arXiv:1112.5958v2 [hep-ph] 15 Mar 2012

Noname manuscript No. (will be inserted by the editor)

Strong Coupling Constant from τ Decay within a Dispersive Approach to Perturbative QCD

B.A. Magradze

Received: date / Accepted: date

Abstract We present a new dispersive framework for the extraction of the strong coupling constant αs from τ -lepton decays. A new feature of our procedure is the use of the quark-hadron duality on the limited region s_d < s < m^2_τ . The duality point s_d and the MS strong coupling constant αs(m^2_τ ) are self-consistently extracted from the τ data for the non-strange vector spectral function. We use 2005 ALEPH and 1998 OPAL experimental data on the vector spectral function. We compare the new framework with the contour improved perturbation theory up to order α^5_s . The new procedure yields systematically lower values for αs. From the 2005 ALEPH data, we obtain αs(m^2_τ ) = 0.308 ± 0.014exp ± 0.005_{th} which corresponds to αs(M^2_z ) = 0.1170 ± 0.0018exp ± 0.0007_{th} ± 0.0005ev . The extracted value for the duality point s_d is found surprisingly stable against perturbation theory corrections s_d = 1.71 ± 0.05exp ± 0.00_{th} GeV^2. From the 1998 OPAL data, we obtain αs(m^2_τ ) = 0.290 ± 0.023exp and s_d = 1.68 ± 0.10exp GeV^2.

Keywords tau lepton decay · renormalization group equation · perturbation theory data analysis

1 Introduction

As is well known, the inclusive hadronic decays of the τ -lepton may be reliable studied within perturbative QCD (see seminal work [1] and the literature therein). A general approach to analyzing the perturbative and non-perturbative aspects of the τ -system observables is the renormalization group improved perturbation theory augmented with the Wilson’s Operator Product Expansion (OPE) [2]. The characteristic energy scale is relatively small, mτ ≈ 1.8 GeV (mτ being the mass of the τ -lepton). Hence, the nonperturbative effects of QCD cannot be completely ignored. The original study [1] has shown that they are small and under control within the OPE. In the following years, the inclusive hadronic quantities of the τ system have been intensively exploited to

B.A. Magradze Andrea Razmadze Mathematical Institute of I. Javakhishvili Tbilisi State University, 2, University st., 0186 Tbilisi, Georgia E-mail: magr@rmi.ge precisely determine the strong coupling constant αs(m^2_τ ). This became feasible because the observables of the τ system are sensitive to the concrete value of αs and the accuracy of the experimental data for a variety of the observables has been considerably improved (for recent review see [3]).

In past few years, the determination of the strong coupling constant from nonstrange hadronic τ -data has received a renewed interest. It was pointed out [4] that there is not good agreement between recent two highest precision low-energy determinations of αs. These determinations come from the finite energy sum rule (FESR) analysis of hadronic τ decay data [5] and from a lattice perturbation theory analysis of ultraviolet-sensitive lattice observables [6].

αs(M^2_z ) = 0.1212 ± 0.0011 (τ decay) (1) αs(M^2_z ) = 0.1170 ± 0.0012 (lattice). (2)

Moreover, different determinations of αs from the same τ data [7,8,9] are not fully consistent within their mutual errors (see work [10] and the literature therein). This discrepancy has stimulated a number of new theoretical investigations on the application of the FESR in τ decays (see works [4,5,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19]. The standard FESR technique based on the truncated OPE series has been reconsidered. The small but still significant non-perturbative effects have been included into analysis [19]. On the one hand, the impact of the higher order terms of the OPE (neglected in the standard analyzes) has been estimated [4,15,16,18]. It was confirmed that their influence on the extracted value of αs is not small in the separate vector and axial vector channels. To suppress these contributions in the FESR the so-called pinched weights introduced [4,15,16,18]. On the second hand, using the physically motivated model [10,11,19] the impact of the non-perturbative corrections coming from the possible duality violations (DVs) [20] has been estimated. In the separate vector and axial vector channels the DVs was found to be appreciable (see recent work [19] and references therein). The pinched weights have also been employed to reduce the effects of DVs [18]. Possible non-perturbative corrections to the FESR (direct instantons, duality violation and tachyonic gluon mass) which cannot be described within the OPE have been estimated in [13].

As is well known, in the time-like region the renormalization group (RG) invariance cannot be used unambiguously. For this reason, two different methods are used to perform the RG resummation within the FESR. These are fixed order perturbation theory (FOPT) and contour improved perturbation theory (CIPT) [21,22]. These two approaches lead to differing results. The values of αs extracted from τ decays employing CIPT have always been higher. A critical comparison of these two approaches may be found in recent works [23,24]. In [24] FOPT was approved as a better approximation to the true result. In contrast, authors of [4] and [5] favored CIPT.

Note that the non-physical singularities of the perturbative running coupling (the Landau pole problem) which occur at small space-like momenta may, supposedly, deteriorate the extracted values of the parameters [25]. In particular, CIPT suffers from this shortcoming [24]. To cope with this problem dispersive or analytic approaches to perturbative QCD have been developed [26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39]. In works [27] and [28], the τ lepton decay rate has been analyzed within a simple and effective dispersive technique, Analytic Perturbation Theory (APT) (for reviews see [29, 38,39]). However, the minimal analytic QCD model (the same APT) predicts, from the non-strange τ lepton decay data, too large value for the strong coupling constant, αs(m^2_τ ) = 0.403±0.015 [28]. The advantages and shortcomings of the three approaches to the τ decays (FOPT, CIPT and APT) were thoroughly analyzed in [30]. It should be noted that APT as well as its generalized versions suggested more later [31,33,34, 35,36,37] proved to be very useful from the phenomenological point of view. A remarkable feature of these modified expansions is the better convergence and improved stability property with respect to change of the renormalization scheme. Nevertheless, one should keep in mind that an analytic approach based only on perturbation theory can not be defined unambiguously, in fact, there is not a unique recipe for removing the Landau singularities from the running coupling.

In our earlier work [40] we have suggested a dispersive approach to analyze the τ decay data. In contrast to CIPT, the new approach is based on the improved approximations to the Adler function which incorporate correct analyticity and RG invariance properties of the exact function. Moreover, the approximations correctly reproduce the required ultraviolet and infrared properties of the exact Adler function. Another feature of the new framework is the use of the quark-hadron duality in the limited region s_d < s < m^2_τ . The QCD scale parameter Λ_{MS} and the duality point s_d may be determined, self-consistently, from the experimental data [40].

