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A bstract

W e reexam ine the estim ate of , and ofthe QCD condensates from €'e ! I = 1 hadrons
data. W e conclude that €' e at Iow energies gives a value of compatbl with the one
from LEP and from tau inclusive decay. Usihg a -lke Inclisive process and QCD spectral
sum rules, we estin ate the size of the D =4 to 9 condensates by a tting procedure without
invoking stability criterdia. We ndh (G2i= (71 0:7)10 2Gev?, . uil= (58 0:9)10 *
GeV®, which con m previous sum rules estin ate based on stability criteria. T he corrections
due to the D = 8 condensates and to Instantons on the vector com ponent of -decay are
respectively [ = (15 0%6)10 2@178M )®and = (70 265)10 ‘(@178M )°, which
indicate that the 1(8) is one order m agnitude higher than the vacuum saturation value, whilke
the D 9 Instanton-lke contribution to the the vector com ponent of the -decay width isa
negligble correction. W e also show that, due to the correlation between theD = 4 and 1=M 2
contributions in the ratio of the Laplace sum ruls, the present value of the gluon condensate
already excludes the recent estin ate ofthe 1=M ?+em from FESR in the axialvector channel.
Combining our non-perturbative resuls with the resumm ed perturbative corrections to the
width R ,wededuce from thepresentdata M )= 033 003.
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1 Introduction

M easurem ents ofthe QCD scale and ofthe g?-evolution ofthe Q CD coupling are one of the
m ost in portant test of perturbative QCD . At present LEP and -decay data {1-{4] indicate
that the value of ¢ is system atically higher than the one extracted from desp-inelastic low —
energy data. The existing estinate of ¢ from QCD spectral sum rules Bla 1 SVZ Bl in
e'e data [I0,11] also favours the Iow value of ¢ from desp-inelastic scattering &, which is,
however, In contradiction w ith the recent CVC —test perform ed by [13] usihg €' e data. It is
therefore essential to test the reliability of the Jow -energy predictions before speculating on the
phenom enological consequences in plied by the previous discrepancy. D esp-inelastic scattering
processes need a better control of the parton distributions, the highertw ist and instanton-like
contrbutions In order to be com petitive w ith LEP and tau-decay m easurem ents. In addition,
perturbative corrections In these processes should be pushed so far such that the ram aining
uncertainties w ill only be due to the resumm ation of the perturbative series at large order.
Indeed, the -decay rate hasbeen calculated including the -+tem (], whik an estin ate [4]
and a measurem ent [13] ofthe ¢ coe cient is done. M oreover, a resumm ation ofthe ( ; )®

of the perturbative series is now availlblke [1§]. The QCD spectral sum rulke QSSR) Bl a
la SVZ [] applied to the I = 1 part ofthe e'e ! hadrons total crosssection has a QCD

expression very sin ilar to the -decay inclusive w idth, such that on a theoreticalbasis, one can
have a good controlof it. In a previous paper {177], we have derived In a m odelindependent
way the munning m ass of the strange quark from the di erence between the I = 1 and I = 0

parts of the e"e ! hadrons total crosssection. In this paper, we pursue this analysis by
reexam ining the estin ate of  and of the condensates including the instanton-like and the
m arginalD = 2-lke operators obtained from the I = 1 channelofthee’ e data. In so doing, we
re-exam ine the exponential Laplace sum rule used by {[0] in €' e , which is a generalization of
the -meson sum rule studied origihally by SVZ B]. W e also expect that the Laplace sum rulk
gives a m ore reliable resul than the FE SR due to the presence of the exponential weight factor
which suppresses the e ects of higherm eson m asses in the sum rule. This is in portant in the
particular channel studied here as the data are very naccurate above 1.4{1.8 G&V, where the
optin al result from FESR satis es the so-called heat evolution test [[L, 18, 19]. That m akes
the FESR prediction strongly dependent on the way the data In this region are param etrized,
a feature which we have exam ned {13, 20] for criticizing the work of R1]. W e also test the
existing and controversial results 1§, 19] of the D = 2-ype operator cbtained from Q SSR.
Combining our di erent non-perturbative results w ith the recent resum m ed perturbative series
1G], we reestin ate the value of ¢ from -decays.

