arXiv:hep-ph/9804462v1 30 Apr 1998

FTUV /9747
FIC/97-63
UG-FT-77/97
hep-ph/9804462
April 1998

PERTURBATIVE QUARK MASSCORRECTIONS
TO THE TAU HADRONIC W IDTH

A ntonio P ich® and Joaquin P rades’

® Departament de F sica Teorica, IF IC , U niversitat de Valencia | CSIC
D r.M oliner 50, E-46100 Burpssot (Valncia), Spaln.

P D epartam ento de F sica Teorica y del C osm os, U niversidad de G ranada,
C am pus de Fuente Nueva, E-18002 G ranada, Spain.

A bstract

T he perturbative quark {m ass corrections to the hadronic width are
analysed to O ( 2m CZI) , using the presently available theoretical inform ation.
T he behaviour of the perturbative series is Investigated in order to assess
the associated uncertainties. T he in plications for the determ ination of the

strange quark m ass from  decay data are discussed.
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1. Introduction

The inclusive character of the total hadronic width renders possbl an
accurate calculation of the ratio [I{5]

R [ ! hadrons ( )]; 1)
[ ! e ()]

using standard eld theory m ethods. The resul tums out to be very sensitive to
the value of M ?). M oreover, the uncertainties in the theoretical calculation
are quite an all and dom Inated by the perturbative errors. T his hasbeen used to
perform a very precise determ ination ofthe Q CD coupling at low energies {§].

Quark m asses play a ratherm Inor r6k in R . O w ing to the tiny values ofm ,
and m 4, their associated corrections are very snall 3] ( 01% ). The strange
quark contribution to the total hadronic width is suppressed by the Cabibbo
factor ¥,sF, which puts the induced m ; correction also at the per cent level.
H owever, if one analyses ssparately the sam iinclisive decay w idth ofthe into
C abbbo{suppressed m odes (ie. nalstates with an odd num ber of kaons), the
relatively large value of m ¢ .Induces an in portant e ect of a size sin ilar to the
m assless perturbative correction and of opposite sign B]. T he corresponding R s
prediction is then very sensitive to the strange quark m ass and could be used to
extract Infom ation on this in portant, and nowadays controversial, param eter.
A very prelin nary valie ofm ;, extracted from the ALEPH decay data, has
been already presented in recent workshops [§,7].

T he detemm inations of light quark m asses are usually obtained from analy—
ses of the divergences of the vector and axial{ vector current two{point fiinction
correlators or related cbservables B{13]. These correlators are proportional to
quark m asses and, therefore, are very sensitive to their num erical values. Unfor-
tunately, one needs phenom enological nform ation on the associated scalar and
pseudo-scalar spectral fiinctions, which are not wellknown at present. T he obvi-
ous advantage of a possible determ ination ofm ¢ analysing quark m ass e ects in

decays is that the experim ental error can be system atically reduced In foressen
facilities like tau{cham or B factories. There is then som e hope to achieve a
precise detem nation ofm ¢ from such analyses.

Recently the O ( ) corrections to the J = 0 quark correlators have been
calculated {14], and have been found to be rather large. The In uence of these
O ( S) corrections on the detem ination of quark m asses and the uncertainties
com ing from the truncation ofthe Q CD perturbative series depend very m uch on
the cbservable. O ne can see for instance that the Q CD perturbative seriesbehaves
geom etrically to O ( 2) for the divergence of psesudo-scalar (scalar) currents if
resumm ed perturbatively in tem s of (s) {12,13]. This convergence in proves
[3]usihg other resum m ations like the P rinciple ofM inim alSensitivicy M S) [15]
or the one advocated in Ref. {4].



The hadronic decay width hasalso a J = 0 contrlution, which, aswe shall
see, behaves rather badly. H ow ever, the Jargest quark {m ass correction originates
In a piece ofthe keft{handed current correlation function, nvolving the J = 0+ 1
com bination, which show s a m uch better perturoative convergence.

T he purpose of thispaper is to study the perturbative behaviour ofthe correc—
tionsto R which are proportionaltom 31’ In order to assess the associated uncer—
tainties. These are the leading theoretical uncertainties in them ¢ determ ination.
TheO ( Jm é) contrbutions were already studied in Ref. B]. Tn Ref. [14] the con—
trbutions of O ( Zm ?) to the relevant correlators w ere w orked out. M ore recently,
som e partial inform ation on O ( Jm ) corrections hasbecom e availeble [14,171. A
m uch detailed analysis of all contributions up to din ension fourw illbe presented
elssw here.

