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Abstract

1. I report an update of my previous comparison of the theoretical value of the muon anomaly a, =
1(g—2),, with the new measurement. One finds: Aa, = a8 —all = (143£424, £22,,p) x 10~ indicating
about 30 discrepancy between the SM predictions and experiment.

2. T improve the estimate of QCD power corrections up to dimension D = 12 and provide a new estimate
of the ones up to D = 20 within the Shifman-Vainshtein-Zahkarov (SVZ) expansion by combining the ratio of
the SVZ Borel/Laplace sum rules (LSR) with the Braaten-Pich and the author (BNP) 7-like decay moments
for the I = 1 vector current. The results summarized in Table1 confirm a violation of the factorization of
the four-quark condensates and the value of the gluon one (asG?) from some other sources. Up to D = 20,
I do not observe any factorial nor exponential growth of the size of these power corrections.

3. T use these new values of the D = 6, 8 power corrections to extract as from the BNP lowest moment. To

order o, I find within the SVZ expansion: a,(M;)[5VZ = 0.3081(49)f:(71)qs [resp. 0.3260(47) it (62)q5]

ete~
implying as(Mz)[5VZ = 0.1170(6)(3)evor [resp. 0.1192(6)(3)cvor] for Fixed Order (FO) [resp. Contour
Improved (CI)] PT series. They lead to the mean: o (M) erZ, = 0.3179(58) i+ (81) syst and as(Mz) fl/ez, =

0.1182(12)(3)evor Where the systematic error(syst) takes into account the discrepancy between the FO and
CI results. Using the lowest BNP moment, we obtain from the vector (V) component of 7-decay data:
as(M7)|2Y7 = 0.3128(19) it (77)qas [resp. 0.3291(25) i (65)q3] implying as(Mz)[ZY7 = 0.1176(10)(3)cvor
[resp. 0.1196(8)(3)evor] for FO [resp. CI] PT series, giving the mean: az(M;) f‘(,z = 0.3219(52) (91 st
leading to: as(Myz) f‘(,z = 0.1187(13)(3)cvor- The average of the two determinations from eTe™ and 7-decay
data is: (as(M;)) = 0.3198(72) which implies (as(Mz)) = 0.1185(9)(3)evor-

4. Some (eventual) contributions beyond the SVZ expansion (1/Q?, instantons and duality violation)

are discussed in Sections 10 and 11 which are expected to be relatively small.
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1. Introduction

Precise determinations of the hadronic contributions to the muon anomaly a, = 3(g —2),, and the QCD
parameters (power corrections and o) are important inputs for testing the Standard Model (SM) and for
QCD and hadrons phenomenology.

In this paper, I shall revisit the results obtained in[1] (referred hereafter as SN23) due to the new
experimental measurement of the positive charged muon anomaly [2] received after the publication of the
papers in SN23.

I shall also re-estimate the QCD condensates and some higher dimension ones by combining the analysis
from the ratio of the SVZ[3]* LSR8, 9] with the one from some higher BNP 7-like moments [11-13]. These
new values of QCD condensates will be used as inputs for determining s from the BNP lowest moment.

In so doing, I shall use, like in SN23 [1], the PDG 22 compilation of the eTe™ — Hadrons [14] & the recent
CMD3 data [15] for the pion form factor and the value of gluon condensate (a;G?) from heavy quarkonia

and some other sources.

2. The I = 1 isovector two-point function

We shall be concerned with the two-point correlator :
Iy (¢%) = i/d4r e (O T T (@) (JH ()T 10) = —(¢"¢* — ¢"¢") T (q?) (1)

built from the T-product of the bilinear I = 1 vector current :

1. - _
J[%(-r) = 5[ : ’l/}u'yuz/}u - MW“W : ] (2>
It obeys the dispersion relation:
e dt 1
Hy(¢%) = ———— —Imllgy(t) + - - 3
wet) = | () 4 Q

where - -- are subtraction constants polynomial in ¢? and ¢ > is the hadronic threshold.. From the optical

theorem, the spectral function ImITg (t) can be related to the ete™ — Hadrons total cross-section as:

R = =3

o(ete” — Hadrons 3
olete” = ptpu)

> 8 ImIly (t). (4)
The data handlings have been discussed in details in Ref.[1] and will not be repeated here. We use the
compilation of PDG22 [14] which take into account the correlations among different data while we use the
new CMD3 [15] data for the pion form factor below 1 GeV. In this paper, we shall be concerned with the
data below 1.875 GeV.