In the present article, we investigate the new framework more thoroughly. We revise part of the results of work [40]. We present a more accurate test of the convergence of the numerical results in perturbation theory. The numerical value of the duality point s_d is found to be remarkable stable with respect to higher order QCD corrections. More importantly, we study the stability of the results with respect to small change of the experimental data. In Sect. 2 we critically analyze the FOPT and CIPT approaches to the τ -decay. A dispersive modification of the CIPT suggested in [40] is discussed in more detail. In Sect. 3 we give corrected numerical values for αs and s_d extracted from the 2005 ALEPH data. We thoroughly investigate the stability of the results comparing the new and CIPT determinations of αs order by order in perturbation theory. In addition, we analyze the ALEPH non-strange data employing the renormalization scheme invariant (RSI) framework suggested in [41]. We also analyze 1998 OPAL [9] vector data within the new dispersive framework. Conclusions are summarized in Sect. 4.

2 Theoretical Framework

Let us briefly recall some basic facts about the QCD analysis of the hadronic decays of the τ -lepton through the FESR [42]. The non-strange vector component of the τ - hadronic width is determined as

R_{τ,V} = 6|V_{ud}|^2S_{EW}

∫_m2_τ 0 wτ (s)v_1(s)d s, (3) where wτ (s) = 1 m^2_τ ( 1 − s m^2_τ

)_2 ( 1 + 2 s m^2_τ ) , V_{ud} is the flavor CKM matrix element, S_{EW} denotes a short-distance electroweak correction^1 and v_1(s) is the vector spectral function defined through the correlation

1 In what follows, we neglect the small additive electroweak correction δ^′_{EW} .

function^2 v_1(s) = 2πImΠ_{ūd,V} (−s). (4)

It is more convenient to define a renormalization scale invariant quantity, the Adler function D(Q^2) = −4π^2Q^2 d d Q^2 Π_{ūd,V} (Q^2), (5)

here, we have defined s = q^2 = −Q^2. In the exact theory, the correlation function Π_{ūd,V} (z) and the Adler function are analytic functions except the cut running along negative z-axis. This implies the FESR relation R_{τ,V} = − 3ı 4π |V_{ud}|^2S_{EW} ∮_{−s0 +ıϵ} −s_0 −ıϵ ( 1 − z s_0 ) ( 1 + z s_0

)_3 D(z) d z z , (6)

here, the integration contour is a circle of radius s_0 (s_0 = m^2_τ ). In the case of massless quarks, the Adler function has the perturbation theory expansion [23]

D(Q^2) = ∞∑ n=0 as(μ^2)^n n+1∑ k=1 kc_{nk}L^{k−1} where L = ln

Q^2 μ^2

, (7)

as(μ^2) = αs(μ^2)/π and αs(μ^2) denotes the strong coupling constant normalized at the scale μ. It follows from the renormalization scale invariance of the Adler function that only the coefficients c_{n1} are independent. All other coefficients are determined in terms of the c_{n1} and β-function coefficients through the RG equation [23,24]. In practice the series (7) is truncated at some finite order.

The approximations to the Adler function obtained by truncation of the series (7) have correct analytical properties of the exact function. In the case of FOPT, the series (7) is inserted into contour integral (6) and integrated term-by-term. Afterwards, the normalization scale is determined choosing μ = mτ [23]. However, we could start from the original formula (3) with perturbation theory expansion for the spectral function. The expansion for the spectral function is obtained by insertion series (7) into inversion formula (15) (see below) and integrating term-by-term. So, we could achieve the same result without using the FESR relation (6). Thus, within FOPT, formulas (3) and (6) are equivalent. However, the approximations to the Adler function employed within FOPT do not describe correctly the asymptotic behavior of the exact function for Q^2 → ∞. In the standard analysis of the τ data this fact is irrelevant. However, as we shall see latter, this is not the case for the new framework accepted in this paper.

Since the Adler function is the renormalization scale invariant quantity, one may choose μ^2 = Q^2 in series (7). Thus, one obtains the RG improved expansion

D(Q^2)|_{RG} = 1 + d(Q^2)|_{RG} = 1 + ∞∑ n=1 dna^n_s (Q^2) (8)

where dn = c_{n1}, as(Q^2) = αs(Q^2)/π, αs(Q^2) being the running coupling. The first two coefficients in the expansion (8) are the renormalization scheme invariant. The known coefficients in the MS scheme for n_f = 3 quark flavors take values d_1 = 1, d_2 ≃ 1.6398, d_3 ≃ 6.3710 and d_4 ≃ 49.0757. The last coefficient was calculated recently by the

2 We use the normalization of the spectral function with the naive parton prediction v_{1,naive} = 1/2.

authors of [12] by using powerful computational techniques. The approximations to the Adler function constructed by truncation the series (8) have correct ultraviolet asymptotical behavior (d(Q^2) → 0 as Q^2 → ∞), however they violate the cut-plane analyticity of the exact Adler function due to the non-physical Landau singularities of the perturbative running coupling. One may assume, without loss of generality, that the running coupling has only one Landau singularity located on the positive Q^2 axis [40]. This is true for the asymptotic solutions and for more accurate Lambert-W solutions to the RG equation [43,44,45]. Then we may derive (see [40]) the violated dispersion relation for the QCD correction to the Adler function:

d(Q^2)|_{RG} = d(Q^2)|_{APT} + d_L(Q^2), (9)

where the function d(Q^2)|_{APT} satisfies the normal DR

d(Q^2)|_{APT} = 1 π ∫_∞ 0 ρ_{eff} (σ) σ + Q^2 d σ, (10) with the effective spectral density determined as

ρ_{eff} (σ) = Im{d(−σ − ıϵ)|_{RG}}. (11)

It is to be noted here that the function

D(Q^2)_{APT} = 1 + d(Q^2)|_{APT} (12)

is the analytic image of the perturbative Adler function determined in the sense of the Analytic Perturbation Theory (APT) approach of Shirkov and Solovtsov [26,27]. The second term in (9) is the contribution coming from the Landau singularity. It is represented by the contour integral [40]

d_L(Q^2) = − 1 2πı ∮ C^+_L

d(ζ)|_{RGI} ζ − Q^2 d ζ, (13) here, the integral is taken round the circle {ζ : ζ = s_L + s_L exp (ıϕ), −π < ϕ ≤ π} in the positive (anti-clockwise) direction, with s_L being the Landau singular point.

