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1. Introduction

The possbility of m easuring  from -decay has been extensively studied in a
series of interesting papers, in particular by Braaten, Narison and Pich [I+4]. The
relevant quantity isR = (! + hadrons)= ( ! + 1), with l= ¢ .At
present Blthe ALEPH oolbboration nds

R )., = 3645 0:024: @1

exp

Based on this resul, it is argued, if the ormalisn of QCD sum rules is assum ed,
according to SV Z f§], that

. m?)= 0355 0021 12)
and nally
s m?)=0:121 00016(xp) 00018 (h)= 0121 0:0024: 123)

Given that m is so snall, this detem iation of  tm?) appears {]40] a bi too
precise!

In defence of this method [11] one can certainly point out that R has several
com bined advantages. D ropping som e inessential com plications, R is an integral n
s of a spectral function R (s) which is the analogue of R+« () but for the case of
charged weak currents. Thus, rst, R iseven m ore inclusive than R.+. (8) and one
expects that the asym ptotic regim e is m ore precocious form ore inclusive quantities.
Seocond, one can use analyticity in order to transform the rekvant integral nto an
integral over the circle $j= m? []. This not only gives some con dence that the
approprate scale of energy for the evaluation of R is of orderm , but also shows
that the Integration over the low-energy dom ain helps very much in sm earing out
the com plicated behaviour in the resonance region. A Iso in portant is the pressnce
of a phase-space factor that kills the sensitivity of the spectral finction near Res =
m 2, where there is a gap of validiy of the asym ptotic approxin ations due to the
vicinity of the cut singularities and also to the nearby cham threshold. O n the circle
$j= m 2, asym ptotic m ulae should be approxin ately valid for the correlator. The
perturbative com ponent ofR (s) isknown up to tem soforder . (m?)® [2]. Onecan
hope to get som e control of the non-perturbative corrections by using the operator
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product expansion and som e estin ate (either experim ental orby som e m odel) of the
dom Inant condensates, In the spirit ofthe QCD sum rules f6].

This series of virtues of R is lndeed realbut would not be su cient in itself to
Jistify the precision on  ; m ?) which is clain ed. T he realpoint is that no corrections
of order 1=m ? are assum ed to exist. T he fact that there is no operator w ith the cor-
responding din ension in the short distance expansion isnot su cient, because there
could be non—-leading corrections in the coe cient function of the leading operator.
W ethink it isa fair statem ent that there isno theorem that guarantees the absence of

2=m? tetm sin R in them assless lim it; no theorem that proves that tem s of order

2=m 2 cannot arise from the m echanisn that generates con nem ent. But even if in
principk the above theoram would exist, still, in practice, there would be am bigui-
ties on the Jeading-term perturbative expansion of order ?=m? from the ultraviolet
renom alon sequence associated to the divergence of the perturbative series for the
spectral function [13+21]. The present note is m ainly devoted to a quantitative dis-
cussion ofthe in pact ofUV renom alon am biguities on the determ ination of  m 2).
O n the basis of the accum ulated know ledge on renom alon behaviour, we address the
question of what is the theoretical error on  , (n ?) and exam ine possbl ways to
decrease it. W e discuss the m agnitude of UV renom alon corrections obtained from
explictt calculations [1§-21], which although based on unrealistic simpli ed schemes,
are nevertheless interesting to som e extent. W e then study a num ber of in proved
approxin ants for the perturoative series, based on a change of variable in the Borel
representation [14,17], such asto digplace the leading UV renom alon singularity at a
larger distance from the origin than the st nfrared (IR) renom alon. T he soread of
the resultting values of . (m?) obtained by di erent approxin ants, at di erent renor-
m alisation scales is exhibited as a m easure of the underlying am biguities. F inally, on
the basis ofm athem aticalm odels, we discuss the prospects ofan actual in provem ent,
given the signs and the m agnitudes of the com puted coe cients, the size of  (m ?)
and what is known of the asym ptotic properties of the series. O ur conclusion is that
a realistic extin ate of the theoretical error cannot go below < m?) 0060, or

s m?) 0006.

The organisation of this articke is as follows. In sect2 we summ arise the basic
form ulae and discuss di erent procedures to do the integration over the circle that

di er by resumm ing or not an in nite series of \large ? term s". W e discuss the
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relative m erits of the various proocedures and their scale dependence. In sect3 we
Introduce the problem s related to the divergence of the perturbative series, we review
the Borel transform m ethod and the renom alon sngularities. In sect4 we derive
som e usefill form ulae obtained In the Borel space after integration on the circle. In
sect.5 we consider the explicit form for the keading UV renom alon singularity derived
In perturbation theory In the large N¢ 1im it, N ¢ being the number of avours. This
lin i is not m eant to be realistic, but, for orientation, we evaluate the quantitative
In pact that such an UV renom alon would have on the detem ination of ¢ 2).
W e ndthatthise ect israther snall. In sects.6,7, which contain them ain original
results ofthiswork, we introduce and study a num ber of In proved approxin ants that
could In principle suppress the am biguity from the leading UV renom alon. W e study
thecombined e ectsofdi erent, a proriequivalent, procedures, di erent acoelerators
of convergence and di erent choices of the renom alisation scale. W e also study in
a sin ple m athem atical m odel under which conditions for the known coe cients of
the series the accelerator m ethod leads to a better approxin ation of the true resul.

