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A bstract

W e detem ine the strange quark runningm assoftheM S-schem eby sim ulating -like inclisive
processes for the old D asM athurO kubo sum ruk relating thee'e mtoI = 0Oand I =1
hadrons totalcross-sections data. W e obtain to threeJdoop accuracy: m ¢ (1 GEV )= (19657 29:1)
M &V .By com bining this result w ith the psesudoscalar sum rule estin ate of M4 + M) and the
standard current algebra values of the light quark m ass ratios, we deduce the average: m4 (1
Gev)= (103 15)Mev, m,1Gev)= (50 15)MeV and %huu+ ddi 1 Gev) ' (2286
9:1)M eV P. U sing also our value ofm 4, we update the estin ates of the K °(1:46) and K , (143)
decay constants and of the (pssudo)scalar two-point correlator subtraction constants. Then,
we deduce a deviation of about 34% from kaon PCAC and the ratio of the nom atordered
condensates: hssi=huui = 0:68" %5, which con m previous ndings from QCD spectral sum
rules. Fially, using the recent value of the my, from the -sum rules, we deduce the scake
Independent quark-m ass ratio:my=m = 34 4.
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1 Introduction

T he detemm ination of the strange quark running m ass is of prin e in portance for low -energy
phenom enology, for CP <riolation and for SUSY G U T orotherm odelbuildings. A large number
ofe ortshave been devoted to the determ Inations ofthe light quark m asses in the past since the
tin e of current algebra where one has succeeded to  x the light quark m ass ratios fli]. W ithin
the advent of Q CD , one has also been abl to give a precise m eaning for the de niion of the
mnning quark m asses within the M S-schem e 21 and to predict their absolute values using
QCD spectralsum rules Bla la SVz ], in the pssudoscalar to two-f, 1, G] and three-[41-81, 8]
loops, the scalar 10,11, 12] and in the vector {13, 3] channels, while m ore recently the strange
quark m asshasbeen obtained from Jattice sin ulations [14]. The advantage ofthe (pseudo)scalar
channelsw ith respect to the vector one is clearly the fact that the light quark m asses are leading
couplings in the sum rules analysis, which m ake a priori their determm inations quite reliable.
H owever, onehastowork at som e large valuesofthe sum rules scale in order to escape advocated
instanton contrioutions [L§], which e ects are not under good control and even controversial.
U nfortunately, at this Jarge scale the contrbutions of the higher state m esons to the sum rules
analysisbecom e im portant and m odel-dependent, aswe do not yet have com plete data in these
channels before the running ofthe -cham factory m achine, where there is a hope to m easure
the up and down quark m asses from an interference between the pssudoscalar and axialvector
channels [14]. Them ost recent and updated sum rule detemm iation of the strange quark m ass
com es from the scalar channel [12], while the vector sum rule {13,'3] leads to a snaller and
naccurate result. In the follow ing, we shall reconsider the vector channel by proposing a new
m ethod for determ ining the strange quark m ass. W e shall also use the result for an update of
the estin ates of di erent chiral sym m etry breaking param eters from the (osesudo)scalar sum
rules. In so0 doing, we exploit the present unexpected success of the -decay inclisive process
for detem ining accurately the value of the QCD coupling 4 {17, 48, 19] and the stability of
the results obtained for arbitrary low m ass-hypothetical heavy Jpton by using the e" e into
hadrons data at low -energy PQ]. The power of -decays com pared w ith existing QCD spectral
sum rules resides m ainly on the existence of the threshold factor (I  s=M ?)?, which gives a
double zero suppression nearthe tin elke axiswhere Q CD is naccurate and on the particular s—
structure ofthe expression ofthe decay rate which suppresses to krading order the contribution
of the dinension D = 4 condensates appearing in the O perator P roduct Expansion OPE).
T herefore, for the determm nation of the strange quark m ass, we shall sim ulate -like Inclusive
decays for the processes e’ e into I = 0 and I = 1 hadrons, which have the advantage to be
m odelindependent as we have com plete data of the spectral finction in the region of interest.

