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SM parameters and heavy quarks on the lattice Michele Della Morte

1. Introduction

Next year CERN'’s Large Hadron Collider (LHC) will start dadring proton beams for physics
collision. The LHCb experiment is designed to exploit theremous LHC potential in the b-quark
sector for measurements of the CKM parameters to such a hegisjon that possible contributions
from TeV-scale New Physics to the mixing mechanism will beeovisible. To give an idea, the
production of b hadrons at LHCb is expected with the annuetyof 10+ b-b pairs [1]. Possible
future super-B factories would further extend the set ohligecision b-physics measuremeffts [2].

This programme can provide a stringent test of the StandavdeMand potentially lead to
the discovery of New-Physics only if at the same time a sigaifi progress on the theory side is
made. To get a flavor about the required precision it is usefohve a look at the experimental and
theoretical situation for a few low-energy flavor-violagiobservables where non-Standard effects
were expected to contribute.

Let us start with the inclusive radiative B-meson decay. Whdd average performed by the
Heavy Flavor Averaging Group|[3] fdE, > 1.6 GeV yields the branching ratio

B(B — Xsy) = (3554 0.24°592 + 0.03) x 1074, (1.1)

to be compared with the Standard Model NNLO analysis of Bfvfhich for the same cut on the
photon energy gives B
B(B— Xsy) = (3.154+0.23) x 1074 (1.2)

The values are consistent basically within one (combinggha (about 10%), which implies that
the difference between the Standard Model (SM) and the ewrpatal numbers can be of order
20%. Notice that this estimate does not depend on thedretjmats from the lattice.

New Physics in principle can be found also in purely leptdsiic(or D*) decays, which can
be enhanced by charged Higgs exchange contributions in adglnwith two Higgs doubletd][5].
Again, the average of the experimental numbers#&iB — 1v) from Belle and Babarf[d] 7] is in
good agreement with the SM theoretical computation althdheg total error is above 30% in the
first case and around 20% in the second. On the theory sidis thiginly due to the uncertainty on
Vup and on the decay constars, which will be discussed in more detail in the next sectiohe T
experimental error on the other hand is expected to deciedbke future. At a Super-B factory
with hundred times the luminosity of Belle the branchinga&tould be measured with a precision
of 3%.

The leptonic decays of the neutik) meson are very rare (the SM branching ratio is o
and they haven'’t been observed so far. The most recent exguetal upper bound o (Bs —
putu~)is 1x 1077 from CDF [§]. This decay is included among the LHCb physicalgavith
an SM expectation of 20 events per yddr [1]. There is quiteesexaitement around this channel
as it can be significantly enhanced in various extensionhi@fStandard Model. For example
in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model with largeBafvhere tarB is the ratio of the
two neutral Higgs field vacuum expectation values) the ecdsawent can be up to three orders of
magnitude compared to the SM. That is due to the appeararftavof changing couplings of the
neutral Higgs bosons generated by non-holomorphic tertes stipersymmetry breakinf [9].

Finally New Physics might contribute @ — 5mixing, which has been recently observed by
Babar [IP]. Itis hard to quantify the possible size of noarfiard effects here as the SM theoretical
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predictions are very uncertain. It is also not clear whetlssful quantities can be computed on
the lattice to describe the process, which is affected byg-idistance contributions that are not
captured by the Operator Product Expansion (gde [11] forra exhaustive discussion).

From the examples above | conclude that to keep the pace wittriments and help in the
search of New Physics lattice computations must aim at highigion, typically between a few
percent and 10% depending on the process and the corresgonadi-perturbative parameters
needed. In order to achieve such an accuracy the compigatiost start from first principles,
which implies that the light fermions must be treated as dyinal degrees of freedom, and all
the systematics associated with renormalization, exta#ipa to the continuum limit and chiral
extrapolation must be kept under control. In the rest of déweexv | will try to show that each of
those effects can introduce an uncertainty of O(5%), andl deithat while presenting a selection
of recent results foB andD meson decay constants, th<S) parameter and semi-leptonic form
factors for heavy-light and heavy-heavy transitions.