Finally, In sect. 8 we present our conclusion.

2. Basic Form ulae and Truncation A m biguities

The quantiy of interest is the integral over the hadronic squared mass s In
decay ofa function R (s) analogousto R+ o (s), weighted by a phase-space factor. In
the lim it ofm assless u;d;s quarks we have {-3]:

2s
1+ — R (S): (2-1)
m

N
R (s)= —Im (S)=2—i[ (s+ 1) (s 1)1 22)

T he nom alization factor N isde ned in such a way that, in zeroth order in pertur-
bation theory, R (s) = 3. In tum, the correlator (s) is related to the A dler finction

D (s),de ned in such a way as to rem ove a constant:

D (s)= SEN (s): 2.3)
ds



{41

By rst integrating by parts and then using the C auchy theorem one obtains forR

the result 'y !
11 ds S S
R = — — 1 — 1+ — D (s): 24)
21 $Fm2 S m 2 m 2
The Adlkr function D has a perturbative expansion of the fomm :

P h i
D )=D% Dpa( s)"’" D 1+Dja( s)+D,a’( s)+Dsa’( s)+ :::;

n=20
@5)
wherea= .= ,D %= 31+ )where isaknown anallelectroweak correction, and,
©rNs = 31 theM S schem e,

D]_:l

11 Ca Cp
D,= — 4 3) + — — = 10640
2 12 8

D3 BB gy g2y 2Cy T2 e+ 6
18 3 6 3
+ 2Cy 2 1 @)+ 10 (5) +cC; 799 3)
32 2 288
+ CaCp fa7, 1 @) +Cf 2 6:371; 2.6)
192 2 32

where (3)= 120206and (5)= 1:03693,Cp = N = 3andCy = N2 1)=(N.)=
4=3. Thequantity = (11C, 2N¢)=12 isthe rstbeta function coe cientP2]:

a+ ::2) 2.7)

(=94, °=16=9 orN; = 3).

The expansion in eg. €.5) de nes the Adlkr finction at all com plex s with a cut
fors> 0. In the spacelike region, where s < 0, a( s) is realand given asym ptotically
by (2> 0):

1 S S
= + bg—= log—: (2.8)

a( s) a(?)

Ifwewant a( s) at some com plkx value of the argument, eg. s= Biexp @i ), we
can use the omula .
a

(B3I 2.9)

a( 8)= ——————
1+ a(®@ii
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where the angke is on the upper tip ofthe cut for s realand positive, + on the
Jower tip and zero on the negative real axis. The m ore accurate two-loop expression
is given by

a(®) )
1+ a@@E)i+ @@G)bgl+ a@Eii)’

a( s)= (2.10)

T he expansion forR (s) (for s realand positive) can be cbtained from that ofD

by the relation I
1 ds’

= — JES— O .
R (s) 21 4o SoD (s9): (211)

Perform ing the integration by using the expansion orD i eq. 2.5) and the expres-
sion in eq. £.10) for a com plex argum ent, one cbtains

R(@)=D% 1+ F,a(e)+ F,a?(s)+ Fsa (s)+ ::: ; ©12)

Fi1=Dq.; F2=Dy3; F3=D3

3 (213)

2 2=3 tem is easily understood. By using the one-loop expansion

T he origin of the
Pra(s), eq. €.9), one gets

" # A\ #
0 1 1+ i a(s) 0 2 233 (s)
R@)=D" 1+ - lIog - + :::=D" 1+ a(s ——+ :::
2 i 1 i af(s) 3

(214)
W e have the follow Ing observations on this result. First, or N¢ = 3, the coe cients
Fi.;3 In the expansion ofR (s) or decay concide w ith those 0cfR.+ . because the
potentially di erent temm s proportionalto lz 0:)? ,wih Q; behhg the quark charges,
vanish in this case. Second, we cbserve that eq. @.13) is dbtained by a truncation
of higherorder term s in the quantity 2a? 2 / 07 with a = am?). Note that a
sim ilar problem of truncation arises when the integration over the circle n eq. €.4)
is perform ed. Th the early treatm ents of thisproblm (eg. in ref. §]) the expression
of a( s), which appears on the circle, is taken from egq. €.10) and expanded in a
consistently to the order a®. W ith this procedure, one cbtains

R®Y®) = D% 14+ Hiam?)+ Hoa?m2)+ Hea’m?2)+ ::: ; @19

w ith
H;=1; H,= 52023; H;= 26:3666: (2.16)
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W ewillrefer to this result asBNP formula (for the authors of ref. B]) . M ore recently
in ref. 3] it was advocated that a better procedure for perform ing the integration
on the circle is to keep the fill three-Jloop expression ora( FE ), according to the
formula

DOI h

z
R = — @ z)’@+2z) 1+ Dja( zm?)+ D,a’( zm?)+ Dsa’( zm?)+ ::: ¢

21 %+1 2z

17)

