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A bstract

W e investigate the occurrence of power term s In the running Q CD
coupling @) by analysing non-perturbative m easuram ents at low
momenta ( & 2G&V) obtained from the lattice threegluon vertex.
O ur exploratory study provides som e evidence for power contribbu-—
tionsto ¢ (o) proportionalto 1=p”. Possble in plications for physical
observables are discussed.
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1 Introduction

The standard procedure to param etrise non-perturbative QCD e ects In
tem s of power corrections to perturbative results is based on the O pera—
tor Product Expansion (OPE). In this fram ework, the powers Involved in
the expansion are expected to be uniquely xed by the symm etries and the
din ension of the relevant operator product. Tt should be noted that, due to
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the asym ptotic nature of QCD perturbative expansions, power corrections
are reshu ed between operators and coe cient fiunctions in the OPE Di:

T he above picture has recently been challenged [, 3, 4]. & was pointed
out that power corrections which are not a priori expected from the OPE
may In fact appear in the expansion of physical cbservables. Such tem s
may arise from UV -sublkading) power corrections to ¢ (o), corresponding
to non-analytical contribbutions to the -function. To illustrate this point,
consider for exam ple a typical contridbution to a condensate of din ension 2

Z
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A power contrioution to (p—zz) of the formm (p—zz)Z would generate (from

the UV Im it of integration) a contrdbution to the condensate proportionalto
Q—Z )2 . The fact that the din ension of such a temm would be iIndependent of
Indicates that this contribution would bem issed In a standard O PE analysis.

N ote that In the above m anijpulations z could be In principl any (r=al)
number. Thevaliez= 1may In fact play a specialrole (see the discussion in
Section 2), as  would result in p—zz contributions to physical processes w hose
existence has been confctured for a long tin e, m ainly in the fram ework of
the UV renom alon {3].

C karly, the existence of -independent power corrections, if dem on-—
strated, would have am a pr In pact on our understanding ofnon-perturbative
QCD e ectsandmay a ect QCD predictions for several processes. For ex—
ampl, Q—z contrbbutions m ay be relevant for the analysis of decays 6, 2].

A Though the size of such corrections could in principle be estim ated
directly from experin ental data, it would be highly desirable to develop a
theoretical fram ew ork where the occurrence of these e ects is dem onstrated
and estin ates are cbtained from st principles QCD calculations. Some
steps In this direction were performed In [}, 4], where som e evidence for an
unexpected Q—z contribution to the gluon condensate was obtained through
lattice calculations.

The ain of the present work is to test a m ethod to detect the presence
ofpow er corrections In the maunning Q CD ooupling. N on-perturbative lattice
estin ates of the coupling at low m om enta are com pared w ith perturbative



form ulae. A lthough at this stage our work is exploratory In nature and fur-
ther sin ulations w ill be required to cbtain a conclusive answer, our analysis
provides som e prelin nary evidence for power corrections. The nalgoalis
to Investigate the possbl link between O PE -independent pow er corrections
to physical cbservables and power tem s In the running coupling.

T he paper is organised as ollow s: In Section 2 we brie y review some
theoretical argum ents In support of power corrections to ¢ (), illustrating
the special role that m ay be played by p—zz tem s. In Section 3 we explain
the m eaning of the lattice data and our strategy for the analysis. Some
prelin nary evidence for power corrections is discussed. F inally, in Section 4
we draw our conclisions. T he appendix contains som e technical details.

2
2 Clues for = C orrections to ()
Power correctionsto ¢ (p) can be shown to arise naturally in m any physical
schem es [§,9]. The occurrence of such corrections cannotbe excluded a priori
In any renom alisation schem e. C karly, given the non-analytic dependence
of (p—zz)Z tertm s on 4, power corrections cannot be generated or analysed
In perturbation theory. In particular, the non-perturbative nature of such
e ectsm akes it very hard to assess their dependence on the renom alisation
schem e, which is only very weakly constrained by the general properties of
the theory.

A s discussed In the follow ing, despite the arbitrariness a priori of the
exponent z, ssveral argum ents have been put forward In the past to suggest

that a lkely candidate for a power correction to ¢ () would be a term of
orer Z2=p?,ie.z= 1.

