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A bstract

The divergentlarge-order behaviourofthe perturbative seriesrelevantfor

the determ ination of�S from � decay is controlled by the leading ultraviolet

(UV)renorm alon.Even in theabsenceofthe� rstinfrared (IR)renorm alon,an

am biguity oforder�2=m 2
� isintroduced.W e m ake a quantitative study ofthe

practicalim plicationsofthisam biguity.W ediscussthem agnitudeofUV renor-

m alon correctionsobtained in thelarge-N f lim it,which,although unrealistic,is

neverthelessinteresting to som e extent. W e then study a num berofim proved

approxim antsforthe perturbative series,based on a change ofvariable in the

Borelrepresentation,such astodisplacetheleadingUV renorm alon singularity

ata largerdistancefrom theorigin than the� rstIR renorm alon.Thespread of

theresulting valuesof�S(m
2
�)obtained by di� erentapproxim ants,atdi� erent

renorm alization scales,isexhibited asa m easureoftheunderlying am biguities.

Finally,on the basis ofm athem aticalm odels,we discuss the prospects ofan

actualim provem ent,given the signs and m agnitudes ofthe com puted coe� -

cients,the size of�S(m
2
�)and whatis known ofthe asym ptotic propertiesof

the series. O urconclusion is that a realistic estim ate ofthe theoreticalerror

cannotgo below ��S(m
2
�)� � 0:060,or��S(m

2
Z
)� � 0:006.
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1. Introduction

The possibility ofm easuring �S from �-decay has been extensively studied in a

series ofinteresting papers,in particular by Braaten,Narison and Pich [1-4]. The

relevant quantity isR � = � (� ! �� + hadrons)=� (� ! �� + l�),with l= e;�. At

present[5]theALEPH collaboration � nds

(R �)exp = 3:645� 0:024: (1.1)

Based on this result,it is argued,ifthe form alism ofQCD sum rules is assum ed,

according to SVZ [6],that

�S(m
2

�)= 0:355� 0:021 (1.2)

and � nally

�S(m
2

Z
)= 0:121� 0:0016(exp)� 0:0018(th)= 0:121� 0:0024: (1.3)

Given that m � is so sm all,this determ ination of�S(m
2
Z
) appears [7-10]a bit too

precise!

In defence ofthis m ethod [11]one can certainly point out that R � has several

com bined advantages.Dropping som e inessentialcom plications,R � isan integralin

s ofa spectralfunction R(s)which is the analogue ofR e+ e� (s)butforthe case of

charged weak currents.Thus,� rst,R� iseven m oreinclusive than R e+ e� (s)and one

expectsthattheasym ptoticregim eism oreprecociousform oreinclusive quantities.

Second,one can use analyticity in order to transform the relevant integralinto an

integralover the circle jsj= m 2
� [4]. This not only gives som e con� dence that the

appropriate scale ofenergy forthe evaluation ofR � is oforderm �,but also shows

that the integration over the low-energy dom ain helps very m uch in sm earing out

the com plicated behaviourin the resonance region. Also im portantisthe presence

ofa phase-space factorthatkillsthesensitivity ofthespectralfunction nearRes=

m 2
�,where there is a gap ofvalidity ofthe asym ptotic approxim ations due to the

vicinity ofthecutsingularitiesand also to thenearby charm threshold.On thecircle

jsj= m 2
�,asym ptoticform ulaeshould beapproxim ately valid forthecorrelator.The

perturbativecom ponentofR(s)isknown up toterm soforder�S(m
2
�)

3 [12].Onecan

hope to getsom e controlofthe non-perturbative correctionsby using the operator
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productexpansion and som eestim ate(eitherexperim entalorby som em odel)ofthe

dom inantcondensates,in thespiritoftheQCD sum rules[6].

ThisseriesofvirtuesofR � isindeed realbutwould notbe su� cientin itselfto

justify theprecision on �S(m
2
�)which isclaim ed.Therealpointisthatnocorrections

oforder1=m 2
� areassum ed to exist.Thefactthatthereisno operatorwith thecor-

responding dim ension in theshortdistanceexpansion isnotsu� cient,becausethere

could be non-leading corrections in the coe� cient function ofthe leading operator.

W ethinkitisafairstatem entthatthereisnotheorem thatguaranteestheabsenceof

�2=m 2
� term sin R � in them asslesslim it;no theorem thatprovesthatterm soforder

�2=m 2
� cannotarise from them echanism thatgeneratescon� nem ent. Buteven ifin

principle the above theorem would exist,still,in practice,there would be am bigui-

tieson theleading-term perturbative expansion oforder�2=m 2
� from theultraviolet

renorm alon sequence associated to the divergence ofthe perturbative series forthe

spectralfunction [13-21]. The presentnote ism ainly devoted to a quantitative dis-

cussion oftheim pactofUV renorm alon am biguitieson thedeterm ination of�S(m
2
�).

On thebasisoftheaccum ulated knowledgeon renorm alon behaviour,weaddressthe

question ofwhat is the theoreticalerror on �S(m
2
�) and exam ine possible ways to

decrease it. W e discussthe m agnitude ofUV renorm alon correctionsobtained from

explicitcalculations[18-21],which although based on unrealistic sim pli� ed schem es,

are nevertheless interesting to som e extent. W e then study a num ber ofim proved

approxim antsforthe perturbative series,based on a change ofvariable in the Borel

representation [14,17],such astodisplacetheleading UV renorm alon singularity ata

largerdistancefrom theorigin than the� rstinfrared (IR)renorm alon.Thespread of

theresulting valuesof�S(m
2
�)obtained by di� erentapproxim ants,atdi� erentrenor-

m alisation scalesisexhibited asa m easureoftheunderlying am biguities.Finally,on

thebasisofm athem aticalm odels,wediscusstheprospectsofan actualim provem ent,

given the signsand the m agnitudesofthe com puted coe� cients,the size of�S(m
2
�)

and whatisknown oftheasym ptoticpropertiesoftheseries.Ourconclusion isthat

a realistic extim ate ofthe theoreticalerrorcannotgo below ��S(m
2
�)� �0:060,or

��S(m
2
Z
)� �0:006.

The organisation ofthis article is as follows. In sect.2 we sum m arise the basic

form ulae and discuss di� erent procedures to do the integration over the circle that

di� er by resum m ing or not an in� nite series of\large �2 term s". W e discuss the
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relative m erits ofthe various procedures and their scale dependence. In sect.3 we

introducetheproblem srelated tothedivergenceoftheperturbativeseries,wereview

the Boreltransform m ethod and the renorm alon singularities. In sect.4 we derive

som e usefulform ulae obtained in the Borelspace afterintegration on the circle. In

sect.5weconsidertheexplicitform fortheleadingUV renorm alon singularity derived

in perturbation theory in the largeN f lim it,N f being the num berof avours.This

lim itisnotm eantto be realistic,but,fororientation,we evaluate the quantitative

im pact that such an UV renorm alon would have on the determ ination of�S(m
2
�).

