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A bstract

W e re-exam ine the estim ate of�s and ofthe QCD condensates from e+ e� ! I = 1 hadrons

data. W e conclude that e+ e� at low energies gives a value of� com patible with the one

from LEP and from tau inclusive decay. Using a �-like inclusive process and QCD spectral

sum rules,we estim ate the size ofthe D =4 to 9 condensates by a �tting procedure without

invokingstability criteria.W e�nd h�sG
2
i= (7:1� 0:7)10� 2 GeV 4,��sh�uui

2 = (5:8� 0:9)10� 4

GeV 6,which con�rm previoussum rulesestim ate based on stability criteria. The corrections

due to the D = 8 condensates and to instantons on the vector com ponent of�-decay are

respectively �
(8)

1 = �(1:5� 0:6)10� 2(1:78=M �)
8 and �

(9)

1 = �(7:0� 26:5)10� 4(1:78=M �)
9,which

indicate thatthe �
(8)

1 isone orderm agnitude higherthan the vacuum saturation value,while

the D � 9 instanton-like contribution to the the vectorcom ponentofthe �-decay width isa

negligiblecorrection.W ealso show that,due to thecorrelation between theD = 4 and 1=M 2
�

contributionsin the ratio ofthe Laplace sum rules,the presentvalue ofthe gluon condensate

already excludestherecentestim ateofthe1=M 2
�-term from FESR in theaxial-vectorchannel.

Com bining our non-perturbative results with the resum m ed perturbative corrections to the

�-width R �,wededucefrom thepresentdata �s(M �)= 0:33� 0:03.
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1 Introduction

M easurem entsoftheQCD scale� and oftheq2-evolution oftheQCD coupling areoneofthe

m ost im portant test ofperturbative QCD.At present LEP and �-decay data [1]-[7]indicate

thatthe value of�s is system atically higherthan the one extracted from deep-inelastic low-

energy data. The existing estim ate of�s from QCD spectralsum rules [8]�a la SVZ [9]in

e+ e� data [10,11]also favoursthe low value of�s from deep-inelastic scattering 1,which is,

however,in contradiction with the recentCVC-testperform ed by [13]using e+ e� data. Itis

thereforeessentialto testthereliability ofthelow-energy predictionsbeforespeculating on the

phenom enologicalconsequencesim plied by thepreviousdiscrepancy.Deep-inelasticscattering

processesneed a bettercontroloftheparton distributions,thehigher-twistand instanton-like

contributionsin orderto becom petitive with LEP and tau-decay m easurem ents.In addition,

perturbative corrections in these processes should be pushed so far such that the rem aining

uncertainties willonly be due to the re-sum m ation ofthe perturbative series at large order.

Indeed,the �-decay rate hasbeen calculated including the �3s-term [3],while an estim ate [14]

and a m easurem ent[15]ofthe�4s coe�cientisdone.M oreover,a resum m ation ofthe(� 1�s)
n

ofthe perturbative series is now available [16]. The QCD spectralsum rule (QSSR) [8]�a

la SVZ [9]applied to the I = 1 part ofthe e+ e� ! hadrons totalcross-section has a QCD

expression very sim ilartothe�-decay inclusivewidth,such thaton a theoreticalbasis,onecan

have a good controlofit. In a previous paper[17],we have derived in a m odel-independent

way the running m assofthe strange quark from the di�erence between the I = 1 and I = 0

parts ofthe e+ e� ! hadrons totalcross-section. In this paper,we pursue this analysis by

re-exam ining the estim ate of�s and ofthe condensates including the instanton-like and the

m arginalD =2-likeoperatorsobtained from theI = 1channelofthee+ e� data.In sodoing,we

re-exam inetheexponentialLaplacesum ruleused by [10]in e+ e� ,which isa generalization of

the�-m eson sum rulestudied originally by SVZ [9].W ealso expectthattheLaplacesum rule

givesam orereliableresultthan theFESR duetothepresenceoftheexponentialweightfactor

which suppressesthee�ectsofhigherm eson m assesin thesum rule.Thisisim portantin the

particularchannelstudied here asthedata arevery inaccurate above 1.4{1.8 GeV,where the

optim alresultfrom FESR satis�esthe so-called heatevolution test[11,18,19]. Thatm akes

theFESR prediction strongly dependenton theway thedata in thisregion areparam etrized,

a feature which we have exam ined [13,20]for criticizing the work of[21]. W e also test the

existing and controversialresults [18,19]ofthe D = 2-type operator obtained from QSSR.

