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1 Introduction and M otivation

At present, the QCD ooupling, 4, is detem Ined from m any di erent experim ents, per-
form ed at energies ranging from a few to m ore than 100 GeVﬂ’ In m ost cases perturbation
theory isused to extract ¢ from the experim ental Inform ation. E xperim ental and theoretical
progress over the last few years hasm ade these determm nations increasingly precise. H owever,
alldetem inations, Including those based on lattice Q CD , rely on phenom enologically-estin ated
corrections and uncertainties from non-perturbative e ects. These e ects w ill eventually (or
already do) lin i the accuracy of the coupling constant determ ination. W hen lattice QCD
is used the lin iting uncertainty com es from the (total or partial) om ission of sea quarks in
num erical sin ulations.

T he detem Ination of the strong coupling, o, prooeeds in three steps:

1. The st step is always an experim ental m easurament. In  detem hations based on
perturbative Q CD thism ight be a cross section or (ratio of) decay rates. In determ inations
based on lattice QCD this is usually a hadron m ass or m ass solitting, for exam pl the
m ass of the meson, or a better choice, soin-averaged splittings in the cham onium and
bottom onum system . In "lattice language" this step is offen referred to as "setting the
scalke" (see section ).

2. The s=cond step involves a choice of renom alization schem e. In perturbative QCD the
standard choice istheM S schem e, which isonly de ned perturbatively. W ith lattice Q CD
a non-perturbative schem e m ay be choosen, and there are m any candidates. In order to
com pare w ith perturbative QCD , any such schem e should be accessiblk to perturbative
calculations (w ithout excessive e ort).

3. Finally, the third step is an assesan ent of the experin ental and theoretical errors as-
sociated w ith the strong coupling detemm nation. This is of course the m ost Im portant
(and som etin es also the m ost controversial) step as it allow s us to distinguish and weight
di erent detemm inations. A s a theorist, I don’t have much to say about experim ental
errors, other than that they should be an all and controlled. The experin ental errors
on hadron m asses are negligbly an all in lattice determ nations of ¢ at this point. The
theoretical errors that are part of ¢ detemm inations based on perturbative Q CD include
higher order tem s In the truncated perturbative series and the associated dependence on
the renom alization scale, and hadronization or other generic non-perturbative e ects. In
lattice QCD the theoretical errors nclude (ut are not lim ited to) discretization errors
(due to the nite lattice spacing, a 6 0), nie volum e e ects, and errors associated w ith
the partial or total om ission of sea quarks.

The consideration of system atic uncertainties should guide us towards quantities where
these uncertainties are controlled, for a reliable determm nation of . A s has been argued by



LepageE) quarkonia are am ong the easiest system s to study w ith lattice Q CD , since systam atic
errors can be analyzed easily w ith potentialm odels if not by brute force.

F niewvolum e errors are m uch easier to control for quarkonia than for light hadrons, since
quarkonia are an aller. Lattice-spacing errors, on the other hand, can be larger for quarkonia
and need to be considered. An altemative to reducing the lattice spacing in order to control
this system atic error is in proving the action (and operators). For quarkonia, the size of lattice-
spacing errors in a num erical sin ulation can be anticipated by calculating expectation values
of the corresponding operators using potentialm odelwave functions. T hey are therefore ideal
system s to test and establish in provem ent techniques.

A Iot of the work of phenom enological relevance is done In what is generally referred to as
the \quenched" (@and som etim es asthe \valence") approxin ation. In this approxin ation gluons
are not allowed to split into quark —antiquark pairs (sea quarks). In the case of quarkonia,
potentialm odel phenom enology can be used to estim ate this system atic error.

I shall have neither the tim e nor the space to give an introduction to Jattice Q CD . Instead,
I refer the reader to a num ber of pedagogical Introductions and review s in the ]:lteratureﬂ’

2 D etermm ination of the Lattice Spacing and the Q uarkonium Spectrum

T he experim ental Input to the strong coupling detem nation is a m ass orm ass splitting,
from which by com parison w ith the corresponding lattice quantity the lattice spacing, a, is de—
termm ined in physicalunits. For this purpose, one should identify quantities that are insensitive
to Jattice ervors. In quarkonia, spin-averaged splittings are good candidates. T he experin en—
tally cbserved 1P-1S and 2S-1S splittings depend only m ildly on the quark m ass (for m asses
between my, and m ). Figure [l]| shows the observed m ass dependence of the 1P -1S solitting
In a Jattice QCD caloulation. The ocom parison between resuls from di erent lattice actions
llustrates that higherorder lattice-spacing errors for these splittings are an a]JBﬂ’
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Figure 1: The 1P-1S splitting as a fiilnction of the 1S m ass (statistical errors only) from Ref. [B]; 2: O @2)
errors; :0 (a) errors.

