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I. INTRODUCTION

Different spectral sum rules based on dispersion relations called current algebra sum rules have been used
before QCD [1]. Among these, there are the Weinberg [2] and Das-Mathur-Okubo (DMO) [3] sum rules which
assume the asymptotic realizations of chiral SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2)R and SU(2)V flavour symmetries to derive
constraints on the vector and axial-vector mesons masses and couplings. One of the famous predictions from
the Weinberg sum rules is the mass relation:

MA1 ≃
√
2Mρ, (1)

which is reproduced within the errors by the data.
Within the advent of QCD, corrections to these sum rules have been studied [4–6] in 1979-80. At about the

same time, Shifman-Vainshtein and Zakharov (hereafter referred as SVZ) [7, 8] 1, have introduced the QCD
spectral sum rules which are the improvement of the usual dispersion relation obeyed by e.g. the hadron
two-point function:

ΠH(q2) = i

∫
d4x eiqx⟨0|T OH(x) (OH(0))

† |0⟩ =
∫ ∞

t>

dt

t− q2 − iϵ

1

π
ImΠ(t) + · · · , (2)

where · · · mean subtraction constants polynomial in the momentum q2 ≡ −Q2 < 0.
OH(x) is a generic notation for a hadronic current:
– Quark bilinear local current ψ̄1Γ12ψ2 for mesons. Γ12 is any Dirac matrices which specify the quantum

numbers of the corresponding meson state (and its radial excitations),
– Quark trilinear local current ψ1ψ2ψ3 for baryons,
– Four-quark (ψ̄1Γ12ψ2)(ψ̄3Γ34ψ4) or diquark anti-diquark (ψ̄1Γ12ψ̄2)(ψ3Γ34ψ4) local current for molecules

or tetraquark states,
– Pentaquark ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4ψ5 states,
– Gluon local currents G2, G3 · · · for gluonia/glueball states,
– Quark-gluon local currents ψ̄1Gψ2, ψ̄1G

2ψ2 · · · for hybrid states.
In the case of a ψ̄1ψ2 meson bound state built from a quark u and the anti-quark d̄, the current reads:

OH(x) = ūΓd(x), (3)

where Γ denotes any Dirac matrices which specify the quantum number of the associated hadron. Γ =
γu, γµγ5, γ5, 1 for the vector, axial-vector, pseudoscalar and scalar currents which correspond respectively to
the ρ,A1, π and scalar quarkonium mesons.

II. THE SVZ BOREL/LAPLACE SUM RULES (LSR)

Besides the Shifman-Vainshtein-Zakharov (SVZ) (see Fig. 1) theoretical improvement of the perturbative
QCD expression within the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) where quark and gluon condensates of
higher and higher dimensions are supposed to approximate the non-perturbative QCD contributions which
we shall discuss in the next section, the phenomenological success of QCD (spectral) sum rules or SVZ sum
rules also comes from the improvement of the usual dispersion relation which is the bridge between the
high-energy QCD expression and the measurable spectral function at low energy. In the example of the light
isovector (I = 1) vector current:

JµH(x) =
1

2
[ : ψ̄uγ

µψu − ψ̄dγ
µψd : ]. (4)

the spectral function is related to the e+e− → Hadrons total cross-section via the optical theorem:

Ree ≡
σ(e+e− → Hadrons)

σ(e+e− → µ+µ−)
=

(
3

2

)
8π ImΠH(t). (5)

1 For reviews, see e.g. the books [9, 10], the reviews in [11–14] and the recent ones in Refs.[15–17].



FIG. 1. Left to right : Arkady Vainshtein, SN, Valya Zakharov, Mikhael Shifman at the Munich conference (2006).

A. The form of the Laplace sum rules

This improvement has been achieved by working with large number n of derivatives and large value of the
momentum transfer Q2 but taking their ratio τ ≡ n/Q2 finite leading to the so-called SVZ Borel/Laplace or
Exponential sum rules (LSR) and their ratios,2 :

Lc0(τ, µ) ≡ lim
Q2, n→ ∞
n/Q2 ≡ τ

(−Q2)n

(n− 1)!

∂nΠ

(∂Q2)n
=

∫ tc

t>

dt e−tτ
1

π
ImΠH(t, µ) ,

Rc
10(τ) ≡ Lc1

Lc0
=

∫ tc
t>
dt e−tτ t ImΠH(t, µ)∫ tc

t>
dt e−tτ ImΠH(t, µ)

, (6)

where τ is the LSR variable, t > is the hadronic threshold. Here tc is the threshold of the “QCD continuum”
which parametrizes, from the discontinuity of the Feynman diagrams, the spectral function ImΠH(t,m2

Q, µ
2).