In the popular framework, referred to as contour improved perturbation theory (CIPT) [21,22], the (truncated) expansion (8) is inserted into the FESR integral (6) and then integrated term by term. At this point, one ignores the fact that with the approximation (8) formulas (3) and (6) are not equivalent. Indeed, the FESR relation (6) can not be derived because of violated analytical properties of the approximation (8). This inadequacy repeatedly discussed in the literature (see for example [24] and [30]). Nevertheless, CIPT has been very successful from the phenomenological point of view. On the other hand, APT is free from this drawback. However, the analysis of the τ decay data based on APT with massless quarks gave too large value for the strong coupling constant [28]. Furthermore, in the infrared region, the Adler function can not be reproduced correctly within APT, CIPT or FOPT. Thus, in APT the running coupling αs(Q^2) has a finite limit as Q^2 → 0 [26]. This leads to the apparent contradiction in the case of the Adler function. In fact, the Adler function should vanish at Q^2 = 0, as is manifested by Chiral Perturbation Theory [47]. In work [31], APT has been modified by considering the quark mass threshold effects for the light quarks. In this way, correct descriptions of the Adler function and τ data was achieved. However, too large values for the effective quark masses (mu ∼ m_d ∼ 330 MeV) was predicted.

Fig. 1 The integration contour in the complex Q^2 plane used in the inversion formula (15) in the case of the approximation D(Q^2)|_{RG} violating the DR. Branch points on the real axis are represented by the blobs and branch cuts by the zigzagging lines. s_L denotes the Landau singularity.

As is well known, in the exact theory the Adler function satisfies the dispersion relation (DR)

D(Q^2) = Q^2 ∫_∞ 0 2v_1(s)ds (s + Q^2)^2

, (14)

the corresponding inversion formula reads

v_1(s) = 1 4πı ∮_{−s+ıϵ} −s−ıϵ D(z) z d z, (15) where the path of integration, connecting the points −s ∓ ıϵ on the complex z-plane, avoids the cut running along the real negative z axis. The integral being traversed in a positive (anticlockwise) sense. From the violated DR (9), we may also derive the integral representation

D(Q^2)|_{RG} = Q^2 ∫_∞ −s_L 2v^{RG}_1 (s)ds (s + Q^2)^2

, (16)

where the singular integral at the lower bound should be treated in the sense of distribution theory^3. It is to be noted that the spectral function v^{RG}_1 (s) may be again calculated via the inversion formula (15), but now the integration contour should also avoid the non-physical cut running along the positive interval 0 < z < s_L (see Fig. 1).

The dispersion relation (14) may be used to construct the approximations to the Adler function with correct analyticity properties. To approximate the hadronic spectral function, one may use the global duality ansatz employed previously in works [46, 47] v_1(s) = θ(s_d − s)v^{np}_1 (s) + θ(s − s_d)v^{pQCD}_1 (s), (17)

where v^{pQCD}

1 (s) is the perturbation theory approximation to the spectral function, v^{np}_1 (s) denotes the non-perturbative component of the spectral function confined, presumably, in the low energy region, and s_d is the onset of perturbative continuum, an

3 We have confirmed formula (16) in the case of the one-loop order β-function.

infrared boundary in Minkowski region above which we trust pQCD^4. One may also construct a “semi-experimental” spectral function

v^{“s.exp”}

1 (s) = θ(s_d − s)v^{exp}_1 (s) + θ(s − s_d)v^{pQCD}_1 (s), (18)

where v^{exp}_1 (s) denotes the genuine experimental part of the total “semi-experimental” spectral function. It was measured with high precision by ALEPH [7,8] and OPAL [9] collaborations in the range 0 < √ s < mτ = 1.777 GeV. Formula (18) extends the spectral function beyond the range accessible in the experiment. Formulas (17) and (18) provide practical realizations of the concept of the quark-hadron duality (see the original work [46]). In [47], this ansatz was used to determine the duality point s_d for a given value of Λ_{MS}, the QCD scale parameter in the MS scheme. The perturbative component v^{pQCD}_1 (s) was constructed from the FOPT series (7) choosing the normalization scale μ^2 = s_d. Such a framework may be considered as a modification of FOPT. In [40], we have used the same ansatz for the spectral function. However, our strategy was somewhat different. Starting from the ansatz (18), we have determined the parameters Λ_{MS} and s_d self-consistently from the τ data. In contrast to [47], we have used the RG improved approximation v^{RG}_1 (s) to the spectral function. The function v^{RG}_1 (s) is calculated by insertion of the (truncated) RG improved series (8) into inversion formula (15). For s > 0, one finds [40]

v^{pQCD}

1 (s) = v^{RG}_1 (s) = v^{APT}_1 (s), (19)

where v^{APT}_1 (s) is the spectral function determined in the sense of the Shirkov-Solovtsov APT v^{APT}_1 (s) = 1 2 (1 + r(s)) where r(s) = 1 π ∫_∞ s ρ_{eff} (σ) σ d σ. (20) It follows from the duality relation (18) that one may calculate in QCD perturbation theory the decay rate of the τ lepton into hadrons of invariant mass larger than √ s_d

R^{QCD}_{τ,V} |s>s_d = 6|V_{ud}|^2S_{EW}

∫_m2_τ

s_d

wτ (s)v^{APT}_1 (s)d s, = R^{exp}_{τ,V} |s>s_d (21)

so that

Φτ (s_d, Λ^2) =

∫_m2_τ

s_d

wτ (s)v^{APT}_1 (s)d s =

∫_m2_τ

s_d

wτ (s)v^{exp}_1 (s)d s. (22)

Using relation (20), one may express the left hand side of (22) in terms of the effective spectral density [40]

Φτ (s_d, Λ^2) = (1 − ŝ_d)^3(1 + ŝ_d)

(1 + r(s_d)) 4 − 1 4π ∫_1

ŝ_d

y^{−1}(1 − y)^3(1 + y)ρ_{eff} (m^2_τ y)d y,

(23)

where ŝ_d = s_d/m^2_τ .