In the last part | will describe an approach (not necess#higyonly one) in which all these
systematics can be addressed non-perturbatively. As ditatign | will present the (quenched)
computation of the b-quark mass in HQET includin¢l®my,) effects [1R].

2. B(s) and D) meson decay constants

In the Standard Model the purely leptonic decays of chagethd D mesons proceed via
quark annihilation into &/ boson. Taking as example tlBe— tv; channel, the branching ratio
can be parameterized as

BB~ — 17 vy) DFR2|Vp|?, (2.1)

which turns out to be 0~#). The proportionality factor is a function of well-known nsas, life-
times and the Fermi constant. In elg. [ 2R)is theB meson decay constant, which is given by the
matrix element of the heavy-light axial current betweenwaeuum and th&-meson state, while
Vub is the relevant element (actually the smallest and leaswvkhof the CKM matrix. Similarly
Fg, is the non-perturbative matrix element necessary for thepBadiction of theBs — pu*u~
branching ratio discussed in the Introduction.

TheB meson decay constant has been computed with three dyndtaicak by the HPQCD
and the Fermilab, MILC Collaborations J13] 14] 15]. In bo#ises the rooted staggered quarks con-
figurations generated by the MILC Collaboration with the Aad action have been employdd]|[16].
The heavy b-quark is simulated by using NRQCDJ[irj [13] and teenfilab action in[[I4] 35]. The
results from[[18] 14] for>y = Fg,, /Mg, are shown in figurf] 1 as a function of the sea quark mass in
units of the strange quark mass and for the unitary (lightgseak mass equal to the light valence
quark mass) points only. The curves are the Staggered reralirbation Theory (8PT) [17]
fits. Although the same formulae have been used and theslagsolutions are not too coarse, the
results suggest quite different chiral behaviors (reftbatea 5% difference on the raties, /Fg),
probably due to residual cutoff effects. It is interestiogbte the consistency of the Fermilab data
with the curvature predicted from¥®T, notice however that there the couplmgs,; appearing in
the non-analytic terms has been sefjtey;; from the CLEO experiment before performing the fit.

The final result quoted i [1.3] iBg = 216(9)(19)(4)(6) MeV, where the first error is statis-
tical (including chiral extrapolations) and the others esémates of the systematics. The largest
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Figure 1: SYPT-guided extrapolations fé# from [[L3, [L].

one in particular is due to the matching between the heaht-Gurrent in QCD and in NRQCD.
This matching involves power divergent mixings betweendalision-three and dimension-four op-
erators in the effective theory and the subtraction has pediormed by considering the one-loop
contribution only. The other systematics included arerdiszation effects and relativistic correc-
tions. Most of these cancel in the rafig, /Fg, for which the value 20(3)(1) is obtained.

The Fermilab Collaboration i JlL4] preferred to quote numsbier the ratio only as at that
time the computation of the relevant renormalization camist was not yet completed. The result
is Fg,/Fs = 1.27(2)(6) where the second uncertainty is mainly due to the chirabexiation. An
update including results from two additional lattice resioins @ = 0.12 and 015 fm) and the use
of the matching renormalization constants computed at@oe4in [1§] has been presented at this
conference[[J5]. The preliminary analysis yiels= 191(5)(8) MeV andFg_ /Fg = 1.30(3)(4),
both in good agreement with the NQRCD results.

The ALPHA Collaboration has completed the non-perturleatiemputation of the renormal-
ization constant of the static-light axial current with twignamical flavors in the Schrédinger
functional (SF) schemd[L9]. The main result is the univefisa. regularization independent)
factor d(u) /P relating a matrix elemend(u) of the static-light axial current renormalized at
the scaleu to its scheme-independent (Renormalization Group Inagrizersion. The result is
shown in figurdR. Fou < 2 GeV perturbation theory fails in reproducing the correstult and
there would be no way to detect it within perturbation theamnly, as the convergence of the series
appears to be very good in all the range plotted. At the mastpssturbative scale, where large
volume matrix elements relevant for phenomenology are llystenormalized, the discrepancy
reaches 5%. The regularization dependent constants néededich the bare matrix elements
to the ones renormalized at this scale have also been codhjpulfe9] for different static actions
(see [2PB] for their precise definition) and for the range atb@ouplings relevant for simulations in
large volume using Wilson-Clover fermions.
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Figure 2: Non-perturbatively computed running matrix element of sketic-light axial current in the SF
scheme fr0m|E9]. The dotted and solid lines are obtained fperturbation theory using 1/2 and 2/3 loops
expressions for the anomalous dimension of the cur@mfe{ﬁd]theﬁ-function ]. As an information, the
A parameter from{[22] i#\sF ~ 100 MeV.

