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A bstract

The O ( s ) contrbution to the Energy-Energy Correlation function EEC) fl A] of
e" e ! hadrons is ca;c_‘ulgted to thh precision and the results are shown to be Jarger than
previously reported [9,'10 11,12, '_L3] T he consistency w ith the leading logarithm approxim ation
and the accurate canoe]]ation of Infrared singularities exhibited by the new calculation suggest
that it is reliable. W e 0 er evidence that the source of the disagreem ent w ith previous resuls lies

in the regulation of double singularities.

T he energy-energy correlation function EEC) .. ‘ -3 -r_ r e' e annhilation into hadrons is
w idely used as a m easure of the strong coupling oonstant s t_E; -_é, :_'l] and is potentially one of the
m ost precise and detailed experin ental tests of QCD available fj, :_8]. However, that potential has
not been realized due to disagreem ent over the predicted value of the next-to-Jleading order correction
in the strong coupling constant ig, :_l-C_i, :_l-]_;, :_l-Z_i, :_l-I_i‘] W e report on a new calculation of the O ( &%)
term using subtraction for control of nfrared singularities. A ccuracy was checked at every stage by
sym bolic com putation, high precision arithm etic, and hum an calculation. T he detailed cancellation of
sihgularities in the com pJJcated fourparton states was carefully tested. A m ore com plete description
w illbe presented elsew here [14].

The EEC was invented to take advantage of the asym ptotic freedom of QCD by view ing the
products of € e annihilation with a weighting that favored the m ost energetic hadrons i_]:, :_?':, :ff].
C onservation ofenergy requires allenergy carried by quarks and glions to be transferred to detectable
hadrons, hence the EEC is experin entally and theoretically de ned as
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where is the total cross section for € e ! hadrons, E, and p, are the energy and m om entum
of particle n, and E .51 is the center of m ass energy of the systxan The EEC is free of collinear
singularities sihce all parallelm om enta are linearly sum m ed tLS]
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Figure1l: The O ( s2) contribution to the Energy-Energy Correlation fiinction. For com parison we
digplay our resuls (solid circles), the resuls ofK unszt and N ason [_Iz_i] (open squares), and the resuls
Of R ichards, Stirling, and E llis [L0] (open triangles). B valies shown are or ve active quark  avors
orTg = % (see equation :_5).

A fter factoring out the trivial dependence on the total cross section and sin® ﬁ_lZ_i], the EEC has
the follow ing perturbative expansion in the region 0 < <,
4 n h i o
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Here ( isthe leading order total cross section, is the renom alization scale, and ¢ is the lading
coe cient of the finction: o= £Ca 3Tz . For QCD in this notation, Cr = 3, Ca = 3, and
Tr = %NF , where Ny isthe num ber of active quark avors at energy Eota1. Analytic calculation of
A yids [1]

A() = Cp A+ 1)@+3!) @2 6!)bg 1+ ! ' +61 3 @)

where | = cot? ( =2). No such analytic expression is possble orB ( ). At O ( %), the EEC receives

contrbutions from fourparton nal states at tree kevel and from threeparton nal states wih a
virtual parton form ing one Intemal loop. T he threeparton nal states pose little challenge, but the
Integrals corresponding to urparton states w ith an extemalangle xed at dem and num erical as
well as analytic calculation.

To calculate contributions near soft or collinear poles, the fourparton expressionswere sin pli ed
to allow analytic integration in the presence ofan infrared requlator (dimensionD = 4 2 ).Using
the subtraction m ethod of nfrared regulation, the sin pli ed expressions were subtracted from exact
expressions and the nite di erence was num erically Integrated w thout infrared requlation ( = 0).



