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Ireview the theoreticalstatus ofhadronization corrections to hadronic event ob-

servables and discusstheir im pacton the determ ination of�s.

Precise determ ination ofthe strong coupling hasbecom e one ofthe m ost
im portanttasksoftheQ CD theoryand phenom enology1.From thetheoretical
pointofview thecleanestm easurem entcom esfrom thetotale+ e� annihilation
cross section at high energies. The accuracy is dom inated in this case by
statisticalerrors;high statistics is needed because the e�ect proportionalto
�s isa few percentfraction only ofthe totalcrosssection. Thus,going over
to variouseventshapeobservableswhich areproportionalto �s attheleading
order presents a clear experim entaladvantage. The price to pay is that the
Q CD description becom esm orecom plicated and m aking a defensibleestim ate
ofthe theoreticalaccuracy presentsa nontrivialtask.

The uncertainty due to nonperturbative e�ects is a particularly delicate
issue. From the experim entalist’s point of view this is the uncertainty of
‘hadronization corrections’which are applied to uncoverthe structure ofthe
eventattheparton levelfrom theobserved structureatthehadron level.The
hadronization process is m odelled in a certain way,and di�erences between
m odels(say,Lund string fragm entation orparton showers)are taken to esti-
m atetheerror.In statistically im portantregionsthehadronization corrections
areoforder10% (attheZ peak)whiletheclaim ed errorisoforder2{3% .This
islessthan theuncertaintiesofexistingperturbativecalculations(estim ated by
the scale dependence)so thatforan experim entalistthe hadronization could
be considered undercontrol.

This procedure is very successfulphenom enologically,but it is unsatis-
factory from the theoreticalpoint ofview. In particular | I willreturn to
thispointlater| theseparation ofperturbativeversusnonperturbativealias
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parton levelversus hadronization e�ects is theoretically ill-de�ned,and the
com m only accepted procedures m ight be suspected to be plagued by double
counting ofinfrared e�ects. The theoreticalunderstanding is guided by the
W ilson operatorproductexpansion (O PE)which isapplicable,m ostnotably,
to the deep inelastic scattering (DIS).As a representative exam ple,consider
the G ross{Llewellyn Sm ith sum rule (G LS):
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Here hhO ii is the reduced m atrix elem ent ofa certain quark-antiquark-gluon
operatorwhich quanti�esthe correlationsbetween partonsin the nucleon.

From theO PE onelearns:(i)P ower counting ofnonperturbativee�ects;
in this case that perturbation theory is valid to O (1=Q 2) accuracy and that
the description to order O (1=Q 2) requires one dim ensionfulnonperturbative
param eter;(ii)‘U niversality’ofnonperturbativee�ectsin the sensethatthe
sam e quark-antiquark-gluon operatorappears in di�erent physicalprocesses;
thecoe�cientiscalculablein perturbation theory,henceonecan sacri�ceone
m easurem entto getthe prediction forotherones.

Theoreticalapproachesto the nonperturbativecorrectionsin hadron pro-
duction would aim to getthesim ilarstructure.Fora genericobservabledom -
inated by shortdistancesoneexpectsan expansion ofthe type

R =
1X

n= 0

rn�
n

s +

�
�R

Q

� p

(lnQ =�) (2)

The goalis to understand the power counting, that is which powers p are
present,calculate ‘anom alous dim ensions’ and relate the nonperturbative
param eters�R in di�erentprocesses(universality).Note thatthe question of
actualm agnitude ofthe nonperturbativeparam etersrem ainsopen.

Forthe precision �s m easurem entsthe powercounting isofprim ary im -
portance. Indeed, assum ing a 1=Q 2 correction,for the e�ective hard scale
Q e� � 10 G eV and the intrinsic size of‘m atrix elem ents’1 G eV,one obtains
a ball-park estim ate for the nonperturbative e�ects � 1% which can be ne-
glected. O n the other hand,ifthe nonperturbative e�ects are O (1=Q ),they
can be oforder10% and one hasto estim ate them quantitatively.

Thestructureofnonperturbativepower-suppressed correctionstophysical
observablesappearstobeintim ately connected with thesam e-sign factorialdi-
vergencern � n!oftheQ CD perturbation theoryin high orders.Divergenceof
perturbation theory im pliesthatthesum oftheseriesisonly de�ned to power
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accuracy exp[� const=�s(Q )]� 1=Q p and theam biguity hasto berem edied by
adding nonperturbativecorrections.In particular,the large-n behaviorofthe
perturbativecoe�cients

rn � const� n
~
� s

� n
� n!; (3)

necessarily requiresa nonperturbativecorrection in (2)with thepowersp and
 related in a sim ple way to the coe�cientss 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 ofhigher orders in the perturbative expansions,which attracted a
lotofrecentactivity (see2 fora recentreview). Here is a shortsum m ary of
results,related to �s determ inations:

� M ost ofthe existing hadronic event observables are predicted to have
nonperturbativecorrectionsoforder1=Q 3;4;5.

