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I review the theoretical status of hadronization corrections to hadronic event ob—
servables and discuss their iIn pact on the detem ination of s.

P recise detem ination of the strong coupling has becom e one of the m ost
In portant tasksofthe Q CD theory and phenom enologyz . From the theoretical
point of view the cleanestm easurem ent com es from the totale* e annihilation
cross section at high energies. The accuracy is dom nated In this case by
statistical errors; high statistics is needed because the e ect proportional to

s is a few percent fraction only of the total cross section. T hus, going over
to various event shape observables w hich are proportionalto ¢ at the lading
order presents a clear experin ental advantage. The price to pay is that the
QCD description becom esm ore com plicated and m aking a defensible estin ate
of the theoretical accuracy presents a nontrivial task.

T he uncertainty due to nonperturbative e ects is a particularly delicate
issue. From the experin entalist’s point of view this is the uncertainty of
hadronization corrections’ which are applied to uncover the structure of the
event at the parton kevel from the observed structure at the hadron kevel. The
hadronization process is m odelled in a certain way, and di erences between
m odels (say, Lund string fragm entation or parton showers) are taken to esti-
m ate the error. In statistically in portant regionsthe hadronization corrections
are oforder10% (at the Z peak) whilke the claim ed errorisoforder2{3% . This
is Iessthan the uncertainties ofexisting perturbative calculations (estin ated by
the scale dependence) so that for an experin entalist the hadronization could
be considered under control.

This procedure is very succoessfiill phenom enologically, but it is unsatis-
factory from the theoretical point of view . In particular | Iwill retum to
this point later | the sgparation of perturbative versus nonperturbative alias
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parton level versus hadronization e ects is theoretically illde ned, and the
comm only accepted procedures m ight be sugpected to be plagued by double
counting of Infrared e ects. The theoretical understanding is guided by the
W ilson operator product expansion (OPE) which is applicable, m ost notably,
to the deep inelastic scattering O IS). A s a representative exam ple, consider
the G ross{Llewellyn Sm ith sum rul (GLS):
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Here B0 i is the reduced m atrix elem ent of a certain quark-antiquark-ghion
operator w hich quanti es the correlations between partons in the nuclkon.

From the OPE one leams: (i) P ower counting of nonperturbative e ects;
in this case that perturbation theory is valid to O (1=Q?) accuracy and that
the description to order O (1=Q ?) requires one din ensionfi1l nonperturbative
param eter; (i) U niversality’ of nonperturbative e ects in the sense that the
sam e quark-antiquark-glion operator appears In di erent physical processes;
the coe cient is calculable In perturbation theory, hence one can sacri ce one
m easuram ent to get the prediction for other ones.

T heoretical approaches to the nonperturbative corrections in hadron pro—
duction would ain to get the sin ilar structure. For a generic observable dom —
nated by short distances one expects an expansion of the type

»® P

R

R = W 2+ — (mQ= 2
ke o Q=) @)

s
n=0

The goal is to understand the power counting, that is which powers p are
present, calculate anom alous din ensions’ and relate the nonperturbative
param eters r in di erent processes (Uuniversality). N ote that the question of
actualm agnitude of the nonperturbative param eters rem ains open.

For the precision ¢ m easurem ents the power counting is of prim ary in -
portance. Indeed, assum ing a 1=0? correction, or the e ective hard scale
Qe 10 GeV and the intrinsic size of h atrix elem ents’ 1 G &V, one ocbtains
a ballpark estin ate for the nonperturbative e ects 1% which can be ne-
glected. On the other hand, if the nonperturbative e ects are O (1=Q ), they
can be of order 10% and one has to estin ate them quantitatively.

T he structure of nonperturbative pow er-suppressed corrections to physical
observables appears to be intim ately connected w ith the sam e-sign factorialdi-
vergencer, nl!oftheQCD perturbation theory in high orders. D ivergence of
perturbation theory im plies that the sum ofthe series isonly de ned to power
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accuracy exp[ const= s Q)] 1=0F and the am biguity hasto be rem edied by
adding nonperturbative corrections. In particular, the largen behavior of the
perturbative coe cients

r, oonst n s" nj (3)
necessarily requires a nonperturbative correction in @) w ith the powersp and
related In a sin ple way to the coe cients s and ~, respectively.

