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Abstract

1 We reconsider the extraction of the gluon condensatgs?), (g3f.,.G3 and theMS running quark masseés,, from different
o, M,(Q%) Moments and their Ratios by including PT corrections teeoref, NPT terms up tdG*) and using stability criteria of the
o results versus the degre¢number ofQ?-derivative). We explicitly show that the spectral partied towest momentt;(0) depends
strongly (as expected) on its high-energy (continuum)rioution, which is minimized foM,»3-4(0). Using higher moments and
= the correlations ofa,G2) with (g%f,.G®) and(G*), we obtain(a,G?) = (7.0 = 1.3) x 102 GeV* and(g3£.G®) = (8.8 + 5.5)
GeV? x (a,G?), while our analysis favours a modified factorisation §6f). Using the previous results, we re-determimgi,.)
Z and find that the commonly used (0) lowest moment tends to overestimate its value comparttketones from higher moments
where stable values @i.(m.) versus the variations of and the continuum models are reached. These features daatsthat
C\J the quoted errors dfi., from M;(0) may have been underestimated. Our best results fréereint high» moments and their
ratios arem.(m.) = 1261(16) MeV andn,(m;) = 4171(14) MeV, in excellent agreement with results obtaingd] using some
—judicious choices of ratios of moments.
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o

g 1. Introduction (@,G?) ~ (0.02+ 0.04) GeV*, while some particular choices of

—Non-zero values of the gluon condensates have been addocat&!:(Q?) charmonium moments give (@ + 0.03) Ge\/f [24].
by SVZ [2/3] for non-perturbative QCD. Indeed, the gluoncon Lattice calcul_athns found large range .Of values [25-27]l A
densates play an important role in gluodynamics (low-gyer thgse results indicate that the \{a(ung) is not yet well deter-

(] theorems,...) and in some bag models as they are directly rélined and needs to be reconsidered.

O\ lated to the vacuum energy density (with standard notations [N & previous papei [1], we have extracted, for the first time
within QSSR, the correlation betweén,G?) and (g3 f,,.G%)

@)

o\ E= _ﬂ(as) (@,G?) Q) by working with higher moments known to ordef and up to
LO- 8a2 T (g% frcG®). We have obtained:

O Moreover, the gluon condensates enter in the OPE of the 2 fe(G3 = (31 + 13) GeVX(a,G?) (3)

< ‘hadronic correlators [2] and then are important in the asislyf
=1 QCD spectral sum rules (QSSR), especially, in the heavykguar or, in terms of the instanton radius:
5 and in the pure Yang-Mills gluonjglueball channels where the 1
= light quark loops and quark condensdtese absent to leading pe = 0.98(21)GeVv (4)

order [4:5]. The SVZ value: if one uses the dilute gas instanton (DGI) model reldfion

arXi

(@,G?) ~ 0.04 GeV*, ) (%funcG%) _ 412r

extracted (for the first time) from charmonium sum rules [2] (@;,G?) 5p2°
has been challenged byfiirent authors [4+-6]. Though there ) , 3
are strong indications that the exact value of the gluon con—one may |.nterpret the previous vaIue(@?fL_,ch) as t_he one
densate is around (or most likely 2-3 times) this value as ob°f aneffective condensate which can absorb into it all hlgher_dl-
tained from earlier heavy quarkst,(Q?) [7-d], FESR [1b] Mmensions condensates not accounted for when the OPE is trun-

(5)

and exponential [11] moments, heavy quark mass-splittinggatid atthe = 6-dimensionh. Il study tiee f theD =
[14] and e*e™ [15-419] inclusive data. Most recent determi- In the present paper, we shall study thifeets of theD = 8

nations fromr-decay [20522] (see however [23]) give a value condensates on the previous results considering the fatt th
) i these €ects can be sizeable when working with higher mo-

ments [7, 9/ 28]. In the same time, we shall reconsider the
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1The heavy quark condensate contribution can be absorbedhietgluon
one through the relation |[2{QQ) = —(aSG2>/(12an) + ...An analogous INotice that estimates f. based on DGl give the range of values: 1.5[29],
relation also occurs for the mixed quark-gluon condeng&:6][ 2.5 [30] and 4.5 GeV! [2].

Preprint submitted to Physics Letters B February 24, 2024


http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.2922v2

determination oka,G?) andm,, from differentM,(Q?) mo-  of higher moments\,(0) using Padé approximants [39] and
ments and their ratios by including corrections to ordgand  Mellin-Barnes transform [40] are also available.
non-perturbative terms up t@*). We shall also focus on the e The gluon condensat@,G2) contribution to the two-point
extraction ofm,, from the widely usedM,-1(Q?> = 0) mo-  correlator is known to lowest order [2] and to ordgr{41].
ments. e The dimension-six condensatésf.,.G) andg*(uu)?) con-
tributions have been obtained hy [8]. Convenient expressio
for numerical analysis of éierentM, (Q?) moments including

2. Moment sum rules, stability crl_terla and optupal results the (¢%£,,.G®) term are given by [24]. We have checked some
» Here, we shall be concerned with the two-point correlator ol + not all of them

a heavy quarlQ = ¢, b: e The (G*) condensate contributions have been calculated by

(P — da"\ 1o (a?) = [2€] to lowest order. The expressions 8,(Q%) have been
(g T ) o(@) given by [28] and|[7].
ifd4x e—iqx<0|7~J/é(x) (Jé(O))T 0y, ) In th_e following discus_sions, we shall not tr_anscript akdb
previous long and tedious formulae which interested reader

where :J)) = Qy"Q is the heavy quark neutral vector current. “" found in the original papers.