2 s from e e ! I=1hadronsdata

Existing estin ates of 4 or from di erent aspects of QSSR sum mulks ore‘e ! I =1
hadrons data 10,17] kead to valuesm uch sn aller than the present LEP and -decay m easure-
ments B1H]. However, such results contradict the stability—test on the extraction of . from
-like inclusive decay f3] obtained using CVC in €' e [RZ] fordi erent values ofthe -m ass.
In the ollow Ing, we shall reexam ine the reliability of these sum rule results. W e shallnot re—
consider the result from FESR [11] due to the drawbacks of thism ethod m entioned previously,

1H owever, new results of t studies in deep-inelastic ep-scattering at HERA for photon m om entum transfer
10 Q2 Bev?] 4000 give a value of  {12] com patbk w ith the LEP -average.



and also, because the FE SR -analysis has been reused recently 1§, 19] or a determ ination of
theD = 2-type operator, which we shallocom eback lJateron. ; and the condensateshave been
extracted in [LQ] from the Laplace sum rule:

2 Zl I=1
1, 3 42dsesR_ (s) )
m
and from is 1=M ? derivative:
2 ZZl I=1
L, 3 \ zdssesR_ (s); )
m
where:
I €'e ! I hadrons) a)
ete '+ ) °

In the hirmllinitm, = m4g= 0,the QCD expressions ofthe sum rulk can be w ritten as:

X
Li= 1+ b )
D =0;2;4;::

T he perturbative corrections can be deduced from the ones of R~ ! obtained to order 2:
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where, for 3 avours: F3 = 1623 R3], F, = 6370 P4]; the expression of the munning coupling
to three-loop accuracy is:
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For three avours, we have:
1= 9=2; = 8; ;= 20:1198: 9)

In the chiral lin i, the D = 2-contrbution vanishes. Tt has also been proved recently [1§] that
renom alon-type contrbutions nduced by the resumm ation of the QCD series at large order



cannot nduce such a tem . In the chiral Iim i, the D = 4 non-perturbative corrections read
El E:ﬂ
11
Bo- _—?%p g% 1 =2
3 18
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TheD = 6 non-perturbative corrections read [9]:

448 3
o= —— 3 mwui?
81
o= 2 9 (11)

W e shall use the conservative values of the condensates B, 31:
h G%i= (006 003)Gev*® hiui’ = 38 2:0)10 ‘Gev®; 12)
and high valuesof from LEP and tau-decay data [I}H4] for 3 avours:
3= 375" ;0 Mev; a3)

corresponding to M) = 0118 0:06. The phenom enological side of the sum rulk has
been param etrized using analogous data as [10] and updated using the data used .n [I3]. The
confrontation of the QCD and the phenom enological sides of the sum rules is done in Figla
and In Fig. 2a for a giving value of ; = 375 M &V and varying the condensates in the range
given previously. O ne can conclide that one has a good agreem ent between the two sides of
L, forM 08 Gev and of L., forM 10 12 GeV . The e ects of the condensates are
Inportant below 1 GeV forL; andbelow 13 GeV forL,. In Fig. 1b and Fig. 2b, we x the
condensates at their central values and we vary 3 in the range given above. O ne can notice
that a value of 3 ashigh as525M &V is still allowed by the data, while the shape ofthe QCD

curve for L, changes drastically for a high value of ;. This phenom ena is not Infom ative as,
below 1 GeV, higher dim ension condensates can already show up and m ay break the O perator
P roduct Expansion (OPE).By com paring these results w ith the ones of [[(], one can notice
that our QCD prediction for L; corresponding to the previous set of param eters is as good as
the t of [l0], while for that of L;, the agreem ent between the two sides of the sum rulk is
cbtained here at a slightly lJarger value ofM for high-values of 3. However, what is clear from

our analysis is that the exponential Laplace sum rules do not exclide values of 3 obtained
from LEP and -decay data, though they cannot give a m ore precise inform ation on the real
value of ;3 if the condensates are keft as freeparam eters in the analysis. It is also infom ative
and reassuring, that our analysis supports the value of 3 obtained from -decay and used via
CVC R2] bre'e , n order to test the stability of the prediction for di erent values of the

-m ass [13] from the expression which we shall discuss below .