Com bining ourdi�erentnon-perturbativeresultswith therecentresum m ed perturbativeseries

[16],were-estim atethevalueof�s from �-decays.

2 �s from e+e� ! I = 1 hadrons data

Existing estim ates of�s or � from di�erent aspects ofQSSR sum rules for e + e� ! I = 1

hadronsdata [10,11]lead to valuesm uch sm allerthan thepresentLEP and �-decay m easure-

m ents[3]-[7]. However,such resultscontradictthe stability-teston the extraction of�s from

�-like inclusive decay [13]obtained using CVC in e+ e� [22]fordi�erentvaluesofthe �-m ass.

In thefollowing,we shallre-exam ine thereliability ofthese sum ruleresults.W eshallnotre-

considertheresultfrom FESR [11]dueto thedrawbacksofthism ethod m entioned previously,

1However,new resultsofjetstudiesin deep-inelasticep-scattering atHERA forphoton m om entum transfer

10� Q 2 [G eV 2]� 4000 givea value of�s [12]com patible with the LEP-average.
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and also,because the FESR-analysishasbeen re-used recently [18,19]fora determ ination of

theD = 2-typeoperator,which weshallcom eback lateron.�3 and thecondensateshavebeen

extracted in [10]from theLaplacesum rule:

L1 �
2

3
�

Z
1

4m 2
�

ds e
� s�

R
I= 1(s) (1)

and from its� � 1=M 2 derivative:

L2 �
2

3
�
2

Z
1

4m 2
�

ds s e
� s�

R
I= 1(s); (2)

where:

R
I
�
�(e+ e� ! I hadrons)

�(e+ e� ! �+ �� )
: (3)

In thechirallim itm u = m d = 0,theQCD expressionsofthesum rulecan bewritten as:

Li= 1+
X

D = 0;2;4;:::

�
(D )

i : (4)

Theperturbativecorrectionscan bededuced from theonesofR I= 1 obtained to order�3s:

R
I= 1(s)=

3

2

n

1+ as + F3a
2

s + F4a
3

s + O (a4s)
o

; (5)

where,for3 avours:F3 = 1:623 [23],F4 = 6:370 [24];the expression ofthe running coupling

to three-loop accuracy is:

as(�) = a
(0)

s

(

1� a
(0)

s

�2

�1
loglog

�2

�2

+
�

a
(0)

s

�2
[
�22

�21
log

2
log

�2

�2
�
�22

�21
loglog

�2

�2
�
�22

�21
+
�3

�1
]+ O (a3s)

)

; (6)

with:

a
(0)

s �
1

��1log(�=�)
(7)

and �i aretheO (a
i
s)coe�cientsofthe�-function in theM S-schem eforn f avours:

�1 = �
11

2
+
1

3
nf

�2 = �
51

4
+
19

12
nf

�3 =
1

64

h

� 2857+
5033

9
nf �

325

27
n
2

f

i

: (8)

Forthreeavours,wehave:

�1 = �9=2; �2 = �8; �3 = �20:1198: (9)

In thechirallim it,theD = 2-contribution vanishes.Ithasalso been proved recently [16]that

renorm alon-type contributionsinduced by the resum m ation ofthe QCD series atlarge order
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cannotinduce such a term . In the chirallim it,the D = 4 non-perturbative correctionsread

[9,3]:

�
(4)

1 =
�

3
�
2
h�sG

2
i

�

1�
11

18

�s

�

�

�
(4)

2 = ��
(4)

1 : (10)

TheD = 6 non-perturbativecorrectionsread [9]:

�
(6)

1 = �
448�3

81
�
3
�h�uui2

�
(6)

2 = �2�
(6)

1 : (11)

W eshallusetheconservativevaluesofthecondensates[8,3]:

h�sG
2
i= (0:06� 0:03)GeV 4

�h�uui2 = (3:8� 2:0)10� 4 GeV 6
; (12)

and high valuesof� from LEP and tau-decay data [1]-[4]for3 avours:

�3 = 375+ 105
� 85 M eV; (13)

corresponding to �s(M Z) = 0:118 � 0:06. The phenom enologicalside ofthe sum rule has

been param etrized using analogousdata as[10]and updated using thedata used in [13].The

confrontation ofthe QCD and the phenom enologicalsidesofthe sum rulesisdone in Fig.1a

and in Fig. 2a fora giving value of�3 = 375 M eV and varying the condensatesin the range

given previously. One can conclude thatone hasa good agreem entbetween the two sidesof

