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A bstract

The perturbative quark{m asscorrections to the � hadronic width are

analysed toO (�3sm
2
q),usingthepresently availabletheoreticalinform ation.

The behaviourofthe perturbative seriesisinvestigated in orderto assess

theassociated uncertainties.Theim plicationsforthedeterm ination ofthe

strange quark m assfrom � decay data arediscussed.
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1. Introduction

The inclusive character ofthe total� hadronic width renders possible an
accuratecalculation oftheratio [1{5]

R � �
�[�� ! �� hadrons()]

�[�� ! ��e
� ��e()]

; (1)

using standard �eld theory m ethods.Theresultturnsoutto bevery sensitiveto
the value of�s(M 2

�). M oreover,the uncertainties in the theoreticalcalculation
arequitesm alland dom inated by theperturbativeerrors.Thishasbeen used to
perform a very precisedeterm ination oftheQCD coupling atlow energies[5].

Quark m assesplay a ratherm inorr̂olein R �.Owing to thetiny valuesofm u

and m d,theirassociated correctionsare very sm all[3](� �0:1% ). The strange
quark contribution to the total� hadronic width issuppressed by the Cabibbo
factor jVusj2,which puts the induced m s correction also at the per cent level.
However,ifone analysesseparately the sem i-inclusive decay width ofthe � into
Cabibbo{suppressed m odes(i.e. �nalstateswith an odd num berofkaons),the
relatively large value ofm s induces an im portante�ectofa size sim ilarto the
m asslessperturbativecorrection and ofoppositesign [3].ThecorrespondingR �;S

prediction isthen very sensitive to thestrangequark m assand could beused to
extract inform ation on this im portant,and nowadays controversial,param eter.
A very prelim inary value ofm s,extracted from the ALEPH � decay data,has
been already presented in recentworkshops[6,7].

The determ inations oflight quark m asses are usually obtained from analy-
sesofthe divergencesofthe vectorand axial{vectorcurrenttwo{pointfunction
correlators orrelated observables [8{13]. These correlators are proportionalto
quark m assesand,therefore,arevery sensitive to theirnum ericalvalues.Unfor-
tunately,one needs phenom enologicalinform ation on the associated scalarand
pseudo-scalarspectralfunctions,which arenotwellknown atpresent.Theobvi-
ousadvantageofa possible determ ination ofm s analysing quark m asse�ectsin
� decaysisthattheexperim entalerrorcan besystem atically reduced in foreseen
facilities like tau{charm or B factories. There is then som e hope to achieve a
precisedeterm ination ofm s from such analyses.

Recently the O (�3s) corrections to the J = 0 quark correlators have been
calculated [14],and have been found to be ratherlarge. The inuence ofthese
O (�3s) corrections on the determ ination ofquark m asses and the uncertainties
com ingfrom thetruncation oftheQCD perturbativeseriesdepend very m uch on
theobservable.OnecanseeforinstancethattheQCD perturbativeseriesbehaves
geom etrically to O (�3s) for the divergence ofpseudo-scalar (scalar) currents if
resum m ed perturbatively in term sof�s(s)[12,13]. Thisconvergence im proves
[13]usingotherresum m ationslikethePrincipleofM inim alSensitivity(PM S)[15]
ortheoneadvocated in Ref.[4].
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Thehadronic� decay width hasalso a J = 0 contribution,which,asweshall
see,behavesratherbadly.However,thelargestquark{m asscorrection originates
in apieceoftheleft{handed currentcorrelation function,involving theJ = 0+ 1
com bination,which showsa m uch betterperturbativeconvergence.

Thepurposeofthispaperistostudytheperturbativebehaviourofthecorrec-
tionstoR � which areproportionaltom 2

q,in ordertoassesstheassociated uncer-
tainties.Thesearetheleading theoreticaluncertaintiesin them s determ ination.
TheO (�sm 2

q)contributionswerealready studied in Ref.[3].In Ref.[16]thecon-
tributionsofO (�2sm

2
q)totherelevantcorrelatorswereworked out.M orerecently,

som epartialinform ation on O (�3sm
2
q)correctionshasbecom eavailable[14,17].A

m uch detailed analysisofallcontributionsup todim ension fourwillbepresented
elsewhere.