W e� nd thatthise� ectisrathersm all.In sects.6,7,which contain them ain original

resultsofthiswork,weintroduceand study anum berofim proved approxim antsthat

could in principlesuppresstheam biguity from theleadingUV renorm alon.W estudy

thecom bined e� ectsofdi� erent,aprioriequivalent,procedures,di� erentaccelerators

ofconvergence and di� erent choices ofthe renorm alisation scale. W e also study in

a sim ple m athem aticalm odelunder which conditions for the known coe� cients of

the seriesthe acceleratorm ethod leadsto a betterapproxim ation ofthetrueresult.

Finally,in sect.8 wepresentourconclusion.

2. B asic Form ulae and Truncation A m biguities

The quantity ofinterest is the integralover the hadronic squared m ass s in �

decay ofa function R(s)analogousto R e+ e� (s),weighted by a phase-spacefactor.In

thelim itofm asslessu;d;s quarkswehave[1-3]:

R � =

Z
m 2

�

0

ds

m 2
�

2

 

1�
s

m 2
�

! 2  

1+
2s

m 2
�

!

R(s): (2.1)

R(s)isproportionalto theim aginary partofa current-currentcorrelator:

R(s)=
N

�
Im � (s)=

N

2�i
[� (s+ i�)� � (s� i�)]: (2.2)

The norm alization factorN isde� ned in such a way that,in zeroth orderin pertur-

bation theory,R(s)= 3.In turn,thecorrelator� (s)isrelated to theAdlerfunction

D �(s),de� ned in such a way asto rem ovea constant:

D �(s)= �s
d

ds
N � (s): (2.3)
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By � rstintegrating by partsand then using theCauchy theorem oneobtainsforR�

theresult

R � =
1

2�i

I

jsj= m 2
�

ds

s

 

1�
s

m 2
�

! 3  

1+
s

m 2
�

!

D �(s): (2.4)

TheAdlerfunction D � hasa perturbativeexpansion oftheform :

D �(s)= D
0

�

1X

n= 0

D na(�s)
n
’ D

0

�

h

1+ D 1a(�s)+ D 2a
2(�s)+ D 3a

3(�s)+ :::
i

;

(2.5)

wherea = �S=�,D
0
� = 3(1+ �)where�isaknown sm allelectroweak correction,and,

forN f = 3 in theM S schem e,

D 1 = 1

D 2 =

�
11

2
� 4�(3)

�

�+
CA

12
�
CF

8
= 1:640

D 3 =

�
151

18
�
19

3
�(3)

�

4�2 + 2CA

�
31

6
�
5

3
(�(3)+ �(5))

�

�

+ 2CF

�
29

32
�
19

2
�(3)+ 10�(5)

�

�+ C
2

A

�

�
799

288
� �(3)

�

+ CACF

�

�
827

192
+
11

2
�(3)

�

+ C
2

F

�

�
23

32

�

= 6:371; (2.6)

where�(3)= 1:20206and �(5)= 1:03693,C A = N C = 3and CF = (N 2
C � 1)=(2N C )=

4=3.Thequantity �= (11C A � 2N f)=12 isthe� rstbeta function coe� cient[22]:

�
2
da(�2)

d�2
= �

�

a(�2)
�

; �(a)= ��a
2(1+ �

0
a+ :::) (2.7)

(�= 9=4,� 0= 16=9 forN f = 3).

Theexpansion in eq.(2.5)de� nestheAdlerfunction atallcom plex s with a cut

fors> 0.In thespacelikeregion,wheres< 0,a(�s)isrealand given asym ptotically

by (�2 > 0):
1

a(�s)
=

1

a(�2)
+ �log

�s

�2
= �log

�s

�2
: (2.8)

Ifwe wanta(�s)atsom e com plex value ofthe argum ent,e.g. s = �jsjexp(i�),we

can usetheform ula

a(�s)=
a(jsj)

1+ �a(jsj)i�
(2.9)
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wheretheangle�is��on theuppertip ofthecutforsrealand positive,+�on the

lowertip and zero on thenegative realaxis.Them oreaccuratetwo-loop expression

isgiven by

a(�s)=
a(jsj)

1+ �a(jsj)i�+ � 0a(jsj)log(1+ �a(jsj)i�)
: (2.10)

Theexpansion forR(s)(fors realand positive)can beobtained from thatofD �

by therelation

R(s)=
1

2�i

I

js0j= s

ds0

s0
D �(s

0): (2.11)

Perform ing theintegration by using theexpansion forD � in eq.(2.5)and theexpres-

sion in eq.(2.10)fora com plex argum ent,oneobtains

R(s)= D
0

�

�

1+ F1a(s)+ F2a
2(s)+ F3a

3(s)+ :::
�

; (2.12)

and

F1 = D 1; F2 = D 2; F3 = D 3 �
�2�2

3
: (2.13)

Theorigin ofthe�2�2=3 term iseasily understood.By using theone-loop expansion

fora(s),eq.(2.9),onegets

R(s)= D
0

�

"

1+
1

2��i
log

1+ i��a(s)

1� i��a(s)
+ :::

#

= D
0

�

"

1+ a(s)�
�2�2a3(s)

3
+ :::

#

(2.14)

W e have thefollowing observationson thisresult.First,forN f = 3,thecoe� cients

F1;2;3 in the expansion ofR(s)for� decay coincide with those ofR e+ e� because the

potentially di� erentterm sproportionalto(
P
Q i)

2 ,with Q ibeingthequark charges,

vanish in thiscase. Second,we observe thateq.(2.13)isobtained by a truncation

ofhigher-order term s in the quantity �2a2�2 ’ 0:7 with a = a(m 2
�). Note that a

sim ilarproblem oftruncation ariseswhen the integration overthe circle in eq.(2.4)

isperform ed.In theearly treatm entsofthisproblem (e.g.in ref.[2])theexpression

ofa(�s),which appears on the circle,is taken from eq.(2.10) and expanded in a

consistently to theordera3.W ith thisprocedure,oneobtains

R
(BN P)

� = D
0

�

�

1+ H 1a(m
2

�)+ H 2a
2(m 2

�)+ H 3a
3(m 2

�)+ :::
�

; (2.15)

with

H 1 = 1; H 2 = 5:2023; H 3 = 26:3666: (2.16)
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W ewillrefertothisresultasBNP form ula (fortheauthorsofref.[2]).M orerecently

in ref.[4]it was advocated that a better procedure for perform ing the integration

on thecircleisto keep thefullthree-loop expression fora(�jsjei�),according to the

form ula

R
(LP)

� =
D 0

�

2�i

I

jzj= 1

dz

z
(1�z)3(1+z)

h

1+ D 1a(�zm
2

�)+ D 2a
2(�zm 2

�)+ D 3a
3(�zm 2

�)+ :::
i

:

(2.17)