L1 forM � 0:8 GeV and ofL2 forM � 1:0 � 1:2 GeV.The e�ects ofthe condensates are

im portantbelow 1 GeV forL1 and below 1.3 GeV forL2.In Fig.1b and Fig.2b,we �x the

condensatesattheircentralvaluesand we vary �3 in the range given above. One can notice

thata valueof�3 ashigh as525 M eV isstillallowed by thedata,whiletheshapeoftheQCD

curveforL2 changesdrastically fora high valueof�3.Thisphenom ena isnotinform ativeas,

below 1 GeV,higherdim ension condensatescan already show up and m ay break theOperator

ProductExpansion (OPE).By com paring these results with the onesof[10],one can notice

thatourQCD prediction forL1 corresponding to theprevioussetofparam etersisasgood as

the �t of[10],while for that ofL 2,the agreem ent between the two sides ofthe sum rule is

obtained hereata slightly largervalueofM forhigh-valuesof�3.However,whatisclearfrom

our analysis is that the exponentialLaplace sum rules do notexclude values of�3 obtained

from LEP and �-decay data,though they cannotgive a m ore precise inform ation on thereal

valueof�3 ifthecondensatesareleftasfree-param etersin theanalysis.Itisalso inform ative

and reassuring,thatouranalysissupportsthevalueof�3 obtained from �-decay and used via

CVC [22]fore+ e� ,in order to test the stability ofthe prediction fordi�erent values ofthe

�-m ass[13]from theexpression which weshalldiscussbelow.

3 T he condensates from �-like decays

In sodoing,weshallwork with thevectorcom ponentofthe� decay-likequantity deduced from

CVC [22]:

R �;1 �
3cos2�c

2�� 2
SE W

Z
M 2

�

0

ds

 

1�
s

M 2
�

! 2  

1+
2s

M 2
�

!

s

M 2
�

�e+ e� ! I= 1; (14)
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where SE W = 1:0194 is the electroweak correction from the sum m ation ofthe leading-log

contributions[25].Thisquantity hasbeen used in [13]in orderto testthestability ofthe�s-

Table1:Phenom enologicalestim ateofR �;1

M �[GeV] R �;1

1:0 1:608� 0:064

1:2 1:900� 0:075

1:4 1:853� 0:072

1:6 1:793� 0:070

1:8 1:790� 0:081

2:0 1:818� 0:097

prediction obtained atthe�-m assof1.78 GeV.Ithasalso been used to testCVC fordi�erent

exclusivechannels[13,26].Here,weshallagain exploitthisquantity in orderto deducem odel-

independentinform ationson thevaluesoftheQCD condensates.TheQCD expression ofR �;1

reads:

R �;1 =
3

2
cos2�cSeW

0

@ 1+ �E W + �
(0)+

X

D = 2;4;:::

�
(D )

1

1

A ; (15)

where �E W = 0:0010 is the electroweak correction com ing from the constant term [27];the

perturbativecorrectionsread [3]:

�
(0) =

 

as �
�s(M �)

�

!

+ 5:2023a2s + 26:366a3s + :::; (16)

Thea4s coe�cienthasalso been estim ated to beabout103 [14,15],though weshalluse(78�

25)a4s wheretheerrorreectstheuncalculated higherorderterm softheD -function,whilethe

�rstterm isinduced by thelowerordercoe�cientsaftertheuseoftheCauchy integration.In

the chirallim itm i = 0,the quadratic m ass-correctionscontributing to �
(2)

1 vanish. M oreover,

it has been proved [16]that the sum m ation ofthe perturbative series cannot induce such a

term ,while theone induced eventually by the freezing m echanism issafely negligible [28,18].

