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A bstract

T he next-next+to-Jeading order Q CD corrections to thee' e anniilation into

hadronsare considered. T he stability ofthe predictionsw ith respect to change

of the renomm alization schem e is discussed In detail for the case of wve, four
and three active quark avors. The analysis is based on the recently pro-—
posed condition for selecting renomm alization schem es according to the degree

of cancellation that they introduce in the expression for the schem e nvariant

com bination ofthe expansion coe cients. It is dem onstrated that the schem e

dependence am biguiy in the predictions obtained w ith the conventional ex—

pansion is substantial, particularly at lower energies. It is shown however,

that the stability of the predictions is greatly im proved when QCD correc—

tions are evaluated In a m ore precise way, by utilizing the contour integral
representation and calculating num erically the contour integral.

PACS 1238+, 1238Cy, 1360HDb

E-m ail: praczka@ fuw edu pl


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602245v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602245

1 Introduction

In a series of recent papers []-8] a m ethod has been presented for a system atic
analysis of the renom alization schem e R S) am biguiies in the next-next-to-leading
NNLO) perturbative Q CD predictions. Ik was em phasized in ﬂj, 2, :3] that besides
giving predictions in som e preferred renom alization schem e one should also inves-
tigate the stability of the predictions when the param eters determm ning the schem e
are changed in som e acoeptable range. The m ethod discussed In i, &, 3] involves a
soeci ¢ condition that allow s one to elim inate from the analysis the renom alization
schem es that give rise to unnaturally large expansion coe cients. The condition
on the acosptable schem es is based on the existence in NNLO of the RS nvariant
com bination of the expansion coe cients, which is characteristic for the considered
physical quantity. The m ethod of fI,, 2, 3] has been applied to the Q CD corrections
to the B prken sum rule for the polarized structure fiinctions 3] and to the QCD
corrections to the total hadronic w idth of the tau lpton I, 2, 41.
In this note we apply thism ethod to the QCD correction to R+ ratio:
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which received considerabk attention In recent years §1-27]. W e show that a
straightforw ard application ofthe condition proposed in [I;, 4, 3] to the conventional
perturbative expression for the QCD e ects In the R+ matio exhbits a rather
strong RS dependence, even at high energies. Looking for in provem ent and m oti-
vated by the analysis ofthe corrections to the tau decay [}, 2,28,29, 4], we calculate
the QCD correction to the R+ . ratio by using the contour integral representation
Bd,131] and evaluating the contour integralnum erically. In thisway we resumm to
all orders som e of the so called ? corrections, which appear as a resul of analytic
continuation of the expression for the hadronic vacuum polarization function from
sacelike to tin elkke m om enta 32, 33]. Such corrections constitute a dom inant con—
tribution in the NN LO . U sing the in proved expression we perform sin ilar analysis
as In the case of the conventional expansion. W e nd that the predictions cbtained
by num erical evaluation of the contour Integral show extrem ely good stability w ith
respect to change ofthe RS.

The results reported here have been announced in ] and brie y descriced in
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2 & and theproblem ofrenorm alization schem e
am bigu ity

Away from the thresholds, neglcting the e ects of the quark m asses and the elec—
troweak corrections, the fomula orRe . may be written In the fom :

X
Ree 6)=3 QI+ oc 6B @)
f

where Q ¢ denotes the electric charge of the quark w ith the avor £ and .. isthe
QCD correction. The renom alization group in proved NNLO expression for ..

has the fom :
@)
et e
wherea( ?) = g ( %)= ?) isthe coupling constant, satisfying the renom alization
group equation:

5)= a@) [L+ na(s) + na’E); 3)

da 2 2
— = Dba’ 1+ ga+ oa’): “)

T he perturbative result for e(f)e isusually expressed In theM odi ed M inim al Sub-

traction M S) renom alization schem e, ie. using theM S renom alization convention
B4lwih *= s.IntheM S schene wehave 33,7, 8l:

7' = 1:985707 0:115295n;; &)
25 = 18242692 4215847n. + 0086207n% +
+ 579 b =2)%=3; 6)

where the £5™9 term i fzﬁ represents the so called avor singlet contribution :

p
ang ( £Qe)? 55 5
L, "= P/ S &3 7 7)
£Qf 216 9

which arises from the light-by-light scattering type ofdiagram s ( 3 = 1202056903).
(It should be noted that the rst calculation of the NNLO correction [6] W as erro—
neous. The corrected result was published In B]. An independent evaluation was
reported in {]].) Forthe coe cients in the renom alization group equation we have
b= (33 2n¢)=6,c = (153 19n¢)=(66 4n¢) and B4l:

s _ 77139 15099n¢ + 325n%
288(33 2ng)

@)

For convenience we collect in Tablk 1 the num erical values of the expansion coe —
cients for various values ofng¢ .