Itisthisprocedurewhich iscurrently adopted (LeDiberder-Pich,orLP m ethod).At

� xed experim entalvalueofR�,thetwoprocedureslead tovaluesof�S(m
2
�)thatdi� er

by term soforder��S(m
2
�)� (�2a2�2)a2 � 0:01 or(�2a2�2)2a � 0:05.These \large

�2 term s" alwaysarise when onegoesfrom the spacelike to the tim elike region (e.g.

sim ilarterm sarise[22]when onerelatesDrell-Yan processesto electroproduction or

fragm entation functionsto structure functions). There have been m any discussions

in the paston the opportunity ofresum m ing these term s[23]. Ifthere wasa 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 low energies to keep the expression in eq.(2.14)in

its resum m ed form rather than to expand in �2a2�2. A glance at eqs.(2.6) shows

that,forn � 3,there are no explicit \large �2 term s" in the coe� cients D n ofthe

expansion forD �.Sim ilarly when theintegration on thecircleisperform ed with the

com plete form ula fora(�jsjei�)allterm s are kept up to ordera3(�2a2�2)n,i.e. up

to ordera3 oneexpandsin a butkeeps�2a2�2 unexpanded.Sureenough thissequel

ofterm sexistsin reality,so why nottakethem into account? However,thecounter-

argum entisthattherearein perturbation theory term sinvolving �2 thatarisefrom

originsotherthan thespacelike-tim elike connection and,in any case,therearem any

term s ofthe sam e generalm agnitude (forexam ple,the term proportionalto �2 in

D 3,eq.(2.6)),so thattheadvantageofkeeping thisparticularclassofterm sislikely

to becom pletely illusory.

One can furtherconsiderthe scale dependence ofthe di� erentprocedures. One

can write

R
(BN P)

� = D
0

�

�

1+ ~H 1a(�
2)+ ~H 2a

2(�2)+ ~H 3a
3(�2)+ :::

�

; (2.18)

where

~H 1(�
2)= H 1
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~H 2(�
2)= H 2 � H 1�log

m 2
�

�2

~H 3(�
2)= H 3 � 2H 2�log

m 2
�

�2
+ H 1

"

�
2log

2
m 2

�

�2
� ��

0log
m 2

�

�2

#

: (2.19)

Analogously,we can study the scale dependence in the LP m ethod. In thiscase we

have

R
(LP)

� =
D 0

�

2�i

I

jzj= 1

dz

z
(1�z)3(1+z)

h

1+ ~D 1a(�z�
2)+ ~D 2a

2(�z�2)+ ~D 3a
3(�z�2)+ :::

i

;

(2.20)

wherethe ~D n coe� cientsarerelated to theD n asthe ~H n to theH n in eqs.(2.19).

The resultsofthe LP and BNP m ethodsare shown in � g.1,where,assum ing a

m easured value of3.6 forR �,we show the corresponding determ ination of�S(m
2
�)

asa function ofthe renorm alization scale �. Forcom parison,we also show (dashed

curve)thedeterm ination obtained with a sim pli� ed LP m ethod,in which weusethe

one-loop expression eq.(2.9)fora.For�> 1 GeV thereisless�dependence ifthe

resum m ed expressionsareused.Thisstability isoften taken asa possibleindication

thatresum m ing isbetter.

In conclusion,we agree that the resum m ed form ulae provide a less am biguous

resultwith respectto a change ofscale than the unresum m ed expression. However,

itistrue thata prioriitisnotpossible to guarantee thata m ore accurate resultis

obtained in one way orthe other. Asa consequence the spread shown in � g.1 for

di� erentchoicesof�and ofprocedureistobetaken asarealam biguity.In particular

thelargediscrepancy at�� 1 GeV isa genuine signaloftrouble,especially in view

ofthefactthatseveralproposed scale-� xing procedureslead tosm allvaluesof�,e.g.

m inim alsensitivity,BLM schem e etc. [24]. A sm allvalue of� isalso suggested by

physicalconsiderations,because theaveragehadronicm assiswellbelow m �.So,on

theonehand,onecannotsensibly rejecttheoption ofsm allvaluesof�.On theother

hand,thecorresponding valueofa(m 2
�)becom esvery am biguousatsm all�.

3. R enorm alons and B orelTransform ation

In thefollowingdiscussion we� rststudy thepropertiesofD�(s)in itself,and only

laterwe considerthe integration overthe circle. The problem thatwe now consider
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Figure1:The value of�S(m
2
�)obtained from R � = 3:6,as a function ofthe

renorm alization scale �.
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is the wellknown fact that the series for D � is divergent. Indeed one can identify

sequences ofdiagram s,depicted in � g.2,called \renorm alon" term s [13-21],that

provide theleading behaviouratlargen forthen-th coe� cientoftheexpansion for

D �.Therenorm alon contribution isoftheform :

Figure2:Renorm alon diagram s for a two-pointcorrelator.

D n � Ckn!n
k

 
�

k

! n

[1+ O (1=n)] (n large): (3.1)

Notethen!behaviourwhich im pliesthattheseriesisdivergent.Here,Ck and k � 0

arenotknown fortherealtheory butonly,tosom eextent,in thelarge-N f expansion

[18-21],and theindex k runsovera discretesetofvalues:

k = �1;�2;�3;::: Ultraviolet (UV) Renorm alons

k = +1(?);+2;+3;::: Infrared (IR) Renorm alons (3.2)

In the above listwe om itthe contribution from instantons,which appearatrather

largevaluesofk.They havebeen com puted in ref.[25]and shown to besm all.The

UV orIR renorm alonsarisefrom thelim itsoflargeorsm allvirtuality,respectively,for

theexchanged gluon(s).Ashinted by thequestion m ark,thek = +1 IR renorm alon

isprobably absentin perturbation theory,butthe issue isnotreally settled [16-21].

The absence ofthisterm isnecessary forthe consistency ofthe assum ption thatall

non-perturbativee� ectscan beabsorbed in thecondensates.In thefollowing wewill

assum ethatthek = 1 IR renorm alon isindeed absent.
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In view ofthe divergence ofthe perturbative expansion,one can possibly give a

m eaning to thequantity

d(a)=
D �

D 0
�

� 1= D 1a+ D 2a
2 + D 3a

3 + ::: (3.3)

by the Boreltransform m ethod [27]. One de� nesthe perturbative expansion ofthe

Boreltransform B (b)ofd(a)by rem oving then!factors:

B (b)=

1X

n= 0

D n+ 1

nn

n!
= D 1 + D 2b+ D 3

b2

2
+ ::: (3.4)

Then,form ally

d(a)=

Z 1

0

dbe
� b=a

B (b) (3.5)

in the sense thatthe expansion forB (b)reproducesthe expansion ford(a)term by

term .W hatisneeded ford(a)to be wellde� ned isthattheintegralconverges(this

cannotbetrueatalls [13,17]becauseofthesingularitiesofd(a)in thes plane,but

thisproblem can be neglected in ourcontext)and thatB (b)hasno singularitiesin

theintegration range.But,asalready m entioned,thelarge-n expansion ofB (b)leads

to singularities on the realaxis. In fact,at large n,B (b) is essentially given by a

geom etricseries:

B (b)� Ck

X

n

n
k

 
�b

k

! n

� Ck� (k + 1)

 

1�
�b

k

! � k� 1

+ less singular term s (3.6)

sothatitissingularatb= k=�.ThustheUV renorm alonscorrespond tosingularities

atb= �1=�;�2=�;:::and theIR renorm alonsat+2=�;+3=�;:::.Asaconsequence,

the convergence radiusofthe expansion forB (b)nearthe b-origin isdeterm ined by

theUV renorm alon atb= �1=�,independentoftheexistence oftheIR renorm alon

atb= +1=�.