2. T heoreticalFram ew ork

ThetheoreticalanalysisofR � involvesthetwo{pointcorrelation functionsfor
the vector V

�

ij = � j� i and axial{vector A
�

ij = � j�5 i colour{singletquark
currents(i;j= u;d;s):

� ��

ij;V (q)� i

Z

d
4
xe

iqx
h0jT(V �

ij(x)V
�
ij(0)

y)j0i; (2)

� ��

ij;A(q)� i

Z

d
4
xe

iqx
h0jT(A �

ij(x)A
�
ij(0)

y)j0i: (3)

They havetheLorentzdecom positions

� ��

ij;V=A
(q)= (�g��q2 + q

�
q
�)� (1)

ij;V=A
(q2)+ q

�
q
� � (0)

ij;V=A
(q2); (4)

wherethesuperscript(J)in thetransverseand longitudinalcom ponentsdenotes
thecorresponding angularm om entum J = 1 (T)and J = 0 (L)in thehadronic
restfram e.

The im aginary partsofthetwo{pointfunctions � (J)

ij;V=A
(q2) areproportional

to thespectralfunctionsforhadronswith thecorresponding quantum num bers.
The sem i-hadronic decay rate ofthe � can be written as an integralofthese
spectralfunctionsovertheinvariantm asss ofthe�nal{statehadrons:

R � = 12�
Z

M 2

�

0

ds

M 2
�

 

1�
s

M 2
�

! 2 � 

1+ 2
s

M 2
�

!

Im � (1)(s)+ Im � (0)(s)
�

: (5)

Theappropriatecom binationsofcorrelatorsare

� (J)(s)� jVudj
2
�

� (J)

ud;V (s)+ � (J)

ud;A(s)
�

+ jVusj
2
�

� (J)

us;V (s)+ � (J)

us;A(s)
�

: (6)

W e can decom pose the predictionsforR � into contributionsassociated with
speci�cquark currents:

R � = R �;V + R �;A + R �;S: (7)
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R �;V and R �;A correspond tothecontributionsfrom the�rsttwoterm sin Eq.(6),
whileR �;S containstherem aining Cabibbo{suppressed contributions.

Exploiting the analytic propertiesofthe correlators� (J)(s),Eq.(5)can be
expressed asacontourintegralin thecom plex splanerunning counter{clockwise
around thecirclejsj= M 2

�:

R � = ��i

I

jsj= M 2
�

ds

s

 

1�
s

M 2
�

! 3 (

3

 

1+
s

M 2
�

!

D
L+ T(s)+ 4D L(s)

)

: (8)

W e have used integration by parts to rewrite R � in term s ofthe logarithm ic
derivativeoftherelevantcorrelators,

D
L+ T(s)� �s

d

ds

h

� (0+ 1)(s)
i

; D
L(s)�

s

M 2
�

d

ds

h

s� (0)(s)
i

; (9)

which satisfy hom ogeneousrenorm alization group equations.
Using theOperatorProductExpansion toorganisetheperturbativeand non-

perturbative contributionsto the correlatorsinto a system atic expansion [18]in
powersof1=s,thetotalratio R � can be expressed asan expansion in powersof
1=M 2

�,with coe�cientsthatdepend only logarithm ically on M � [3]:

R � = 3
�

jVudj
2 + jVusj

2
�

SE W

�

1+ �0E W + �(0)+
X

D = 2;4;:::

�

cos2�C �
(D )

ud + sin2�C �
(D )

us

��

;

(10)
where �(D )

ij = (�(D )

ij;V + �
(D )

ij;A)=2 isthe average ofthe vectorand axial{vectorcor-
rections ofdim ension D ,SE W and �0E W contain the known [19,20]electroweak
corrections,and sin2�C � jVusj

2=(jVudj2 + jVusj
2).

Thedim ension{zerocontribution isthepurelyperturbativecorrectionneglect-
ingquark m asses,which,owingtochiralsym m etry,isidenticalforthevectorand
axial{vectorcorrelators.Itisfully generated by theAdlerfunction D L+ T(s),be-
causeD L(s)vanishesin thechirallim it.Thecorrection �(0) hasbeen investigated
in greatdetailin Ref.[4].W ewillfollow a sim ilarprocedureto analysetheper-
turbativequark{m asscorrectionsofdim ension two.

