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Abstract

We summarize the results obtained for the quark masses (u,d,s,c, and b) in Refs. [[1,[2] and strong coupling (a;) using
renormalization group (RG) improvement of the theoretical expressions and experimental inputs that enter in the QCD
sum rules. We obtain m,(2 GeV) = 2.00f8:i(3) MeV, m (2 GeV) = 4.21’:8:32 MeV, and m,(2 GeV) = 104'34t33421 MeV
using Borel Laplace sum rules for the divergence of the axial vector currents. The relativistic sum rules for the

moments of the heavy quark currents lead to the determination of as(Mz) = 0.1171(7), m. = 1281.1(3.8) MeV and

my =4174.3(9.5) MeV.
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1. Introduction

The QCD sum rules [3} /4] play a key role in the deter-
mination of the standard model (SM) parameters. These
parameters include coupling constants, masses of the
particles, and higher dimensional condensates. Quark
masses and coupling constants are the parameters of the
QCD Lagrangian while the condensates terms appear
when current correlators are expanded in terms of the
fields relevant for a process using operator product ex-
pansion (OPE) [3)]. In the case of perturbative QCD
(pQCD), the strong coupling constant is large in the
low-energy regions. The determinations of these param-
eters suffer from convergence and renormalization scale
dependence issues. These issues, to some extent, can
be controlled using prescriptions such as renormaliza-
tion group summed perturbation theory (RGSPT) which
uses the renormalization group equation (RGE) to sum
the large running logarithms (log(,u2 / Qz)) present in the
perturbative series such that a(u?) log(p2 / QZ) ~O0(1).

These logarithms are often resummed to all orders by
setting 4> = 2, and the evolution of the operators is
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performed numerically using RGE. Even in this case,
it is not guaranteed that the scale dependence, which is
calculated by setting u*> = £Q? and varying ¢ € {1/2,2},
will be minimum [6} [7, |8]]. Apart from this, it has been
found that RGSPT can be used not only for RG im-
provement but can also sum large kinematical 7°—terms
arising due to the analytic continuation of perturbative
series from spacelike regions to timelike regions [9].
These terms are also found to be useful in estimating
the higher order relation between pole and MS quark
masses in Ref. [10] and other processes in renormalon
motivated method in Ref. [11]. The analytic continu-
ation is an important ingredient for Borel-Laplace and
Laplace type sum rules [12, 13} 14} 15 [16].

In section [2] we discuss the RG improvement of the
perturbative series in the RGSPT prescription. In sec-
tion @, discuss the role of RG improvement in the de-
termination of the light quark masses using the Borel-
Laplace sum rule. In section @), determination of a,
m,. and my, from the relativistic sum rules is discussed.
In section (3], we give a short conclusion about the role
of RG improvement in the QCD sum rule determina-
tions.
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2. RG improvement using RGSPT

In FOPT prescription, a finite order perturbative se-
ries S(Q?, ¢?) in pQCD can be written as:

j<i
S = ) Tl (1)

i=0,j=0

where x = ay(u)/m and L = log(,uz/Qz). The RG evo-
lution of the perturbative series in Eq. (I) is obtained
using its anomalous dimension, yg(x), by solving:

d
w2580 =5 (1) S, 2)
M

d
uzﬂxw) = Bx), 3)

where anomalous dimension s (x) and 8(x) is given by:

nm—Z% ,

“4
Bx) = Zﬁ, = :

In RGSPT, perturbative series in Eq. (I)) is arranged as
follows:

SHQY) = ) HSixL), )

i=0

and the goal is to obtain a closed-form expression for
coefficients:

Si@) = ) Tujsd, (©)

J=0

where z = xL. The coefficients S;(z) are function of
one variable where z ~ O(1). The closed-form solution
for them is obtained using RGE.