LFor reviews, see e.g. [4-7] and references quoted in [1].
2TFor a recent review, see e.g. [10].



3. Comparison of the experimental and theoretical values of the muon anomaly a,,

We start the paper by updating our previous comparison (1st reference in Ref. [1]) of the theoretical and

new experimental values of the muon anomaly a,, [2]:
as™ = 116592059(22) x 1071, (5)

which improves the accuracy of previous results in Refs. [16] and FNAL[17] by a factor 1.86.

This experimental value is to be compared with the theoeretical results compiled in Table 1 of Ref. [1§]
and in Table 8 of Ref. [19] to which we add the new estimate of the lowest order hadronic contributions to
the vacuum polarization:

1P = (7036.5 + 38.9) x 10711 o

We notice that our prediction using the CMD3 data is larger by an amount of about 100 x 10~ compared
to the previous estimates using KLOE data as compared in Fig. 17 of SN23 [1] and the discussion in Section

10 of this paper. Therefore, we obtain (1st reference in Ref. [1]):
all = 116591916(42) x 107", (7)
This leads to (2nd reference in Ref. [1]):

Aay = al™ — all' = (143 £ 42y, +22.5) x 10711, (8)

which indicates about 3 ¢ discrepancy between experiment and the SM predictions.

4. The standard SVZ expansion

Within the SVZ[3] Operator Product Expansion (OPE), QCD condensates with higher and higher di-
mensions are assumed to approximate the not yet known QCD non-perturbative contributions. The SVZ-
expansion reads (¢> = —Q?):

Cp(—Q* mZ, 11){Op (1))
D=0,2,.. (Q?)P/2 ’

SFQHH(_QQa m37 /’(‘) = (9)

where m,, is the quark mass, 1 is the subtraction scale which separates the long and short distance dynamics.
C'p are perturbatively calculable Wilson coefficients while (Op (1)) are non-perturbative QCD condensates of
dimension D. In the phenomenological analysis, the OPE is often truncated at D = 6,8 where the approach
gives a satisfactory explanation of different data (see e.g. [4-9]).

In addition, one should note that the contributions of higher dimension condensates are not under a
good control due to the large number of Feynman diagram ones, to the inaccurate estimate of their size
and to the difficulty to built a renormalization group invariant (RGI) condensate due to their mixing under
renormalization [20].

In SN23, one uses the PT expression up to order a? while the OPE is truncated at D = 6, 8.



One should mention that, besides the well-known (1)) quark condensate, the gluon condensates have

been determined from the heavy quark mass-splittings and some other sum rules [21, 22]:
(sG?) = (6.39 + 0.35) x 1072 GeV*, (3G3) /(asG?) = 8.2(1.0) [GeV?], (10)

while different analysis of the light meson systems lead to the value of the four-quark condensate (see e.g.

the papers quoted in [7] and [1]) :

pas (np)? = 5.8(9) x 107* [GeV]. (11)

5. The Laplace sum rules (LSR) and their ratios

e Form of the LSR and their ratio
In Ref. [23] and SN23 [1], the dimension D = 4,6 and 8 condensates appearing in the OPE of the two-point

vector correlator have been estimated using the ratio of Laplace sum rule moments [3, 8, 9]:

p te —try pI=1
iO(T) = ﬁ _ Jt> dt e”* tRee (t7/1') (12)
= pc t. _ _ )
LG j;> dt e='" RI=1(¢t, p)

where 7 is the LSR variable, ¢ > is the hadronic threshold. Here ¢, is the threshold of the “QCD continuum”
which parametrizes, from the discontinuity of the Feynman diagrams, the spectral function Im g (¢, mg, u?).
mq is the quark mass and p is an arbitrary subtraction point. The exponential weight enhances the contri-
bution of the low-energy region of the spectral function accessible experimentally. We shall see in Eq.14 that

it introduces a factorial factor in front of each condensates which accelerates the convergence of the OPE.