T. hanks to the exponential weight and for moderate values of τ , the previous sum rule improvements
enhance the low energy contribution to the spectral integral which is accessible experimentally.

B. The minimal duality ansatz (MDA)

In the often case where the data on the spectral function are not available, one usually parametrizes it via
the minimal duality ansatz :

1

π
ImΠH(t) ≃ f2HM

2d
H δ(t−M2

H) + “QCD continuum”θ(t− tc), (7)

in order to predict the masses and couplings of the lowest ground state and in some case the ones of its radial
excitations. d depends on the dimension of the current, fH is the hadron decay constant normalized as fπ =

2 Non-relativistic version of this sum rule has been discussed by [13, 18], while the inclusion of the PT αs correction to the
QCD expression has shown that it has the property of an inverse Laplace transform in SNR [19] though the name LSR.



132 MeV. Its accuracy has been tested in various light and heavy quark channels e+e− → ρ, J/ψ,Υ, . . . where
complete data are available [9, 10] and in the π-pseudoscalar channel where an improved parametrization
of the 3π channel within chiral perturbation theory has been used [20]. Within a such parametrization, the
ratio of sum rules is used to extract the mass of the lowest ground state as it is equal to its square.

C. Hadron masses from the ratio of moments

Within the MDA parametrization, the ratio of sum rules Rc
n(τ) is used to extract the mass of the lowest

ground state as it is equal to its square:

M2
H ≃ Rc

10(τ). (8)

However, this analysis cannot be done blindly without studying / checking the moments L0,1 which in some
cases can violate positivity of the specral integral for some values of the sum rule variables (τ) though their
ratio can lead to a positive number identified with the hadron mass squared.

D. Hadron mass-splittings from the double ratio of sum rule (DRSR) [21]

The hadron H and H ′ mass-splitting, like the one due to SU(3) breakings, can be derived from the
quantity:

rH′/H ≡ Rc
10(τ

′)|H′

Rc
10(τ)|H

≃ M2
H′

M2
H

, (9)

provided that the optimal value: τ ′0 ≃ τ0. A similar quantity can be used for the heavy quark moments.

III. LINK OF LSR TO SOME OTHER SUM RULES

A. Local duality Finite Energy Sum Rules (FESR)

It has the form:

Fc
n(tc, µ) =

∫ tc

t>

dt tn
1

π
Im ΠH(t, µ) , (10)

where n ≥ 0 is the degree of the sum rule. This sum rule has been used before QCD in Refs. [22, 23] and
within QCD in Refs. [24–26].
This sum rule can be derived from LSR by using a small τ -expansion and by matching for a given τ its

QCD and experimental side.
FESR can be used to fix the value of the QCD continuum threshold tc from its dual constraint with the

mass and decay constant of the ground state [27, 28]. Contrary to LSR, FESR emphasizes the role of higher
masses radial excitations to the integral. Therefore, it requires a good control of the high-energy part of the
spectral function.

B. Gaussian Sum Rules

It has the form [27, 28]:

Gcn(s, σ, µ) =
1√
4πσ

∫ tc

t>

dt e−
(t+s)2

4π
1

π
ImΠH(t, µ) , (11)

for a Gaussian centered at s with a finite width resolution
√
4πσ. It has been also shown in Ref. [27, 28] that

the LSR can be derived from the Gaussian sum rule using the ζ-prescription.



IV. THE SVZ - OPERATOR PRODUCT EXPANSION (OPE)

A. ccording to SVZ, the Right Hand Side (RHS) of the two-point function can be evaluated in QCD within
the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) provided that Λ2 ≪ Q2 ≡ −q2,m2

Q where Λ ≃ (342 ± 8) MeV is
the QCD scale for 3 flavours and mQ is the heavy quark mass. In this way, it reads :

4π2ΠH(q2,m2
Q, µ) =

∑
D=0,1,..

C2D(q
2,m2

Q, µ)

Q2D
⟨O2D(µ)⟩ , (12)

where, in addition to the usual perturbative QCD contribution (unit operator), one has added the ones due
to non-perturbative gauge invariant quark and gluon condensates ⟨O2D(µ)⟩ having a dimension 2D which
have been assumed to parametrize approximately the not yet under good control QCD confinement. C2D

are separated calculable Wilson coefficients in Perturbative (PT) QCD:

A. The usual perturbative (PT) contribution

It corresponds to D = 0 while the quadratic quark mass corrections enter via D = 1.