BesidestheM S schem e other choices ofthe R S are of course possible, such as for
exam ple them om entum subtraction schem es [37]. A change in the RS m odi es the



ne | & | #° | £ | g g° :

2 | 175512 | 914055 | -0.08264 | 1.98276 | 5.77598 | -9.92498
3 | 163982 | 1028394 | 0.00000 | 1.77778 | 447106 | 1141713
4 | 152453 | -11.68560 | -0.16527 | 1.54000 | 3.04764 | -13.30991
5 | 140923 | -12.80463 | 0.03756 | 126087 | 147479 | -15.09262
6 | 129394 | 1427207 | 024791 | 0.92857 | 029018 | -17.43803

Tabl 1: Num erical values of the expansion coe cients r ; for e(f)e , obtained w ith
theM S renom alization convention and ? = s, orvariousnum bers ofquark avors.
T he m agnitude of the avor singlket contrbution r3™? is ssparately indicated. The
values of the RS mvariant 5 are calculated according to Eq. (@). The num erical
values of the coe cients ¢ ; in the renom alization group equation are Included for

com pleteness.

values of the expansion coe cients | the relevant form ulas have been collected for
example in [I]. (Thecoe cientsband c; areR S independent in the class ofm ass and
gauge independent scham es.) T he change in the expansion coe cients com pensates
for the nie renom alization of the coupling constant. O f course, n the given
order of perturbation expansion this com pensation m ay be only approxin ate, so
that there is som e num erical di erence In the perturbative predictions in various
schem es. This di erence is form ally of higher order in the coupling | i is0 @?)
for the NNLO expression | but num erically the di erence m ay be signi cant for
com parison of theoretical predictions w ith the experim entaldata. T here hasbeen a
lively discussion how to avoid this probkm , both in the generalcase B81H41] (ora
summ ary ofearly contrioutions see 42]) and in the particularcase of . [LL11H201.
(Som e of the early papers [[1}15] contain discussion of ' with the erroneous
value of the NNLO ocorrection reported in {§]. M uch of the mnitial interest in the
R S dependence of e(f)e cam e from the fact that this erroneous correction was very
large.) It seem sthat one ofthem ost Interesting propositions is to choose the schem e
according to the so called P rinciple of M inin al Sensitivity PM S) B9].

However, as was em phasized i fl, 2, 3], besides calculating the predictions in
som e preferred renom alization schem e, it is also In portant to investigate the stabil-
iy ofthe predictionsw ith respect to reasonable variations in the schem e param eters.
By calculating the variation in the predictions over som e set of a priori acosptable
schem es one obtains a quantitative estin ate of reliability of the optin ized predic—
tions. A system aticm ethod for analyzing the stability of predictionsw ith respect to
change ofthe renom alization schem e hasbeen presented in I}, 2,3]. Thism ethod is
based on the existence of the R S Invariant com bination of the expansion coe cients
3¢, 39,410
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which appears to be a natural RS independent characterization of the m agnitude
ofthe NNLO correction. W e adopt here the de nition ofthe RS Invariant used in
B8, 411, which di ers by a constant from the de nition of Stevenson [B9]: 5™ =

» C=4.The argum ents in favor ofEq. () have been given in [3].) The num erical
values of this Invarant in the case of .. , rdi erent values of n¢, are collected
In Tabke 1.

The , Ivariantm ay be used to elin lnate from the analysis the unnatural renor-

m alization schem es. T his is done by introducing a function , de ned on the space
of the expansion coe cients:

(i) = it it arnjt ri; 10)

which m easures the degree of cancellation In the expression or ,. An unnatural
renom alization schem e, which arti cially introduces large expansion coe cients,
would be In m ediately distinguished by a value of , which would be Jarge com pared
to j,.3. The function , de nes classes of equivalence of the perturbative approx—
In ants. If one has any preference for using a perturbative expression cbtained in
som e optim al schem e, one should also take Into account predictions cbtained in the
schem es which in ply the sam g, or am aller, cancellations in the expression for ,, ie.
which have the sam e, or an aller, value of ,. In particular, for the PM S scheme
wehave , 27j,j[B]. Therefore it appears that the set of schem es which generate
approxin ants satisfying , 27j,Jjisam inin alsst that hasto be taken into acoount
In the analysis of stability of the predictions w ith respect to change ofthe RS.M ore
generally, it is usefiill to use a condition on the allowed schem es in the fomm :

2 tinie) 1323 11)

where 1 1 is som e constant, which detemm ines how strong cancellations in the
expression for , we want to allow .