2 Themethod and the QCD expressions

W e shallbe concemed w ith the two-point correlator:
z
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built from the SU (3)— avour com ponents of the electrom agnetic current:
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T he trace over the colour degree of freedom ofthe quark elds isunderstood. At the onephoton
approxin ation, the e e into hadrons total cross-section is related to the absorptive part of
the correlator, via the optical theoram , as:
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is the ne electrom agnetic structure constant. It is also convenient to Introduce the ratio of

cross—section:
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Using CVC, we also know that the vector com ponent ofthe ! + hadrons sam Hnclisive

w idth can be related to the isovector I = 1 com ponent of the €' e cross-section as P11:
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where Sgy = 1:0194 isthe electroweak correction from the sum m ation ofthe lrading-log contri-
butions PZ]. In the ollow ing, we shallgeneralize this expression and proposea -like sum rule



forthe I = 0 channel. The QCD expression ofthe I = 1 rate hasbeen already derived {17]and
reads: 0 1
3 0) X O)
R ;= 5oos2 Sen @14 zy + + aan? 12)
D =24
gw = 0:0010 is the electroweak correction com ing from the constant term  R3]. T he perturba—
tive corrections read [L7]:
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w here the expression of the running coupling to three-loop accuracy is:
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and ; aretheO (aé) coe cients ofthe —function n theM S-scheme forn ¢ avours:
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Forthree avours, we have:
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In the case of avourneutral current of interest here, the m 2+em of the D -function is given
by {7, 24):
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which leads to the m ass corrections:
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whereK 3 20 containsnotonly the a2-coe cient ofthe correlatorbut also tem s induced from

the Cauchy Integration of lower order temm s; m ; is the running m ass of the quark of avour i
evaluated at M . The expression of the running quark m ass in temm s of the Invariant m assm' ;
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where ; aretheO (ai) coe cients of the quark-m ass anom alous din ension forn ¢ avours:
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101 5
2 12 18 ° .
1 h3747 160 (3)+ 2216 140 .* 1)
= — — n —n: ;
? 9% 9 £op7 0t

and @)= 12020569::1ds the R iam ann zeta function. For three avours, we have:
1= 2; , = 91=12; 3= 24:8404: (22)

TheD = 4 contrbutions read [17]:
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which due to the Cauchy integral and to the particular s-structure of the inclusive rate, the
gluon condensate and the lineartem sinm ; startsat O (ai ). This isa great advantage com pared
w ith the ordinary sum rule for the vector current discussed in {13, 3] as in that case there isa
strong correlation between these two tem s. W e shalluse [[7,3% 7 A :

h ,G%L = (006 003)Gev*
Mm,+ mguu+ ddi =  2m?f?
M.+ my)hss+ uui ’ 205 1mi£; 4)

where: £ = 933M &V, fx = 12f and we have taken into account a possibl violation ofkaon
PCAC ofabout 50 % as suggested by the Q SSR analysis B, 3] and which we shall test Jater on.
H owever, due to the aﬁ suppression oftheD = 4 contrdbutions, our results w illnot be a ected
in a sensble way by the exact value of these condensates. The D = 6 contrioutions read [17]:

@ , 5256 ° ch; ;i° ;
s’ g Mo @)

where measures the deviation from the vacuum saturation estim ate of the fourquark con—
densate. W e shalluse {17, 31:

by %= 38 20)10¢ gev®: ©26)

In ournext analysis, we allow thathssi® (¢  1)luui®, consistently w ith the previouspossble

violation ofkaon PCAC . T he contrbution oftheD = 8 operators in the chiral lim it reads {1 7]:
- 39 2h (G?%4?
it 162 M8
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which can be safely neglected due to the high-power suppression In the -m ass.