It is this procedure w hich is currently adopted (LeD berderP ich, or LP m ethod). At
xed experin entalvalue ofR , the two procedures lead to valuesof , (n ?) thatdi er
by tem s oforder  m?) ( %a? %)a® 00lor ( %a? ?)’a  005. These \large
2 term s" always arise when one goes from the spacelike to the tin elike region (eg.
sim ilar term s arise P2]when one relates D rellY an processes to electroproduction or
fragm entation finctions to structure functions). There have been m any discussions
in the past on the opportunity of resumm ing these tem s P3]. If there was a good
argum ent to consider the expansion for D (s) In som e respect superior to that for
R (s) it could be worthwhile at Jow energies to keep the expression in eq. £2.14) in
its resumm ed form rather than to expand in  “a* *. A glance at egs. 2.6) shows
that, forn 3, there are no explicit \large 2 tem s" in the coe cients D, of the
expansion forD . Sin ilarly when the Integration on the circle is perform ed w ith the
com plte Hmula Pra( FE') alltem s are kept up to order a3 ( 2a? 2)?, ie. up
to order a® one expands in a but keeps 2a? ? unexpanded. Sure enough this sequel
of term s exists In reality, so why not take them into account? H owever, the counter—

argum ent is that there are in perturbation theory tem s involving 2 that arise from
origins other than the spacelike-tin elike connection and, in any case, there are m any
termm s of the sam e general m agnitude (for exam ple, the term proportionalto 2 in
D 3, eq. £.6)), so that the advantage of keeping this particular class of tem s is lkely

to be com plktely illisory.

O ne can further consider the scale dependence of the di erent procedures. One

can w rite
REYP) = pO0 14 mia(d)+ H,a%( )+ H3a3(%)+ 211 ; 2 18)

w here
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2
2 m
HZ( )=H2 H, bg_Z
AL} #
, m 2 , m 2 . m 2
H3(?)=Hs 2H; bg— +H, “bg — bg— : (19)

Analogously, we can study the scale dependence in the LP method. In this cass we
have
DO 1 dz h .
2 — =@ 2)°W+z) 1+ Dja( z )+ D,a°( z )+ Dsa( z 2)+ :::;
21 %1 2
(220)
where the D", coe cients are related to the D ,, asthe H,, to the H,, in egs. £.19).

The results of the LP and BNP methods are shown in  gul, where, assum ing a
measured value of 3.6 orR , we show the corresponding detem mnation of  (m 2)
as a function of the renom alization scale . For com parison, we also show (dashed
curve) the detem ination cbtained with a simpli ed LP m ethod, in which we use the
one-loop expression eq. £.9) ora.For > 1 GeV there is less dependence if the
resum m ed expressions are used. T his stability is often taken as a possible indication
that resum m ing is better.

In conclusion, we agree that the resumm ed fom ulae provide a lss am biguous
result with respect to a change of scale than the unresum m ed expression. H owever,
it is true that a prior it is not possibl to guarantee that a m ore accurate resul is
obtained in one way or the other. As a consequence the spread shown In  gll for
di erent choicesof and ofprocedure isto be taken asa realam biguity. In particular
the large discrepancy at 1 G&V is a genuine signal of trouble, especially In view
ofthe fact that several proposed scale- xing procedures kead to smallvaluesof ,eg.
m inin al sensitivity, BLM scheme etc. R4]. A snallvalue of is also suggested by
physical considerations, because the average hadronicm ass iswellbelow m . So, on
the one hand, one cannot sensbly refpct the option of an allvaluesof . O n the other
hand, the corresponding value of a (n ?) becom es very ambiguous at am all .

3. Renorm alons and B orelTransform ation

In the follow ng discussion we st study the propertiesofD (s) In itself, and only
later we consider the Integration over the circle. T he problem that we now consider
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Figure 1: The value of | (mz) obtained from R = 3:, as a function of the

renom alization scale
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is the well known fact that the series for D is divergent. Indeed one can identify
sequences of diagram s, depicted in  g.'2, called \renom alon" tem s [[3-21], that
provide the lading behaviour at lJarge n for the n-th coe cient of the expansion for
D . The renom alon contrbution is of the fom :

+ 2

@ = OO O

n bubbles

Figure 2: Renom aln diagram s for a two-point correlator.

D, Cyxnhf* X L+ 0 (I=n)] © large): (CD)

N ote the n!behaviour which In plies that the series isdivergent. Here, C and , O
are not known for the realtheory but only, to som e extent, In the largeN ; expansion

18211, and the index k runs over a discrete set of values:

k= 1; 2; 3;::: Ulkraviokt UV) Renom alons

k=+1®@);+2;+3;::: Infrared (IR) Renom alons 32)

In the above list we om it the contrdbution from Instantons, which appear at rather

large values of k. They have been com puted in ref. P5] and shown to be snall. The

UV orIR renom alonsarise from the lim itsoflarge or an allvirtuality, respectively, for

the exchanged gluon (s) . A s hinted by the question m ark, the k = + 1 IR renom alon

is probably absent in perturbation theory, but the issue is not really settled [14211.

The absence of this term is necessary for the consistency of the assum ption that all
non-perturbative e ects can be absorbed In the condensates. In the follow ing we w ill
assum e that the k = 1 IR renom alon is indeed absent.
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In view of the divergence of the perturbative expansion, one can possibly give a
m eaning to the quantity

‘ @)

d@) = 1=D,a+ D,a’?+ Dsa’+ ::: (33)

0

)

by the Borel transform m ethod 27]. One de nes the perturbative expansion of the
Borel transform B (o) ofd @) by rem oving the n! factors:

2 n” o3
BGD): Dn+l;:Dl+D2b+D3E+::: (3.4)

Then, fom ally z |

d@) = dbe "2B () (3.5)
0

In the sense that the expansion for B (o) reproduces the expansion or d@) tem by
term . W hat isneeded ford @) to be wellde ned is that the integral converges (this
cannot be true at all s {1317] because of the singularities of d (@) i the s plane, but
this problem can be neglected in our context) and that B (o) has no singularities in
the Integration range. But, as already m entioned, the largen expansion ofB (o) leads
to singularities on the real axis. In fact, at Jarge n, B (o) is essentially given by a
geom etric series:
! !