2. Theoretical Fram ew ork

T he theoreticalanalysisof R  Involves the two{point correlation functions for
the vector Vi = 5 ; and axial{vector Ay= 5 3 colour{singlkt quark
currents (i;j= u;d;s):

z

v @ 1 d'xEFNOT Wy ®)V, 0))Pi; )
z

sa @ 1 d'xeTHOT @4 &)A 0)Y)Pi: 3)

T hey have the Lorentz decom positions

v @= (g f+aa) S @)+aa gy, @) @)
w here the superscript (J) in the transverse and longitudinal com ponents denotes
the corresponding angularmomentum J =1 (T) and J = 0 (L) in the hadronic
rest fram e.

T he in aginary parts of the two{point functions l(j\), - (@) are proportional
to the spectral functions for hadrons w ith the corresponding quantum num bers.
The sam thadronic decay rate of the can be wrtten as an integral of these
oectral inctions over the invariant m ass s of the nal{state hadrons:

Z 2

M? ds s

R = 12 it S 142> T Yg+m Q@ : 6
0 M 2 M 2 M 2

T he appropriate com binations of correlators are

D(e) Fuad  saw O+ san O F Vs Ly @+ a6

W e can decom pose the predictions for R  into contrbutions associated w ith
soeci ¢ quark currents:

R :R;V+R;A+R;S: (7)



R y andR , corregpond to the contrbutions from the rsttwo tem s Eqg. &),
while R .5 contains the rem aining C abibbo{suppressed contributions.
Exploiting the analytic properties of the correlators Y (s), Eq. &) can be
expressed as a contour integral In the com plex s plane running counter{clockw ise
around the circle $j= M 2:
I
R = i

P ( ! )
ds s s
s M 2 3 1+M2 D"*T(s)+ 4D " (5) : ®)
BFM? S

W e have used Integration by parts to rewrite R in tem s of the logarithm ic
derivative of the relevant correlators,

. .
DT (g) sg O+ (s)l; D¥() — —
ds M 2 ds

d h i
° s 9@ ; O

which satisfy hom ogeneous renom alization group equations.

U sing the O perator P roduct E xpansion to organise the perturbative and non—
perturbative contributions to the correlators into a system atic expansion [L8] in
powers of 1=s, the totalratio R can be expressed as an expansion In powers of
1=M ?, with coe cients that depend only ogarithm ically on M B1:

X
©) .
R =3 Voaf+ Ve Sew 1+ g, + 9+ s ¢ o +sn® 2
D=2;4;::
10)
w here i(?) = ( i(?;v) + i(?;A) )=2 is the average of the vector and axial{vector cor-

rections of dimension D , Sgy and 2, contain the known {19,20] electroweak
corrections, and sin® C j‘]usf:(j‘]udf + j[us:?) .

T he din ension { zero contribution isthe purely perturbative correction neglect—
Ing quark m asses, which, ow ing to chiral sym m etry, is identical for the vector and
axial{vector correlators. Tt is fiully generated by the Adler fiinction D ** 7T (s), be-
causeD * (s) vanishes in the chirallim it. The correction © hasbeen investigated
in great detail in Ref. §]. W e will ®llow a sin ilar procedure to analyse the per-
turbative quark {m ass corrections of din ension two.

3. D inension{Two Corrections

For the sake of sin plicity, et ustake herem , = m4 = 0. The argum entswe
shall put forward don’t depend on it. In this lim i, the vector and axial{vector
correlators get the sam e quark{m ass corrections, ie. DJ , (8) = Dy 4 (S)
DJ.(8) (J=L+ T;L). The dinension{two contrbutions can be w ritten in the
fom :

L+T

_ 3 mZ( Zs)
Dis  ®Fop= 53—

X
& OdC ) 1)
4 2 S n=0

- & ()& *s); (12)

DLE ., = -
us l:Z 82

n=0



wherea= 4= , isan arbirary scale factor (oforderunity) and the coe cients
& () are constrained by the hom ogeneous renom alization group equations sat—
is ed by the correponding functionsD _ (s):

d xXo
d—di(>= Ry @ k) 1& . (); 13)

k=1
forn 1and
d
d—dﬁ( )=20 (14)

&()=d;

d§<)=of+§1d8bg; .