� The thrust and heavy jet m ass distributions have 1=Q corrections for
theaveragevalues.However,outsidethetwo-jetregion nonperturbative
e�ectshaveand extra suppression factor� �s(Q )6.

� The one-particle inclusive cross section in the e+ e� annihilation (frag-
m entation function)hasonly 1=Q 2 correctionsfor�xed energy fraction;
however,theintegrated longitudinal(and transverse)crosssectionshave
1=Q corrections7;8.

� Powercounting ofthenonperturbativee�ectsin jetfractionsdependson
thejet�nding algorithm ;1=Q correctionsareintrinsicforJADE and are
m ostlikely absentforthe Durham k? -clustering m ethod9.

� There are no 1=Q corrections to the Drell-Yan (heavy quark produc-
tion)crosssection to leading order10;theirexistenceto theO (�s(Q )=Q )
accuracy isstilldisputed11.

The power counting ofnonperturbative e�ects can be tested experim en-
tally by the energy dependence ofhadron eventobservables,subtracting the
parton levelprediction.Thiswasdonerecently by DELPHI12.

Perturbativecalculationsin certain regionsofphasespacem ay requirere-
sum m ationsoflargelogarithm s(thresholdcorrections).An im portantquestion
is whether the powercounting ofnonperturbative e�ects is disturbed by the
resum m ations.Itwasstudied fortheDrell-Yan production13;14;10;15.Di�erent
resum m ation procedureswhich are equivalentin perturbation theory,can in-
troducedi�erentpower-likecorrections,and itwassuggested thata criterium
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fora‘good’resum m ation techniqueisthatitdoesnotbringin nonperturbative
e�ectswhich are absentin �nite orders;thisstudy em phasizesim portance of
large-anglesoftgluon em ission10;15.Itturnsoutthatquality ofresum m ations
in m om entand m om entum spacesisnotrelated in any obviousway and their
truncation m ay introducespurious1=Q p e�ectswith a sm allpowerp � �s

16.
Thesecond consequenceisthattheseparation of‘perturbative’and ‘non-

perturbative’e�ects is conceptually am biguous. To m ake it m eaningfulone
hasto introduce an IR m atching scale �IR

17,de�ne ‘nonperturbative’contri-
butionsasabsorbing alle�ectsfrom scalesbelow �IR and subtractthe sm all
m om entum contributionsfrom perturbativeseriesto avoid a doublecounting.
Continuing the exam plewith the G LS sum ruleoneobtains,schem atically
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The prem ium forthisre�nem entisthatperturbation theory restricted to the
contributionsofscalesabove�IR is(alm ost)freefrom factorialdivergencesin
high orders;thepriceto pay isthatsubtraction ofsm allm om enta isvery awk-
ward in practiceand introducesan additionalscale(and schem e)dependence.

The sam e applies to the ‘hadronization corrections’. The lessons to be
learntfrom O PE are:(i)separation ofthe parton cascade and hadronization
is am biguous;(ii) high ordersofthe perturbative series can im itate a power
correction;(iii)ifextracted from com parison with the data,thepowercorrec-
tion is expected to depend on the orderofperturbation theory,factorization
schem eand scale;(iv)num ericalestim atessuggestthat‘truenonperturbative’
contributionsatsm allscalesareofthe sam eorderasperturbative.

To see how it works,consider energy dependence ofthe m ean value of
thrusth1� Tiin the e+ e� annihilation. The experim entaldata are wellde-
scribed by the form ula

h1� Ti(Q )= 0:335�s(Q )+ 1:02�2s(Q )+
1G eV

Q
(5)

Here Q isthe c.m .energy,the two �rstterm son the r.h.s.correspond to the
perturbation theory and the lastterm isthe nonperturbativecorrection.The
com m on procedure isto �x the 1 G eV/Q correction (assum e itcom esfrom a
certain m odel)and �t�s(Q )to the data;this gives�s(M Z )= 0:120. Then,
keeping the hadronization correction �xed,onevariesthescale�s(Q )! �s(�)
to estim atetheperturbativeuncertainty com ing from unknown higherorders.