e The PT QCD expression of the LSR

To order a?, the perturbative (PT) expression of the lowest moment reads [24]:
3
LT (r) = 57—1 1+ a, +2.93856 a2 + 6.2985 a? + 22.2233 a;*]. (13)

Then, taking its derivative in 7, one gets £1(7) and then their ratio Rio(7).

e The NPT QCD expression of the LSR

From Eq.9, one can deduce the lowest moment LSR:
LVPT(7) = §T—1 Z dp ~D/2 (14)
0 2 —~ (D/2-1)! ’

from which one can deduce LN*T and Ry where dp = Cp{(Op).
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Figure 1: Cauchy contour integral in the complex Q2 = |q2|-plane

6. The 7-decay-like moment sum rules

e The BNP lowest moment

Initially introduced by BNP [11, 12], the lowest original 7-decay moment reads in the massless quark
limit :

R = 1277/ dt (1 — 20)?(1 + 220) 2 RIZ (x0), (15)
t>

where : mg = t/Mg with My is the 7-like lepton mass. The moment can be conveniently reformulated in
terms of the Cauchy integral along the contour in Fig. 1 & la Shankar [25] %:
6=6im [ dro (1 —x0)*(1+4 230) 2 RIS (x0), (16)
|zo|=1

with a radius |xo| = 1. To order a?, the PT corrections to the lowest BNP moment reads [12, 13, 27, 28]:

S

5 as + 5.2026 a2 + 26.368 o> + 127.085 a’ + O(a?) (FO)

1.364as +2.54a2 + 9.71a> + 64.29 at + O(a2) (CI) (17)

for Fixed Order (FO) and Contour Improved (CI) PT series.

Unlike different Finite Energy Sum Rule (FESR) used in the current literature [29] and its pinched
versions [30], the main advantage of the 7-decay-like moment is the presence of the weight factor (1 — xg)?
which suppresses the contribution near the real axis where the data are inaccurate. This approach has lead

to an accurate determination of o, at the 7 mass.

3For a recent review, see e.g. [10].
4Some other applications in QCD can e.g. by found in [26].



e The 7-like high moments
Inspired by the original work of [13], different forms of high-moments have been proposed in the literature
for extracting simultaneously «, and the QCD condensates [31-34]. In this paper, we shall be concerned
with the moments of the form:
R = 6m/ dro (1 — 20)*(1 + 220)(2]) 2 RIZ (w0), (18)
|zo|=1

where n =1 to 6.

e Perturbative corrections to the T-like high moments at order o

The perturbative contributions read to order af for fixed order (FO) perturbation series:

5 = 4, +3.7776 a% + 6.8810a% — 66.7235a* + O(a?)
5 = a4, +3.2151a% + 1.0687a® — 98.2293 ¢ + O(a?)
8 = ay+2.8990a® — 1.77104% — 108.034 a + O(a?)
5 = a,+2.6928a2 — 3.4664 a7 — 111.868 a* + O(a?)
3 = ay+2.4365a% — 5.40484% — 119.087 al + O(a?)
5 = a,+2.5464a> — 4.5966 4 — 108.552a’ + O(a?) (19)

o 7-like high moments with non-Perturbative corrections at lowest order for my q =0

To lowest order in as and in the massless quark limit, the non-perturbative corrections to the different

moments give:

RE = %14—580)—6——4— Za“’} 5$P) =0 (for D> 10),
Ri® = 290l 5(0)—?% O%JF%OA‘?SO %:59’)] : 5P) =0 (for D>12),
Ry = % 1+5§0)+15%—45fﬁo— A‘?f2+25“3)] 5P =0 (for D>14),
RE = % 1+ 65" —28%4—84]\6?122 $f4+25“’]- 5P =0 (for D>16),
Ri = oo |l “;‘0]\”21030—140]\%4—220]“\2156 Z&ff’)]: 5P —0 (for D> 18),
RE = i 1+5§0)_72z\d41;2 —2161\‘21166 —144]\62158 +XD:5§D)] : 5PV =0 (for D >20),
RE = % 1+50>+75j434_225E§8_150A§?0+;agm]; 5PV =0 (for D>22),

where 57(1D) is the contribution of the condensate of dimension D and n is the degree of the moment.



