keywords: QCD; Renormalization and Regularization; Specific QCD Phe-
nomenology; Beyond Standard Model

1 Introduction

The strong force coupling, like the coupling of all the forces of nature, “runs”
with collision energy, that being the inverse of the distance to which a target
is probed. The couplings of the gravitational, electromagnetic and weak forces
are known to great accuracy but the coupling of the strong force (at, e.g., an
energy T = my where my is the mass of the Z boson) is only known to an
accuracy of a world average of about 0.8% [I].

As is well known, the manner in which the strong force coupling “constant”
runs is different to, e.g., the manner in which the electromagnetic force coupling
constant runs.

The running of the coupling in QCD is an important phenomenon [2] 3, 4]
which needs to be taken into account in carrying out calculations in QCD [5].
Since, using standard regularization techniques, the bare coupling is infinite,
one must use the finite running coupling in QCD calculations.

The running fine structure constant oz in QCD can be determined experi-

mentally in a number of ways including deep inelastic scattering, 7 decay and



hadron-hadron scattering [3, [I]. In addition it can be determined from lattice
gauge theory computations [6]. In all cases its determination involves theo-
retical QCD calculations involving renormalization. The principal reason for
this is that, unlike the case of, e.g., electrons in QED, free quarks have not
been observed (except, possibly, in quark-gluon plasma) and the coupling must
be inferred from the interactions of quarks bound in hadrons and calculable
consequences, and the currently accepted calculation technique involves renor-
malization.

As a result of asymptotic freedom the behavior of g in the perturbative
domain is known. However there are, in the literature, a number of different
choices for ay in the non-perturbative domain. “There is no single, agreed
prescription for defining an IR completion of QCD’s running coupling” [7],
“The optimal choice of the definition of as(Q?) at all scales is an unsettled
question” [8].

In QCD the running coupling is not an observable but, in the high energy
domain where, due to asymptotic freedom [9} [10] oy < 1 so perturbative QCD
(pQCD) is applicable, observables are calculated from a, by expanding to nth
order a series in o [II]. Thus a; serves as an intermediate quantity between
observables. In the low energy domain analytic expressions based on pQCD
are, in various ways, supplemented with non-perturbative terms [g].

The current standard method of computing the QCD running coupling in
the high energy domain involves the use of the renormalization method in
pQCD. One of the main problems met with in pQCD, in fact in the use of
renormalization in general, is the difficulty with setting the renormalization
scale -, which arises through the “dimensional transmutation” property of the
renormalization method. Only after the renormalization scale has been set can
predictions for physical observables be obtained. In the usual method a single
1y is simply guessed at, and its value is then varied over an arbitrary range
[12]. This procedure is ad hoc and contradicts renormalization scheme (RS)
invariance. T'wo approaches to getting around this problem are the principle of
maximum conformality (PMC) [12] and the Brodsky-Lepage-Mackenzie (BLM)
approach [13].

The methods for setting the renormalization scale and defining the running
coupling such as the PMC and the BLM approaches are all formulated in the
context of the renormalization group (RG) involving the RG equations (RGE)
[14, 15, 16]. The RGE predict a singularity, or divergence, in the running

coupling called the Landau pole which, for QCD, is estimated to occur at an



energy of the order of a few hundred MeV. Such a divergence is unphysical, it
has not been observed either experimentally or in lattice simulations.

Binosi et al. [17] describe a process independent running coupling c/)\cpI
defined by interlacing two functions, one defined in the perturbative domain
k% > m3 and the other defined in the nonperturbative domain k? < m3 where
mo ~ mp/2 (m, = mass of the proton) involving interpolation of RG contin-
uum and/or lattice QCD calculations using a Padé approximant. &pl coincides
closely at low energy with the well known effective charge canditate oy, defined
via the Bjorken sum rule in terms of proton and neutron structure functions
which are determined experimentally.

We have developed a method of regularization for QFT which we called
spectral regularization and which is described in Refs. [I8], 19, 20} 2T], 22] and
briefly discussed in the next section. We now call this technique covariant
spectral regularization in order to distinguish it from other techniques called
“spectral regularization”.

Covariant spectral regularization is not associated with any form of diver-
gence, renormalization is not required and one may obtain an expression for
the QCD running coupling as(7) as a function of CM energy 7 which does not
require the setting of a renormalization scale .

Peskin and Schroeder [23] in Chapter 6.2 on radiative corrections write in
paragraph 2 on page 185 that, for QED, the vertex correction and electron
self-energy diagrams represent corrections to an electron response to a given
applied field while the vacuum polarization diagram should be considered to be
a correction to the electromagnetic field itself. We consider the analogue of this
statement to be the case for QCD when analyzed using spectral regularization.
Thus we consider the QCD coupling to be determined by the dressed gluon
propagator.

Use of the renormalization method in QCD generally requires counterterms
which must be obtained from a number of diagrams such as the vacuum po-
larization, the electron self-energy and the vertex correction diagrams. If one
one uses the pinch technique in combination with the background field method
(PT+BFM) [17] then the gluon polarization function captures all the required
features of the renormalization group and hence the UV behavior of the QCD
running coupling.

If covariant spectral regularization is used then, since renormalization is not
involved, there are no conterterms or the setting of a renormalization scale, the

RGE method is not applicable and, we propose, the QCD running coupling



can be determined from (that is, defined to be obtained from) the behavior
of the dressed gluon propagator (i.e. from vacuum polarization). We will call
the QCD running coupling obtained in this manner (in particular the one-loop
case) the spectral QCD running coupling and will, in this paper, be considering
its properties.

We will present a method for determining the spectral QCD running cou-
pling based on the relationship between the tree level Feynman amplitude
M) and a total Feynman amplitude M = M®e¢) 4 AMOP) made up of the
tree level and the one-loop spectral vacuum polarization Feynman amplitudes
for the ud — ud quark scattering process.

Our computations apply at all energies. There is no distinction between
perturbative domain and non-perturbative domain. No input of experimental

or lattice simulation data (other than the quark masses) is required.

2 Covariant spectral regularization

Covariant spectral regularization has been applied to all the (one-loop) classi-
cal tests of QED radiative correction and produces the same results as Pauli-
Villars and dimensional regularization/renormalization, (though the technique
is applicable to cases where the Feynman diagram has an arbitrary number of
loops).