X ‘n - r 1

b b
B® Cy nk ? Cyr (x+1) 1 ? + less singular temm s (3.6)
so that it issngularatb= k= . ThustheUV renom alons corresoond to singularities
atb= 1=; 2= ;:::andtheIR renom alonsat+ 2= ;+ 3= ;::: A sa consequence,
the convergence radiis of the expansion or B (o) near the borigin is detem ined by
the UV renom alon atb= 1= , independent of the existence ofthe IR renom alon
atb= +1= .

T hus, the perturbative expansion for B (o) can be directly used only to perfom
the Integration up to b= + 1= . The contrbution from b= +1= up tob= 1,
w here the expansion is not valid, could typically Jead to tem s oforder “=s (or even
worse). Forexam pl, if B () issu ciently wellbehaved atb= + 1= and atb= 1,

Zq

d@) = doe "B () aB (1= )exp( 1=a) aB (1=) ?*=s; 3.7)

1=
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where weused a ' ¥ Iog(s= ?) and the fact that the exponential cuts away all
largeb contrbutions so that B (o) was approxin ated by its value nearb = +1= .
From a di erent point ofview, at large n, the series ford @) is dom Inated by the UV
renom alon behaviourwith D , nn!( )°.At xed analla, the ndividual term s
P,A" 1t decrease with n, then atten out and eventually Increase because of the
n! factor. The best estin ate of the sum is ocbtained by stopping at the m lninum ,
orn N, given by P, B" Pn 1" f,orng 1= a. From the theory of
asym ptotic series P1], the corresponding uncertainty  d(a) is of order P nopt BP0

p Nopt Iﬁ.nopt (l= a) (l= a)! ( a) (1= a)

q
(l=a) (=a)TPe¥2 2=35(a) @2

q
1=a) e 2=a ’=s  logarithm s; 3.8)

(where the Stirling approxin ation was used: n!’ n"e oP 2 n). Thus one could
In prove the accuracy of the perturbative expansion by com puting m ore sublkading
temm suntiln  nge is reached and then add a residualtemm oforder 2=g5. Note that
theestinateny,: 1= a 4 indicatesa rather sm allvalue. H owever this estin ate is
obtained from the behaviour of the lrading UV renom alon series, while there is no
alemation of signs and in general no evidence of renom alon behaviour in the few
known tem s of the serdes.

W hile an accuracy of order 2?=s is what one gets in practice from the three-
loop expression of d@), it is true that, In principl, if there is no IR renomm alon
at b= +1=, d@) can be better de ned. In fact, as the location of the leading
UV renom alon atb= 1= isnot in the Integration range, there is the possibility
of de ning B () by analytic continuation up to b = +2= . If this is realised then
the rem aining ambiguity, of order ( ?=s)?, is unavoidable because the corresponding
sihgularity atb= + 2= ison the realaxis, so that an arbitrary procedure to go around
Etmust be de ned and the di erence between two such procedures would be of that
order. However, sihoe operators of din ension 4 do exist n the operator expansion,
this ambiguity can be reabsorbed in the non-perturbative condensate tem s [13-15].
W e also understand that the absence of the IR renom alon at b= + 1= isnecessary
for the consistency of the SVZ [§] approach because operators of din ension 2 are
absent In this channel. Ifthere would be a shgularity atb= + 1= the corresoonding
am biguity could not be absorbed In a condensate. There are Indeed indications in
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perturbation theory that the rst IR renom aln does not appear![19,21]. However
there could be non-perturbative sources ofbreaking of the operator expansion at non—
leading kevel. A fter allno theory ofcon nem ent could be built up from perturbation
theory and renom alons. But, in practice, lndependent of the existence of the IR

renom alon at b= + 1= , the accuracy to be expected from the rst three term s in
the expansion ford @), as they have been used so far in the actual detem ination of

<, isoforder Z2=s.

4. The Integration over the C ircle in the B orel T ransform
Form alism

In this section we show that the integration over the circle in eq. £.4) rR is
particularly sinple in the Borel representation. Starting from egs. €.9) and B.5) we

have

1+ — dbe 720 5B () 41
DO 21 $¥m?2 S m m?2 o © @l

W e work in the approxin ation where the two-loop coe cient ° in the beta finction
isneglkcted. Then, according to eq. £.9), we can replace 1=a( s) by 1=a+ i ,where
aisa(p)= am?), nvert the integration orderand write s=m2 = exp (i ):