Different forms of QSSR exist in the literature|[4—6]. In a pre-
vious [1] and in the present paper, we work with the mormiénts 4. Experimental parametrization of the sum rules

-1y " In a narrow width approximation (NWA) and f@ = ¢[3:

R(dQZZ) R(®) = AnlmII(¢ + ie)
_ o0 t, me N
= \L‘mz dt(t + QZ)n+l ’ (7) = ﬂ@ % M¢F¢He+(6((t - Mi) . (10)

and with their ratios: whereN = 3 is the colour number)M, andI'y_...- are the

5 M (0?) 5 Ma(0?) mass and leptonic width of th&y mesons;Q, = 2/3 is the

Fapns1(Q7) = Mu1(0%)° Fani2(Q°) = Mu2(0?)° (8) charm electric charge in units ef @ = 1/1336 is the running
where the experimental sides are more precise than theugdsol elegtromagnetic coupling evaluatecMi. We shall use the ex-
momentsM, (0?). perimental values of thé&/y parameters compiled in Talile 1.

¢ In the following, we shall use stability criteria, i.e. a min
imum dependence of the results on the variation of the finite
number of derivatives. In practice, this minimum sensitivity

Table 1:Masses and electronic widths of tiigy family from PDG10[[4R].

L o Name Mass [MeV] Tjjyoere [kEV]

is signaled by the presence of a a plateau or a minimum.

e We shall study later thefkect of the QCD continuum models T/ (1S) 3096.916(11) 5.55(14)

on the results. w(2S) 3686.093(34) 2.33(7)

¢ We shall denote by optimal result the one obtained withinthe  y(3770) 3775.2(1.7) 0.259(16)

previous stability criteria and which is lesfected by the dif- ¥(4040) 4039(1) 0.86(7)

ferent forms of the continuum models. ¥(4160) 4153(3) 0.83(7)
¥(4415) 4421(4) 0.58(7)

3. QCD expressions of the sum rules

The QCD expressions of the moments can be derived from t
ones of the vector spectral functi@n

e To lowest order, it reads :

h\‘In\le shall parametrize the contributions frogft. > (4.6 + 0.1)
GeV using either:
e Model 1: The approximate PT QCD expression of the spec-
Rio = 2(3-1?) (9  tral function to Qrdeuf up to order 2/1)® given in [33] and
2 the o2 contribution from non-singlet contribution up to order

B e _ (m?/1)? given in [43].
wherey = /1 - 4mj/tis the quark velocity. e Model 2: The asymptotic PT expression of the spectral func-
e The e correction is known exactly t@(a,) [31] and anin-  tion known to ordew? where the quark mass corrections are
terpolating formula has been proposed.in [32]. neglectedﬂ.
e To ordere?, we shall use the approximate formula given in e Model 3: Fits of different data above the(2S) mass: the
[33] and derived from the exact expressioniin [34-36]. most recent fit is done in_[43] where a comparison of results

e To ordera?, the three lowesiM1(0) [37] and M23(0) mo-  from different fitting procedures can be found.
ments [33] are known analytically . Semi-analytic expressi

3A missprint of factorr is in [1] but does not fiect the results.
2We shall use the same normalization[as [24]. 4Original papers are given in Refs. 317 to 321 of the book in [gf




5. Test of the continuum model-dependence of the moments ¢ \We shall use the input values [1, 19| 23]:
In this section, we test the model-dependence of the exper-

m.(m.) = 1261(18)MeV,
as(me)ln,=4 = 0.408(14) fromr — decays
a(yy? = 45x 10 GeVf frome'e . (12)

The error in the value af; is the distance between its value and
the world average [42, 44].

e The QCD expressions of the moments are tabulated in [24]
for the fixed order PT series up to ordef and including the
(g%f..G®) condensate. The contribution of thé(yy)?> D=6
condensate is numerically negligible and has been omitted.

e The contribution of the B8 condensates can be foundiin/[28]
and [7]. In general, one can form eight operators for tae8D
gluon condensates:

0. = (IrG’TrG?,

0, = (TrG,,G" Tr GG,
03 = (IrG,G”TrG,G?),
O0s = (IrG,G™ Tr GIGh),
0s = (TrG,,G" G,,G™),

Os = (TrG,,G"G"Gy,),

07 = (TrG,,G” GGy,

Figure 1: Behaviour of momeni&t,(Q?) in units of (4%?)" x 10" versusn

for different models of the continuum as defined in se¢flan) 441, (0) : Model 0Og = (IrG,,G" G*G"). (13)
1: green (continuous), Model 2 : red (dot-dashed), Modell&u Kdot); b) the . . L
same as Fifl1a) but fov, (4m2) for Models 1 and 2. Using the symmetry properties of the colour indices and an ex

plicit evaluation of the trace, one can show that one hassirly

independent operators and the relationNot 3 colours|[45]:
imental side of the moments using the previous models for

1
parametrizing the continuum (high-energy) contributiorhe O5+207 = 02+ 04,
. S . 2
spectral function. The analysis is shown in Hiyj. 1a for the mo 1
mentsM,,(0) using Models 1, 2 and 3 for filerent values of: O3+20s = O3+ -0;. (14)

and in Fig(lb for the momentMn(4mf) using Models 1 and _ - 2 o
2. One can deduce that this model dependence can be avoiddl@rmalized to(G*)“, the use of the vacuum saturation in the
when working with values ofi > 3,4. One can also notice largeN-limit gives:

that for M1 (0), the continuum (high-energy) contribution to the 1 11 1/1 1 1

moments is about (40-50)% of the total contribution, whith i 01=5(1+3v5), 0= 2 (4_1 + §N2——1)’

dicates that the resulting value of. from the low moments

n < (2 - 3) will depend strongly on the appreciation of this O3 = 711 % + %Nzl—l)’ 04 = }(i + }%)