Covariant spectral regularization is based on the technique described in
Ref. [18] and the use of the spectral calculus described in Ref. [19].

In Ref. [2I] we use covariant spectral regularization to compute the QED
vacuum polarization tensor and then use this to compute the Uehling potential
function and the Uehling contribution to the Lamb shift for the H atom.

In Ref. [22] we use covariant spectral regularization to compute the vertex
function for QED at arbitrary (on shell) values of its arguments in the t channel
and the s channel. The low energy and low momenta limit of this function in
the t channel is used to compute the one-loop contribution to the anomalous
magnetic moment of the electron and the result agrees with Schwinger’s classical
result. We also use the vertex function in the s channel to compute the leading
order vertex correction contribution to the high energy limit of the cross section
for the process eTe™ — v — ptpu~ and the result agrees with the textbook
result for the cross section for this process [24]. In the textbook computation
of this cross section renormalization is used to cancel UV divergence and soft

photon final state radiation is used to cancel IR divergence. Our computation



of this cross section does not use renormalization to cancel UV divergence or
soft photon final state radiation to cancel IR divergence, since there are no
divergences, neither UV nor IR.

Thus we have used covariant spectral regularization on all the classical tests
of QED radiative corrections and our results agree with the classical results.
While the classical calculations use complicated arguments to negotiate diver-
gences, covariant spectral regularization does not involve divergence of any sort.

In the present paper we use covariant spectral regularization to compute
the spectral QCD vacuum polarization tensor and then use this to compute the

spectral QCD running coupling.

3 Spectral QCD vacuum polarization

We construct the spectral QCD vacuum polarization tensor II(P) as
e = 1@ 4 119 4 ®),

where T1(9) is associated with the quark fermion bubble diagram, II9) is associ-
ated with the gluon bubble diagram and II¥) is associated with the four-point
gluon bubble diagram.

We do not include a diagram for “ghosts”. Schwartz (2018 [24], p. 508)
writes “That we need these ghosts is a horrible consequence of the Lagrangian
formulation of field theory”. Our formulation of field theory is not based on
Lagrangians but rather on U (2, 2) covariance (in locally conformally flat space-
time X) which gives rise to U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) covariance (in the tangent
space T, X) [20 25]. Therefore we do not “believe in ghosts” in this context.

We now proceed to compute I1(9 and I1(9) using spectral regularization. In
these computations 119 and II(9) are first represented as (Lorentz covariant)
tensor valued measures on Minkowski space (which is isomorphic to 7, X) and
then spectral calculus [19] is used to compute densities which exactly generate
these measures. These densities are functions which can be used for 119 and
@ in calculations involving TIVP).

We also show that II) vanishes.

3.1 The quark fermion bubble

The quark fermion bubble is shown in Fig. |1, The contribution of this bubble



k-q

Figure 1: Quark bubble

to the QCD vacuum polarization is (c.f. Schwartz, 2018 [24], p. 517)

dk 1 1
(q)abpv — _ 2 TaTb /
1 (9) g:Tr(T°T") (2m)* (g — k)2 —m2 +ie k2 —m? +ie
Te[y" (¥ — ¢ + m)y" (§ +m)]. (1)
Therefore since )
Te(T°T?) = 55“*’, (2)
we have )
@b (g) = 2 g2 (g) (3)
where
y dk 1 1 »
e (@) = _/ (2m)4 (g — k)2 —m2 +iek? —m? + ieTrhM(k_d—i_m)’Y (+m)).

In line with the work of Refs. [20} 21] suppose (“pretend”) that II(9" existed
pointwise and then we can compute (formally) the measure associated with the

“function”

0= 00) = = [ T (= ) ()]



as follows. Let By(R?*) denote the set of relatively compact Borel subsets of
R*. Now let I € By(R*). Then

W (r) = [ 1) da

= / xr(g)II*"(q) dg
_—/XF(Q)(q_k)Q_m2+i€k2_m2+z’e
Te[y"(f — ¢ + m)y" (¥ + m)] dk dg
_—/XF(Q)(q_k,)Q_m2+i6k2_m2+ie
Tely# (K — d + m)y” ( + m)] dg dk

_ L ! !
—/XF(Q+ )qz_m2+z‘ek2—m2+i6

Tr[y* (4 — m)y” (¥ +m)] dg dk

— / Xt (@ + YT (f — m)y (K + m)] Qo (dg) 2 (dk),

where, for any set I', xr denotes the characteristic function of I' defined by

lifgel,
= 4
xr (@) { 0 otherwise, @

and we have used the result [19] 20} 21, 25] that

1

2 —m? +ic — —mi€,(q), (5)

in which, for m > 0, sz denotes the standard Lorentz invariant measure on
the mass shell HX = +{q € R*: ¢> = m?,¢° > 0} [19, 20, 21].

Therefore the measure associated with TI(@# g

1

@ (1) = ~15:3
7r

[ xela+ BT (= ) )] o) (). (0
H@r ig analogous to the measure associated with the QED vacuum po-
larization tensor and it can be shown [2I} 20] that 19" is a causal tempered
Borel measure on Minkowski space and is associated with a density II(9D# given

by
D (q) = (" = ¢"q" )7 D (s) = (s"n" — ¢"¢")w' D (s), (7)



where

2
(@ (s) = —3 m’s2Z(5)(3 + 2Z(s)?), (8)
i
s = (qQ)% and
2 1
5o -1z ifs>2
Z(s) = Gz — 12 s 22m, )
0 otherwise.

In the spacelike domain we have, following [21], since 7@ is odd in s, that
119 is given by
D (q) = —(Q*n™ — g¢*¢")m(Q), (10)

. Therefore, by Eq.

N|=

where Q = (—q?)

= L 26t QT 2(Q) (3 + 22(QD) (@™ — '),

H(q)abul/(q) 2
s

where @ = (—qQ)%.
Now there are six quark types with flavors f;, = u,d,s,c,b,t and masses
mg € {m1,...,me} say. Therefore we take the total quark bubble contribution

to the hadronic vacuum polarization tensor to be given by

6
H(q,tot)abuu(q) — Z H(Q)abﬂ’/ (mk’ Q), (11)
k=1

where

O (1, g) = = 26 m? Q2 (m, Q)(3 +22(m, Q) (@™ — ¢"¢"),
(12)

in which )

Z(m, Q) = (2= —1)" itQ=2m (13)
0

otherwise

and Q = (—¢2).