In this note we analyze the RS dependence of the NNLO predictions or o ,
using system atically the condition ((1). As in the previous papers [, 2, 3], we
use the r; and ¢ ooe cients as the two independent param eters characterizing
the freedom of choice of the approxin ants in the NNLO . To obtain the num erical
value of the running coupling constant we use the in plicit equation, which results
from integrating the renom alization group equation 4) w ith appropriate boundary
condition B41: |

b s T
Sh & =% S onm+ (@ice); (12)
MS
where !
b 1
@c)=agh — + —+cgh@a)+ 0 @): 13)
2 a

The explicit form of (@;c,) isgiven forexam ple in @3]. The appearanceof ;5 and
' 5 in the expression ([2) isa result of taking into acoount the so called Celn aster-
G onsalves relation [37] between the Jambda param eters in di erent schem es. This
relation is valid to all orders of perturbation expansion.



The region of the schem e param eters satisfying Eq. {I1) has sinple analytic
description. In thecase , < 0 and j,3> 2& (1+ 1)=1 1)? ket usde ne:
q

g = 9,30+ 1)=2; (14)
q

g% = [ g+ <+ 20+ 1DJiE2; 15)

&R = 5,50+ 1)=2; 16)

= F,30 1)=2; a7)

gt = af T+ & (18)

For ¢ > 0 the region of allowed param eters is bounded from above by the line
pining the points (J:mm 0), (rmm,c;“t), 0;& ), @ **;& %), @ **;0). Forg < 0
the region of allowed param eters is bounded from below by the lnes:
om) = f+d"™  ri” o 0 19)
o M) = rf+ on + C‘Q“jn for 0 n % (20)

In thecase , < Oand j,3< 2& 1+ 1)=Q1 1)? we should use instead:

20 = 3,50 1=Qa); ©1)
gt = @i S 22)
(23)

Forg > 0 the region of allow ed param eters is then bounded from above by the line
Piing the points (* *;0), ;& ), @ **;d ), *;0). For g, < 0 the region
of allow ed param eters is bounded from below by the line pining the points ¢ **;0)
and (& *;c"%), and the curves de ned in the previous case.

For , > c=4 the regin of the schem e param eters satisfying the Eq. @1) has
been described in B.

3 Estim ate of the RS am biguities in the conven-
tional expansion for 4.

Let us rst consider the case of ve active quark avors, which ism ost In portant
for experin ental determ ination of ;—-. The sam e corrections gives also a dom inant

QCD oontrbution to the hadronlc WJdth of the 2° boson. Forng = 5 we have

5 = 15:09262. In Fig. 1 we show the contour plot of ﬁ’e as a function of the

param etersr; and &, J‘brp s= Df—) = 75.W ehave indicated the region ofparam eters
satisfyings the condition (11) with 1= 2. For com parison, we also indicate the region
corresponding to 1= 3. The PM S prediction is represented in Fig. 1 by a saddle
pointatr; = 0408 and g = 23:154.W e see that the PM S param eters are close

to the approxin ate solution of the PM S equations §4]:

r]iMSZO(aPMS); éMS:_Z-l- O(PMS), (24)



and the PM S point lies indeed on the boundary of the 1= 2 region, as expected.
Com paring the values of ®  obtained for the scheme param eters n the 1= 2

ete

region we nd Br’ 5= 2= 75, that them nin alvalie s attained forr = 4376,
o = 155 and the m axin alvalue is attained forr; = 352, ¢ = 755. Forthe 1= 3
region we obtaln the m ininal value forr; = 549, ¢ = 817, and the maxinal
value forr; = 398, o = 15:09. In both cases the m axin al and m Inin al values are
attained at the boundary of the allowed region. Let us note, that the comm only
used M S schem e lies w ithin the 1= 2 region. o .

Perform ing sim ilar contour plots in the range 40 < ~ s= as < 200 we nd,
that the schem e param eters, for which e(f)e reaches extrem alvalues in the 1= 2;3
allowed regions, are practically independent of the P 5= % .

In Fig.2 we show how the m axin aland m inin al values of e(f)e In the 1= 2;3

allowed regions depend on p§= ) | We alo show the PM S prediction and the

_M S _
experin ental constraint =% 5= 316Gev) = 00527 00050 K8]. We nd

e e
that wih increasing P s= % the stchem e dependence is decreasing, as expected,

although it rem ains substantial even for high energies. Let us take for exam ple

= 9 = 162, corresponding to © _ pa95Gev | which is the value preferred

M s _ MSpP_
by theParticleD ata G roup {6] | and® 5= 316. Tn this case the sthem e variation

of e(f)e over the 1= 2 region is 5% ofthe PM S prediction, and forthe 1= 3 region
8% , com pared w ith 9% and 16% , resgpectively, J‘brp s= % = 75.However, when we

decrease P 5= % below 75 the schem e dependence increases rapidly, and it becom es

very large already brp s= % = 30. The scheam e dependence appears to be quite

large in the range of values of e(f)e relevant for tting the experin ental data. For
exam ple, the lne representing the m inin al values on the 1 = 2 region does not
reach the central experin ental value, which translates into a very large theoretical
uncertainty in the tted value of .