2.1 Static Quark Potential and Con nem ent

Consider the interaction oftwo heavy quarks in the static lm it (for a m ore
detailed discussion see {[(]). In the onegluon-exchange approxin ation, the



static potential V (r) can be w ritten as
Z
Ve / s JIk——: @)

C learly the above formula yilds the Coulomb potential V (r) 1=r.
U sing standard argum ents of renom alon analysis, one m ay consider a gen-—
eralisation of @) obtained by replacing ¢ with a running coupling:
Z
Vi / &k &

iK =

exp
S

: 3)

The presence of a power correction tem of the om k?) / 2=k?
would generate a linear con ning potentialV (r) K r. Notethat a standard
renom alon analysis of 3) (see {1Q] for the details) reveals contributions to
the potential containing various powers of r, but a lnear contrbution is
m issing. This is a typical result of renom alon analysis: renom alons can
m iss In portant pieces of non-perturative nform ation.

22 An Estin ate from the Lattice

The lattice comm unity has been m ade aware for som e tin e of the possi-
bility of non-perturbative contributions to the running coupling; for a clear
discussion see {11]. C onsider the \foree" de nition of the running coupling:

3 .,dv 1
Ry @)

qq(Q):4 ar -

where again V (r) represents the static interquark potential. By kesping Into
acoount the string tension contrlution to V (r), which can be m easured In
lattice sinulations, one obtains a 1=Q? contrbution, whose order of m ag—
nitude is given by the string tension itself. Tronically, this term has been
m ainly considered as a sort of ambiguiy, resulting in an indetermm ination in
the value of Q) at a given scale. From a di erent point of view, such a
term oould be Interpreted as a clue for the existence of a p_22 contribution,
and it also provides an estin ate for the expected order of m agnitude of i,
at kast n one (physically sound) schem e.



2.3 Landau pole and analyticity.

&t iswell known that perturbative QCD form ulae or the munning of ¢ in-—
evitably contain singularities, which are often referred to asthe Landau pole.
T he details of the analytical structure depend on the order at which the -
function is truncated and on the particular solution chosen. T he existence of
an Interplay between the analytical structure ofthe perturbative solution and
the structure of non-perturbative e ects hasbeen advocated fora long tin e
[2]. To illustrate this idea, consider the one-loop omula for the running
coupling () :

1 .
by Jog &)
Here the shgularity is a sin pk pole, which can be ram oved if one rede nes

s (o) according to the follow ing prescription :
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w here a pow er correction of the asym ptotic form p_22 appears. However, the
sign of such a correction is the opposite of what one would expect from the
results of 4] and from the considerations in Section 2.1, so that in the end
one could envisage a m ore general form ula for the regularised coupling:

1 2 2

+ + c—: (7)
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T he m essage from (-'_2 ) is that the perturbative coupling is not de ned at the
p_22 Jvel, s0 the coe cient ofthe pow er correction isunconstrained, even affer
In posing the cancellation of the pol.

s©°) =

Athigherperturbative orders one encountersm ultiple shgularities, which
Include an unphysical cut. There are ssveral ways to regularise them . In
particular, the m ethod discussed in {12] combines a spectralrepresentation
approach w ih the Renom alization G roup. The m ethod was orighally for-
mulated ©rQED , but it has recently been extended to the QCD case [13].

O ther approaches can be conceived to achieve a system atic reqularisation
ofthe singularties arising from the Landau pole, order by order In perturoa-
tion theory. In thisway one ocbtains form ulae for ¢ () that are wellde ned
at allm om entum scales.



Such form ulae would be quite usefiil in the fram ew ork of our study, since
pow er corrections are expected to be sizeable at scales close to the location of
the Landau polk. However, for the purpose of the prelin lnary nvestigation
discussed in the present paper, we shall lin it ourselves to a sin pler approach,
where one tries to t the data by simply adding power corrections to the
perturbative expressions, w thout attem pting a regularisation ofthe Landau
polk.