Thus,the perturbative expansion forB (b)can be directly used only to perform

the integration up to b = +1=�. The contribution from b = +1=� up to b = 1 ,

wheretheexpansion isnotvalid,could typically lead to term soforder�2=s(oreven

worse).Forexam ple,ifB (b)issu� ciently wellbehaved atb= +1=� and atb= 1 ,

� d(a)=

Z 1

1=�

dbe
� b=a

B (b)� aB (1=�)exp(�1=�a)� aB (1=�)� 2
=s; (3.7)
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where we used a� 1 ’ �log(s=� 2) and the fact that the exponentialcuts away all

large-b contributions so that B (b) was approxim ated by its value near b = +1=�.

From a di� erentpointofview,atlargen,theseriesford(a)isdom inated by theUV

renorm alon behaviourwith D n � nn!(��)n.At� xed sm alla,theindividualterm s

jD nja
n � rstdecrease with n,then  atten outand eventually increase because ofthe

n!factor. The best estim ate ofthe sum is obtained by stopping at the m inim um ,

for n � nopt,given by jD nja
n � jD n� 1ja

n� 1,or nopt � 1=�a. From the theory of

asym ptoticseries[27],thecorresponding uncertainty � d(a)isoforderjD noptja
nopt:

jD noptja
nopt � (1=�a)


(1=�a)!(�a)

(1=�a)

� (1=�a)

(1=�a)

(1=�a)
e
(1=�a)

q

2�=�a(�a) (1=�a)

� (1=�a)

e
(1=�a)

q

2�=�a � � 2
=s� logarithm s; (3.8)

(where the Stirling approxim ation was used: n!’ nne� n
p
2�n). Thus one could

im prove the accuracy ofthe perturbative expansion by com puting m ore subleading

term suntiln � noptisreached and then add aresidualterm oforder�2=s.Notethat

theestim atenopt� 1=�a � 4 indicatesa rathersm allvalue.Howeverthisestim ateis

obtained from the behaviourofthe leading UV renorm alon series,while there isno

alternation ofsigns and in generalno evidence ofrenorm alon behaviour in the few

known term softheseries.

W hile an accuracy oforder �2=s is what one gets in practice from the three-

loop expression ofd(a),it is true that,in principle,ifthere is no IR renorm alon

at b = +1=�,d(a) can be better de� ned. In fact,as the location ofthe leading

UV renorm alon atb= �1=� isnotin the integration range,there isthe possibility

ofde� ning B (b) by analytic continuation up to b = +2=�. Ifthis is realised then

therem aining am biguity,oforder(�2=s)2,isunavoidablebecausethecorresponding

singularityatb= +2=�isontherealaxis,sothatanarbitraryproceduretogoaround

itm ustbede� ned and thedi� erence between two such procedureswould beofthat

order. However,since operatorsofdim ension 4 do existin the operatorexpansion,

thisam biguity can be reabsorbed in the non-perturbative condensate term s[13-15].

W ealso understand thattheabsenceoftheIR renorm alon atb= +1=� isnecessary

for the consistency ofthe SVZ [6]approach because operators ofdim ension 2 are

absentin thischannel.Iftherewould beasingularity atb= +1=�thecorresponding

am biguity could notbe absorbed in a condensate. There are indeed indications in
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perturbation theory thatthe � rstIR renorm alon doesnotappear[19,21]. However

therecould benon-perturbativesourcesofbreakingoftheoperatorexpansion atnon-

leading level.Afterallno theory ofcon� nem entcould bebuiltup from perturbation

theory and renorm alons. But,in practice,independent ofthe existence ofthe IR

renorm alon atb= +1=�,the accuracy to be expected from the � rstthree term sin

the expansion ford(a),asthey have been used so farin theactualdeterm ination of

�S,isoforder�
2=s.

4. T he Integration over the C ircle in the B orelTransform

Form alism

In thissection we show thatthe integration overthe circle in eq.(2.4)forR � is

particularly sim plein theBorelrepresentation.Starting from eqs.(2.9)and (3.5)we

have

r=
R �

D 0
�

� 1=
1

2�i

I

jsj= m 2
�

ds

s

 

1�
s

m 2
�

! 3  

1+
s

m 2
�

! Z 1

0

dbe
� b=a(� s)

B (b): (4.1)

W ework in theapproxim ation wherethetwo-loop coe� cient�0in thebeta function

isneglected.Then,accordingtoeq.(2.9),wecan replace1=a(�s)by 1=a+ i��,where

a isa(jsj)= a(m 2
�),inverttheintegration orderand writes=m

2
� = � exp(i�):

r=

Z 1

0

dbe
� b=a

B (b)
1

2�i

Z �

� �

id�(1+ e
i�)3(1� e

i�)e� ib��: (4.2)

Theintegration iseasily perform ed,with theresult

r =

Z 1

0

dbe
� b=a

B (b)
�12sin(�b�)

�b(�b� 1)(�b� 3)(�b� 4)�

=

Z 1

0

dbe
� b=a

B (b)F(�b): (4.3)

W e see that,in � rstapproxim ation,the e� ectofgoing from a(�s)to a(jsj)by inte-

grating overthe circle isto m ultiply the Boreltransform B (b)by the factorF(�b).

Forrealx,thefunction F(x)isshown in � g.3.Itisan entire function in thewhole

com plex planewith agood behaviouratin� nity on therealaxis.ThefactorF(x)has

sim plezerosatthelocation ofallUV renorm alonsand alsoofallIR renorm alonswith
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Figure3:Plotofthe function F (x).
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theexception ofthoseat�b= 1 (ifany),3 and 4.Since,in general,thecorrespond-

ing singularitiesare notsim ple poles,they are notelim inated,buttheirstrength is

attenuated (this point willbe discussed in m ore detailin sect.5.). Equation (4.3)

obviously coincideswith theLP approach [4]in thelim it�0= �00= 0.Onecan also

repeattheprocedureby expanding in a(�2)instead ofa(m 2
�),according toeq.(2.20).

Theresulting �dependenceisshown in � g.1 togetherwith theanalogousresultsfor

theBNP [2]and theLP form ulae.