Forng = 4 wehave 5 = 13:30991. In Fi. 3 we show the contour plot of
e(f)e as a function of the param eters r; and o, J‘brp§= % = 30. Sin ilarly as

In the nf = 5 case we nd that the PM S prediction is well represented by the
approxin ate solution @4). The variation over the 1= 2 region is approxin ately
11% ofthe PM S prediction. In Fig. 4 we show the variation in the predictions for
e(f) when the schem e param eters are changed over the 1= 2 region, as a function
off>§= % It is evident that or & s= % an aller that 20, which is the range
relevant for tting the experim ental data, this varation becom es very large. (N ote
that analysis of experin ental data from several experin ents gives 5] 5% (8\Y s =
9Gev)= 0073 02024.)

Fially, forns = 3wehave 5 = 11:41713. InFig.5we show the contour plot

. p- s
of e(f)e as a function ofthe param eters r; and ¢, or™ s= 1\(43_)5; = 9. The varation

of the predictions over the 1= 2 region is approxin ately 28% ofthe PM S value. In

Fig.6we show the varation in the predictions for e(f)e w hen the schem e param eters

ete



are changed over the 1= 2 region, as a function ofp 5= B—)S W e observe that the

variation in the predictions starts to increase rapidly or s= ;43—)5 an aller than 9.

Let us summ arize our analysis of the predictions for .. obtained from the
conventional expansion. W e found that changing the renom alization schem e w ithin
a class of schem es which, according to our condition (11), appear to be as good as
the PM S schem e, we cbtain rather lJarge variation in the predictions. In som e cases
we may even speak about instability of the predictions w ith respect to change of
the renom alization schem e. This is in contrast w ith the statem ent in {1§], that the
conventional expansion ©r .. ishighly reliable. The conclusion found in {§] is
based on the dbservation, that or .. theM S prediction is very close to the PM S
prediction. The fact that the M S prediction is very close to the PM S prediction is
of course true | for exam pk in the scake of Fig. 2 the M S and PM S curves would
be di cul to distinguish. Sim ilar situation occurs for other values of n . Tt is
clear however, that there is no theoretical or phenom enoclogical m otivation to use
theM S-PM S di erence as a m easure of reliability of the perturbation expansion or
any physical quantity. T he fact that theM S prediction or .. isclosetothePM S
prediction is sin ply a coincidence, w ithout deeper signi cance for such problem s
as reliability of the predictions and good or bad convergence of the perturbation
expansion .

It is interesting to note that for very low energies the PM S predictions digolay
the nfrared xed point type ofbehavior [I8]. H owever, this type ofbehavior, which
In fact doesnot m anifest iself in the ns = 3 predictions untjlp s= % 25, isac-
com panied by a rapidly increasing R S dependence. It seem s therefore unreasonable
to put toomuch faith in the PM S prediction when even a very sm all change of the
schem e param eters dram atically m odi es the resul. These ram arks apply as well
to the case ng = 2.

4 Analysisofthe 2tem sin .

The strong RS dependence described above is som ew hat surprising. It m ay seem
understandable that the perturbation expansion is not reliable in the energy range
appropriate for exam pl for the n; = 3 regine. However, one would expect that
P s= 1\515_)3 of order 75 is lJarge enough for the perturbation series to be very well
behaved. The origin of the strong schem e dependence m ay be traced back to the
fact that the NNLO correction is relatively large, which is re ected by large value of
theRS fnvariant 5 . However, a m a pr contrbution to the NNLO correction com es
from the term which appears in the process of analytic continuation of perturbative
expression from spacelike to tin elike mom enta. To see clearly the signi cance of
such contrlbutions, and to show how onem ay treat them in an im proved way, it is
convenient to use the so called Adler fiinction E1]:

d
= 12 °d— @) 2
D () qquz @’ 25)
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where (g?) isthe transverse part ofquark electrom agnetic current correlator @):

@ = (g £+aq) @) (26)
@ = 1 d'%e® < 0T J ®)JI OV)P> : @7)

N eglecting the quark m ass e ects and electroweak correctionswem ay w rite:

X
D)=3 Q20+ p( A} 28)

f

where , ( o) denotes the QCD correction. The Adler fiinction iSRS invariant in
the form al sense, ie. i may be considered to be a physical quantity, despite the
fact that it cannot be directly m easured in the experin ent. In particular, p ( )
is renom alization group invariant, in contrast to (g?), which does not even satisfy
a hom ogenous renom alization group equation K8]. The Adler finction is directly
calculable In the perturbation expansion for spacelike m omenta. To express the
R. . ratio by the Adler finction one inverts the relation €5):

1 %4 D()
d —; 29)
12 2 ¢

@’ @)=

where ¢ is som e reference spacelike m om entum , and one utilizes the relation:

Rete (8)= 12 Im (s+i)=6—[(s+i) s 1i)]: (30)