3 Lattice D ata and P ower C orrections

3.1 s on the Lattice

Severalm ethods for com puting ¢ () non-perturbatively on the lattice have
been proposed In recent years {14,15,18,17,18]. In m ost cases, the goalof
such studies is to obtain an accurate prediction for (M ; ), ie. the running
coupling at the Z peak, which is a findam ental param eter in the standard
m odel. For this reason, lattice param eters are usually tuned as to allow the
com putation of ¢ () at m om entum scales ofat keast a few G eV s, where the
tw o—Joop asym ptotic behaviour is expected to dom inate and pow er contriou-—
tions are suppressed. H owever, the sam e m ethods can iIn principle be applied
to the study of  (p) at lowerm om entum scales, where pow er-like term sm ay
be sizeable. Forthis purposs, the best m ethod is one w here one can m easure
s ©) In a wide range of m om enta from a single M onte Carl data s=t.

Onem ethod which fiil 1Is the above criterion is the determ nation of the
coupling from the renom alised lattice three-glion vertex finction {g, 19].
T his isachieved by evaluating tw o—and threepoint o —shellG reen’s finctions
ofthegluon el in the Landau gauge, and in posing non-perturbative renor—
m alisation conditions on them , for di erent values of the extemalm om enta.
By varying the renom alisation scale p, one can detem ne () for di er-
ent m om enta from a singlke sin ulation. O bviously the renom alisation scale
m ust be chosen In a range of lattice m om enta such that both nite volum e
e ects and discretisation errors are under control. Such a de nition of the
coupling corresponds to a m om entum -subtraction renom alisation schem e in
continuum QCD [Q]. It should be noted that in this schem e the coupling is
a gauge-dependent quantity. O ne consequence of this fact is that 1=p? cor-



rections should be expected, based on OPE considerations. W e will retum
to this issue when draw ing our conclusions.

The num erical results for ;@) that we use for our investigation were
cbtained from 150 con gurationson a 16* latticeat = 690.

For fll details of the m ethod we refer the reader to Ref. [19], where
such results were rst presented. In order to detect violations of rotational
invariance, di erent com binations of Jattice vectors have som etin esbeen used
ra xed value of p?. This accounts for the graphical \splitting" of som e
data points.

3.2 M odels for Power C orrections

A sm entioned at the end of Section 2.3, In the present work we shallnot ad—
dress the general problem of de ning a regular coupling at all scales. For
the purpose of our prelin inary investigation, we shall com pare the non-
perturbative data for ¢ with sinpl m odels obtained by adding a power
correction term to the perturbative formula at a given order. In order to
dentify m om entum intervals where ouransatz tsthe data, one should keep

In m ind that the m om entum range should start well above the location of
the perturbative Landau pole, but it should nonetheless Include low scales
w here power corrections m ay still be sizeable. The requirem ent of kesping
the e ects of the nite Jattice spacing under control in the num erical data

for § nducesa naturalUV cuto on them om entum range. It is reassuring
that Intervals that fiul 1l these requirem ents can be identi ed, as speci ed in

the follow Ing.

One problem In this approadh is the possbl interplay between a de-
scription in temm s of (hon-perturoative) pow er corrections and our ignorance
about higher orders of perturbation theory. In particular, forthe schem e that
we consider, the threeloop coe cient ofthe -function isnotknown. Know
edge of such a coe cient would allow to perform a m ore reliable com parison
of our estim ates for the param eter in our schem e w ith lattice determ ina—
tions of 1n a di erent schem e, for which the threeJdoop resul is availlble
P1]. In fact, although m atching the param eter between di erent schem es
only requires a oneloop com putation (pecause of asym ptotic freedom ), the
reliability of such a com parison rests on the assum ption that the value of



In each schem e is fairly stable w ith respect to the nclusion ofhigher orders,
which in tum Implies that a su cient number of perturbative orders has
been considered in the de niion of . In practice, when working at two—
or three-loop order, the value of is still quite sensitive to the order of the
calculation. For this reason, in the fomulae for () we shall append a
subscript to the param eter , to ram ind the reader that the value of such
a param eter is expected to carry a sizeable dependence on the order of the
perturbative calculation.