B. The quark and gluon condensates

They contribute through the OPE. Up to 2D = 6, they are successively the :
– 2D = 4 quark and gluon m⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ and ⟨αsG2⟩,
– 2D = 5 mixed quark-gluon: ⟨ψ̄σµν λa

2 G
a
µνψ⟩

– 2D = 6 four-quark and three-gluon: ⟨ψ̄Γ1ψψ̄Γ2ψ⟩ and ⟨g3fabcGaµρGb,ρν Gc,νρ ⟩.
– and so on.

C. The 2D = 4 condensates

The quark condensate m⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ and the part of the trace of the energy-momentum transfer : θµµ|g ≡
mγ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ + (1/4)β⟨GaµνGµνa ⟩ are known to be subtraction µ-independent where γ, β are the quark mass
anomalous dimension and Callan-Symanzik β-function.
– The ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ condensate can be deduced from the well-known Gell-Mann, Oakes, Renner relation [29]:

(mu +md)⟨ψ̄uψu + ψ̄dψd⟩ = −m2
πf

2
π , (13)

once the running light quark mass is known (mπ, fπ = 132 MeV are the pion mass and decay constant) or
directly from light baryon sum rules [30]. With the value of the running u, d quark masses given in Table 2
in Ref. [15], one can deduce the value of ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ in this Table 2.
– The original value of the 2D = 4 gluon condensate ⟨αsG2⟩ = 0.04 GeV4 of SVZ [7, 12] has been

claimed [13, 18] from charmonium sum rules and Finite Energy Sum Rule (FESR) for e+e− → I = 1
Hadrons [27, 28] to be underestimated. Recent analysis from e+e− → Hadrons, τ -decay and charmonium
confirm these claims with the present updated average (see the different determinations in Table 1 of [31]) :

⟨αsG2⟩ = (6.49± 0.35)× 10−2 GeV4. (14)

D. The 2D = 5 quark-gluon mixed condensate

It is usually parametrized as g⟨ψ̄Gψ⟩ =M2
0 ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩. It mixes under renormalization and runs as (αs)

1/(6β1)

in the chiral limit m = 0 [32]. The scale :

M2
0 = 0.8(2) GeV2, (15)

has been phenomenologically estimated from light baryons [33–35] and heavy-light mesons [36] sum rules.



E. The 2D = 6 four-quark condensates

The renormalization of dimension-six condensates has been studied in [32] where it has been shown that
these condensates mix under renormalization and then cannot be compatible with the vacuum saturation
assumption used by SVZ. Its phenomenological estimate from τ -like decays [37], e+e− → Hadrons data [38],
τ -decay [39], FESR [27, 28] and baryon [34] sum rules, leads to the average :

ραs⟨ψ̄ψ⟩2 ≃ 5.8(9)10−4 GeV6, (16)

indicating a huge violation of the vacuum saturation or factorization:

αs⟨ψ̄ψ⟩2|fac = 1.0(9)× 10−4 GeV4, (17)

by a factor ρ about 5.8.

F. ixing the ratio ⟨αsG2⟩/ραs⟨ψ̄ψ⟩2 = 106(12) GeV−2 as quoted in Ref. [40] which reduces the analysis to
a one-parameter fit, one deduces from LSR [37]:

⟨αsG2⟩ = (6.1± 0.7)10−2 GeV6, (18)

which shows the self-consistency of the previous numbers. Some other consistency tests can be found in [37].

F. The 2D = 6 g3fabc⟨GaGbGc⟩ condensate

It does not mix under renormalization and behaves as (αs)
23/(6 β1) [32], where β1 = −(1/2)(11 − 2nf/3)

is the first coefficient of the β-function and nf is number of quark flavours. The first improvement of the
estimate of the g3fabc⟨GaGbGc⟩ condensate was the recent direct determination of the ratio of the dimension-
six gluon condensate ⟨g3fabcG3⟩ over the dimension-four one ⟨αsG2⟩ using heavy quark sum rules with the
value [41]:

ρG ≡ ⟨g3fabcG3⟩/⟨αsG2⟩ = (8.2± 1.0) GeV2, (19)

which differs significantly from the instanton liquid model estimate [42–44]. This result may question the
validity of the instanton result. Earlier lattice results in pureYang-Mills found: ρG ≈ 1.2 GeV2 [45] such
that it is important to have new lattice results for this quantity. Note however, that the value given in
Eq. 19 might also be an effective value of all unknown high-dimension condensates not taken into account
in the analysis of [41] when requiring the fit of the data by the truncated OPE. We have seen in some
examples [15, 16] that the effect of ⟨g3fabcG3⟩ is a small correction at the stability region where the optimal
results are extracted.

