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Abstract m72_ Z BT%hv/AVT Wy /A dNvV/A

It has been shown in recent analyses by ALEPH [1] and - hy/a Broevev. Nvja  ds L
OPAL [E] that precision QCD tests are possible with - ) s \2 B (1)
hadronicr decays by comparing spectral moments of the 6SEw|Vad| (1_W) (1+2W)

hadronic decay ratio of the with QCD calculations. In
principle ete™ data can be used in a similar manner bywhere the sum is performed over non-strange hadronic fi-
evaluating spectral moments &f The current®e™ data nal stateshy, 4 with angular momentuny = 1. Ny, a

is compared with the OPAL data and a prediction is madeis the number of taus that decay into the hadhgry

on the achievable accuracy of QCD tests with the projectgdus neutrino,wy,4 denotes the appropriate weight of

precision of PEP-N|]3]. the hadronic mode to the vector or axial-vector current,
Sew = 1.0194 is an electroweak correction terrﬂ [9] and
1 INTRODUCTION [Vaal? = 0.9477 £ 0.0016 is the squared CKM weak mix-

_ ~ ing matrix element[70].
Ther lepton is the only lepton heavy enough to decay into within the framework of QCD weighted integrals over

hadrons. The observed spectra of the non-strange hadrehg spectral functions (so called moments) have been cal-
in s, wherey/s is the mass of the final state hadronic sysgylated ];

tem, give the non-strange spectral functions. Decays with ,

an even number of pions in the final state belong to the o 2+k !
. . . ds s s

vector current while decays with an odd number of pi- R’j_lv/A: 6SEW|Vud|2/_2 <1__2> <_2)

ons belong to the axial-vector current. A comparison of ' me ms me

weighted integrals over the spectral functions of the vec-

tor and axial-vector current with QCD predictions can give X [<

fundamental parameters of the the@ff]4—8], including the

strong coupling constant;. Differentintegrals (moments) where the scalar spectral functiofy(s) vanishes, since no

are used to measure power corrections of non-perturbatiggalar particle has been observedrimecays, while the

origin and the strong coupling simultaneously, thus redugseudo-scalar spectral functiaf(s) is given by the pion

ing the theoretical uncertainties e connected with the pole, assuming that the pion is the only pseudo-scalar final-

1+2%> v/als) + UO/aO(s)] . (2)

T

non-perturbative terms. state in non-strangedecays:
The QCD tests can also be performed for energy scales
smaller thann., if the integrals over the spectral functions mZM(S(s —m2)
are performed with an upper integration limi, = sy < a(s) = Brever, 3)
m?2 and replacingn? by m?2, in the integrals|[L] thus cre- 9 s \?
ating the spectral moments of a hypotheticdepton with 65w |Vadl <1 - m_g>

a mass belown,. ]
In the same manner-e~ annihilation into hadrons can ~_1he moments are used to compare the experiment
be used to extract the spectral function of the vector-curreWith theory. In what follows, ten moments farl =

and compare with theory by means of its spectral moment), 10,11, 12,13 for V- and A are used. The first mo-
mentsR%,, /4 are the total normalized decay rates of the

2 THEORY 7 into vector and axial-vector mesons. In the naive parton
model these two rates are identical and add up to the num-
2.1 Hadronicr decays ber of colors. Since only non-strange currents are consid-

) . ered in this work the naive expectation has to be multiplied
The vectorv(s) and axial-vectom(s) spectral functions by [Vua|?. Including the perturbative and non-perturbative

(the absorptive parts of the vacuum polarization Correl%ontributions, equatior[|(2) is usually written @[11]:
tors) are given by the spectradrof the final state hadrons,

normalized to the branching ratids and corrected for the

3 Dkl
phase-space: Rly/a= 5513\/V|Vu<1|2 (1 O+ 5V/A>7 4)

D=2,4,6,8
v/a(s) = %ImHV/A(S) wheredk. . are perturbative QCD corrections (20 % for
kl = 00) and thes”*! terms are the so-called power cor-
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76SF00515. rections & 1% for kl=00).
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The perturbative ternzi’;lert is known to third order in charge dependent factor) similar propertieés in (ﬂ)
as and partly known to fourth order ins. Forkl = 00 and ﬂZ) andy ; denoting the charge of the quark flavar
the_Contour Improved Perturbation Theory (CIPT) result In massless perturbative QCD Q?v(s) andv”(s) are

is [@]: identical and most conveniently expressed in form of the
Adler-function [27]:

K ds s s3
0 =3N"" ¢ 2 (1-22 42
5pert 2_:1 271 jé S < m?. + m76. DP(—S) _ _47.‘.25(11_[77(_5)

T sl=m2 ds

st as(—s)\" : ag (s)
_ 2 S 5 _ 2 s

where theK; = 1,K, = 1.63982, K3 = 6.37101 are . .

o 505 o, 25 s oencomaf WO el st oo B
|18]. The Taylor-expansion ins(m?2) of the CIPT re- i

L3118 o) by (28]

sultis [T [11]:

0 _ 2 3 4 m3(s)
5%, = as+5.202302+26.366a3+ (78.003+ K4)al, (6) Dol s) = — ¥ Q3™

as(s)

™

6 + 28

with a; = as(m?2)/7. It is referred to as Fixed Order f=uds

Perturbation Theory (FOPT). The third method considered m?»,(s) a?(s)
in this paper resums the leading term of théunction to +{259.666 — 2-252 m2(s) | =2 |’ €)
all orders inay by inserting so-called Renormalon Chains fr=udst

(RCPT) [1942P]. The fixed-order corrected version (Up g ere the running quark masses (s) are calculated from

the third order im) quoted in the lower portion of table 6 g4 _invariant mass parameters and an evolution equation
in reference[[20] is used in the fit. which is know to four loops[[39].

. Kl -
The power correchon_i\l;/A in the framework ofthe_ Op- Finally the non-perturbative part of the Adler function
erator Product Expansion (OPHI[23] are proportional tp,, 45 m:

m_-P. The dimensionD = 2 terms are mass-corrections
of perturbative origin[[7,11] and are small for non-strange ) o[ 1 11 as(s) (&GG)
7 decays. Corrections of higher dimension are of non—DNP(_S> = 8 Z Q7 12 1- 18 =« 52

perturbative origin, absorbing the long-distance dynamic f=uds

into vacuum matrix elementf| [7]44426]. In contrast to the 2 05(s)\ (myrtdy)
. - . +(24 <

perturbative part the power corrections differ for the vect 3 7 52
and the axial-vector currents. 4 a(s) (mp iy

If one neglects the smaltdependence of the power cor- 7 Z ! ng !
rections, theS\L,’/X terms can be expressed for allvalues fr=u,ds
by a product of the power correction fbf = 00 and a sim- n 3 (Os) 9 (Og) (10)
ple integral over the:i-dependent weight—functionﬂll]. 2 s3 st |7

This approach is used for the dimensibn= 6 andD = 8

terms, takingS\G//i00 as free parameters. For the dimensio
D = 2andD = 4 terms the fulls-dependence is taken into
account for the theoretical description of the mome@s.[llﬂ
The least precisely knowh = 4 parameter, the gluon con-
densate which is known only &) % [ is also taken as a
free parameter in the fit, while the = 2 term is calculated

from the quark masses and the strong coupling. The quark- _

masses and -condensates needed to complef@ the, 4 D(=s) = De(=8) + Dimass(=5) + Dp(=s). - (11)

Ix{vith the dimension 4 contributions from the gluon conden-
sate(as/mGG) and the quark condensates r¢ sy ) and
he dimension 6 and 8 operatdi8s) and(Os).

The total Adler function is simply the sum of the per-
turbative part |ﬂ8), the mass correctiorﬂs (9) and the non-
perturbative par{ (10):

terms are taken fronf][7]. Moments of similar form to[{2) can be defined fore~
S data [3D]:
2.2 eTe™ annihilation into hadrons
50 k !