Therefore,we shallneglectthisterm in the �rststep ofouranalysis. W e shalltest,lateron,

theinternalconsistency oftheapproach ifa such term isincluded into theOPE.In thechiral

lim itm i= 0,theD = 4 contributionsread [3]:

�
(4)

1 =
11

4
�a

2

s

h�sG
2
i

M 4
�

; (17)

which,due to the Cauchy integraland to the particulars-structure ofthe inclusive rate,the

gluon condensate startsatO (a2s).Thisisa greatadvantagecom pared with the ordinary sum

rulediscussed previously.TheD = 6 contributionsread [3]:

�
(6)

1 ’ 7
256�3

27

��sh
� i ii

2

M 6
�

; (18)
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Thecontribution oftheD = 8 operatorsin thechirallim itreads[3]:

�
(8)

1 = �
39�2

162

h�sG
2
i
2

M 8
�

: (19)

The phenom enologicalparam etrization ofR �;1 has been done using the sam e data input as

in [18,13]. W e give in Table 1 itsvalue fordi�erent valuesofthe tau m ass. Neglecting the

D = 4-contribution which isofthe order�2s,we perform a two-param eter�tofthe data for

each valueof�3 corresponding to theworld averagevalueof�s(M Z)= 0:118� 0:006[1,2]and

by letting the D = 6 and D = 8 condensatesasfree-param eters. W e show the resultsofthe

�tting procedure in Table2 fordi�erentvaluesof� 3.Theerrorstakeinto accountthee�ects

Table2:Estim atesofd6 and d8 from R �;1 fordi�erentvaluesof� 3

�3 [M eV] d6 [GeV
6] �d8 [GeV

8]

480 �:07� 0:43 1:15� 0:40

375 0:27� 0:34 0:69� 0:31

290 0:58� 0:29 0:83� 0:27

ofthe �-m assm oved from 1.6 to 2.0 GeV,which isa negligible e�ect,and the one due to the

data.One can notice thatthe estim ate ofthe D = 8 condensatesisquite accurate,while the

oneoftheD = 6 isnotvery conclusive for�3 � 350 M eV.Indeed,only above thisvalue,one

sees thatthe D = 6 contribution isclearly positive asexpected from the vacuum saturation

estim ate.Thisfactalsoexplainstheanom alouslow valueof�d8 around thistransition region.

Using theaveragevalueof�3 in Eq.(13),wecan deducetheresult:

d8 � M
8

��
(8)

1 = �(0:85� 0:18)GeV 8
d6 � M

6

��
(6)

1 = (0:34� 0:20)GeV 6
; (20)

which weshallim proveagain lateron oncewesuceed to �x thevalueofd6.

4 T he condensates from the ratio of the Laplace sum

rules

Letusnow im provetheestim ateoftheD = 6 condensates.In so doing,onecan rem ark that,

though there are large discrepanciesin the estim ate ofthe absolute valuesofthe condensates

from di�erentapproaches,there isa consensusin the estim ate ofthe ratio ofthe D = 4 over

theD = 6 condensates 2:

r46[GeV
� 2]�

h�sG
2
i

��sh�uui
2
= 94:80� 23 [29]

2W e have m ultiplied the originalerrorgiven by [30]by a factor10. The constraintobtained in [31]isnot

very conclusiveasitleadsto r46 � 110 G eV � 2 and doesnotexclude� 0 value ofthe condensates.
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96:20� 35 [11]

114:6� 16 [30]

92:50� 50 [32]: (21)

from which wededucetheaverage:

r46 = (105:9� 11:9)GeV � 2
: (22)

W eusethepreviousinform ationson d8 and r46 for�tting thevalueoftheD = 4 condensates

from theratio oftheLaplacesum rules:

R (�)� �
� 2
L2

L1

; (23)

used previously by [29]fora sim ultaneousestim ate oftheD = 4 and D = 6 condensates.W e

recallthattheadvantageofthisquantity isitslesssensitivity to theleading orderperturbative

corrections.Thephenom enologicalvalueofR (�)isgiven in Fig.2.Using a one-param eter�t,

wededuce:

h�sG
2
i= (6:1� 0:7)10� 2 GeV 4

: (24)

Then,were-injectthisvalueofthegluon condensateinto thetau-likewidth in Eq.(14),from

which we re-deduce thevalue ofthe D = 8 condensate.Aftera re-iteration ofthisprocedure,

wededuceourfinalresults:

h�sG
2
i= (7:1� 0:7)10� 2 GeV 4

d8 = �(1:5� 0:6)GeV 8
: (25)

Using them ean valueofr46,wealso obtain:

��sh�uui
2 = (5:8� 0:9)10� 4 GeV 6

: (26)

W e consider these results as an im provem ent and a con�rm ation ofthe previous result in

Eq. (12). It is also inform ative to com pare these results with the ALEPH and CLEO II

m easurem entsofthesecondensatesfrom them om entsdistributionsofthe�-decay width.The

m ostaccuratem easurem entleadsto [5]:

h�sG
2
i= (7:8� 3:1)10� 2 GeV 4

; (27)

while the oneofd6 hasthe sam eabsolute value aspreviously butcom eswith the wrong sign.