As a first applicatiorFBsiat has been computed on a®4 32 lattice witha ~ 0.08 fm and
(degenerate) sea quark masses close to the strange quakammresulFBS;a‘: 297(14) MeV
is rather large compared for example to the quenched \Riue- 1936) MeV obtained in [24]
by linearly interpolating in the inverse meson mass betwamrtinuum results in the static ap-
proximation and in the relativistic theory with heavy quaround the charm. Several effects
may concur in producing the lardé = 2 number, for instance cutoff effects/rty, corrections
or sea quark mass effects. While to estimate the latter ieéegsary to repeat the computation
at lighter sea quark masses, for the first two an impressianbeagathered by comparing with
the static result at a similar lattice spacing in the queddygproximation, which turns out to be
F5 (N = 0,a ~ 0.08 fm)= 247(5) MeV from [24]. This still leaves room for sizeable effects
of the dynamical fermions, which | will consider again in flelowing when discussing thB
meson decay constant. Remaining within the quenched aippaiggn Fg_ has also been computed
including 1/my, corrections explicitly in HQET[[35]. The final result is nlgeconsistent with the
one obtained by the interpolation discussed above, altheith larger errors. The computation
will be described in more detail in the last section.

Let us now consider thB s system. The decay constaris andFp, can be used to extract
the CKM matrix element¥qq andV,s from the CLEO data[[26]. The most recent computation
by the HPQCD Collaboration JR7] includes the effects of 2#hamical flavors implemented
in the staggered AsgTad formalism by use of the fourth roadhefquark determinant. For the
valence fermions two different variants of the new Highlyphoved Staggered Quark (HISQ)
action [28] have been used for the light (including strangegl the charm quarks. Some sim-
ulations parameters are collected in table 1 while resuéisshown in figure 3, taken fronf [27].
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The values of the charm quark mass in unitaafre quite

v a ame large in this study and they might cause some concern about
16°x48 0.15fm 085 the size of cutoff effects. In figure 3 however these appear
20°x64 0.12fm ~0.65 to be roughly at the 10% level at the coarsest lattice resolu-
24°x 64 0.12fm ~0.65 tion. The concern is then whether all the data are in the scal-
28°x96 0.09fm ~043 ing region and a continuum limit extrapolation is justified

Teble1: Lattice volumes, lattice  or not. It would therefore be desirable to repeat the com-

spacingsand values ofthe charm — \avinn at the very fine resoluticn= 0.06 fm where the
MILC Collaboration is indeed producing configurations.
The final resultFp, = 241(3) MeV, Fp,/Fp = 1.1629) is obtained by performing a simultane-
ous chiral and continuum extrapolation of the data at dfieiquark masses and lattice spacings.
The overall error includes corrections due to
the u/d quark mass difference and electro- ' ' ' ' '
magnetic effects (see table 2 n][27] for the de-  ©-3
tailed error budget), which make the claimed
precision clearly impressive. In my opinion 55
such a precision calls for a complete clarifi-_ . . . . .
cation of the issues related to the use of tg@
“fourth root trick” in dynamical simulations 4
of staggered quarks. The discussion on tﬁie

quark mass in units af from [@].

0.25

localization, the unitarity and the symmetry : : : : :

content of the “rooted” theory [29, BD,|41) 32]

is still ongoing and a final conclusion in favor |5 fre
or disfavor of it hasn’'t been reached yet. Also, = | fr
to be able to conclusively judge on the error ™ Exp’t

budget it would be useful to have more details
concerning the Bayesian fits performed, the e
precise functional forms used in the contin- Figure 3: Results for the, Ds (K and ) decay
uum/chiral extrapolations and also some al-  constants from[[38] for three lattice resolutions
gorithmic details. Simulations are indeed de- (see table 1). The chiral fits are performed together
scribed for sea quark masses above one fifth With those of the corresponding meson masses.

