hep-ph/9504398v1 26 Apr 1995

arxXiv

OUT{4102{54 hep-ph/9504398 INP {95{13/377

Three{loop QED Vacuum Polarization and the
Four{loop M uon A nom alous M agnetic M om ent ¥
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T hree{loop contributions to m assive Q ED vacuum polarization are evaluated by a com —
bination of analytical and num erical techniques. The rst three Taylor coe cients, at
sm allg?, are obtained analytically, using d{din ensional recurrence relations. C om bining
these w ith analyticalinput at threshold, and at large q2 , an accurate P ade approxin ation
is obtained, for allg® . Inserting this in the one{loop diagram for the m uon anom alous
m agnetic m om ent, we nd reasonable agreem ent w ith four{loop, single{electron{loop,
muon{anom aly contributions, recently re{evaluated by K inoshita, using 8{dim ensional
M onte{C arlo integration. W e believe that our new m ethod is at least two orders of
m agnitude m ore accurate than the M onte{C arlo approach, whose uncertainties appear
to have been underestin ated, by a factor of 6.

1. Introduction

W e describe am ethod, previously testedlﬂ In two{loop Q CD , to approxim ate, to high
accuracy, three{loop contrbutionsto QED vacuum polarization, using new analt‘yjlz‘—
ical results for,the smallm om entum {transfer lin i, combined w ith asym ptotic2dd
and threshok¥® results. Related contrbutions to the ﬁ?pr{ loop muon anom alous
m agnetic m om ent are com puted, to test an eva]uatj;:pné that was ugdertaken n
response to a previous discrepancy betw een num erical’ and analytica® work.

In the on{shell (O S) renom alization schem e of conventional Q ED , the renor-
m alized photon propagator has a denom inator (1 + (z)), where z  g?=4m ?,
w ith an electron m assm , and the vacuum polarization function, (z), vanishes at
z = 0. Non{rlhtivistic oonﬁjderatjon of the electron {positron system yields infor-
m ation abopyt the threshold® behaviour, asz ! 1. M,greover, the MS asym ptotic
behaviour?®, as z ! 1 , combined with relation® between the M S and O S
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schem es, yields two tem s of the asym ptotic expansion in pow ers ofl1=z.

T he crucialnew ingredient is our use of recurrence re]at:ons? to obtain the rst
three tem s of the gxpansion asz ! 0. Combining 6 analyticaldata w ith Padel"1d
(or hypergeom ett:lcﬂ u ) approxin ations, we sha]lproduoe reliable ts, forallz, and
hence check four{loop m uon{anom aly OOl’lU:jbutIOHS-

2. S5m all{m om entum behaviour
W e evaluated, to 3 Joops, the rst 3momentsin thez ! 0 expansion

@) = Canz"+0(%;

by intensive app]jcatjcla‘n of d{din ensional recurrence relations to three{loop m as—
sive vacuum diagram £, w ith propagators raised to powers up to 11, since up to
8 di erentiations w xrit. the externalm om entum g are required beﬁm?‘ setting it to
zero. T his put great dem ands on the RED UCE package RECURSOR¥Y, which used
80 M B ofm em ory, for 2 days, on a D ecA Ipha m achine, after hand{tuning the pro—
oedures, to m Inim ize recom putation of integrals, and to allow safe truncation In

S-. _d)=2. The qauge Invariance ofC; and C, wasveri ed forall". AfterOS

mas&--a and charge. renomm alization, we obtained the nie " ! 0 lim is
n
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where we llow comm on pracljoeé, by allow ing for N degenerate leptons. In pure
QED,N = 1; form ally, the powersofN serve to count the num ber ofelectron ]oopl$.
O urprincipalinterest, for consideration of four{loop m uon {anom aly oonu:butjonﬁ,
is M 3= 3, the three{loop contrbutionsto  that nvolve a singk elkctron boop.
The moments of |7(z) are given by the coe cients of N 3= 3. @ e shall not
need theN ? °= 2 tem s in Section 6, since the m uon {angm aly contrbutions ofthe
diagram s w ith two electron loops are better understoodb‘i‘g J)
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3. Large{m om entum behaviour