Two di erent form ulations for ferm ions have been used in Jattice caloulations of the quarko—



nia spectra. In the non-relativistic lim it the QCD action can be wrtten as an expansion in
powers of vV* (or 1=m ), where v is the velocity of the heavy quark inside the boundstatea’ I
shall henceforth refer to this approach as NRQCD . Lepage and ooﬂabomtorsﬂ) have adapted
this form alisn to the lattice requlator. Several groups have performm ed num erical calculations
of quarkonia In this approach. In Refs. B,9] the NRQCD action is used to calculate the b
and cc spectra, including tem s up to O m v?) and O (@%). In addition to calculations in the
quenched approxin ation, this group is also using gauge con gurations that inclide 2 avors of
sea quarks with massm 4 %m s to calculate the o spectrum Hﬂ) The leading order NRQCD
action isused in Ref. [11] for a calculation of the o spectrum In the quenched approxin ation.
T he Fem ilab group Y developed a generalization of previous approaches, which encom —
passes the non-relativistic 1im it for heavy quarksaswellasW ilson’s relativistic action for light
quarks. Lattice-spacing artifacts are analyzed for quarksw ith arbitrary m ass. Ref. Bb]uses this
approach to calculate the do and oc spectra In the quenched approxin ation. W e considered the
e ect of reducing lattice-spacing errors from O @) to O @%). The SCRI oo]JaboratjonB) isalso
using this approach ora calculation ofthe do spectrum using the sam e gauge con gurations as
the NRQCD collaboration with ns = 2 and an in proved fem ion action (wih O @%) errors).
A Ilbut one group use gauge con gurations generated w ith the W ilson action, leaving O (a?)
lattice-spacing errors in the results. T he lattice spacings, in thiscase, are in therangea ’ 0:05
02 fm . Ref. [14] uses an In proved gauge action together w ith a non-relativistic quark action
In proved to the sam e order (out w ithout spin-dependent term s) on coarse @’ 04 024 fm)
lattices. T he results orthelband cc spectra from allgroups are summ arized in F iguresf and 3.
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Figure 2: A com parison of lattice Q CD resuls for the b spectrum (statistical errors only). — E xperin ent; 2 :
FNAL B]; :NRQCD Mme= 0) B]; :NRQCD (= 2) 4];3:UK WNR)QCD [11]; :SCRI [13].

T he agreem ent betw een the experim entally-observed soectrum and lattice Q CD calculations
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Figure 3: A com parison of lattice Q CD results for the cc spectrum (statistical errors only). — E xperin ent; 2 :
FNAL B]; :NRQCD (e = 0) P;3:ADHLM [14].

is In pressive. A s Indicated in the preceding paragraphs, the lattice artifacts are di erent for
allgroups. F igures[] and [§ therefore em phasize the level of control over system atic errors.

Resultswith 2 avors of degenerate sea quarks have now becom e avaibble from a number
ofgroup&ﬂﬂ'@’ w ith Jattice-spacing and nitevolum e errors sim ilar to the quenched calcula—
tions, signi cantly reducing this system atic error. H ow ever, several system atice ectsassociated
w ith the inclusion of sea quarks stillneed to be studied further. They include the dependence
of the quarkoniim spoectrum on the number of avors of sea quarks, and the sea-quark action
(staggered vs. W ilson). The inclusion of sea quarks w ith realistic light-quark m asses is very
di cul. However, quarkonia are expected to depend only very m idly on the m asses of the
Tight quarks.

3 De nition ofa Renom alized C oupling

W ithin the fram ework of Jattice Q CD the conversion from the bare to a renom alized cou—
plng can, n principle, be m ade non-perturbatively. In the de nition of a renom alized cou—
pling, system atic uncertainties should be controllable, and at short distances, its (perturbative)
relation to other conventional de nitions calculable. For exam ple, a renom alized coupling
can be de ned from the non-perturbatively com puted heavy-quark potential ( v )E’ An ek
egant approach has been developed in Ref. [18], where a renom alized coupling is de ned
non-perturbatively through the Schrodinger fiinctional. T he authors com pute the evolution of
the coupling non-perturbatively using a nite size scaling technique, which allow s them to vary
them om entum scales by an order of m agnitude. T he sam e technique has also been applied to
the renom alized coupling de ned from tw isted P olyakov ]oop> T he num erical calculations



Include only gluons at the m om ent. H owever, the lnclusion of farm jons is possble. O nce such
sim ulations becom e available they should yield very accurate lnfomm ation on 4 and is evolu—
tion. T he strong coupling can also be com puted from the three-glion vertex, suiably de ned
on the Tatticekd)

An altemative isto de ne a renom alized coupling through short distance lattice quantities,
like am allW ilson loopsorC reutz ratiosw hich can be calculated perturbatively and by num erical
sim ulation. For exam pl, the coupling de ned from the plaquette, » = 3IhhlrUp i=4 , can
be expressed In tem sof y (or ;%) bya’

p= v @I (149+ 007n¢) v @+ O ( ¢)] @

at q= 3:#l=a, close to the ultravickt cuto .  is related to the m ore commonly used M S
coupling by
_ 2
s Q)= vETQA+ = v+ o) @)

T he size of higher-order corrections associated w ith the above de ned coupling constants can
be tested by com paring perturbative predictions for short-distance lattice quantities w ith non—
perturbative resultsa) T he com parison ofthe non-perturbatively calculated coupling ofR ef. [18]
w ith the perturbative predictions for this coupling using Eq. () is an additional consistency
test.