G. Higher dimension condensates

Usually, the truncation of the OPE up to 2D = 6 provides enough information for extracting the masses
and couplings of the ground state hadrons with a good accuracy. In many papers, some classes of higher
dimension terms up to 2D=12 ! are added in the OPE. However, it is not clear if such term gives the dominant
contributions compared to the omitted ones having the same dimension. The size of these high-dimension
condensates is not also under a good control due to the eventual violation of the vacuum saturation used for
their estimate.

H. Beyond the SVZ-OPE

Different contributions beyond the standard SVZ-OPE (tachyonic gluon mass, small size instantons, du-
ality violation) can be consulted in the recent reviews [15, 16].



V. THE DIFFERENT TERMINOLOGIES OF THE SVZ SUM RULES

A. The origin of the name: Borel sum rule from the OPE

Applying the operator in Eq. 6 to the QCD expression in Eq. 12, the OPE of the 1st moment becomes:

L0(τ,m
2
q, µ) =

∑
D=0,1,..

C2D(τ,m
2
q, µ)

τD

(D)!
⟨O2D(µ)⟩ , (20)

where the appearance of the (D)! factor in the OPE indicates the property of the Borel transform for the
moment sum rule thus the name Borel sum rule. For this purpose, we recall that if we consider a function
f(x), its Borel transform is:

f̃(λ) =
1

2π i

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞
eλ/xf(x)x d(1/x), (21)

where the integration contour runs to the right of all the singularities of the function f(x). Then, the inverse
Borel transform reads:

xf(x) =

∫ ∞

0

f(x) e−λ/xdλ. (22)

Therefore, if

f(x) = a0 + a1x+ a2x
2 + · · ·+ akx

k + · · · , (23)

then :

f̃(λ) =
a0
0!

+
a1
1!
λ+

a2
2!
λ2 + · · ·+ ak

k!
λk + · · · . (24)

The great advantage of this property is the improved convergence of the OPE for the Borel transform f̃(λ)
compared to the one of the original two-point function f(x).

B. The origin of the name: Laplace sum rule (LSR) including αn
s corrections

FIG. 2. Left to right : SN, Eduardo de Rafael, Christine Kattner (soprano singer) @ QCD 2000 - Montpellier.



In Ref. [19], S. Narison and E. de Rafael (referred hereafter as SNR) 3 have remarked that working with the
renormalization group resummed QCD expression including radiative corrections, the sum rule has instead
a Laplace transform property from which all QCD expressions can be derived.
The Laplace transform sum rule (LSR) can be derived from the dispersion relation (Hilbert transform) in

Eq. 2 from the useful formulae (see e.g. the Appendix of [9, 10]) :

L

[
1

(Q2 +m2)α

]
=

τα

Γ(α)
e−m

2τ ,

L

[
1

(Q2)α
ln
Q2

ν2

]
=

τα

Γ(α)

[
− ln τν2 + ψ(α)

]
,

L

[
1

(Q2)α
ln2

Q2

ν2

]
=

τα

Γ(α)

[
ln2 τν2 − 2ψ(α)ln τν2 + ψ2(α)− ψ′(α)

]
,

L

[
1

(x)α
1

(lnx)β

]
= y µ(y, β − 1, α− 1),

y→0
≃ yα+1

Γ(α)

1

(−ln y)β

[
1 + β ψ(α)

1

ln y
+O

(
1

ln2y

)]
for y ≡ τΛ2

L

[
ln lnx

xα(lnx)β

]
y→0
≃ yα+1

Γ(α)

ln ln y

(−ln y)β

[
1 + β ψ(α)

1

ln y
+O

(
1

ln2y

)]
(25)

where L is the (inverse) Laplace transform operator and :

ψ(z) ≡ d

dz
lnΓ(z) ,

µ(y, β, α) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dx
yα+xxβ

Γ(β + 1)Γ(α+ x+ 1)
,

µ(y,−β, α) = (−1)β−1 dβ−1

(dx)β−1

[
yα−x

Γ(α+ x+ 1)

]
x=0

. (26)

with the useful properties:

ψ(1) = −γe = −0.5772... (Euler constant),

µ(y,−1, α) =
yα

Γ(α+ 1)
,

µ(y,−2, α) =
yα

Γ(α+ 1)
[− ln y + ψ(α+ 1)],

µ(y,−3, α) =
yα

Γ(α+ 1)
[− ln2 y − 2ψ(α+ 1)ln y + ψ2(α+ 1)− ψ′(α+ 1)]. (27)

In addition to previous formulae, the expression of the integral:∫ tc

0

dt tn e−tτ = (n− 1)! τ−n(1− ρn) with ρn = e−tcτ
(
1 + tcτ + · · · (tcτ)

n

n!