high-energy behaviour which is not measured accuratelisas a 4\12 2N?-1

emphasized in [43]. _1(1_ 1 1 _1(r 11
05—41\1(2 12N2—1)’ 06_4N 6 6N2-1)°

6. QCD inputs and higher gluon condensates 0= A(k-1_2 ) Og = 1 ( 1 1 ) (15)

¢ From the diferent expressions of the PT series given.in [24], A aN\3 N2-1)

we observe that, unlikg,(Q* = 0) where the cofiicients in-  which indicates that only the first four operators are legdin
crease approximately likefor largen (the same feature occurs 1/, and the previous constraints in EG_](14) are not satisfied
for thea? term given in[38-40]), the ones @#(,(Q* # 0) re-  for large N. Moreover, the IN? corrections to these leading-
mains (Wlthln a factor 2) almost constant thOUgh Change Siglfbrm are also |arge faVN = 3 in the case 0‘03 and Oa, and

from low to high moments. Therefore, we estimate the coefrgise some doubts on the validity of th¢NEapproximation.
ficient of theO(e?) term of the moments\(,(Q* # 0) to be  Therefore, a modified factorization has been proposed iy [45
about: where the :8 gluon condensates have been expressed in terms
of O, which is not constrained. Normalized (62)?, one has:

C3|Q2¢O,n = i63|Q2:0’n:1 ~+56, (11) 1
which is larger than the estimate used in [1], where it hasibee 01=306 = 3 O3 =204 = —75+20;
assumed that the ratio of thé over thee® codficients are ap- 5

. . : S 1 1
proximatively the same for each moment. Os=07=—75+3502 Og=--—=+20>. (16)
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Ref. [45] estimate®, using either its large&/ or its factoriza-
tion value. Noting that the dominant contribution to the sum
rule is due toOs, Ref. [45] notices that the factorization pro-
posed in|[28] overestimates the=B gluon condensate contri-
butions.

e For definiteness, we use the following notations and values:

p. = instanton radius introduced in HE),
fac = 1= factorisation okG*),
fac ~ 0.5 = modified factorisation o{G*) . a7)

respectively fromi[28] and [45] We also use the value of the
scaleM? ~ 0.3 Ge\ estimated in[28], which characterizes the
average virtual momentum of the vacuum gluons and quarks
and which relates, using factorization, some offhe 8 to the

D = 6 condensates:

(8*JiDaDa ji) = (& jiJYM? = —58*uu)>M?,
<g5fachavjﬂJV> — _gg4<L7u>2M2
<g3fachu Gb D D Gc > — <g3fucha Gb Gc >M2,(18)

w =y M=y

Wherejﬁ = Duds ¥yu(2*/2)y andD, the covariant derivative. Figure 2: Behaviour ofa,G2) in units of Ge\* versusn from M,,(Q?) mo-

ments for diferent values of the QCD inputs. We use the central value,of
given in Eq. [I2). The region between the same curves camesio the val-
7. Hunting {(@sG?) from higher moments ,,(Q2 ues ofcs from Eq. [I1):a) M,(4m?) : p. = 1 GeV1, fac=1: green (contin-

As mentioned in the introduction, the gluon condensatespéay “g:ﬁze(’;)‘pc‘ N Sé\g\;lfaf(:;o g'uzlgiﬁt)( d’;‘lsﬁeé)gﬁ\g; sfg;o; Fr:jz(:)ogut
key role in QCD gluon dynamics like is the quark condensatgor a1, (82)

(yy) for chiral symmetry breaking. We have also mentioned

that there is a spread of predictions of its value in thediiare.
The extraction ofa,G?) in this paper is closed to the one using
charmonium sum rules in the early literatures which folltw t
pioneer work of SVZ|[2].

e In our analysis, we shall work with higher moments which are
more sensitive tda,G?) but limit ourselves to the ones where
the higher dimension-six and -eight condensates remdin sti (@,G?y = (4.8-9.2)x 102 from Mn(4mf),

small corrections such that the OPE remains valid. This com- (56— 8.3)x 1072 from M,(8m?) (19)
promise choice eliminates the use of hig®r = 0 moments el

where their convergence has been the subject of hot debatewhere we have used th®arthematica Package FindRoots,

the past[8, 28, 46]. Instead ti#¥ # 0 moments converge faster which we shall also use later on for deriving all the resuits i
[7] which allow to work with highern-values. In the following, this paper.

we shall work withM, (02 = 0) forn < 5, M,(Q? = 4m°) for e We consider as a final result the most precise determination
n < 11-12 and withM, (Q? = 8m?) for n < 20 where the OPE  from M, (8m?) which can be written as:

still makes sense vyhen using the values of the vacuum conden- (@,G?) = (7.0+ 1.3)x 102 GeV* (20)
sates given in the literature [4].
e We extracka,G?) using its correlations with th® = 6 and  This result goes in line with dierent claims|[4,/5,/8,/9, 11—

8 condensates introduced above. We allow the instantonsadi|14,16, 19] that the SVZ value given in Ed. (2) understimates
pe Which correlatega,G?) and(g®f.;G% to move from 1 to  the value of the gluon condensdéte This result agrees quite

5 GeV! where the latter would be the value given by a dilutewell with the one derived from the charmonium and bottomium
gas instanton model estimate [2]. We shall also use thdéarlat mass-splittings using double ratio of sum rules (DRSR):[14]

of (@,G?)y and(g>f,;,-G®) with the D=8 condensates if one as- ) )

sumes a factorization hypothesis|[28] or its modified for&l [4 (@,G%) = (75+25)x 1072 GeV*, (21)
* Notice that, unlikel[24], we fixz, which is, at present, known  and fromr-like sum rule fore*e~ — I = 1 hadrons data [19]:
with good accuracy, in order to give stronger constraintthen

small. Much more stable values af,G?) correspond to the
case of a modified factorisation &) which sounds better
founded from the analysis of [45] based on th& Japproach.
Taking into account these remarks, we deduce in units of'GeV

value of(a;G?). We show the results as function of the number (,G?) = 6.1(0.7)x 1072 GeV*. (22)
n of derivatives forQ? = 4m? and 872 and for diferent values
of the QCD input parameters. 5A compilation of diferent determinations can be found in Table 2 of [14]

