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1 Introduction

The potential to study \new physics" at the next generation of accelerators
will to a lJarge extent depend on the ability to control the strong interaction
background. Hence the present interest in m aking Q CD predictions for hard
processes as quantitative as possible, w ith an increasing understanding of the
In portance to study higher+tw ist e ects which are suppressed by powers of
the Jarge m om entum . In general, higher+w ist e ects re ect the \lakage" of
contrbutions from large distances Into the process of interest. T he theoretical
status of these corrections is welkestablished in the totale' e annihilation
cross section and in deep inelastic scattering O IS) (@nd in related quantities),
w here dispersion relations relate the physical observable to the operator prod—
uct expansion (OPE) ofa T product of currents at sm alldistances. The OPE
does not allow us to calculate pow er corrections, but one leams from the OPE
the particular suppression of higher twist e ects { 1=Q0 * r the totale' e
annihilation cross section versus 1=Q 2 for the D IS structure functions { and
the process-independence (Universality) ofthe uncalculable highertw ist m atrix
elem ents. T he structure ofpow ersuppressed e ects in \geniune" M inkow skian
quantities is m uch less understood. T here are phenom enological and theoret—
ical indications that in certain situations such corrections are large { of order
1=0 { and num erically in portant at all energies available today. In this tak
we summ arize the results of Ref. 1 on the structure of power corrections and
renom alonsin D rellY an (lkepton pair) production, and speculate w hether this
exam ple teaches us a lesson of general validity.

D rellY an production, apart from itsphenom enologicalsigni cance, isthe—
oretically interesting because it is the sim plest hard process w th two large,
but disparate scales, if we consider the production of the D rell-Yan pair (or
heavy vectorboson) close to the kinem aticalthreshold z 1 where z = Q?=s,
0?2 being the m ass of the pair and s the total an s energy of the colliding
partons. In this situation gluion em ission into the nal state is suppressed
by small phase space (1 z)Q Q, and causes large perturbative cor-
rections enhgnced by Sudakov-type logarithm s In (1 z). Taking m om ents

N ;02)= dzzV 'd =dz and subtracting collihear divergences by form ing
the ratio of the D rell-Y¥ an cross section and the quark distrdbution squared, one
is left with the perturbative expansion for the logarithm of the \hard" cross
section

Nlpy N;0%) =17 ;°N + !, 21°N + 220y 5 in o+ ;0 )

where = (@) andwehaveshown tem sw ih the leading power ofthe large
logarithm at each order of . In lading logarithm ic approxin ation (LLA),
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these tem s are resum m ed to all orders by the elegant form ula

Z Z A2 2
2. 2Cy t 2N 1T 9 A gk
n!lpy W;0%) = — dz —
0 1 V4 021 z) k?

sk2): @)

E xpansion of the running coupling under the integralin powersof  (Q2) gen—
erates a perturbative series w hich correctly reproduces allcoe cientsin Eq. ]:_:
E q.-r_j takes Into account soft and collinear glion em ission, and can be in proved
system atically by including next-to-leading logarithm s etc. T he leading soft—
collinear contrbution has a geom etrical interpretation in term s of the cusp
(ekonal) anom alous din ension; it is universal and appears In resumm ation of
threshold corrections to any hard Q CD process.

H owever, the resumm ed cross section in the LLA now appears fo be sen—
sitive to the infrared (IR) region at the level of 1=Q corrections?®. Indeed,
rem ove glions wih energy Q (1  z)=2 less than ocp by inserting the
appropriate -function in the z-integral. A sin pl calculation show s that the
cross section changes then by N =Q . G iven this sensitivity to the IR region,
one would suspect that geniine pow er corrections ofthism agniude exist. T he
sam e conclusion can be obtained from considering divergences of the pertur-
bative expansion of Eq.:g In large orders (renom alons). One easily checks,
how ever, that the dangerous IR contributions corresoond to temm s w ith less
logarithm s ofN than are resumm ed by the LLA and thus are beyond the ac—
curacy to which Eq.:_z has been derived. Thus this evidence is by itself not
conclisive. A m ore accurate analysis w i1l clarify two questions:

D oes the IR sensitivity (of order 1=Q ) of the LLA resumm ed Cross sec—
tion represent the true’ m agnitude ofpow er corrections to the D rellY an
processor is it arti cially introduced by resum m ation, that isby the pro—
cedure that separates those regions of higher order Feynm an diagram s
w hich give rise to large logarithm s?