zZ, z

1 . o
r= doe "B (b)7 d @a+e)y’a eye® 42)
0 1

T he integration is easily perfom ed, w ith the result

21 - 12sin(b)
r = dbe "°B (o)
0 b(b 1)(b 3)(b 4)
Z 4
= dbe 2B O)F (b): @23)
0

W e see that, n st approxin ation, the e ect ofgoing from a( s) to a(p) by inte-
grating over the circle is to multiply the Borel transform B (o) by the factor F ( b).
For real x, the function F (x) is shown In g.[B. It is an entire function in the whole
com plex planew ith a good behaviourat in nity on the realaxis. The factorF (x) has
sin ple zeros at the Jocation ofallUV renom alonsand also ofallIR renom alonsw ith
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Figure 3: P bt of the function F (x).
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the exogption ofthoss at b= 1 (ifany), 3 and 4. Since, In general, the correspond—
Ing singularities are not sin ple polks, they are not elim nated, but their strength is
attenuated (this point w ill be discussed in m ore detail in sect. 5.). Equation {©.3)
obviously coincides w ith the LP approach g]in thelmi °= @®= 0.One can alo
repeat the procedure by expanding in a( ?) instead ofa m ?), according to eq. £.20).
The resulting dependence isshown in  g.'] together w ith the analogous results for
the BNP PJ]and the LP formulae.

5. LargeN: Evaluation of R enormm alons and their R esum -

m ation

A swell known, the typical renom alon diagram s of QED and QCD can be evalt-
uated i the largeN ; lim i and their structure is sinple i this lin i [§21]. In the
abelian case the JargeN ¢ lim it corresponds to the lJarge— lim i, and this isbelieved to
be true also in the non-abelian gauge theory In soite ofthe fact that the beta function
In this case cannot be evaluated only in tem s of vacuum polarisation diagram s. T he
sequence of dom inant tem s i ° generalises the temn s in and 2 that appear in
D', and D'; respectively. As argued in a recent paper, ref. R0], the determ ination
of the exact behaviour of the UV renom alon seriesm ay be very di erent from the
one indicated In the large— Iim it. W hik we do not know the com plete form of the
kading UV renom alon atb= 1= , we can nevertheless com pute, or orientation,
the quantitative in pact of its approxin ate form at lJarge on the determm ination of
am?).From eq. (42) of ref. P1]one obtains the large- expression ofthe contribution
ofthe lkading UV renom alon at b= 1= to the Boreltransform B (o):

2 X 2 . 2x 1
B = —e + 2n X' = Ze 3 7
®) 9 7 1C %) 9 1+ x 1+ x

n

; ©.1)

where x = b and the factor e °~° transfom s the result from the MOM into the
M S schane. W e observe that the kading UV renom alon is a doubk pol. Since
in the large- limi ° can be neglected, the corresponding expression or R in the
approxin ation ofeq. @3) is appropriate, and it tums the doubk pok Into a sinplke
pok.

W enow study the num ericale ect of ncluding the whole renom alon series w ith
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respect to a truncated result up to the order I¥. W e rst consider the inpact on
d@), ie. before the Integration on the circle. In order to get the correction to d @)
from the higherorder tem s in the UV renom alon we must subtract from B (o) is
expansion up to O () and perform the inverse Borel transform , eq. $.5):
171 x=a 2 53 2
d@)= — dxe B x) §e (7 9%+ 11x°) : 52)
0

For = 27=12 = 225 and a= 012 (or a= 027) one nds d 37 10°3
which correspondstoa 2% increase in thevalueof  m 2y at xed d(0:12)= 0:155
( s@m?) 0:007).

W e now repeat the sam e exercise for the function r, given in eq. {4.3), obtained
after integration over the circle. W e com pute the variation
1%1

x= a 2 53 2
r@)= dxe B (x) §e (7 9%+ 11x°) F Xx): 53
0

Num erically we nd r(0:d12) 60 103 which, at xed r(:12) = 0220,
again corresponds to 2) 0007. Thus the extra factor F ( b) has practically
no in uence on thee ecton , m?) ofthe nearest UV singulariy.

In conclusion the overalle ect ofthe UV renom alon singularity in thism odel is
an all and not much changed by the Integration over the circle.

6. Search for M ore C onvergent A pproximn ants

A ssum Ing that Indeed there isno IR renom alon atb= + 1= one can in principle
try to cbtain by analytic continuation a de nition ofthe B orel transform , valid on the
positive realbaxisup tob= + 2= , outside the radius of convergence of its expansion.
W e now discuss how the analytic continuation could be in plem ented in practice.

Starting from eq. (3.4) we can make a change of variable [1417]z = z ) wih
nvere b= b(z),z0) = 0and z(1 ) = 1 (o that the nterval from Oto 1l Inbis
m apped Into the 0 to 1 range In z), such that the IR sihgularities are m apped onto
the intervalbetween zy = z (2= ) and 1 and the UV singularities are pushed away at
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%Jj 2z .Changing varable one cbtains
24 24

b=a d]C b(z)=a
d@) = dbe B () dz — e B b(z)): (6d)
0 0 dz

U sing the expansion

bz)= gz+ c222+ I 62)

the serdes
B(b)=D1+D2b+D3%+ T 63)

goes into
B b)) =D+ Dygz+ O,Lo+ D3§)22+ o 6 4)

which is convergent up to z = z, whik the originalb expansion was convergent only
up tob= 1= , corresponding to z(1= ) < z,. The In proved approxin ation for d @)

is therefore given by

Z ; n #
’ 0 do p)-a ﬁ 2, ...
d@) dz e D,i+ Djygz+ (D2C2+ Ds Yz© + i
z dZ 2
7 . w (:21 #
= e "2 D1+ Dyqzl) + Do+ D35>z<b>2+ 21t (65)

where the full expression of z as fiinction ofb is inserted in the ntegral. In thisway,
an In nite sequence oftem s is added to the bexpansion. Fora an all, the upper 1im it
of ntegration can be replaced with In nity without signi cant e ect.