5. Large-N f Evaluation of R enorm alons and their R esum -

m ation

Aswellknown,the typicalrenorm alon diagram sofQED and QCD can be eval-

uated in thelarge-N f lim itand theirstructure issim ple in thislim it[18-21].In the

abelian casethelarge-N f lim itcorrespondstothelarge-�lim it,and thisisbelieved to

betruealsoin thenon-abelian gaugetheory in spiteofthefactthatthebetafunction

in thiscasecannotbeevaluated only in term sofvacuum polarisation diagram s.The

sequence ofdom inantterm sin �n generalisesthe term sin � and � 2 thatappearin

~D 2 and ~D 3 respectively. As argued in a recent paper,ref.[20],the determ ination

ofthe exactbehaviourofthe UV renorm alon seriesm ay be very di� erentfrom the

one indicated in the large-� lim it. W hile we do notknow the com plete form ofthe

leading UV renorm alon atb= �1=�,we can nevertheless com pute,fororientation,

the quantitative im pactofitsapproxim ate form atlarge � on the determ ination of

a(m 2
�).From eq.(42)ofref.[21]oneobtainsthelarge-�expression ofthecontribution

oftheleading UV renorm alon atb= �1=� to theBoreltransform B (b):

B (b)=
2

9
e
� 5=3

X

n

[7+ 2n](�x)n =
2

9
e
� 5=3

�

7�
2x

1+ x

�
1

1+ x
; (5.1)

where x = �b and the factor e� 5=3 transform s the result from the M OM into the

M S schem e. W e observe that the leading UV renorm alon is a double pole. Since

in the large-� lim it� 0 can be neglected,the corresponding expression forR � in the

approxim ation ofeq.(4.3)isappropriate,and itturnsthedouble poleinto a sim ple

pole.

W enow study thenum ericale� ectofincluding thewholerenorm alon serieswith
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respect to a truncated result up to the order b2. W e � rst consider the im pact on

d(a),i.e. before the integration on the circle. In orderto getthe correction to d(a)

from the higher-orderterm sin the UV renorm alon we m ustsubtractfrom B (b)its

expansion up to O (b2)and perform theinverse Boreltransform ,eq.(3.5):

� d(a)=
1

�

Z
1

0

dxe
� x=�a

�

B (x)�
2

9
e
� 5=3(7� 9x + 11x2)

�

: (5.2)

For � = 27=12 = 2:25 and a = 0:12 (or �a = 0.27) one � nds � d � �3:7 � 10� 3

which correspondsto a �2% increasein thevalueof�S(m
2
�)at� xed d(0:12)= 0:155

(��S(m
2
�)� 0:007).

W e now repeatthe sam e exercise forthe function r,given in eq.(4.3),obtained

afterintegration overthecircle.W ecom putethevariation

� r(a)=
1

�

Z
1

0

dxe
� x=�a

�

B (x)�
2

9
e
� 5=3(7� 9x + 11x2)

�

F(x): (5.3)

Num erically we � nd � r(0:12) � �6:0 � 10� 3 which,at � xed r(0:12) = 0:220,

again correspondsto ��S(m
2
�)� 0:007. Thusthe extra factorF(�b)haspractically

no in uenceon thee� ecton �S(m
2
�)ofthenearestUV singularity.

In conclusion theoveralle� ectoftheUV renorm alon singularity in thism odelis

sm alland notm uch changed by theintegration overthecircle.

6. Search for M ore C onvergent A pproxim ants

Assum ing thatindeed thereisno IR renorm alon atb= +1=�onecan in principle

try toobtain by analyticcontinuation ade� nition oftheBoreltransform ,valid on the

positiverealbaxisup tob= +2=�,outsidetheradiusofconvergenceofitsexpansion.

W enow discusshow theanalyticcontinuation could beim plem ented in practice.

Starting from eq.(3.4)we can m ake a change ofvariable [14,17]z = z(b) with

inverse b = b(z),z(0)= 0 and z(1 )= 1 (so thatthe intervalfrom 0 to 1 in b is

m apped into the 0 to 1 range in z),such thatthe IR singularitiesare m apped onto

theintervalbetween z0 = z(2=�)and 1 and theUV singularitiesarepushed away at
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jzj� z0.Changing variableoneobtains

d(a)=

Z
1

0

dbe
� b=a

B (b)

Z
1

0

dz

�
�
�
�
�

db

dz

�
�
�
�
�
e
� b(z)=a

B (b(z)): (6.1)

Using theexpansion

b(z)= c1z+ c2z
2 + ::: (6.2)

theseries

B (b)= D 1 + D 2b+ D 3

b2

2
+ ::: (6.3)

goesinto

B (b(z))= D 1 + D 2c1z+ (D 2c2 + D 3

c2
1

2
)z2 + ::: (6.4)

which isconvergentup to z= z0,whiletheoriginalbexpansion wasconvergentonly

up to b= 1=�,corresponding to z(1=�)< z0.The im proved approxim ation ford(a)

isthereforegiven by

d(a) ’

Z z0

z

dz

�
�
�
�
�

db

dz

�
�
�
�
�
e
� b(z)=a

"

D 1 + D 2c1z+ (D 2c2 + D 3

c21

2
)z2 + :::

#

=

Z
2=�

0

dbe
� b=a

"

D 1 + D 2c1z(b)+ (D 2c2 + D 3

c2
1

2
)z(b)2 + :::

#

; (6.5)

wherethefullexpression ofz asfunction ofbisinserted in theintegral.In thisway,

an in� nitesequenceofterm sisadded tothebexpansion.Fora sm all,theupperlim it

ofintegration can bereplaced with in� nity withoutsigni� cante� ect.

Onepossibleexam pleisgiven by [17]:

z(b)=

p
1+ �b� 1

p
1+ �b+ 1

! b(z)=
4z

�(1� z)2
: (6.6)

In thiscasethe� rstUV singularity isatz= �1,and allhigherUV renorm alonsare

on theunitcircle jzj= 1.IR renorm alonsare between z0 = (
p
3� 1)=(

p
3+ 1)and

z = 1.In thisexam ple,c1 = 4=�,c2 = 8=�.Otherexam plesare

z(b)=
�b

k+ �b
! b(z)=

kz

�(1� z)
; (6.7)

with k = 1;2 or3. Also in these casesthe � rstIR renorm alon atb= 2=� becom es

theclosestsingularity to z= 0,whiletheUV arepushed furtheraway.Herewehave

c1 = c2 = k=�.