T he relation of the plaquette coupling in Eq. () to the M S coupling has recently been cal
culated to 2—]oops@E’ In the quenched approxin ation (o sea quarks, ng = 0). The extension
tong 6 0 will signi cantly reduce the uncertainty due to the use of perturbation theory.

4 Sea Quark E ects

Calculations that properly Include all sea-quark e ects do not yet exist. If we want to
m ake contact w ith the \realworld", these e ects have to be estin ated phenom enologically or
extrapolated away.

T he phenom enological correction necessary to account for the sea-quark e ects om itted
In calculations of quarkonia that use the quenched approxin ation gives rise to the dom nant
system atic error In this cabJ]atjonQ@’ By dem anding that, say, the soin-averaged 1P-1S
solitting calculated on the lattice reproduce the experin entally cbserved one (which sets the
lattice spacihg, a !, in physical units), the e ective coupling of the quenched potential is in
e ectm atched to the coupling ofthe e ective 3 avor potentialat the typicalm om entum scale
of the quarkonium states In question. The di erence in the evolution of the zero avor and
3,4 avor couplings from the e ective low-energy scale to the ultraviokt cuto , where  is
determ ined, is the perturbative estin ate of the correction.

For ocom parison w ith other detem mations of 5, the M S coupling can be evolved to the
Z mass scalke. An averageﬂ’ of Refs. 24,25] yields for ¢ from calculations In the quenched
approxin ation :

)= 0410 0006 : @®)



T he phenom enological correction described In the previous paragraph hasbeen tested from
rst principles in Ref. [15]. T he 2-loop evolution ofns = 0 andng = 2M S couplings { extracted
from calculations of the cc spectrum using the W ilson action in the quenched approxin ation
and wih 2 avors of sea quarks respectively { to the low-energy scale gives consistent resuls.
A fter correcting the 2 avor result to ng = 3 in the sam e m anner as before and evolving &
to the Z m ass, they ndE’

b(f’_’s(mz)= 0411 0:005 @)

in good agream ent w ith the previous result n Eq. {§). The total error is now dom inated by
the rather large statistical errors and the perturoative uncertainty.

Them ost accurate result to date com es from theNRQ CD ooﬂaboratjonﬂﬂ’ They use resuts
for ¢ from theldo spectrum with 0 and 2 avors of sea quarks to extrapolate the inverse coupling
to the physical 3 avor case directly at the ultraviolet m om entum , g= 3:4l=a. They cbtain a
result consistent w ith the old procedure. R ecently, they have begun to study the dependence

of  on them asses of the sea quarks. T heir prelin lnary resul is:
F@2Gev)= 0495 0003 0001 0004 : )

The st error is statistics, the second error an estin ate of residual cuto e ects and the third
(dom inant) error is due to the quark m ass dependence. The conversion to M S (ncluding the
2-loop tem ofRefs. R2,23]) and evolution to the Z m ass then gives:

%(mz)=0:118 0003 ; ©6)

w here the error now also includes the perturbative uncertainty from eq. @). A sin ilar analysis
is perform ed in Ref. [16] on the sam e gauge con gurations but using the W ilson action for a
calculation ofthe oc spectrum . The result for the coupling is consistent w ith Refs. 4,15].

T he prelin lnary calculation of the SCRT ooJJaboratjorE’ s = 2) can be combined w ih
the result ofRef. B]. Usihg the sam e analysis as In Ref. #] gjyes@)

%(mz)= 0:116 0:003 ; )

nicely consistent w ith eqn. (4) . C learly, m ore work is needed to con m the results ofegns. @)
and (]), especially in calculations w ith heavy quark actions based on Ref. [12]. In particular,
the system atic errors associated w ith the inclusion of sea quarks into the sin ulation have to be
checked, as outlined in section [J.

5 Conclusions

P henom enological corrections are a necessary evil that enter m ost coupling constant deter-
m Inations. In contrast, lattice QCD calculations w ith com plete control over system atic errors
will yield truly rstprinciples determ nations of ¢ from the experin entally observed hadron
Soectrum .



At present, detemm inations of ¢ from the experim entally m easured quarkonia spectra us-
Ing lattice QCD are com parablk in reliability and accuracy to other determm mnations based on
perturbative QCD from high energy experin ents. They are therefore part of the 1995 world
average for SEI’ T he phenom enological corrections for them ost In portant sources of system atic
errors In lattice QCD calculations of quarkonia have already been replaced by st principles
calculations. This has Jed to a signi cant ncrease in the accuracy of ¢ detem inations from
quarkonia.

Still lacking for a rstprinciples result is the proper inclusion of sea quarks. A di cult
problam in this context is the inclusion of sea quarks with physical light quark m asses. At
present, this can only be achieved by extrapolation (from m4 ” 03 05mg tom,g). Ifthe
Jight quark m ass dependence of the quarkonia spectra is m ild, as Indicated by the NRQCD
collaboration, the associated system atic error can be controlled. F irst-principles calculations
of quarkonia could then be perform ed w ith currently available com putational resources.
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