One can notice from the Fig 2 that thifext of o> is relatively  and in the book [4] (reprinted papers in Chapters 51 and 52).
4



Our result is more precise than the one. in [24], using some paFig[3 when(G*) is not includecﬁ) as (a priori) expected. This
ticular choice of moments, as, here, we have fixed the value ofalue of(g3f,,.G®) is in the range of lattice calculations in pure
m. while in [24] a two-parameter fifR., (a,G?)) has been per- SU(2) Yang-Mills [26], though an eventual future result for
formed. Indeed, using as input the valuempfm,) in Eq. (I12), SU(3)is desirable.

one would deduce from theftiérent figures given in [24]:

G2 ~ (35-75)x 102 GeV*, 23 9. Tests of the convergence of the OPE
(@67 = ( ) (23) We show some behaviour of the OPE using the set of param-
obtained to order? and without the inclusion ofG%. This  eters obtained previously, namely the values(@fG*) and

range of values is in agreement with the one in Eg} (19) bat les(& faxG®) in Egs. [20) and(25) and the oneafin Eq. (12).
precise. The PT series include the déieientcz = —5.64 of 2, while

theD = 4 condensate includes term to order Representative
expressions correspond to the moments where the optimal val

8. Re-extraction of (g3 f,;.G>) and factorisation test of (G*)  U€S 0f<0sGZ) and(g®f,;G®) from Figs2 andB are obtained.
e Normalized to (4:2)" x 10%, the Mgo(4m?) moments read:

\ ! 0.407 0.090 0.085
.s \ Mg(4m?) = 1.1314(1.111— e - )
\ K m; m? me
: s/ 0472 0152 0144
. \ S Mio(dm?) = o.4903(1.013— Tt t % ),(26)
\\ /l h mc mc mc
: while the Mis516(8m2) moments normalized to ¢4)" x 10°
. read:
, ’ 0503 0.112 0.189
Mus(8m?) = 2.3181(1.005— — + — - )
15 mC mC mC
0.549 0.159 0.263
13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 M16(8m3) = 07077(0935_ 1 + 6 + 8 )v(27)
mC mC mC

Figure 3: Behaviour of the instanton radjysin units of GeV'! versus: from where one can see that the NP contributions become sizeable
M., (8m2) moments for the central values @f.(7) ande, given in Eq. [I2).  (the(a,G?) contribution is 16-22% of the LO contribution) but
The curves correspond to fa@.5 for the factorisation ofG*) and(a;G?) = the OPE continues to converge (t(‘(é“) contribution is less
0.070 GeV*. The region between the same curves correspond to the waflues than 4%) Reciprocally the relative Iarge NP contribusibave
ca from Eq. [T1) : dashed (red) wit*) and green (continuous) witho(*). permitted the extractioﬁ of their size from the moments

¢ We also show the PT expressions of the moments normalized

2\n ] .
Using the previous new informations, we re-extract the @alu to (4mc)" x 10° at fixed order:
(g3 f.p.G®) firstly obtained inl[1] using the sum rules approach. MET(4m?) = 1.1314(1 +0.601a, + 2.74% - 5.64a§) ,
As remarked in[1], the momentt, (8m?) can provide the most PT (4.2 2 3
e Lz Mio (4 0.4903(1 + 0.04%, + 1.1361% — 5.64a7) ,(28
accurate value ofgf,,.G%). We plot in Fig3 the value of the 10 (4m0) ( ‘ ‘ )9
instanton radiug. defined in Eq.[(5) versus the number of mo- and (normalized to (4?)" x 1¢°):

) > o
ments for given vaiues Ofi., ay, (@,G*) and the factorlsatlon. MT(@m2) = 2.3181(1 +0.031, + 0774 - 5.6 4a§) ’
factor fac of the(G*) condensates, . We have only shown in e o 2 3

Fig[3, the curves for fae0.5 because the one for fad gives Mg (8m) = 0-7077(1— 0.364a, — 0.33q5 - 5-64%) . (29)

unrealistic values gb.. This can be an indirect indication that wherea, = a,/n. One can note that radiative corrections to
the value fae 1 s less favoured, a result which supports th& 1 these higher moments are less than 11% while it is about 30%
resultin [45]. A similar feature is also signaled when egtigg  in the case ofMy(0) in Eq. [31) which makes the latter sen-
(@;G?) because for fa€0.5, larger stabilities versus the changesitive to the way how the PT series is organized (fixed order,
of n (see FidR) are obtained. At the minimas of the curves ircontour improved,...) as mentioned in/[43].

Fig[3, we deduce the optimal value pf in GeV-! when the ® The D=4 condensate contribution including tlhgcorrections

effect of(G%) is included: normalized to the LO PT moments and without the overall fac-
tor (a,G%)/(4m?)? read:
Pc = 184i 0'24‘1’v + 033“:? + 0'27G2 N (24) Mlg):4(4m§) — _3294(1_ 086261;) ,
which after adding the errors quadratically gives: MG dm?) = -433(1-167%,),
1 MEZ48m?) = -4138(1-0.9861,),
pe = (<1‘§4 iGOéj'g) Gev M @m?) = -4913(1- 1527a,). (30)
% = (8.8+4.7) GeV’. (25)  Again here, thex, corrections are relatively small which is not

the case oM, (0) as one can see in EQ.(33).
We consider this result as improvement of the previous tesul

quoted _in Eq. [(¥), which has beeﬁ@ted by the Preésence  sthese values agree with the one obtained[In [1] using somieijus
of (G*) in the OPE (see the two continuous (green) curves irthoice of the ratios of momentss 14 andr141s.
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10. Determinations of ﬁc,b from low moments M, <5(0) 1310/<

e Low moments are widely used in the literature for extracting 1300 N
m., where it has been argued that its QCD expression is under a 1290 N
good control due to the negligible contributions of NPT term -