F()=d+ 2,8+ R;: )& bg + @1 )& bF ;
h i

&)=+ 2:d+ Rz 24 +2(1 & g (15)
h i
+ (1 2+2,@Q N dy+ (1 1)@ 1 1)dy oo’
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The factors | and , aretheexpansion coe cientsoftheQCD and functions,

da X X
—~ = @a; @) = Ka; (16)
d k=1
dm X
— = @m ; @) = pa; d7)
d k=1

which are known to four loops R1{23]. The coe cientsd? & (1) are only
known toorder 2 forJ=L+ T and . forJ= L [B,14,17,24{28].
Forthree avoursand in theM S schem e, one has:

9 _ g 3863
1 2 ’ 2 ’ 3 192 ’
140599 445
4 = — 3 94456079 ; 18)
2304 16
=2; -2, - 8% 24840410 ;
1 ’ 2 12 ’ 3 288 3 o ’
2977517 9295 135 125
4 = 3+ — 4 — 5 88:525817 ; 19)
20736 216 8 6



13 Lep 21541 323 520

dg+T:1; drlﬁT:?; o :ﬁ+§ 5 E 5 37083047 ;
) 17 L 9631 35
. 4748953 91519 5 715
= e 5ty s A65846304:

N otice the rather bad perturbative behaviour of the D = 2 corrections to the
correlation functionsD . Remember thata™ %)’ 0:1.

Inserting the expansions (1) and (2) in Eq. §), the D = 2 corrections to
R .5 can be expressed as

2 2 n @)
o= SLMZ) BM *)); Bl -3 MTal+ Lal ;o @l
M 4
where "
TaM 1= & ()B@); (22)
n=0

and the contour integrations are contained in the functions

B ™ @) _11 d_X(1+ ) @ )3 M.Z D2y 2x); (@23)
L+T a 4 i j{j=lx2 X X o MZ) a X)r
I o o t2
() 1 dx 3 m( "M “x) n, 2y 24y .
Ble) S0 ) a( M 2x): (24)

Since the quark m ass ratio is avour ndependent, the integrals B J(n) @ ) regulate
also the an all corrections proportionalto m, and m 4, which we are neglecting.
These functions depend only on 3, 5, a s(*M %)= and og . M oreover,
they satisfy the follow ing hom ogeneous renom alization group equations:

d_ o X (n+Xk)

—BJ @)= n x 2k)BJ

@): 25)
d k=1

4. Perturbative a E xpansion

T he usual perturbative approach expands the B J(n)

a . This gives,

(@ ) functions in powers of

h i
BY@)=1 | 2bg +H a

2 21og @1+ Dby + , 2ibg H

=
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To O ( %), the needed integrals are
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T he perturbative expansions 7 ] then take the form

X h i
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where the coe cients B ( ) depend on & ., ( ), m<n and , ,; thus, they are
known up to O @%) and 0 @*) orJ =L+ T and J = L respectively. For = 1,
onehas h] HJ @)]:

1 113 17
hi*' =0; h't= = ittt — = 2 12:412495 ;
3 72 12
L.r 114517 4391 , 3659 1690
hitT = st —— s 241:926329 ; (35)
2592 144 648 81
Lo _ 26864009 3110783 , 1073 , 3051761 123745
4 13824 5184 1920 15552 ° 2592 °
171845 29575 35 35
s+ —— 25 —ditT 3229101787 —d&5*" ;
243 162 24 24
11 625 17
hi=0; h§=§; h12“=? EZ 64:143 060 ;
. 1435691 7927 , 5225
hi = 5 856673579 ; (36)
864 144 24

693706385 2295071 , 10877 , 1429525 5595 , 264275

. = — 4+ — ‘54
20736 1728 17280 144 32 288
11377111254 :

5

T he contour Integration generates rather large num erical factors, which show
an opposite behaviour forthe transverse and longiudinalpieces. Th the 7T ex—
pansion theh’* " contrbutions cancelto som e extent w ith the originalcorrelation {
function coe cientsd &7,

22219 17 323 520
TRM )= 1+ 4aM )+ — e s at’)’

432 12 54 27
114517 4391 3659 1690
+ &7+ 2 3+ s aM )’ +
2592 144 648 81
=1+4aM?)+24671aM *)’+ &7 241926 aM ?)’+ 37)

However, both d° and ht contrbutions are large and positive, which gives rise
to a badly behaved expansion for ©:

28 20881 17 35
L 2 2 2 242
=1+ —a + — — — a
BM “)] 3 ™M ) 122 12 > 3| ™ )
13363099 7927 , % 17318 715 53
— —— 3+ — 5 aM )Y+
5184 144 36 27 12
= 1+ 9:333aM %)+ 109:989aM %)%+ 1322520aM 2)° + (38)