The ratioR..- is defined as: R (s0) :/ﬁ 12 2 ) Rere-(s). (12)

3 ete” S0 So S0 ere '

S m2

Reto-(5) = 150+~ hadron$s) "
= 127 ImID(s) = 6v7(s), ) In order to guarantee the validity of the OPE the end-

point in the integrals should be suppressed by at least two
with v7(s) ~ Zf:u,d,sQ?'U(S) being the vector spectral powers ofs and the moments chosen here are therefore
function with (except for the isoscalar contributions amel t %l = 20, 30, 31, 32,33. As in 7 decays the moments can



be rewritten as integrals around the cirtle = sg in the
complexs-plane:

T T T T T [ T T T T T T T T [ T T T T T

?
ds NLYIRN R - Unfolded OPAL Data
REL -~ (s0) = 6mi ?{ - (1 - _) <_> II"(s), (13) & 4/ -+ FOPT ]
Is] 50 %0 %0 e RCPT
S|=S80
. . . 375 .. = CIPT ]
and further written as integrals over the Adler functioeaft ﬁﬁﬂ%@ 1
integrating by parts: ' Hﬂﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁ*+++# ]
s 7 R T
k k o 1
3 ds (—1)m( ) [ 1
Rkl B - = % i m [
ete(50) 57 P %7m+l+l sl OPAL |
|S‘:SO . Ml ' 1 | | | 1
X ll - (—) ] D(s). (14) o 11—
S0 5 k
In the QCD fits the dimensio® = 6 andD = 8 terms ;f i
are fitted using(Os s) as free parameters. Note that this b
1 1 1 1 1

differs from ther data fits where the contributions to the 08 bl L
momentkl = 00 are used as free parameters. For the di-
mensionD = 2 and D = 4 terms the fulls-dependence

is taken into account for the theoretical description of thf:.
moments as described above. In contrast to the non-strang
7 data where the least precisely known= 4 parameter is
the gluon condensate the largest uncertainty forethe™
data comes from the strange quark mas$l GeV) which ¢, As a conservative approach one could take the average
is used as a free parameter for fhe= 2 andD = 4terms.  of gl three results and their spread as additional thematti

The other quark-masses and -condensates needed to c@ficertainty. From the results iff [2] one obtains therefore:
plete theD = 2,4 terms are taken fronﬂ[?].

gure 1:R¥,+A(so) for a hypotheticat’ lepton versus the

per integration limitsy = m?,.

as(m?) = 0.326 + 0.007exp & 0.022¢1c0, (15)
3 RESULTSOFQCDFITSTO T DATA .
which translates to

The fit results of QCD parameters to the ten moments )

RM,, , for kI = 00,10,11,12,13 as reported in[J{,31] as(miz) = 0.1194 £ 0.0008cxp £ 0.0027heo  (16)

are shown in Tatﬂ 1. Only the CIPT fits are presented hergtm — 01.188 GeV

since the focus is the stability of the QCD fits and the two 2 ° '

other approaches lead to similar results within the théoret
+ —_

cal uncertainties. The various fits demonstrate the stabili 4 AVERAGING OF eTe™ DATA

of the method and that the perturbative parametecan  Exclusive ete~ channels up to a CMS energy of

be measured together with the non-perturbative parts ever, 1oy [B2-/60] are combined in this analysis to calculate

if most of the non-perturbative parts do not cancel as it ifhe total hadronic cross section. The nartownd¢ reso-

the case in the first three fits. _ ~ nances are excluded from the exclusive channels and added
~ Note that the statistical error am, in the last two fits  tg the total cross section as relativistic Breit-Wignenesr

is different only because the last fit uses additional infofith s-dependent widthd 1P, p1]. The weights of individ-
mation from ther lifetime and the leptonic branching ra- 5| channels and the treatment of systematic errors is taken

tios [@]. _ _ from [BQ] but the statistical errors and the final result are
The extension to energy scales< m? is demonstrated gptained in a slightly different manner:

in Fig. [l. Here the momerY) ., ,(so = m?2,) is shown

together with the fit results to the three different theories 1. @ common equidistant binning in energy is chosen for

FOPT, CIPT and RCPT for the perturbative part plus non-  all channels = 300 bins from E\,i, = 0GeV

perturbative parts. to Enax = v/5GeV) and for every experiment and
The error on the theoretical curves (or alternatively their ~ channel a histogram is filled with weighted averages

spread) indicates that the OPE is applicable to values as Of cross section measurements falling in the same bin:

low as1.5 GeV? which can be used to extract the running

of the strong coupling constant frordata alone. E C’j/AQC’j
The three considered theories differ in the treatment of - INE;/Emax€li-1,i]} .
) > = : ) d; = . i=1...N, (17)
unknown higher order terms which is partially taken into E 1/A%;

account as theoretical uncertainty by means of the error on (INE; ) Emax€li—1,i]}



Table 1:Comparison of the QCD fit results (CIPT) to the moments ofordeikial-vector) current, the simultaneous fit of
all moments for both currents, and the moments for the sunotbfdurrents [3]L]. The quoted errors contain statistical
errors only.