7. Extraction of the QCD condensates

e Condensates from the T-decay-like high moments

In so doing we fix the value of a, from the world average [14]. Then, we are looking for stability in the

change of M for extracting the optimal values of the condensates.

o RG¢ moment

— Using a two-parameter (dg,dg) fit in the lowest BNP moment, we do not find a conclusive result. We
interpret this fact due to the opposite sign of the two contributions which tend to cancel out. However, this
feature is welcome for determining o as the sum of the non-perturbative contributions are small but may
indicate that it is not a good place for determining accurately the condensates.

— We impose more constraints by using a one-parameter fit with as an initial value the one :
de = —(20.5+2) x 1072 GeV?, (21)

obtained recently in SN23 [1] from the ratio of LSR into R in an attempt to fix dg. The resulting value of
dg does not show any M, stability as also observed in SN23. Then, we conclude that the analysis from R§°

is not also conclusive.

o R§® moment
In the following we shall only work with a one-parameter fit dy and use as initial values of (a,G?) in

Eq. 10 obtained from heavy quarks mass-splittings and some other sources and the value of dg from SN23:
dg = (4.7 £3.5) x 1072 GeV®, (22)
We extract dig. Then, we repeat the analysis by fixing dy¢ and dg and deduce dsg.

© RS moment
We use the value of djp into R§° and extract di2. Using this value of dja, we re-iterate the analysis to

extract dip and continue the iterations.

o Higher moments n =2 to 6
We repeat the procedure for higher moments and extract di4 to dag. The quoted values are obtained
without any iterations as they are already quite precise. However, the quoted error does not include the

systematic ones which may increase with the degree of moments.

o Conclusions from T-like moments
The values of dg to dog from the 7-like moments are shown in Figs. 2 and 3 where we notice nice stabilities

of the results versus M. The optimal values are quoted in Table 1.
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Figure 2: a) Value of the condensate dg from R{® versus My; b) Values of the condensates dig and di2 from R{¢ and R§°

versus Mo
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Figure 3: a) Value of the condensate d14 and dig from R§® and R3¢ versus Mo; b) Value of the condensates dig and dzo from

RE€ and Rg® versus My

e dy and dg from the ratio of LSR

Once we obtain the previous values of the d = 8 to d = 20 condensates, we inject them to the ratio Ry of
LSR for re-extracting dg and dy. To strongly constrain the parameters, we continue to use a one-parameter
fit. Fixing again (asG?) as in Eq. 10, we re-extract dg by including into the QCD expression of Rig the
contributions of condensates up to dog. The analysis is shown in Fig.4. The results are summarized in
Table1 and compared with the other estimates quoted in Table2. One can notice a good agreement with

some published results but the values obtained in the present work are more accurate.

(sG?)  —dg dg -dig -di2 dyg —d16 —d3g dag
7.8+3.5 23.6+3.7 1824+0.6 6.1+0.2 18.4+3.8 59.24+7.1 118.3£13.2 202.04+20.7 421.3 +44.3

Table 1: Values of the QCD condensates of dimension D in units of 10~2 GeVP from the present analysis.

o Comments on the results

o The value of {asG?) obtained here is compatible with the one in Eq.10 but less accurate. However,

we consider this result as an improvement of the ones from some other 7-decay moments given in Table 2
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Figure 4: a) Value of the condensate dg from R§G versus Mo; b) Value of the condensate d4 from R$G versus Mo

(asG?) —dg dg —dqg —di9 Refs.