3. D im ension{T w o C orrections

Forthesake ofsim plicity,letustake herem u = m d = 0.The argum entswe
shallputforward don’tdepend on it. In thislim it,the vectorand axial{vector
correlators get the sam e quark{m ass corrections, i.e. D J

us;A(s) = D J
us;V (s) �

D J
us(s) (J = L + T;L).Thedim ension{two contributionscan bewritten in the

form :

D
L+ T
us (s)j

D = 2
=

3

4�2
m 2

s(��
2s)

s

X

n= 0

~dL+ Tn (�)an(��2s); (11)

D
L
us(s)jD = 2

= �
3

8�2
m 2

s(��
2s)

M 2
�

X

n= 0

~dLn(�)a
n(��2s); (12)
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wherea = �s=�,� isan arbitrary scalefactor(oforderunity)and thecoe�cients
~dJn(�) areconstrained by thehom ogeneousrenorm alization group equationssat-
is�ed by thecorresponding functionsD J

us(s):

�
d

d�
~dJn(�)=

nX

k= 1

[2k � (n � k)�k] ~d
J
n� k(�); (13)

forn � 1 and
d

d�
~dJ0(�)= 0 (14)

i.e.

~dJ0(�)= d
J
0 ;

~dJ
1
(�)= d

J
1
+ 21d

J
0
log� ;

~dJ2(�)= d
J
2 +

h

22d
J
0 + (21 � �1)d

J
1

i

log� + 1(21 � �1)d
J
0 log

2
� ;

~dJ
3
(�)= d

J
3
+
h

23d
J
0
+ (22 � �2)d

J
1
+ 2(1 � �1)d

J
2

i

log� (15)

+
h

(�1�2 + 22(21 � �1))d
J
0
+ (1 � �1)(21 � �1)d

J
1

i

log2�

+
2

3
1(1 � �1)(21 � �1)d

J
0 log

3
� ;

~dJ4(�)= d
J
4 + � � �

Thefactors�k and k aretheexpansion coe�cientsoftheQCD � and  functions,

�
da

d�
= �(a)a; �(a)=

X

k= 1

�k a
k
; (16)

�
dm

d�
= �(a)m ; (a)=

X

k= 1

k a
k
; (17)

which are known to four loops [21{23]. The coe�cients d J
n � ~dJn(1) are only

known to order�2s forJ = L + T and �3s forJ = L [8,14,17,24{28].
Forthreeavoursand in theM S schem e,onehas:

�1 = �
9

2
; �2 = �8; �3 = �

3863

192
;

�4 = �
140599

2304
�
445

16
�3 � �94:456079; (18)

1 = 2; 2 =
91

12
; 3 =

8885

288
� 5�3 � 24:840410;

4 =
2977517

20736
�
9295

216
�3 +

135

8
�4 �

125

6
�5 � 88:525817; (19)
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d
L+ T
0 = 1; d

L+ T
1 =

13

3
; d

L+ T
2 =

21541

432
+
323

54
�3 �

520

27
�5 � 37:083047;

d
L
0
= 1; d

L
1
=
17

3
; d

L
2
=
9631

144
�
35

2
�3 � 45:845949; (20)

d
L
3 =

4748953

5184
�
91519

216
�3 �

5

2
�4 +

715

12
�5 � 465:846304:

Notice the rather bad perturbative behaviour ofthe D = 2 corrections to the
correlation functionsD J

us.Rem em berthata(M
2
�)’ 0:11.

Inserting the expansions(11)and (12)in Eq.(8),the D = 2 correctionsto
R �;S can beexpressed as

�
(2)

us = �8
m 2

s(M
2
�)

M 2
�

�[a(M 2

�)]; �[a]�
1

4

n

3� L+ T[a]+ � L[a]
o

; (21)

where
� J[a(M 2

�)]=
X

n= 0

~dJn(�)B
(n)

J (a�); (22)

and thecontourintegrationsarecontained in thefunctions

B
(n)

L+ T(a�)�
�1

4�i

I

jxj= 1

dx

x2
(1+ x)(1� x)3

 
m (��2M 2

�x)

m (M 2
�)

! 2

a
n(��2M 2

�x); (23)

B
(n)

L (a�)�
1

2�i

I

jxj= 1

dx

x
(1� x)3

 
m (��2M 2

�x)

m (M 2
�)

