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Quark m asse�ectsin QCD jets�

G .Rodrigo a

aDept.de F��sica Te�orica,Univ.deVal�encia,

E-46100 Burjassot,Valencia,Spain.E-m ail:rodrigo@ titan.i�c.uv.es

W e present the calculation ofthe decay width ofthe Z-boson into three jets including com plete quark m ass

e�ectsto second orderin the strong coupling constant. The study isdone fordi�erentjetclustering algorithm s

such as EM ,JAD E,E and D URHAM .Because three-jet observables are very sensitive to the quark m ass we

considerthe possibility ofextracting the bottom quark m assfrom LEP data.

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A precise theoreticalfram ework is needed for

the study ofthe quark m ass e�ects in physical

observablesbecausequarksarenotfreeparticles.

In fact, the quark m asses should be seen m ore

likecoupling constantsthan likephysicalparam -

eters. The perturbative pole m ass and the run-

ningm assarethetwom ostcom m onlyused quark

m ass de�nitions. The perturbative pole m ass,

M (p2 = M 2),isde�ned asthe pole ofthe renor-

m alized quark propagatorin a strictly perturba-

tive sense. It is gauge invariant and schem e in-

dependent.However,itappearsto beam biguous

due to non-perturbative renorm alons. The run-

ning m ass, �m (�),the renorm alized m ass in the

M S schem e,does not su�er from this am bigu-

ity. Both quark m ass de�nitions can be related

perturbatively through

M = �m (�)

�

1+
�S(�)

�

�

4

3
� log

�m 2(�)

�2

��

: (1)

Heavy quark m asses, like the bottom quark

m ass, can be extracted using Q CD Sum Rules

or lattice calculations from the quarkonia spec-

trum , see [1]and references therein. The bot-

tom quark perturbative pole m ass appears to

be around M b = 4:6 � 4:7(G eV ) whereas the

running m ass at the running m ass scale reads

�m b(�m b) = (4:33 � 0:06)G eV . Perform ing the

running until the Z-boson m ass scale we �nd

�Supported by the Conselleria de Cultura, Educaci�o i
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�m b(M Z )= (3:00� 0:12)G eV . Since forthe bot-

tom quark the di�erence between the perturba-

tive pole m assand the running m assatthe M Z

scale is quite signi�cant it is crucialto specify

in any theoreticalperturbativeprediction atM Z

which m assshould weuse.

Therelativeuncertainty in thestrong coupling

constant decreases in the running from low to

high energiesas the ratio ofthe strong coupling

constantsatboth scales. O n the contrary,ifwe

perform thequarkm assrunningwith theextrem e

m ass and strong coupling constant values and

take the m axim um di�erence as the propagated

error, induced by the strong coupling constant

error,the quark m ass uncertainty increases fol-

lowing

"r(�m (M Z ))’ "r(�m (�)) (2)

+
20

�0

�

�S(�)

�S(M Z )
� 1

�

"r(�S(M Z ));

where 0 = 2 and �0 = 11� 2=3N F ,see�gure1.

W e use the world average[9]value �S = 0:118�

0:006 forthe strong coupling constant.

It is interesting to stress,looking at �gure 1,

thateven a big uncertainty in a possible evalua-

tion ofthe bottom quark m ass at the M Z scale

can be com petitive with low energy Q CD Sum

Rules and lattice calculations with sm aller er-

rors 2. Furtherm ore,non-perturbative contribu-

2A recent lattice evaluation [10]has enlarged the initial

estim ated error on the bottom quark m ass, �m b(�m b) =

(4:15 � 0:20)G eV , due to unknown higher orders in the

perturbative m atching ofthe H Q ET to the fulltheory.
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tionsareexpected tobenegligibleattheZ-boson

m assscale.

The running m ass holds another rem arkable

feature. Totalcross sections can exhibit poten-

tially dangerous term s ofthe type M 2 logM 2=s

that however can be absorbed [3]using Eq.(1)

and expressing the totalresult in term s of the

running m ass.
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Figure 1. Running of the bottom quark m ass

from low energiesto the M Z scale.Upperline is

the run of �m b(�m b)= 4:39(G eV )with �S(M Z )=

0:112. Bottom line is the run of �m b(�m b) =

4:27(G eV ) with �S(M Z ) = 0:124. Second pic-

tureisthedi�erenceofboth,ourestim ateforthe

propagated error.