3 The condensates from -like decays

In so doing, we shallwork w ith the vector com ponent ofthe decay-lke quantity deduced from
cve R2I:
| |

3¢ . M 2 s 2s s
——SEw ds 1 — 1+ —



where Sy = 1:0194 is the electroweak correction from the summ ation of the leading-log
contrbutions P§]. This quantity hasbeen used in [13] in order to test the stability ofthe -

Tabl 1: Phenom enological estin ate ofR

M Gev] R
10 1:608 0:064
12 1:900 0:075
14 1:853 0072
16 17793 02070
18 1790 0081
290 1818 0097

prediction cbtained at the -massofl.78 G&V . It has also been used to test CVC fordi erent
exclisive channels {[3,26]. Here, we shallagain exploit this quantity in order to deduce m odel
independent nfom ations on the values ofthe QCD condensates. The QCD expression ofR
reads: 0 1

3 X
Ra=—-00F Sy @14 gy + O+ LR (15)
2 D =2;4;::

where gy = 0:0010 is the electroweak correction com ing from the constant tem [R7]; the
perturbative corrections read [1:
!

0) _ SM )

as

+ 520232 + 26:366a° + 3 (16)

The a! coe cient has also been estin ated to be about 103 [L4, 15}, though we shalluse (78
25)a‘sl w here the error re ects the uncalculated higher order tem s of the D —~finction, while the
rst tem is induced by the lower order coe cients after the use of the C auchy integration. In
the chiral Iim it m ; = 0, the quadratic m ass-corrections contributing to 1(2) vanish. M oreover,
it has been proved {1§] that the summ ation of the perturbative series cannot induce such a
temm , while the one induced eventually by the freezing m echanism is safely negligblk P8, d8].
T herefore, we shall neglect this term in the st step of our analysis. W e shall test, later on,
the Intemal consistency of the approach ifa such tem is included Into the OPE . In the chiral

lmim;= 0,theD = 4 contrbutions read {3]:

11 ,h G?i
1(4)=?a§ ;14 ; a7

which, due to the Cauchy integral and to the particular s-structure of the inclusive rate, the
glion condensate starts at O (@2). This is a great advantage com pared w ith the ordinary sum
rule discussed previously. TheD = 6 contrbutions read [3]:

256 3 .h o ;3%
6) s i i+
Ty Mme 18




The contrbution of the D = 8 operators in the chiral lim it reads [3]:

® _ 39 ?h G?i*
! 162 M8

19

The phenom enological param etrization of R ;; has been done using the sam e data nput as
in {1§, 13]. W e give in Table 1 its value for di erent values of the tau m ass. Neglkcting the
D = 4-contrbution which is of the order i, we perform a two-param eter t of the data for
each value of 5 corresponding to the world average valuieof (M ;)= 0:118 0:006 [L,2]and
by ktting theD = 6 and D = 8 condensates as freeparam eters. W e show the results of the

tting proocedure in Tabl 2 for di erent values of 3. The errors take Into acoount the e ects

Tabl 2: Estimn ates ofdg and dg from R ,; fordi erent valuesof 5

3 Mev] ds Geve] dg BGevé]
480 07 043 145 040
375 027 034 069 031
290 058 029 083 027

ofthe -massmoved from 1.6 to 2.0 GeV, which is a negligblk e ect, and the one due to the
data. O ne can notice that the estin ate ofthe D = 8 condensates is quite accurate, whilke the
one ofthe D = 6 isnot very conclusive for 3 350 M €V . Indeed, only above this value, one
sees that the D = 6 contrbution is clearly positive as expected from the vacuum saturation
estin ate . T his fact also explains the anom alous low value of ds around this transition region.
U sing the average value of 3 in Eq. (13), we can deduce the result:

d¢ M°® ®= (085 o018)Gev® de M°® = (034 020GevE; 20)

which we shall in prove agaln lJater on once we suceed to  x the value ofdg.

4 The condensates from the ratio of the Laplace sum
rules

Let usnow Im prove the estin ate ofthe D = 6 condensates. In so doing, one can rem ark that,
though there are lJarge discrepancies In the estin ate of the absolute values of the condensates
from di erent approaches, there is a consensus in the estin ate of the ratio ofthe D = 4 over
theD = 6 condensates?:
) h G4
rlGev 7] —= = 9480 23 R9]

Juud?