The RGE in Eq. @) results in a set of coupled differ-
ential equations for S;(z), which in compact form can be
written as:

n
Bi

nll

iO

d i S -S'(2) =
— ( "_lSn_i(Z)) + Vi n—i(Z) ;l( )

The first three coefficients can be obtained by solving

the above differential equation and are given by:
So(z) =Toow ™,
S1(2) =T1ow ™! + To,owf%fl[(l - W
+ Br7o(w — logw) - 1)]

Sa(z) =Toow 7% - T1,0W_7°_2[(W - bn
+B1 (Fo(-w + log(w) + 1) + log(w)) |
+ %TO,OW%*Z{ = Bim[1 = w? + 2log(w)
+2w = Dyo(w — log(w) — 1)] +w-1)
X [w = DBa7o + w = D7} = w+ D7
+ B70(0 = D(w = logw) — 1%}, ®)

where w = 1 — Byz, for anomalous dimension and
higher order beta function coefficients, we have used
X = X/By. The most general term of RGSPT is given
by:

log(w) _ 10g"(1 = Box(u) log(1*/ Q%))

Q.4(0%) = e (1 = Box(u) log(u?/ Q2)) (’9)

where n is a positive integer and a o« /By appearing in
Eq. @). The imaginary part of S(Q?, 1) is obtained as:

Im(S(s, 4*)) =2im.<8<s +1e, 1) — S(s — Ie, %))

1 s+le d
=— dq2—28<q2,u2> (10)
27” s—le

1

— S 11
i dz(qﬂ) (11)

where contour integral is evaluated by avoiding the cut
for s > 0 present in S(¢?,u*) due to logarithms of

log( ) It should be noted that we have used variables

Q> = —¢* > 0 for the spacelike and s = ¢*> > 0 for
timelike regions.

For FOPT, the imaginary part is obtained by taking
discontinuity of log(;z2 / QZ) = log(;z2 / |Q|2) + i results
in large “in" corrections. In the case of RGSPT, the
imaginary part for the terms in Eq. (9) is obtained as:

1 A log" (1 — uy 10g<f—;))
2ri 9?| 4 (1-ulog (£))’

1 oy
tan (l—ulLs)

~fim Rz , n=1
lim e (o sin((n—5‘1) tan™! ( = ))
uy Ls 1
T , h#
(12)
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where, w, = (1 —u;Ly)* + n°u?. We can see that

all the kinematical 7>-terms are summed in w, and
tan’l(%). The large logarithms are also under con-
trol as they are always accompanied by a;, which is
one of the important features of the RGSPT. Hence,
both RG improvement as well as all-order summation
of m®—terms is naturally achieved in the RGSPT. For
more details on analytic continuation using FOPT and
RGSPT, we refer to Ref. [9].

One important point to note here is that results from
different prescriptions, such as RGSPT and FOPT, are
not the same when p> = Q7 is set after operations like
analytic continuation or Borel transformation are per-
formed. This is one of the motivations behind our deter-
mination of the light quark masses in Ref. [[1].

3. Borel-Laplace Sum rule and Light quark mass
determinations

There are various versions of QCD sum rules are used
in the literature. In this section, we discuss the applica-
tion of RGSPT in the Borel-Laplace sum rules in the
light quark mass determination.

3.1. Basic definitions

The current correlator for the divergence of the axial
currents is defined as:

¥s(q) =i f d*xe O {js(x) 5O} 10y, (13)
where js is given by:

Js = (@1 vuysq2) = i (my +m2) (@v542)
=i(m +my) jo. (14

Using Eq. (T4), the correlation function in Eq. (T3),
is related to the pseudoscalar correlation function
(ITp(g?)), by relation:

Ws(g?) = (my + my)? (%), (15)

and
Mp(q®) = i f d*x e (OT { jo(x)j}(0)} 10).

Using OPE, a theoretical expression for Ws(g?) is calcu-

lated in the deep Euclidean spacelike regions in the limit

mé < ¢, and the resulting expansion can be arranged

as expansion in 1/(g?). At low energies ~ 1 GeV?, in-
stanton effects become relevant, and their contribution

is not captured by OPE expansion and, therefore, are
added to OPE contributions.