Coe cient Exact C lay and E 1lis R ichards, Stirling
Value and E 1lis
Bg 2Cg ( 2017 0049)Cyr (246 029)Cp
Bg 9Cr + 984 0290)Cg + 210 90)Cr +
367Cp + 363 0:d12)Cp + 286 724)Cp +
1333 Tx ( 1333 0:001) Ty ( 135 005)Tx
BI 236Cfr + ( 206 4:79)Cg + ( 140 111)Cp +
134Ca + (153 2:11)Cp + (140 717)Cp +
0222 Tx ( 0220 003) Ty ( 0066 0:480) Tr
BS 262 Cyp + (231 589)Cg + (370 196)Cy +
16:6Ch + (1343 9:00)Ca + ( 568 228)Ch +
358 Tr ( 3558 047) Tx (416 164)Txr
B, 31425CF + ( 315 004)Cr + (651  0:35)
3567Cxp + 357 001)Cp + (exact= 6533) +
0:8833 Tr ( 0:8832 0:0005) T ( 088 002)Tx
B, ? 869 040)Cg + 299 29
? @157 02)Cp + N g 4)
? ( 546 0005) Tx

Tabl 1: The coe cients of the lading log expansion of the EEC at large CB;T ) and snall B )
angles. T he expansion is as shown in equation -_4 . Listed are the exact kading log coe cients and the
coe clents producing the best t to Clay and E llis as well as R ichards, Stirling, and E Jst:_ﬂ_ﬂ].

Analytic integrals of the threeparton and simnpli ed fourparton expressions (@t nite ) were then
added and the sum wasshown to rem ain nite In the lim it ! 0.A s allpreviouscalculations ofB,
w e used the expressions derived by E 1lis, R oss, and Terrano ERT) [_l-é] for the exact threeparton and
fourparton nal states, but we did not use the ERT simnpli cations or analytic Integrals for reasons
ofm axim izing num erical convergence.

Our results (Clay and Ellis or CE) are plotted in Figure :J: along wih the results previously
reported by R ichards, Stirling, and Ellis ®RSE) [10] and K unszt and Nason (KN) [4]. The mean
relative num erical uncertainty in our calculation is 0.3% , while for KN it is roughly 4% , both arising
from the precision of num erical Integrations. This uncertainty is nsu clent to explain the roughly
15% overalldi erence between KN and CE.W hile i is possbl for system atic di erences such as
these to arise from purely num erical errors, we believe there is an analytic error at the heart of the
disagreem ent.

T heonly known test ofthe analyticbehavior ofB isa com parison w ith the predictionsofthe leading
logarithm approxin ation for large and sn allangles i_j]. To determ ine asym ptotic behavior, B ( ) was
calculated overthe range Fos( )3 (@ 10 °), and the results were com pared to an expansion ofthe

form
X3

Im B()=Cr B, Il=
1o

@)

j=0

w here = %(l cos( )). The coe cients Bj that best t our calculation were found using an

unconstrained last squares t and are displayed in Tab]er_h Wwe ndthatB = B, = 0, asexpected).
For com parison, we also show the coe cients derived by R SE [_i]'] who reported som e inconsistency
w ith the lrading logarithm approxin ation. No inconsistency is evident in our data. T he previously
unpublished exact values for Bg are based on our congcture that the form factor or the EEC is the
sam e as that for the second energy m om ent of the D rellY an cross section [_1-23',:_2@] The form factor is
convoluted w ith a know n parton evolution function f_Z-(_)'] to produce Bg .

T he discrepancy over the value of B, is signi cant. W ith Ng 4, RSE extracted a value of B,



equalto 2999 29, whilk our calculation predicts a value 0478 08 (see Table -'!4') . Based on our
prelin nary analysisofdata from KN aswellasG loverand Sutton G S) [_1-3], w e conclude that neither
is consistent w ith the values of B, from either CE orRSE . It is unfortunate that the coe cient that
best discrim inates between the various calculations is unknown. An independent calculation of B
would be very usefil for resolving the disagreem ent.

To explore the source of the disagreem ent, we param eterize B as a sum ofthree fiinctions

B() = Cr (CgpBg,()+CaBc,()+ Tg Br,()) )

and com pare our resuls for each function wih those 0fGS aswellasRSE.W hile CE and G S !2_:];]
di ersigni cantly overB, and even m ore so overBc, , they agreew ith each otherand w ith RSE f_lé)_‘]
on the valie of By, . It was also only ©or B¢, and B¢, that RSE reported di culty n the tto
leading logarithm s [_i]'] T his strongly suggests that the source of the disagreem ent lies outside of the
calculation of By, and ism ost severely m anifest in that ofBc, .