! 2

a
n(��2M 2

�x): (24)

Sincethequark m assratio isavourindependent,theintegralsB (n)

J (a�)regulate
also the sm allcorrectionsproportionalto m u and m d,which we are neglecting.
These functionsdepend only on �i,j,a� � �s(�2M 2

�)=� and log�. M oreover,
they satisfy thefollowing hom ogeneousrenorm alization group equations:

�
d

d�
B
(n)

J (a�)=
X

k= 1

(n�k � 2k)B
(n+ k)

J (a�): (25)

4. Perturbative a� Expansion

Theusualperturbativeapproach expandstheB (n)

J (a�)functionsin powersof
a�.Thisgives,

B
(0)

J (a�)= 1� 1

h

2log� + H
J
1

i

a�

�

"

22log� � 1(21 + �1)log
2
� +

�

2 � 22
1
log�

�

H
J
1

�
1

2

 

1 �
�1

2

!

H
J
2

#

a
2

�
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�

"

23log� � (22(21 + �1)+ 1�2)log
2
� +

2

3
1(1 + �1)(21 + �1)log

3
�

+
�

3 � 412log� + 
2

1(21 + �1)log
2
�
�

H
J
1

+

 
1

2
�12 +

1

4
�21 � 12 + 

2

1

 

1 �
�1

2

!

log�

!

H
J
2

+
1

12
(21 � �1)(1 � �1)H

J
3

#

a
3

� + � � � (26)

B
(1)

J (a�)= a� �

"

21log� +

 

1 �
�1

2

!

H
J
1

#

a
2

�

�

"

22log(�)� 1(21 + �1)log
2
� +

 

2 �
�2

2
� 1(21 � �1)log�

!

H
J
1

�
1

2

 

1 �
�1

2

!

(1 � �1)H
J
2

#

a
3

� + � � � (27)

B
(2)

J (a�)= a
2

� �
h

21log� + (1 � �1)H
J
1

i

a
3

� + � � � (28)

B
(3)

J (a�)= a
3

� � � � � (29)

where

H
L+ T
n �

�1

4�i

I

jxj= 1

dx

x2
(1+ x)(1� x)3logn (�x); (30)

H
L
n �

1

2�i

I

jxj= 1

dx

x
(1� x)3logn (�x): (31)

To O (�4s),theneeded integralsare

H
L+ T
0

= 1; H
L+ T
1

=
1

6
; H

L+ T
2

=
25

18
�
�2

3
;

H
L+ T
3

=
85

36
�
�2

6
; H

L+ T
4

=
721

54
�
25

9
�
2 +

�4

5
; (32)

H
L
0
= 1; H

L
1
= �

11

6
; H

L
2
=
85

18
�
�2

3
;

H
L
3
= �

575

36
+
11

6
�
2
; H

L
4
=
3661

54
�
85

9
�
2 +

�4

5
: (33)

Theperturbativeexpansions� J[a]then taketheform

� J[a(M 2

�)]=
X

n= 0

h
~dJn(�)+ ~h

J
n(�)

i

a
n
� ; (34)
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where the coe�cients ~hJn(�)depend on ~dJm < n(�),�m < n and m � n;thus,they are
known up to O (a3)and O (a4)forJ = L + T and J = L respectively.For� = 1,
onehas[hJn � ~hJn(1)]:

h
L+ T
0

= 0; h
L+ T
1

= �
1

3
; h

L+ T
2

=
113

72
�
17

12
�
2
� �12:412495;

h
L+ T
3

=
114517

2592
�
4391

144
�
2
�
3659

648
�3 +

1690

81
�5 � �241:926329; (35)

h
L+ T
4 =

26864009

13824
�
3110783

5184
�
2
�
1073

1920
�
4 +

3051761

15552
�3 �

123745

2592
�
2
�3

�
171845

243
�5 +

29575

162
�
2
�5 �

35

24
d
L+ T
3 � �3229:101787�

35

24
d
L+ T
3 ;

h
L
0 = 0; h

L
1 =

11

3
; h

L
2 =

625

8
�
17

12
�
2
� 64:143060;

h
L
3
=
1435691

864
�
7927

144
�
2
�
5225

24
�3 � 856:673579; (36)

h
L
4 =

693706385

20736
�
2295071

1728
�
2
�
10877

17280
�
4
�
1429525

144
�3 +

5595

32
�
2
�3 +

264275

288
�5

� 11377:111254:

Thecontourintegration generatesratherlargenum ericalfactors,which show
an oppositebehaviourforthetransverseand longitudinalpieces.In the� L+ T ex-
pansionthehL+ Tn contributionscanceltosom eextentwiththeoriginalcorrelation{
function coe�cientsd L+ T

n ,

� L+ T[a(M 2

�)]= 1+ 4a(M 2

�)+
� 22219

432
�
17

12
�
2 +

323

54
�3 �

520

27
�5

�

a(M 2

�)
2

+
�

d
L+ T
3

+
114517

2592
�
4391

144
�
2
�
3659

648
�3 +

1690

81
�5

�

a(M 2

�)
3 + � � �

= 1+ 4a(M 2

�)+ 24:671a(M 2

�)
2 +

�

d
L+ T
3

� 241:926
�

a(M 2

�)
3 + � � � (37)

However,both dLn and hLn contributionsare large and positive,which givesrise
to a badly behaved expansion for� L:

� L[a(M 2

�)]= 1+
28

3
a(M 2

�)+
�
20881

144
�
17

12
�
2
�
35

2
�3

�

a(M 2

�)
2

+

 
13363099

5184
�
7927

144
�
2
�
�4

36
�
17318

27
�3 +

715

12
�5

!

a(M 2

�)
3 + � � �

= 1+ 9:333a(M 2

�)+ 109:989a(M 2

�)
2 + 1322:520a(M 2

�)
3 + � � � (38)
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The bold{guessestim ate dL4 � dL3 (d
L
3=d

L
2)� 4733 would resultin a huge O (a4)

coe�cientd L
4
+ hL

4
= 16110.

Since � L+ T has a larger weight on the totalcontribution to �(2)us,the �nal
com bination ofthetransverseand longitudinalpieceshasa betterbehavioura:

�[a(M 2

�)]= 1+
16

3
a(M 2

�)+
� 10775

144
�
17

12
�
2 +

1

9
�3 �

130

9
�5

�

a(M 2

�)
2

+

 
3

4
d
L+ T
3

+
14050201

20736
�
5275

144
�
2
�

�4

144
�
47401

288
�3 +

13195

432
�5

!

a(M 2

�)
3

+ � � �

= 1+ 5:333a(M 2

�)+ 46:000a(M 2

�)
2 +

�

149:185+
3

4
d
L+ T
3

�

a(M 2

�)
3 + � � �

(39)

Nevertheless, the convergence of this perturbative series is very poor for the
range ofthe strong coupling relevantin � decays,a(M 2

�)� 0:11. W ith d
L+ T
3 �

d
L+ T
2 (dL+ T2 =d

L+ T
1 )� 317,the O (a3)correction would be ofthe sam e size asthe

O (a)and O (a2)contributions.

5. R esum m ation ofR unning E�ects along the Integration C ontour

At the m om ent,we can do very little aboutthe apparent growth ofthe dJn
coe�cients,specially forJ = L.W e clearly need a deeperunderstanding ofthe
perturbative D J

us(s)jD = 2
expansions. However,we can try to controlbetterthe

largecontributionscontained in thehJn factors.
The integration along the circle x = ei� gives rise to a long running ofthe

quarkm assand theQCD coupling.Theexpansion of m 2(��2M 2
�x)a

n(��2M 2
�x)

in powersofa� generatesim aginary logarithm slog
n (�x)= in(�� �)n,which are

large in som e partsofthe integration range. The radiusofconvergence ofsuch
expansion isactually quite sm all[4]. However,there isno need to perform this
ill{de�ned powerexpansion.

Using in Eqs.(23)and (24)theexactsolution form (�s)and a(�s)obtained
from therenorm alization groupequations,theB (n)

J (a�)integralscanbecalculated
to allordersin �s,apartfrom the unknown �n> 4 and n> 4 contributions,which
are likely to be sm all. Thus,a m ore appropriateapproach isto directly use the
expansions (22),in term s ofthe original ~dJn coe�cients,and to fully keep the

known four{loop inform ation on thefunctionsB (n)

J (a�).