If the exact D rell-Y an cross section has no 1=Q IR contributions, can
the resum m ation of large perturbative corrections to all orders be m ade
consistent w th the IR behaviour of nite-order Feynm an diagram s? O r
isthe (spurdous) 1=Q sensitivity found in LLA Intrinsic and unavoidable
for resum m ation of threshold corrections?

2 IR sensitivity of LLA and soft gluon em ission at large angles
g

W e provide evidence ¥#% that the D relkYan cross section is free from 1=Q

IR ocontributions. To onedoop accuracy this statem ent can be checked by
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an explicit calculation wih a snall gluon mass as regulator. Nonang]ytjc
term s in the an all- expanl$ion corresoond to higher tw ist contributions E":f A
textbook calculation givest at N 1

Crp N2 2 5 1
n +0 —
o7 (“=0°) N

14

by ;0% %) by N;0%0) = %
p 3)
N ote that the suspected linear term 2=Q? is absent; the kading IR con—
trdoution is of order N 2 2=Q?. The N ? enhancem ent signals that the power
corrections are determ ined by the sm aller of the two large scales: Q=N is the
m om ent space analogue of the energy available for glion em ission. In tem s
of the energy fraction z the relevant scale is (I  z)Q rather the m ass of the
DrellYan pairQ .

To understand the apparent 1=Q sensitivity of the LLA, i is instructive
to consider the structure of the one-loop integral for soft ghion em ission

Z 3

— lor+p: kP Q1M pyF: 4)
2Kko
The matrix element (n LLA) is M py 3  20*<k? and it is convenient to
rew rite the phase-space ntegralas

z z
&’k ki
2kg f K2 K )

W enow take a m assless gluon, and to avoid collinear divergences Introduce an
explicit cuto on the m inin al transverse m om entum k, > . Rem embering

thatko = s z)=2 and taking m om ents we get
21 2= 292 z)?=4
|soft_ 2CF © dz ZN 1 et ) dkg —~ 1
. = I 34
o 0 2 k2 T @ zp 4k =0?

The crucial point is now that the LLA corresoonds to resumm ation of soft
and ocollinear em ission, that is the leading logarithm s (@nd in fact the next-
to-leading aswell) com e from the Integration region of am all gluon transverse
mom entum com pared to its energy k- ko= Q@1 z)=2 Q. Thus, for
summ ation of large logarithm s, it is safe to neglect the tem 4kZ=Q? under
the square root, so that

lsoft+ co].l:= 2CF ’ s dz 721\1 i ! 2(1 Z)2=4 dk?,

Py 0 1 z k2

i (6)



where we have replaced 28 ' by 2% ! 1 to take into account virtual glion
exchange. Taking the integrals, we get the expected doubl logarithm but also
the linear term in =Q discussed in Sect. 1.

However, this IR contrbution of order 1=Q com es from the end-ponnt
integration region 1 =z =0 wherek k) In which neglect ofthe k% =Q 2
term under the square root is not Justi ed. In fact, the square root cannot
even be expanded in k2=Q?(  zf) sice this would generate increasingly
singulay, contributions. Instead, the integralm ust be taken exactly. W hen this
is doneh, all =Q tem s disappear.

T he physical reason for the enhanced IR sensitivity ofthe resumm ed cross
section in LLA isthatweneglected soft gluon radiation at large anglesk, ¥ .
T o recover the correct IR behavior, the phase space Integral for soft glion em is—
sion has to be taken exactly; the com m on collinear approxin ation is su cient
for summ Ing logarithm s to leading and next-to-Jeading logarithm ic accuracy
but ism isleading for the analysis of pow er-suppressed e ects.