1

In thisway one obtalns R+ (s) as a contour integral in the com plex m om entum
plane, w ith the A dler function under the integral B0, 311:

Z

1 D ()
Rete )= — d ——; @31)
2 1ic
where the contourC munsclockwisefrom = s i to = 0below the realpositive
axis,around = 0,andto = s+ 1 above the realpositive axis. T he integration

contour m ay be of course arbitrarily deform ed in the dom ain of analyticity of the
Adlr finction. A convenient choice isf = sexp( i )wih 2 [ ; ].Forthis

choice of the contour we obtain the follow ng sin ple relation between .. (8) and
p ( ): Lz . .
ete (s) = 2_ d D ( )j= sexp( i) 7 (32)

The conventional expression for . (S) may be recovered from this omula by
inserting under the contour integral an expansion of p ( ) I tem sofa(s):
n i

h
5 f=a@ 1+ & E2N( =) aG+ _
1 @]
+ % @+ 20)02)I( f=s)+ ©=2)° (n( =9))* a°6) ; (33



ng 5
2 | 928877
3 | 523783
4 | 0.96903
5 | 3.00693
6 | —71.36281

Tablk 2: Numerical values of the RS mvariant ) characterisitic for the QCD
correction to the Adlr function.

where #; denote the coe cients for expansion of p ( f) n temsofa( o). Eval
uating the trivial contour Integrals nvolving powers of n( =s), we obtain the
expression (3) with: |
b’
2
Thisinpliess § = 5 (o =2)?=3. In Tabk 2 we list the values of  for various
values ofn¢.

Num erically the contrbution of the ? tem is very large | for exam ple for
n; = Swehave 5 5 = 12:08570.

C ontributions proportionalto ? appear also in higher orders. W e have R§]:

|
t 2

1
n==%n; n==5% 3 (34)

5 b
o= B B+ P 35)
! !
t. 2ﬁ+7 f+lcf+ o 2+1 b 36)
r, = —c = o — - =
4 4 2 3 11 2 2 2 5 2 ’
The result for rs m ay be found .n R2]:
!
ba 110f+27f+4c§f+7 + 8ot + ~ bz+
rs = = —c —ao + 8¢ - —
5 5 3 3 2 12 1 2 12 2+1 2 3 2
|
+1 5# + 7 b 37)
- —aq =
5 120 2

(The di erence between r; and f; In higher orders was studied in 3, 26, 33].) Note
that the 2 corrections to f5 and #, are filly detemm ined by the NNLO expression
Pr p ( ). Taking into account that we have the follow ing expressions for the
higher order R S invariant com binations of the expansion coe cients d1]:

3 = G+ 23 4npn 2n rfcl + 2rf; (38)
4 = Gt 3r4 6r3r1 4r§ 3r1 3 4]:?_
(r, + er) 5+ llrzrf + ¢ @ 3nn+ rf): (39)



we obtain:

5 b

R D

= g = 40
3 3 3l 2 ’ ()

!2 !4
1 2 b

R D D

= Z8°%+7 - o+ = = 41
4 4 3( 2 =2 45 2 41)

The 2 tem s are quite sizeable num erically. For exam ple forns = 5 we have:
5 %= 764924; § = 211:025: 42)

It is evident that the temn s arising from the analytic continuation would m ake
a signi cant contrlboution to the RS invariants In any order of the perturbation
expansion.

Retuming to the evaluation of .. (s), we note that the procedure used to
cbtain the conventional resul treats the o dependence of , in the com plkx energy
plane in a rather crude way. A straightforward way to in prove this evaluation is
to use under the contour integral the renom alization group im proved expression
for ; (), analytically continued from the realnegative to the whole com plex
energy plane cut along the real positive axis. In other words, one should take Into
acoount the renom alization group evolution ofa( ) in the com plkx energy plane,
avoiding the expansion ofa( ) In temm sofa(s). In thisway one m akesm axin al
use of the renom alization group Invariance property of the Adler function. O f
course the Integralm ay be now done only num erically, and the resulting expression
for «. (s) isno longer a polynom ialin a(s), degpie the fact that only the NNLO
expression for the Adlr function is used. It is easy to convince onself that the
procedure outlined above is equivalent to the resumm ation | to allorders | ofthe

2 tem s that contain powers of b, ¢; and/or ¢,. (The summ ation of the lading
termm s proportionalto (b =2)* was discussed .n 33].)

T he in proved approach based on the contour Integralhasbeen in plem ented w ith
success In the case ofthe Q CD correctionsto the tau Jpton decay £§,29,4], where a
sin iarproblem of strong renom alization schem e dependence appears. It was found
that using the contour integral representation and evaluating the contour integral
num erically one obtains considerable im provem ent in the stability of predictions
w ith respect to change of RS R9, 4]. It is therefore of great interest to see whether
onem ay Inprove in thisway the predictions for .. .