This has two consequences. First, one can investigate the structure of
nonperturbative corrections to a large class of observables by studying the
structure of higher orders, in the perturbative expansions, which attracted a
lot of recent activity (see? for a recent review). Here is a short summ ary of
resuls, related to ¢ determm nations:

M ost of the existing hadronic event obsgrvables are predicted to have
nonperturbative corrections of order 1=Q 2

The thrust and heavy F#t m ass distrbutions have 1=Q corrections for
the average values. H ow ever, outside the tw o=t rggion nonperturbative
e ects have and extra suppression factor s @ 8.

T he oneparticle nclusive cross section in the € e annihilation (fag-

m entation finction) has only 1=Q ? corrections for xed energy fraction;
how ever, the J'ntﬁg,rated longiudinal (and transverse) cross sections have
1=0 corrections# .

P ow er counting ofthe nonperturbative e ects in £t fractions depends on
the Bt nding algorithm ; 1=Q correctionsare intrinsic for, JADE and are
m ost likely absent for the D urham k, -clustering m ethod 2.

There are no 1=Q corrections to the D reltYan (eavy quark produc—
tion) cross section to kading order‘lq;thejrexjstenoe totheO ( s @)=0Q)
accuracy is still disputed®d .

T he pow er counting of nonperturbative e ects can be tested experim en—
tally by the energy dependence of hadron event observables, subtracting the
parton levelprediction. This was done recently by DELPH I%4.

Perturbative calculations in certain regions ofphase space m ay require re—
sum m ationsoflarge logarithm s (threshold corrections). A n in portant question
is w hether the pow er counting of nonperturbative e ects s distjrbed by the
resum m ations. Itwas studied Hrthe D rellY an production®3242929 . D i erent
resum m ation procedures which are equivalent in perturbation theory, can in-
troduce di erent pow er-like corrections, and it was suggested that a criteriim
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fora Yood’ resum m ation technigque is that i doesnot bring iIn nonperturbative
e ects which are absent in njil;e orders; this study em phasizes im portance of
large-angle soft gluion em issiont943. T tums out that quality of resum m ations
in m om ent and m om entum spaces is not related in any obvious way and their
truncation m ay introduce spurious 1=QP e ectswith a smallpower p S8,
T he second consequence is that the ssparation of berturbative’ and hon-
perturbative’ e ects is conceptually am biquous. To m ake it m eaningfiil one
has to introduce an IR m atching scale w E’., de ne honperturbative’ contri-
butions as absorbing alle ects from scalesbelow R and subtract the small
m om entum contrbutions from perturbative series to avoid a doubl counting.
Continuing the exam ple w ith the GLS sum rule one obtains, schem atically
1] |
“ p+ P 2 ?R. S A2 8HIO(IR)ji# 4
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The prem um for this re nem ent is that perturbation theory restricted to the
contrbutions of scales above Rk is (@lm ost) free from factorial divergences in
high orders; the price to pay is that subtraction of sm allm om enta is very aw k—
ward In practice and introduces an additionalscale (and schem e) dependence.
The sam e applies to the hadronization corrections’. The lessons to be
leamt from OPE are: (i) segparation of the parton cascade and hadronization
is am biguous; (i) high orders of the perturbative series can im itate a power
correction; (iii) if extracted from com parison w ith the data, the pow er correc—
tion is expected to depend on the order of perturbation theory, factorization
schem e and scale; (Iv) num ericalestin ates suggest that true nonperturbative’
contrbutions at an all scales are of the sam e order as perturbative.
To see how it works, consider energy dependence of the m ean value of
thrust hl Tiin thee" e anniilation. The experin entaldata are well de—
scribed by the form ula

1Gev

h TiQ)= 0335 Q)+ 102 2Q)+ ®)
Here Q isthe cm . energy, the two rst tem s on the rhs. corresoond to the
perturbation theory and the last term is the nonperturbative correction. T he
comm on procedure isto x the 1 GeV /Q correction (assum e it com es from a
certain model) and t @) to the data; thisgives ™ ;) = 0:120. Then,
keeping the hadronization correction xed, one variesthe scale Q) ! s ()
to estin ate the perturbative uncertainty com ing from unknow n higher orders.