The bod{guess estinate df & d=d}) 4733 would result in a huge O @*)
coe cient d} + h = 16110.
Since """ has a larger weight on the total contrbution to &, the nal

com bination of the transverse and longitudinal pieces has a better behaviour :

avt e 14 Bamzys 20775 17, 1 130 o 22
= — a —_ = - — a
3 144 12 9° 9 ° ,
3 14050201 5275 4 47401 13195
4 20736 144 144 288 432
+

3
= 1+ 5:333aM °)+ 46:000aM *)*+ 149:185+ ng” aM %)’ +
(39)

N evertheless, the convergence of this perturbative series is very poor for the
range of the strong coupling relevant in  decays, aM ?)  0:d1. W ith d3*"
T @G T=d!"") 317, the O (@) correction would be of the sam e size as the
0 (@) and O @%) contributions.

5. Resumm ation of Running E ects along the Integration C ontour

At the moment, we can do very little about the apparent growth of the d;{
coe cients, specially for J = L. W e clearly need a desper understanding of the
perturbative D J_ (s)3} _, expansions. However, we can try to control better the
large contributions contained in the hY factors.

The integration along the circle x = €' gives rise to a Jong running of the
quark m assand theQCD coupling. Theexpansion of m? (M ?x)a” ( *M 2x)
n powers ofa generates in aginary logarithm s Iog" ( x) = i ( ), which are
large in som e parts of the integration range. T he radius of convergence of such
expansion is actually quite sm all 4]. However, there is no need to perform this
i1l{de ned power expansion.

U sing .n Egs. £3) and @4) the exact solution form ( s) and a( s) obtained
from the renomm alization group equations, the B J(n) (@ ) integrals can be calculated
to alloders in ¢, apart from the unknown ,.4 and ,.4 contrbutions, which
are lkely to be am all. Thus, a m ore appropriate approach is to directly use the
expansions 22), in tem s of the origihal & coe cients, and to fully keep the
known four{loop infom ation on the finctions B J(n) @).

Tablksil and 2 show the exact results forB,", @) and B (@) = 0;1;2;3)
wih = 1 obtaihed atdi erent ordersin the and expansions, together w ith

3 TheO (a?) correction agreesw ith the num encalresﬂtreoen‘dy reported in Ref. 129 w hich
is larger than the value originally quoted In Ref. Il(i] This larger O (@?) correction has been
also con m ed by K . Chetyrkin and A . K w iatkow ski BO



the nalvaliesof 7 R], ora= 01 ( = 1).Forcom parison the num bers com ing
from the truncated perturbative expressions at O @°) are also given.

Tablk 1: Exact results orB Y, (@) @ = 0;1;2;3) dbtained at the k{loop k =

1;2;3;4) approximation ( 5»x = s = 0), together with the nal value of
T R] = F i=0dﬁ+TBL(TT @), ora = 01 and = 1. For comparison the
num bers com ing from the truncated expressions at O @°) are also given.
Loops | Biiy @ Bii;@ Bii;@ B, @ | "]
1 089032 006965 000452 0000186 1.360
2 081719 005666 000278 0000008 1.166
3 0:79143 005296 0200236 0000048 1108
4 078237 005168 0200222 0000060 1.089
O @) | 0:79363 0:06473 0:00892 0:001 000 1.405

Tablk 2: Exact results orB." (@) @ = 0;1;2;3) obtained at the k{loop k =
1;2;3;4) approximation ( 5x = s = 0), together with the nal value of
Ypl= 3_,dBY @), bra= 0dand = 1. For comparison the numbers

com ing from the truncated expressions at O (@°) are also given.
€]

Loops| B @ B, @ B @ B @ | A&
1:39908 048473 002255 0002588 | 4.686
1:54013 020247 002421 0002692 | 5.052
1557853 020617 002444 0002690 | 5120
1:58910 020706 002446 0002681 | 5133
3y | 164446 021894 0:02192 0:001000| 4.356

0]

o N

These num erical results show a reasonable convergence of the B J(n) @) inte-
grals, ashigher{order , and , contributions are taken Into acoount. Increasing
the num ber of loops one gets a am all decrease (increase) of the transverse (lon-—
giudinal) contrbution. I is also clear that the truncated O @3) expressions
overestin ate (underestin ate) **T ( ). Taking the full our{loop nform ation
into acoount, we get the follow ing perturbative behaviour:

PT pa]= 0:7824+ 02239+ 00823 00000601d5"" + (40)

Lpad]= 15891+ 1:1733+ 1:214+ 12489+ (41)

ThelL+ T series oconverges very well. O w ing to the negative running contributions
the ™*T @] serdes behaves better than the original perturbative expansion of
D2t (8)} _,. Unortunately, the Iongitudinal series is m uch m ore problem atic.