T he situation regarding the z ! 1 behalyjour of (z) was unclear, until re—
cently, becaqse three{loop MS QCD ];esuliﬁ had been altered, whilke obtaining
QED J:esultsg in the belief mow know ¥ to bem istaken) that the form er contained
errors. Further ca]cu]athnEq con med the QCD results? and hence invalidated
the O (I=z) QED J:esultﬁ A ccordingly, we thought it prudent to derive the O S
asym ptotic behaviour ourselves, from rst principles, Lszng the REDUCE package
SLICER, which had,been w ritten speci cally to check? the Jeadm,q, m assless, M S
behaviour, obtaine w ith the SCHOON SCH I packageM INCERY

In our ab initio derivation ofthe asym ptotic O S resul for 3[1], we used neither
theM S schem e, norM INCER . Instead, the asym ptotic expansion of the bare dia—
gram swas obtained, In d din ensions, using SLICER , and the bare charge and m ass
w ere transform ed"d_Jrect]y to the physical charge and m ass, using m ultiplicative O S
renom alizations%} i, obtained by RECURSOR . Setting "= 0, we cbtained a nite
O S resul of the form

5 Z)=A @)+ B @=2+ 0 L°=2%);

whereL. In( 4z)= In( ¢f=m?) and
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Using nite transom ations?3 from physical to M S {renom alized quantities, one
obtaing, from our O S result, an MS asym ptotic behaviour identical to that which
wouldt’ have been obtained from the QCD analysis, had i not been m jscorrected
in the course ofger:iyjng QED resull‘tg A s a result of our, and othef-lg-, work, a
(second) erratum £ to the QED work?® was issued.

In conclusion, we are,con dent ofour O S QRED result, since it is quite indepen—

dent of previous workd®19 and, eventua]]y'i”'_1 !, In agreem ent w ith them .

4. Threshold behaviour

T he leading threshold behaviour, at 3 loops, is determ ined by non { relativistic quan-—
tum m egyanios: Vey=2% °0 2 +0m@ z),asz! 1.Moreover it
appearsg 1 thata s&onger statem ent can bem ade, nam ely that the rst relativistic
correction to the spectral density, (t) Imn (t+ 0)= , at any given order n ,

is cancelled In the combination 1+ 4 = ) (). At the two{loop lvel, the exact
relativistic resultscon m that , )+ 4 1) = %+ O (v*) is freeofa tem of st

orderinv (1 1=t)'"2. The corresponding cancellation at 3 loops is expectedt?

toocaurn v( M+ 4 ,) = = %+ 0 ), inplying that
1] >
Iim z)+ 4 4 ———— = constant; 6
i 3 (z) 2() 24 (1 Z)1=2 (©)

w ith an unknown value for the constant, but no logarithm ic sihgularity.
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5. A pproxim ation m ethod

W e express the analytical results @{:ﬁ) as properties of the com bination

N[l]() [1]()+4 @)+ @ 1G (@) 9G()+ 31+229 229 173

Z Z z Z z) -— Z — — — —;

: 3 2 4 16 32z 32z 96
where G (z) ,F1 1;1;3;z isgiven by (z* z) '“?arcsinh( z)'"?, on the nega-

tive real axis, and the two{loop tem , ; (z), is quadratic n G (z) and Involves a
trilogarithm # and its derivative.
T he data are conveniently encoded by the m om ents
1

M @) ~ )

1 tn+1

of the spectral density of”3[l]. At anall z, we have ~3[1](z) nsoM @)z" and

hence obtain M (1), M (2),M (3) from the coe cients of N 3= 3 in the results of
Egs @;_2,:;) forthem om entsof (z), after taking account of the known m om ents of
the additionalterm s in Eqgq (lrj.) . At large z, the logarithm ic singularities of these ad—
ditionaltem s cancel, by delbberate construction, those ofEgs @,E) , whose constant
term s therefore determ ne M (0) and M ( 1), respectively. F inally, the threshold
Coulomb singularity ofEqg (:_d) gives the Jarge{n behaviour of the ratio

M (n) 4 Za dt Mn+1
= —+ 0 (I=n); C m) ) =

R @) Ch) 24 , w13

14

NI

n+ 2

where C (n) isthe moment of a spectraldensity +' () t 2 1) 2, wiha

coulom bic 1=v threshold singularity and the sam e convergence properties, at large t,
as ~3[l] (t) . Notethat a furtherdatum , nam ely the absence ofa logarithm ic singularity
n Eq (:_é), corresponds to the absence ofan O (1=n'"?) temn M R M), asn ! 1,

partly accounting for the rem arkable uniform iy of our nalanalytical database:

R(1)= 2 m2 2 ,+8£:+8:+24 = 3:473721028 889
RO= 2 n2 2 .+, 2,430 = 4:087577319347
R@A)= 2 n2 3 ,+ 33305 .4 3995 = 4:188975919282
R ()= % n2 % 5+ 314107093614089 5 7223289847181732603 = 4216954083059
RO)= 3 m2 § oo+ M, SUANED - 4224481561719

R@AL)= 25, = 4058712126417

which hasbeen ¢btained from 3 quite disparate regin es.