It is not neccessary to specify which quarks are “active” at any given energy.
This is automatically worked out in Eq. by the value determined by that
equation corresponding to any given quark type at any given energy.

1@ stands for the six different quark bubble diagrams that need to be

considered when computing the total vacuum polarization.
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Figure 3: gluon bubble diagram I

3.2 The gluon bubble

The contribution from the gluon bubble is

1 dk  —i —1i
(g)abuv _ = abuv
. (@) 2 / (2m)* k2 +ie (k+q)% + Z'EF (4, )

1 dk 1 1
_ _* Fabul/ L 14
2 / (2m)* k2 +ie (k + q)2 + ie (a: ), (14)

where F®* is defined by the Feynman diagram F shown in Fig. F is
constructed from the diagrams I and II shown in Figs. [3] and

The overall factor of % is a symmetry factor required because the gluons are
thrir own antiparticle (Schwartz, 2018 [24], p. 518).

10
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Figure 4: gluon bubble diagram II

Using the QCD Feynman rules (Schwartz, 2018 [24], p. 510) we have

100 (g, k) =g 0P (<24 — K)® g = B)° (2 + ),
IIbfeuaB(q’ k) :gsfbfe(nyo<_2q - k)ﬁ + 7]05(2k + q)u + nﬁu(q _ k)o"

and
Fab,uu (q’ ]C) — 5cf5cle77pcr,r’ozﬁlczzdp,u,oz(q7 k)[]bfeyoﬁ(q’ k‘) )
Now
5cf5degsfcadgsfbfe — ggfcadfbcd — _ggfacdfbcd — —3935ab.
Therefore
Fab (q, k) = —3¢26N™ (q, k),
where

N (q, k) = ["(q— k)’ +n(q+ 2k)" — 0" (k + 2¢)*napnpe
<178 (q — k)7 + 157 2k + q)” — 7% (2q + k)P).

We compute (formally) the measure Z#¥ associated with the “function” ¢ —

11



qQ) = /[ ﬁmNW(q, k) dk as follows.

—N"(q,k)dk dq

N®(q, k) dq dk
k2+ze k+q)2+ie (g, k) dq

1 v
k:2—|—zeq +MN“ (q — k,k)dqdk

1
k2 +ie ¢% + ie

=~ [ xela+ DN (g + b, ~F) Qalda) Ro(ah)

xr(q + k) M (q+k,—k)dqdk

Il Il
\\?\\

For each p,v € {0,1,2,3} define M* : R* x R* = R by
MW" (q,k) = N*"(q+ k,—k).

Then
E() = —n? /Xp(q + kE)M*H (g, k) Qo(dq) Qo(dk),

and therefore

3
mo(r) = — 226 [ ol + M 0. 1) R0d) Qo (),

12



where

M*"(q,k) = N*(q + k, —Fk)
NapNpe 1" (q + 2k)° + 0P (q — k) — (29 + k)°]
x [P (q + 2k)7 + 077 (¢ — k)" — 0" (2 + k)"
= NapNpe" 1" (q + 2k)°(q + 2k)°
+ NapNpen" 0’ (q + 2k)° (q — k)¥
— Do 1" (q + 2k)°(2q + k)°
+ NapTpen ™" (¢ — k)*(q + 2k)°
+ Nasoon™n" (q — k)" (g — k)"
— a7 (g — k) (20 + k)°
— oo™’ (2q + k) (q + 2k)°
7(2q + k)*(q — k)"
Y (29 + k)* (2 + k)”

- naﬁnpan 77
+ Napnpen”™n’
= (q+ 2k)*np™
+ (g4 2k)"(q — k)”
— (29 + k)" (q + 2k)”
+ (g — k)"(q + 2k)”
+4(q — k)"(q — k)”
—(¢—k)"(2q+ k)"
— (g + 2k)"(2q + k)”
— (29 + k)" (¢ — k)"
+(2q + k)*n"

=(5¢% 4 5k% + 8¢.k)n" 4+ ¢"q” + 2k q¥ — ¢"'kY — 2kMEY — 2¢Mq¥ — kFq¥ — 4gMKY
— 2kMEY + gtq” — KMqY + 2¢M kY — 2kPEY 4 4gMqY — 4KkMqY — AgMkY + 4kFEY
—2¢"q¢" — ¢*kY + 2k*qY + KMEY — 2¢MqY — 4kPqY — gMEY — 2KkMEY
—2¢"q¢" — k"¢ + 2¢"KY + KMEY

=(5¢% + 5k* + 8q.k)n"” — 2¢q” — 2kMEY — TghkY — Tk q”

It is straightforward to show that 19 is a well defined Borel measure on
Minkowski space R*. Write

1@abry (1) = [19abr(9)m (1), (16)

13



where

3
m@ab _ ~5y gg(sab’

and
@k (1) = /Xr(q + k)M*" (q, k) Qo(dq) Qo (dk).

Using the Lorentz invariance of €, for any A € O(1,3)™,T" € By(R?)

IO (AT = / xar(q + k)M" (¢, k) Qo(dq) Qo(dk),
— / xr (A= 1q + A=Yk)M™ (g, k) o (dg) Qo(dk),

- / (g + k)M™ (Aq, Ak) Qo(dg) Qo(dk).
But we have

M™ (Mg, Ak) = 0" (5(Aq)® + 5(Ak)* + 8(Aq).(Ak)) — 2(Ag)* (Ag)” —
2(Ak)"(AR)” — T(Ag)" (Ak)” — T(AK)"(Ag)”
= A, 5 (0P (5¢* + 5K* + 8q.k) — 2¢° ¢ —
2Pk — Tk — Tk q°)
= A", AV, MP? (g, k).

Therefore
@R (AT) = A*,AY, TT9P (D), VA € O(1,3)™,T € By(RY),  (17)

and so IT" is Lorentz covariant in the sense defined in Ref. [21].