2. T H R EE JET S O B SERVA B LES AT LO

Q uark m asses can be neglected for m any ob-

servablesatLEP because usually they appearas

the ratio m 2
q=M

2
Z . For the heaviest quark pro-

duced at LEP,the bottom quark,this m eans a

correction of 3 per m il for a quark m ass of 5

(G eV).Even ifthe coe�cient in front is 10 we

get at m ost a 3% e�ect,1% ifwe use the bot-

tom quark running m assatM Z . Thisargum ent

istrue fortotalcrosssection. However,jetcross

Table 1

The jet-clustering algorithm s

Algorithm Resolution

EM 2(pi� pj)=s

JADE 2(E iE j)(1� cos#ij)=s

E (pi+ pj)
2=s

DURHAM 2m in(E 2
i;E

2
j)(1� cos#ij)=s

sections depend on a new variable,yc, the jet-

resolution param eter that de�nes the jet m ulti-

plicity.Thisnew variableintroducesa new scale

in the analysis,E c = M Z

p
yc,thatforsm allval-

ues ofyc could enhance the e�ect ofthe quark

m ass as m 2

b=E
2
c = (m 2

b=M
2
Z )=yc. The high pre-

cision achieved at LEP m akes these e�ects rele-

vant. In particular,it has been shown [2]that

the biggestsystem atic errorin the m easurem ent

of�S(M Z ) from b�b-production atLEP from the

ratio ofthree to two jets com es from the uncer-

taintiesin theestim ateofthequark m asse�ects.

W earegoing to study thee�ectofthebottom

quark m assin thefollowing ratiosofthree-jetde-

cay ratesand angulardistributions

R bd
3 �

�b
3j(yc)=�

b

�d
3j(yc)=�

d
; (3)

R bd
# �

1

�b

d�b3j

d#

,

1

�d

d�d3j

d#
; (4)

where we consider m assless the d-quark and #

is the m inim um of the angles form ed between

the gluon jet and the quark and antiquark jets.

Both observablesare norm alized to the totalde-

cay ratesin ordertocancellargeweak corrections

dependenton the top quark m ass[11].

AtLO in thestrongcouplingconstantwem ust

com pute the am plitudes of the Feynm an dia-

gram s depicted in �gure 2 plus the interchange

ofa virtualgluon between the quark and anti-

quark thatonly contributesto the two-jetdecay

rate.In addition torenorm alizedUV divergences,



3

Z

b

b

g

Figure2.Feynm an diagram scontributing to the

three-jetsdecay rateofZ ! b�batorder�S.

IR singularities,either collinear or soft,appear

because of the presence of m assless particles

like gluons. Bloch-Nordsiek and K inoshita-Lee-

Nauem berg theorem s[12] assure IR divergences

cancelforinclusivecrosssection.Technically this

m eans,ifwe use DR to regularize the IR diver-

gencesoftheloop diagram sweshould expressthe

phase space for the tree-leveldiagram s in arbi-

trary D -dim ensions. The IR singularitiescancel

when we integrateoverthe fullphasespace.

Another delicate question is the problem of

hadronization. Perturbative Q CD gives results

at the levelofpartons,quarks and gluons,but

in natureoneobserveshadrons,notpartons,and

hadronization can shifttheQ CD predictions.W e

apply to theparton am plitudesthesam ejetclus-

tering algorithm s applied experim entally to the

realobserved particles,seetable1.Starting from

a bunch ofparticlesofm om enta pi we calculate,

forinstance,yij = 2(pi� pj)=s,thescalarproduct

ofallthe possible m om enta pairs. Ifthe m ini-

m um is sm aller than a �xed yc we com bine the

two involved particlesin a new pseudoparticleof

m om entum pi + pj. The procedure starts again

untilallthe yij are bigger than yc. The num -

ber ofpseudoparticles at the end ofthe proce-

dure de�nes the num ber of jets. The jet clus-

tering algorithm s autom atically de�ne IR �nite

quantities. For the m om ent,we do not enter in

the question ofwhich is the best jet clustering

algorithm although the m ain criteria followed to

choose one ofthem should be based in two re-

quirem ents:m inim ization ofhigherordercorrec-

tionsand insensitivity to hadronization.Ifwere-

strictto the three-jetdecay rate the IR problem

can beovercom eand everythingcan becalculated

in fourdim ensionsbecausethejetclusteringalgo-

rithm sautom atically exclude the IR region from

the three-body phasespace.

For m asslessparticlesand atthe lowestorder

the EM [7], JADE and E algorithm s give the

sam e answers. Analyticalresults for the m ass-

lessthree-jetfraction existforboth JADE-like[6]

and DURHAM [13]algorithm s.A com pleteanal-

ysis for the ratios of three-jet decay rates and

the angular distributions quoted in Eq. 3 and

4 can be found in [7]. For practicalpurposes a

param etrization oftheresultin term sofa power

seriesin logyc givesa good description [6,7].

Figure 3.Feynm an diagram scontributing to the

three-jetsdecay rateofZ ! b�batorder�2
S
.Self-

energiesin externallegshavenotbeen shown.



4

3. T H R EE JET S O B SERVA B LES AT

N LO

The e�ectofthe bottom quark m asshasbeen

studied experim entally by [8]on the R bd
3 ratio.

Aswehaveseen therunning ofthebottom quark

m assfrom low energiesto the M Z scale is quite

strong. The LO Q CD prediction for R bd
3 does

notallow usto distinguish which m assweshould

usein thetheoreticalexpressions,eitherthepole

m ass or the running m ass at som e scale. The

com putation oftheNLO ism andatory ifwewant

to extract inform ation about the bottom quark

m assfrom LEP data.