5 Im proved evaluation of .
In this section we perform an analysis sin ilar to that in the Section 3, using now the

In proved predictions for . , obtained by evaluating num erically the contour inte—
gralin Eq. 82). Sin ilarly as in the case of the conventional perturbation expansion,

10



we begin wih the ng = 5 case. To show, how the in proved evaluation of e(f)e

fects itsR S dependence, we com pare the plots of e(f)e

values of o, with P s= Df—)s = 75, obtained w ith the conventional NNLO expression

Fig.7) and w ith the num erical evaluation of the contour ntegral Fig.8). W e see
that the predictions obtained by the num erical evaluation of the contour integral
have much amn aller RS dependence. In F ig. 8 we have also indicated the predictions
obtained with the conventional expansion supplem ented by the O @*) and 0 @°)
tem s given by Eq. 35) and Eq. 86). W e see that this type of sinple in prove-
m ent of the conventional expansion reproduces quite well the results cbtained from
exact contour integral, exoept for large negative r;. (clusion of only the O @*)
term does not give good approxin ation. Inclision of the O (@°) correction given by
Eqg. 87), which is of course only partially known at present, slightly in proves the
approxin ation for positive r; .)

In Fig. 9 we show the contour plt of e(f)e obtained from the expression (32)
ﬁ)rp§= ® — 75. In Fig. 9 we alo show the relevant regions of the scheme

param ete:bzqsssatjsiyjng the condition 1) with 1= 2;3. These regions are calculated
assum ing , = 5 , because the basic obct in the in proved approach is D(Z) . For
ng = 5wehave 5 = 300693, which ismudch gnaller in absolute value than .
C onsequently, the region of the allowed schem e param eters ism uch am aller than in
the analysis of the conventional NNLO approxin ant. T he In proved predictions for
o' e havea saddlepoint type ofbehaviorasa function ofr; and ¢,, where the saddle
point represents the PM S prediction. However, the location of the saddk pomnt is
com plktely di erent than In the case of conventional expansion. (The location of
the saddle point for the i proved expression is no longer a solution of the set of
the PM S equations given In [39], because the im proved approxin ant (32) is not
a polynom ial In the running coupling constant.) It is interesting that the PM S
point for the in proved expression lies very close to the point ; = 0 and ¢ =
150 = 451, which corresponds to the approxin ate value of the PM S param eters
if D(Z) is optin ized for spacelke m omenta. Let us note that the M S schem e lies
outside the 1= 2 region in this case. However, the M S prediction I the in proved
approach isvery close to the in proved PM S prediction: wehave 0.05279 and 0.05275
resoectively.
T he varation ofthe predictions over the 1= 2 region is0:3% ofthe PM S predic—
tion, and variation over the 1= 3 region is 05% ofthe PM S prediction. Even ifwe
take variation over the region corresponding to 1= 10 we cbtain only 2:5% change
In the predictions. W e see that the in proved prediction for .. showswonderfiil
stability with respect to change ofthe RS.From Fig.7 and Fig. 8 it is also clear,
that the di erence between NNLO and NLO PM S predictions is much sn aller in
the case of the in proved prediction | 0:9% ofthe NNLO resul ﬁ)rp 5= 1\(45_)5; = 75
| than in the case of the conventional expansion | 4:7% of the NNLO resul.
W e conclude therefore that the theoretical am biguities nvolved In the evaluation

of ¥ aremn fct very an all, provided that the analytic continuation e ects are

et e

af

as a function ofry, for several
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P 6 oFt;N N LO OE)t;N LO
25M ) 0.06799 | 0.06888
50 0.05753 | 0.05811
75 005275 | 005320
100 0.04981 | 0.05019
200 0.04389 | 0.04415
500 0.03791 | 0.03809

Tabl 3: Num erical values of the optim ized predictions for .. , obtained from
the contour integral expression (32) ©rng = 5. The PM S param eters are well
approxinated by r; = 0, = 155 NNLO)andr = 059 NLO).

treated w ith appropriate care. For com plkteness, we give in Tabl 3 the NNLO and
NLO PM S predictions in the im proved approach for several values of = s= ;45—)5

In the case of n¢ = 5 predictions it is Interesting how the inproved eval-
uation a ects the t to experimental data. Usihg the experim ental constraint
jf‘; (p§ = 316Gev) = 00527 00050 @3] and the inproved PM S prediction
we nd ;45—)5 = 0419 0:194GeV, whith is equivalent in the three loop approxi-
m ation to f S M 22) = 04319 00100. For com parison, using the conventional
©) 0:399G eV

expansion In the M S scheme we cbtain the central valie of ns =
(¥S5MZ) = 04308), whilk with the PM S prescription in the conventional ex—
pansion we get % = 0410Gev (M5 M 7) = 0:4314). W e see therefore that

In provam ent in the evaliation of e(f)e has snalle ect on the tted values of the
% param eter.