The continuum limit is given by the dashed lines
of the strange quark mass Onm[lB]' Some of and the final, chirally extrapolated, results are
these points will probably be clarified in the represented by the shaded bands.
longer publication announced ih [28].

The European Twisted Mass (ETM) Collaboration has predeatehis conference an ap-
plication in the charm sector of the twisted mass (tmQCDijnfdism with two dynamical light
flavors [33]. By working at maximal twist the quantities comed are automatically @) im-
proved [3}] and no renormalization constants have to beilztd to obtain the decay constants,
as first pointed out in[[35]. Configurations have been geadrfdr two lattice volumes 24x 48
and 32 x 64 with lattice spacings ~ 0.09 and 007 fm respectively. The sea quark masses are
in the rangems/6 and 2ns/3. The decay constants and Fp, have been obtained by interpo-
lating to the proper value of the meson mass the results peadtor heavy quarks around the
charm. The interpolation in the case of themeson at the coarser lattice resolution is shown in

0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5
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figure[4, taken from[[33]. In this case four points have begeditvith a three-parameters func-
tional form inspired by HQET. The preliminary results qubtereFp, = 271(6)(4)(5) MeV and

0.12 -

32
a fpdMps

I

Vam,, ]/amD'

Figure 4: Scaling ofFps,/Mpsas a function of the inverse pseudoscalar meson nyasssl Plot from ].

Fo./Fo = 1.35(4)(1)(7) for a~ 0.09 fm. The second error comes from the uncertainty on the
strange quark mass, while the third is due to the uncertamtyre lattice spacing in the casefef,

and to the chiral extrapolation in the case of the regg/Fp. The determinations at the finer lattice
resolution provide consistent results though with largeors. It is important to assess precisely
the size of cutoff effects on the result above, as that isiobthinterpolating in pseudoscalar meson
masses which are very close to the cutoff scale (see figure 4).

Finally, in [B8], the QCDSF Collaboration calculated theale constants of heavy-light pseu-
doscalar mesons on a very fine lattiee~{ 0.04 fm,V = 40° x 80) using non-perturbatively @)
improved Wilson fermions in the quenched approximatione Tésult forFp, is presented in fig-
ure[$ together with those obtained by the ALPHA collaboratising the same action but in a larger
range of lattice resolutiong [37,]38]. The agreement betvike results is quite satisfactory and
suggests the possibility of a joint continuum extrapolatjexcluding for example the point at the
coarsest lattice spacing). The computation offh@eson decay constant requires a chiral extrap-
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Figure5: TheDs meson decay constant versafswith non-perturbatively Gf) improved Wilson fermions
in quenched QCD. Results frofn [36] (star) apd [B7, 38] (sgsand circle).

olation, which in [3f] has been performed by linearly extiating data corresponding to “pion”
masses above 500 MeV. An uncertainty associated with tliial @xtrapolation is not estimated
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for the final error budget and the valugs, = 220(6)(5)(11) MeV (the third error is ascribed to a
10% ambiguity in the lattice spacing) aff,/Fo = 1.068(18)(20) are eventually obtained.

The decay constants of B-mesons are also computdd]in [3@isitase however bare quark
massesn, with amq =~ 0.7 need to be considered and the residuabp cutoff effects orfg, are
estimated by the authors ¢f [36] to be 12%. This sets thediwfithe approach. In addition, for
such masses roundoff effects on the quark propagator &t fieng separations should be carefully
checked as well]39].