{17{

Before discussing num ericalapplications, we observe that the present m ethod

reliessim ply on theposition oftheIR and UV renorm alon singularitiesin theBorel

plane and not on the nature and the strength ofthe singularities. W e have seen

thatthe integration overthe circle in eq.(4.3)doesnotchange the position ofthe

singularitiesin the b plane,butsim ply a� ectstheirstrength. Thus,we can aswell

considerthee� ectoftheacceleratorson theexpansionsforR(BN P)� given in eq.(2.18)

oron theLP expression ofeq.(2.20).Forexam ple,theim proved version ofeq.(4.3)

sim ply becom es

r’

Z
1

0

dbe
� b=a

"

D 1 + D 2c1z(b)+ (D 2c2 + D 3

c2
1

2
)z(b)2 + :::

#

F(�b): (6.8)

W e now considerthe following num ericalexercise. W e assum e thatexperim ents

havem easured R � = 3:6.W ethen com putea(m 2
�)with theLP form ula asa function

ofthescale�,and weperform thesam ecalculation applying ouracceleration proce-

duresto the LP m ethod [4]. The resultsare shown in � g.4. W e see thatrelatively

large di� erencesin the � tted value of�S(m
2
�)are obtained,especially atlarge �for

di� erentacceleratorsand in com parison to thenon-accelerated form ulae.W edo not

seea prioricom pelling reasonsto preferoneortheotherprocedure.Thefactthata

prioriequivalentm ethodslead to resultswith a sizeable spread m ustbe considered

asan indication ofa realam biguity. Even ifwe only considerthe m ethod ofref.[4]

forthe integration overthe circle,itisim possible to go below an uncertainty ofthe

order��S(m
2
�)� �0:050 for�in therangefrom 1 to 3 GeV.Theam biguity becom es

even largerifwe extend the com parison to the form ulae with truncation in �2a2�2

a{la BNP (� g.5).

7. Study ofM ore C onvergent A pproxim ants in a M odel

The m ethod for accelerating the convergence discussed in the previous section

only relieson theposition ofthesingularitiesoftheBoreltransform and noton their

natureand strength.Itlooksrathersurprising thatonecan com pensateforthee� ect

ofrenorm alonswithoutactuallyknowingtheirform in detail.In thissection westudy

a sim ple m athem aticalm odelto clarify underwhich conditions the m ethod can be

successful,in thesensethatitprovidesa betterapproxim ation to thetrueresult.
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Figure4:E�ectofthe accelerators on the determ ination of�S(m
2
�)with the

LP m ethod,forR � = 3:6.Thecurvesb,cand d referto thechangeofvariable

ofeq.(6.7),while e refersto eq.(6.6).
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Figure5:Asin Fig.4,for the BNP m ethod.
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W econsiderasa m odelthecasewheretheBoreltransform isexactly speci� ed by

B true(b) = 1+ D 2b+ D 3

b2

2
+ �

1X

n= 3

0

@
n + � 1

n

1

A (��b)n

= 1+ D 2b+ D 3

b2

2
+ �

"
1

(1+ �b)
� 1+ �b�

(+ 1)

2
(�b)2

#

:(7.1)

Theaddedsum standsforthehigher-ordercontributionthatcouldarisefrom aleading

UV renorm alon atb= �1=� with a degree ofsingularity speci� ed by  and a � xed

overallstrength given by �. W e willtake � = 1 in the following discussion. It is

convenientto re-expresseq.(7.1)in term sofx = �b:

B true(x)= 1+ D 2x+ D 3

x2

2
+

"
1

(1+ x)
� 1+ x �

(+ 1)

2
x
2

#

: (7.2)

where D 2 = D 2=� and D 3 = D 3=�
2. Sim ilarly we can introduce B pert(x) and

B accel(x),the perturbative Borelfunctions without and with acceleration, respec-

tively:

B pert(x)= 1+ D 2x+ D 3

x2

2
(7.3)

B accel(x)= 1+ D 2c1z(x)+ (D 2c2 + D 3

c2
1

2
)z(x)2; (7.4)

where c1;2 = �c1;2.In allcasesthe corresponding d function,dtrue,dpert and daccel is

given by

�d(a)=

Z 1

0

dxe
� x=�a

B (x): (7.5)

W econsidertheratio

H =
dtrue � daccel

dtrue � dpert
= 1� D 2I2(�a)� D 3I3(�a); (7.6)

wherethequantitiesI2;3 aregiven by

I2(�a) =
1

I0(�a)

Z
1

0

dxe
� x=�a

�

c1z(x)+ c2z(x)
2
� x

�

(7.7)

I3(�a) =
1

2

1

I0(�a)

Z 1

0

dxe
� x=�a

�

c
2

1
z(x)2 � x

2
�

(7.8)
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and

I0(�a)=

Z 1

0

dxe
� x=�a

"
1

(1+ x)
� 1+ x �

(+ 1)

2
x
2

#

: (7.9)

Clearly,jH j< 1 is the condition for the acceleration m ethod to be successful. In

particularforH = 0 dtrue and daccel coincide.Foreach valueof�a and ,in a given

m odelspeci� ed by z(x)and the corresponding coe� cientsc1;2,the condition H = 0

is satis� ed on a straight line in the plane D2;D 3,while the inequality jH j< 1 is

satis� ed in a band de� ned by two straightlinesparallelto theH = 0 line.In � gs.6-8

we plotthe linesH = 0 for�a = 0:27 for� xed  and z(x)given by eq.(6.6)(case

labelled by 0),orby eq.(6.7)with k = 1 or2 (cases1 and 2). The valuesof in

Figure 6: Lines corresponding to H = 0 for the m ethod \0" (solid), \1"

(dashed)and \2" (dotted)for = 0:5.The circle corresponds to expansion of

1=(1+ x).

� gs.6-8 are= 0:5;1;2.W esee thatforeach choice ofz(x)thelineshave di� erent

negative slopes. The linestend to crosseach otherin a region ofthe plane notfar

from the pointD 2 = �,D 3 = (+ 1),i.e.the valuesthatcorrespond to the � rst

few term softheexpansion oftheasym ptoticfunction 1=(1+ x).Theregion where
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Figure7:Asin Fig.6,for = 1.
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Figure8:Asin Fig.6,for = 2.
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thelinescrossism oresharply de� ned if issm all,i.e.iftheasym ptotic function is

nottoo singular. In � gs.9{10 we show the bandsjH j< 1 for = 0:5;1 in cases0

and 1.

Figure 9: Bands corresponding to jH j< 1 for the m ethod \0" (solid),\1"

(dashed) for = 0:5.

Theconclusion isthatthem ethod foracceleratingtheconvergenceworkswellonly

ifthecoe� cientsD 2;D 3 resem blethoseoftheasym ptoticseries,in otherwordsifthe

known term sin theexpansion aresu� ciently representativeoftheasym ptoticseries.

In particularwesee thatitisvery unlikely to getan im provem entifthecoe� cients

D 2 and D 3 areofthesam esign,asisunfortunately thecasefortheseriesofinterest

forus(seeeq.6).