0.67+0.89 152+22 223+25 ALEPH [31]

5.34+3.64 142+35 21.3+25 OPAL [32]

3.5732 19.70268 237 H18 1184197 794197  (dis16 = 0) Pich-Rodriguez [33]

Table 2: Values of the QCD condensates from some other 7-moments at Fixed Order (FO) of the PT series.

using FO perturbative series. It disfavours some negative values obtained from CI perturbative series. This
value is also consistent with the one (8 £ 4) x 10~2 GeV* obtained from a matching of the short and long
distances contributions to the Adler function at large N, [35].

o The value of dg is in fair agreement with the one in Eq. 21 from ratio of LSR obtained in SN23 [1] where
the OPE has been truncated at D = 8. The inclusion of higher dimension condensates has increased slightly
|ds| by about 13.6%. The ratio (asG?)/pas(1p1p)? = 95.4 is in the range of the ones obtained using different
methods quoted in [36].

o The value of dg is larger than the one in Eq. 22 from ratio of LSR. As the extraction of dg from LSR
in SN23 has been done by neglecting all higher dimension condensates included in the present analysis, we
interpret the value of dg obtained in SN23 as an effective condensate including all high dimension ones. To
check this argument, we evaluate the NP contributions to R{f at the typical optimization sum rule scale

7~ 1 GeV~2. We neglect all higher dimension condensates and find :

8 6
D NP =51x107%, Y 6V =-1.0 x 107 - dg ~ 6.1 x 107 GeV* (23)
4 4

in perfect agreement with the fitted value in Eq. 22.

o Using the previous values of the condensates, we check the convergence of the OPE. We obtain at 7 ~ 1

GeV~2:
20

D> VP =-04 x 1077, (24)
10

which is negligible. This feature justifies (a posteriori) the phenomenological success of the SVZ sum rules



by truncating the OPE up to dimension D = 6,8 condensates.
o From Table 1, we observe that there is no signal of a factorial nor/and exponential growth of the size of
the condensates up to D = 20 where the OPE is truncated. Similar observation can be made in the V — A

channel for the OPE up to D = 1837, 38].

o Comments on the Lo LSR moment
We have also tried to use the £y LSR moment to fix the D < 8 dimension condensates®. Our analysis
is unconclusive and confirms the observation done in SN23. The same feature is observed for an attempt to

extract as.

8. o from the lowest BNP moment using et e~ — Hadrons data

Armed with these improved values of the QCD condensates, we extract «, from the lowest BNP moment

R&°. For convenience, we rescale at M, the value of a; obtained for different values of My

e Standard SVZ expansion
o Fit of the data points
The analysis is shown in Fig.5 (lower set of points) for (FO) and (CI) perturbative series to order a?.

We observe a stability for My between 1.5 to 1.7 GeV. A least square fit of the data points gives:

as (M) 0.3081(49) ;s  (FO)

0.3260(47) s (CI) (25)

o Estimate of the oS corrections

Noting that the coefficient of «y for the Adler D-function grows geometrically [47]:
D(Q*) = alc, : co=c1 =1, c3=1656, c3 =637, c; =49.09 (26)
we deduce:
cy s — c5~(c3fca)ch ~ 228, (27)

This value of c¢5 is comparable with some other estimates from FAC: ~ 275]28], conformal mappings:
= 255[48], Padé approximants: = (277 £ 51)[49] and a linear behavior of FO coefficients: ~ 283 [50].
Writing the QCD expression of the moment as:

R = Z al(gn + cn) , (28)
n
where ¢, comes from a RG-resummation [13, 51]. One obtains:

gs = —T780 — Aad(M,)~+71x10"* (FO),

=0 —  AdS(M,;)~+62x107* (CI) (29)

5Some other LSR moments with weights are discussed in [37, 39].
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Figure 5: a) Value of as(M;) from the BNP lowest moment for different values of Mp. The red (green) points correspond to
(FO) [resp. (CI)] PT series. The lower curves correspond to the SVZ expansion. The upper ones to the case of zero value of

the QCD condensates.

o Final value of as using the SVZ expansion

Adding the different corrections, we deduce:

as(MA)EVZ = 0.3081(49) 53t (T1)as  —>  as(Mz)[5VZ = 0.1170(6)(3)cvor (FO)

ete~ ete—

= 0.3260(47)5it(62)as  —>  as(Mz)|ZVZ =0.1192(6)(3)cvur (CI),  (30)

ete—

where the sum of non-perturbative corrections at the 7-mass is given in Table 3. We notice that the increase
of |dg| has slightly decreased the value of oy compared to the one in [1]. From the previous values, we

attempt to estimate the mean:

as(M,)|5V2 = 0.3179(58)(81)syst  — as(Mz)|5VZ = 0.1182(12)(3)cvol- (31)

ete—

e QCD models without power corrections

Here, we analyze a QCD model without power corrections. We show the result in Figh (upper set of

curves). We obtain at the minimum My ~ 1.75 GeV of the curves:

as(MA)[E - = 03579(115) 54 (34)as  —  as(Mz)|El - =0.1228(12)(3)ever  (FO)

ete~ ete~
= 0.3855(117)5it(83)as  —>  og(Mz)|E7- =0.1255(13)(3)ecvar (CI),  (32)

which corresponds to the mean:

as(M)|EE - =0.3692(92)(163)5yst  —  as(Mz)|EE - = 0.1239(18)(3)cvor- (33)

ete~ ete—



This result is about 4.6 ¢ higher than the PD23 weighted average [14]:
(s (M) = 0.1178(5), (34)

and disfavors some QCD models without power corrections.

9. Comparison of a; from ete~ and 7-decay data within the SVZ expansion.

e Update of as from T-decay using the lowest BNP moment
Within the new set of non-perturbative contributions, we update the determination of ay from 7-decay.

We shall consider the Vector (V) channel. The QCD expression of the lowest moment reads [12]:

ed _ 3 - d d
R = 5 [Via*Sew |14 8Ly + 86" + 600 = 6575 — 47 (35)

T

where (5(()0) is the PT corrections and 61(5:4) is the dimension 4 contributions given in Eq. 3.11 of [12]. The

values of d¢ and dg condensate contributions are given inTable 1, while the electroweak parameters are [12]:
Vgl = 0.97425(22), Sew = 1.0194, 8, = 0.0010. (36)

Using the updated ALEPH data [34]):

Ri‘“} = 1.782 £ 0.009, (37)
we obtain from the lowest moment:
as(M7)|r vy = 03128(19)1it(7T7)as  —  as(Mz)|ryv = 0.1176(10)(3)cvol (FO)
= 0.3291(25)it(65)as  —  as(Mz)|r,y = 0.1196(8)(3)cvol (CT), (38)
which corresponds to the mean:
s (M) ry = 0.3219(52)(M)aper  —>  s(Mz)|ry = 0.1187(13)(3)cvor- (39)

e Average value of as from ete™ and T-decay data

One can notice an excellent agreement between the value of as(M,) from eTe™ in Eq.31 and the one
from the vector component of 7-decay in Eq.39. We consider as a final value of ag from the present analysis

based on the lowest 7-decay-like moment, the average of the results in Eqs. 31 and 39 which is:
(as(M;)) =0.3198(72) —  {as(Mz)) = 0.1185(9)(3)cvor- (40)

This mean value is in excellent agreement with the latest PDG average given in Eq. 34.



THIS WORK ALEPH[31]  OPAL[32] PR [33] ALEPH [34]

ete~ 7-decay
FO 0.3081(86)  0.3128(79)  0.3200(220)  0.3230(160)  0.3200(150) -
CI 0.3260(78)  0.3291(70)  0.3400(230)  0.3470(220)  0.3370(200)  0.3460(110)
FO & CI 0.3179(100)  0.3219(105)
SIVP) % 1072 3.8£0.8 3.7+£1.0 2.0£0.3 3.6+0.4 1.7+ 0.3 2.0£0.3

Table 3: as(M;) within the SVZ-expansion from the vector (V) component of 7-decay data using some high-r-moments. For
a better comparison with our result where the condensates have been estimated within (FO), we quote the value of §(VF)

corresponding to (FO) at M,. We also show our prediction for the V component of 7-decay using dg and dg in Table 1.

o Comparison with o from T-decay data within the SVZ expansion in the literature

Estimates of a using the vector component of 7-decay data within different 7-decay moments are avail-
able in the literature [31-34] as shown in Table 3. One can notice that the central value of as(M;) from
ete~ — Hadrons data using the lowest BNP moment is slightly lower than the one from 7-decay data but
agrees within the errors. We also note that our value of §(¥F) at the 7-mass agrees with the OPAL one but

higher than the ones using ALEPH data.