Tables1 and 2 show theexactresultsforB (n)

L+ T(a)and B
(n)

L (a)(n = 0;1;2;3)
with � = 1 obtained atdi�erentordersin the� and  expansions,togetherwith

a TheO (a2)correction agreeswith thenum ericalresultrecently reported in Ref.[29],which

is largerthan the value originally quoted in Ref.[16]. This largerO (a2)correction has been

also con�rm ed by K .Chetyrkin and A.K wiatkowski[30].
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the�nalvaluesof� J[a],fora = 0:1(� = 1).Forcom parison thenum berscom ing
from thetruncated perturbativeexpressionsatO (a3)arealso given.

Table 1:ExactresultsforB (n)

L+ T(a) (n = 0;1;2;3)obtained atthe k{loop (k =
1;2;3;4) approxim ation (�j> k = j> k = 0), together with the �nalvalue of

� L+ T[a] =
P

2

n= 0d
L+ T
n B

(n)

L+ T(a),for a = 0:1 and � = 1. For com parison the
num berscom ing from thetruncated expressionsatO (a3)arealso given.

Loops B
(0)

L+ T(a) B
(1)

L+ T(a) B
(2)

L+ T(a) B
(3)

L+ T(a) � L+ T[a]
1 0:89032 0:06965 0:00452 0:000186 1.360
2 0:81719 0:05666 0:00278 �0:000008 1.166
3 0:79143 0:05296 0:00236 �0:000048 1.108
4 0:78237 0:05168 0:00222 �0:000060 1.089

O (a3) 0:79363 0:06473 0:00892 0:001000 1.405

Table 2: ExactresultsforB (n)

L (a) (n = 0;1;2;3)obtained atthe k{loop (k =
1;2;3;4) approxim ation (�j> k = j> k = 0), together with the �nalvalue of

� L[a]=
P

3

n= 0d
L
nB

(n)

L (a),fora = 0:1 and � = 1. Forcom parison the num bers
com ing from thetruncated expressionsatO (a3)arealso given.

Loops B
(0)

L (a) B
(1)

L (a) B
(2)

L (a) B
(3)

L (a) � L[a]
1 1:39908 0:18473 0:02255 0:002588 4.686
2 1:54013 0:20247 0:02421 0:002692 5.052
3 1:57853 0:20617 0:02444 0:002690 5.120
4 1:58910 0:20706 0:02446 0:002681 5.133

O (a3) 1:64446 0:21894 0:02192 0:001000 4.356

These num ericalresults show a reasonable convergence ofthe B (n)

J (a) inte-
grals,ashigher{order�k and k contributionsaretaken into account.Increasing
the num berofloopsone getsa sm alldecrease (increase)ofthe transverse (lon-
gitudinal) contribution. It is also clear that the truncated O (a3) expressions
overestim ate (underestim ate)� L+ T (� L).Taking thefullfour{loop inform ation
into account,wegetthefollowing perturbativebehaviour:

� L+ T[0:1]= 0:7824+ 0:2239+ 0:0823� 0:0000601dL+ T3 + � � � (40)

� L[0:1]= 1:5891+ 1:1733+ 1:1214+ 1:2489+ � � � (41)

TheL+ T seriesconvergesverywell.Owingtothenegativerunningcontributions
the � L+ T[a]series behaves better than the originalperturbative expansion of
D L+ T

us (s)j
D = 2

. Unfortunately,the longitudinalseriesism uch m ore problem atic.
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The bad perturbative behaviour ofD L
us(s)jD = 2

gets reinforced by the running
e�ects,giving riseto a badly de�ned series.

Thecom bined �nalexpansion,

�[0:1]= 0:9840+ 0:4613+ 0:3421+
�

0:3122� 0:000045dL+ T
3

�

+ � � � (42)

looksacceptableforthe�rststerm sbecause� L+ T isweighted by a largerfactor.
In fact,this series behaves better than the one in Eq.(39),obtained with the
usualperturbative truncation ofthe contour integrals. Nevertheless,after the
third term the seriesappearsto be dom inated by the longitudinalcontribution,
and thebad perturbativebehaviourbecom esagain m anifest.