A frthcom ing analysis 3] gives a m ore precise value of the glion and ur-quark condensates: h ;G2i=
(71 0:9)10 2Gev?; sh; 4i2= (68 029)10 * Gev°. However, brthe quantities which we shalluse, their
contrbutions w ill vanish to leading order in the chiral sym m etry breaking expansion.

’Here and in the Pllow ing: hilii h ; ;i.



Tabl 1:D i erent contrbbutionsto R

M Gev] ! (782) (10194) 19(1419) continuum
10 0:160 001 0:003 0001
12 0205 001 0:19 001 0:011 0003
14 0:189 001 033 002 0:008 0002
16 0160 001 036 002 0:01 0012 0006

3 M odelsindependent determm ination ofmy

In 0 dolng, we can work w ith the -lke rate nto I = O:
R (28)
orw ith the ratio ofthe I = 0 over the I = 1 rates orw ith their di erence:
10 R g 3R ¢ 29)

Thissum rulevanishesin the avourSU (3)-dinim ;= mjandh ; ;i= h 5 ji. In thisrespect,
it is historically very sin flar to the old D asM athur-O kubo sum rule P@]and isQCD version
R7]. The main advantage of these new -like sum rules, com pared with the previous ones,
is the presence of the -threshold factor which suppresses the contribution near the tin elke
axis where the QCD expression is lnaccurate. Here, one has also a suppression of the leading
order D = 4 condensate contributions, such that one can have a clean e ect from the quark

m ass corrections. The QCD expression ofR ,, and of 1y can be deduced from the previous
form ulae. H owever, In order to have a faster convergence of the perturbative series at the scale
we shallwork, we shall instead expand the width R ,; In tem s of the contour coupling fLg]5:

I

P B 58,5 S, 30
T H e s VRSV VE R G0
The DM O -lke sum rule reads:
3 2 X
102500sz cSEwg o o (31)
D=2;4;::

T he phenom enological param etrization ofR ,; and ¢ is done using the availabl data ofthe
e"e ! hadrons total cross-section below 1.6 GeV, where the I = 0 part ismeasured wih a
quite good accuracy thanks to the clean ssparation ofthe I = 1 (even number of pions) over
the I = 0 (odd numbers) and ofthe K K states orighhating from the orthe resonances.

3W e shallsee in @-§] that, In the case of -decays, this procedure gives a good approxin ation ofthe optim ized
perturbative series if higher order term s are resumm ed.



Tabl 2: Phenom enological estin ates of R ;; and 1o

M Gev] R » R 1 10
10 0160 0010 1:608 0064 1128 0071
12 0406 0014 1:900 02075 0:682 0086
14 0:527 0022 1853 0072 0272 0098
1:6 0:542 0023 1793 02070 0167 0:098

For the I = 0, we take the param eters of the narrow ! and -resonances from PDG 94 P8]
to which we add the contribution of the ! %(1419). The narrow w idth approxin ation gives an
accurate estin ate of these resonance e ects:

€e ! V)=122°° (s M2): (32)
\

Threshold e ectsdue to 3 can be lnocorporated by using a Breit-W igner form of these narrow
resonances or chiral perturbation theory sin ilarly to the one done for the 3 in the case of
the pseudoscalar channel [], but these e ects are negligblk here. W e have also estin ated the
continuum contribution outside the resonances by using a least—square t ofthe data com pikd
in R9], where we take the Jargest range of experin ental errors in order to have a conservative
estin ate. For 0.83 G&V s 099 GeV, the continuum e ect toR ,, ismuch sn aller than
the errors induced by the resonance contributions. The sam e feature also happens for the
continuum in the range 111 G&V s 140 GeV.Wegive in Tabl 1 our estin ate of the
di erent contrbutionstoR ,.R ; willbe estin ated in the ssmeway as in Pl]and willbe the
sam e data points as the ones In the F ig. 1 ofthat paper. W e give the results forR ;1 o) and 19
In Tabl 2. U sing the phenom enclogicalvalues ofR ; and 15 given in Tabl 2 and theirQCD
expressions presented previously, we extract the value of the running m asses for each value of
M . The analysis from R , is not conclusive. This ism ainly due to the com petition between
the perturbative radiative and quark m ass corrections. The analysis from  1p isgiven in Tablk
3, where we show the value of the invariant m ass it ¢ obtained at di erent energy scale for a
given value of ;3 for three avours. W e consider as a nalvalue ofnt ¢, the average of these
di erent num bers and is relative error the one com Ing from the m ost accurate determm nation
around 12 G&V . The rason for this choice of the error is m ainly due to the fact that the
average would have been obtained in the com prom ise region around 12{1.3 G&V, where the
higher state m esons and the non-perturbative contributions, which are the m ain sources of
uncertainties are both an all, whik for Iower (higher) energies the uncertainties due to the non-
perturbative (higher state m esons) are large. U sing the previous value of Mt and Eqg. (20),
we nally deduce In Tablk 3 the value of the running m ass evaluated at 1 G &V to three-loops.
O ne should notice that ifwe have used the usual as-expansion but not the one of [[§] orR 4,
we would have obtained value of about 7% higher. W e consider this di erence as intrinsic
system atic uncertainties of the approach. Therefore, for M ;) = 0118 0:006 BQ, 28] which
corresponds to ordera? to 3 = 375732° M eV, we deduce ncluding the a?-corrections:

ms(1Gev)= (1967 2477 148 40)MeV; (33)



Tablk 3: Estin atesoft ; and ofm ¢ (1 G&V) to threedoops from

m g to threedoop accuracy
s Mev] 290 375 480 540
M [Gev]
10 208:7 438 1558 3277 9400 197 5940 124
12 2222 2890 1795 226 1313 165 1044 132
14 17741 358 1492 302 1181 239 1012 204
16 1699 476 1465 410 1211 339 1075 301
msi 2006 254 1632 205 1169 1447 854 108
ms(1Gev) 208:7 263 19657 2477 1769 223 15657 1947

where the rst error is due to the data and to the din ension-six condensates which contribute
about 50% eadh, the ssoond one is due to the choice of the order param eter in the expansion
of perturbative series and to a guess of the unknown higher order tem s, while the last anall
error is due to the value of ;. Therefore, we deduce as a final estin ate:

ms1Gev)= (1967 291)MéEV; (34)

O ne can also notice that the Inclusion of the aﬁ—tenn s has reduced by about 10% the two—Joop
result. W e consider this result as an in provem ent of the earlier naccurate results {13, 3] from
the -meson sum rul. M oreover, as pointed out n 3], the sum rule analysis su ers from the
com petition between the quark m ass corrections and the din ension fourquark condensate con—
trbution linear in m 4 where the uncertainties in the value ofhssi and gluon h G %1 condensates
m ask them a prpart ofthe quark m ass corrections. T hisvalie is In agream ent w ithin the errors
w ith the vailable estim ates from the (pseudo) scalar sum rules B], BHlZ2] % and from Jattice
calulations [14]18.

“H owever these results depend on the appreciations of the high m eson m ass contributions to the spectral
finction (see eg. B1] ora di erent realization of chiral symm etry not used in the previous papers).

SIf one uses the m ost recent value from the scalar sim ruke [14): Mo (1 GeV) = (189 32) M eV, and the
lattice result [_1-4] rescaled at 1 GeV:ms(1 GeVv) = (180 25 25)M &V, where the last error is a conservative
guess of the systam atic uncertainties of the approach, i is mfom ative to deduce the average: m s (1 G&V ) =
(1903 184)Mev.



