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Three{loop contributionsto m assive Q ED vacuum polarization are evaluated by a com -

bination ofanalyticaland num ericaltechniques. The �rst three Taylor coe�cients,at

sm allq2,areobtained analytically,using d{dim ensionalrecurrencerelations.Com bining

thesewith analyticalinputatthreshold,and atlargeq2,an accuratePad�eapproxim ation

is obtained,for allq2. Inserting this in the one{loop diagram for the m uon anom alous

m agnetic m om ent,we �nd reasonable agreem ent with four{loop,single{electron{loop,

m uon{anom aly contributions,recently re{evaluated by K inoshita,using 8{dim ensional

M onte{Carlo integration. W e believe that our new m ethod is at least two orders of

m agnitude m ore accurate than the M onte{Carlo approach,whose uncertainties appear

to have been underestim ated,by a factor of6.

1. Introduction

W edescribeam ethod,previouslytested1 in two{loop Q CD,toapproxim ate,tohigh

accuracy,three{loop contributionsto Q ED vacuum polarization,using new analyt-

icalresultsforthe sm allm om entum {transferlim it,com bined with asym ptotic2;3;4

and threshold5 results. Related contributions to the four{loop m uon anom alous

m agnetic m om ent are com puted,to test an evaluation6 that was undertaken in

responseto a previousdiscrepancy between num erical7 and analytical8 work.

In the on{shell(O S) renorm alization schem e ofconventionalQ ED,the renor-

m alized photon propagator has a denom inator (1 + �(z)), where z � q2=4m 2,

with an electron m assm ,and the vacuum polarization function,�(z),vanishesat

z = 0. Non{relativistic consideration ofthe electron{positron system yieldsinfor-

m ation aboutthe threshold5 behaviour,as z ! 1. M oreover,the M S asym ptotic

behaviour3;4, as z ! � 1 ,com bined with relations8;9 between the M S and O S
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2 Three{loop Q ED Vacuum Polarization ...

schem es,yieldstwo term softhe asym ptoticexpansion in powersof1=z.

Thecrucialnew ingredientisouruseofrecurrencerelations9,to obtain the�rst

threeterm softhe expansion asz ! 0.Com bining 6 analyticaldata with Pad�e1;10

(orhypergeom etric1;11)approxim ations,weshallproducereliable�ts,forallz,and

hencecheck four{loop m uon{anom aly contributions6.

2. Sm all{m om entum behaviour

W e evaluated,to 3 loops,the �rst3 m om entsin the z ! 0 expansion

�(z)=
X

n> 0

Cn z
n + O (�4);

by intensive application ofd{dim ensionalrecurrence relations to three{loop m as-

sive vacuum diagram s9,with propagators raised to powers up to 11,since up to

8 di�erentiationsw.r.t.the externalm om entum q are required before setting itto

zero.Thisputgreatdem andson theREDUCE packageRECURSO R 9,which used

80 M B ofm em ory,for2 days,on a DecAlpha m achine,afterhand{tuning the pro-

cedures,to m inim ize recom putation ofintegrals,and to allow safe truncation in

"= (4� d)=2.The gauge invariance ofC1 and C2 wasveri�ed forall".AfterO S

m ass12;13 and charge9 renorm alization,weobtained the �nite "! 0 lim its

C1 =

n

N
2
�
8
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�2 +

203

864
�3 �

11407

11664

�

+ N
��
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ln2
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�
;
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n

N
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�
16

35
�2 +

14203

73728
�3 �

1520789

1658880

�

+ N
�
6

7

�

1� 8

5
ln2

�

�2 +
4857587
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223404289
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o
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�2
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N
�

�
;

C3 =

n

N
2
�
128

315
�2 +

12355

55296
�3 �

83936527

93312000
)
�

+ N
�
16

21

�

1� 8

5
ln2

�

�2 +
33067024499

206438400
�3 �

885937890461

4644864000

�o �3

�3
(3)

+ 249916

496125
N
�2

�2
+ 64

945
N
�

�
;

where we follow com m on practice8,by allowing forN degenerate leptons.In pure

Q ED,N = 1;form ally,thepowersofN servetocountthenum berofelectron loops.

O urprincipalinterest,forconsideration offour{loop m uon{anom alycontributions6,

is�
[1]

3
�3=�3,the three{loop contributionsto � thatinvolvea single electron loop.