)
(28)

is useful for the treatment of the QCD continuum contribution to the LSR from the QCD spectral function
as parametrized in Eq. 7.

3 The main idea comes from Prof. E. de Rafael as I was a student in that time.



VI. THE QCD EXPRESSIONS OF THE PROTOTYPE ρ MESON AND PION LSR

We illustrate the derivation of the Laplace sum rule in the case of the vector and pseudoscalar (divergence
of the axial-vector) currents:

Vµ(x) = ū(γµ)d(x),

∂µA
µ(x) = (mu +md)ū(iγ5)d(x) (29)

and the corresponding two-point functions Π(q2) and ψ5(q
2) used in Ref. [19] for demonstrating (for the first

time) the Laplace transform properties of the SVZ sum rule 4 :

−(gµνq
2 − qµqν)Π(q2) = i

∫
d4x eiqx⟨0|T Vµ(x)V

†
ν (0)|0⟩,

ψ5(q
2) = i

∫
d4x eiqx⟨0|T ∂µAµ(x) (∂

µAµ)
†
(0)|0⟩ (30)

A. The ρ meson channel

As the corresponding two-point correlator is once substracted, it is convenient to work with its first
derivative:

χ(1)(Q2) ≡
(
− d

dQ2

)
Π(Q2) =

C0

Q2
+
C2⟨O2⟩
(Q2)2

+ 2
C4⟨O4⟩
(Q2)3

+ 3
C6⟨O6⟩
(Q2)4

+ · · · (31)

with (see e.g. [9, 10]):

C0 =
1

4π2

[
1 + as + ā2sR2 + · · ·

]
,

C2⟨O2⟩ = 3(m2
u +m2

d),

C4⟨O4⟩ = 4π2
[
mu⟨ψ̄uψu⟩+md⟨ψ̄dψd⟩

]
+
π

3
⟨αsG2⟩+O(m4

i ln(m
2
i /q

2),

C6⟨O6⟩ =
896

81
π3ραs⟨ψ̄qψq⟩2, (32)

where R2 = 1.986 − 0.115nf for nf flavours. χ(1)(Q2) is superconvergent and obeys the homogeneous
Renormalization Group Equation (RGE):(

−Q2 ∂

∂Q2
+ β(αs)αs

∂

∂αs
−
∑
i

[1 + γ(αs)]xi
∂

∂xi

)
χ(1)(Q2), (33)

with the running parameters to order αs are (see e.g.[4, 9, 10, 51]):

as ≡ ᾱs(Q
2)

π
= a(0)s

[
1− a(0)s

β2
β1

ln ln(Q2/Λ2)
]

m̄q(Q
2) ≡ xi

√
Q2 ≡ m̂q

(−β1as)γ1/β1)

[
1 +

β2
β1

(
γ1
β1

− γ2
β2

)
as + 2.707a2s

]
, (34)

where:

a(0)s =
2

−β1 ln(Q2/Λ2)
: Λ = (342± 8) MeV for 3 flavours. (35)

4 In these pedagogical examples, we shall limit to the perturbative QCD expression to order α2
s. Analysis including higher

order terms can be found in [46, 50].



β1,2 and γ1,2 are respectively the 1st and 2nd coefficients of the β function and mass anomalous dimension.
For nf quark flavours, they read:

β1 = −11

2
+

1

3
nf , β2 = −51

4
+

19

12
nf , γ1 = 2, γ2 =

101

12
− 5

18
nf . (36)

Using the previous formulae of the Laplace transform into the QCD expressions of the corresponding two-
point correlator, one can deduce the Laplace transform [9, 10, 19]:

LV0 ≡
∫ ∞

0

e−tτ
1

π
ImΠV (t) = τ 1

(
1

4π2

){
1 + as(τ) + a2s(τ)

[
R2 −

1

2
β1γE + (β2/β1)ln ln(τΛ

2)
]

+4π2τ2
[
mu⟨ψ̄uψu⟩+md⟨ψ̄dψd⟩

]
+
π

3
τ2⟨αsG2⟩+ τ3

(
1

2

)
896

81
π3ραs⟨ψ̄qψq⟩2

}
, (37)

where the factor ρ = 1 if one uses the vacuum saturation assumption for the four-quark condensate.