Inserting the duality ansatz (18) into DR (14) one constructs the “semi-experimental” Adler function

D(Q^2)|_{“s.exp”} = D(Q^2, s_d)|exp + D(Q^2, s_d)|_{pQCD}, (24)

4 It is assumed that 0 < s_d < m^2_τ .

where the experimental and QCD components of the Adler function are determined by

D(Q^2, s_d)|exp = Q^2 ∫_{sd} 0 2v^{exp}_1 (s)d s (s + Q^2)^2

, D(Q^2, s_d)|_{pQCD} = Q^2 ∫_∞ s_d

2v^{pQCD} 1 (s)d s (s + Q^2)^2 . (25) In general, the QCD component v^{pQCD}_1 (s) may contain the non-perturbative corrections coming from the OPE as well as the duality violating terms [19] not included into the OPE. Intuitively, it seems to us that the non-perturbative corrections are more essential in the region 0 < s < s_d. In what follows, we will ignore these non-perturbative corrections into QCD component of the spectral function and employ the perturbative approximation (19). The power suppressed part of the “semi-experimental” Adler function is defined as

D(Q^2)|pw.s = D(Q^2)|_{“s.exp”} − D(Q^2)|_{RG}, (26)

it may be represented in the form [40]

D(Q^2)|pw.s = 2 ∫_{sp} 0 K(Q^2, s)(v^{exp}_1 (s) − v^{APT}_1 (s))d s − d_L(Q^2), (27)

where K(Q^2, s) = Q^2/(Q^2 + s)^2. Formula (27) enables us to derive the asymptotic expansion at large Q^2

D(Q^2)|pw.s ∼ ∞∑ n=1 ηn ( Λ^2 Q^2 )_n (28)

where Λ ≡ Λ_{MS} is the QCD scale parameter in the MS scheme and the coefficients ηn depend on the dimensionless ratios Λ^2/m^2_τ and s_d/m^2_τ . In the case of massless quarks, the gauge invariant operator of dimension two can not be constructed. Hence, it follows that η_1 = 0. This condition from the OPE leads to the equation relating the parameters s_d and Λ with the experimental spectral function [40]

Φas(s_d, Λ^2) = 1 m^2_τ ∫_{sd} 0 v^{exp}_1 (s)d s, (29)

where Φas(s_d, Λ^2) = ŝ_d 2 (1 + r(s_d)) + 1 2πm^2_τ ∫_{sd} 0 ρ_{eff} (σ)d σ + c_L 2 Λ^2 m^2_τ

, (30)

with ŝ_d = s_d/m^2_τ and the coefficient c_L is a positive number independent of Λ

c_L = Λ^{−2} 1 2πı ∮ C^+_L

d(ζ)|_{RG}d ζ = 1 2π s_L Λ^2 ∫_π −π d(s_L + s_Le^{ıϕ})|_{RG} d ϕ, (31)

here s_L being the Landau singularity of the running coupling. It is proportional to Λ^{2 5}. Numerical values of the coefficient c_L calculated in the MS scheme are listed in Table 1. In the calculations we have used the approximations to the Adler function of increasing order^6. All approximations have been constructed with the four-loop order

5 Analytic expressions for s_L in the MS scheme up to fourth order in perturbation theory may be found in [45].

6 We use the abbreviation N^kLO to denote the order O(α^{k+1}_s ) approximation to the Adler function.

Table 1 Numerical values of the coefficient c_L in the MS scheme calculated with the four-loop order exact numeric running coupling.

Approximations to the Adler function LO NLO N^2LO N^3LO N^4LO c_L 0.301262 0.453421 0.555401 0.651373 0.721687

exact (numeric) running coupling. For the unknown O(α^5_s ) correction to the Adler function, we use the geometric estimate d_5 = d_4(d_4/d_3) = 378 [5].

An important remark is in order here. The advantage of the approximation v^{APT}_1 (s) is that it correctly describes asymptotic behavior of the exact function as s → ∞; in this limit v^{APT}_1 (s) → 1/2. In contrast, the FOPT approximation v^{FOPT}_1 (s) increases with s as a polynomial of ln s. This shortcoming of FOPT is irrelevant as far as the duality relation (22) is concerned. However, Eq. (29) depends on the ultraviolet properties of the Adler function. This discussion suggests that a more consistent framework should be constructed in the contour improved scheme. In this work, we will refer the new framework as dispersive contour improved perturbation theory (DCIPT)^7. Although technically DCIPT resembles APT, there are significant differences between the two frameworks. Thus, in DCIPT we do not mention modifications of the QCD β-function and running coupling.

3 Numerical Results

The parameters s_d and Λ may be extracted from the data by solving the system of equations

Φτ (s_d, Λ^2) =

∫_m2_τ

s_d

wτ (s)v^{exp}_1 (s)d s, (32)

Φas(s_d, Λ^2) = 1 m^2_τ ∫_{sd} 0 v^{exp}_1 (s)d s, (33)

where the functions Φτ and Φas are defined in formulas (23) and (30). The right hand sides of Eqs. (32)-(33) are determined in terms of the empirical function v^{exp}_1 (s). We have reconstructed the experimental vector spectral function from the 2005 ALEPH spectral data for the vector invariant mass squared distribution [8]. This was done, with the values |V_{ud}| = 0.9746 ± 0.0006 and S_{EW} = 1.0198 quoted in [7]. To interpolate the spectral function between the fixed experimental values of the energy squared, we use cubic splines. Evidently, the mean values of the parameters should be determined from the mean value of v^{exp}_1 (s). The error analysis is based on the system of equations (32)-(33) [40]. To determine the experimental uncertainties on the extracted values of the parameters, we use covariance matrices provided by ALEPH. Unfortunately, in the earlier work [40], we used (inconsistently) the N^2LO value c_L = 0.555401 (see Table 1) in all other orders. In this work, we present corrected results.

In general, the system (32)-(33) has more than one solution. For phenomenological reasons, we look for the solution in the limited region 280 MeV < Λ < 420 MeV. In this region, the system has only one solution. In Table 2, we give the central values for the

7 In [40], we used the abbreviation APT^+.

Table 2 Central values for the parameters in the MS scheme extracted from the 2005 ALEPH vector τ data order-by-order within DCIPT. These results correspond to the four-loop order running coupling.