By a similar argument to that used in Ref. [19] the support of II9# satisfies
supp(IT9H) ¢ {g € R*: ¢*> > 0,¢° > 0}. Thus II@W# is causal. We will now
show, using the spectral calculus, [18, 19, 21], 26] that @ has a spectral

representation

H(Q)MV(I‘) - /Oo

m/=0

0" Qe (T) o1 (dm) + /Oo q"q” Quy (L) oo(dm’), (18)

m/=0

where the spectral measures o1, 09 are continuous functions. Let a,b € R,0 <

14



a < b. We have

g" (a,b,€) = IO (D(a, b, €))

— / X (@ + K)M™ (g, k) Qo (dk)(dg)

- =
— — - = T - = dk dq
%/xm,b)(IQIJrlkl)x (4 + k)M (1], 9), (k| k) ==
B.(0) k] 14]
dk dd

— — - = - =
/x<ab(IQI+|kl) = (k)M (4], 9), (k| k) ==
Be(0)-4 [k l4]

v — — . dq 4
~ [ X @AM, ), (), ) 5L (e
s
for all a,b € R with 0 < a < b. Now
— — — a b
X(a7b)(2\q\):1<:>2\Q\e(a,b)@\q\e(i,i).

Hence, using spherical polar coordinates,

ghkv(b) / /9 0/¢ M ((s, ssin(f) cos(¢), ssin(f) sin(¢), s cos(d)),
(s, —ssin(f) cos(¢), —ssin(f) sin(¢), —s cos())) sin(0) d¢d9ds(§7r).

Thus, using the Leibniz integral rule

T 2T b
g (b) = /:0 o M‘“’(i(l, sin(@) cos(¢), sin(f) sin(¢), cos(8)),

g(l, — sin(0) cos(¢), — sin(f) sin(¢), — cos(0))) sin(8) de¢ df (gﬂ)

s 2T
= b2/ MM ((1,sin(0) cos(¢), sin(0) sin(¢), cos(6)),
=0 J¢=0

(1, —sin(@) cos(¢), — sin(0) sin(¢), — cos(d))) sin(0) d¢ db (éﬂ'),

where we have used the fact that
M(X\g, \k) = N2 M (q,k),VA € R,q, k € R%.

Therefore, since if ¢ = (1, sin(#) cos(¢), sin(0) sin(¢), cos(d)) and k =
Y,
—sin(#) sin(¢), — cos()) then ¢> = k? =0, ¢.k =2 and k = (K%, k)

1

N —~

15



we have, for all i € {1,2,3}
M%(q, k) = —=5¢® — 5k — 8¢.k — 2(¢")? — 2(k")? — 7¢'K' — Tkiq’

= —16 —2(¢")* — 2(¢")* + 7(¢")* + 7(q")?
= —16 + 10(¢")?,

and so
V(b éﬂb2 / / —16 + 10sin?(0) cos?(¢)) sin(8) d¢ d
0=0 J =0
1, 4
= gﬂb (—16(47) + 10(§)7r)
- 76 222,
1
g% (b 67Tb2 / / —16 4 10sin?(0) sin’(¢)) sin(8) d¢ df
0=0 J =0
1, 4
= gﬂb (—16(47) + 10(§)7r)
- 76 222,
1
¥ (b) = ~7b? / / —16 4 10 cos?(0)) sin(8) de df
"6 0=0J =0
1, 2
= —%Wzbz.
Thus
g (b) = g17'(b), Vi, j € {1,2,3},b > a, (19)

and as it should from the general theory [26] and

g (b) = §w2b2,w€{1,2,3},b>a. (20)
Also
8 () =t / / (562 + 5k + 8.k) — 2(¢°)% — 2(¢°)% — 7(¢°)% — 7(¢°)?)
6=0 J ¢p=0
(21)

1 4
sin(0) do df = 677172(477)(16 —18) = —§7r2b2.

From the general theory (the spectral theory for Lorentz covariant tensor valued

16



measures [20} 2], 26]) the measure II9*¥ is given by

M@ (1) = / 3 /R 4 (@@ 2ol () + ¢ oS (m')) Qe (dg) dm, (22)

where
31 .. )
01" (b) = — i (b).i € {1,2,3), (23)
31
oy (b) = =79 (b) = 1 ), (24)

and is associated with a density IIW# : {g € R*: ¢*> > 0,¢° > 0} — R given
by

@ (g) = 7]‘“’8059)(8) + q“q”silaég)(s),

for ¢ > 0,¢° > 0 where s = (qz)%. From Eqns. and We have that

o9(5) = (e ) () = s, Vs > 0 (2)
and
7 (5) = ot d(5) ~ o1(5) = (1 )(—575?) — 1(s), ¥s > .
Therefore
91 (q) :?ws%]’” + q“q”s_lo—ég)(s). (26)

In the spacelike domain, since both ¢ and o9 are odd functions, II(9# {q €
R*: ¢? <0} — R is given by

19 _
MO (q) = Zn @™ +¢"0"Q "0y (Q). (27)

1

where Q = (—¢?)2.
Hence, from Eq.

al 14 3 a 19 v — 4
O (q) =(— 55 5920") (5 7@ + Q7' (Q'e)  (28)
_ 19 2¢ab, uv 2 3 2 caby—1_(9) ez
== 35, 9.0 Q7 — 55 50507Q7 037 (Q)d"e",  (29)

[N

where Q = (—¢?)2.
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3.3 The four-point gluon bubble

The four-point gluon bubble is associated with a function ¢ — [1(4)abur (q¢) whose

value is a constant tensor times the constant “function”

1
k2 + e

)

f(q) = ¢ where c:/

(Schwartz, 2018 [24], p. 519). We will argue (somewhat formally, since the
integral defining ¢ is divergent) that ¢ = 0 as follows. Assume that c is finite.

Then we have
c= /(k2+ie)_1dk.

Make a change of variables [ = Ak where A > 0. Then
k=X"1,dk = \"4dl, k? = X722
Therefore
c= /(A‘2l2 +ie) "t (AT1dl) = A2 /(12 +ie)7Hdl = A2

Since this is true for all A > 0 we must have that ¢ = 0.

Thus the four-point gluon bubble vanishes.

4 The momentum space spectral QCD run-
ning coupling

The method we use is exact and fully relativistic (not an NR approximation).
It is not based on approximate solutions to the Lippmann-Schwinger equation
(e.g. the Born approximations) and it does not involve the Schwinger-Dyson
equation. It applies over the whole range of possible input and output momenta
and polarizations. Thus it applies over the whole range of energies, from IR to
UV.