\Y A Vand A V+A
observable value error value error value error value error
as(m?) 0.341  40.017 0.357  40.019 0.347  £0.012 0.348  40.009
(5= GG)/GeV* 0.002  4+0.010 —0.011  =£0.020 0.001  £0.008 —0.003  40.011

5% 0.0259 4+0.0041 — — 0.0256 40.0034 — —

6{3, —0.0078 +0.0018 — — —0.0080 +£0.0013 — —

52 — — —0.0246 £0.0086 —0.0197 40.0033 — —

5% — — 0.0067 40.0050 0.0041 40.0019 — —
5{5,+A — — — — — — 0.0012 40.0047
5§,+A — — — — — — —0.0010 =£0.0029

2/d.of. 0.07/1 0.06/1 0.63/4 0.16/1

where the squared errofs’ are given by the inverse After this interpolation and averaging procedure the total
of the denominator irﬂ?). hadronic cross section is given by the sum of the exclusive

2. gaps att = ¢...j between bing andj of indi- channels as in@O]. The resulting values f¢+.- are
vidual measurements are interpolated with the trapshown in Fig|]2.

zoidal rule:
k—1
di = crd; + (1 - Ck)dj, Ck = T (18)
@5:‘ R D :1 ’5
3. the statistical errors are interpolated with the same§45 i H stat. errors 1 0o
. S 49O [ | SySto+-Stat: 1 0.

procedure: 8 B PEPNLOI e
1 4 F perturbative QCD-(masslessy 0.8 &
Ay, = e A + (1= ), ) ., : A ER

-"&)/35 relative-uncertanty 0.7

and are therefore larger compared to Gaussian propax

o«
o

gated errors by the factor: 3¢ | 0.
TE = ki + (1= ck)A (20) 25 ‘*#W\ 105
4. the correlation matrix for the interpolated parts is 1.5 0.3
given by: ; T / \ ]
1 f 1) 0.2
U\ A
Vksltat =TET] (C]gClAl2 + (1 - Ck)(l - Cl)A?) . (21) 05 MA Wj”u’/\‘ y A\\)A V\/\/ V i 01
5. the systematic errors are also interpolated according ¢ fo 0 fdnd g

05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45

to the trapezoidal rulg (19) and all systematic errors s(Gevd)

are assumed to b0 % correlated.

6. the final error matrix is given by the sum of both: . )
Figure 2:R.+.- (s) from exclusive channels. The dark gray

Via = VP2t + VIrs. (22) band denotes statistical errors; the light gray band shows
the sum of systematic and statistical errors. The dark solid
7. the averaged cross section over all experiments jihe shows the relative uncertainty; the small dark error
bin i for one exclusive channel is obtained from theband beyond = 2 GeV? shows the projected uncertainty
weighted mean of all measurements and its error bafter 5 years of PEP-N[[3]. The narrow and ¢ reso-
usual error propagation. In case of inconsistent sets ginces and the massless QCD prediction are also indicated
data points for a particular bin its final error is scaledy solid lines.

by the ratioS = | /x?/xZs, if S > 1, wherex? is
the calculateg? for the individual experiments being

consistent with the average ang o, is the x* value
corresponding to a confidence levelc&%.



5 RESULTSOFQCDFITSTOete™
DATA

The five moments R*
20, 30,31, 32,33 are given in Tab.[]2.
tions are given in Talf] 3. The result of the CIPT fit to these
moments is given in Ta] 4. The correlations of the fit

ete™

(4 GeV?)

parameters are shown in Tgb. 5.

for ki =

Table 20 Moments R* _(4GeV?) for kI =

Table 5:Correlations of the QCD fit parameters to the mo-
mentsR* (4 GeV?) for kI = 20,30, 31,32,33 in per-
cent. The values correspond to the quadratic sum of exper-
Their correla- imental and theoretical errors.

obs. Mg <06> <Og>
Qg +77.2 +71.4 —42.0
Mg +35.9 —8.2
(O6) 932

20, 30,31, 32,33 from exclusiveete~™ data. The er-
rors include statistical and systematic uncertainties;
projected errors after 5 years running of PEP-N and