The bad perturbative behaviour of D ;, (s)j _, gets reinforced by the running
e ects, giving rise to a badly de ned serdes.
The combined nalexpansion,

Di]= 0:9840+ 04613+ 0:3421+ 03122 000004545°% + 42)

Jooks acceptable forthe rststem sbecause *7T isweighted by a larger factor.
In fact, this serdes behaves better than the one n Eq. (39), dbtained with the
usual perturbative truncation of the contour integrals. Nevertheless, after the
third temm the serdes appears to be dom inated by the longitudinal contribution,
and the bad perturbative behaviour becom es again m anifest.
U sing the full four{loop resul we have certainly gained in convergence for the
L*T series foom pare the furth term in the series @7) and @Q0) ra = 04],
which is otherw ise the one we don’t know the O @°) coe cient. W e can take
advantage that the O (@°) correction to [R] is aln ost com pltely given by the
known * contrboution.Usingd;®™" &7 @7 =d;"") 317, the fourth tem
in {42) becomes 0298, ie. a 5% reduction only. Taking the size of the O @°)
contrbution to  as an educated estin ate of the perturbative uncertainty, we
nally get
Pd]l= 214 03: 43)

6. Renom alization{Scale D ependence

The expansion 2) depends orderby orderon  and this dependence cancels
out only when we sum the In nite series. In practice, we only know a few rst
term s of the series (three or T Rl and four or T R]); so we should worry
how much the predictions depend on our previous choice = 1. Obviously,
should be close to one In order to avoid large logarithm s; but varationsw ithin a
reasonabl range, ket us say from 0.75 to 2, should not a ect too much the nal
results. Sm allervaluesof would put theQCD coupling in the non-perturbative
regin e and are therefore not acosptable.

Figures 1}, 2 and 3 show the sensitivity to the selection of renomn alization
scale ofthe nalpredictions for **T, T, and , respectively, oraM™ 2)= 0:.

Thebehaviourof *T isquite good. The predicted value rem ainsvery stable
In the whole range 2 [0:75;2], show Ing that the perturbative series is very
reliable. Below 1=2, the perturbative expansion breaks down, as expected,
because the coupling a is already outside the radius of convergence of the serdes.

T he longitudinal series, on the other side, has a quite w ild dependence on the
renom alization scale. Changing from 1 to 2, am ounts to a reduction of * of
about 65% . T hus, the theoretical uncertainty is very Jarge in this case.

The dependence of the com plkte expansion , re ects obviously the be-
haviour of its two com ponents. The larger weight of **7T keeps the resul still
acceptable, within the range of considered, but the sizeable * contrdbution

10



gooils the stability and generates a m onotonic decrease of the prediction for in—
creasing values of . Taking this variation into account, the theoretical error in
Eqg. 43) should be increased to about 0.6, ie. a 30% uncertainty in the nal
prediction.

6. D iscussion

The bad perturbative behaviour of the longitudinal contribution does not
allow to m ake an accurate detem ination of the strange quark mass from R ;5.
N evertheless, taking

Dd]1= 21 06; 44)

msM ?) could be still obtained with a theoretical uncertainty of about 15% ,
which isnot so bad.

N otice that it is the phase{space Integration of the original correlation func—
tions the responsble for the di erent behaviour of the Iongitudinal and trans-
vere com ponents. Therefore, the perturbative convergence could probably be
in proved through an appropriate use of weight factors in Egs. ) and ). This
requires an accurate m easurem ent ofthe nalhadronsm ass distrbution In the
decay, which so far has only been perform ed for the dom inant C abibo{allowed
modes B1l]. The measurement of R, (s) could be feasble at the forthcom ing

avour factories, where a very good kaon identi cation is foreseen.
From the theoretical point of view , the analysis of weighted m om ents of the
nalhadrons m ass distribution proceeds in a com plktely analogous way B2]. A
detailed study w illbe presented in a forthcom ing publication.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1 .~Varation of 1, Dd]wih the renom alization{scale factor ,
to four loops.

Figure 2 —Varation of ; Dd]wih the renom alization{scale factor ,to
four loops.

Figure 3. ~Varation of [P:]wih the renom alization{scal factor , to
four loops.
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Figure 1: Varation of ,r D:d]wih the renom alization{scale factor , to four
loops.
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Figure 2: Varation of D] wih the renom alization{scale factor , to four
loops.
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Figure 3: Variation of [P:1] wih the renom alization{scale factor , to four
loops.



