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Appendix D 

as values extracted with the 
FKSS calculation 

In this Appendix a, values extracted with the use of the FKSS calculation are 

presented. It should be remarked that the a, values obtained with the FKSS calcu-

lation are systematically larger than those obtained with the ERT calculation. This 

is due to the incorrect treatment of soft partons within the FKSS calculation. 

Group QCD Frag. a, a~tr. / a'·1· • • Ref. Year 
JADE GKS Lund 0.165± 0.01 1.280± 0.013 [23] 84 

I.J 0.11-0.14 
CELLO GKS Lund 0.19± 0.02 1.280± 0 .013 [24] 84 

I.J 0.12-0 .15 
TASSO FKSS Lund 0.19± 0.01 1.280± 0.013 [21] 84 

Ali 0.11-0.16 
MAC GKS Lund 0.185± 0.013 1.215± 0.019 [158] 87 

Ali 0.105± 0.014 1.215± 0.019 87 

Table D.l Summary of a, values o btained in e+e- annihilation near 
center-of-mass energies of 35 GeV with the FKSS calculation. 
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Figure D.l Comparison of a, values obtained in e+e- annihilations. 
These values were all obtained from the asymmetry in the Energy­
Energy Correlation function. The values shown were obtained with 
the aid of the FKSS calculation. 
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