The Borel-Laplace sum rules are based on the double-
subtracted dispersion relation for the correlation func-
tion. Therefore, it involves the double derivative of
W¥5(g?) and the dispersion relation is given by:

Im%¥s(s)
(16)

1o 2 d2 2 2 *
\PS(Q)zmTS(Q):; o ds

The Borel transformation [17], with parameter “u", is
obtained using the Borel operator, B,, defined as:

N G P
Bu= lim 90 17
02 n=u

Borel parameter u has the dimension of GeV? and the
Borel transform of Eq. (I6) is obtained as:

W = B, (W] = 8, [¥sa)]

1 . '
=— dse™*" Im¥s(s)
u 0
1 * —s/u
== | dseps(s), (18)
u Jo

where the spectral density is given by:
1
ps(s) = — lin(l) [ImWs(s +ie)] . (19)
T e

It should be noted that the value of the u > AZQCD in
WY (u) is chosen such that higher order terms of the OPE
expansion remain suppressed in the Borel transformed
OPE expansion.

The spectral density in the RHS of Eq. (I8) Borel-
Laplace sum rules can be decomposed in the following
form:

had.

ps(s) = B(so = HPS +6(s = s0)pS™* . (20)

where scale sy separates the two contributions from
hadronic states and continuum. The Borel sum rule in
Eq. (I8) can be written as:

1 o )
WY (u) = ﬁf ds [””pé‘“‘l(s)
0

+ i@ ds e_s/”pSOPE(s) . 21
w J,
which is used in this article for the light quark mass de-
termination.
For clarification, various inputs used in Eq. ZI)) are
as follows:
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1. The W7 (u) is obtained from the Borel transforma-
tion of ¥”(4%), which involves OPE corrections
and addition to the instanton contributions.

2. The hadronic spectral density pi*(s) is obtained
by the parametrization of the experimental infor-
mation on the hadrons appearing in the strange and
non-strange channels.

3. pPPE(s) in the RHS of Eq. (1) is obtained from
the discontinuity of the theoretical expression of
the Ws(g?).

It should be noted that our main focus is the RG im-
provement for the theoretical quantities relevant for
point (I)) and point (3) and its impact on the light quark
mass determination.

3.1.1. RG improvement of pQCD inputs

The spectral density from the OPE expansion of the
polarization function, its second derivative, and the
Borel transform of the second derivative can be written
as

PEE(S) = SRo(s) + Rols) + TR+, (22)
‘“P”(Qz)

‘P” 23
(@) = QL; o (23)
" N(u)

V() = — E]M, (24)

i=0
The leading OPE contributions in Eq. and Eq.
are known to O(a‘s‘). For more details on the various

contributions, we refer to Ref. [1]. For these quantities,
we define:

Ro(9) = —F g5 (25)
= 3,2 Gevyr
2
2 // 2
o(Q )= 32 GV ¥y (0). (26)
Using a5(2 GeV) = 0.2945 and m,(2 GeV) = 93.4 MeV

at u = 2GeV and setting m, = 0, the above quantities
in FOPT and RGSPT at Q% = 2 GeV? has contributions
from different orders:

RECPT = 1.0000 + 0.6612 + 0.4909 + 0.2912 + 0.1105,
RYOSPT = 1.0038 +0.4175 + 0.1760 + 0.0581 — 0.0152,
%, " = 1.0000 + 0.4737 + 0.2837 + 0.1917 + 0.1405 ,

F, T = 11508 + 0.5280 + 0.2621 + 0.1670 + 0.1244 .

The scale dependence of R(s) and ¥ is shown in Fig. (1.
We see that RGSPT gives a better convergence than
FOPT for pQE.

Next, we calculate the Borel transform for FOPT and
RGSPT. In FOPT, Borel transform is given by:

~ 1 2
8] g o2 (5]

1> 1
k n n—k __~
(Wzkn ng()a Tlal
(27

In RGSPT prescription, Borel transform can only be
evaluated numerically by using:

o (=1)Tla+n—-1]

4 Tn+1](Bo x)

52 w‘Y] (yz)zl"[a
xﬂ(,uz/u,cy+ n-1,2),
0o anrtth
v, = 2
Az b,a) fo W Ma+r+ 1] (28)

Now, we can demonstrate the impact of the resumma-
tion for the Borel transformation. The leading mass cor-
rections at different dimension to ‘i’;’(s) from RGSPT
has the following form:

1
RGSPT _
AJ s(l — ﬂoxL)(zl"'z)?’O/ﬁU (29)

where L = log(u / s) is used here for the discussion. Its

series expansion to O( ) in FOPT is given by:
ATOPT %(1 + 2y0L(j + Dx
+Y0L?(j + D (Bo + 2y0(1 + )
+§w¢%j+1n3wo+(r+ﬁm)
X (Bo + 2yo(1 + )))

1 . .
+gmﬁu+nﬁa%+ma+ﬁ)

x@%+2wﬂ1+ﬁxﬂ%+2wﬁ1+ﬁﬂ

+0(a3). (30)

Now, we obtain the Borel transform for Ay by set-
ting 4> = u = 2.5GeV? that resums the logarithms
in the case of FOPT. Using x( \/ﬁ) = a( \/ﬁ)/n =
0.3361/x, the Borel transformation of Ay has the fol-
lowing contributions:

B, [ARCSPT] = 0.4256,
B,[A5OPT] = 0.4000 + 0.0494 — 0.0255 — 0.0011
+0.0042 + - --
= 0.4270. 31)
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Figure 1: Renormalization scale dependence of Ry(s) and ?{; (qz) nor-
malized to unity at 2 GeV in RGSPT and FOPT. The bands represent
the truncation uncertainty.

The higher order behavior of the Borel transform of Ay
and A, are presented in Fig. (Z). It is shown that the
Borel transform of the leading logarithm terms in FOPT
prescription needs at least O(a?) terms to converge to
the Borel transform of the leading term in RGSPT.

3.1.2. Hadronic inputs

The hadronic spectral function for non-strange and
strange channels is parameterized in terms of the exper-
imental information on the hadronic states. We use the
parametrization provided in Ref. [18] for non-strange,
and for the strange channel, we use the spectral func-
tion from Ref. [19]. The hadronic spectral density has
the following form:

BW,(s) + k; BW(s)
1+k

’

pns = [TM36 (s = M2) + pss
(32)

ps () = feMzd (s = My) + pn(s) e

(33)

BW; (S) + K BWz(S)
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Figure 2: Borel transform of Ay and A calculated at different orders
using u = 2.5GeV?2.

where Breit-Wigner distribution normalized to unity at
threshold is given by:

2
(M? = s0)” + M2T?
BWi;(s) =

: (34)
(s - m2) + M2

The values of x; ~ 0.1 [18] and x, ~ 1 [19] con-
trols the relative importance of the resonances. Three
particle contributions from the resonance regions (o3,
and pgn, ) are calculated using chiral perturbation the-
ory [19, 20, 121]]. Resonance contributions are param-
eterized using the Breit-Wigner distribution. The non-
strange channel receives contributions from the 7(1300)
and 7(1800) states and for strange channel K(1460) and
K(1830) states contribute.

3.1.3. Light quark mass determination

To determine the light quark masses, we use Eqgs.(22)),
(24), (32) and (33) for strange and non-strange channels
as an input for Borel-Laplace sum rule in Eq. (ZI). We
get the most precise determination using RGSPT, where
theoretical uncertainties are significantly reduced, and
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Figure 3: Scale dependence in our determination of the m (2 GeV)
and my(2 GeV). The bands represent the truncation uncertainty at dif-
ferent renormalization scales.

the values for m; and my, at 2 GeV are obtained as:

(+2.42)pQCD(+3.57)had_
(=2.40)pcp(—3.50)ha.

= 104.34*332 MeV,, 35)

_ (+0.10)pqep (+0.47 g,
ma(2 GeV) =421 o 10 (043, MEV

= 4217048 MeV, (36)
= m,(2 GeV) = 2.007)33 MeV . (37)

my(2 GeV) = 104.34 MeV

where, we use the ratio €, = m,/mq = 0.4747303¢ [22]
for the m, determination. The uncertainties from the pa-
rameters such as «, y, and truncation of the perturbative
series are included in pQCD uncertainties, and the rest
of them are included in the hadronic uncertainties. The

scale dependence in our determination is presented in
Fig. (3).