Ourvalue ofd8 isin good agreem entwith the one d8 ’ �0:95 GeV 8 in [13,6]obtained from

the sam e quantity,butitisaboutone orderofm agnitude higherthan thevacuum saturation

estim ateproposedby[33]andaboutafactor5higherthantheCLEO IIm easurem ent.However,

itislowerbyafactor2�3than theFESR resultfrom thevectorchannel[32]3 .Thediscrepancy

with thevacuum saturation indicatesthatthisapproxim ation isvery crude,whiletheonewith

the FESR is not very surprising. Indeed,the FESR approach done in the vector and axial-

vectorchannels[11,32]tendsalwaysto overestim atethevaluesoftheQCD condensates.The

discrepancy with the CLEO IIm easurem ent can be understood from the wrong sign ofthe

D = 6 condensateobtained thereand to itscorrelation with theD = 8 one.

3In the norm alization of[32],ourvalue ofd8 translatesinto C8hO 8i= (0:18� 0:04)G eV 8.
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5 Instanton contribution

Letusnow extractthe size ofthe instanton-like contribution by assum ing thatitactslike a

D � 9operator.A good placefordoingitisR �;1 as,in theLaplacesum rules,thiscontribution

issuppressed by a 8!factor.Using the previousvaluesofthe D = 6 and D = 8 condensates,

wededuce:

�
(9)

1 = �(7:0� 26:5)10� 4(1:78=M �)
9
; (28)

which,though inaccurate indicatesthatthe instanton contribution isnegligible forthe vector

currentand hasbeen overestim ated in [34](�instV � 0:03� 0:05).Ourresultsupportsthenegli-

giblee�ectsfound from an alternativephenom enological[35](�instV � 3� 10� 3)and theoretical

[36](�instV � 2� 10� 5)analysis.Furthercancellationsin thesum ofthevectorand axial-vector

com ponentsofthetau widthsarehoweverexpected [34,35](�inst� 1

20
�instV ).

6 Test ofthe size ofthe 1=M 2
�-term

Table3:Estim atesofh�sG
2
ifrom R(�)fordi�erentvaluesofd2

d2 [GeV]
2 [18] h�sG

2
i102 [GeV 4] �d2 [GeV]

2 [19] h�sG
2
i102 [GeV 4]

0.03 7:8� 0:5

0.05 8:1� 0:5 0:2 3:2� 0:29

0.07 8:6� 0:5 0:3 1:2� 0:29

0.09 9:1� 0:5 0:4 �0:7� 0:6

Let us now study the size ofthe 1=M 2
�-term . From the QCD point ofview,its possible ex-

istence from the resum m ation ofthe PTS due to renorm alon contributions[28]hasnotbeen

con�rm ed [16],whilesom eotherargum ents[28,37]advocatingitsexistencearenotconvincing.

Postulating itsexistence (whateveritsorigin!),[18]hasestim ated thestrength ofthisterm by

using FESR and the ratio ofm om entsR (�). Asalready m entioned earlier,the advantage in

working with the ratio isthatthe leading orderperturbative correctionsdisappearsuch that

in a com prom ise region where the high-dim ension condensates are stillnegligible,there is a

possibility topick up the1=M 2
�-contribution.Indeed,usingusualstability criteriaand allowing

a large range ofvaluesaround the optim alresult,[18]hasobtained theconservative value:

d2 � C2 � �
(2)

1 M
2

� ’ (0:03� 0:08)GeV 2
; (29)

whiletheestim ateof[18]from FESR applied tothevectorcurrenthasnotbeen very conclusive,

asitleadsto theinaccuratevalue:

d2 ’ (0:02� 0:12)GeV 2
: (30)

However,the recentFESR analysisfrom the axial-vectorcurrentobtained ataboutthe sam e

valueofthecontinuum threshold tc satisfying theso-called evolution test[11],issurprisingly