4 Im plications for the SB param eters

Values ofmy, m, and of the associated condensates

In the follow ing, we combine the previous value ofm ¢ from the vector channel w ith the value
of the sum of the up and down quark m asses determ ined recently from the pseudoscalar sum
rule to threeJoop accuracy [I:

Mmg+my) 1GeV)= (120 25)MevV: (35)
O ne can deduce: o
3 — > =328 8%4; (36)
1=2m, + my)

which is com patible within the errors, but slightly higher than the standard current algebra
detemm ination fL]:
ca ms
; = 25{] 2®6: 37)
1=2m,+ my)

A Tthough less accurate, our result is not a ected by the uncertainties of the current algebra
valie pointed out in [82], but, as m entioned previously, the result from the pseudoscalar sum
rule relies strongly on the param etrization ofthe 3 contribution to the spectral function which
depends on the realization of chiral sym m etry due to the absence of the data for this channel.
W e combine the previous value of m ¢ w ith the current algebra relation []18:

my m2 20 M2+ m2 m\Z
B maq ) _ Z(MK K Joco M5 = (052 005)10° ¢ 1); 38)
(md+mu) MK MK m2 (mu+md)2

where 2t = m ,+m 4;theQCD partoftheK * K °m assdi erence com es from the estin ate of
the electrom agnetic tem using the D ashen theoram including next-to-leading chiral corrections
B31. Usihg ourprevious value of r; in Eq. (36) and the pssudoscalar sum rule resul, we cbtain
to threeloop accuracy:

Mg WMy LGeV)= (657 34)Mev: (39)
U sing agan the pssudoscalar sum rulk result, we nally obtain:
mglGev)= 94 21)Me&V; m,1lGev)= (27 2d)Mev: (40)

If we use, Instead, the previous values of the ratios r§* and r5® from current algebra and the
previous valuie ofm 4, we cbtain:

Mmg+my) AGeV)= (153 2)MevV; Mg my) 1Gev)= G2 14)Mev; 41)
and then:

maglGev)= (103 1DH)MeV; m,1Gev)= 60 15 Mev; 42)

60 ne could instead use the value of the quark m ass di erence determm ined from the scalar sum rule l:fq:, |'§],
but this channel is not welkknow n experin entally as the true nature of the ay (980) is not yet wellunderstood.



show Ing that the two altemative approaches lad to consistent values ofm 4 and m , though
one can notice that the value ofm 4 isaln ost una ected by the change ofthe ratio r3 once r, is
given, while m , becom es an aller or a larger value of r3. These values are In good agreem ent
w ith the previous estin ates [§,3,%8,9], which have been, how ever, cbtained for sn aller values of

. The reason isthat, contrary to the Invariant m assmt 4, the running m ass isnot very sensitive
to the -wvalues in the (pssudo)scalar sum rules analysis. W e consider as a nal estin ate the
average of the two previous results:

mglGev)= (100 12)Mev; m,1Gev)= (42 12)Mev: 43)

U sing the pion PCAC relation In Eq. (24), one can deduce:

1
B luu+ ddi 1 Gev)= [28%6 9:1)Me&vVT: (44)

K °1:46) and K o 143) decay constants

An earlier QCD spectralsum ruk analysis ofthe (pseudo)scalar current 34, &, 3] has provided
an estin ate of the decay constants of the K 0(146) and K o (1:43) mesons In the schem e where
the soectral function is represented by the usualduality ansatz: lowest narrow resonances plus
aQCD oconthuum from a threshold t.. In our approach the decay constant w illbe an e ective
coupling including into it all corrections due to nite w idths and to threshold e ects. For our
purpose, we com e back again to the fam iliar (pseudo)scalar sum rule B1-f8] in the strange quark
channel, where we shall consider the Laplace sum rule:

24

t 1 u
Lo dte — Im ©) (t)s= g 2
0

N < X -
@, m.)? % 1+ 0 6 45)

D =0;2;:::

where ) (& )5 is the twopoint correlator associated to the (pseudo)scalar current:

@A(V) ®.= fmy, mg):u@ds)s:: 4e)
O(D : () are the (hon)perturbative corrections of the correlator. They read:
) _ 2
o ©) = 482a; 9:69a;
By = 2 mA+ 687a)
@ 2 2. .\
0 ©) = 5 hG°1 4 mgtuu ssi)
896

G = o i @7)

W e use the duality ansatz param etrization of the pssudoscalar soectral function w ith the two
resonances K ; K °(1:46) in the sum nule L, or extracting the K °(1:46) decay constant which is
controlled by the ratio:

I'x M éofé =M é fé : (48)

U sing m 4 and the correlated values of 3 given In Tabl 3, we study, as usual, the stability of
the result w ith respect to the sum rule variablke and the QCD ocontinuum threshold . The



~dependence of the sum rule isquite at in a large rangeof smallerthan 0.8 Gev? 1}, whilke

the optin al result correspondsto  ’/ 02 GeV ? and Prthe QCD continuum threshold t. of
about 6 7 GeV?, a set of param eters consistent w ith the one obtained recently [[4]. Taking
into account the correlationsbetween m ¢;  3; & and rx , we deduce:

r =170 25 49)

which we consider as an update of the result 7 1 cbtained n 3, §]. W e perform a sin ilar
analysis in the scalar channel in order to x the decay constant of the K ; (1:43) resonance
and the correlated value of the QCD ocontinuum . The optin al stability is again obtained for
t.” 6 7GeVlandPr ' 04GeV?.Wecdbtain:

fk, " @02 62)Mev; (50)

which is again an update of the result in [3, §1.

Test of kaon PCAC and value of hssi=lmui

W e use the previous results in order to extract the value of the subtraction constants ) (0)g
from which we can test the deviation from kaon PCAC .U sing asin {8, 3], the Laplace sum rule
L ; obeyed by these quantities:

L frae . lm )Y = oy 4+ Ne mw 2<1+ . ®rsy ;61
1 . ?e - (5)()5_ 5()5 Fﬁs mu) . 1 ();' G1)

where Gi : (5) are the (non)perturbative corrections, we nd that the analysis is not conclusive
as the resul does not have a clear stability and increases with . W e therefore use the FESR
proposed in [6]. E xpressing:

sOE=2M2£ @1 «); (52)
one has the sum rule [§]:
3 Wit 23 Mg Z
’ S 1+ Za .+ 0 (&% 7 ; 53
K 16 zflgMIg 3 S (S) K MKO 4 ( )

which gives, after using the correlated values of the Input param eters:
x = 0347 0%; (54)

con m Ing a large violation ofkaon PCAC [, 3]. In tem s of the nom alordered condensates,
one has:
s 0= fm, mg)hss uui: (55)

T herefore, we deduce & :
hssi=huui= 0:71% ;) : (56)

"The atness of the sum mul prediction 1 this Jarge range of —valies can also be interpreted as a strong
evidence for the negligble e ect of the Instanton e ects forM =" 12Gev.
8W e have checked that an extraction ofthis ratio from the meson sum rule is not conclisive.

10



One can do a sin ilar analysis for the scalar channel. T he corresponding FESR  is:

O)Y=2M2 £2 3 met, 1+ §a +0 @) ; 57)
s K, K, 16 2 s 3 S s 4
which gives:
O)¢= 7877 10° cev?; (58)

in agreem ent w ith previous resuls [3, 8]. Taking the ratio of the scalar over the pssudoscalar
subtraction constants, one can deduce:

hssi=huui= 0:68%,;7; (59)

which we consider as an update of the previous results n §,3]. T his result supportsthe SU (3)

breaking of the condensates from the baryon sum rules 5] and agrees with the one from

chiral perturbation theory [I] around 0.72 0.76. If one Instead works with the non-nom al

orderad condensate, one should add to the expression In Eq. (55) a an all perturbative piece
rst obtained by Becchiet al §] (see also B, 86, 12)):

53 _,

1 _
— — mg: (60)
as 24

32
P = 27
T his Jeads to the ratio of the non-nom al ordered condensates:

hssi=huui= 087" 5% : (61)