3 Resumm ation of soft em ission and W ilson lines

E xponentiation of large logarithm s occurs for both, collinear em ission and soft
glion em ission, incliding em ission at large angles. Thus, after a com plte
treatm ent of resum m ation of soft gluon em ission, the apparent 1=Q sensitivity
In LLA should be com pensated by other conributions to the exponent. The
bestknow n generalization ofthe LLA formula Eq.:g was given by Stem an £
21 oy 1( Zoza 2 ge
nhlpy W; 5) = dz—— 2 =
0 1 z 0z 2z K2

cusp (s ke )
)
P
+B(s(1 =z0)+ C(s(@ 2z)Q) +0@Q) (V)

T his expression involves three \anom alous din ensions" ., 7B and C . The
LLA ocorresponds to taking into account the lading term O ( ) In the expan—
sion of ;5 and neglecting B ;C . The next-to-leading logarithm ic accuracy
requirestwo tetm s In oy and the leading O ( ) term s in B ;C . In general,
higher order correctionsto 5 /B ;C generate contrbutionsw ith lessand less
powersof nN fora given power of 5.

The three term s In Eq.-'j have the follow Ing origin: The function \B "
com es from subtracting the D IS cross section (squared) and is irrelevant for
our discussion. The tem with a double integral resum s soft and collinear
gluon radiation to all orders. This contrdbution is universal for all hard pro—
cesses. Finally, \C" corrects for soft glion radiation at large angles and is
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processdependent. This temm startswih O ( g) In agreem ent w ith the com —
mon wisdom that the radiation at large angles is suppressed by two powers
of nN , but taking it Into account can be crucial to recover the correct IR
behavior.

Thus, the 1=Q0 IR sensitivity of the generalized LLA expression given by
the st termm 1n Eq.:j should be cancelled by the \C "-temm . To test how
this happens, one needs som e approxin ation to calculate the anom alous di-
m ensions to all orders in perturbation theory. A convenient form alparam eter
is N ¢, the num ber of light ferm ion avors. The lkading contribution in the
largeN ¢ lim it corresoonds to a chain of ferm on loops inserted into the single
gluon line. Taking into account the chain of loops has two e ects: First, it
generates the correct argum ent of the running coupling In Eq.:j which is the
gluon transversem om entum . A susual, we tacitly assum e that N ¢ can be used
to reconstruct the fiill one-loop running, determ ined by .] Second, counter—
term s for ndividual ferm ion loops produce non-trivial anom alous dim ensions

cuspsB ;C to allordersin 5. T he corresponding calculation is technicaland
can be und In Ref. 1. The resul is that all1=Q0 IR contributions generated
by the generalized LLA tem are cancelled by the IR contrbutions related
to factorial divergence of the perturbation expansion of \C". This tells us
that although the resumm ation formula Eqg. E’f. is valid, i involves signi cant
cancellations between di erent contributions and the true IR behaviour is re—
stored only after sum m ation ofan in nite number ofterm s in the expansion of
\C ". T his contradicts the logic of resum m ation to resum an in nite number of
large logarithm sby calculating only a nite num ber ofterm s in the anom alous
din ensions.

T he sin plest rem edy would be to use the exact phase space factor for the
one—loop glion em ission and replace the rsttem in Eq. :2: by

Z 4 Z g2 22 o
dk:
nlpy N; s)=2 dzg" ' 1] > P °“sp(5(k?2))
0 0z 2 K3 @ zP+ 4k5=Q?

8)
W ih this substitution the 1=Q IR sensitivity disappears and the functions
B ;C arem odi ed starting O ( ﬁ) so that the undesired behavior of C in large
orders is rem oved.

A di erent approach to soft glion resum m ation em phasizes the renom al-
ization of W ilson linest. Its theoretical advantage is the operator language
that avoids the separation of an allanglk and large-angle soft em ission. 1=Q
IR contributions never appear. T he starting point is the welkknown fact that
soft gluon em ission from a fast quark can be described by a W ilson line oper-
ator along the classical tra gctory of the quark. The product of W ilson lines
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for the annihilating quark and antiquark is denoted by Upy X), where x is the
annihilation space-tin e point. Up to corrections which vanish asz ! 1, the
partonic D relkY an cross section is given by #

'py (; s)=Hpy ( s)Wpy (Z; §): 9)

Hpy = 1+ O ( &) is a short-distance dom inated fiinction, independent of z.
W py Isthe square ofthem atrix element m T Upy (0) Pi, summ ed overall nal
states:

Z

a ; _
Woy s o= 2 om0 9TpuY, )T, O 00)
1

T he Fourder transform is taken w ith respect to the energy of soft partons and
Y= 0;0).