Though this is absolutely true fa¥(;(0), the neglect of the NPT 1280
terms becomes questionable for other moments because they 1270
increase in the OPE as shown explicitly in EQ.1(31). The five
lowest moments normalized torgd)" read: 1260

1250

0. 0222 0. 0005 0.001
M]_(O) = 0 8000(1 300— ) 1240
0.0862 0. 0076 0. 007 1300
My(0) = 0.3429(1.350— 4
e 1290
0.1780 O. 0368 0. 027
Ms(0) = 0.2023(1.287 -
0. 2815 0. 1172 0. 077 1270

My0) = O. 1385(1 158
03620 0. 2959 0184

4
mC

1260}

(31) 1250

")
o)
")
")

Ms(0) = 0.1023(0.996—

which indicate that already fot > 2, one cannot neglect
the non-perturbative contributions which are larger that¥3
(compared tar] > 1.7%] in the determination 6f.. Figure 4:a) Behaviour ofri. () in units of MeV versus: from M, (0) mo-
* Another inconvenience 0#,(0) is the large contributior  ments for the central value ¢&,G) in Eq. [20) and ofz, given in Eq. [IR).
40% dfect) of the less accurate high-energy part of the spectrale use fae0.5 for the factorisation ofG*). The curves correspond to dif-
function which implies a model-dependent continuum centri ferent models for the continuum defined in Secfipn 5 : Modefjreen (con-
bution or a dependence on the way the non accurate data a!rfémd) '\;'Odgz) red (dﬁdasTEdz M?de' 3 (dgtj I'(g b'detlt b) Bet
aviour orm.(m.) versus aterent ratio or momen moments in units
handled ?S discussed explicitly in Secfign 5 and.in [43]. . of MeV. The inputs and legends are the same as if[Fig 4a). |m-dds:
e Low Q° = 0 moments are alsoffected by large radiative | _,. 5>_,  3-, 4=, 5= d 6=
k . 4 . =112, £=712/3, O =12/4, 4 =13/4, O =13/5aN0 0= ry5
corrections which one can observe from their QCD expression
given in the literaturel [24, 37—40]. To ordet, the PT series
normalized to (Zﬁf)" read in our normalization:
in Fig[4a) and the one from the ratios in Fig. 4b). As expected

M{(0) = 080(1+2.3%; + 238 - 5.64d3), the result fom < 2 is sensitive to the Model for the continuum
MET(0) = 0.3429(1+ 2.43, + 6.11a% — 7.644°), which contributes for 40% to the moments. One can also note
MET(0) = 0.2032(1+ 1.92a, + 6.124> — 10.4847), that using the moments from the data fitlin/[43] (Model 3), the
MIT) = 0.1385(1+ 1.10a, + 44042 — 18134°), result forn = 1is:

MET(0) = 0.1023(1+ 0.08z, + 2.164% — 27.44°), (32) m,.(m.)s = 1289(8) MeV, (34)

where one can notice that the ddeient ofa? grows with the  where the quoted error comes only from the change igiven

ordern of the moments, but the cigient ofa, decreases. in Eq. {I2) (some other sources of errors will be discussed
e The D = 4 contribution including thex, corrections normal- Ii

ized to the lowest order PT moments and without the overa gter on). Though this result agrees wittifdfent determina-
factor(aSGz)/(4mf)2 read: ions fromMy(0) [37,38/ 43| 47], one can note that its central

value decreases when one increases the number of derirvative

MP=40) = -1504(1+ 2.48a,), of the moments. The result only stabilizes versus the vanat
MP=4(0) = -5849(1+ 1.05,), of nforn > 3 -5, where an optimal resglt can be taken. For
MP0) = —1436(1- 0.484,), definiteness, we take=~ 4 , where allContinuum Models give
s consistent predictions. Then, we deduce, fromFig 4a), itsun
MP=40) = -2834(1-211la,), .
of MeV.
MP=40) = -4913(1-3.804,), (33)

o hould o bevords b m,(m.)|§ = 12637 (L3)coni(3.5)a,(4.9),4(3.9),

where, one should note that one cannot go beyord5 be- ‘

cause ther, correction to theD = 4 contribution is larger than (4.4)g2(4. 7)o (3. 1)g#(1. )exp » (35)
49% indicating the divergence of the QCD series as also emwhere the central value is the average froffiedtient continuum
phasized byl [24]. models. It leads to the result in Takle 2.

e Then, we limit ourselves to use the relatively low momentse The 1st error in EqL(35) is due to thel@rent models for the
M, 5(0) for extracting the running magg, (m.) within fixed  continuum, the 2nd one to the valuemgfgivenin Eq. [IR). The
order PT series and for a given set of NP parameters detedmin&rd error is an estimate of higher order terms of PT assumed to
in the previous section. We show the results from the momentse equal to the contribution of the one, while the 4th error is

6



an estimate of theffect of the subtraction pointby varying it 1295
from m, to M, and using the substitution (see elg.L|4, 6]): 1290
1285
am) - a0)x (1 B “T(V) log ml : (36) 12580
whereg; = —(1/2)(11-2n,/3) for n,~flavours. The 5th and 6th 1275
errors are due respectively to the ones of the gluon contiensa 1270
(@,G?) and(g>f,,.G®) estimated previously. The 7th error is 1265
due to the(G*) condensates allowing it to move from f&@.5 1260
(favoured value from our preceeding fit) to fdcas defined in 8 10 12 14
Eq. (IT). The last error is due to the experimediat widths
. . 1290
given in Tabld1L.
e We consider as a final value the one obtained frdtn(0) 1280
where both PT corrections are still small for the unit and di-
mension 4 operators. Indeed, for the unit operator, the domi 1270
nant correction is due ta,, which is about 14% foi,(0) or
for mf.[?] and which is about half of the one @#;(0). Then, 1260
we may expect that the error induced by the organizationeof th
PT series (fixed order, contour improved,...) discussed [ 1250

is smaller forM,(0) though the PT series converges faster for 0 2 4 6 8
M;(0) as on can notice in Eq._(32).