Our determinations are in agreement with the current

PDG average values [22]:

my(2 GeV) = 93.4*5¢ MeV, (38)
ma(2 GeV) = 4.67°015 MeV, (39)
m,(2 GeV) = 2.16703. MeV . (40)

4. Relativistic sum rules and a, m. and m, determi-
nation

4.1. Basic definitions

The normalized total hadronic cross-section (Rg,),
defined as:

o(ete > gg+X)

s . _
= ——0(ee —>qgqg+X)=
qq ) ( q9 )

4 olete” - ptu)

(41)

is one of the most important observable sensitive to the
quark mass (m,). The inverse moment for the vector
channel (M;/’"), are derived from Ry, as:

ds
Vin _
Mq —IFR@. 42)

Using analyticity and unitarity, the moments are related
to the coefficients of the Taylor expansion for the quark-
heavy correlator evaluated around s = 0 as:

1272 Qé a"

HV
n! ds" ()

Vith _
MY =

s=0 (43)

where Q, is the electric charge, s = Vg2 is the ete™ cen-

ter of mass energy, and Iy (s) are the current correlators
of two vector currents given by:

(8w — guav) 11" (s) = =i f dxe (O[T {,()j,(0)}10),
where,

Ju = gy q(x).

For the pseudoscalar channel, slightly different defini-
tions are used in Ref. [23]. The pseudoscalar current
correlator is defined as

7(s) = i f dxd I OITLp(0) jpON0),  (44)

where,

Jjp = 2imq(x)y°q(x), (45)
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and the double subtracted polarization function is ob-
tained from Eq. (44) as:

P(s) = é I (s) - 17 (0) — s [disnf’(s)] ) , (46)
s=0

from which the moments are obtained as:
1272202 g

n!  ds"
Theoretical moments are calculated using the OPE and
have contributions from purely perturbative (M}"") as

well as non-perturbative (Mf’n'p) origin. Therefore, we
can write the theoretical moments as follows:

MP(5) = P(s)L:O . @7

MED = AP AP (48)
The fixed order perturbative series for Mf’pm have the
following form:

Mf’Pert _ ml;zn Z Tlx] YL (49)

i=0

where m, = my(u), x = as(u)/mand L = 10g(,u2/q2).

The two-loop correction to MXP™" are calculated in
Ref. [24], three-loops in Refs. [25} 26} 27, 28| [29], the
first four moments at four-loop (or @) from Refs. [30]
31]]. Predictions for higher moments using the analytic
reconstruction method can be found in Refs. [32, [33]
and are used in Ref. [34] in the m, determination. Other
predictions using Padé approximants can be found in
Ref. [35]. A large-f, renormalon-based analysis for the
low energy moments of the current correlators can be
found in Ref. [36].

The M include the contributions from the con-
densate terms and has the following form:

1 s
W(%G%GI

(qu)

x (T + x(m)T1o ™) + O(x?) . (50)

X,n.p.
MNP =

where, Tl.)i;n'p " are the perturbative correction as pref-
actors to the gluon condensate and are known to
NLO [37]. For the RG invariant gluon condensate, we
use the following numerical value [38]]:

=0.006 + 0.012 GeV*. (51)

s
<ﬂ-G>RGI

In addition, we also need quark mass relations to one-
loop [39] from the MS scheme to the on-shell scheme
given by:

4 s 2
mg(u) = My |1 — x(u) §+10g e +O(x),
q
(52)

which will be used in Eq. (30) for the quark condensate
terms.

From theoretical moments, defined in Eq. , the
ratio of the moments (Rf ) can be obtained as:

RX —(Mf); (53)
Com)T

which are more sensitive to the @ and less sensitive
to the quark masses. The mass dependence arises only
from the running logarithms present in the perturbative
expansion. This quantity is very useful in the determi-
nation of the as.