T he crucial observation is that the W ilson line depends only on the ratio
(N )=Q@QN () akingmomentsofW py (z; 5)), where isa cuto separating
soft and hard em ission (the renom alization scale for the W ilson line) and N o
is a suiable constant. Hence the N -dependence of the D relkY an cross section
In the soft lim it can be obtained from the -dependence ofW ilson lines, which
is given by the renom alization group equation here = 5())

271 2 281 2
2£+ ( s) @ ]nWDY al - cu (s)]n—N+ DY(s):
@ e s Q2N ¢ * Q2N ¢

11)
It involves two anom alous dimensions cugp ( s) and py ( 5) related to the
cusp and to presence of light-lkke segm ents on the W ilson line, respectively.
The general solution of Eq. L1 is given by

2

N
hWpy —5i sQ) = IhWpy @; s QN=N )+
0
Z
o dk? k2N 2 .
+ Q2N02=N2§ cusp( s(k?)]anNoz+ DY ( s(k? )) ’ (12)
where we set = Q. The inhom ogeneous second term In Eq. :_L-2_:canbe

rew ritten (ddentically) in a m ore fam iliar form , which resemblesthe rst tem
J'nEq.:j:
" ) #

Zawew g, Zo dk?2
? 2 )+ 1 13
. 1 Z 4 ayg- kr_% cusp( s k2 )) py ( s (( z)Q) 13)
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N ote presence of the initial condition W py (1; s QN =N )). Its expansion in
s produces subdom inant logarithm s ]; n* 'N which can be absorbed into
a rede nition of py :

d
py ( s) PC(s)= py () ( s)d nWpy 1; o): (14)

s

C ( ) starts at order g Tt does not a ect resum m ation of large logarithm s
n N to next-to-kading accuracy £ In*N .
Tt rem ainsto subtract the D IS cross section, w hich can also be In plem ented

in the lJanguage of W ilson lines, see Ref. 9 for details. F inally, we get

Z 1 Ny 1 ( Zg2a )2 a2
In! 7 = 2 —= cu ?
py N s) . dzl z 0rd m kf sp(s(k )
)
r—
+ B (s( QN+ C(s(@ 2z)Q)) +0@Q): (15)

No=exp( g)in theM S schame.) This form ofthe resumm ed cross section
is as legitin ate In the fram ew ork of the perturbation theory as the m ore con—
ventional expression in E q.:j . They have di erent properties, however, as far
as sensitivity to the IR behavior of the coupling is concemed, w hich becom es
in portant when the anom alousdin ensions g7 :::aretruncated to nite or-
der. Since the region ofvery large z ! 1 is rem oved In Eq.:}-g, this expression
show sno IR sensitivity at allunlessN > Q= g5cp . Loosely speaking, this is so
because the W ilson line approach treats an all-and large-angle glion em ission
In a coherent way. B ecause this technique can also treat subleading logarithm s
In a system atic way, it is preferred over, for exam ple, the m odi cation of the
phase space asanq.:_é. y
It is naturalto expect (and explicit calculation? in the JargeN ¢ lin it con—
m s this) that the anom alous dim ensions cugp ( s) @and py () In theM S
schem e are analytic functions of the coupling at = 0. Then, allpower cor—
rections to the resumm ed cross section (to allordersIn N g¢p =Q ) orighate
exclusively from the Initial condition for the evolution equation for the W ilson
line, and are not created (orm odi ed) by the evolution, ie. by soft gluon re—
sum m ation. T hus, ifthe resum m ation of soft gluon em ission is done coherently
for all angls, the only e ect of soft gluons on power corrections is a change
of scak, the replacement Q ! Q=N as the param eter of the pow er expansion.
T his suggests that, In general, there is no reason to suspect new nonpertur-
bative contributions In resumm ed cross sections as com pared to nieorder
calculations. The conclusion that power corrections to D rell-Y an production
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are suppressed by 1=0 ? isthen consistent w ith the analysis ofpow er corrections
at tree Jkevelby Q i and Sterm an 9