T he caveat is that if nonperturbative and higher-order perturbative e ects
are nseparable, the hadronization correction can be scale-dependent itself, an
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aspect which usually rem ains fogged. It should be tted anew for each scale.
Letustry = 0:13Q which is of order of the glion transverse m om entum
k2 (1 T)Q2%=4. Kesping sM ) = 0:120 xed, one cbtains an equally
good t to the data by changing the 1=Q correction

. 2 04Gev
h Ti@Q)= 0335 5(0:13Q)+ 0:19 £ (0:13Q0)+ o (6)

This illustrates that the reshu ing of higher-order perturbative corrections

by changing the factorization scale can be com pensated by the change of the
hadronization correction. T he only known way to separate the nonperturbative
e ects from the factorization scale dependence is to introduce an IR m atching
scale in the spirit ofthe OPE treatm ent as discussed above. T his is attem pted
in the D okshitserW ebber m odelf, where contrbutions of am all scales are
subtracted from perturbation theory. F irst applications of this m odel to the
extraction of g are enczoulcagjng‘iLg : The scale dependence is reduced by factor
tw o com pared to the traditional treatm ent, the IR m atching scale dependence
is am all, and the value of the extracted nonperturbative param eter is stable.

T he question ofpossibl Universality’ of hadronization corrections is com —
plicated and needs further study. Real solution requires developm ent of the
O PE -like techniques. T he present approaches to this problem rely on two as—
sum ptions: that nonperturbative e ects are proportional to perturbative am —
biguities and that present haive’ estin ates ofthese am biguities are representa—
tive. Thism ay wellbe not true, or only partially true, and these assum ptions
should be tested on sin pler exam ples. O fpaﬁl',ig.qa.r Interest are predictions for
the x-dependence of the 1=0 2 e ects in D IS 22419 and for the fragm entation
ﬁ,lnctjons:.];g . The D okshitserW ebberm odelhas a buit-in universality also or
the event shapes.

In general, one should expect that the expansion is organized in powers of
som e physical scale (say the BLM scale) rather than the haive’ cm . energy,
and di erences In the e ective scales for various processes (together w ith the
power counting) can give a rough idea of the di erence in nonperturbative
corrections. For exam ple, thetwist4 e ects n D IS at x ! 1 are proportional
to ?=[1 x)Q?]whikthey areoforder 2?=[(1 x)?Q?]fortheD rellYan cross
section. The di erence re ects di erent hard scales for the gluon em ission.

V iew ed thisway, the problem ofpow er corrections is inseparable from the
fam iliar problem of the scale dependence and scale xing. The speci cs of
hadron event observables is that the physical scale (estin ated eg. by any of
existing scale xing prescriptions) appearsto be very low { oforder1/10 ofthe
cm . energy. Ik was arguedgq that the data do not show any preference fora
low scale since the spread ofthe results or  between di erent observables is
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not reduced. From my point of view this conclusion is not warranted and the
observed soread m ay indicate an intrinsic accuracy of the present treatm ent,
w ith the_separatjon of perturbative and hadronization e ects as independent
entities. ¥

In any case, som e standartization is needed for the choice of scale in the
data analysis. At present, each experim ental collaboration uses di erent crite—
ria to x the scale range, which m akes the com parison di cul.

To sum m arize, what is done and what is necessary to do to in prove the
theoretical accuracy of the determ inations of ¢ from hadronic event shapes?

Certain theoretical tools are developed to determ ine the pow er counting
of nonperturbative e ects In hadronic event observables. Som e of the

existing event shapes are predicted to have an aller corrections than the

others, and it is advisable to concentrate on them rather than m ake

Yylobal ts'.

W ith this new know ledge, one should try to design new event shapes.
An ¥vent shape of the year’ should be m easurable, calculable to O ( 2)

accuracy and have amn gll nonperturbative e ects. Some work In this

direction is reported jna.

In addition to the traditional procedures, one has to apply altemative
m ethods for the data analysis w ith the hadronization corrections tted
to the data rather than taken from m odels. One should always bear
In m ind that hadronization corrections do not have ob fctive m eaning
unless a clear scale separation ism ade.

T he existing procedures should be checked for doubl counting ofpertur-
bative contrbutions at low scales. The com plete next-to-leading order
parton showerm odels would help a lot.

A convention for the schem e and scale setting is badly needed.

M y personalfeeling isthat present theoreticalaccuracy of s M 3 ) from hadronic
event shapes isoforder 7% and it can be in proved up to factor two ifthe above
questions are clari ed.

2 Using low scales is m ore consistent w ith hadronization corrections taken from parton
shower m odels which mply s (k; ) for each gluon em ission. Note, however, that these
corrections by construction param etrize contributions of sm allgluon virtualities, which is in
spirit of the OPE .Combining them with the xed-order perturbative calculations one has
to subtract contributions of the low scales from the latter to avoid the double counting, at
Jeast in principle. In practice thisisdi cul to do because the parton show ers do not include
NLO radiative corrections consistently.
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