B. The pion channel

The corresponding two-point function behaves as (q2)2 ln(−q2/ν2)and is then twice substracted. Therere-

fore, its 2nd derivative ψ
(2)
5 (q2) is superficially convergent and obeys the RGE in Eq. 33. Taking the Laplace

transform of ψ
(2)
5 , one obtains: [9, 10, 19] 5:

Lπ0 =
3

8π2

(m̂u + m̂d)
2

(−ln
√
τΛ)

2γ1/−β1
τ−2

{
1−

[
m̄2
u + m̄2

d + (m̄u − m̄d)
2
]
τ

+ as

[
11

3
+ 2γE +

2

−β1

(
γ2 − γ1

β2
β1

)
+ 2γ1

β2
β2
1

ln
(
−ln τΛ2

)]]

− 8

3
π2τ2

[(
md −

mu

2

)
⟨ψ̄uψu⟩+

(
mu −

md

2

)
⟨ψ̄dψd⟩

]
+
π

3
τ2⟨αsG2⟩

−4π2

3
τ3
[
md⟨ψ̄uGψu⟩+

32

27
πραs

(
⟨ψ̄uψu⟩2 + ⟨ψ̄dψd⟩2 − 9⟨ψ̄uψu⟩⟨ψ̄dψd⟩

) ] }
. (38)

VII. OPTIMIZATION PROCEDURE FOR THE LSR

A. The SVZ sum rule window

The second important step in the sum rule analysis is the extraction of the optimal result from the sum rule
as, in principle, the Laplace sum rule (LSR) variable τ , the degree of moments n and the QCD continuum
threshold tc are free external variables. In their original work, SVZ have adjusted the values of M2 ≡ 1/τ
and tc using some guessed % contributions, for finding the sum rule window where the QCD continuum
contribution is less than some input number while the ground state one is bigger than some input number
and where, in this sum rule window, the OPE is expected to converge. The arbitrariness values of these
numbers have created some doubts for non-experts on the results from the sum rules, in addition to the ones
on the eventual non-correctness of the non-trivial QCD-OPE expressions. Unfortunately, many sum rules
practitioners continue to use this inaccurate SVZ criterion.

5 For an updated expression including higher order contributions, see e.g. [50].



B. τ-stability from quantum mechanics and J/Ψ

FIG. 3. Behaviour of the ground state mass versus the time variable τ for different truncation of the series
from Ref. [13, 18]. The horizontal line is the exact solution. ω is the harmonic oscillator frequency.

FIG. 4. Schematic behaviour of the J/ψ mass versus the sum rule variable τN from Ref. [13, 18]. The
horizontal line is the experimental mass.



C. Examples of τ-stability from the Υ and B mesons
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FIG. 5. Behaviour of the ratio of moments
√
Rb

10(m
2
b) in GeV versus τ in GeV−2 and for mb(mb) =

4212 MeV from [47]. The black continuous (resp. short dashed) curves are the experimental contribution
including (resp. without) the QCD continuum (it is about the MΥ). The green (thick continuous) is the
PT contribution including the D = 4 condensate to LO. The long dashed (red) curve is the contribution
including the αs correction to the D = 4 contribution. The short dashed (blue) curve is the QCD expression
including the D = 6 condensate and the dot-dashed (red-wine) is the QCD expression including the D = 8
contribution.

FIG. 6. Behaviour of fB from Ref. [48] versus the sum rule variable τ for different values of the QCD
continuum threshold tc and for a given µ = 3 GeV and mb(mb) = 4177 MeV.

Hopefully, in the examples of harmonic oscillator in quantum mechanics and of the non-relativistic charmo-
nium sum rules, Refs. [13, 18] have shown that the optimal information from the analysis for a truncated
series is obtained at the minimum or inflexion point in τ of the approximate theoretical curves (see Figs 3 and



4). This optimal criterion corresponds to the (principle of minimum sensitivity of the physical parameters
on the external sum rule variable τ) and where the exact solution is reached when one adds more and more
terms in the approximate series.
In the case of hadrons, we illustrate in Figs. 5 and 6 the analysis for the Υ systems and for the B meson

decay constant using relativistic sum rules.