The m om ents of�
[1]

3
(z) are given by the coe�cients ofN � 3=�3. (W e shallnot

need theN 2�3=�3 term sin Section 6,sincethem uon{anom aly contributionsofthe

diagram swith two electron loopsarebetterunderstood8;14.)
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3. Large{m om entum behaviour

The situation regarding the z ! � 1 behaviour of �(z) was unclear, untilre-

cently, because three{loop M S Q CD results2 had been altered, while obtaining

Q ED results3,in thebelief(now known4 to bem istaken)thattheform ercontained

errors. Further calculation15 con�rm ed the Q CD results2 and hence invalidated

the O (1=z) Q ED results3. Accordingly,we thought it prudent to derive the O S

asym ptotic behaviourourselves,from �rstprinciples,using the REDUCE package

SLICER,which had been written speci�cally to check8 the leading,m assless,M S

behaviour,obtained3 with the SCHO O NSCHIP packageM INCER 16.

In ourab initio derivation oftheasym ptoticO S resultfor�
[1]

3
,weused neither

the M S schem e,norM INCER.Instead,the asym ptotic expansion ofthe bare dia-

gram swasobtained,in d dim ensions,using SLICER,and thebarechargeand m ass

weretransform ed directly to thephysicalchargeand m ass,using m ultiplicativeO S

renorm alizations9;13,obtained by RECURSO R.Setting "= 0,we obtained a �nite

O S resultofthe form

�
[1]

3
(z)= A(z)+ B (z)=z+ O (L3

=z
2);

whereL � ln(� 4z)= ln(� q2=m 2)and

A(z) = � 121

192
+ 5

2
�5 �

99

64
�3 + 2

�

ln2� 5

8

�

�2 +
1

32
L ; (4)

B (z) = 139

48
� 35

24
�5 �

41

48
�3 + 3

�

ln2� 5

8

�

�2 �
3

32

�

L � 6L2
�

: (5)

Using �nite transform ations9;12 from physicalto M S{renorm alized quantities,one

obtains,from ourO S result,an M S asym ptotic behaviouridenticalto thatwhich

would17 havebeen obtained from theQ CD analysis2,had itnotbeen m iscorrected

in the course ofderiving Q ED results3. As a result ofour,and other15,work,a

(second)erratum 4 to the Q ED work3 wasissued.

In conclusion,wearecon�dentofourO S Q ED result,sinceitisquiteindepen-

dentofpreviousworks2;3;15 and,eventually4;17,in agreem entwith them .

4. T hreshold behaviour

Theleadingthreshold behaviour,at3loops,isdeterm ined by non{relativisticquan-

tum m echanics:�
[1]

3
(z)= 1

24
�5(1� z)� 1=2 + O (ln(1� z)),asz ! 1. M oreover,it

appears5;18 thatastrongerstatem entcan bem ade,nam ely thatthe�rstrelativistic

correction to the spectraldensity,�(t)� Im �(t+ i0)=�,atany given orderin �,

is cancelled in the com bination (1 + 4�=�)�(t). At the two{loop level,the exact

relativisticresultscon�rm that�2(t)+ 4�1(t)= �2 + O (v2)isfreeofa term of�rst

orderin v � (1� 1=t)1=2. The corresponding cancellation at3 loopsisexpected18

to occurin v(�
[1]

3
+ 4�2)=

1

24
�4 + O (v2),im plying that

lim
z! 1

�

�
[1]

3
(z)+ 4� 2(z)�

�5

24(1� z)1=2

�

= constant; (6)

with an unknown value forthe constant,butno logarithm icsingularity.
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5. A pproxim ation m ethod

W e expressthe analyticalresults(1{6)aspropertiesofthe com bination

~�
[1]

3
(z)� �

[1]

3
(z)+ 4� 2(z)+ (1� z)G (z)

�

9

4
G (z)+

31

16
+
229

32z

�

�
229

32z
�
173

96
; (7)

where G (z)� 2F1
�

1;1;3
2
;z
�

isgiven by (z2 � z)� 1=2arcsinh(� z)1=2,on the nega-

tive realaxis,and the two{loop term ,� 2(z),is quadratic in G (z) and involvesa

trilogarithm 8 and itsderivative.

The data areconveniently encoded by the m om ents

M (n)�

Z
1

1

dt

tn+ 1
~�
[1]

3
(t)

ofthe spectraldensity of ~�
[1]

3
. Atsm allz,we have ~�

[1]

3
(z)=

P

n> 0
M (n)zn and

hence obtain M (1),M (2),M (3)from the coe�cientsofN � 3=�3 in the resultsof

Eqs(1,2,3)forthem om entsof�(z),aftertaking accountoftheknown m om entsof

theadditionalterm sin Eq (7).Atlargez,thelogarithm icsingularitiesofthesead-

ditionalterm scancel,by deliberateconstruction,thoseofEqs(4,5),whoseconstant

term s therefore determ ine M (0) and M (� 1),respectively. Finally,the threshold