To compute the running coupling at one-loop level we compare the pro-

(tree) with the process

cess described by the tree level Feynman amplitude M
described by the Feynman amplitude M = M(ree) 1 pMOP) | where MOP) s
the one-loop spectral vacuum polarization Feynman amplitude, for quark ud

scattering.
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Figure 5: Tree level quark ud scattering

4.1 Computation of the Feynman amplitudes M (tree)
and M = M(tree) L Aq(vp)

The tree level process is the process associated with the Feynman diagram given
in Fig. [5| and, using the Feynman rules, we have that the tree level Feynman

amplitude M (tree) ig given by

ca(t _ .
ZME;ZZ)ga;mzam (P, 05, p1,p2) = WPy, &4 )igs Ty, v ulpr, 1) (30)
. 5ab77m/
(_7’ 2 . )
q° + 1€

(P2, 02)igs T,y 7 v (ph, o),

where u and v are the Dirac spinors defined by

for p € RY o € {1,2} in which o = (0,,)3

n=0 oo = 127{01}?:1 are the Paull

sigma matrices, {€eq}a=1,2 is the standard basis for C?and ¢ = p; — Py is the

momentum transfer.

Lemma 1. If the incoming and outgoing up quark momenta p1 and p} are on

— —
shell and Py # 0 then the momentum transfer ¢ = p1 — p) is spacelike with
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q* < 0.

Proof We compute

—/
¢ =(p1 — P)? = p2 + P2 — 2p1.py = 2(m2 — prp) = 2(m2 — PP + D1.7 ;)
— —/ - s/
:2(mi - wmu(pl)wmu(p ) + pl.pl)
— —/ — =/
<2(m? — wm,, (P1)wm, (P1) + |P1]|P1]),

where, for m > 0 and 5 € R?
wm(D) = (m? + |P|?)2.
Consider the function f : [0,00) x [0,00) defined by
F(5,t) = m% + st — wyn(8)wm(t), where wy(t) = (m? +£2)2.

Then (92f)(s,t) = s — wm(s)wm(t) "1t (where dy means the partial derivative
with respect to the second argument). Hence (02f)(s,t) = 0 & wp(s)t =
wn(t)s & (m? + s2)t2 = (m? +t3)s? & t = s. Hence t — f(s,t) is mono-
tonic over [0,s]. Thus, since f(s,0) < 0 for s > 0, (02f)(s,t) > 0 < s >t
and f(s,s) = 0 it follows that f(s,t) < 0,Vt € [0,s). But since f(s,t) =
ft, s) Vs, t > 0 1t follows that f(s,t) < 0,Vs,t > 0. Therefore ¢*> < 0 except
Whenp1—p1—0 O
From Eq. [30] we have that

2
t g b — —
mree) wivizaras (P P2: D1 P2) = = 7@2 Sabuw T 1, T W(Dh, 04 )7 u(p1, 01 )0(p2, a2)y v (ph, o)

112

gs a b nv
Q2 5ab77;u/T‘l le_;QZZMO’L ihad adyirizaran (p17p27p1ap2)

(31)

and

N

where Q = (—¢?)

Mgl:ﬂgaw/ghwalaz (pll’p/% p1, p2) = ﬂ(pllv O/l)'y'uu(plv al)ﬁ(p% 042)’71/'0(]),2’ O/Q)

The vacuum polarization insertion is as shown in the Feynman diagram of
Fig. |§| (this diagram stands for two diagrams, one with the quark bubble and
the other with the gluon bubble). The Feynman amplitude associated with this
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Figure 6: Vacuum polarization for quark ud scattering
diagram, MOP)_is given by

ngz’Z)a/lalgiliQQIQQ (pllap/27 p17p2) :H(p,h O/l)igsTf’iil ’y‘uu(pl’ al)
iDQCD acup(@)TTP %7 (q)i Doop dvow (4)
v(p2, OJQ)Z'QSTZ‘ZZ‘/Q’YVU(I)/Qv 0/2)7

where Dqcp is the gluon propagator given by

_ 5ab77,uu
G + i€’

DQCD@I)W/(Q) =
and IIOP) is the total vacuum polarization tensor. Therefore

2
9 b cd
Ml('ziz)allalzili2a1a2 (pll’pé’pl’pz) :QS4 T‘ﬁl’ilEQiénupnm’éacéde(vm ‘ pU(Q)

uw A,
0,if ih0 abiriz,n (pl’pQ’pl’pQ)'

Now
11vr) = 11@ 4 1@ 4 114

and from the previous section II4) = 0,

6
1
0P (g) = g2 3 fmi Q)@ ~ a"a"),
k=1
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and

19

3
= 5y 00 Q — 5928 Q! o(@Q).  (32)

H(g)abW(q) —

where
f(m, Q) =m*Q*Z(m,Q)(3 +2Z(m, Q)°),
and @ = (—qz)%.
By a well known conservation property (Weinberg, 2005, [27], p. 480), we

can, in the presence of the factor M§", drop the terms involving ¢#¢”. Therefore

M(:}g)/ 1o (pllap/27p17p2)

1112a1a2z112a1a2

g
QSQ T:Lazl szgz’ 77up77cw5ac5db
19 2 ced

6
1 2 ced
(5-gs0%n ;f(mk,Q) 35-9:0°1°)

224 /)
MO 7,1120410421112&1&2 (pl y P2, P1, p2)

9
= QSQ Zazl 221,/2‘/\/10illigallaéiliQC!lOéQ(p€[7p/27p17p2)ﬂ-(5)(Q)7
where
1 6
(s) — 2= _ =
m™N(Q) = 3% Zf my, Q
k: 1
and
./\/lo = T]/WMBW.

The total Feynman amplitude M = M(tree) 4 AM(P) js given by

AW
Mi’liéa’lagiﬂgalag (p17p27p17p2)

9;
= Q32 Tza“ 12@2-/\/10 i} ihofobiticonan (plapQ)ppr)(l + 7-‘—(8) (Q))

4.2 Computation of the quantity I' = I'(¢) such that
M = FM(tree)

Consider the quantity T': {¢g € R*: ¢*> < 0} — C, a function of the momentum
transfer ¢ which, if it exists, specifies over all values of the input and output
momenta and polarizations, a relationship of proportionality between the total

Feynman amplitude M and the tree amplitude M) T' is given by the
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following equation (if the solution of the equation exists)
M = F(q)M(tree).