D. tc and µ-stabilities

Later on, we have extended this τ -stability criterion to the continuum threshold variable tc
6 and to the

arbitrary Perturbative (PT) subtraction point µ 7. The lowest value of tc corresponds to the beginning of
τ -stability while the tc-stability corresponds to a complete lowest ground state dominance in the spectral
integral. In our analysis, we always consider the conservative optimal result inside this tc-region

8.

E. Ground state versus the QCD continuum

For some low value of (tc and large value of τ , one can have some flat curves or some (apparent) minimum in
τ . Then, to check or/and to restrict the optimal region in this case, one also requests that the contribution of
the ground state to e.g. the spectral integral (e.g. moment sum rule) is larger than the QCD continuum one.
One can formulate this constraint in a more rigorous way as (see e.g. [49] for some examples of applications) :

RP/C ≡
∫ tc
t>
dt e−tτ ImΠ(t)∫∞

tc
dt e−tτ ImΠ(t)

≥ 1. (39)

VIII. PHENOMENOLOGY OF THE ρ-MESON LSR

A. Lower bound on the ρ-meson coupling from the lowest moment L0

We use the MDA parametrization of the spectral function and extract the ρ-meson coupling 9. :

1

π
ImΠρ(t) =

M2
ρ

2γ2ρ
with Γρ→e+e− =

2

3
α2π

Mρ

2γ2ρ
and γexpρ = 2.479(15) (40)

U. sing positivity of the spectral integral and evaluating the LSR at τ = 1/M2
ρ , SNR deduces the inequality

to leading order of PT series 10:

γ2ρ ≥ 4π

2 e

[
1 +O(αs)−

π

3

⟨αsG2⟩
M4
ρ

]
=⇒ γρ ≥ 2.43. (41)

We improve this bound by adding higher order terms in the PT series and including the contribution of the
condensates up to dimension-six. We show the analysis in Fig.7 for different values of tc and τ . The RP/C
condition is shown by the cyan curve where the lowest ground state dominates in the delimited right region.
Optimal results are obtained for the sets (τ, tc) from (0.5,1.5) to (1.1,3.0) in units of (GeV−2, GeV2). This
leads to the improved lower bound at order α2

s :

γρ ≥ 1.83(13)tc(1)as(1)G2(1)ψ̄ψ2 . (42)

6 In many papers, the optimal value is extracted at the lowest value of tc ! but the result still increases with the tc changes.
7 One can also use the RGE resummed solution which is equivalent to take µ2 = 1/τ but in some case the value of τ is relatively
large such that the OPE is not well behaved. A such choice of µ value is often outside the µ-stability region.

8
√
tc is often identified to the mass of the 1st radial excitation which is a crude approximation as the QCD continuum smears

all higher state contributions to the spectral function.
9 Analysis using the complete e+e− → I = 1 Hadrons data can e.g. be found in Refs. [38, 46]

10 Notice that this inequality has been considered as an estimate in the original SVZ paper [7].
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FIG. 7. Lower bound of the γρ coupling versus the sum rule variable τ for different values of the continuum
threshold tc.

B. The lowest moment L0 using the e+e− → I = 1 Hadrons data

It is informative to compare the QCD prediction of L0 with the one where the complete e+e− → I = 1
Hadrons data is used to estimate the spectral integral. This analysis has been done recently in Ref. [46]
which we show in Fig. 8
One can observe that there is a good agreement with the experimental e+e− data. and the theory

prediction using the previous sets of QCD parameters up to D = 6, 8 condensates.

C. Mρ from the lowest ratio of moments R10

W. ithin MDA, one expects that the ratio of moments provides the mass squared of the ρ-meson ground
state. We show the analysis versus τ and for different values of tc in Fig. 9. The optimal results are obtained
for the sets (τ, tc) from (0.5,1.2) to (1.2,3.0) in units of (GeV−2, GeV2). We obtain:

Mρ ≃ 848(109)tc(3)as(3)G2(13)ψ̄ψ2 , (43)

where the error comes mainly from the value of tc which we have taken in the conservative range from the
beginning of τ stability until the tc-one.

O. ne can restrict this range of tc value using the constraint from the first moment of FESR. It reads [27, 28]:

M2
ρ

2γ2ρ
=

tc
4π2

[
1 + as(tc) + a2s(tc)

[
R2 −

β1
2

− (β2/β1)ln ln(tc/Λ
2)
]]
, (44)

from which we deduce:

tc ≃ 1.962(24)tc(2)αs GeV2. (45)
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FIG. 8. τ -behaviour of the lowest moment L0 for different truncation of the OPE.