Even wihin such lm itations, in the follow ing we will argue that it is
possible to estin ate the in pact of three-loop e ects in our m odel and that
a description w ith power corrections seem s to be stable w ith respect to the
Inclusion of such e ects.

3.3 Two-loop Analysis

At the twoJdoop level, we consider the follow ing form ula:

~ 1 b Jog (g = %)) 2
= — —>., T 1 @8)
h) 109(92— 21) b) (b) 109(92— 2]_)) P

By tting our data to @) we ocbtain two sets of estin ates for the pa-
ram eters ( ,1,&1), namely (0:84(1),0:313)) and (0:73(1),0:99(7)). The two
results correspond to com parabk values for % ., and in both cases we ob-
tain 2, 18.In both cases, themomentum window extendsup top 3
GeV .W e take the st set of values as our best estin ate of the param eters
as the corregponding value of ,; is close to what is obtained from a \pure"
twodoop t, ie. i isstable wih respect to the introduction of power cor-
rections. O ur choice for the value of ,; willbe a posteriori supported also
by Independent considerations at the threeloop level. Them cm entum range
that we are abk to describe (18 30 G&V) is fully consistent with what
one would expect from general considerations based on the value of the UV
lattice cuto and the value of ,;. Notice that choosing between the two
sets of values m akes quite a di erence in the UV region, where power e ects
are largely suppressed.

s ©)

In summ ary, a two-loop description w ith pow er corrections based on (8)
tswell the data In a consistent m om entum range. Ourbest t ofthe data



to @) isshown In Figure 1. W e were also ablk to check that if one tries to

determm ine the exponent z ofthe pow er correction (p—gzl 2 from the t,thebest
description of the data is obtained forz 1. W e interpret this result as a
con m ation of our theoretical prejudice z = 1. However, one should note
that since that the quality of our data m akes a full threeparam eter t very
hard, the above check ofthe value ofz and any other threeparam eter tthat
we mention In the follow Ing sections were in fact obtained by perform ing a
very large num ber of two-param eter ts, corresponding to di erent ( xed)

values of the third param eter.

0.9

0.8

0.7

T
_e_

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.2

0-1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Figure1: Thebest tto @). The crossed-circled points indicate the tting
range.



34 Threeloop Analysis

A s already m entioned, a m a pr obstack for a three-loop analysisis is the fact
that the rst non-universalooe cientb , ofthe perturbative -function isnot
known for our schem e.

In order to gain Insight, we start by perform Ing a twoparam eter t to
the standard three-doop expression for (o), where the tting param eters
are 31 and the unknown coe cientb,. We ca]lb‘zff the t estimate forb,,
to em phasise that we expect the e ective value b;ff to provide an order of
m agnitude estin ate of the true (unknown) coe cient b,. O urbest estin ate
or s andb is 5= 072(Q1),5F = 13@1),with 2, 18 (s thedashed
curve In Fig. 2). The error quoted for the t param eters should always be

Interpreted w ithin the e ective description provided by the relevant form ula.

Them om entum range where we cbtain the best description ofthe data is
P 2 3Ge&V.Ourresuk for ;;provides (via perturbative m atching) an es-
tin ate or 5, In very good agreem ent w ith the estin ate in 1], which was
cbtained from the com putation ofthe param eter in a com plktely di erent
schem e. A lthough both estin ates are a ected by our ignorance of higher
loop e ects, and our estin ate also depends on the extra param eter b‘sz , the
agream ent between the two resuls appears ram arkable. In order to investi-
gate the reliability ofgeff as an estin ate ofb,, we discuss in the appendix
an argum ent which appears to provide a Iower bound for the value ofb, in
our schem e, namely by & 0:3. Ourvalie forls’ " is therefore consistent w ith

such a bound.

H aving obtained com parable values for flof from the twoJoop analysis
w ith power corrections and from the \pure" threeloop analysis, one m ay
be Jd to consider our resuls as evidence against the existence of power
corrections, sihce so farthey sin ply appearto provide an e ective description
of three-loop e ects.

However, we w illargue now that there is room forpow er corrections even

at the threeJoop level. To thisain , consider the follow Ing three-loop form ula
w ith a power correction:
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where I, = Iog = %)) and B° is agai to be determ ned from a t.

