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1 Introduction and M otivation

At present,the QCD coupling,�s,is determ ined from m any di�erent experim ents,per-

form ed at energies ranging from a few to m ore than 100 GeV.1) In m ost cases perturbation

theory isused to extract�s from theexperim entalinform ation.Experim entaland theoretical

progressoverthelastfew yearshasm adethese determ inationsincreasingly precise.However,

alldeterm inations,includingthosebased on latticeQCD,relyon phenom enologically-estim ated

corrections and uncertainties from non-perturbative e�ects. These e�ects willeventually (or

already do) lim it the accuracy ofthe coupling constant determ ination. W hen lattice QCD

is used the lim iting uncertainty com es from the (totalor partial) om ission ofsea quarks in

num ericalsim ulations.

Thedeterm ination ofthestrong coupling,�s,proceedsin threesteps:

1.The �rst step is always an experim entalm easurem ent. In �s determ inations based on

perturbativeQCD thism ightbeacrosssection or(ratioof)decayrates.Indeterm inations

based on lattice QCD this is usually a hadron m ass orm ass splitting,forexam ple the

m assofthe� m eson,ora betterchoice,spin-averaged splittingsin thecharm onium and

bottom onium system . In "lattice language" thisstep isoften referred to as"setting the

scale" (seesection 2).

2.The second step involves a choice ofrenorm alization schem e. In perturbative QCD the

standard choiceistheM S schem e,which isonlyde�ned perturbatively.W ith latticeQCD

a non-perturbative schem e m ay bechoosen,and there arem any candidates.In orderto

com pare with perturbative QCD,any such schem e should be accessible to perturbative

calculations(withoutexcessive e�ort).

3.Finally,the third step is an assessm ent ofthe experim entaland theoreticalerrors as-

sociated with the strong coupling determ ination. This isofcourse the m ostim portant

(and som etim esalsothem ostcontroversial)step asitallowsustodistinguish and weight

di�erent determ inations. As a theorist,I don’t have m uch to say about experim ental

errors,other than that they should be sm alland controlled. The experim entalerrors

on hadron m assesare negligibly sm allin lattice determ inationsof�s atthispoint.The

theoreticalerrorsthatarepartof�s determ inationsbased on perturbativeQCD include

higherorderterm sin thetruncated perturbativeseriesand theassociated dependenceon

therenorm alization scale,and hadronization orothergenericnon-perturbativee�ects.In

lattice QCD the theoreticalerrorsinclude (butare notlim ited to)discretization errors

(dueto the�nitelatticespacing,a 6= 0),�nitevolum ee�ects,and errorsassociated with

thepartialortotalom ission ofsea quarks.

The consideration ofsystem atic uncertainties should guide us towards quantities where

these uncertainties are controlled,fora reliable determ ination of�s. Ashasbeen argued by



Lepage,2) quarkonia aream ong theeasiestsystem sto study with latticeQCD,sincesystem atic

errorscan beanalyzed easily with potentialm odelsifnotby bruteforce.

Finite-volum e errorsarem uch easierto controlforquarkonia than forlighthadrons,since

quarkonia are sm aller. Lattice-spacing errors,on the otherhand,can be largerforquarkonia

and need to be considered. An alternative to reducing the lattice spacing in orderto control

thissystem aticerrorisim provingtheaction (and operators).Forquarkonia,thesizeoflattice-

spacing errorsin a num ericalsim ulation can be anticipated by calculating expectation values

ofthecorresponding operatorsusing potential-m odelwave functions.They arethereforeideal

system sto testand establish im provem enttechniques.

A lotofthework ofphenom enologicalrelevance isdonein whatisgenerally referred to as

the\quenched"(and som etim esasthe\valence")approxim ation.In thisapproxim ation gluons

are notallowed to splitinto quark -anti-quark pairs(sea quarks). In the case ofquarkonia,

potentialm odelphenom enology can beused to estim atethissystem atic error.