The rede nition In Eq. ié‘ transform s the IR sensitivity (and potential
pow er corrections) of the initial condition for the evolution equation for the
W ilson line into IR sensitivity of the finction C' i Eq.il5. As mentioned
above, this function becom es in portant precisely when one starts to be sensi-
tive to gluon radiation at large angles, and the conclusions on power correc—
tions depend sensitively on this region. Because of this, we are sogptical that
universality of nonperturbative corrections to resumm ed cross sections could
be deduced from the universality of soft-collinear ghion em ission as em bodied
by the eikonal (cusp) anom alous din ension, an idea originally put forward in
Refs. 3,11. In the W ilson line technique the solution of the evolution equation
never involves the Q CD coupling Integrated over the IR Landau pole as long
asN < Q= g¢p . Since this nequality sets the boundary for a perturbative
treatm ent anyway, Eqg. :_1-5 (Which coincides w ith the resumm ation procedure
used In Ref. 12 to next-to-leading logarithm ic accuracy) is suited for allm o—
m ents that can be treated In a power expansion in 1=Q .

4 Top quark production at the TEVATRON

In the light ofourdiscussion, let us consider recent results forthe resum m ed top
quark production cross section, which we summanze In Tablk 1. W e concen—
trate on the com parison oftwo new calulationst? 4. Both assum ed m e= 175
G eV and used the sam e param etrisations for the structure fiinctions. Hence
the di erence is entirely due to di erent resum m ation prescriptions. T he dif-
ference In central values is of order 15% , com pared to 10% renomm alization
scale dependence and 5% due to uncertainty in the structure functions. Ap-
parently, resum m ation causes the largest am biguity. N ote that the resumm ed
cross section ofR ef. 14 practically coincidesw ith the strict O ( ?) resul. T hus,
In Ref. 14 the resumm ation of NN tem s has a negligble e ect, while the re-
summ ation in Ref. 13 producesa 10 15% enhancem ent. Since both procedures
sum all leading logarithm s (in the sense oqu.:_j), the di erence is entirely due
to term s w ith less powers of logarithm s w hich are beyond the accuracy of the
resum m ation iIn the strict sence. Unless we can prefer one particular resum —
m ation procedure, the di erence would have to be considered as the present
theoretical uncertainty. O ur discussion of D relkY an production suggests the
criteriim that resumm ation procedures should not introduce power correc—
tions (factorial divergence In large orders) which are not already present in

nite order approxin ations. From this point of view, we are led to prefer the
prescription used in Ref. 14, which starts from Eq:_i§'
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Table 1: Resum m ed cross section for the tt production at the TEVATRON .m+ = 175G €&V,
M R SA ' parton distributions for the central value quoted.

Ref. s Pb | Uncertainty
LSN,%S 495 453 { 566
BC}_| 532 | 493 {540

cMNT | 475 | 425 ({500

The m ajpr num erical di erence between Ref. 13 and Ref. 14 com es from
a di erent procedure to inplem ent the nverse M ellin transform ation from
m om ent space to m om entum space. The subtle problem here is to which ex—
tent one can avoid contributions of very large m om ents N Q= gcp ,which
strictly speaking can not be treated by short-distance m ethods. T his problem
is som ewhat sim ilar to the problem of analytically contihuing perturbative
QCD predictions from Euclidian in M inkow ski space, relevant, or exam ple, in
connection w ith the -Jepton hadronic width. T he particular way of perform —
Ing the analytic continuation becom es in portant when one uses a resumm ed
coupling constant, and the guiding principle proves to be to avoid the region
Q < gcp Inthe complex Q -plane, where no short-distance treatm ent is pos-
sble. Iftheregion Q < ¢cp isnotgvoided, onem ay introduce spurious 1=Q 2
pow er corrections to the decay w idth?, which are absent in the OPE . Sin ilarly,
Cataniet al. nd4 that the mverse M ellin transfrm of the resumm ed cross
section in m om ent space has to be done by exact num erical integration in the
com plex N plane, avoiding the region ReN ! 1 where the IR sihqgulariy
In the running coupling becom es in portant. Failure to avoid this region m ay
result in spurious e ects oforder ( gcp =Q) °=.