e The re_SUIt from the ratios of moments in iy 4b) is Not VerYFigyre 5: a) Behaviour offi,(m.) in units of MeV versus: from M, (42
conclusive as the model-dependence of the result startisto d moments and for the central value @f,G?) in Eq. [20). We use fae0.5 for

appear from the ratio of moment@,s' but for these ratios the the factorisation O(GA) and Model 2 for the continuum. The colored region
result increases with. Then, we shall not retain the results SO"eSPonds to the range@jvalues given in EqL{11p) Behayiour o ()

. ) ’ . in units of MeV versus dferent ratios of moments,/,,+1(4E2) . The inputs
from the ratios of moments for the charmonium channel. and legends are the same as in[Big 5a). Irvtiaais: 1= r7jo, 2 = rgjo, 3 =

rg/10, 4 = r9/10,- - -

11. m.(m.) from higher M, (Q*) moments

e In the following, we shall extracin.(m.) from higher
M, (4m?) and M,,(8mZ) moments. We show the results of the the ones from these moments and with the ones obtaineld in [1]
analysis respectively from the moments in Hi@js 5a)l@nd 6a) anwhere a judicious choice (small PT corrections) of thesesat
from the ratios of moments in Fig$ 5b) dnd 6b). One can noticéave been used, we shall not consider these numbers in the fina
that in both cases the results from the moments present @nimresults because of the absence of stabilities or minimasuser
versus. the variation of n.
e The minimum is obtained fromM;ig(4m?) and from
Mis(8m?), which give in units of MeV:

Table 2:Value ofm,(in.) from charmonium moments known in for 0% = 0 and with

. (i )|102 - 12619 (0.7)0.(1.6),5(1.6) =4(0 4);4 an estimate of the? contribution forQ? # 0.
c\Me )l g2 1 Ja 4D )3\ 40 g .
(1.1)62(1.0)g3(1.7)64(3.0)exp » Moments m.(m.) [MeV]
mc(mc)%iz = 12609 (0.5),,(1.6),3(1.6),24(0.4),, ,
z d 0°=0:
(1.0)62(0.7)63(1.3)64(2.6)cxp » M 12637(103)
(37)
Q2:4mf :
which lead to the result in Tablg 2. Theffdirent sources of M20 12619(4.5)
errors are the same as the ones discussed il EQ. (35). The one
from o here is due to the distance of the average ofdbe 0%=8m? :
contribution to the+ assumed value of the cifieient in Eq. M 126Q9(4.0)

(@1). We have estimated the error due to the unknefv(: >
4) to be equal to that of®. Eq. [37) leads to the result in
Table[2.

e One can also see in Fi@$ 5b) ddd 6b) that the results from

the ratios of moments increase with Though, the outputs _

obtained from the ratios of optimal moments are consistéhtw 12- Final value of m,(m.) and Coulombic corrections

e Like in [1], we approximately estimate the Coulombic correc
7 Thea? (respa?d) are relatively smalli.e 7.4% (resp. 3.9%). tion by working with the resummed expression of the spectral
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Figure 6: a) Behaviour ofm,(m.) in units of MeV versus: from M,,(Sm_cz)
moments for the central value af,G2) in Eq. [20) and ofr, given in Eq. [I2).
We use fae0.5 for the factorisation ofG*) and Model 2 for the continuum.
The colored region corresponds to the rangesofalues given in Eq.[{11).
b) Behaviour ofm.(m.) versus diferent ratios of momentAA,,(Bm_CZ) in units
of MeV. The inputs and legends are the same as in[Fig 6a). Im thes:
1=r13/14, 2= r13/15 3 =r14/15 4 = r14/16, S = 115116, -

function [48f :

X
Relcour = évm >

in an expansion in terms of = Cgra,/v whereCr = 4/3

(38)

¢ We compare the value of the moments using the previous ex-
pressions for the spectral function with the one obtainethfr

PT theory including radiative corrections up to ordér In the
caseQ? = 8m? andn = 15, where the most precise result is
obtained, the corrections induced by the previous Coulombi
contributions to the value of, is about -1.39 % and gives:

6mf|Coul =16 MeV. (39)

We consider this féect as another source of error rather than
a definite shift onm.(m.) due to the fact that the role of the
Coulombic dfect in the sum rule analysis remains unclear
[24,149] as the quark is still relativistic with a relativelgrge
velocity:

va yJ(1+Q2/4m2) In~ 045, (40)
for largen = 15 andQ? = 8m7,. Indeed, this value of would
correspond to a momentum transfer between quark and anti-
quark of about 1 GeV, where thé&ective potential dfers from
the Coulombic one_ [48] and where the sum rules are usually
successfully applied.
e One can see from Tablé 2 that the estimate froffedknt
forms of the moments are consistent each other. We shall con-
sider as a final estimate the most precise one ffa¥(8m?),
where the Coulombic correction obtained previously is also
small. Adding this correction, we obtain:

. (m.) = 1261(16) MeV, (41)
in excellent agreement with the one [1]:
m.(m.) = 1261(18) MeV, (42)

obtained from a judicious choice of ratios of high moments ha
ing small PT and NP corrections. The previous results also im
prove earlier results obtained by the author to lower orders

andv is the quark velocity defined in Eq[](9). This contribu- this channel[S0].

tion, which is of long-distance origin and proportional tet
imaginary part (the wave function) of the two-point functjo

is induced by rescattering (Sommerfeld factor) of heavyrkjua

pairs through the Coulomb potential above thehreshold.