Coulom b singularity ofEq (6)givesthe large{n behaviourofthe ratio

R(n)�
M (n)

C (n)
=
�4

24
+ O (1=n); C (n)�

Z
1

1

dt

tn+ 1
�
[c]

3
(t)=

(1)n+ 1
�
1

2

�

n+ 2

;

where C (n)isthe m om entofa spectraldensity �
[c]

3
(t)� t� 3=2(t� 1)� 1=2,with a

coulom bic1=vthreshold singularityand thesam econvergenceproperties,atlarget,

as~�
[1]

3
(t).Notethatafurtherdatum ,nam elytheabsenceofalogarithm icsingularity

in Eq (6),correspondsto the absence ofan O (1=n1=2) term in R(n),as n ! 1 ,

partly accounting forthe rem arkableuniform ity ofour�nalanalyticaldatabase:

R(� 1)= � 3

2

�

ln2� 5

8

�

�2 +
41

96
�3 +

35

48
�5 +

911

384
= 3:473721028889

R(0)= � 3

2

�

ln2� 5

8

�

�2 +
1065

256
�3 �

15

8
�5 +

307

256
= 4:087577319347

R(1)= � 3

2

�

ln2� 5

8

�

�2 +
113905

36864
�3 +

35551

55296
= 4:188975919282

R(2)= � 3

2

�

ln2� 5

8

�

�2 +
34003109

1179648
�3 �

7229411363

238878720
= 4:216954083059

R(3)= � 3

2

�

ln2� 5

8

�

�2 +
33067024499

167772160
�3 �

6144308789323

26424115200
= 4:224481581719

R(1 )= 15

4
�4 = 4:058712126417

which hasbeen obtained from 3 quite disparateregim es.

Now wem ap1 thecutz{planeonto theunitdisk,and de�nea m apped function

P (!)�
1� !

(1+ !)2

�

~�
[1]

3
(z)� ~�

[1]

3
(1 )

�

; z =
4!

(1+ !)2
; (8)

which isanalytic forj!j< 1,with the cutm apped to the unitcircle. The 6 data

then determ ine fP (� 1);P (0);P 0(0);P 00(0);P 000(0);P (1)g,allowing usto construct

[2/3]and [3/2]Pad�e approxim ants1,with benign polesoutside the unitdisk,and

im aginary partson theunitcirclethataccurately approxim atethespectraldensity.

Thedi�erencesbetween these two approxim ationsarevery sm all,forallj!j� 1.
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6. Four{loop contribution to the M uon A nom alous M agnetic M om ent

O ursim ple rationalapproxim ationsto P (!)reproduce,exactly,allknown data on

�
[1]

3
,aswellasitsanalyticity structure.W enow usethem tocalculatethefour{loop

contribution6,a� = A
[1]

4
�4=�4,to the m uon anom aly,(g=2� 1)�,due to insertion

ofthree{loop,single{electron{loop vacuum polarization diagram sinto theone{loop

anom aly diagram .A typicaldiagram is
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Theresulting coe�cientof� 4=�4 in the m uon anom aly isgiven by14

A
[1]

4
= �

Z 1

0

dy(1� y)�
[1]

3
(z); z = �

m 2
�

4m 2

y2

1� y
: (9)

W e calculatethe integralusing [3/2],[2/3],and [2/2]Pad�eapproxim antsto P (!).

In the [2/2]approxim antswe om ita pieceofdata from each regim e,obtaining

Input all all om itEq (3) om itEq (5) om itEq (6)

Pad�e [3=2] [2=3] [2;2] [2=2] [2=2]

� A
[1]

4
0:23036220 0:23036218 0:23036042 0:23036694 0:23036149

with a m uon m assm � = 206:768262m .The stability isrem arkable:changing the

Pad�e m ethod from [3/2]to [2/3]changes the output by 1 part in 107;rem oving

a piece ofdata,from any ofthe 3 regim es,changes it by no m ore than 2 parts

in 105. The im provem entfrom using 6 inputs,asopposed to 5,is greatestin the

caseofincluding theasym ptoticresultofEq (5).In contrast,theCoulom b datum ,

R(1 )= 1

24
�4,im provestheresultby only 3 partsin 106,sincethem uon{anom aly

integral(9)involvesonlyspace{likem om enta.Thesm allnessofourspread ofresults

dem onstrates a high degree ofconsistency in the input,m aking the possibility of

analyticalerrorvery rem ote.Being conservative,wetakethe rangeof[2/2]results

asa m easureofouruncertainty,and arriveatA
[1]

4
= � 0:230362(5),to becom pared

with a recent6 M onte{Carlo result,A
[1]