4.2. RG improvement

The RG improvement of moments in Eq. (@9) is ob-
tained by rewriting moments as:

MEE = 20 Z X SixL), (54)

q
i=0

and following the procedure described in section (2)), we
get a set of coupled differential equations for S ;(x L) that
can be written in a compact form as:

k

> [Bi6i0+ w=nsi 0

i=0

+ 8 p-iw) (2ny; + Bi(=i+ k) | =0.  (55)

After RG improved perturbative series is obtained for
different MY, we can study their scale dependence. For

the charm vector moments, we take aS”f :4)(3 GeV) =
0.2230 and m.(3 GeV) = 993.9 MeV. These values are
obtained from current PDG [22] values of the quark
masses and coupling constant and evolved to different
scales using the REvolver package [40]. The scale de-
pendence of the first four moments for the vector chan-
nel for the charm case can be found in Fig. (@), and sim-
ilar behavior is obtained for the pseudoscalar channel.
It should be noted that the agreement of various mo-
ments in FOPT and RGSPT prescription occurs at the
MS value of the quark masses, i.e. 4 = m, () = m,(m,).
At this particular scale, the RGSPT expressions reduce
to FOPT expressions. It is evident from these figures
that the RGSPT has better control of the scale variations
compared to the FOPT.

4.3. a5, m. and my, determinations

For the vector moments, the third and fourth mo-
ments in the FOPT scheme are very sensitive to scale
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variations and contribute to a large theoretical uncer-
tainty even though their experimental values are known
more precisely [41,142]]. Also, the MS definition of the
quark mass for the vector channel, when used in the
non-perturbative gluon condensate terms, gives unreli-
able determinations for the strong coupling and quark
masses. This problem in FOPT prescription is cured
by using the on-shell mass taken as input [42] 41]] in
condensate terms. However, such problems are not en-
countered in the determinations using RGSPT prescrip-
tion. With these advantages in hand, we have used
FOPT and RGSPT in the determinations of the «y, m,,
and my. In the m, determination, we use experimen-
tal moments for the vector channel from Refs. [42, |41]]
and pseudoscalar moments from Refs. [43] 144) 45|
46, 147|] using lattice QCD inputs. Similarly, for the
as—determination, we also use the ratios of the vec-
tor moments from Refs. [48], 49] and pseudoscalar mo-
ments from Refs. [43] 44l 45| 146, 47, [50]. For bottom
quark mass determination, we use only the vector mo-
ments from Refs. 51} 152, 23]].

Now, we turn to the final values for the m,, my;, and
as determination obtained using the inputs from ex-
perimental moments or lattice QCD from the above-
mentioned references. Interestingly, the most precise
values of these parameters are obtained using RGSPT
and lattice inputs except for the bottom quark mass, for
which no lattice moments are available.

For the charm mass, our final determination is ob-
tained using moments from Ref. [47] as:

m(3GeV) = 0.9962(42) GeV, (56)

= m.(m.) = 1.2811(38) GeV . 57

For the bottom quark mass, we take the most precise

value obtained from experimental moments presented

in Ref. [52] as:

mp(10GeV) = 3.6311(98) GeV, (58)

= my(myp) = 4.1743(95) GeV . (59)

We have two most precise determinations for strong

coupling constant from Refs. [44, 46]. We average out
these values and obtain the final determination:

as(Mz) = {0.1172(7),0.1169(7)} , (60)

= as(Mz) =0.1171(7). 61)

These values are in agreement with the current
PDG [22] values which read:

as(Myz) = 0.1179(9) (62)
me(my) = 1.27 +0.02 GeV, (63)
my(mp) = 4.18 + 0.03 GeV . (64)
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Figure 4: Renormalization scale dependence of the first four vector
moments for the heavy charm quark current.
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5. Conclusion

Precise determination of QCD parameters from QCD
sum rules requires higher-order information using the-
oretical inputs from pQCD and precise experimental
or lattice QCD simulation data. The RG improvement
plays a key role in improving the theoretical inputs, and
we have achieved it using the RGSPT prescription. The
RGSPT provides a better convergence and enhanced
stability with respect to the renormalization scale vari-
ations for the Borel-Laplace and Laplace type of sum
rules. While for relativistic sum rules for heavy quark
currents, one only obtains stability with respect to the
renormalization scale variations crucial for the higher
moments. One can also avoid unstable results when
quark masses in the MS scheme are used in the non-
perturbative condensate terms using FOPT prescription.
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