Forns = 4 wehave 5 = 0:96903, ie. the e ect of 2 corrections is even larger
than in thens = 5case. Thens = 4 case isin allrespects sin ilarto thens = 5 cass,
exoept forthe fact that the reduction in R S dependence seem stobe even stronger. In
Fig.1l0 andFig.11l we com pare theplotsof e(f)e asa function ofr; , for ssveralvalues
ofg,,wih P 5= ;44—)5 = 30, obtained w ith the conventional NN LO expression ( ig.10)
and w ith the num erical evaluation of the contour integral Fig.11). In Fig. 11 we
also show the predictions obtained with the conventional expansion supplem ented
by the O @*) and O (@°) tem s given by Eq. 8) and Eq. 88). (Inclusion of the
O @°) correction (37) does not in prove the approxin ation.) In Fig. 12 we show the
contour plot of the in proved prediction for ... obtained or - 5= % = 30. &
is Interesting that variation of the predictions over the 1= 2 region is extrem ely
an all, ofthe order of0:03% (!) ofthe PM S prediction. T he im proved prediction for
Ps 2 = 301 theM S schem e is 005902, quite close to the in proved PM S resuk
0.05907. The di erences with the resuls obtained in the conventional approach

again are not very big | using the conventional expansion we have 0.06025 In the

12



P @ opt;N N LO opt;N LO
M S et e et e

10 0.08108 | 0.08093

20 0.06574 | 0.06565

30 005907 | 0.05900

40 0.05508 | 0.05503

50 005233 | 0.05228

Tabl 4: Same as in Tabk 3, but orng = 4. The PM S parameter in NLO is
approxin ately r; = 0:71.

M S schem e and 0.05975 1 the NNLO PM S.In Tabk 4 we give num erical values of

the im proved predictions in the PM S schem e, or severalvalues of s= f—)s .We nd

that In the In proved approach the NNLO PM S predictions are very close to NLO
PM S predictions. W e see therefore that also forng = 4 the theoretical uncertainties
In the in proved predictions for .. are very small

Fially ket us consider the case of ny = 3. W e have then [ = 523783. In

Fig. 13 and Fig. 14 we com pare the plots of e(f)e as a function of ry, Por sveral

values of o, wih P s= 1\513_)3 = 9, obtained w ith the conventional NNLO expression

(Fig.13) and w ith the num erical evaluation ofthe contour integral Fig.14). Again,
we nd dram atic reduction in the RS dependence, despite rather Iow energy. It is
interesting that in the ny = 3 case the addition of * corrections given by Eq. 3)

and Eq. (36) does not result in the in provem ent of the conventional predictions. Tn

Fig.15we show the contourplot of e(f)e

P s= 1\(43_)5: = 9. Sin ilarly as for other num bers of avors we cbtain In the in proved

approach a very an allvariation in the predictionsw hen param eters are changed over
the 1= 2 region of param eters appropriate for D(Z) the variation is ofthe order of

0:8% ofthe PM S prediction 0.07756. W e have veri ed that this situation persists
down to p§= % = 4.) The inproved prediction n the M S scheme is 0.07719.
For com parison, in the conventional approach we obtain 0.08097 In the NNLO PM S
and 0.08244 in the NNLO M S scheme. In Tabk 5 we give num erical values of the
in proved predictions in the PM S scham e, or several values of  s= ;43—)5 W ith this
results we conclude, that the ng = 3 NNLO expression or .. , obtalhed by evalk-

uating the contour integral (32) num erically, has very sm all theoretical uncertainty,

even for rather am all values of P s= % . This sttuation is sim ilar to that found for
the QCD corrections to the tau decay RY,41.
T he behavior of e(f)e at very low energies and the problem of existence of the

xed point In the in proved approach would be discussed in a sgparate note B3].

obtained from the in proved expression for
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P 5N opt;N N LO opt;N LO
M S et e et e

5 009624 | 009421

7 008475 | 008312

9 007756 | 007619

11 007255 | 0.07136

13 0.06879 | 0.06774

Tabl 5: Same as in Tabk 3, but forns = 3. The PM S parameter in NLO is
approxin ately rn = 081.

6 Summ ary and conclusions

Sum m arizing, we have analyzed the RS dependence of the conventional NNLO ex—
pression or ... using a system atic m ethod described in I, 2, 3]. W e found rather
large variation in the predictions. W e have also investigated an in proved way of
calculating e(f)e , which relies on a contour integral representation for this quantity
and a num erical evaluation of the contour integral. W e found that the stability of

e(f)e w ith respect to change ofthe R S isgreatly in proved when the contour integral
approach isusad. A lso, In the In proved approach the di erence between optin ized
NNLO and NLO predictions was found to be much am aller than In the case of the
conventional expansion. W e conclide therefore that the theoretical uncertainties In
the NNLO QCD predictions for .. arevery amall, even at low energies, provided
that large 2 tem s, arising firom analytic continuation, are treated with due care.
W e cbserved that the optim ized predictions for .. , cbtained in the contour Inte—
gral approadh, lie In generalbelow the predictions from the optin ized conventional
expansion. However, forng = 5 the change in the t of ;45—)5 to the experin ental
result cam e out to be an all.