D eterm ination of the ratio m y=m ¢

F inally, we com bine the previous value of m ¢ w ith the running m ass of the bquark evaluated
to two-Joop accuracy from the sum rules [37]. For consistency, we use the two-loop version
ofthe resut in Eq. (34), which corresponds to the two—-Joop running m ass:

ms1Gev)= (222 22)Mé&V: (62)

In so doing, we run the strange quark m ass until the bpol m ass where the bquark one has
been evaluated. W e take care on the di erent threshold e ects by using the relation between
the running m ass evaluated fora avour f and £-1 [381:

__(f 1)
m;y

=D () 1+ = 2+ 2x+ 2 2() ; (63)
. 12 3 36 °

wherex 2hM ( )= ;M () isthem assofthe excited heavy quark at them atching point. At
the tw o-Joop accuracy where the bquark running m ass has been estim ated EB':/! ], one can have:
n o

() 1+0 (2 (64)

s

€ 1)

— £
m . (£)

()= ﬁi
at the heavy quark thresholds. W e use this relation together w ith the m atching conditions for
the coupling constant 3§, 391:

V= Pro(d: (65)

)
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W e take to two-Joop accuracy B71:

mP M) = 123 005 Gev; m> M) = (423 004) GeV; (66)

where the index (4), (5) indicates the number of excited avours and we use B7]:
M.= (142 003)Gev; Mp= 4062 002)Gev: (67)

W emultiply the quoted errors by a factor 10 in order to have a large overestin ate of the error
in the follow Ing analysis. Then, we deduce the running strange quark m ass for 5 avours at
My:
mP M) = (125 15 Mev; (68)
w here the errors due to the thresholds are much sn aller than the ones Induced by the deter-
m ination ofm .. By combining this result with i\’ M ) in Eq. (66), one can deduce the scak
Independent m ass ratio:
rs mypy=mgc= 34 4; (69)

which isan usefulquantiy form odelbuildings, and where i is am using to notice that we have
I3 Is !

5 Conclusion

W e have estin ated the running strange quark m ass ofthe M S -schem e using a tau-lke decay—
m odem version oftheold DM O sum rule relatingtheI = Oand I = 1 com ponentofthee’ e !
hadrons totalcross-section, which, contrary to the existing approaches, has the great advantage
to be m odekindependent and to be free from the lessocontrolled instanton contributions. Our
final result isgiven n Eq. (34). By combining this resul w ith the existing estin ate from
the pssudoscalar sum rules and/or current algebra based on the standard realization of chiral
symm etry (dom inance of the linear tetm in the quark m ass expansion of the pssudoscalar
m eson m ass squared), we have deduced the value of the up and down running m asses in Eq.
(43) and the values of the quark condensates In Egs. (44). W e use our previous value ofm ¢
into the (pseudo)scalar sum rules in order to extract w ithout theoretical prejudices the decay
oonstants ofthe K °(1:46) and K o (143) m esonswhich can absorb into them allpossble di erent
hadronic corrections to the spectral functions. O ur results are given in Egs. (49) and (50) and
con m previous ndings from QCD spectral sim rules B, B]. W e use the previous results in
order to extract the size of the (pseudo)scalar twopoint function subtraction constants. Asa
consequence, we obtain a deviation ofabout 40% from kaon PCAC (Eg.(54)) and a large SU (3)
breaking of the ratio of the nom alordered quark condensates E€q. (59)), which con m again
the Q SSR results in [, 3]. Finally by combining the strange quark result with the estin ate
of the running bquark m ass detem ned directly from the sum ruls, we deduce the ratio
rs Mmpymg= 34 13 2ms=Mm,+ my) given n Eq. (69). W e expect that the almn ost equal
value between rs and r3 isnot only an accident of nature but m ay be due to a richer sym m etry
which could be explained from the theory of uni cation of interaction forces.
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