Ishallhaveneitherthetim enorthespaceto givean introduction to latticeQCD.Instead,

Ireferthereaderto a num berofpedagogicalintroductionsand reviewsin theliterature.3)

2 D eterm ination ofthe Lattice Spacing and the Q uarkonium Spectrum

The experim entalinputto the strong coupling determ ination isa m assorm asssplitting,

from which by com parison with thecorresponding latticequantity thelatticespacing,a,isde-

term ined in physicalunits.Forthispurpose,oneshould identify quantitiesthatareinsensitive

to lattice errors. In quarkonia,spin-averaged splittingsare good candidates. The experim en-

tally observed 1P-1S and 2S-1S splittingsdepend only m ildly on the quark m ass(form asses

between m b and m c). Figure 1 shows the observed m ass dependence ofthe 1P-1S splitting

in a lattice QCD calculation. The com parison between results from di�erent lattice actions

illustratesthathigher-orderlattice-spacing errorsforthesesplittingsaresm all.4;5)

Figure 1: The 1P-1S splitting as a function ofthe 1S m ass (statisticalerrorsonly) from Ref. [5];2: O (a2)

errors;�:O (a)errors.

Twodi�erentform ulationsforferm ionshavebeen used in latticecalculationsofthequarko-



nia spectra. In the non-relativistic lim it the QCD action can be written as an expansion in

powers ofv2 (or1=m ),where v is the velocity ofthe heavy quark inside the boundstate;6) I

shallhenceforth referto thisapproach asNRQCD.Lepage and collaborators7) have adapted

thisform alism to the lattice regulator. Severalgroupshave perform ed num ericalcalculations

ofquarkonia in this approach. In Refs.[8,9]the NRQCD action is used to calculate the b�b

and c�c spectra,including term s up to O (m v4)and O (a2). In addition to calculations in the

quenched approxim ation,thisgroup isalso using gaugecon�gurationsthatinclude2 
avorsof

sea quarkswith m assm q �
1

2
m s to calculate the b�b spectrum .

4;10) The leading orderNRQCD

action isused in Ref.[11]fora calculation oftheb�bspectrum in thequenched approxim ation.

The Ferm ilab group 12) developed a generalization ofprevious approaches,which encom -

passesthenon-relativisticlim itforheavy quarksaswellasW ilson’srelativisticaction forlight

quarks.Lattice-spacing artifactsareanalyzed forquarkswith arbitrary m ass.Ref.[5]usesthis

approach to calculatetheb�band c�cspectra in thequenched approxim ation.W econsidered the

e�ectofreducing lattice-spacing errorsfrom O (a)to O (a2).TheSCRIcollaboration13) isalso

using thisapproach foracalculation oftheb�bspectrum using thesam egaugecon�gurationsas

theNRQCD collaboration with nf = 2 and an im proved ferm ion action (with O (a2)errors).

Allbutonegroup usegaugecon�gurationsgenerated with theW ilson action,leaving O (a2)

lattice-spacingerrorsintheresults.Thelatticespacings,in thiscase,areintherangea ’ 0:05�

0:2 fm . Ref.[14]usesan im proved gauge action togetherwith a non-relativistic quark action

im proved to thesam eorder(butwithoutspin-dependentterm s)on coarse(a ’ 0:4� 0:24 fm )

lattices.Theresultsfortheb�band c�cspectrafrom allgroupsaresum m arized in Figures2and 3.

Figure 2:A com parison oflattice Q CD resultsforthe b�bspectrum (statisticalerrorsonly).-:Experim ent;2:

FNAL [5];�:NRQ CD (nf = 0)[8];�:NRQ CD (nf = 2)[4];3 :UK (NR)Q CD [11];�:SCRI[13].

Theagreem entbetween theexperim entally-observed spectrum and latticeQCD calculations



Figure 3:A com parison oflattice Q CD resultsforthe c�c spectrum (statisticalerrorsonly).-:Experim ent;2:

FNAL [5];�:NRQ CD (nf = 0)[9];3 :ADHLM [14].

isim pressive. Asindicated in the preceding paragraphs,the lattice artifactsare di�erentfor

allgroups.Figures2 and 3 thereforeem phasize thelevelofcontroloversystem atic errors.

