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In this contribution two recent analyses for the extraction of the cham quark
m ass are discussed. A though they rely on com pletely di erent experim ental
and theoretical input the two m ethods provide the sam e nal results for the
cham gquark m ass and have an uncertainty of about 1% .
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1. Introduction

T here has been an enom ous progress in the determ ination of the quark
m asses In the recent yearsdue to In proved experin entalresuls, m any high—
order calculations in perturbative Q CD and precise Jattice sin ulations! In
this contrdbution we describe two recent analyses which lead to the m ost
precise resuls for the M S cham quark m ass.

The rstmethod?!? isbased on furdoop perturbative calculations for
them om ents ofthe vector correlatorw hich are com bined w ith m om entsex—
tracted from precise experin ental input for the totalhadronic cross section
In electron positron collisions.

A Iso the second m ethod® relies on furdoop calculations, however, or
the pseudo-scalar rather than for the vector current correlator. It is com —
bined with data obtained from sinulations on the lattice w ith dynam ical
cham quarks. The latter are tuned such that the m ass splitting betw een
the %and andthemesonmassesm ?,2mZ m?,m _andm are cor-
rectly reproduced. T hus the underlying experin ental data are com pletely
di erent from the rst approach.
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2. R (s) and perturbative QCD

T he basic ob fct for the rstm ethod is the totalhadronic cross section in
e' e annihilation. Nom alized to the production cross section of a muon
pair it de nes the quantity

€ e ! hadrons)

R (S) = I (l)
pt

where .= 4 ?=(3s).

A ocom pilation of the experin ental data contrbuting to R (s) in the
cham region can be und in Fig. 1. For our analysis it is of particular
Im portance to have precise values for the electronic w idths of the narrow
resonancesJ= and °which have been m easured by various experin ents.!
Furthem ore, we rely on the excellent data provided by the BES collabo—
ration®’ in the region between 3.73 Ge&V (which is the onset of D m eson
production) and about 5 G&V which m arks the end point of the strong
variations ofR (s).Above 5 GEV R (s) isbasically at and can be described
very wellw ithin perturbative Q CD taking into account cham quark e ects.
Thus in this region we use rhad,® a fortran program containing all state—
ofthe-art radiative correctionsto R (s) since between 5 GeV and 7 GeV no
reliable data is available.

Since we are interested in the extraction of the cham quark masswe
have to consider the part of R (s) which corresponds to the production
of cham quarks, usually denoted by R, (s). R (s) is used to com pute the
so—called experin entalm om ents through

exp ds
M ———R.(s): (2)

n gn+t17°¢
Tt is clear that in order to perform the integration n Eq. (2) one has to
subtract the contrdbutions from the three light quarks. This has to be done
in a carefiilm anner which is described in detail n R ef?
T he theoretical counterpart to Eq. (2) is given by

n

1
th _ .
M= I’ Cp: 3)

where the C, are obtained from the Taylor coe cients of the photon po—
larization function for sm allexternalm om entum .

Low m om ents are perturbative and have longbeen know n through three—
Joop order? 13 (seeRef!*15 form om entsup ton = 30).M ore recently also
the Purdoop contrbution orn = 1*°17 and n = 2 could be evaliated!®
(see also Refl!?).
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Fig. 1. R (s) around the cham threshold region. The solid line corresponds to the
theoretical prediction. T he uncertainties, which are indicated by the dashed curves, are
obtained from the variation ofthe input param eters and of .The inner and outer error
bars give the statisticaland system atical uncertainty, respectively. N ext to the data from

BES®” we also show the results form M D -1° and CLEO .° The narrow resonances are
indicated by dashed lines.

In the perturbative calculation we renom alize the cham quark m ass
in the M S schem e. This enablks us to extract directly the corresponding
short-distance quantity avoiding the detour to the pole m ass and the cor-
responding Intrinsic uncertainty.

T he results obtained forthe cham quark m ass from equating the exper—
Im entaland theoreticalm om ents are collected In Tab.1. In order to obtain
these num bers we set the renom alization scale to = 3 GeV and extract
asa consequencem . (3 G eV ). The uncertainties are due to the experin ental
moments, sM ;)= 0:002,thevariation of between 2Ge&V and 4 G&V
and the non-perturbative ghion condensate.

In contrast to the corresponding tabl in Ref? we inclided in Tab. 1
the new Puroop results from Refl® forn = 2.This leads to a shift in the
centralvalue from 0.979 GeV to 0.976 G eV . Furthem ore the uncertainty
0f 6 M eV which was due to the absence of the fourJdoop result is rem oved.

The results in Tab.1 show an In pressive consistency when going from
n = 1ton = 4 although the relative weight form the various energy regions
contributing to M ®*P is com pletely di erent: whereas forn = 1 the region
or- s 5GeV amounts to about 50% of the resonance contribution i is
less than 4% forn = 3.A Iso the decom position of the uncertainty changes
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Table 1. Results for mc(3 GeV) in GeV. The errors are from
experin ent, s, variation of and the glion condensate. The
error from the yet unknown fourdoop tem is kept separate.

n mc3GeV) exp s np total Cn(30)
1 0.986 0.009 0.009 0.002 0.001 0.013 \
2 0.976 0.006 0.014 0.005 0.000 0.016 \
3 0.982 0.005 0.014 0.007 0.002 0.016 0.010
4 1.012 0.003 0.008 0.030 0.007 0.032 0.016
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Fig.2. mc(3GeV) forn = 1;2;3 and 4. For each value of n the results from lft to
right correspond the inclusion of the one— tw o—, three—and four-loop tem s in the theory
m om ents.

substantially as can be seen n Tab.1l.W hereas forn = 1 the contribution
from the varation is negligble it exceeds the experin ental uncertainty
forn= 3.