Fitting the data to @), we dbtain 5, = 0:72(1), B°° = 1:0() and
= 041Q),with %, 18, namomentum rangel8 30GeV (seFig.
2). The above result was In practice ocbtained by perform ing a large num ber
of twoparam eter ts for bgff and ¢z, or xed values of 3;. The range of

trialvalues for 3; was suggested by the results of the \pure" threedoop t.
W e note the ollow Ing:

1. thevalue forthe scaleparam eter 3; is fully consistent w ith the previous
determ nation from the \pure" threedoop description;

2. the value for b‘sz is also reasonably stable wih respect to the previ-
ous determm nation and it is also consistent w ith the approxin ate lower
bound forlb, discussed in the appendix;

3. by com paring results from  tsto @) and @), it em erges that
o 5=022Q)GeV? o 4=021Q)Gev’: (10)

T his approxin ate equality gives us con dence In the presence of power
corrections, as it indicates that the pow er temm sproviding thebest tto
@) and (9) are num erically equal. Tn other words, there appears to be
no Interplay between the indetermm ination connected to the perturbative
tem s and the power correction tem , w ithin the precision of our data,
thus suggesting that a genuine p—zz correction is present in the data.

F inally, the coe cient ofthe pow er correction is ofthe order ofm agnitude
expected from the argum ents in sections 2.1 and 2 2, that is, it is com parable
to the standard estin ate for the string tension squared.

Onem ay argue at this point that at the two-loop Jkvelwe had to choose
between two sets of values for ( ,1,&31), and that our choice is crucial for the

11



validity of ({(). An a posteriori justi cation for our choice can be obtained
from the follow Ing test: we plot a few values for ¢ () as generated by the
\pure" threedoop ormula or 3= 072 andb, = 1:0. Then, by tting such
points to the \pure" twoJdoop formula, onegets ,; 0:84, ie. the value for
which (10) holds.

4 Conclusions

W e have discussed an exploratory investigation of power corrections in the
running QCD ooupling ¢ () by com paring non-perturbative lattice results
w ith theoreticalm odels. Som e evidence was ound for 1=p? corrections, whose
size was consistent with what is suggested by sin pl argum ents from the
static potential.

At the technical level, our results need further con m ation from the
analysis of a Jarger data set and a study of the dependence ofthe tparam —
eters on the ultravicokt and nfrared httice cuto . A ssum ing our ndings
are con m ed at the technical level, one needs to address the issue of as-
sessing the schem e dependendence of our results. A s already discussed, the
non-perturbative nature of pow er corrections m akes it very hard to fomu-
late any theoretical procedure to estin ate the in pact of schem e dependence.
The best one can do at this stage is to consider di erent renom alisation
schem es and de nitions of the coupling and gather num erical evidence and
form alargum ents supporting pow er correctionsto ¢ (). In thisway, schem e~
Independent featuresm ay eventually be identi ed. For exam ple, on the basis
of our resuls, we note the follow ing:

T heoretical argum ents suggest 1= corrections both for the coupling
asde ned from the static potential and for the one obtained from the
three-gluon vertex. T he argum ents for the form er case were outlined in
Sections 2.1 and 2 2. A s farasthe coupling from the three-gluon vertex
is concemed, 1=p? corrections appear n an OPE analysis if one keeps
iInto account the fact that such a coupling is a priori gauge dependent,
so that a din ension 2 condensate appears In the relevant OPE .

In the static potential case, the theoretical argum ent also provides an
estin ate for the order ofm agnitude ofthe coe cient ofthe 1=p ? correc—
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tion, while In the threeglion vertex case the OPE argum ent provides
no estin ate for i, suggesting Instead that £ m ay depend on the gauge.
H owever, our num erical result in the Landau gauge is in striking agree—
m ent w ith the estim ate for the static potential case. A though such an
agreem ent m ay of course be accidental, it calls for further investiga—
tion, which m ay be perform ed by attem pting a sim ilar calculation in a
di erent gauge.