The different determinations of tHg,y) decay constant show statistically significant quench-
ing effects. FoiFp, which has been computed by most of the collaborations,ahets discussed
are collected in figurf] 6. There the errors have been corts@iyaadded linearly. The figure also
shows the tension, which is emerging with the latest expantad measuremenff, = 27510)(5)
MeV andFp,/Fp = 1.24(10)(3) ) from CLEO-c [26]. The lattice determinations are indeeste-
atically below it and in some cases the discrepancy is abevstandard deviations. As discussed,

FDS
T e T
— Exp [28]
i = N=0 QCDSF ([38]
T N=0 ALPHA [39]
i N=2 ETMC [35]
[l N=3 HPQCD [29]
[— N=3 Fermilab [15]
= = =

= = = = = = = = == == =
180 200 220 240 260 280 300
MeV
Figure 6: Recent determinations of tii® meson decay constant compared to the experimental result.

for the B(s) system quenching effects appear even larger. This shauénpuzzling as for B-
physics effective theories, rather than relativistic Q@ simulated. The inclusion of dynamical
fermions can therefore have different effects in the tweasas

3. B(s) - B(s) mixing

The weak interactions induce mixings among flavor eigeestaft low energies and for B-
mesons the process is described byABe= 2 Weak Effective Hamiltonian. In particular the matrix
elements of four-fermion operato@®®=2 (corresponding to the box diagrams) among mesoy (
andBy) states need to be computed. The mixing is expressed thitbegbscillation frequency
Am(s)

Mg Amy O ViVio|* (Bg|Ovv .aa [Bq) , (3.1)

where the proportionality factor is given by the Wilson dméénts (functions ofr,/my andGg).
It is customary to introduce tHﬁB@ parameter by dividing out the result in the vacuum-satonati
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approximation
3 (Bg/Owv+aa|Bg)
- =Bg, . 3.2
8 F2m2 Bq (3.2)
q q

Oscillations ofB mesons are comparatively “slow” and have been observed BiAg, the PDG[[40]
average folAmis 0.507(5) ps~!. On the contranBs— Bs mixing is very fast and\ms has been
measured only recently by CDIF]41], with the restiity = 17.77(10)(7) ps!. Notice that the
accuracy of both measurements is at the percent level, whiltbe very difficult to match from
the theoretical side. However, by combining these experiatedeterminations with the lattice
computations of tthB<S) parameters the Standard Model valuesMgrandVs (or ratios thereof)
could be extracted.

This year three Collaborations have reported results oB{parameters with three dynamical
flavors. The HPQCD Collaboration ifi [42] has compuf&g and also the matrix elements for
AT s on the MILC staggered AsqTad configurationsaat 0.12 fm, in a volume 29 x 64 and for
sea quark masses equal to one half and one quarter of thgestmark mass. The b-quark is
treated using NRQCD. The results show very little depenglencthe light quark masses within
the errors and the final estimatefg, BEE' = 281(21) MeV andBg (m,) = 0.76(11) using two-

loop formulae for the conversion to t&S scheme. In the computation the operators in QCD are
related to their NRQCD counterparts including @t%) corrections, which bring in operators of
dimension seven. These operators require a power divesgbtraction, which if[42] is performed

at the one-loop level. This means that the subtracted apeasattill power divergent. With the one-
loop value for the coefficient the subtraction itself is atatifo of the final result oBg, and it gives

the largest contribution to the systematical error (seletahn [f2]). Itis clear that the situation
becomes worse as finer lattice resolutions are considesettheasubtraction grows linearly with
1/a. A computation of the subtraction coefficient to higher eosde perturbation theory could at
least help in reducing the systematic uncertainty asstigt the matching. However, as pointed

. . . . . Fgsv/Bag . ‘
out in [43], part of this systematic cancels in the raftie: vE which can be used to extre%g—l

from ﬁ—”"‘g. This quantity is now being computed by the HPQCD Collaboraivhich has presented
a study using several time sources with smearing to redcstétistical and fitting error§ J43].
The Fermilab-MILC Collaborations reported about the warlprogress on the computation
of the ratioé [#4] employing the Fermilab formalism for heavy quarks agdia the MILC con-
figurations generated @~ 0.12 fm. Matching and renormalization (also including @)
are implemented in one-loop perturbation theory. The mielary results are shown in figufg 7
(statistical errors only). The light sea quark mass depareilseems rather small compared to the
statistical error, whereas the dependence on the lighhealguark mass is noticeable within statis-
tics. To finalize the results thex®T formulae for the relevant hadronic matrix elements anegoe
determined in order to be able to simultaneously fit the tegat different quark masses and lattice
spacings. Indeed the Collaborations plan to repeat the gtatipn on a finer and a coarser lattice.
The RBC and UKQCD Collaborations have implemented HQET ati¢hding order (static
approximation) combined with light domain wall fermions @ computation of the mixing pa-
rameters with 2+1 dynamical flavorf J45]. The lattice used &dinear extent ~ 2 fm with
a~ 0.12 fm andLs = 16, which for the residual mass from the five-dimensional d\dentity
givesames= 0.003084). Three values of the light sea quark mass have been corgjdeieh that
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Figure 7: & as a function of the valenat quark mass and for different values of the sea quark mmss
Figure from [4}].