From a di� erentpointofview we now considerthe sim ple function B (�b)given

by

B (�b)=
1

(1+ �b)
(7.10)
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Figure10:Asin Fig.9,for  = 1.
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and weplottherelation oftheexactresult

�d(a)=

Z 1

0

dxe
� x=�a

B (x) (7.11)

with itsaccelerated ornon-accelerated seriesapproxim ants,asa function of�a and

oftheorderoftheexpansion.Theresultsobtained fortheaccelerating function z(b)

given in eq.(6.6)(the case labeled by 0)and  = 1;2 areshown in � gs.11,12. W e

Figure 11: E�ectofthe resum m ation technique described in the text,for a

function with Boreltransform B (b)= 1=(1+ �b); = 1

see thatwhen,as in this case,the coe� cients ofthe expansion coincide with their

asym ptotic form the accelerated form ulae provide a m uch better approxim ation to

the true result,m ore so ifthe singularity is weaker (i.e.  is sm aller). The non-

accelerated form ulae are only good forsm allenough �a. The physically interesting

case of�a � 0:27 appearsto be atthe lim itofthe range where the non-accelerated

form ulaeareacceptable.
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Figure 12: E�ectofthe resum m ation technique described in the text,for a

function with Boreltransform B (b)= 1=(1+ �b); = 2
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8. C onclusion

The determ ination of�S(m
2
�)or�S(m

2
Z
)from � decay isnom inally very precise

and the experim entalerrors are extrem ely sm allat LEP.Certainly the dom inant

am biguity isatpresentthetheoreticalerror.Thenom inalprecision islargebecause

in the m assless lim it no explicit 1=m 2
� corrective term s are present in the operator

expansion. Butithasbecom e clearby now thatone cannotsensibly talk ofpower-

suppressed correctionsiftheam biguitiesintheleadingterm arenotundercontrol[28].

W ethink thatthereisno realtheorem thatpreventsnon-perturbativecorrectionsin

the coe� cientfunction ofthe leading term in the operatorexpansion atthe levelof

�2=m 2
�.Equivalently,therecould beanIR renorm alon singularityatb= +1=�,which

would createan irreducible(beinglocated on theintegration path)am biguity oforder

�2=m 2
�. In all-orderperturbative evaluationsofthe singularity pattern in the Borel

planetheIR singularity atb= +1=� isprobably absent,a resultconsistentwith the

idea thatallirreducible am biguities can be reabsorbed in condensates. Even ifthe

IR renorm alon singularity atb= +1=� isindeed absent,theradiusofconvergenceof

the expansion islim ited by the leading UV renorm alon singularity atb= �1=�. If

thisdisease isnotcured orcannotbe cured the resulting am biguity isstilloforder

�2=m 2
�.In principle theproblem could besolved iftheexactnatureand strength of

thesingularity wasknown,by sim ply taking itse� ectinto accountin theevaluation

of�S(m
2
�),along the way indicated in section 5 in the case ofthe estim ate ofthe

singularity in the unrealistic lim it oflarge �. But the exact determ ination ofthe

singularity appears to be beyond the scope ofpresently known m ethods. In the

actualcase where the UV renorm alon singularity atb= �1=� isnotspeci� ed,one

can stilltry,in principle,to bypass the problem by a transform ation ofvariables

that pushes the leading UV singularity to a larger distance from the origin than

the � rstIR renorm alon singularity atb = +2=�. Expanding in the new variable is

equivalentto add a speci� ed in� nite sequelofterm sto the originalexpansion. The

convergenceoftheseriesshould beim proved by theseacceleratorsofconvergenceand

the am biguity decreased.W e have studied thequantitative e� ectofim plem enting a

num berofsuch acceleratorswith di� erentchoicesoftherenorm alisation scale�.An

indication ofthesizeoftheam biguitieson �S(m
2
�)isobtained from thespread ofthe

resultsfordi� erentstarting form ulae (e.g. with a(�s)taken in the integration over

the circle in its renorm alisation group im proved form orin a � xed ordertruncated
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expansion),di� erentacceleratorfunctionsand di� erentchoicesoftherenorm alisation

scale.Thedi� erencebetween theresum m ed ortruncated expression fora(�s)on the

circle are expecially large atsm allvalues of�,while the variationsinduced by the

di� erent accelerators are expecially pronounced at large values of�. The relative

stability oftheunaccelareted resultofref.[4]versuschangesof�appearsaslargely

accidentalin thatthe accelerated form ulae based on itarem uch lessstable atlarge

�. It was argued in ref.[19]that ifone expands in � S(�
2) instead ofexpanding

in �S(m
2
�)the scale dependence ofthe UV renorm alon correction becom esoforder

(�2=m 2
�)(m

2
�=�

2)2. Can then one be safe if� is chosen su� ciently large? Clearly

in the true result the sum ofthe perturbative term s plus the rem ainder m ust be

scale independent. W hen � is changed,the num ber ofterm s to be added before

theseriesbecom esasym ptoticchangesand m ustcom pensateforthedi� erence.The

increased sensitivity ofthe accelerated form ulae at large � is not encouraging for

invoking thatlarge �issafer. Alltogether,from � g.4 we � nd itdi� cultto im agine

that the theoreticalerror on the strong coupling can be taken sm aller then, say,

��S(m
2
�)� 0:050 (which approxim ately correspondsto ��S(m

2
Z
)� 0:005).

The accelerator m ethod is based on the m ere knowledge ofthe position ofthe

singularity and noton itsprecise form . Clearly such a m ethod can only work ifthe

known term softhe expansion carry enough inform ation on the asym ptotic form of

theseries.W ehavequantitatively con� rm ed thisstatem entby studying theproblem

on a sim plem athem aticalm odelwherethetrueresultisknown.Theperform anceof

di� erentacceleratorsisstudied asa function ofthecoe� cientsofthe� rstfew term s.

These resultsindicate thatthere islittle hope ofim proving the am biguity from the

leadingUV renorm alon becausethe� rstfew coe� cientsoftheactualexpansion show

no evidencefortheasym ptoticbehaviour,in particularno sign alternance.Thislast

argum ent (as wellas the one on the � dependence ofthe UV renorm alon) can be

interpreted in di� erentways.Ifone isa greatoptim ist,he can arguethatthe series

does not resem ble at allto the renorm alon asym ptotics, hence the norm alisation

ofthe renorm alon term is very sm all(as is the case for the explicit form ofthe

singularity obtained in thelargeN f lim it).Or,ifoneism orecautious,asoneshould

be in estim ating errors,he can say that since the known term s do not show sign

ofasym ptotia,they are dom inated by subasym ptotic e� ectsand cannotbe used to

estim atetherem ainder.In thisspiritwedo notproposetheacceleratorsasa better

way to determ inethetrueresultbutsim ply asacriterium to evaluatethetheoretical
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error. In fact,while allaccelerators tend to increase the resulting value of�S,the

am ountoftheupward shiftissizeably di� erentfordi� erentaccelerators.

In ordertobypassallpossibleobjectionsoneshould beableto� tatthesam etim e

�S(m
2
�)and C2,the coe� cientof1=m

2
� correctionsto R �.Note thatin the ALEPH

m om entanalysis[5]C2 is� xed tozerowhilethecoe� cientsofsom ehigher-dim ension

operatorsare� tted.Thisisnotvery relevanttothem ain issue.IfC2 isnot� xed itis

found thatthesensitivity to�S(m
2
�)ism uch reduced.In an interestingpaperNarison

[29]attem pted toputan upperbound on C2 from thedataon e+ e� ! hadrons.This

is an im portant issue that would deserve further study. Our interpretation ofthe

analysisofref.[29]isthatvaluesofC2 oforder(500 M eV)
2 arenotatallexcluded.