Atthe NLO we have to calculate the interfer-

ence of the loop diagram s depicted in �gure 3

with the lowest order Feynm an diagram s of�g-

ure2 plusthesquareofthetree-leveldiagram sof

�gure3.Theam plitudesin them asslesscasewere

calculated by[4,5].Theim plem entation ofthejet

clustering algorithm swasperform ed by [6].

The m ain problem thatnow we can notavoid

isthe appearance ofIR singularities.W ith m as-

sivequarkswelooseallthequark-gluon collinear

divergences.Theam plitudesbehavebetterin the

IR region.Thedisadvantagehoweveristhem ass

itself. W e have to perform quite m ore com pli-

cated loop and phase space integrals. Further-

m ore,we stillconserve the gluon-gluon collinear

divergencesleading to IR doublepoles.

Thethree-jetdecay ratecan be written as

�b3j = C [g2V H V (yc;rb)+ g2A H A (yc;rb)]; (5)

where rb = m 2

b=M
2
Z ,C = M Z g2=(c2W 64�)(�S=�)

isa norm alization constantthatdisappearin the

ratio and gV and gA arethevectorand theaxial-

vectorneutralcurrentquark couplings. Attree-

leveland forthebottom quark gV = � 1+ 4s2W =3

and gA = 1. Now we can expand the functions

H V (A ) in �S and factorizetheleadingdependence

on the quark m assasfollows

H V (A ) = A (0)(yc)+ rbB
(0)

V (A )
(yc;rb) (6)

+
�S

�

�

A
(1)(yc)+ rbB

(1)

V (A )
(yc;rb)

�

;

where we havetaken into accountthatform ass-

less quarks vector and axial contributions are

identical3.

Firststeep in thecalculation istoshow thecan-

cellation ofthe IR divergencesin order to build

m atrixelem entsfreeofsingularities.Itispossible

to do itanalytically.However,weknew from the

beginning IR divergences should disappear [12].

The challenge is in the calculation ofthe �nite

parts. This calculation is rather long,com plex

and fullofdi�culties.Strong cancellationsoccur

between di�erentgroupsofdiagram sm aking dif-

�culteven a num ericalapproach.W e havetaken

asguideline them asslessresultof[4,6]although

theIR structureofthem assivecaseiscom pletely

di�erentfrom the m asslessone.
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Figure 4. NLO vectorcontribution to the three-

jetdecay rateofZ ! b�bforbottom quark m asses

from 1 to 5(G eV )and �xed yc in theJADE algo-

rithm .Big circleisthe m asslesscase.

In �gures 4 and 5 we present our prelim inary

resultforthevectorialcontribution to theO (�2
S
)

three-jet decay rate ofthe Z-boson into bottom

quarks. W e have perform ed the calculation for

di�erent values ofthe bottom quark m ass from

1 to 5(G eV ) for �xed yc. W e want to show we

can recoverthe m asslessresult[6],depicted asa

big circle,i.e.,in the lim itofm asslessquarkswe

reach theA (1)(yc)function.Thisisourm ain test

to havecon�dence in ourcalculation.

In theJADE algorithm wecan seethatforbig

valuesofyc theNLO correctionsduetothequark

3W e do not consider the sm all O (�2
S
) triangle anom aly

[14]. W ith our choice of the norm alization A (0)(yc) =

A (yc)=2 and A (1)(yc)= B (yc)=4,where A (yc)and B (yc)

are de�ned in [6].
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Figure 5. NLO vectorcontribution to the three-

jetdecay rateofZ ! b�bforbottom quark m asses

from 1to5(G eV )and �xed yc in theE algorithm .

Big circleisthe m asslesscase.

m assareverysm alland below them asslessresult.

Noticethey increasequitealotforsm allvaluesof

yc and giveapositivecorrection thatwillproduce

achangein theslopeoftheLO prediction forR bd
3 .

In any case we recoverthe m assless lim it and a

linearparam etrization in thequark m asssquared

could providea good description.

The E algorithm behaves also linearly in the

quark m asssquared although only forbig values

ofyc. Correctionsin the E algorithm are always

very strong.Thereason isthe following,the res-

olution param eterfor the E algorithm explicitly

incorporates the quark m ass,yij = (pi + pj)=s,

i.e., for the sam e value of yc we are closer to

thetwo-jetIR region and the di�erencefrom the

otheralgorithm sispreciselythequarkm ass.This

phenom enon already m anifestattheLO .Thebe-

haviouroftheE algorithm iscom pletely di�erent

from the othersform assivequarks.Itisdi�cult

to believein the E algorithm asa good prescrip-

tion for physicalapplications since m ass correc-

tionsasso big. Howeverforthe sam e reason,it

seem sto be the bestone fortesting m assive cal-

culations.

4. C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavepresented the�rstresultsfortheNLO

strong corrections to the three-jet decay rate of

the Z-boson into m assive quarks. In particular,

extrapolatingourresultwehaveshown wecan re-

coverpreviouscalculationswith m asslessquarks.

Theirapplication to LEP data,togetherwith the

already known LO ,can provideanew way forde-

term iningthebottom quarkm assand toshow for

the �rsttim e itsrunning.
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