the lowest pion mass reached is 400 MeV, while for the statarkjthe APE and HYPZT23] dis-
cretizations have been used. The preliminary re§i§i = 220(32) MeV, F§"Y/F§*= 1.10(*gh),
Bz2{(mp) = 0.79(4) and B§*(m,) = 0.74(10) (in the MS scheme) have been obtained by using
one-loop mean-field improved estimates of the matching endrmalization factord [#6] and by
linearly extrapolating the data to the physical point. leadifferences between the APE and the
HYP2 results have been observed for example for the quaﬂ?gl y Bgts""twhere the discrepancy
between the central values is 30%. Notice however that évehirally invariant light action is
used, non-perturbative effects in the renormalizationstammt of the static-light axial current can
be large (see figurg 2) and in addition static light corretaifunctions are not automatically &)(
improved, therefore large @Y contributions may still affect the results.

The non-perturbative renormalization programme for thtysadd static-light four-fermion
operators in the SF scheme has been completed by the ALPHAWGmhtion for the quenched

case and for two dynamical flavors. In all effective theoti&soperatoo\?\(,:? Aa IS expanded as

O an (Mp) = CL (1, M) O, an (1) +Cs(p, mp) OFL, (1) +O(1/mp) (3.3)

in other words, already at leading order, and in the contmutihe mixing between the two renor-
malized operator®gfl, 4 (1) andOZL, (1) has to be considered. On top of that the bare lattice
operators may mix with operators of the same dimension uredermalization. In particular if
chiral symmetry is broken by the lattice regularizatiokelwith Wilson fermions) the bare oper-
atorsOfl, ., O .., OLL randOLL . mix among themselves. In the static approximation,
it has been shown ifi JH7] by using symmetry arguments thahalthirality breaking mixings can
be ruled out if one works with Wilson-tmQCD at maximal twisThe renormalization constants
needed, in a mass independent scheme, can then be obtainedbbyalizing the parity-odd op-
eratorsOy5% o, andOZ&! o, in the standard Wilson casg [48] where ind€gf", ,, andOgg! o do

not mix with operators of different chirality.

The transformatiomz?’n/z introduced in ] is not completely well defined. The comsddun is anyway unaffected
as the absence of mixings in a mass independent scheme ceovba py using the transforma’[ioﬁ@;T/2 andExs only.

10
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The non-perturbative universal factor relating a matriengknt renormalized at the scale
in the SF scheme to the RGI one is shown in figijre 8 for the oper@2" ,, and O3 ,, +
40§t,§isp, which renormalize multiplicatively[[49]. The figure regeto the computation in the
guenched theory. Perturbation theory seems to worlufor1 GeV for these quantities. In par-

T YTTHW T YTTHW T YTTHW T T YTTHW T YTTHW T YTTHW T
i SF scheme, N=0 | i SF scheme, N=0 |
100V 1-loop 7, 2-loop § t00pF 1-loop 7, 2-loop B
B ——— 2-loop 7, 3-loop B 1 B —— 2-loop 7, 3-loop B 1
~ 080 | ~ 080 e .
e I ) s :/!/k—i—w
© 060 [ © 060 _
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/A /A

Figure8: Non-perturbative running matrix elements for the opes®f", 5, (left) andOFR », +40Z8! op
(right) in the SF scheme (cfr. figure 2). Figure frofm|[49].

ticular for &' the series might seem badly convergent from the differeeteden the 1/2 and the
2/3-loop results, but quite surprisingly the non-perttiklgavalue eventually agrees with the 2/3-
loop one on all the energy range plotted. Similar findingdyafipthe Nr = 2 theory as well[[50].
In that case however the final errors on the running of theimakements are much larger (up to
5%), which limits somehow the eventual precision one caolrea the weak matrix elements. An
improvement might be obtained by repeating the calculaidiner lattice spacings.