This is equivalent to the following
g2
QQZ—;azl 1212M07, iho a21112a1a2(p1ap2aphp?)(l + W(s)(Q))

g;
= F( )Q32 Tza“11212-/\/10,1"11"20/10/21'11'20110{2 (pllap/2>p17p2)7 (33)

for all sets of momenta and polarizations. This equation has the unique solution
;S8
D(q) =1+75(Q) =1+ ¢? 7—7mek, ), (34)

3T
k=1

for Q = (—q2)% and we see that I' exists and is real valued. We can write,
without fear of confusion,

6

k 1
for @ > 0.

4.3 Computation of the momentum space QCD cou-

pling ¢ — g(q)
From Eq. [31| we may write that the momentum space QCD coupling ¢ — ¢s(q)

as a function of momentum transfer ¢ is given by

- _9s(9®
Mi’li’Qa’la’ZiﬂzalaQ(p17p27p1ap2) = Q2 Tllll 1212M01 ihaabirisaag (p17p27p17p2)>

(36)

that is if, indeed, there exists a function g — gs(¢) of momentum transfer such

that the total Feynman amplitude M can be written in this form. But we have
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Momentum space spectral QCD running coupling
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Figure 7: Untransformed momentum space spectral QCD running coupling
vs. log of energy in GeV

just shown that

/ / o (tree) / /
Mi'liéallaéiligalaz (pl ) p2>p17p2) _F(q)Miﬁiéaﬁaéi1i2a1&2 (pl y P2, P15 p2)

2
gS a a / /
=- F(Q)@ it T Mo it il aivisan as (P15 P2, P1, P2)-

(37)

Therefore we may equate the right hand sides of Eqns. and and make
cancellations to show that the (one-loop) momentum space QCD coupling ¢ —
g(q) is given by

9(9)* = 92T(q) and ¢(Q)* = g2T(Q).

We denote the constant g5 by g, and call it the bare coupling constant. In our

work gy is finite. T depends (implicitly) on g, (see Eq. . alQ) = g(ﬁ)Z) =

2
Z—;’TF(Q) = opI'(Q) is the energy space running QCD fine structure constant,

2
where o = Z—fr is the bare QCD fine structure constant.
The graph of the momentum space spectral QCD running coupling (with
ap = 1) is shown in Fig.
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5 The position space spectral QCD running
coupling

The function I' : {g € R*: ¢*> < 0} defined by Eq. [34] gives (after multiplication
by ) the untransformed momentum space QCD coupling. The position space
QCD coupling is given, formally, by taking the inverse Fourier transform of

q — I'(q) according to
M) = @) [ D@ dg for o € R

The position space QCD running coupling as a function of distance r > 0 is

given, formally, by
I(r) = (27) / I(q)i#(0907) dg. (38)

q — T'(q) is not an L' function or an L? function and it is straightforward to
show that the integral given by Eq. [38]is not convergent.
Therefore we introduce a momentum-energy cutoff A > 0 and write, using

— —
spherical polar coordinates for ¢ where ¢ = (¢°, ¢),
Pa() =) [ T 000 dg
)(2m) "4 (27) / / / ((p* - EQ)%)(f"pCOS(G)Tp2 sin(6) df dE dp
E=0 J0=0

2\ 1 zru
p*E)Z). ?
47?/ /%0 u=—1

1
(p 2 _ E%)2)psin(pr) dE dp,
- / = By psinon

p? dE dp

where Sy = {g € R*: —A2 < ¢®> < 0,]¢°| < |3!}
Therefore the (cut off) QCD running coupling 7 +— I'y(7) as a function of

(collision) energy 7 is given by

273/ /EO (p? — B2)2)psin(p/7) dE dp.

Letting & = (p? — EQ)% we have £2 = p? — E? so, for any fixed p, dE = —d¢

25



Lambda=1.0
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Figure 8: Shifted I'y vs. log of energy in GeV for A = 1.0 GeV

from which it follows that

FA(T):Q;T/’)A()(

(No confusion need arise through using the same symbol for T" in all its

G d£> psin(p/) dp.

=0

guises, i.e. a momentum space function ¢ — I'(g), a position space function
x +— I'(z), a function of distance r and a function of energy 7.)

Graphs of (the absolute value of) this function for various values of the cutoff
energy A (and ap = 1) are shown in Figs. |§| and We have translated each
of these graphs along the y-axis (i.e. the « axis) so that their limiting value
is zero as 7 — oo (the explanation an justification for this will be given in the
next section).

As A is increased the running coupling graph shifts to the right and the «
values are scaled up while if A is decreased the graph moves to the left and the «
values are scaled down. In all cases the running coupling manifests asymptotic
freedom and, while not having a Landau pole, has what might be described as

a “Landau peak” together with subsidiary subpeaks.
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Figure 10: Shifted I'y vs. log of energy in GeV for A = 100 GeV

27



6 Comparison of the spectral QCD running
coupling with CERN data

The QCD coupling is not an observable and, when its computation involves
renormalization, it is renormalization scheme (RS) dependent. The RS affects
the unrenormalized regularized vacuum polarization function by the addition of
a constant. For example, with Pauli-Villars regularization the unrenormalized
quark bubble vacuum polarization function is given by (Itzykson and Zuber,
1980 [28], p. 323)

1
a A1 2m? 4m? z

where A is the fictitious mass parameter and therefore the counterterm is
= log(A—z). For dimensional regularization the unrenormalized quark bubble
3T m

vacuum polarization function is given by (Schwartz, 2018 [24], p. 309)

m(p?) = —297:22 /01 dz z(1 — z) E +log (m;fr;;;?l“)_gx))] . (39)

where p is the subtraction point. For MS RS scheme the counterterm involves

the factor % while for MS RS scheme the counterterm involves the factor % +
log(4we™ 7). In fact, for the so called Rs RS [29] an arbitrary value 0 is added.
In any case the effect of a change in RS is the addition of a constant to the
conterterm.

Spectral regularization is finite at all stages and no renormalization is re-
quired, there are no counterterms.

To compare our predictions with data which has been obtained from exper-
imental data using calculations based on the MS RS we need to add a suitable
constant to our running coupling function. If all the calculations of the run-
ning fine structure constant at any given energy based on experiments were
done using covariant spectral regularization then no such constant would be
required.