W e have multiplied the origihalerror given by 0] by a factor 10. The constraint obtained in [31] is not
very conclusive as it leads to ry¢ 110 GevV 2 and does not exclude 0 value of the condensates.



9620 35 [i1]
1146 16 0]
9250 50 B2l @1)
from which we deduce the average:
rie= (1059 119) Gev ?: 2)

W e use the previous nform ations on dg and 1y for tting the value ofthe D = 4 condensates
from the ratio of the Laplace sum rules:

2Lz

R () T
1

23)

used previously by P9] for a sin ultaneous estin ate oftheD = 4 and D = 6 condensates. W e
recall that the advantage of this quantity is its less sensitivity to the lkading order perturbative
corrections. T he phenom enological value ofR ( ) isgiven n Fig. 2. U sing a oneparam eter t,
we deduce:

h G?i= (61 0:7)10 *Gev': @4)

Then, we re=n pct this value of the gluion condensate into the tau-lke width In Eq. (14), from
which we rededuce the value ofthe D = 8 condensate. A fter a re-iteration of this procedure,
we deduce our final resuls:

h G%i= (71 0:)10 2Gev? dg= (@5 06)Geve: 25)
U sing the m ean value of ry¢, we also obtain:
Juui?= 58 0:9)10 ‘Gev®: ©26)

W e consider these resuls as an inprovem ent and a con m ation of the previous result in
Eg. (12). I is also mfom ative to com pare these results with the ALEPH and CLEO II
m easuram ents of these condensates from the m om ents distributions ofthe -decay width. The
m ost accurate m easurem ent kads to fB]:

h G%i= (78 3:1)10 ?Gev?; e7)

w hile the one of dg has the sam e absolute value as previously but com es w ith the w rong sign.
Our value of dg is in good agreem ent with theonedg * 0:95 Gev® :n {13, 4] cbtained from
the sam e quantity, but it is about one order of m agnitude higher than the vacuum saturation
estin ate proposed by 33]and abouta factor 5 higherthan the CLEO IIm easurem ent. H owever,
itislowerby a factor2 3 than the FESR resul from the vector channel 3217 . The discrepancy
w ith the vacuum saturation indicates that this approxin ation is very crude, while the one w ith
the FESR is not very surorising. Indeed, the FESR approach done in the vector and axial-
vector channels [11,:32] tends alvays to overestim ate the values ofthe QCD condensates. The
discrepancy wih the CLEO I measuram ent can be understood from the wrong sign of the
D = 6 condensate obtained there and to its correlation with the D = 8 one.

In the nom alization of {33], our value ofds translates into CglDgi= (018 0:04) GeVe.



5 Instanton contribution

Let us now extract the size of the instanton-lke contribution by assum ing that it acts lke a
D 9 operator. A good place ordoing £ isR ;; as, In the Laplace sum rules, this contribution
is suppressed by a 8! factor. Using the previous values ofthe D = 6 and D = 8 condensates,
we deduce:

D= g0 2685)10 *@78M )%; 28)

which, though Inaccurate indicates that the instanton contribution is negligibl for the vector
current and hasbeen overestin ated in 34] (2 0:03 0:05). O ur resul supports the negli-
gblk e ects und from an altemative phenom enological B5] ( s 3 10 °) and theoretical
BGl (st 2 10 °) analysis. Further cancellations in the sum of the vector and axialvector

com ponents of the tau w idths are however expected (34, 331 ( s & %9.

6 Test ofthe size of the 1=M *~term

Tabl 3: Estin ates ofh (G2ifrom R ( ) rdi erent valies ofd,

d;, Gev? {18] h (G2i10° Gev*] d; GevF (9] h ,G2i10° Gev*]
0.03 78 05
0.05 81 05 02 32 029
0.07 86 05 03 12 029
0.09 91 05 04 07 0%