. . . ~0.8
theoretical uncertainties are also given. g
kI RF__  stat+sys. PEP-N theo. go7
20 0.760 0.014 0.009 0.008 1
30 0.569  0.008 0.007  0.012 1006
31 0.1206 0.0027 0.0016 0.0040 gg‘q')’
32 0.0355 0.0015 0.0006  0.0000 § 05 :
33  0.0143 0.0009 0.0003 0.0000 § 04 [
Tt
03 [
Table 3:Correlations of the moment8*. __ (4 GeV?) for 0.2

kl = 20,30, 31,32,33 in percent. The values correspond [
to the quadratic sum of experimental and theoretical er- 0.1 |

rors. :
%l 30 31 32 33 0™05 1T 15 225 3 35 4 45
(Gev?)
20 +86.6 +3.8 +74.5 +704 %
30 —44.2 433.6 +30.0
31 +54.9  +50.9 Figure 3: The momentg?*'~>*3*313%33 5y versus the
32 +98.8 integration limit sg. The shaded bands show the experi-

Table 4: Results from the QCD fits to the moment
(4 GeV?) for ki

}%M

ete—

20, 30, 31, 32, 33 from exclu-
siveeTe™ data. The errors include statistical and system-

atic uncertainties; projected errors after 5 years runnfy  shows the moments aR.+.- as a function of the up-
PEP-N and theoretical uncertainties are also given.

mental moments with statistical and systematic uncertain-
ties from top to bottom in the ordéi = 20, 30, 31, 32, 33.
The dotted curves denote central values anidr ranges

for the theoretical expectations (CIPT) using the fit values
%0 the moments aly = 4GeV? as input.

per integration limit together with theoretical predictio
using the fitted values afy = 4 GeV? as input. Rea-

obs. val. err. PEP-N theo.
GV 0986 0031 0027 00L sonable agreement between the extrapolated and the mea-
as( Ge V) 0‘220 0.036 0.026 0‘059 sured moments is observed for all five moments down to
ms/Ge 6 ' ' ' ' so ~ 2.5GeV>. The first three moments agree within er-
286%8638 _8883; 88881 88882 8888; rors with the extrapolated results downsp~ 1.5 GeV?.
8 e . . . .
?/d.of. 0.04/1
6 CONCLUSIONS

The value of the strong coupling 4GeV? corresponds

to

as(m3z) = 0.117 £ 0.005¢xp + 0.002¢pco  (23)

atmyz = 91.188 GeV in good agreement with the re-

The comparison of QCD fits to different currents (V, A,
V and A, V+A) in non-strange hadronic decays probes
the stability of the OPE at low energy scales. The good
agreement of perturbative and non-perturbative paraseter
among these fits demonstrates that QCD fits can reliably

sult but with a larger experimental uncertainty. Figﬂre Be performed at these low energy scales. The use of spec-



tral moments is therefore extendeddbe~ — hadrons [22] C.J. Maxwell and D.G. Tonge, Nucl. PhyB481 (1996)

data in order to fit QCD parameters atGeV?. While 681.

the extraction of the strong coupling; is not competi- [23] K.G. Wilson, Phys. Rev179 (1969) 1499.

tive in terms of expe.nment.al uncertamues with the me 4] MA. Shifman, Al Vainshtein, and V.I. Zakharov,

surement fromr data it provides an important cross chec Nucl. PhysB147 (1979) 385.

and probes an energy region not accessible witte- 51 MA. Shif AL Vainshtei d VI zakh

cays. Furthermore the sensitivity to the mass of the stranéze] e ftman, = AL vainshtein, - and V1. caxharov,
. . Nucl. PhysB147 (1979) 448.

quark can be used to constrain this parameter. A value of ) _ _

ms(1GeV) = (220 + 36 + 59) MeV has been observed. [26] M.A. Shifman, A.l. Vainshtein, and V.I. Zakharov,

The experimental uncertainty could be reduced®$; af- Nucl. PhysB147 (1979) 519.

ter 5 years of running with PEP-N. [27] S.L. Adler, Phys. Re\D10 (1974) 3714.
[28] K. Chetyrkin and J. Kiuihn, Phys. Le®248 (1990) 359.
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