9. The quest of 1/Q? and tachyonic gluon mass beyond the SVZ expansion

e The quest of 1/Q?

A priori, this question is irrelevant as one does not expect to have a dimension-two condensate (A?) (A4,,is
the gluon field) due to gauge invariance (see however [40]). However, this term is present in some holographic
models [41] and in a lattice calculation of the QCD potential [42] and gluon condensates [43, 44]. It has been
also proposed [45, 46] for a phenomenological parametrization of UV renormalon as an alternative to the
large (S-approximation. The large S-approximation is not yet fully justified due to the non-observation of
the factorial growth and alternate signs of the calculated coefficients of the Adler D-function and some other

QCD observables known to order o?. Instead, these calculated coefficients grow as a geometric sum [47].

o Tachyonic gluon mass \>
o In[52, 53], a systematic way to account for a such 1/Q? term is the introduction of a tachyonic
gluon mass squared A2. An estimate of this mass using ete~ — Hadrons data and some other data lead
t0,[36, 52, 54, 55]:
as)? = —(7T£3) x 1072 GeV?, (41)

which we re-estimate here from the ratio of LSR R{j. The result is shown in Fig. 6 from which we deduce

to order af at the stability regions:

asA\? = —(6.7+1.5) x 1072 GeV?. (42)



in perfect agreement with the previous result.
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Figure 6: The tachyonic gluon mass squared as\? versus M.

o A such value of A\? resolves the hierarchy of the m,p mesons and glueball sum rule scales [52].
However, a direct inclusion of this effect to the 7-decay moment is quite delicate. It has been argued in
Ref.[52] that this term is dual to the large order terms of the PT series and decreases when more terms in
the PT series are added. To check this argument, we study the variation of A% versus the number of o term
added in the PT series of Rig. We show the analysis in Fig. 7a where we, indeed, see that |\?| decreases
when more o terms are added in the PT series even at low values of n. A similar feature is observed at

large orders in the calculation of the gluon condensate (asG?) on the lattice [43, 44].

a) b)
— 25 —
o~ (] ].5
E 20! E
“‘8 15 \ NS 10 -~
= 10 S =, ~
= e =S N
T T o R
O 2 3 4 5 e 4 6 8 10 12
n (asG2)[10°GeV*]

Figure 7: a) asA? for different truncations of the PT series; b) as\? for different values of the gluon condensate (asG?): the

blue point is the SVZ value of (aSG2>, the red point is the value in Eq. 10, the green point is the value quoted in Table 1.

We have also checked that the change of dg does not almost affect the size of A? while we show in Fig. 7b
the effect of (a;G?). From the above results, we consider that the \? effects to the BNP moment is:

52 < 4%, (43)

of the PT lowest order one which is much less than the size of sum of the «, corrections.
o Assuming that our estimate of a correction to the 7-decay moment is a good approximation of the
contribution of higher order terms and using the duality property with A\? advocated by Ref. [47], we do not

add this A? correction in R§® to avoid a double counting.



10. Some other contributions beyond the SVZ expansion

e Small size instantons

o Ref. [56] found that these corrections can be parametrized as:

. 3.64A\° /1m0 Mgm
inst u S ) ~ -8
5 ( T) < 5 >1.6><10 , (44)

where [57] m,, = 3.1(2) MeV, 74y = 6.1(4) MeV and rm, = (114.3 £6.4) MeV are the renormalization group
invariant light quark masses and we use A = 0.34 GeV. This contribution is completely negligible.

o In Ref. [58], the instanton effect is introduced via the constituent quark mass:
Miconst = Meurrent — 7 (B)0?, (15)
where p is the instanton size. The authors conclude that at the 7-mass, the effect behaves as 1/M!® and is:
55t ~0.03 ~ 0.05, (46)

which is comparable with the D = 6 dimension condensates contribution. However, one should notice that
this effect depends crucially on the value of the instanton size p which is not under a good control.
o Ref. [59] has tested the validity of Ref. [58] prediction by noting that Ref. [58] result contributes to
the V — A 7-decay rate as:
5t ~0.09 ~ 0.15, (47)

while the ALEPH data [31] only allows the range of values:

Sirst ~ (1+3) x 1073 (48)
Using the (accepted) relation:
inst
ins V—-A
one concludes that :
§inst ~ (0.5 +£1.5) x 1073, (50)

which is less than 5% of the dg¢ contribution to the R¢® decay rate. Moreover, the result of [58] is much larger

than the direct fit of the dimension D = 18 term in the OPE quoted in Table 1.

e Duality violation

¢ This effect is maintained by Ref.[30]. It corresponds to an additional QCD contribution to the

spectral function introduced by hand as:
AImIL(t)|py ~ e~ sin(a + Bt), (51)

above a certain threshold : ¢, = 89 ~ 1.5 GeV? where 6, 7, «, 8 are free unknown fitted parameters.
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Figure 8: Value of the ratio in Eq. 55.

o The eventual presence of a such term in QCD [61] and in some toy-model [62]) has been discussed
at large N, with an infinite number of narrow resonances in order to modelize the data in the Minkowski
space (see also [60] for QCD in two dimensions). This oscillating term in the Minkowski space is expected to
be dual to an asymptotic exponential behavior of power corrections in the Euclidean region [61].

¢ One can fix §9 = t. from the lowest FESR moment [29]:

Fo(t,) = /Ot dtRI=! = §§o I+ a,+ 389102 + 11228+ -], (52)
which, for a p-meson dominance, gives|[1, 29, 35]:
50 = 1.5 GeV?, (53)
o Using the eTe™ — Hadrons data, until v/, ~ 1.875 GeV, the duality condition requires:
50 =t. = (5.1 ~ 5.6) GeV?, (54)

as shown in Fig.8 from SN23 [1] where we plot the ratio:

data
FO

,rfesr — o
FO

(55)

where rf¢5" = 1 corresponds to the duality region. This value does not support the one 1.6 GeV? obtained
in [35] using the ete~ — Hadrons data (notice that in Ref. [29] a value around 2.1 GeV? has been obtained).
However, one may (intuitively) expect a value of t. above the data region.

¢ One can inspect that with a such value of §p, the additional contribution due to Duality Violation
becomes unobservable when one uses a complete data thanks to the exponential weight for its parametriza-
tion.

o A critical analysis of the effects of DV for values of 3y around 1.5 GeV? on the determination of the
QCD condensates and «; using 7-decay ALEPH data is explicitly discussed in Ref. [63].

¢ One should also notice that power corrections in the Euclidean space estimated previously in Table 1
up to D = 20 do not show any exponential behavior which disfavors by a duality analytic continuation the

presence of this oscillating DV term in the Minkowski space.



11. Summary

In this paper, I have updated the results obtained in SN23[1].

1. By using the new measurement of Ref.[2] of the positive charge muon anomaly, I found about 3o
deviation of the Standard Model predictions.

2. T have combined the uses of ratio of LSR and some high 7-decay like moments to improve the estimates
of the QCD condensates of dimension D < 12 dimensions and give new estimates of the ones D = 14 to 20.
Up to this order, I have not observed any exponential or/and factorial blow up of their contribution to the
two-point function. I confirm the violation of four-quark factorization by a factor p ~ 6.89 and the value
of the gluon condensate (asG?) (though less accurate) found from heavy quark channels and some other
sources.

3. Using these new values of the condensates, I extract from the lowest BNP moment the value of as (M)
using the lowest BNP 7-like moment. The results from ete~ — Hadrons data are given in Egs. 30 and 31.
They are in excellent agreement with the new PDG average. The one from the V component of 7-decay
are in Eqgs. 38 and 39, where we notice that more precise determinations of the D = 6,8 condensates have
improved the accuracy of as(M;) from 7-decay compared to the previous ones in the literature quoted in
Table 3. The mean of the two determinations from e*e™ and 7-decay data is in Eq. 40 which is in excellent
agreement with the new PDG average.

4. T discuss, in Sections 10 and 11, some (eventual) contributions beyond the SVZ expansion (1/Q?,
instantons and Duality Violation). Such effects are expected to be relatively small (see e.g.[64]). The
excellent agreement between the present predictions within the standard SVZ expansion and the latest PDG

average should provide a strong upper bound on the size of these extra contributions.
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