Resultswith 2 
avorsofdegenerate sea quarkshave now becom e availablefrom a num ber

ofgroups,4;15;16;10) with lattice-spacing and �nite-volum eerrorssim ilartothequenched calcula-

tions,signi�cantlyreducingthissystem aticerror.However,severalsystem atice�ectsassociated

with theinclusion ofsea quarksstillneed to bestudied further.They include thedependence

ofthe quarkonium spectrum on thenum berof
avorsofsea quarks,and thesea-quark action

(staggered vs. W ilson). The inclusion ofsea quarks with realistic light-quark m asses isvery

di�cult. However,quarkonia are expected to depend only very m ildly on the m asses ofthe

lightquarks.

3 D e�nition ofa R enorm alized C oupling

W ithin thefram ework oflatticeQCD theconversion from thebareto a renorm alized cou-

pling can,in principle,be m ade non-perturbatively. In the de�nition ofa renorm alized cou-

pling,system aticuncertaintiesshould becontrollable,and atshortdistances,its(perturbative)

relation to other conventionalde�nitions calculable. For exam ple,a renorm alized coupling

can be de�ned from the non-perturbatively com puted heavy-quark potential(�V ).
17) An el-

egant approach has been developed in Ref.[18], where a renorm alized coupling is de�ned

non-perturbatively through theSchr�odingerfunctional.Theauthorscom putetheevolution of

thecoupling non-perturbatively using a �nitesizescaling technique,which allowsthem tovary

them om entum scalesby an orderofm agnitude.Thesam etechnique hasalso been applied to

the renorm alized coupling de�ned from twisted Polyakov loops.19) The num ericalcalculations



include only gluonsatthem om ent.However,theinclusion offerm ionsispossible.Oncesuch

sim ulationsbecom eavailablethey should yield very accurateinform ation on �s and itsevolu-

tion.The strong coupling can also becom puted from the three-gluon vertex,suitably de�ned

on thelattice.20)

An alternativeistode�nearenorm alized couplingthrough shortdistancelatticequantities,

likesm allW ilsonloopsorCreutzratioswhich canbecalculatedperturbativelyandbynum erical

sim ulation.Forexam ple,thecoupling de�ned from theplaquette,�P = �3lnhTrUP i=4�,can

beexpressed in term sof�V (or�
M S

)by:21)

�P = �V (q)[1� (1:19+ 0:07nf)�V (q)+ O (�2V )] (1)

atq = 3:41=a,close to the ultravioletcut-o�. �V isrelated to the m ore com m only used M S

coupling by

�
M S

(Q)= �V (e
5=6
Q)(1+

2

�
�V + :::) : (2)

The size ofhigher-ordercorrectionsassociated with the above de�ned coupling constantscan

betested by com paring perturbativepredictionsforshort-distancelatticequantitieswith non-

perturbativeresults.21)Thecom parisonofthenon-perturbativelycalculatedcouplingofRef.[18]

with the perturbative predictions forthiscoupling using Eq.(1)isan additionalconsistency

test.

Therelation oftheplaquettecoupling in Eq.(1)to theM S coupling hasrecently been cal-

culated to 2-loops22;23) in thequenched approxim ation (no sea quarks,nf = 0).Theextension

to nf 6= 0 willsigni�cantly reducetheuncertainty dueto theuseofperturbation theory.

4 Sea Q uark E�ects

Calculations that properly include allsea-quark e�ects do not yet exist. Ifwe want to

m ake contactwith the\realworld",these e�ectshave to be estim ated phenom enologically or

extrapolated away.

The phenom enologicalcorrection necessary to account for the sea-quark e�ects om itted

in calculationsofquarkonia thatuse the quenched approxim ation gives rise to the dom inant

system atic error in this calculation.24;25) By dem anding that, say, the spin-averaged 1P-1S

splitting calculated on the lattice reproduce the experim entally observed one (which setsthe

lattice spacing,a�1 ,in physicalunits),the e�ective coupling ofthe quenched potentialis in

e�ectm atched tothecoupling ofthee�ective3 
avorpotentialatthetypicalm om entum scale

ofthe quarkonium states in question. The di�erence in the evolution ofthe zero 
avor and

3,4 
avorcouplings from the e�ective low-energy scale to the ultraviolet cut-o�,where � s is

determ ined,istheperturbativeestim ateofthecorrection.