Observable Approximation to the Adler function LO NLO N^2LO N^3LO N^4LO

s_d GeV^2 1.707 1.710 1.709 1.707 1.705 Λ GeV 0.486 0.378 0.348 0.332 0.323 α_s(m^2_τ ) 0.401 0.337 0.321 0.313 0.308

Table 3 The changes of the leading term induced by the consecutive corrections in the series (34) and (35).

Perturbative orders NLO N^2LO N^3LO N^4LO DCIPT 15.9% 4.0% 2.2% 1.2% CIPT 19.6% 4.7% 2.7% 1.4%

parameters extracted from 2005 ALEPH data within the new (DCIPT) framework. Formally, we may write a series for the numerical value of the coupling constant as follows

αs(m^2_τ )|_N4_{LO} = αs(m^2_τ )|_{LO} + 4∑ k=1 Δ_k, where Δ_k = αs(m^2_τ )|_Nk_{LO} − αs(m^2_τ )|_Nk−1_{LO}. Using the numbers listed in Table 2, we obtain the series

αs(m^2_τ )|^{DCIPT}

N^4 LO = 0.401 − 0.064 − 0.016 − 0.009 − 0.005. (34)

In [40], from the same data, we have obtained the CIPT series

αs(m^2_τ )|^{CIPT}_N4_{LO} = 0.485 − 0.095 − 0.023 − 0.013 − 0.007. (35)

In Table 3, we give the changes (in percents) of the leading term induced by the consecutive corrections in the DCIPT and CIPT series. One sees that the DCIPT series (34) converges more rapidly.

In this paper, we will estimate only so called indicative theoretical errors. These are defined as a half of the last retained term in the series [41]. As pointed out in [41], this definition of the error is heuristic and indicative. From the DCIPT series (34), we obtain the estimates

αs(m^2_τ )|_{NLO} = 0.337 ± 0.016exp ± 0.032_{th} αs(m^2_τ )|_N2_{LO} = 0.321 ± 0.016exp ± 0.008_{th} αs(m^2_τ )|_N3_{LO} = 0.313 ± 0.014exp ± 0.004_{th} αs(m^2_τ )|_N4_{LO} = 0.308 ± 0.014exp ± 0.002_{th} ± (0.0045_{d5} ), (36)

here we have also included the experimental errors^8. In previous paper [40], we have found from the same data in the case of CIPT

αs(m^2_τ )|_{NLO} = 0.390 ± 0.011exp ± 0.048_{th}

8 We use formulas for the error analysis derived in [40].

Table 4 Comparison of the DCIPT and CIPT τ decay determinations of the strong coupling constant at the scale M_Z = 91.187 GeV. Two errors are given, the experimental (first number) and the error from the evolution procedure (second number).

Approximation α_s(M^2_z )|_{DCIPT} α_s(M^2_z )|_{CIPT}

N^2LO 0.1187 ± 0.0019 ± 0.0005 0.1238 ± 0.0009 ± 0.0005 N^3LO 0.1176 ± 0.0018 ± 0.0005 0.1224 ± 0.0009 ± 0.0005 N^4LO 0.1170 ± 0.0018 ± 0.0005 0.1217 ± 0.0009 ± 0.0005

αs(m^2_τ )|_N2_{LO} = 0.367 ± 0.009exp ± 0.012_{th} αs(m^2_τ )|_N3_{LO} = 0.354 ± 0.008exp ± 0.007_{th} αs(m^2_τ )|_N4_{LO} = 0.347 ± 0.008exp ± 0.003_{th} ± (0.0065_{d5} ). (37)

The N^4LO estimates in (36) and (37) correspond to the central value d_5 = 378. The additional theoretical error in the coupling constant induced from the uncertainty in the fifth order unknown coefficient (d_5 = 378 ± 378) takes the values 0.0045 (≈ 1.5%) and 0.0065 (≈ 1.9%) in the new and standard extraction procedures respectively. Comparing formulas (36) and (37), one sees that within DCIPT the indicative theoretical errors take smaller values. In contrast to this, the experimental errors on the values of αs increases by the factor of 1.75 within the new procedure. It is remarkable that the more reliable estimate of the theoretical error presented in [5] within CIPT (at N^4LO) is close to our estimate of the error presented in formula (37).

Similarly, determining the theoretical and experimental errors on the parameter s_d, we find stable results

s_d|_{NLO} = 1.710 ± 0.054exp ± 0.002_{th} GeV^2 s_d|_N2_{LO} = 1.709 ± 0.054exp ± 0.001_{th} GeV^2 s_d|_N3_{LO} = 1.707 ± 0.054exp ± 0.001_{th} GeV^2 s_d|_N4_{LO} = 1.705 ± 0.054exp ± 0.001_{th} GeV^2. (38)

It is seen from (38), that the estimate for the duality point s_d decreases very slowly with increasing of the order of perturbation theory. Practically, it is constant, s_d ≈ 1.71±0.05 GeV^2.

Usually, it is convenient to perform evolution of the αs results to the reference scale Mz = 91.187 GeV. This is done by using RG equation and appropriate matching conditions at the heavy quark (charm and bottom) thresholds (see [48] and literature therein). The three-loop level matching conditions in the MS scheme were derived in [49]. In this paper, we follow the work [50]. We perform the matching at the matching scale m_{th} = 2μ_h where μ_h is a scale invariant MS mass of the heavy quark μ_h = m_h(μ_h). We assume for the scale invariant MS masses the estimates of the Particle Data Group μc = 1.29^{+0.05}_{−0.11} GeV and μ_b = 4.19^{+0.18}_{−0.06} GeV [51]. In the evolution procedure, we use the exact numeric four-loop running coupling. In Table 4, we compare the estimates for αs(M^2_z ) obtained from the two (DCIPT and CIPT) τ -decay determinations of the coupling constant.

As stated above, we have used the MS scheme four-loop running coupling uniformly in all calculations, whereas the order of approximation to the Adler function has been varied consecutively. To perform a more accurate test, let us now employ the same orders to approximate the β and Adler functions. The coefficient c_L is accordingly

Table 5 Testing the stability of the results with regard to higher order perturbation theory corrections. Here, the approximations to the β and Adler functions are chosen consistently, at the same orders.