¢ \We add to this expression some PT QCD corrections. The 1
correction is the familiar (+ 4Cra,) factor due to the quarko-

nium annihilation through a single (transverse) virtualagl.
The 2nd type of corrections to ordeand logv have been ob-

tained in [35| 36] up to ordar? where the result is strictly ap-

plicable near threshol@rra, < v < 1[4,

8However, we (a priori) expect that the non-relativisitc reations will be
relatively small here as we are working in the relativistimin because:, is
relatively light, while the final result corresponds to atilely largeQ? = 8m2
value.

9The Coulomb corrections arising from the bound states béiemhreshold
can be safely neglected as the dispersion relation is appleve threshold
(t = 4m?) where the QCD expression of the spectral function from fietbry
(OPE) is used while its phenomenological expression is aredsfrom the
e*e” — hadrons data.

10However, according to Refs[_[35.136], these short-distefiaxts being
specific for the single annihilation process involvi@@ pairs are universal for
[v| < 1 regardless whethéd is smaller or larger tha@'pras.

st

13. Determination of my,(m;)
We extend the previous analysis to the bottomium systems. In
the following, we shall use the value:

as(mb)lnf:5 = 0219(4),

deduced fronw,(m.) in Eq. (I12). We shall use as experimen-
tal inputs ther-family parameters in Tablg 3 using NWA and
parametrize the spectral function above= (11.098+ 0.079)
GeV by its pQCD expression (Model 2), where the error in the
continuum threshold is given by the total width of flig. 1020).

We shall work with higher moments in order to minimize the
contributions of the QCD continuum. We use moments known
to ordera® for 9?2 = 0, while for @? # 0, we have added the
estimate of ther® contribution given in Eq.[(11).

(43)

11Some further arguments justifying a much smaller value e¢hcontri-
butions can be found in_[24]. A much smalleffect of about 1 MeV is also
obtained for the ratio of moments like has been foundlin [1].

12The dfect onm,(in.) from M (4m2) and M*(0) are respectively 2 % and
5%.



Table 3:Masses and electronic widths of tiffamily from PDG1d[4R].
4174
Name Mass [MeV] Tyl [kEV]
4173
T(1S) 9460.30(26) 1.340(18)
T(2S) 10023.26(31) 0.612(11)
T(35) 10355.2(5) 0.443(8) 4172
T(4S) 10579.4(1.2) 0.272(29)
r'(10860) 10865(8) 0.31(7) 4171
T(11020) 11019(8) 0.13(3)
4179
T 4178
4175 = 4177
4174 \ 417
4173 6
4172 ' 4175
\
4171 . 4174
\
4170 . X 4173
4169 PR 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
e - - - =
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Figure 8:a) Behaviour ofm,, () in units of MeV versus: from M,,(4m_,,2)
4172. 5 Yi moments for the central value 6&,G?) in Eq. [20) and ofx, given in Eq.
’ PN (@2J). We use fae0.5 for the factorisation ofG*) and Model 2 for the high-
4170 / N energy part of the spectral function. The colored regiorresponds to the
! RN range ofcs values given in Eq.L{A1)b) Behaviour ofin, () versus diferent
4167.5 / . _
, ~-—"77 ratios of moments\/(n(4m_b2) in units of MeV. The inputs and legends are the
4165 / same as in Fi8a). In theaxis: 1= r7/8, 2= r7/9, 3= rg/9, 4 = rg/10, - .-
4162.5 /
4160 /’
4157.5; ' (0.6)52(0.4)6:(0.4)4(1.9)exp »
4155 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (44)

giving the results in Tablg 4. One can notice that, at thenwgti
choicery;s(0), PT corrections are large which induce larger PT
errors than in the case 8fl4(0). The diferent sources of errors
are similar to the case of charmonium.

Figure 7:a) Behaviour ofm(m) in units of MeV versus: from M, (0) mo-
ments for the central value &f,G?) in Eq. [20) and ofx, given in Eq. [12).
We use fae0.5 for the factorisation ofG*) and Model 2 for the high-energy
part of the spectral functiorb) Behaviour ofmy(1m;,) versus diterent ratios of
momentsM,,(0) in units of MeV. The inputs and legends are the same agin Fi

IZIa) In then-axis: 1= r2/3, 2= 124, 3= 134, 4=r3/5, 5=ry5,. .. ° Resultsfrom Mn(4m§)

The results fronM,,(4mIf) are shown in Figl8, where a stability
versus the variation of is obtained fon = 14, while for the ra-
tios of moments, it is reached feyo/11(4m?2) andrig12(4m?). In
both cases, the errors due to the NP contributions and inlduce
We show the results fromM,(0) in Fig[d, where one can no- py the + sign for the estimate of the® coeficient and of the
tice that the result is (almost) stable versus the variatiom  higher order>* are tiny € 0.4 MeV) and can be neglected.
for n ~ 3 ~ 7 while for the ratios of moments, the stability is \We obtain in units of MeV:

reached fromrys. At these values, the contribution of the QCD
continuum is less than 29% of the total which is much less than
the one fom = 1 where it is about 66%. This feature raises se-
rious doubts on the accurate valuesgffrom this low moment

My(0) given in the literaturé [37, 38, 47] due to the inaccuracyfrom which, we deduce the result in Tafle 4.
of the data in this high-energy region. From the moments, we

obtain in units of MeV: ® Results from M, (8m?)

The results fromM, (8m?) and from the ratios of moments are
shown in Fid 9, where stabilities versus theariations are re-
spectively obtained fot = 9 ~ 11 and forris;17, rig/17. Non
perturbative corrections and the one due to-hsign of thee?