O ne possbl exam ple is given by [17]:

(b)—pl+ D 1 pp- . 6.6)
2O = P 2T g2t .

In thiscasethe 1stUV singularity isatz= 1, and allhigher UV renom alons are
P — P —

on the uni circle £j= 1. IR renom alons are between zg = ( 3 1)=( 3+ 1) and

z= 1. thisexample, ¢, = 4= , c, = 8= . Otherexamples are

b= —"" 1 pE= 2, 6.7)
N :

wih k= 1;2 or 3. Also In these cases the 1rst IR renom alon at b= 2= becom es
the closest shqularity to z= 0, whilk the UV are pushed further away. H ere we have

C1=C2=k= .



{174

Before discussing num erical applications, we observe that the present m ethod
relies sin ply on the position of the IR and UV renom alon singularties in the Borel
plane and not on the nature and the strength of the singularities. W e have seen
that the integration over the circle in eq. 4.3) does not change the position of the
sihgularities In the b plane, but sinply a ects their strength. Thus, we can aswell
consider thee ect ofthe accelerators on the expansions orREV?) given in eq. £.18)
or on the LP expression ofeq. £ 20). For exam pl, the in proved version ofeq. {4 .3)

sin ply becom es

Z . #

r’ doe " D,+ D,z + D, + D3§)z(b)2+ ::: F (b): (6.8)
0

W e now consider the ollow Ing num erical exercise. W e assum e that experin ents
havemeasured R = 3:%.W e then com pute a 2) with the LP formula as a fiinction
ofthe scalke , and we perform the sam e calculation applying our acceleration proce—
dures to the LP method f]. The resuls are shown in  gl#. W e see that relatively
large di erences in the tted value of , m?) are obtained, especially at large for
di erent accelerators and In com parison to the non-accelerated form ulae. W e do not
e a prori com pelling reasons to prefer one or the other procedure. The fact that a
prori equivalent m ethods lead to results w ith a sizeable spread m ust be considered
as an indication of a realambiguity. Even if we only consider the m ethod of ref. {]
for the integration over the circle, it is in possble to go below an uncertainty of the
order  (m?) 0050 for in the range from 1 to 3 G&V .The ambiguiy becom es

2.2 2

even lamer if we extend the com parison to the formulae wih truncation in  “a
a{la BNP ( g.b).

7. Study ofM ore Convergent A pproxin ants In a M odel

The m ethod for accelerating the convergence discussed In the previous section
only relies on the position of the sihgularities of the Borel transform and not on their
nature and strength. It Jooks rather surprising that one can com pensate forthee ect
of renom alonsw ithout actually know ing their form in detail. In this section we study
a sin ple m athem atical m odel to clarify under which conditions the m ethod can be
successfil], in the sense that it provides a better approxin ation to the true result.
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Figure 4: E ect of the accekrators on the determ ination of ¢ (m 2) with the
LP method, orR = 3%. The curvesb, c and d refer to the change of variabke
of . {6:.7:), whik e refers to &g. (6-.6) .



a(m,)

0.45

0.40

0.35

0.30

{19¢

BNP method
accel. k=1 b
accel. k=2

accel. k=3

e a0 T

accel. eq.(6.6)

p (GeV)

Figure 5: Asin Fig. 4, ©r the BNP m ethod.
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W e consider as a m odel the case where the Borel transform is exactly speci ed by

0 1
o3 R n+ 1 .
Buuwel® = 14+ D,b+ Ds;— + @ A ( Db
2 n=3 n
n #
= 1+Db+Db2+ ! 1+ b (+l)(b)2'(7-l)
z > 1+ b) 2 )

The added sum stands forthe higher-order contribution that could arise from a leading
UV renomalon atb= 1= wih a degree of sinqularity speci ed by and a xed

overall strength given by . Wewilltake = 1 in the llow ng discussion. Tt is
convenient to re-express eq. (7.0) in tem sofx = b
" #
Btrue(x)=1+D_2x+D_3x—2+ ; 1+ x (;l)xz : (72)
2 1+ x) 2

where D, = D,= and D3 = Ds= ?. Similarly we can introduce B (x) and
B acee1 X), the perturbative Borel fiinctions without and wih accelration, respec—
tively:

2
— — X
Bpert(x)= 1+ D2X+D3? (7.3)
Baceel ®) = 1+ D,Ciz&®) + 0,5+ D?%)z(x)% (74)
where ¢, = ci,. In all cases the corresponding d function, diryes Gpert aNA daccer IS
given by z |
d@) = dxe * °B x): (75)

0

W e consider the ratio

dtrue dacoel _ - -

H = 1 D 2I2( a) D 3I3( a)' (7.6)
dtrue dpert ’
w here the quantities I, 3 are given by
1 %1 _
L(a) = dxe 2 Gz&)+ &z&)? x (7.7)
Io( a) 0
11 %1 x=a =2 2 2
L(a) = dxe czx)” X (7.8)

EIo(a) 0
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#
Zl xX= a 1 (+l) 2
I, (a)= dxe — 1+ — ' x

0 1+ %) x 2 7.9)