O. ne should note that the low value of tc often chosen by many “QCD sum rules practitioners” to reproduce
the value of the experimental mass or to extract the mass of the ground state does not coi ncide with the
duality constraint from FESR. At the value of tc in Eq. 45, we obtain from the ratio of moments :

Mρ ≃ 881 MeV. (46)

F. rom the previous analysis, the ratio of moments reproduces within 10% the experimental meson mass.

D. QCD condensates from R10 using e+e− → Hadrons data

T. he ratio of moments has the advantage to be less sensitive to αs correction than the moment L0 as the
PT correction starts to order α2

s. It is then expected to be a good place for extracting the QCD condensates.
This analysis has been initiated by Ref. [38] and revised recently in Ref. [46]. Using as input the value of the
gluon condensate obtained from heavy quark sum rules [15, 16, 31] given in Eq. 14, one obtains:

ραs⟨ψ̄ψ⟩2 ≃ 5.98(64)10−4 GeV6, C8⟨O8⟩ = (4.3± 3.0)× 10−2 GeV8‘, (47)

where the value of the four-quark condensate is in good agreement with the one in Eq. 16.

W. e show in Fig. 10 a comparison of the experimental expression of R10 with the QCD prediction for
different truncations of the OPE. One can notice a good agreement when the condensates up to dimension
6,8 are included.
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IX. SUM OF LIGHT QUARK MASSES FROM THE PION LSR

A. Lower bound on (m̂u + m̂d)

Using the pion sum rule, SNR has derived a lower bound on the RGI quark mass defined in Eq. 34 from
the positivity of the spectral function and retaining the pion contribution. The results have been given for
different values of the QCD scale Λ. Given the present progress on the determination of Λ, we show the
new version of the figure given in Ref. [19] in Fig. 11 for different truncation of the PT series. We deduce the
optimal lower bound at the maximum of the curves :

(m̂u + m̂d) ≥ 10.13(6)αs(22)G2(37)ψ̄ψ2 MeV = 10.13(44) MeV : NLO,

≥ 7.92(26)αs(1)G2(8)ψ̄ψ2 MeV = 7.92(27) MeV : N4LO, (48)

This bound can be improved by introducing the contribution of the next radial excitation π(1300) [50] and/or
some alternative approaches [52].

B. Estimate of (m̂u + m̂d)

One can transform the previous lower bound by introducing the π(1300)⊕ QCD continuum for parametriz-
ing the spectral function. Using the standard OPE, one obtains to order α4

s for the RGI and running masses
mq evaluated at 2 GeV [50] 11:

(m̂u + m̂d) = 9.76(88) MeV → (mu +md)(2) = 8.08(61) MeV, (49)

11 Extension of the analysis to some other channels are discussed in this paper.
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where one can notice that the main uncertainties and the size of the central value come from the parametriza-
tion of the spectral function (radial excitations ⊕ choice of the QCD continuum threshold tc). The error
due to the way for truncating the PT series only affects slightly the total error (see e.g. [54]). These results
agree with lattice calculations [53] and from some other approaches quoted in PDG [55].

X. SOME OTHER APPLICATIONS OF LSR

These applications have been already summarized in the recent short reviews [15, 16] where orginal refer-
ences and some dedicated reviews can be found. They concern the :
L
¯
ight baryons qqq′ ligth quark states

H
¯
eavy quarks Q̄Q sector.

H
¯
eavy-light Q̄q states.

S
¯
o-called exotic states :

G. lueballs / gluonia gg, ggg states.
H. ybrids q̄gq, · · · states.
L. ight (q̄q̄

′)(qq′), heavy-light (q̄Q̄)(Qq) · · · , fully-heavy (Q̄Q̄)(QQ), · · · four-quark states.
L. ight (q̄q

′)(qq̄′), heavy-light (q̄Q)(Qq̄) · · · , fully-heavy (Q̄Q)(Q̄Q), · · · molecule states.
We plan to develop these different parts in a more extended review on QCD spectral sum rules.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

LSR and (in general) QCD spectral sum rules (QSSR) are useful tools to tackle within a good approxi-
mation the properties of hadrons and for extracting the fundamental parameters of the QCD Lagrangian. If
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properly done, QSSR is a serious alternative or/and a supplement to the lattice QCD numerical simulations.
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