Let us now study the size of the 1=M ?+tem . From the QCD point of view, its possble ex—
istence from the resumm ation of the PT S due to renom alon contrbutions P§] has not been
con m ed f14], whilke som e other argum ents R§, 37] advocating its existence are not convincing.
Postulating its existence (whatever its origin!), {1§] has estin ated the strength of this term by
using FESR and the ratio ofmoments R ( ). A s already m entioned earlier, the advantage in
working w ith the ratio is that the lading order perturbative corrections disappear such that
In a com prom ise region where the high-din ension condensates are still negligble, there is a
possibility to pick up the 1=M 2-contribution. Indeed, using usual stability criteria and allow ing

a large range of values around the optim al resul;, [[§] has obtained the conservative value:
d C, M?7 (003 008)Gev?; 29)

while the estin ate of [L§] from FESR applied to the vector current hasnot been very conclusive,
as it leads to the haccurate value:

d, ¥ (002 0:12)Gev?: (30)

However, the recent FESR analysis from the axialsvector current obtained at about the sam e
value of the continuum threshold t. satisfying the so-called evolution test [11], is surprisingly

7



very precise [19] and disagrees in sign and m agnitude w ith our previous estin ate from the ratio
ofm om ents. A ssum ing a quadratic dependence In 3, the result of [19] reads:

d’ (03 01)cev?; (31)

which is surprisingly very precise taking into account the fact that the spectral function of
the axialwvector current is not better m easured than that of the vector current. W e test the
reliability of this result, by ram arking that d, (if it exists!) is strongly correlated to dy in the
analysis of the ratio of Laplace sum rulsR ( ), while it is not the case between d, ord, wih
dg¢ and dg. U sing our previous values of dg and dg, one can study the varation ofd; given the
value ofd, . The results given in Tabl 3 indicate that the present value ofthe gluon condensate
excludes the value of d;, in Eq. (31) and can only pem it a negligbl uctuation around zero
of this contribution, which is should not exceed the value 0:03 0:05. This result rules out
the possbility to have a sizeable 1M *~term R§, 37] and jasti es its neglection in the analysis
of the -width. M ore precise m easurem ent of the gluon condensate or m ore statistics in the
-decay data w ill in prove this constraint.

7 Sum ofthe non-perturbative corrections to R

U sing our previous estin ates, i is also nform ative to deduce the sum of the non-perturbative
contributions to the decay w idths of the observed heavy Jepton ofm ass 1.78 G &V . In so doing,
we add the contributions of operators of dinensions D = 4 to D = 9 and we neglkct the
expected anall “-contrbution. For the vector com ponent of the tau hadronic width, we
obtain A:

oF L= (@238 089)10 % 32)

while usihg the expression of the corrections for the axialkvector com ponent given in 3], we
deduce:
NP = (795 1:42)10 %; (33)

and then:

AL NE)y= (79 062)10 % (34)

Ourresult con m sthe an allness of the non-perturbative correctionsm easured by the ALEPH
and CLEO IIgroups [l:
P = (03 05)10 ?; (35)

though the exact size of the experin ental num ber is not yet very conclisive.

8 Im plication on the value of 4 from R

Before com bining the previous non-perturbative results w ith the perturbative correction toR ,

Jet us test the accuracy of the resummed ( ¢ ;)" perturbative resul of EL:6] In so doing, we

X sM ) tobeequalto 032 and we com pare the resumm ed value of © including the 3-

S

corrections w ith the one where the coe cients have been calculated in the M S-scheme H3].

‘W e have used, orM = 1:78 GeV, the conservative valies: e 09 2710 P and @

1=20 7 B41.



Tablk 4: QCD predictions for R  using the contour coupling-expansion

sM ) a2 al a a;

026 3364 0022 3370 3380 0:019 3381
028 3402 0024 3411 3426 0019 3426
030 3442 0026 3453 3474 0021 3472
032 3484 0030 3:498 3526 0:023 3.520
034 3526 0:033 3546 3582 0031 3.568
036 3571 0040 3594 3640 0:045 3.613
038 30616 0040 3645 3706 0069 3.655
0.40 30664 0040 3:700 3775 04108 3.685