For com parison with other determ inations of�s,the M S coupling can be evolved to the

Z m ass scale. An average1) ofRefs.[24,25]yields for �s from calculations in the quenched

approxim ation:

�
(5)

M S
(m Z)= 0:110� 0:006 : (3)



Thephenom enologicalcorrection described in thepreviousparagraph hasbeen tested from

�rstprinciplesin Ref.[15].The2-loop evolution ofnf = 0and nf = 2M S couplings{extracted

from calculationsofthe c�c spectrum using the W ilson action in the quenched approxim ation

and with 2 
avorsofsea quarksrespectively { to thelow-energy scalegivesconsistentresults.

Aftercorrecting the 2 
avorresultto nf = 3 in the sam e m annerasbefore and evolving �
M S

to theZ m ass,they �nd 15)

�
(5)

M S
(m Z)= 0:111� 0:005 (4)

in good agreem entwith the previousresultin Eq.(3). The totalerrorisnow dom inated by

theratherlargestatisticalerrorsand theperturbativeuncertainty.

Them ostaccurateresulttodatecom esfrom theNRQCD collaboration.4;10)Theyuseresults

for�s from theb�bspectrum with 0and 2
avorsofseaquarkstoextrapolatetheinversecoupling

to thephysical3 
avorcasedirectly attheultravioletm om entum ,q= 3:41=a.They obtain a

resultconsistentwith the old procedure. Recently,they have begun to study the dependence

of�s on them assesofthesea quarks.Theirprelim inary resultis:

�
(3)

V (8:2GeV)= 0:195� 0:003� 0:001� 0:004 : (5)

The�rsterrorisstatistics,thesecond erroran estim ateofresidualcut-o� e�ectsand thethird

(dom inant)errorisdue to the quark m assdependence. The conversion to M S (including the

2-loop term ofRefs.[22,23])and evolution to theZ m assthen gives:

�
(5)

M S
(m Z)= 0:118� 0:003 ; (6)

wheretheerrornow also includestheperturbativeuncertainty from eq.(2).A sim ilaranalysis

isperform ed in Ref.[16]on the sam e gauge con�gurationsbutusing the W ilson action fora

calculation ofthec�cspectrum .Theresultforthecoupling isconsistentwith Refs.[4,15].

The prelim inary calculation ofthe SCRIcollaboration13) (nf = 2)can be com bined with

theresultofRef.[5].Using thesam eanalysisasin Ref.[4]gives10)

�
(5)

M S
(m Z)= 0:116� 0:003 ; (7)

nicely consistentwith eqn.(6).Clearly,m orework isneeded to con�rm theresultsofeqns.(6)

and (7),especially in calculationswith heavy quark actionsbased on Ref.[12]. In particular,

thesystem aticerrorsassociated with theinclusion ofsea quarksinto thesim ulation haveto be

checked,asoutlined in section 2.

5 C onclusions

Phenom enologicalcorrectionsarea necessary evilthatenterm ostcoupling constantdeter-

m inations.In contrast,lattice QCD calculationswith com plete controloversystem atic errors

willyield truly �rst-principlesdeterm inationsof�s from the experim entally observed hadron

spectrum .



Atpresent,determ inationsof�s from the experim entally m easured quarkonia spectra us-

ing lattice QCD are com parable in reliability and accuracy to otherdeterm inationsbased on

perturbative QCD from high energy experim ents. They are therefore partofthe 1995 world

averagefor�s.
1)Thephenom enologicalcorrectionsforthem ostim portantsourcesofsystem atic

errorsin lattice QCD calculationsofquarkonia have already been replaced by �rstprinciples

calculations. Thishasled to a signi�cantincrease in the accuracy of�s determ inationsfrom

quarkonia.

Stilllacking for a �rst-principles result is the proper inclusion ofsea quarks. A di�cult

problem in this context is the inclusion ofsea quarks with physicallight quark m asses. At

present,thiscan only be achieved by extrapolation (from m q ’ 0:3� 0:5m s to m u;d). Ifthe

light quark m ass dependence ofthe quarkonia spectra is m ild,as indicated by the NRQCD

collaboration,the associated system atic errorcan be controlled. First-principles calculations

ofquarkonia could then beperform ed with currently availablecom putationalresources.
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