4. Form factorsfor heavy-light and heavy-heavy semi-leptonic decays

Semi-leptonic decays & mesons are still the most precise channel for measuring\gg-

On the theoretical side they are described in a well-undedstvay (compared to hadronic decays)
and experimentally they are easier to study than the legsdaint purely leptonic decays. Taking
as prototype th® — miv transition, the differential decay rate in the SM readsdigmy the lepton
mass)

ar G2

do? — 24
whereq is the lepton pair momentum. The form factbr(g?) can be extracted from the matrix
element of the vector current

P Vunl?| 4 (6P)[? (4.1)

(m(pr)VHB(pg)) = f4(0?)(Prr+ Pe -+ Bnp) + fo(0P)qHAre (4.2)

with Az = (Mg —m2)/g?. For vector to pseudoscalar transitions the decay rater&meterized
by four form factors which can be obtained from matrix eletsesf the axial and the vector cur-

rent [51].
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The differential decay rate in ed. (}.1) grows with the pioomnentum and therefore experi-
mental measurements are more precise for large valyas @n the lattice, on the other hand, only
the low py; (or larged?) region is safe from large cutoff effects. Incidentallyttisalso the region
where HQET is applicable. Notice however that the sengjtivi the matrix element in eq[ (4.2) to
f. (g?) vanishes fog — Gmax = (Mg — My, 0) as the kinematical factor in front df, (g?) vanishes
in that limit. The form factors are therefore directly cortgmlion the lattice only for some large
value ofg? and then parameterized over the whgdeegion using functional forms, which include
kinematical constraints, HQET scaling and dispersiortigeia as originally proposed ifi [52].

The most recent lattice determination fof and fo is due to the HPQCD Collaboratiofi [53].
The three-point correlation functions needed to extragetfthhm factors have been computed on
the same set df = 2+ 1 configurations used for measuriBg, plus additional sets at lighter sea
quark masses, down to /ms = 0.125. The b-quark has been simulated in the NRQCD formalism
with one-loop matching of the currents to @), i.e. including one-loop subtracted dimension-
four operators. The subtraction in this case contributesie8% of the final result on the matrix
element. Four lattice momenta have been used for the gigrs {(0,0,0), (0,0,1), (0,1,1)
and (1,1,1)} x ZT” For each light quark mass the data are interpolated to fimethwon values
of E;; and then extrapolated to the physical point usind®$ and continuunyPT to assess the
uncertainties in the extrapolation. In the chiral fits theigong gs-s; entering the chiral logs
is left free to vary in order to use the functional form sudgdsby PT also forE; > 2my.
The results are plotted in figuf¢ 9 together with the curveaioked from the 4-parameter Ball-
Zwicky fit [p4]. The errors shown are statistical and chirgrapolation errors only. As expected

0‘2 4‘6‘8‘10‘12‘14‘16‘18‘20‘22‘24‘26
Figure9: Form factorsf, (g°) and fo(g?) from [E]. Errors are combined statistical and chiral eptiation
errors. The curve is the Ball-Zwicky parameterization fibu@tesy of Junko Shigemitsu.

from the discussion at the beginning of this section theyvgiar large g and statistic is being
accumulated to reduce them. The total error in the final buidg&4%, mainly due to statistic,
chiral extrapolation and matching of the currents. The matarization off, (g°) is used to obtain

1 Ghax
= —do? =2.07(41)(39) ps*, 4.3
NP S s G2 (41)(39) p (4.3)

12



SM parameters and heavy quarks on the lattice Michele Della Morte

which combined with the experimental result from the HFAB{B the integrated decay rate in the
equation above giveld/yp| = 3.55(25)(50) x 10~3. The tension with the inclusive determination
Vup| = 4.49(33) x 10~3, which in the SM is dis-favored by the global Unitarity Trée fits [55]
and poses problems also for Minimal Flavor Violating extens of the SM[5p], is still there.