W e consider the two caseswhere R is expanded in temm s of the usual coupling ¢ orin tem s
of the contour coupling 4]. In both cases, one can notice that the approxin ation used in
the resumm ation technique tends to overestin ate the perturbative correction by about 10% .
T herefore, we shall reduce sytem atically by 10% , the prediction from thism ethod from the 2
to 2 contrbutions. W e shalluse the coe cient 2746 of £ estimated ;n {14,15]. Noting that,
to the order where the perturbative series P T S) is estin ated, one has altemate signs In the
PTS, which is an indication for reaching the asym ptotic regim e. T herefore, we can consider,
as the best estin ate of the resuamm ed PT S, its value at them lninum . That is reached, either
for truncating the PT S by including the £ orthe ¢ contrbutions. The corresponding value
of R incliding our non-perturbative contrbutions n Eq. (34) isgiven .n Tabl 4. W e show

for com parison the value of R including the 2—tem1 , where we have used the perturbative
estin ate in K] (the sn all di erence w ith the previous papers ¥, 13, 6, i, 20] com es from the
di erent non-perturbative term used here), whik the error quoted there com es from the na ve
estin ate 50&1‘5l . However, one can see that the estim ate of this perturbative error has taken
properly the inclusion ofthe higher order temm s, while the truncation ofthe series at 2 already
gives a quite good evaluation ofthe PT S. O ne can also notice that there isnegligble di erence
between the PTS to order ¢ and 2 for small values of , while the di erence increases
for larger values. W e consider as a nal perturbative estin ate of R the one given by the
PTS including the g—temn at which we encounter the rstm ininum . The error given in this
colum n isthe sum ofthe non-perturoative one from Eq. (34) w ith the perturbative conservative
uncertainty, which we have estin ated like the e ect due to the last termn ie 3453( 1a,=2)°

at which them ininumm is reached, which is a legitin e procedure for asym ptotic series (3§].
W e have also added to the latter the one due to the an all uctuation ofthe m ininum of the
PTS from the inclusion ofthe £ or 2-+tem s. One can notice that or s 0:32, the error In

R is dom inated by the non-perturbative one, while for larger value of 4, i ismainly due to
the one from the PTS.Ushg the value of R in Tablk 4, we deduce:

s™ )= 033 02030; (36)



w here we have used the experin ental average [2]:
R =356 003: (37)

Our result from the optin ized resummed PTS is in good agreem ent w ith the m ost recent
estin ate cbtained to order ; @, 8, 71:

sM )= 033 0:030: (38)

9 Conclusion

O ur analysis of the isovector com ponent of the e" e ! hadrons data has shown that there is
a consistent picture on the extraction of 4 from high-energy LEP and low-energy and e’ e
data. It has also been shown that the values of the condensates obtained from QCD spectral
sum rules based on stability criteria are reproduced and In proved by tting the -lke decay
w idths and the ratio of the Laplace sum rules. Our estin ates are in good agreem ent w ith
the determm ination of the condensates from the the -hadronic width m om ent-distrbutions E‘;],
w hich needs to be in proved from accurate m esurem ents ofthe e e data or/and form ore data
sam ple of the -decay widths which can be reached at the —cham factory m achine. Finally,
our consistency test of the e ect of the 1=M ?-tem , whatever is origin, does not support the
recent estin ate of this quantity from FESR axialvector channel f19] and only pem its a sn all
uctuation around zero due to its strong correlation with the D = 4 condensate e ects In
the ratio of Laplace sum rules analysis, indicating that it cannot a ect in a sensibl way the
accuracy of the detem nation of ¢ from tau decays. A s a by-product, we have reconsidered
the estinate of ;M ) from the -widths taking into acoount the recent resumm ed resul of
the perturbative series. O ur result In Eq. (36) is a further support of the existing estin ates.
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F igure captions

Fig. la: The Laplace sum rul L; versus the sum rule parameter M . The dashed curves

corresoond to the experim ental data. The full curves correspond to the QCD prediction for
;=375MeV,h ,G%i= 006 0:03GeV®and hwui?= @38 20)10 *GeV°.Fig. 1b: The

sam easF ig. labut Hrdi erent valuesof 5 and orh G2%i= 006GeV? and huui?= 3810 *

GeV®. Fig. 2a: Thesme asFig. labut ©rL,. Fig. 2b: The same as Fig. 1b but for

L,. Fig. 3: Experin ental value of the ratio of Laplace sum rulsR ( ) versus the sum rulk

variable 1=M 2.
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