Perturbative order c_L s_d GeV^2 α_s(m^2_τ )|_{DCIPT}

LO 0.444444 1.721 0.394 NLO 0.336798 1.713 0.335 N^2LO 0.527261 1.709 0.321 N^3LO 0.651373 1.707 0.313

Table 6 Comparison of the RSI and DCIPT determinations of the MS coupling constant from the τ -decay data. Experimental errors are given only.

Perturbative order α_s(m^2_τ )|^{RSI}_{V +A} α_s(m^2_τ )|^{DCIPT}_V

NLO 0.278 ± 0.003 0.335 ± 0.016 N^2LO 0.319 ± 0.004 0.321 ± 0.016 N^3LO 0.312 ± 0.004 0.313 ± 0.014

recalculated. In Table 5, we present the results of the improved test. Comparing the numbers in Tables 2 and 5, we see that the extracted values for the parameters, beyond LO, are very close (the N^2LO and N^3LO results practically coincide).

Let us now employ the renormalization scheme invariant extraction method (RSI) of [41] to extract the numerical values of the coupling constant from the 2005 ALEPH V+A spectral data. We shall also include into consideration the recently calculated O(α^4_s ) term in the series expansion of the Adler function. The advantage of this technique is that one starts from the physical quantity, the effective charge defined by aτ = ατ π = δ^{(0)}_{th} (39)

where δ^{(0)} is the perturbative correction to the τ -decay rate. The running coupling aτ defines the internal scheme for the physical quantity. The numerical value for the QCD scale in the internal scheme, Λτ , is extracted using the equation aτ (m^2_τ ) = δ^{(0)}_{exp}. The MS scheme scale parameter is determined according to the relation Λ_{MS} = Λτ exp{−5.20232/(2β_0 )}, where β_0 = 9/2. Formulas for calculation of the coefficients of the function βτ (the β-function in the internal scheme) may be found in works [3, 41]. For the experimental value of the perturbative part of the τ decay rate in the non-strange channel, we use the updated value

δ^{(0)}_{exp}|_{V +A} = 0.2042 ± 0.0050exp,

evaluated recently in [24]. For consistency, we use the same orders to approximate the β and Adler functions in the MS-scheme. In Table (6), we compare, the RSI and DCIPT determinations of the coupling constant order-by-order in perturbation theory. The relevant channels which have been used to extract the coupling are indicated by subscripts. It is seen from the Table, that beyond NLO the two determinations of the coupling constant are in good agreement.

As is known, mathematically, the extraction of QCD parameters from experimental data via sum rules constitutes a so called ill posed inverse problem (analytical continuation of an approximately known function) [17]. Small changes in the input data may lead to large changes in the output. In this regard, it is desirable to check the new framework. To do such a test, one may extract the values of the parameters using the data from different τ -decay experiments. As a different experimental data, let us employ 1998 OPAL experimental data on the non-strange isovector vector spectral function which is publicly available^9. The data are arranged in 100 bins with bin size 0.032 GeV^2, starting from s = 0.016 GeV^2. Note that, the OPAL data correspond to the branching fractions available in 1998, as well as the then-current values of V_{ud} and the electronic branching fraction Be. These parameters have been updated since then. The 2005 ALEPH analysis is more recent and based on more statistics. However, it was pointed out in [19] that the correlations due to unfolding have been omitted in the original ALEPH analysis. Thus the publicly available covariance matrices [8] should be corrected. Fortunately, the above mentioned obstacles have little relevance to the problem under investigation. In fact, our aim is to investigate the impact of the specific formulation of the quark-hadron duality (as given in (18)) on the extracted value of αs. Inserting into system of equations (32)-(33) the empirical vector spectral function reconstructed from the 1998 OPAL data^{10}, we solve the system numerically. We use the N^2LO and N^3LO approximations to the Adler function combined for consistency with the three- and four-loop order MS running couplings respectively. To determine the experimental uncertainties on the extracted values of the parameters we use covariance matrices provided by OPAL (relevant formulas were derived in the appendix to [40]). For the duality point, we obtain stable result

s_d|_N2_{LO} = (1.680 ± 0.100exp) GeV^2 s_d|_N3_{LO} = (1.679 ± 0.100exp) GeV^2, (40)

the central value in (40) decreases very slowly as the order in perturbation theory increases. We see that the numerical values for the duality point extracted from the ALEPH and OPAL data are close (cf. (38) and (40). For the strong coupling, from the OPAL data, we find the values

αs(m^2_τ )|_N2_{LO} = 0.296 ± 0.025exp αs(m^2_τ )|_N3_{LO} = 0.290 ± 0.023exp, (41)

the central values here are somewhat smaller as compared to the corresponding values extracted from the ALEPH data (cf. formulas (36) and (41)). However, the two determinations of the coupling constant are consistent within their mutual errors. It should be remarked that, in the case of the OPAL data, we have obtained larger experimental uncertainties on the numerical values of the parameters. For comparison, the original OPAL analysis of the same data, within CIPT, gave the value [9]

αs(m^2_τ )|_N3_{LO} = 0.348 ± 0.009exp ± 0.019_{th}, (42)

Comparing the numbers in formulas (41) and (42), one sees that the DCIPT determination of αs is significantly smaller, and the two determinations are not consistent within their mutual errors. Performing evolution of the αs values (41) to the Z^0-mass scale, we obtain

αs(M^2_z )|_N2_{LO} = 0.1154 ± 0.0034exp ± 0.0005ev αs(M^2_z )|_N3_{LO} = 0.1145 ± 0.0033exp ± 0.0005ev . (43)

9 I would like to thank S. Menke and S. Peris for making the data available to me. 10 We use cubic splines to interpolate the data.

4 Conclusion

We have extracted numerical values for the MS scheme strong coupling constant αs from the τ -lepton decay data. The data provided by 2005 ALEPH and 1998 OPAL experiments are employed. We examine in detail the dispersive approach to the τ - decay suggested in our earlier work [40]. The errors observed in some numerical results of [40] have been corrected. Accordingly some of the conclusions of [40] are changed.