Clarly, H j< 1 is the condition for the acceleration m ethod to be sucoessiul. In
particular orH = 0 dgye and dyieee1 00Incide. For each valuie of a and , In a given
model speci ed by z (x) and the corresponding coe cients g, the condition H = 0
is satis ed on a straight lne in the plane D,;D 5, whik the mequality H j< 1 is
satis ed ;n a band de ned by two straight linesparalielto theH = 0 lne. In @448
we pbt the lnesH = 0 for a= 027 for xed and z(x) given by eq. (6.6) (case
labelled by 0), orby eq. §6.1) with k = 1 or2 (cases 1 and 2). The valuesof in

20 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

Figure 6: Lines corresponding to H = 0 for the method \0" (solid), \1"
(dashed) and \2" (dotted) for = 0:5. The circle corregponds to expansion of
1=1+ x) .

gsipBare = 05;1;2.W e see that for each choice of z (x) the lines have di erent
negative slopes. The lines tend to cross each other in a region of the plane not far
from thepontD,= ,Ds= ( + 1),1ie. the values that correspond to the rst
few tem s of the expansion of the asym ptotic function 1=(1 + x) . The region where
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Figure 7: Asin Fig.§, or = 1.
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Figure 8: Asin Fig.|§, or = 2.
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the lines cross ism ore sharply de ned if is an all, ie. if the asym ptotic function is
not too singular. n  gs. 9{ID we show thebands H j< 1 or = 0:5;1 in cases 0
and 1.

(= _
i y=0.5 N ]
~

L N ~ N 4

0 < Z
i N A
| - \ \ \ -

~

L ~ N
L ~ ~N 4
—1+— N—
L N+

C_1 1 1 1 ‘ 1 1 1 1 ‘ 1 1 1 1 ‘ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ‘ 1 1 1 1
—4 -3 —2 —1 0 1 2
Dy

Figure 9: Bands corresponding to H j< 1 for the method \O" (solid), \1"
(dashed) or = 035.

T he conclusion isthat them ethod for accelerating the convergence workswellonly
ifthe coe cientsD , ;D_3 resem ble those of the asym ptotic serdes, In other words ifthe
known tem s In the expansion are su ciently representative of the asym ptotic serdes.
In particular we see that it is very unlkely to get an in provem ent if the coe cients
D, and D ; are of the sam e sign, as is unfortunately the case or the series of nterest
forus (see eg.b).

From a di erent point of view we now consider the simn ple function B ( b) given
by

B (b= m (7.10)
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Figure 10
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and we plot the relation of the exact result

24

d@) = dxe * °B x) (711)
0

w ith its acoelerated or non-accelerated series approxin ants, as a function of a and
of the order of the expansion. T he results obtained for the acoelerating function z (o)
given in eq. 6.6) (the case abeled by 0) and = 1;2 are shown In  gs.11y12. We

0.6 ‘ T T ‘ T

0.5

0.4

Solid: exact

1

Dashed: truncated
0.3

Dot—dashed: improved
Numbers are the

BD(a), 7

0.2 truncation order

0.1

1\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\

0.0k I ‘ [ I \\‘ I \\ ‘ I I ‘ I

(@]
(@]
[aV]
o
NN
(@]
(o]
(@]
(o]
—_

Ba

Figure 11: E ect of the resumm ation technique described in the text, for a
finction with Boreltransform B ) = 1=1+ b) ; =1

e that when, as In this case, the coe cients of the expansion coincide w ith their
asym ptotic form the accelerated form ulae provide a much better approxin ation to
the true resul, m ore so if the shgularty is weaker (ie. is an aller). The non-—
acekrated form ulae are only good for am allenough a. The physically interesting
caseof a 027 appears to be at the lim i of the range where the non-accelerated
form ulae are acoeptable.
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Figure 12: E ect of the resumm ation technique described in the text, for a
finction with Boreltransform B )= 1=1+ b) ; = 2
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8. Conclusion

The detem ination of ; m?) or , m?) from decay is nom inally very precise
and the experin ental errors are extramely anall at LEP. Certainly the dom inant
am biguity is at present the theoretical ervor. T he nom Inalprecision is large because
in the m assless lin it no explicit 1=m ? corrective tem s are present in the operator
expansion. But i has becom e clear by now that one cannot sensibly talk of power-
suppressed corrections ifthe am biguities in the leading tem are not under control P8].
W e think that there is no real theoram that prevents non-perturbative corrections in
the coe cient function of the leading term in the operator expansion at the level of

2=m 2 . Equivalently, there could be an IR renom alon singularity atb= + 1= ,which
would create an irreducible (being located on the integration path) am biguity oforder

2=m 2. I altorder perturbative evaluations of the singularity pattem in the Borel
plne the IR shgularity atb= + 1= isprobably absent, a result consistent w ith the
dea that all irreducible am biguities can be reabsorbed In condensates. Even if the
IR renom alon shgularity atb= + 1= is ndeed absent, the radius of convergence of
the expansion is lin ited by the lading UV renom alon shgularity atb= 1= . If
this disease is not cured or cannot be cured the resulting ambiguity is still of order