Therefore, for the purpose of comparing our spectral running coupling with

the MS running coupling or running coupling data interpreted through MS we
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can write that the spectral running coupling at energy 7 is
La(T) = apl'ao(T) + ¢, (40)

for some ¢ € R and a3 > 0, where

1 A
Laolr) = 27r3T/ 0 <
p:

Since I' depends (implicitly) on a; we should write I'a g = I'z o(c%, 7).

/5:0 T() df) psin(p/T) dp.

To find the values of o and ¢ which give the best (in a certain sense)
correspondence between I'y and a collection {(7;, ;) : i =1,...,n} of running

coupling data, such as the CERN data, we note that any function of the form

a1 — Op
I'ao(ow, 1) —Tao(aw, )

Lalap, 7) = an + (Tao(as, 7) = Ta0(as, 7)), (41)
passes through the points (71, 1) and (7, @y ). Thus we have scaled I'y o and
translated it along the y-axis (i.e. the « axis) so that the graph of the function
' passes through the points (71, 1) and (7, o). Eq. 41]is invariant under
the transformation

FA,O = )‘FA,Ov

for any A € {—1,1} (or, more generally, A € R, \ # 0). (This is a specific
example of the fact that the physics of a process is determined by | M| where M
is its Feynman amplitude (more generally, by rays in Hilbert space of Feynman
amplitudes for the process.)) Thus we may take the spectral running coupling
at energy 7 to be

Ca(ow, ) = —apla 0w, ) + ¢, (42)
for some ¢ € R, ap > 0.

Therefore, from Eqns. 41] and 2] we seek ap, ¢ € R, with a3 > 0 such that

ap = —(a1 — an)(Tao(aw, 71) — Taolas, 7)), (43)

and
¢ = oapn + opl'ao(ap, ). (44)

Analytical solution of this problem would require solution of a complicated
integral equation, that is Eq. to determine «y, and then the plugging in
of the solution to that equation into Eq. 4] to determine ¢. Fortunately the
problem given by Eq. 3] can be solved computationally using the following
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(fixed point computation) algorithm.

Algorithm 1. Carry out the following computation to determine the bare spec-

tral QCD fine structure constant ay.
1. initialize o = 1
2. compute d = —(a1 — o) (T 0(cw, 71) — Tao(ap, 7)) 7!
3. compute A =d — oy

4. set ap =d

5

. repeat steps 2, 3, and 4 until A vanishes

We have found that this algorithm converges in less that 20 iterations. The
value to which it converges, i.e. the QCD bare fine structure constant, depends
on the cutoff A. The optimum value of A where the running coupling agrees
best with CERN experimental data occurs when A is about 14 GeV. For this
value of A the Landau peak occurs at about a few hundred MeV and the bare
QCD fine structure constant has the value o = 0.00219608.

Thus it seems that we can conclude, since o < 1, that, when analyzed using
spectral regularization, QCD is perturbative at all energies, i.e. perturbation
theory can be successfully used, at all energies.

The distance corresponding to an energy of 14 GeV is given by

he 1

- ) =x8. 10717
(T 109ay) 7~ 886 < 107 m,

d= (?
(where h is Planck’s constant, ¢ is the speed of light and e is the charge of
the electron) which is about of the order of the radius of a meson or baryon.
The graph of the QCD running coupling versus energy (inverse distance) when
A = 14 GeV is shown in Fig.

Using the values for a, obtained by using Algorithm [I]and then the value of
¢ obtained by using Eq. [44] the one-loop QCD running coupling versus CERN
MS data is shown in Fig.

Our spectral running coupling has the same general shape as the MS CERN
data curve over the range of the CERN data but it does not agree exactly. How-
ever the CERN data curve is RS dependent, use of another RS, other than MS,
in analyzing the experimental data would result in a different CERN data curve.
Fig. shows the QCD running coupling computed using renormalization for
a number of different renormalization schemes and/or IR completions. It can

be seen that there is a range of possible QCD running coupling curves.
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Figure 12: Spectral QCD running coupling versus CERN MS data. Data courtesy of
CERN
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Spectral regularization provides a method for computing the QCD running
coupling which is distinct from that associated with the MS RS and also to all
other possible RSs for the renormalization method.

We propose that if covariant spectral regularization were used to analyze the
CERN experimental data to produce the CERN data curve, then the CERN
data curve would coincide with our theoretically computed spectral QCD run-

ning coupling curve.

7 Freezing of a4(7) as energy 7 — 0

At low energies the running coupling computed using renormalization in the
UV together with other standard approaches (such as ar,ay,, or @pl) for IR
completion has the property of “freezing” in the IR. The freezing behavior is
RS and IR completion scheme dependent. The nature of this dependence is
illustrated in Fig.

The spectral QCD running coupling also manifests the property of freezing
at low energies as can be seen by examination of Fig. Thus, one says that
spectral running coupling saturates in the IR, i.e. has an IR fixed point.

The spectral QCD running coupling does not manifest an unphysical Landau
pole. It has this property in common with the spectral QED running coupling
which we have shown [21] also does not manifest a Landau pole. However
the spectral QCD running coupling manifests what may be called a “Landau

peak” at an energy of a few hundred MeV, together with subsidiary subpeaks

(see Fig. [11).

8 Conclusion

This paper focuses on spectral QCD vacuum polarization in order to compute
the spectral QCD running coupling by comparing M (t7¢®) with M = M (tree) 4
MOP) for quark ud — ud scattering. Using covariant spectral regularization we
compute the densities associated with the quark bubble and the gluon bubble
and hence the spectral vacuum polarization tensor. We then compute and
display the spectral QCD running coupling.

The spectral QCD running coupling is not constructed by piecing together or
matching functions defined in the perturbative and non-perturbative domains,
by Padé approximant or other means, but is defined by a single exact, well

defined unified prescription over the whole CM energy range, both perbutave
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Figure 13: The strong coupling a,(Q?) expressed in different renormalization schemes
(black: MS-scheme, red: g, effective charge , blue: V-scheme) and using a scale 1 # @
(green). We chose p = 0.708 @ which, in the CSR context, is the LO scale shift
transforming agpg into ag (ag is the effective charge obtained from the ratio of the
et + e~ — hadrons to that for e* + e~ — pt + 7). In this figure MS was computed
with ny =3, A = 0.34 GeV and to order ;. (For interpretation of the references to
colour in in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of the article.)
Source Deur et al., 2016 [8], Fig. 3.4
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Figure 14: How different renormalization schemes lead to different freezing values for
as. The black dashed line represents the AdS/QCD continuation of apqep in the
MS scheme (continuous black line), the blue line is the effective charge a,, in the g
scheme (without enforcing the a4, (0) = 7 constraint), the green line is the effective
charge ay in the potential scheme and the red line is a; in the MOM scheme and
Landau gauge. The widths of the curves represent the uncertainty stemming from
the truncation of the pQCD f-series. For interpretation of the references to colour in
this figure legend the reader is referred to the web version of this article.) Source:
Deur et al., 2016 [8], Fig. 5.1
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and non-perturbative. In fact we have shown that, when analyzed using spectral
regularization, it seems that QCD is perturbative at all energies.