The new framework is based on the approximations to the Adler function which have correct analytical properties. So that the application of the FESR (6) is mathematically justified. Moreover, these approximations correctly reproduce the infrared and ultraviolet behavior of the exact Adler function. In contrast, in the standard approaches (FOPT, CIPT or APT) some of these properties of the Adler function are violated. The global quark-hadron duality is used in the limited region of the energy squared s_d < s < m^2_τ (E_d = √ s_d ≈ 1.31 GeV). In the region 0 < s < s_d, the hadronic spectral function is reconstructed from the experimental data. This enabled us to reduce the effects of duality violations coming from the low energy region. In fact, one expects in this region sizeable non-perturbative corrections to the Adler function.

Technically, the new method is based on the system of equations (32)-(33). The first equation follows from the concept of global quark-hadron duality employed on the limited interval of the energy squared, s_d < s < m^2_τ . The second equation is a consequence of the OPE which imposes the restrictions on the ultraviolet behavior of the Adler function. The parameters αs and s_d are simultaneously extracted from the data. We have examined numerical stability of the extracted values of the parameters order-by-order in perturbation theory. The new framework (DCIPT) and the standard (CIPT) are systematically compared. We have demonstrated that the DCIPT determinations of the strong coupling constant are more stable against perturbation theory corrections (see Table 3). The central value of the coupling constant definitely became smaller as compared to the CIPT result (cf. Eqs. (36) and (37)). The changes in the central values are not within the quoted experimental and theoretical errors. Using the error estimated within DCIPT, σ = √ σ^2_{exp} + σ^2_{th} ≈ 0.0151, we find that at N^3LO the central values of αs(m^2_τ ) in formulas (36) and (37) differ from each other in about 2.7 standard deviation. However, assuming the error estimated within CIPT , σ ≈ 0.0107, one finds even large difference, 3.8 σ^{11}. A shortcoming of the new procedure is the increased experimental error on the extracted values of αs. This is a direct consequence of the reduction of the duality region.

Having included into analysis the fourth order coefficient d_4 and the geometric estimate d_5 = 378, we have observed excellent agreement between the lattice and τ - decay determinations of the strong coupling constant. At N^4LO, the central value for αs ( see Table 4) coincides with the central value quoted in [6] (see formula (2)). For this reason, we believe that DCIPT provides better approximation as compared to CIPT.

For comparison purposes, we have extracted the strong coupling constant from the 2005 ALEPH V+A data by using the RSI method of work [41], extending the result of [41] up to N^3LO (see Table 6). Good agreement between the RSI and DCIPT determinations of αs has been observed.

The duality point s_d is found to be surprisingly stable with respect to higher order QCD corrections: s_d = 1.71 ± 0.05exp ± 0.00_{th} GeV^2 (see Tables 2 and 5). In Table 5,

11 Due to the large experimental error within DCIPT, σ(DCIPT)/σ(CIPT) ≈ 1.4.

we have performed a more accurate test of stability of the numerical results, choosing consistently the orders of the approximations to the β- and Adler functions.

To examine the stability of the numerical results with respect to change in the input data, we have also analyzed the 1998 OPAL data for the non-strange vector spectral function. The extracted values for the parameters from the ALEPH and OPAL data are found to be consistent.

The procedure suggested here can obviously be extended for analyzing the nonstrange τ -data from the axial-vector (A) and vector plus axial-vector (V+A) channels.

Acknowledgements It is a great pleasure to thank M.A. Eliashvili, V. Gogokhia, V. Kartvelishvili, A.A. Khelashvili, A.N. Kvinikhidze, H. Leutwyler, Z.K. Silagadze for helpful discussions and comments. The present work has been partially supported by the Georgian National Science Foundation under grant No GNSF/ST08/4-400.

References

1. Braaten, E., Narison, S., and Pich, A.: QCD analysis of the tau hadronic width. Nucl.

Phys. B 373, 581 (1992) 2. Shifman, M.A., Vainshtein, A.I., Zakharov, V.I.: QCD and resonance physics. Theoretical foundations. Nucl. Phys. B 147, 385 (1979) 3. Davier, M., Höcker, A., Zhang, Z.: The physics of hadronic tau decays. Rev. Mod. Phys.

78 1043 (2006) 4. Maltman, K., Yavin, T.: α_s(M^2_z ) from hadronic τ decays. Phys. Rev. D 78 094020 (2008) 5. Davier, M., Höcker, A.H., Zhang, Z.: The determination of α_s from τ decays revisited.

Eur. Phys. J. C 56, 305-322 (2008) 6. Mason, Q. et al.: Accurate determinations of α_s from realistic lattice QCD. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 95 052002 (2005) 7. Schael, S. et al.: Branching ratios and spectral functions of τ decays: Final ALEPH measurements and physics implications [ALEPH Collaboration]. Phys. Rept. 421, 191 (2005) 8. The ALEPH data for the spectral functions is available at http://aleph.web.lal.in2p3.fr/tau/specfun.html.

9. Ackerstaff, K., et al. Measurements of the strong coupling constant α_s and the vector and axial vector spectral functions in hadronic tau decayes. [OPAL Collaboration] Eur. Phys. J. C 7, 571 (1999) 10. Cata, O., Golterman, M., Peris, S.: Unraveling duality violations in hadronic tau decays.

Phys. Rev. D 77, 093006 (2008) 11. Cata, O., Golterman, M., Peris, S.: Possible duality violations in τ decay and their impact on the determination of α_s. Phys. Rev. D 79, 053002 (2009) 12. Baikov, P.A., Chetyrkin, K.G., Kühn, J.H.: Hadronic Z- and tau-Decays in Order α^4_s .

Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 012002, (2008) 13. Narison, S.: Power corrections to α_s(M_τ ),|V_{us}| and m̄_s. Phys. Lett. B 673,30-36 (2009) 14. Narison, S, Zakharov, V.I.: Duality between QCD perturbative series and power corrections. Phys. Lett. B 679, 355-361 (2009) 15. Dominguez, C.A., Nasrallah, N.F., Schilcher, K.: Confronting QCD with the experimental hadronic spectral functions from tau-decay. Phys. Rev. D 80, 054014, (2009) 16. Dominguez, C.A., Schilcher, K.:QCD vacuum condensates from tau-lepton decay data.