T he issue of schem e dependence w ill be the focus of our future work.
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A ppendix A
C onsider the perturbative m atching between our schem e and theM S scheme

vow = F5t G g5t Gl fzt 0(])

As it iswellknown, ¢ detem ines the ratio of the param eters In the

di erent schemes, whilke c; depends on ¢ and the di erence between the
value ofb, in our scheme and B; °. W e assum e that at very high m om entum
values (> 150 G &V) the running coupling follow s the three-loop asym ptotic
formula. Then if one takes the value or ;5 from PR1] and the value for
¥ oM In our schane from the perturbative m atching, the only unknown
param eter In the above expression is the value of b, In our scheme. By
dem anding that at the two-Joop Jevel the expansion ofone coupling in pow ers
ofthe other is still convergent (ie. the convergence isbetter at two loopsthan

13



at one loop as the series are not yet displaying their asym ptotic nature) we
obtain an approxin ate lower bound for the unknown coe cient asb, & 03.
W e have chedcked that such a technique provides sensble resuls for every
couple of couplings for which a two-loop m atching is known.

R eferences

[l] For review s and classic references see:

V I.Zakharov, NucL Phys.B385 (1992) 452;

A H.Mueller, in QCD 20 years later, vol. 1 W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore
1993). B . Lautrup, Phys. Lett. 69B (1977) 109; G . Parisi, Phys. Lett.
76B (1977) 65; Nucl Phys. B150 (1979) 163; G . t'Hooft, In The W hys
of Subnuckar Physics, Exice 1977, ed A . Zichichi, P lnum , New York
1977); M . Beneke and V JI. Zakharov, Phys. Lett. 312B (1993) 340; M .
Beneke Nucl. Phys. B307 (1993) 154; A . H .M ueller, NuclL Phys. B250
(1985) 327; Phys. Lett. 308B (1993) 355; G .G runberg, P hys. Lett. 304B
(1993) 183; Phys. Lett. 325B (1994) 441.

4] G Burgio, F.DiRenzo, G .M archesini and E . O nofrd, Phys. Lett. 422B
(1998) 219.

B]A.H.Mueller, n QCD 20 years hter, vol. 1 and references therein. R .

6] G .ATarelli, P.Nason, G .Ridol , Zeit. Phys. C 68 (1995) 257.

[7] An early evidence of such a contrbution was reported In G P. Lepage
and P .M ackenzie, NucL Phys. Proc. Suppl. 20 (1991) 173, although the
perturbative series was not m anaged up to high orders.

B] Yul. D okshitzer, G . M archesini and B R . W ebber, Nucl. Phys. B469
(1996) 93

O] SJ.Brodsky, G P.Lepage and P B .M ackenzie, Phys. Rev.D 28 (1983)
228.

14


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9705318
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9705290
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9705460
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710257

[11] C .M ichael, Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl. 42 (1995) 147.

[12] P. Redmond, Phys. Rev.D 112 (1958) 1404; N N . Bogoliubov, A A.
Logunov and D V . Shirkov, Sov.Phys. JETP 37 (1959) 805.

[13] D V. Shirkov and IL. Solovtsov, Phys.Rev.Lett. 79 (1997) 1209
4] A X .EXX hadra et al.,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 69 (1992) 729.

[L5] M .Luscher et al, NucL Phys.B413 (1994) 481.

[16] G S.Baliand K . Schilling, Phys.Rev.D 47 (1993) 661.

[L7] SP.Booth et al,, Phys. Lett.B294 (1992) 385.

[L8] C .Parrinello, Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994) 4247.

191 B.AIles, D .S.Henty, H . Panagopoulos, C . Parrinello, C . P ittori, D .G .
R ichards, Nucl. Phys.B502 (1997) 325

ROl R.Dashen and D J.G ross, Phys.Rev.D 23 (1981) 2340

R1] S.Capiani, M . Guagnelli, M . Luescher, S. SInt, R.Sommer, P.W eisz
and H .W ittig, Nucl. Phys. P roc. Suppl. 63 (1998) 153.

15


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710487

0.8

0.7

T
—O—

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.2

0-1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Figure 2: Fisto (§) (solid line) versus a pure threeoop t (dashed lne).
T he crossed-circled points are consistent w ith both ansatze, whilk the star-
circled one isbest tted by @).
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