Thecaveatisthatifnonperturbativeand higher-orderperturbativee�ects
areinseparable,thehadronization correction can bescale-dependentitself,an

4



aspectwhich usually rem ainsfogged. Itshould be �tted anew foreach scale.
Let us try � = 0:13Q which is oforder ofthe gluon transverse m om entum
k2
?
� (1 � T)Q 2=4. K eeping �s(M Z ) = 0:120 �xed,one obtains an equally

good �tto the data by changing the 1=Q correction

h1� Ti(Q )= 0:335�s(0:13Q )+ 0:19�2s(0:13Q )+
0:4G eV

Q
(6)

This illustrates that the reshu�ing ofhigher-order perturbative corrections
by changing the factorization scale can be com pensated by the change ofthe
hadronizationcorrection.Theonlyknown waytoseparatethenonperturbative
e�ectsfrom thefactorization scaledependenceisto introducean IR m atching
scalein thespiritoftheO PE treatm entasdiscussed above.Thisisattem pted
in the Dokshitser-W ebber m odel4, where contributions of sm allscales are
subtracted from perturbation theory. Firstapplications ofthis m odelto the
extraction of�s areencouraging12:Thescaledependenceisreduced by factor
two com pared to thetraditionaltreatm ent,theIR m atching scaledependence
issm all,and the value ofthe extracted nonperturbativeparam eterisstable.

Thequestion ofpossible‘universality’ofhadronization correctionsiscom -
plicated and needs further study. Realsolution requires developm ent ofthe
O PE-liketechniques.The presentapproachesto thisproblem rely on two as-
sum ptions:thatnonperturbative e�ectsare proportionalto perturbative am -
biguitiesand thatpresent‘naive’estim atesoftheseam biguitiesarerepresenta-
tive.Thism ay wellbenottrue,oronly partially true,and theseassum ptions
should betested on sim plerexam ples.O fparticularinterestarepredictionsfor
the x-dependence ofthe 1=Q 2 e�ectsin DIS 9;18;19 and forthe fragm entation
functions7;8.TheDokshitser-W ebberm odelhasa buit-in universality also for
the eventshapes.

In general,oneshould expectthattheexpansion isorganized in powersof
som e physicalscale (say the BLM scale)ratherthan the ‘naive’c.m . energy,
and di�erencesin the e�ective scalesforvariousprocesses(togetherwith the
power counting) can give a rough idea ofthe di�erence in nonperturbative
corrections.Forexam ple,the twist-4 e�ectsin DIS atx ! 1 areproportional
to�2=[(1� x)Q 2]whilethey areoforder�2=[(1� x)2Q 2]fortheDrell-Yan cross
section.The di�erence reectsdi�erenthard scalesforthe gluon em ission.

Viewed thisway,theproblem ofpowercorrectionsisinseparablefrom the
fam iliar problem ofthe scale dependence and scale �xing. The speci�cs of
hadron eventobservablesisthatthe physicalscale (estim ated e.g. by any of
existingscale�xingprescriptions)appearstobevery low {oforder1/10ofthe
c.m . energy.Itwasargued 20 thatthe data do notshow any preference fora
low scalesincethespread oftheresultsfor�s between di�erentobservablesis
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notreduced.From m y pointofview thisconclusion isnotwarranted and the
observed spread m ay indicate an intrinsic accuracy ofthe presenttreatm ent,
with the separation ofperturbative and hadronization e�ectsasindependent
entities.a

In any case,som e standartization isneeded forthe choice ofscale in the
data analysis.Atpresent,each experim entalcollaboration usesdi�erentcrite-
ria to �x the scalerange,which m akesthe com parison di�cult.

To sum m arize,whatisdone and whatisnecessary to do to im prove the
theoreticalaccuracy ofthe determ inationsof�s from hadroniceventshapes?

� Certain theoreticaltoolsaredeveloped to determ inethepowercounting
ofnonperturbative e�ects in hadronic event observables. Som e ofthe
existing eventshapesare predicted to havesm allercorrectionsthan the
others, and it is advisable to concentrate on them rather than m ake
‘global�ts’.

� W ith this new knowledge,one should try to design new event shapes.
An ‘eventshape ofthe year’should be m easurable,calculable to O (�3s)
accuracy and have sm allnonperturbative e�ects. Som e work in this
direction isreported in8.

� In addition to the traditionalprocedures,one has to apply alternative
m ethodsforthe data analysiswith the hadronization corrections�tted
to the data rather than taken from m odels. O ne should always bear
in m ind that hadronization corrections do not have objective m eaning
unlessa clearscaleseparation ism ade.

� Theexisting proceduresshould bechecked fordoublecountingofpertur-
bative contributions at low scales. The com plete next-to-leading order
parton showerm odelswould help a lot.

� A convention forthe schem eand scalesetting isbadly needed.

M ypersonalfeelingisthatpresenttheoreticalaccuracyof�s(M Z )from hadronic
eventshapesisoforder7% and itcan beim proved up tofactortwoiftheabove
questionsareclari�ed.

a U sing low scales is m ore consistent with hadronization corrections taken from parton

shower m odels which im ply �s(k? ) for each gluon em ission. N ote, however, that these

correctionsby construction param etrize contributionsofsm allgluon virtualities,which isin

spirit ofthe O PE.Com bining them with the � xed-order perturbative calculations one has

to subtract contributions ofthe low scales from the latter to avoid the double counting,at

leastin principle.In practice thisisdi� cultto do because the parton showersdo notinclude

N LO radiative corrections consistently.
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