JHEP 0701 093, (2007) 17. Dominguez, C.A., Schilcher, K.: Finite energy chiral sum rules in QCD. Phys. Lett. B 581, 193-198, (2004) 18. Gonzales-Alonso, M., Pich, A., Prades, J.: Pinched weights and duality violations in QCD sum rules: a critical analysis. Phys. Rev. D 82, 014019, (2010) 19. Boito, D. et.al.: A new determination of α_s from hadronic τ decays. International Workshop on e+e- Collisions from Phi to Psi, Novosibirsk, Russia, September 19-22, 2011, arXiv: 1110.1127 [hep-ph] (2011) 20. Shifman, M.A.: Quark-hadron duality. Boris Ioffe Festschrift. At the Frontier of Particle Physics, Handbook of QCD, M. A. Shifman (ed.) World Scientific Singapore (2001)

21. Pivovarov, A.A.: Renormalization group analysis of the τ -lepton decay within QCD. Z.

Phys. C 53 461-464 (1992) [hep-ph/0302003].

22. Le Diberger F., Pich A.: The perturbative QCD prediction to R_τ revisited. Phys. Lett. B 286, 147-152 (1992) 23. Jamin, M.: Contour-improved versus fixed-order perturbation theory in hadronic tau decays. JHEP 0509, 058 (2005) 24. Beneke, M., Jamin, M.: α_s and the τ hadronic width: fixed-order, contour-improved and higher-order perturbation theory. JHEP 0809, 044 (2008) 25. Krasnikov, A.N., Pivovarov, A.A.: Renormalization schemes and renormalons. Mod. Phys.

Lett. A 11, 835 (1996) 26. Shirkov, D.V., Solovtsov, I.L.: Analytic model for the QCD running coupling with universal ᾱ_s(0) Value. Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 1209 (1997) 27. Milton, K.A., Solovtsov, I.L., Solovtsova, O.P.: Analytic perturbation theory and inclusive tau Decay. Phys. Lett. B415, 104 (1997) 28. Milton, K.A., Solovtsov, I.L., Solovtsova, O.P., Yasnov, V.I.: Renormalization scheme and higher loop stability in hadronic tau decay within analytic perturbation theory. Eur. Phys. J. C14, 495-501 (2000) 29. Shirkov, D.V., Solovtsov, I.L.: Ten years of the Analytic Perturbation Theory in QCD.

Theor. Math. Phys. 150 132-152 (2007) 30. Milton, K.A., Solovtsova, O.P.: Perturbative expansions in the inclusive decay of the tau lepton. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A17, 3789 (2002) 31. Milton, K.A., Solovtsov, I.L., O.P. Solovtsova, O.P.: The Adler Function for Light Quarks in Analytic Perturbation Theory. Phys. Rev. D 64 016005 (2001) 32. Shirkov, D.V.,:Large regular QCD coupling at low energy? Published in Tegernsee 2008, Quantum field theory and beyond, pp. 34-45, arXiv: 0807.1404 [hep-ph] (2008) 33. Magradze, B.A.: An analytic approach to perturbative QCD. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 15, 2715 (2000) 34. Cvetic, G., Valenzuela, C., Schmidt, I.: A modification of minimal analytic QCD at low energies. arXiv: 0508101 [hep-ph](2005) 35. Contreras, C., et al.:Simple analytic QCD model with perturbative QCD behavior at high momenta. Phys. Rev. D 82 074005 (2010) 36. Bakulev, A.P., Mikhailov, S.V., Stefanis, N.G.: Fractional Analytic Perturbation Theory in Minkowski space and application to Higgs boson decay into a b anti-b pair. Phys. Rev. D 75, 056005 (2007). Erratum-ibid.: Phys. Rev. D 77, 079901(E) (2008) 37. Bakulev, A.P., Mikhailov, S.V., Stefanis, N.G.:Higher-order QCD perturbation theory in different schemes: From FOPT to CIPT to FAPT. JHEP 1006 085 (2010) 38. Bakulev A.P.,Shirkov D.V.: Inevitability and importance of non-perturbative elements in quantum field theory. arXiv: 1102.2380 [hep-ph] (2011) 39. Prosperi, G.M., Raciti, M., Simolo, C.: On the running coupling constant in QCD. Prog.

Part. Nucl. Phys. 58, 387-438 (2007) 40. Magradze, B.A.: Testing the Concept of Quark-Hadron Duality with the ALEPH τ Decay Data. Few-Body Syst. 48/2-4,143-169 (2010) 41. Körner, J.G., Krajewski, F., Pivovarov, A.A.: Strong coupling constant from τ decay within a renormalization scheme invariant treatment. Phys. Rev. D 63, 036001 (2001) 42. Krasnikov, N.V., Pivovarov, A.A., and Tavkhelidze, A.N.: The use of finite energy sum rules for the description of the hadronic properties of qcd, Z. Phys. C 19, 301 (1983) 43. Magradze, B.A.: The gluon propagator in analytic perturbation theory. In: Proceedings of the 10th International Seminar “QUARKS-98” Suzdal, Russia, 1998 (Bezrukov F. L., et al.: eds.), vol 1, p. 158, Moscow: Russian Academy of Sciences, Institute for Nuclear Research 1999 44. Gardi, E., Grunberg, G., Karliner, M.: Can the QCD running coupling have a causal analyticity structure? J. High Energy Phys. 07, 007 (1998) 45. Magradze, B.A.: A novel series solution to the renormalization group equation in QCD.

Few-Body Systems 40,71-99 (2006) 46. Bertlmann, R.A., Launer, G. and de Rafael, E.: Gaussian sum rules in quantum chromodynamics and local duality. Nucl. Phys. B250 (1985) 61.

47. Peris, S., Perrottet, M., de Rafael, E.: Matching long and short distances in large-N_c QCD.

JHEP 9805, 011 (1998) 48. Rodrigo, G., Santamaria, A.: QCD Matching Conditions at Thresholds. Phys. Lett. B 313 441-446 (1993)

49. Chetyrkin, K.G., Kniehl, B.A., Steinhauser, M.: Strong Coupling Constant with Flavour Thresholds at Four Loops in the MS-bar Scheme. Phys. Rev. Lett. 79 2184-2187 (1997) 50. Rodrigo, G., Pich A., Santamaria A.: α_s(m_Z ) from tau decays with matching conditions at three loops. Phys. Lett. B 424 367-374 (1998) 51. K. Nakamura, et al.: (Particle Data Group). J. Phys. G 37, 075021 (2010) 99