In Fig.2 we show forthe rst fourm om entsthe result form . (3GeV) as
a function ofthe loop order used forM nth .0 ne observes a nice convergence
foreach n .Furthem ore, the consistency am ong the three-and in particular
the four-doop results is clearly visble from this plot.

As nal result of the analysis described in this Section we quote the
value given in Ref! which reads

m.B3Gev)= 0986(13) GeV : 4)
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Table 2. Results for mc(3 Ge&V) In Ge&V. Both the to—
tal uncertainties are shown and the splitting into contri-
butions from the lattice simmulation, s, m issing higher or-
der corrections and the non-perturbative glion condensate.

n | m:3GeV) | Jattice s h.o. np | total

2 0.986 0.008 0003 0.004 0.03 | 0.010
3 0.986 0.009 0.004 0.003 0.000 | 0.011

3. Lattice gauge theory and perturbative QCD

In the recent years there has been a trem endous progress in developing
precise QCD simulations on the lattice. In particular, it has been possble
to sin ulate relativistic cham quarks using the so—called H ighly Im proved
Staggered Quark HISQ) discretization of the quark action 2°?! In Ref?
this has been used to evaluate m om ents of the pseudo-scalar correlator
w ith an uncertainty below 1% . The m om ents from the lattice calculation
are equated w ith the ones com puted w ithin perturbative QCD . Tn Ref!®
the second non-trivialm om ent could be evalnated w ith the help the axial
W ard identity from the st m om ent of the longitudinal part of the axial-
vector current. Very recently this trick could be extended in order to arrive
at the third m om ent ©r the pseudo-scalar current 2?

Tab.2 sum m arizesthe results obtained orm . (3G &V ) (orn = 2 and 3)?
together w ith the corresponding uncertainties from the lattice, 5, m issing
higher order perturbative corrections and the gluon condensate?

Like in the previous section we nd also here an excellent agreem ent in
the centralvalues which leads us to the nalresult

m:.@BGeV)= 0:986(10)GeV : ©)

Let us m ention that the dim ensionless rst m om ent can be used to
extract a value for the strong coupling.W e can fiirthem ore consider ratios
ofm om ents in order to get rid of the overall dependence on m . and again
extract .In Ref® this has been done for the ratio of the second to the
third m om ent w hich isknown to fourdoop orderw ithin perturbative QCD .
T he two determm inations lead to

B Beev)=02516); ©6)

2N ote that forn = 1 no cham gquark m ass can be detemm ined since, in contrast to the
vector correlator, the corresponding m om ent is dim ensionless.

PFor the presentation in this Section the notation of Ref? for the num eration of the
m om ents has been translated to the one of R ef?



February 20, 2024 21:48 W SPC —-Proceedings Trim Size: 9.n x 6 cagced

which corresponds to®
P, )=01174(02) : @)

T his value agree wellw ith the particle data group result! and other recent
determ inations (see, eg., Refs242%),

4. Sum m ary

In this contrbution we have presented the two to date m ost precise de—
termm inations of the cham quark m ass. Let us stress once again that, al-
though In both casesm om ents of current correlatorsare considered, the two
m ethods rely on com pletely di erent experin ental input and on di erent
theory calculations. W hereas in one case perturbative QCD is com pared
w ith experim ental data for R (s), In the second case high precision lattice
sin ulationsw ith dynam icalcham quarksare crucial ingredients. It is quite
In pressive that the nalresultsasgiven n Egs. (4) and (5) coincide both
in the centralvalue and the uncertainty.

In Fig.3 we com pare the results of Section 2 and Section 3 w ith various
other recent determ inations. O ne observes a good agreem ent, how ever, our
results are by far the m ost precise ones, as can be seen by the grey band.

Up to this point we have presented results for the M S cham quark
m ass evaluated at the scale = 3 GeV. In general, the com parison of
results from various analyses are perform ed for the scale-invariant m ass,
meme) (see eg., Refl). Note, however, that the scale = m ¢ Is quite
low and the num ericalvalie of g is relatively big. T hus, i would be m ore
appropriate to perform the com parison at a higher scale like = 3 G&V.
Let us nevertheless present the scale-invariant chamm quark m ass. From
0:986 (10) GeV one obtains

meme)= 126809) GeVv : 8)

The m ethod describbed in Section 2 can also be used to extract the
bottom quark m ass. T he analysis of Ref! leads to

mpfmy) = 4:164(25) GeV : 9)

A fter ncluding the new Hurdoop resuls from Ref!® the result ofEq. (9)
becom es

mypMmy) = 4162(19) G&V ; 10)
which has a signi cantly reduced uncertainty.

°T he calculation of the running and decoupling is easily done w ith the help of RunDec 23
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Fig.3. Com parison of recent detem inations ofm (3 G&V).
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