7



very precise[19]and disagreesin sign and m agnitudewith ourpreviousestim atefrom theratio

ofm om ents.Assum ing a quadraticdependence in �3,theresultof[19]reads:

d2 ’ �(0:3� 0:1)GeV 2
; (31)

which is surprisingly very precise taking into account the factthatthe spectralfunction of

the axial-vector currentis notbetterm easured than thatofthe vector current. W e testthe

reliability ofthisresult,by rem arking thatd2 (ifitexists!) isstrongly correlated to d4 in the

analysisofthe ratio ofLaplacesum rulesR(�),while itisnotthe case between d2 ord4 with

d6 and d8.Using ourpreviousvaluesofd6 and d8,onecan study thevariation ofd4 given the

valueofd2.Theresultsgiven in Table3indicatethatthepresentvalueofthegluon condensate

excludesthe value ofd2 in Eq. (31)and can only perm ita negligible uctuation around zero

ofthis contribution,which isshould notexceed the value 0:03 � 0:05. This result rules out

thepossibility to havea sizeable1=M 2
�-term [28,37]and justi�esitsneglection in theanalysis

ofthe �-width. M ore precise m easurem ent ofthe gluon condensate orm ore statistics in the

�-decay data willim prove thisconstraint.

7 Sum ofthe non-perturbative corrections to R �

Using ourpreviousestim ates,itisalso inform ativeto deducethesum ofthenon-perturbative

contributionsto thedecay widthsoftheobserved heavy lepton ofm ass1.78 GeV.In so doing,

we add the contributions ofoperators ofdim ensions D = 4 to D = 9 and we neglect the

expected sm all�(2)-contribution. For the vector com ponent ofthe tau hadronic width,we

obtain 4:

�
N P

V �

9X

D = 4

�
(D )

1 = (2:38� 0:89)10� 2; (32)

while using the expression ofthe corrections for the axial-vector com ponent given in [3],we

deduce:

�
N P

A = �(7:95� 1:12)10� 2; (33)

and then:

�
N P

�
1

2
(�N P

V + �
N P

A )= �(2:79� 0:62)10� 2; (34)

Ourresultcon�rm sthesm allnessofthenon-perturbativecorrectionsm easured by theALEPH

and CLEO IIgroups[5]:

�
N P = (0:3� 0:5)10� 2; (35)

though theexactsizeoftheexperim entalnum berisnotyetvery conclusive.

8 Im plication on the value of�s from R �

Beforecom bining thepreviousnon-perturbativeresultswith theperturbativecorrection toR �,

letustestthe accuracy ofthe resum m ed (�s�1)
n perturbative resultof[16]. In so doing,we

�x �s(M �)to be equalto 0.32 and we com pare the resum m ed value of�(0) including the �3s-

corrections with the one where the coe�cients have been calculated in the M S-schem e [23].

4W e have used,forM � = 1:78 G eV,the conservative values: �
(9)

V
� � �

(9)

A
’ � (0:7� 2:7)10� 3 and �(9) �

1=20�
(9)

V
[34].
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Table4:QCD predictionsforR � using thecontour coupling-expansion

�s(M �) a3s a4s a6s a8s

0.26 3:364� 0:022 3:370 3:380� 0:019 3.381

0.28 3:402� 0:024 3:411 3:426� 0:019 3.426

0.30 3:442� 0:026 3:453 3:474� 0:021 3.472

0.32 3:484� 0:030 3:498 3:526� 0:023 3.520

0.34 3:526� 0:033 3:546 3:582� 0:031 3.568

0.36 3:571� 0:040 3:594 3:640� 0:045 3.613

0.38 3:616� 0:040 3:645 3:706� 0:069 3.655

0.40 3:664� 0:040 3:700 3:775� 0:108 3.685

W econsiderthetwo caseswhereR � isexpanded in term softheusualcoupling �s orin term s

ofthe contour coupling [4]. In both cases, one can notice that the approxim ation used in

the resum m ation technique tends to overestim ate the perturbative correction by about10% .