® Results from M, (0)

m,,(mb)% 41742(0.6),,(2.6),(5.1).xp
m,,(mb)ﬁjé“ = 41786(4.2),,(10.8),(3.6)..p, (45)

mp(mp)lg = 41696 (1.9),,(4.1),24(2.7),

(1.1)62(1.2)63(1.2)54(10.6)exp

mp(mp)ly° = 41663 (4),(7.1),4(16.6),



4187.5 Table 4:value ofm, () from bottomium moments known te} for 0% = 0 and with an
estimate of ther® contribution forQ? # 0.
4185
4182.5 Moments m,,(m) [MeV]
4180
4177.5 02=0:
4175 M 41696(113)
4172.5 45 41664(186)
4170 Q2:4m§ :
M4 41742(5.8)
4180 ri10/11 41786(12 1)
4175 0%=8m? :
M0 41751(5.5)
70 T16/17 41709(127)
4165
4160 . 3 S
point and+4 MeV due to ther’ contributions, the average from
Table[® becomes:
4155 0 2 4 6 8 10

my(mp) = 4173(10) MeV, (48)
Figure 9: a) Behaviour ofm () in units of MeV versus: from M, (87;2) . . . .
moments for the central value af,G2) in Eq. [20) and and of, given in Eq. ~ Which is in excellent agreement with the one obtained in Eq.
(T2). We use fae0.5 for the factorisation ofG*). Model 2 for the high-energy @D).
part of the spectral function is used. The colored regiomesmonds to the
range ofcz values given in2 Eq.[{d1)b) Behaviour ofm,(m;) versus diferent
ratios of moments\1,(8m,°) in units of MeV. The inputs and legends are the Tapje 5: Corrected values dfi, (im;) from bottomiun moments known to 3-loops using
same as in Fifl]9a). In theaxis: 1= ri3/14, 2 = r1315, 4 = r141s, . .. some judicious choices of moments from Rél. [1]. The errarsup come respectively

from the choice of the moments,, the data on th& family and the choice of the QCD
continuum threshold. The ones due to the gluon condensaeegligible here.

codficient are also negligible<(0.3 MeV). We obtain in units Mom my(m;) [(MeV]
of MeV:
0?=0:
() g0, = 41751 (05),,(5.1),2(0.5),¢ Fa3, T24 4160(4)(2)(3)(3)
2 , !
(1.9)”(10)exp ) Q2:4m§ :
()l s’ = 41709 (16)4,(9.5),3(4.1) s r8/9, 7810 4177(2)(3)(3)(6)
b
(7'2)u(3-6)exp . (46) Q2:8m§ .
Then, we deduce the result in Table 4. T4 T13/15 4183(2)(%)(2)(6)
Average 4173(4)

14. Final value of m;(m;) and Coulombic corrections

¢ Here, we analyze the Coulombic corrections like in the case

of charm. The ones for the moments are relatively large whicl5. Conclusions

are respectively 1.7%, 1.1% and 4% #t'%(8mf), M*(4m?)  We summarize below the main results in this letter:

and M*(0). The ones for the ratios of moments;17(8m;), o We have explicitly studied in Sectiéh 5 théet of the con-

rio11(4m;}) andrys(0) are respectively 1.2, 2. 1 and 3.6 per tinuum model on the spectral function and found that thisc

mil, which are about one order of magnitude smaller. Amongg large forQ? = 0 low moments, which can only be evaded for

these dfferent determinations the one fromy17(8m;) is the  momentsM,»3 4(0?). This feature is naturally expected but

most precise. We consider it as our best final result: raises the question on the errors induced by this model depen
71, (1) = 4171(14) MeV (47) dencg inthe determi_nationsﬁi,b from low-moments\,,<>(0)

used in the current literature.

It is informative to compare the previous result with the @ane e We have extracted the value @f,G?) in SectioriL.Y and found

[E|] (see Tabléb fronﬂl]) using some judicious choices of thethe result in Eq.[{20). This result confirms previous claihret t

ratios of moments having the smallest PT corrections andevhe the SVZ result underestimates the valug(@fG?). We have

the (G*) contribution has not been included. Adding the errorsnot included in the analysis the most eventual short digtafic

+6 MeV due to the Coulombie;6 MeV due to the subtraction fect of theD = 2 term advocated irﬁi‘;EbB] which is dual to
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the higher order terms of the PT series|[54]. However, like in [24]
different explicit analysis of some other light quark channels,
the efect of this term might also be small and can improve the
agreement between the QSSR predictions with the data or with
some other determinations like lattice calculations. Aufat  [26]
evaluation of this contribution is welcome but is beyond the
scope of this paper.

 We have re-extracted the gluon condensatg,,.G*) and ob-
tained its value in terms of the instanton radiysn Eq. (253).
This value agrees within the error with the onelih [1] but is [28]

[27]

smaller than the estimate from the DIG approximajpn= 5 Eg}
Gevl [31]

e During the determinations of these condensates, our analy-

sis prefers the value fa©.5 of theD = 8 (G* condensates (32]
yvhich supports the modified factorisation proposed.in [45] u 33]
ing a /N approach. L

e We have re-estimated th¥S running masses:,; to order Bg}

@2 and including théG*) condensate contributions in the OPE.
Optimal results from dierent moments lead to the final values 3¢
in Egs. [41) and (47). These results confirm the recent eisult
[1] obtained from judicious choices of ratios of momentshwit
small PT corrections and where the contributions offihe 8
(G*) condensates have not been included. They also improvesg;
older results in[[50] obtained at lower orders with largepes.

These results are also comparable with the ones in theraxisti

[37]

literature using dterent methods [24, 317,138,143, 47, 55, 56]. [39]
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