W ithin the approach of Ref. 13 this problem is som ew hat m asked by us—
ng a resumm ation formula sim ilar to Eq.-rj., In which the sensitivity to the
IR behavior of the coupling is of order 1=Q for any N . A s explained above,
this IR sensitivity is an artifact of truncating the anom alous dim ensions to

nite order. O ne also notes that applying the prescription ofRef. 13 to D rell-
Y an production requires to introduce a phenom enological 1=Q -correction, that
m alnly seam sto cancelthe 1=Q e ectsgenerated by the resum m ation prescrip—
tion 4.

The di erence between various resumm ation procedures should also be
perosptble in highp; Ft production at the TEVATRON, and a theoretical
understanding of this di erence m ight be one aspect in understanding the
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apparent excess of largep, Ftsseen by CDF .

5 1=Q0 IR sensitivity of thrust

The D rellY an cross section appears to have no 1=Q pow er corrections. T his is
not generally the case for any quantity. T here are good reasons to suspect the
existence of 1=Q nonperturbativg_hadronization corrections to event shapes
observables in e e annihilation . Unlke the D rellY an cross section, these
observables cannot be expressed directly in tem s of Feynm an diagram s, and
are obtained by integrating the Q CD am plitudesw ith certain weight fiinctions
such as to em phasize a particular nalstate con guration. T hese weilght func—
tions generally destroy the balance ofgluon em ission at an alland large angles,
and m ake these observables sensitive to nonperturbative m om entum ow at
large angles. A s a consequence 1=Q corrections are invariably expected for
event shapes. For exam ple, the average thrust hl T1i of the nal state is
com puted to leading order in ¢ by inserting the factor

q
1 T= (G ki K)=0 (16)

Into the phase-space Integral for gluon em ission, w hich hasa structure identical
to the D rellYan cross section In m om ent space, see ("54;). T he above factor
suppresses an allangle am ission but causes 1=Q IR sensititvity.

An Interesting speculation is whether 1=Q corrections to event shapes are
universal jn the_sense that they can be related to a single nonperturbative
param eter32324 . A Fhough, due to in portance of large angle em ission, this
param eter would not be related to the universal cusp anom alous din ension,
the hypothesis m akes sense so long as the underlying physical process is the
sam e for all event shapes. Strictly speaking, the answer seem s to be negative,
since 1=Q corrections also occur outside the two—gt regiorEq and higher-order
corrections are not suppressed, because s is evaluated at low scale, so that it
is not counted. O nem ay still argue in favour of approxin ate universaliy 24,
if the coupling stays nite and reasonably small n the Infrared. This purely
phenom enological hypothesis could in principle be sub ected to experin ental
tests. This, In fact, seem s very hard in practice, because of poor control of
higher orders of the perturbative series. O ne m ay suspect that the largest
part ofthe hadronization correction to event shapes estin ated by M onte C arlo
event generators is in fact related to the perturbative parton cascade which can
Indeed be universal to the extent that the event shape variable is dom inated
by the two—gt kinem atics.

To illustrate the di culty In testing universality consider the average
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thrust hI T i. T he existing experim entaldata are well described by‘.li

1Gev

H Ti@Q)= 0335 Q)+ 102 Q)*+ 5

a7

where the rsttwo tem sgive the QCD calculation (to O ( ﬁ) accuracy). The
pow er correction is needed to gain agreem ent w ith the data (over the entire
range of Q ). T he second order perturbative correction has a large coe cient,
Indicating that the adopted scale Q is In fact inadequate for this process. T he
scale setting problem for event shapes is di cul. However, as a natural rst
guess one can try to take 4 at a scale of order of the Bt mass M , which
is related to thrust n the two—gt limitby M 2 = (I  T)Q?=2 W e take the
scaleQ?= (1 T)Q%=4,since or xed T this is the upper lin it on the glion
transversem om entum .]. Taking sz ) = 0:12 and using the xed-orderQ CD
resukhl Ti 0:07,wegetQ 0:43Q . Fiting again a 1=Q correction to
the sam e data, we get

) , 04Gev
hh Ti@Q)= 0335 s@ )+ 019 Q) +T (18)
T he second-ordercoe cient in the perturbative serieshasbecom em uch sn aller
and the size of the required hadronization correction has also decreased. O ne
m ight actually think of w riting the pow er correction as 005G eV=Q . Viewed
this way, the issue of universality becom es Inseparable from the problem of
determm ning the m ost appropriate scale for the process.
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