Now wem aplf the cut z{plane onto the unit disk, and de ne a m apped fiinction

4!

which is analytic for j! j< 1, with the cut m apped to the unit circle. The 6 data
then detem ine £P ( 1);P (0);P °(0);P ©(0);P ®(0);P (1)g, allow ing us to construct
R/3]and [B/2] P ade approxin ants, w ith benign poles outside the unit disk, and
In agihary parts on the unit circle that accurately approxin ate the spectraldensity.
T he di erences between these two approxim ations are very an all, forall j' j 1.

~ 11

P (!) e ~May @®)

@+ 1)
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6. Four{loop contribution to the M uon A nom alousM agnetic M om ent

O ur sin ple rational approxin ationsto P (! ) reproduce, exactly, allknown data on

3[1], aswe]la‘ls its analyticity structure. W e now use them to calculate the four{loop
contribution®, a = Al 4= %, to themuon anomaly, @=2 1) , due to insertion
ofthree{loop, sihgle{electron { loop vacuum polarization diagram s into the one{loop
anom aly diagram . A typicaldiagram is

4

T he resulting coe cient of ‘= ¢ in the muon anom aly is given byt4

zZ 1 2 2

L] L m Yy
A, = dy 1 z); z= — :
4 . vyl y) 5 @ mZl y

)

W e calculate the integralusing [3/2], R/3], and R/2]Pade approxin antsto P (!).
In the R/2] approxin antswe om it a piece of data from each regin e, cbtaining

Input all all om it Eqgq z_ﬂ) om it Eqg ("g') om it Eqgq (:§)

Pade B=2] R=3] R;2] 2=2] k=2]
AE] 023036220 | 023036218 | 023036042 | 0223036694 | 023036149

wih amuonmassm = 206:768262m . T he stability is rem arkable: changing the
Pade method from [3/2] to R/3] changes the output by 1 part in 107; rem oving
a piece of data, from any of the 3 regim es, changes i by no m ore than 2 parts
in 10°. The in provem ent from using 6 inputs, as opposed to 5, is greatest in the
case of including the asym ptotic resul ofEqg zfi) . In contrast, the Coulom b datum ,
R@ )= ﬁ 4, in proves the result by only 3 parts in 10°, since the m uon {anom aly
Integral (:_Si) Involvesonly space{lkem om enta. T he sm allnessofour soread ofresuts
dem onstrates a high degree of consistency in the input, m aking the possbility of
analytical error very rem ote. Being conservative, w e take the range of R/2] resuls
asameasure gfourunoertajnty, and arrive at A E] = 0230362 (5), to be com pared
with a recent? M onte{C arbo result, A, ' = 02415(19), obtained using VEGAS, in
preference to RIW IAD which gave? a grossly discrepant valie, am ended® i the
light of a renom alization {group analysi€®). In visualtem s, the com parison is

1 S | S A4

-0240 -0235 0230
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To verify that this discrepancy is not an artifact of the Pade m ethod, we also
fried a hypergeom etric?™l m ethod, ie.a polynom &l t to ~3[1] ()= 3[C] © =5 ‘=

w1 G V¥, with 5 coe cients, xedby R ) = ‘= |« %n+2= el o

A sm ightbe expected, the resultant tto the spectraldensity 3[1] (t) was less an ooth
than in our Pade m ethods. N evertheless, the shift in the value for AE] was two
orders of m agniude less than the disagreem ent w ith the M onte{C arlo resul.

In conclusion, we stress that the analytical data of Egs (1{6) exhibit a high
degree of intemal consistency, m aking it m ost unlikely that any ofthem is in error.
P ade approxin ants for the m apping @) of the well{behaved fiinction (’_’2) enable us
to evaluate the muon{anom aly contribution @) w ith an uncertainty of 2 parts in
10°. Our resukt is Jp‘. reasonable agreem ent w ith a recent, lower{precision, M onte{
Carb re{evaliation?, whose uncertainties appear to have been underestin ated by
a factor of 6, which is a great ig provem ent on I‘ghe situation revealed by a previous
discrepancy between analytica® and num erical’ work.
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