Usingthefullfour{loop resultwehavecertainly gained in convergenceforthe
� L+ T series [com pare the fourth term in the series (37)and (40)fora = 0:1],
which is otherwise the one we don’t know the O (a3) coe�cient. W e can take
advantage thatthe O (a3)correction to �[a]is alm ost com pletely given by the
known � L contribution.UsingdL+ T3 � d

L+ T
2 (dL+ T2 =d

L+ T
1 )� 317,thefourth term

in (42) becom es 0.298,i.e. a 5% reduction only. Taking the size ofthe O (a3)
contribution to � L asan educated estim ate ofthe perturbative uncertainty,we
�nally get

�[0:1]= 2:1� 0:3: (43)

6. R enorm alization{Scale D ependence

Theexpansion (22)dependsorderby orderon � and thisdependencecancels
outonly when we sum the in�nite series. In practice,we only know a few �rst
term s ofthe series (three for� L+ T[a]and fourfor� L[a]);so we should worry
how m uch the predictions depend on our previous choice � = 1. Obviously,�
should becloseto onein orderto avoid largelogarithm s;butvariationswithin a
reasonable range,letussay from 0.75 to 2,should nota�ecttoo m uch the �nal
results.Sm allervaluesof� would puttheQCD coupling in thenon-perturbative
regim eand arethereforenotacceptable.

Figures 1,2 and 3 show the sensitivity to the selection ofrenorm alization
scaleofthe�nalpredictionsfor� L+ T,� L,and �,respectively,fora(M 2

�)= 0:1.
Thebehaviourof� L+ T isquitegood.Thepredicted valuerem ainsverystable

in the whole range � 2 [0:75;2],showing that the perturbative series is very
reliable. Below � � 1=2,the perturbative expansion breaksdown,asexpected,
becausethecoupling a� isalready outsidetheradiusofconvergenceoftheseries.

Thelongitudinalseries,on theotherside,hasaquitewild dependenceon the
renorm alization scale.Changing � from 1 to 2,am ountsto a reduction of�L of
about65% .Thus,thetheoreticaluncertainty isvery largein thiscase.

The � dependence ofthe com plete expansion �,reects obviously the be-
haviourofitstwo com ponents. The largerweightof� L+ T keepsthe resultstill
acceptable,within the range of� considered,but the sizeable �L contribution
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spoilsthe stability and generatesa m onotonic decrease ofthe prediction forin-
creasing valuesof�. Taking thisvariation into account,the theoreticalerrorin
Eq.(43) should be increased to about 0.6,i.e. a 30% uncertainty in the �nal
prediction.

6. D iscussion

The bad perturbative behaviour ofthe longitudinalcontribution does not
allow to m ake an accurate determ ination ofthe strange quark m assfrom R �;S.
Nevertheless,taking

�[0:1]= 2:1� 0:6; (44)

m s(M 2
�) could be stillobtained with a theoreticaluncertainty ofabout 15% ,

which isnotso bad.
Notice thatitisthephase{space integration oftheoriginalcorrelation func-

tions the responsible for the di�erent behaviour ofthe longitudinaland trans-
verse com ponents. Therefore,the perturbative convergence could probably be
im proved through an appropriateuseofweightfactorsin Eqs.(5)and (8).This
requiresan accuratem easurem entofthe�nalhadronsm assdistribution in the�
decay,which so farhasonly been perform ed forthedom inantCabibbo{allowed
m odes [31]. The m easurem ent ofR us(s) could be feasible at the forthcom ing
avourfactories,wherea very good kaon identi�cation isforeseen.

From thetheoreticalpointofview,theanalysisofweighted m om entsofthe
�nalhadronsm assdistribution proceedsin a com pletely analogousway [32]. A
detailed study willbepresented in a forthcom ing publication.
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Figure C aptions

� Figure 1.-Variation of�L+ T[0:1]with therenorm alization{scalefactor�,
to fourloops.

� Figure 2.-Variation of�L[0:1]with therenorm alization{scalefactor�,to
fourloops.

� Figure 3.-Variation of�[0:1]with the renorm alization{scale factor�,to
fourloops.
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Figure1:Variation of� L+ T[0:1]with therenorm alization{scalefactor�,to four
loops.
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Figure 2: Variation of� L[0:1]with the renorm alization{scale factor �,to four
loops.
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Figure 3: Variation of�[0:1]with the renorm alization{scale factor �,to four
loops.