2=m 2. In principle the problem could be solved if the exact nature and strength of
the singularity was known, by sin ply taking itse ect nto account in the evaluation
of . m?), along the way Indicated In section 5 In the case of the estin ate of the
sngularity in the unrealistic Iim it of Jarge . But the exact detemm ination of the
singularity appears to be beyond the scope of presently known m ethods. In the
actual case where the UV renom alon singularity at b= 1= isnot speci ed, one
can still try, In principle, to bypass the problem by a transfomm ation of varables
that pushes the kading UV singularity to a larger distance from the origin than
the st IR renom alon sihgularity at b= +2= . Expanding In the new variabl is
equivalent to add a speci ed In nite sequel of temm s to the origihal expansion. The
convergence of the serdes should be In proved by these acoelerators of convergence and
the am biguiy decreased. W e have studied the quantitative e ect of in plem enting a
num ber of such accelerators w ith di erent choices of the renom alisation scale .An
Indication ofthe size ofthe ambiguitieson 2) is obtaled from the Foread ofthe
results for di erent starting formulae E€g. with a( s) taken In the Integration over
the circle In is renom alisation group inproved form or In a xed order truncated
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expansion), di erent accelerator fiinctionsand di  erent choices ofthe renom alisation
scale. Thedi erence between the resum m ed or truncated expression fora( s) on the
circle are expecially large at an all values of , while the varations induced by the
di erent accelkrators are expecially pronounced at large values of . The relhtive
stability of the unaccelareted result of ref. 4] versus changes of appears as largely
accidental in that the accelerated form ulae based on it are much less stabl at large
Tt was argued in ref. [19] that if one expands In ( ?) istead of expanding
in . m?) the s;ak dependence of the UV renom alon correction becom es of order
( 2=m?)m 2= ?)2. Can then one be safe if is chosen su ciently large? C learly
In the true result the sum of the perturbative tem s plus the ram ainder must be
scale Independent. W hen is changed, the number of tem s to be added before
the series beoom es asym ptotic changes and m ust com pensate for the di erence. The
Increased sensitivity of the acoelkrated form ulae at large  is not encouraging for
Invoking that large is safer. A lltogether, from g4 we nd itdi cul to inagie
that the theoretical error on the strong coupling can be taken an aller then, say,
s m?) 0050 Whih approxin ately correspondsto  , mZ)  0:005).

T he accelerator m ethod is based on the m ere know ledge of the position of the
singularity and not on its precise fom . C learly such a m ethod can only work if the
known tem s of the expansion carry enough inform ation on the asym ptotic form of
the series. W e have quantitatively con m ed this statem ent by studying the problem
on a sinm plem athem aticalm odelw here the true resul isknown. T he perform ance of
di erent accelerators is studied as a function ofthe coe cients ofthe rst few tem s.
T hese results indicate that there is little hope of In proving the am biguity from the
leading UV renom alon because the st few coe cients ofthe actualexpansion show
no evidence for the asym ptotic behaviour, in particular no sign altemance. This last
argum ent (@s well as the one on the dependence of the UV renom alon) can be
Interpreted In di erent ways. If one is a great optin ist, he can argue that the series
does not resamble at all to the renom alon asym ptotics, hence the nom alisation
of the renom alon tem is very anall (@s is the case for the explicit form of the
singularity obtained in the Jarge N ¢ Iin it). O r, if one ism ore cautious, as one should
be In estin ating errors, he can say that since the known temm s do not show sign
of asym ptotia, they are dom Inated by subasym ptotic e ects and cannot be used to
estin ate the rem ainder. In this spirit we do not propose the accelerators as a better
way to determ ine the true result but sin ply as a criterium to evaluate the theoretical
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error. In fact, while all accelerators tend to increase the resulting value of ¢, the
am ount of the upward shift is sizeably di erent fordi erent accelerators.

In order to bypass allpossible ob ctionsone should beablketo tatthesametine
. Mm?) and C,, the coe cient of 1=m ? correctionsto R . Note that in the ALEPH
m om ent analysis f]C, is xed to zero while the coe cients of som e higher-din ension
operatorsare tted. This isnot very relevant to them ain issue. IfG, isnot xed it is
found that the sensitivity to 5 (m ?) ismuch reduced. In an interesting paperN arison
P9] attem pted to put an upperbound on C, from thedataone'e ! hadrons. This
is an im portant issue that would deserve further study. O ur Interpretation of the
analysis of ref. P9] is that values of C, of order (500 M €V )? are not at all excluded.
Narison R9] derives a m ore stringent lin it ££,35< (374 M &V )? but we feel he relies
too much on the so called optim isation procedure. Indeed, som ething that should
be a constant In a dumm y variabl tums out to be a steep parabola. The value at
the tip is taken, with a an all error, as the best estin ate because of the vanishing of
the dervative at that point, Instead of considering the span of the resuls In a priori
reasonable range for the irrelevant param eter. Tn a recent paper [3(] an estin ate of
C, from A rgusdata on hadronic decay was obtained and the resuls are com patible
with £,3< (500 M &V )2.

W e Ignored here other possible sources of error beyond those arising from higher
orders In perturbation theory. T hese nclide errors from the freezing m echanisn for
s, errors from the translation of ; m?) in temsof  m?), from the region ofthe
circle integration near the positive real axis and so on. T hese errors are presum ably
an aller @] than our current estin ate of the error from higher order tem s in the
perturbative egpansion. Taking all the other uncertainties Into account we end up
w ih a total theoretical error around (m?) 0:006. Asa result, In spie of the
fact that our estim ate of the error is Jarger than usually quoted, the detem nation of
s M f ) from  rem ainsone ofthebest determ nations ofthe strong coupling constant.
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