Narison [29]derives a m ore stringentlim itjC2j< (374 M eV)2 butwe feelhe relies

too m uch on the so called optim isation procedure. Indeed,som ething that should

be a constantin a dum m y variable turnsoutto be a steep parabola. The value at

the tip istaken,with a sm allerror,asthebestestim ate because ofthe vanishing of

thederivative atthatpoint,instead ofconsidering thespan oftheresultsin a priori

reasonable range forthe irrelevantparam eter. In a recentpaper[30]an estim ate of

C2 from Argusdataon hadronic� decay wasobtained and theresultsarecom patible

with jC2j< (500 M eV)2.

W eignored hereotherpossible sourcesoferrorbeyond thosearising from higher

ordersin perturbation theory.These include errorsfrom thefreezing m echanism for

�S,errorsfrom thetranslation of�S(m
2
�)in term sof�S(m

2
Z
),from theregion ofthe

circle integration nearthepositive realaxisand so on.These errorsarepresum ably

sm aller [9]than our current estim ate ofthe error from higher order term s in the

perturbative espansion. Taking allthe other uncertainties into account we end up

with a totaltheoreticalerroraround ��S(m
2
Z
)� 0:006. Asa result,in spite ofthe

factthatourestim ateoftheerrorislargerthan usually quoted,thedeterm ination of

�S(m
2
Z
)from �rem ainsoneofthebestdeterm inationsofthestrongcouplingconstant.

R eferences

[1] K.Schilcherand M .D.Tran,Phys.Rev.D 29(1984)570.

[2] E.Braaten,Phys.Rev.Lett.60(1988)1606;

S.Narison and A.Pich,Phys.Lett.B 211(1988)183;



{31{

E.Braaten,Phys.Rev.D 39(1989)1458;

E.Braaten,S.Narison and A.Pich,Nucl.Phys.B 373(1992)581.

[3] M .Luo and W .J.M arciano,preprintBNL-47187 (1992).

[4] F.LeDiberderand A.Pich,Phys.Lett.B 286(1992)147.

[5] L.Du ot,Proceedingsofthe3rd W orkshop on Tau Lepton Physics,M ontreux,

1994.

[6] M .A.Shifm an,A.I.Vainshtein and V.I.Zakharov,Nucl.Phys.B 147(1979)385,

Nucl.Phys.B 147(1979)448,Nucl.Phys.B 147(1979)519.

[7] J.Pum plin,Phys.Rev.D 41(1990)900.

[8] G.Altarelli,in \QCD-Twenty YearsLater",Aachen 1992,eds.P.Zerwasand

H.A.Kastrup,W orld Scienti� c,Singapore(1992).

[9] G.Altarelli,Proceedingsofthe3rdW orkshop onTauLeptonPhysics,M ontreux,

1994.

[10] T.N.Truong,PreprintEcolePolytechnique,EP-CPth A266.1093 (1993);

Phys.Rev.D 47(1993)3999.

[11] S.Narison,Proceedingsofthe3rd W orkshop on Tau Lepton Physics,M ontreux,

1994.

[12] S.G.Gorishny,A.L.Kataev and S.A.Larin,Phys.Lett.B 259(1991)144;

L.R.Surguladzeand M .A.Sam uel,Phys.Rev.Lett.66(1991)560.

[13] G.’tHooft,in \TheW hysofSubnuclearPhysics",Erice1977,ed.byA.Zichichi,

Plenum ,New York.

[14] B.Lautrup,Phys.Lett.B 69(1977)109;

G.Parisi,Phys.Lett.B 76(1978)65,Nucl.Phys.B 150(1979)163.

[15] F.David,Nucl.Phys.B 234(1984)237;

A.H.M ueller,Nucl.Phys.B 250(1985)327.



{32{

[16] G.B.W est,Phys.Rev.Lett.67(1991)1388,67913732 (E);

L.S.Brown and L.G.Ya� e,Phys.Rev.D 45(1992)398;

L.S.Brown,L.G.Ya� eand C.Zhai,Phys.Rev.D 46(1992)4712.

[17] A.H.M ueller,in \QCD-Twenty YearsLater",Aachen 1992,eds.P Zerwasand

H.A.Kastrup,W orld Scienti� c,Singapore.

[18] V.I.Zakharov,Nucl.Phys.B 385(1992)452.

[19] M .Benekeand V.I.Zakharov,Phys.Rev.Lett.69(1992)2472;

M .Beneke,Nucl.Phys.B 385(1992)452.

[20] A.I.Vainshtein and V.I.Zakharov,University ofM innesotapreprintTPI-M INN

94/9T (1994).

[21] C.N.Lovett-TurnerandC.J.M axwell,UniversityofDurham PreprintDPT/94/58.

[22] See,forexam ple,G.Altarelli,Phys.Rep.81(1982)1.

[23] M .R.Pennington and G.G.Ross,Phys.Lett.B 102(198)167;

G.Parisi,Phys.Lett.B 90(1980)295;

G.Curciand M .Greco,Phys.Lett.B 92(1980)175;

A.P.Contogourisetal,Phys.Rev.D 25(1982)1280;Phys.Rev.D 28(1983)1644;

Int.J.M od.Phys.A 5(1990)1951.

[24] P.M .Stevenson,Phys.Rev.D 23(1981)2916;

G.Grunberg,Phys.Lett.B 221(1980)70;Phys.Rev.D 29(1984)2315;

S.Brodsky,G.P.Lepageand P.B.M ackenzie,Phys.Rev.D 28(1983)228;

H.J.Lu,Phys.Rev.D 45(1992)1217;

M .Neubert,preprintCERN-TH.7487/94;

A.L.KataevandV.V.Starshenko,preprintCERN-TH.7198/94;CERN-TH.7400/95;

P.A.Raczka and A.Szym acha,W arsaw University preprintIFT/13/94,hep-ph

9412236.

[25] P.Nason and M .Porrati,Nucl.Phys.B 421(1994)518;

I.I.Balitsky,M .Benekeand V.M .Braun,Phys.Lett.B 318(1993)371;

P.Nason and M .Palassini,CERN-TH.7483/94,hep-ph/9411246.

[26] O.V.Tarasov,A.A.Vladim irov and A.Yu.Zharkov,Phys.Lett.B 93(1980)429.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412236
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412236
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9411246


{33{

[27] G.N.Hardy,\DivergentSeries",Oxford University Press,1949.

[28] A.H.M ueller,Phys.Lett.B 308(1993)355.

[29] S.Narison,Phys.Lett.B 300(1993)293.

[30] C.A.Dom inguez,University ofCapeTown Preprint,UCT-TP-221/94.