W e believe that the source of disagreem ent is the requlation of doubl (ie., soft and collinear)
Infrared singularities. Calculation of By, Involves no such regulation since the four-femm ion states
have no soft singularities, while unique to B¢, are \ladder diagram " contrbutions that produce the
double singularities least controlled by energy weighting.

To dealw ith nfrared singularities, the exact perturbative integrands are smpli ed In such a way
as to be analytically Integrable in the presence of an infrared requlator €g.,4 2 dinensions) while
producihg Integrated expressions that display the sam e singular dependence on the regulator (eg.,
polesin ) asdo integrals ofthe exact integrands. The sin pli ed integrands are also used in num erical
Integrationsw here the requlator isnecessarily removed ( ! 0) before integration. A ny such algorithm
guarantees that the singular parts of the dependence on the regulator w ill be correctly calculated.

W e have found that sin pli cations of Integrands involving double poles can produce non-singular
© (%)) errors from iexact treatm ent of O (1= ) shoulders of the O (1=2) doubl poles m ultiplying
term s 0fO ( ). Sihce energy weighting can reposition these shoulders in a com plicated way, sin pli ed
EEC integrands m ay be especially prone to such errors. These errors cannot be corrected In any
num erical integralswhere ! 0 priorto integration. T he subtraction m ethod prescribes addition and
subtraction ofthe sam e quantity but the added quantities are integrated analytically while subtracted
quantities m ust be integrated num erically to cancel poles in the exact fourparton integrands. T hus
the added and subtracted quantities m ay di er due to necessarily di erent regulation m ethods for
the num erical and analytic integrals. In such cases, integration of the di erence between smpli ed
and exact integrands is not uniform ly convergent near doubl poles and the integrals are nie only
in the sense of a num erically com puted average. T his average w ill generally not be the correct result
obtained by analytically setting ! 0 after com pleting Integration rather than before.

A s a test for these errors in our calculation, the cancellation of double singularities w as exam ined.
Since analytic work is di cul for the Purparton states, we have focused on tests of num erical
convergence. The scale of the independent variable controlling the singularities wasm agni ed by a
factorof10* in a search for instabilities and neighborhoods ofdouble poles w ere divided into separately
Integrated patches to isolate divergences. W hile further study is required, neither test produced signs
ofnon-uniform convergence or error.

U ltin ately theory m ust be com pared w ith experin ent, and ts of our calculation to data from
SLD [_1] have been perform ed i_Z-g] U sing the procedure adopted in fj], valiesor M z ) were derived
using the EEC aswellas the asymm etry ofthe EEC orAEEC :

AEEC () EEC ( ) EEC ():

R enom alization scales used were in the range

00035 EEC) 2

009 AEEC) E?

total

4;

and while tsusing KN and CE were found to have sin ilar dependence, EEC  tsusihg the larger
CE values or B yield <M z) values sm aller by about 0.005 f_ZZ_]‘, 22;] A Ythough all B calculations



vield larger M ;) valies from EEC tsthan from AEEC t_s;:[71, i is interesting to note that the
twodi erby 0012 rKN, as opposed to only 0.006 for CE 1/, 22, 28]:

EEC

ceny Mz) = 04118 0013(scak) 02002 hadmwnization) 0003 (experin ent);
sep, Mz) = 0412 0003(scak) 0002 hadronization) 0003 (xperiment):  (6)

W hilke the im proved agream ent does not constitute evidence that our calculation is correct, it is an
attractive and suggestive feature of the resuls.

W e conclude that the disagreem ent over the next-to-leading order contribution to the EEC has
not been resolwved. Com parison of our calculation wih all that is known about the EEC shows it
to be reasonabl and num erically reliable despite disagreem ent w ith previous calculations. A m ore
Intensive investigation of the cancellation of doubl singularities com bined w ith a possble extension
of our know ledge of the leading logarithm expansion is needed to resolve the di erences.
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