It is a purely theoretical construct, not requiring any input data derived
from experiment or lattice simulation other than the quark masses. Apart
from the quark masses the only parameter which needs to be input in order to
generate the running coupling function is the energy cutoff. This energy cutoff
seems to be related to the typical hadron size.

The spectral running coupling is an analytic function which does not man-
ifest an unphysical Landau pole but rather, what may be called a “Landau
peak” (together with subsidiary subpeaks). It has the property of freezing in
the infrared.

The spectral QCD running coupling has the desirable properties of inter-
operability, simplicity and finiteness mentioned at the end of the article (Deur
2016, [8]).
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Appendix: C++4 code used to generate graphs

in paper
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#include "pch.h"
#include <iostream>
#include <fstream>
#include "math.h"

using namespace System;

void make_quark_masses();
double compute_answer(double);
double compute_value(double);
double Gamma(double);

double Z(double);

const int Flag = 3;

// Flag = 0 to graph unprocessed momentum space QCD spectral running coupling

// Flag = 1 to graph spectral QCD running coupling vs. energy unconstrained by CERN da
// Flag = 2 to graph spectral QCD running coupling vs. energy constrained by CERN data
// Flag = 3 to compare CERN data with spectral QCD running coupling,

const double Lambda = 1.4el; // in GeV;
double alpha_b_0 = 1.0; // initial bare coupling for cases 2 and 3
double alpha_b = 1.0; // bare coupling for cases O and 1

double c, d;
double* mass;
double m;

double* tau_data;
double* alpha_data;
int n_data;

double offset;

const double pi = 4.0 * atan(1.0);

const double Lambda_display = 1.0e3;

const int n_display = 10000;

const double delta_display = Lambda_display / n_display;

const double factor = 8.065543937e5; // factor to convert from eV to m~{-1}
const double equivalent_length = 1.0 / (1.0e9 * Lambda * factor);
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const int n_int_rho = 200;

const int n_int_xi = 200;

const int n_iter = 20;

const double delta_int_rho = Lambda / n_int_rho;

const double High_energy = 1.0e5;

int main(array<System::String~>" args)
{

std::ofstream outFile("out.txt");

std::cout << "Length equivalent to energy cutoff = " << equivalent_length << " m\n
make_quark_masses() ;

offset = compute_value(High_energy);

int i;
if (Flag == 2 || Flag == 3)
{

std::ifstream inFile("sorted_data.txt");
inFile >> n_data;
std::cout << "n_data = " << n_data << "\n";
tau_data = new double[n_datal;
alpha_data = new double[n_datal;
for (i = 0; i < n_data; i++)
{

inFile >> tau_data[i] >> alpha_datal[il;
}
alpha_b = alpha_b_0;

for (i = 0; i < n_iter; i++)

{
d = -(alpha_data[0] - alpha_data[n_data-1]) / (compute_value(tau_datal[0])
std::cout << "alpha_b = " << alpha_b << " d = " << d << "\n";
alpha_b = 4;
}
¢ = alpha_datal[n_data-1] + alpha_b * compute_value(tau_datal[n_data-1]);
}
if (Flag == 3)
{

for (i = 0; i < n_data; i++)
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double tau = tau_datalil;
double answer = compute_answer (tau);
outFile << log(tau) / log(10.0) << ’\t’ << answer << ’\t’ << alpha_datal[i]

}
+
else if ((Flag == 0) || (Flag == 1) || (Flag == 2))
{
for (i = 1; i < n_display; i++)
{
double tau = i * delta_display;
double answer = compute_answer (tau);
outFile << log(tau) / log(10.0) << ’\t’ << answer << "\n";
}
}
else
{
std::cout << "Invalid Flag\n";
exit(1);
+
return(0) ;

double compute_answer (double tau)

{
double v;
if (Flag == 0) return(Gamma(tau));
else if (Flag == 1) return(fabs(compute_value(tau) - offset));
else return(-alpha_b * compute_value(tau) + c);
}

double compute_value(double tau)
{
double answer = 0.0;
int i, j;
for (i = 1; i < n_int_rho; i++)

{
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double rho = i * delta_int_rho;
double xi_integral = 0.0;
double delta_int_xi = rho / n_int_xi;
for (j = 1; j < n_int_xi; j++)
{
double xi = j * delta_int_xi;
xi_integral += Gamma(xi);
}
xi_integral *= delta_int_xi;
answer += xi_integral * rho * sin(rho / tau);
}
answer *= delta_int_rho;
answer /= (2.0 * pi * pi * pi);
answer *= tau;

return(answer) ;

void make_quark_masses()

{
mass = new double[6];
// masses in MeV
mass[0] = 2.3; // up quark
mass[1] = 4.8; // down quark
mass[2] = 95.0; // strange quark
mass[3] = 1275.0; // charm quark
mass[4] = 4180.0; // bottom quark
mass[5] = 173210.0; // top quark
// convert to GeV
int i;
for (i = 0; i < 6; i++) mass[i] /= 1.0e3;
}

double Gamma(double Q)

{
double answer = 0.0;
int k;
for (k = 0; k < 6; k++)
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m = mass[k];
if (@ > (2 *x m))
answer +=m * m * m * Z(Q) * (3.0 + 2.0 * Z(Q) * 2(Q)) / (Q * Q * Q); // f

}
answer /= -1.0 / (3.0 * pi);
answer += 19.0 / (32.0 * pi);
answer *= 4.0 * pi * alpha_b;
answer += 1.0;

return(answer) ;

double Z(double s)

{
if (s < 2.0 * m)
{
std::cout << "error in Z function\n";
exit(1);
}
double answer = sqrt(s * s / (4.0 * m * m) - 1.0);
return(answer) ;
}
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