Therefore,weshallreducesytem atically by 10% ,theprediction from thism ethod from the�5s
to �9s contributions.W eshallusethecoe�cient27.46 of� 4

s estim ated in [14,15].Noting that,

to the orderwhere the perturbative series(PTS)isestim ated,one hasalternate signsin the

PTS,which isan indication forreaching the asym ptotic regim e. Therefore,we can consider,

asthebestestim ate oftheresum m ed PTS,itsvalueatthem inim um .Thatisreached,either

fortruncating the PTS by including the �6s orthe �
8
s contributions. The corresponding value

ofR � including ournon-perturbative contributionsin Eq. (34)isgiven in Table 4. W e show

for com parison the value ofR � including the �3s-term ,where we have used the perturbative

estim ate in [6](the sm alldi�erence with the previouspapers[4,13,6,7,20]com esfrom the

di�erentnon-perturbativeterm used here),whiletheerrorquoted therecom esfrom thena��ve

estim ate �50a4s. However,one can see thatthe estim ate ofthisperturbative errorhastaken

properly theinclusion ofthehigherorderterm s,whilethetruncation oftheseriesat�3s already

givesa quitegood evaluation ofthePTS.Onecan also noticethatthereisnegligibledi�erence

between the PTS to order �6s and �8s for sm allvalues of�s,while the di�erence increases

for larger values. W e consider as a �nalperturbative estim ate ofR � the one given by the

PTS including the �6s-term atwhich we encounterthe �rstm inim um . The errorgiven in this

colum n isthesum ofthenon-perturbativeonefrom Eq.(34)with theperturbativeconservative

uncertainty,which wehaveestim ated likethee�ectdueto thelastterm i.e�34:53(��1as=2)
6

atwhich the m inim um m isreached,which isa legitim e procedure forasym ptotic series [38].

W e have also added to the latterthe one due to the sm alluctuation ofthe m inim um ofthe

PTS from theinclusion ofthe�6s or�
8
s-term s.Onecan noticethatfor�s � 0:32,theerrorin

R � isdom inated by the non-perturbative one,while forlargervalue of�s,itism ainly due to

theonefrom thePTS.Using thevalueofR � in Table4,wededuce:

�s(M �)= 0:33� 0:030; (36)
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wherewehaveused theexperim entalaverage[2]:

R � = 3:56� 0:03: (37)

Our result from the optim ized resum m ed PTS is in good agreem ent with the m ost recent

estim ateobtained to order�3s [6,5,7]:

�s(M �)= 0:33� 0:030: (38)

9 C onclusion

Ouranalysisofthe isovectorcom ponentofthe e+ e� ! hadronsdata hasshown thatthere is

a consistentpictureon theextraction of�s from high-energy LEP and low-energy � and e+ e�

data. Ithasalso been shown thatthe valuesofthe condensatesobtained from QCD spectral

sum rulesbased on stability criteria are reproduced and im proved by �tting the �-like decay

widths and the ratio ofthe Laplace sum rules. Our estim ates are in good agreem ent with

thedeterm ination ofthecondensatesfrom thethe�-hadronicwidth m om ent-distributions[5],

which needstobeim proved from accuratem esurem entsofthee+ e� dataor/and form oredata

sam ple ofthe �-decay widthswhich can be reached atthe �-charm factory m achine. Finally,

ourconsistency testofthe e�ectofthe 1=M 2
�-term ,whateveritsorigin,doesnotsupportthe

recentestim ateofthisquantity from FESR axial-vectorchannel[19]and only perm itsa sm all

uctuation around zero due to its strong correlation with the D = 4 condensate e�ects in

the ratio ofLaplace sum rulesanalysis,indicating thatitcannota�ectin a sensible way the

accuracy ofthe determ ination of�s from tau decays. Asa by-product,we have reconsidered

the estim ate of�s(M �)from the �-widthstaking into accountthe recentresum m ed resultof

theperturbativeseries.Ourresultin Eq.(36)isa furthersupportoftheexisting estim ates.

A cknow ledgem ents

Itisa pleasureto thank A.Pich forexhangesand forcarefully reading them anuscript.

10



Figure captions

Fig. 1a: The Laplace sum rule L1 versus the sum rule param eter M .The dashed curves

correspond to the experim entaldata. The fullcurves correspond to the QCD prediction for

�3=375 M eV,h�sG
2
i= 0:06� 0:03 GeV 4 and �h�uui2 = (3:8� 2:0)10� 4 GeV 6.Fig. 1b:The

sam easFig.1abutfordi�erentvaluesof� 3 and forh�sG
2
i= 0:06GeV 4 and �h�uui2 = 3:810� 4

GeV 6. Fig. 2a: The sam e as Fig. 1a but forL2. Fig. 2b: The sam e as Fig. 1b but for

L2. Fig. 3: Experim entalvalue ofthe ratio ofLaplace sum rulesR (�)versus the sum rule

variable� � 1=M 2.
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