Note added. A fter this paper was com pkted, a relhted work was brought to
our attention BQ], in which the RS dependence ofthe Q CD corrections to the total
hadronic w idth of the Z boson is discussed. Tn B] it is observed, that by using the
contour integralto resumm the lJarge 2 contrbutions one reduces the scale depen—
dence of the QCD predictions. This result is in agreem ent w ith our cbservations,
since the dom inant contrdoution to 224 comes from expression denticalto o -
Let us note that the result reported in 5Q] was anticipated already in (). H owever,
the approach adopted in H(]di ers from our approach in severalways. T he authors
of BU] do not discuss the choice of the range of schem e param eters used In their
analysis. In their investigation of the conventional expansion for 5°¢ they use a
an aller range of param eters than the one used above for n = 5. In particular,
the PM S param eters are outside the range considered in BQ]. In the analysis of
in proved predictions for 22 the authors of 0] lin it them selves to the discussion

of the renom alization scale dependence, xing the —function to the M S value.

14



There is also a technical di erence that authors of B0 use approxin ate analytic
expression for the running coupling constant to integrate along the contour In the
com plex energy plane, whereas we use exact num erical solution of the two or three
loop renom alization group equation.
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F igure C aptions

@)

Fig. 1 The contour plot of . asa function of the param eters r; and ¢, wih

ng = 5, J‘brp s= % = 75. T he region of scham e param eters satisfying the condition

1)) has been also indicated for 1= 2 (the an aller region) and for 1= 3.

Fig. 2 Themaxinaland m ininalvalues of ©_ in the 1= 2 (dash-dotted line)
()]

and 1= 3 (dashed lne) allowed regions, wih ns = 5, as a function ofp§= i
The PM S prediction is also shown, and the experin ental constraint % (s =
316GeV) = 0:0527 00050 {5] is indicated for com parison.

Fig. 3 The contour plt of e(f)e as a function of the param eters r; and ¢, wih
ng = 4, J‘brp s= % = 30. T he region of scham e param eters satisfying the condition

1) with 1= 2 hasbeen also indicated.

Fig. 4 The varation in the predictions for e(f)e when the schem e param eters are

changed over the 1= 2 r=gion, wih ny = 4, as a function ofp§= % The up-

per curve corresoonds to r; = 3:10 and ¢ = 6:65, the Iower curve corresoonds to
rn= 432 and g = 0.For com parison the PM S prediction is shown.

P-  »

Fig.5 Sameasih Fig.3but forns = 3 and ™ s= e 9.

Fig. 6 The varation In the predictions for e(f)e when the schem e param eters are

changed over the 1= 2 region, with nf = 3, as a function ofp§= 1\(43_)5 The up-

per curve corresoonds to r; = 2:71 and ¢, = 5:71, the Iower curve corresoonds to
rn = 321 and ¢ = 0. For com parison the PM S curve is shown.

Fig.7 e(f)e asa fiinction ofr; , orseveralvaliesofc,, orns = 5 andp s= ;45—)5 = 75,
cbtained w ith the conventional NN LO expression. For com parison also theNLO pre-
dictions are ndicated.

Fig.8 e(f)e asa function ofr;, orseveralvaluesofc,, forne = 5 andp s= % =15,
obtained w ith the num erical evaluation ofthe contour ntegral. For com parison also
the NLO predictions are indicated, and the predictions obtained from the conven-
tionalexpansion supplem ented by the O (@*) and O (@°) corrections given by Eq. (38)
and Eq. (36).

Fig. 9 Contour plot of e(f)e
P 5= 1\(45_)5 = 75. T he regions of schem e param eters satisfying the condition {11) w ith
D

1= 2 (the snaller region) and 1= 3 have been indicated, assaming , = ;.

obtained from the in proved expression forng = 5 and

P- @

Fig.10 Sameasih Fig.7,but forns = 4 and =~ s= v 30.
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Fig.11 Sameas i Fig.8, but frn; = 4 and © s= 2= 30.

=

P- @
o=

Fig.1l2 Sameash Fig.9,but forns = 4 and ™ s= v 30.O0nly the 1= 2 region

has been indicated.

Fig.13 Sameas i Fig.7,but frn; = 3and© s= 2 = o,
Fig. 14 Same asin Fig. 8, but orne = 3andp§= »(43_)S= 9.
Fig.15 Same as in Fig. 9, but orn; = 3and T s %= 9. 0nly the 1= 2 region

hasbeen indicated.
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