4
= � 0:2415(19),obtained using VEG AS,in

preference to RIW IAD (which gave7 a grossly discrepant value,am ended6 in the

lightofa renorm alization{group analysis8).In visualterm s,the com parison is

-

-0.240 -0.235 -0.230

A
[1]

4
s

K inoshita{93
s

thiswork
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To verify thatthis discrepancy isnotan artifactofthe Pad�e m ethod,we also

tried a hypergeom etric1;11 m ethod,i.e.a polynom ial�tto ~�
[1]

3
(t)=�

[c]

3
(t)� 1

24
�4 =

P

k> 1
ck v

k,with 5 coe�cients,�xed by R(n)� 1

24
�4 =

P

k
ck
�
1

2

�

n+ 2
=
�
k+ 1

2

�

n+ 2
.

Asm ightbeexpected,theresultant�ttothespectraldensity�
[1]

3
(t)waslesssm ooth

than in our Pad�e m ethods. Nevertheless,the shift in the value for A
[1]

4
was two

ordersofm agnitude lessthan the disagreem entwith the M onte{Carlo result.

In conclusion,we stress that the analyticaldata ofEqs (1{6) exhibit a high

degreeofinternalconsistency,m aking itm ostunlikely thatany ofthem isin error.

Pad�eapproxim antsforthem apping (8)ofthewell{behaved function (7)enableus

to evaluate the m uon{anom aly contribution (9) with an uncertainty of2 parts in

105. O urresultisin reasonable agreem entwith a recent,lower{precision,M onte{

Carlo re{evaluation6,whose uncertaintiesappearto have been underestim ated by

a factorof6,which isa greatim provem enton the situation revealed by a previous

discrepancy between analytical8 and num erical7 work.

A cknow ledgem ents

W earegratefultoK .G .Chetyrkin,A.L.K ataevand V.A.Sm irnov,fordiscussions

ofasym ptotic behaviour,to M .B.Voloshin,fordiscussion ofthreshold behaviour,

to T.K inoshita,for correspondence on the m uon anom aly,and to A.C.Hearn,

for adapting REDUCE19 to suit the needs ofRECURSO R.(The �le to update

REDUCE 3.5 isobtained by asking reduce-netlib@ rand.org to ‘send patches.red’.)

R eferences

1. D .J.Broadhurst,P.A.Baikov,V.A.Ilyin,J.Fleischer,O .V.Tarasov,V.A.Sm irnov,

Phys.Lett.B 329 (1994)103.

2. S.G .G orishny,A.L.K ataev,S.A.Larin,Nuovo Cim ento 92A (1986)119.

3. S.G .G orishny,A.L.K ataev,S.A.Larin,Phys.Lett.B 273 (1991)141;

S.G .G orishny,A.L.K ataev,S.A.Larin,Phys.Lett.B 275 (1992)512 (Erratum # 1).

4. S.G .G orishny,A.L.K ataev,S.A.Larin,Phys.Lett.B 341 (1995)448 (Erratum # 2).

5. B.H.Sm ith,M .B.Voloshin,Phys.Lett.B 324 (1994)117;B 333 (1994)564(Erratum ).

6. T.K inoshita,Phys.Rev.D 47 (1993)5013.

7. T.K inoshita,B.Nizic,Y.O kam oto,Phys.Rev.D 41 (1990)593.

8. D .J.Broadhurst,A.L.K ataev,O .V.Tarasov,Phys.Lett.B 298 (1993)445.

9. D .J.Broadhurst,Z.Phys.C 54 (1992)559.

10. D .J.Broadhurst,J.Fleischer,O .V.Tarasov,Z.Phys.C 60 (1993)287.

11. P.A.Baikov,V.A.Ilyin,V.A.Sm irnov,Phys.At.Nucl.B 56(11) (1993)1527.

12. N.G ray,D .J.Broadhurst,W .G rafe,K .Schilcher,Z.Phys.C 48 (1990)673.

13. D .J.Broadhurst,N.G ray,K .Schilcher,Z.Phys.C 52 (1991)111.

14. D .J.Broadhurst,Z.Phys.C 58 (1993)339.

15. K .G .Chetyrkin,A.K wiatkowski,Z.Phys.C 59 (1993)525.

16. S.G .G orishny,S.A.Larin,F.V.Tkachov,INR P{0330 (1984);

S.G .G orishny,S.A.Larin,L.R.Surguladze,F.V.Tkachov,

Com put.Phys.Com m un.55 (1989)381.

17. A.L.K ataev,private com m unication.

18. M .B.Voloshin,private com m unication.

19. A.C.Hearn,RED UCE User’sM anual,Version 3.5,Rand publication CP78 (1993).