An alternative and complementary approach, which can geoprecise results for large,
consists in using Heavy FlavgtPT. At leading order in chiral perturbation theory and thylothe
order I/my in the heavy quark expansioh [57]

Fg+ 1 1 H
2y — B |4, _ = B
fu(a) = 2F, [gB B"(v-kn—mBH—mB mB> * FBJ ’ (44)

wherev is the velocity of the heavy meson (notiffes:] = 2 in the formula). The method re-
quires a computation of the couplirgg-g, which in the static approximation is obtained from
the matrix element of the light-light axial current betweeB and aB* state at zero momentum
(and is calledy). A very precise determination of ifi the quenched approximation has appeared
this year in [5B], while a preliminar; = 2 result has been presented at this conferepde [59]. In
both cases the HYP1 static acti¢n]|[23] has been used andghize® two- and three-point corre-
lation functions have been evaluated adopting the alltteehniques introduced irf [p0]. In the
guenched approximation 100 eigenvectors have been cothfoutihe low-mode part of the corre-
lators whereas in the dynamical case 200 eigenvectors vesded, the number of configurations
used, on the other hand, was only 32 and 100, respectivedylafiice spacings in both cases were
quite coarse, Q fm in the quenched computation an@ @m for N; = 2. The results are collected
in figure[10 (from [5P]) as a function of the pseudoscalar mesass. In thé\; = 0 case the final

T T T [ T T T T [ T T T T [ T T T T

jt
% Our result (F2) B

Becirevic et al. (jF2) -
Negishi et al. (jF0) 1
0.45— % Abada et al. (¥0) .

0.4

-
0.55[— %

> OO e

P T EN S SR NI NN T ST N RS S|

5 1 1.5 2
mMeq (GeV/)

Figure 10: Compilation of results fog = g from [E8, [59.,[6]L[62]. The two error bars on the diamonds
correspond to statistical and perturbative errors. Thetgrsguares and triangles are non-perturbatively
renormalized. Figure fronf [59].

valueg= 0.517(16) is obtained by extrapolating linearly the dataafm?. while for the prelimi-
nary dynamical resuly = 0.55(1)(3)(3)(6) different extrapolations have been compared. For the
latter value the first error is statistical, the second frbm¢hiral extrapolation, the third from the
renormalization factor (computed at one-loop only) andfthath is an estimate of discretization
effects.

Considering now heavy to heavy transitions, the Rome Il grio63] presented a quenched
computation of the form facta®(w), wherew is the scalar product of the velocities of the meson
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in the initial and in the final state, for ti#— DIlv decay. The computation makes use of the step
scaling method developed by the group in order to avoid tiegpto effective theories. In a small
volume of linear sizd.o = 0.4 fm and a very fine lattice resolution the form fac®(w,Lo) is
computed at the physical values of the bottom and charm quasdses. This number is of course
affected by very large finite size effects, which are remolgdnultiplying (twice) by the step
scaling functiono(L,s,w,my,) defined (for a heavy, would be bottom, quark of mag$as

G(sL,w, my)
G(L,w,my) ’

ForL > L the step scaling function can not be computed directly apthsical value of the b-
quark mass, and the key idea of the approach is exactly ikaribugh to compute it fan, ~ em,
(which typically means that in the last step ~ m.) and then extrapolate it in/in, to m,. The
extrapolation is expected to be smooth as finite size effedich is what the step scaling function
describes) shouldn't depend strongly on the heavy-mads.sddis is found to be true in all
applications of the method (sele [64] for recent ones whezestlp scaling functions have been
computed also in HQET to turn the extrapolations into indafions). For the case at hand the
form factor is finally obtained in a (2 fm)3 volume as

o(L,sw,my) = s>1. (4.5)

G(W) = 0(2L07 157\N7 %)G(L0> 27\N7 %)G(W7 LO) . (46)

Each factor is computed in the continuum limit (althoughrapolating ina? from two lattice
resolutions only for thes’s) and the product is then linearly extrapolated in thetlighark mass
from masses abovwas/4. Different values ofv have been considered by adopting flavor twisted
boundary conditions. The result is shown in fighrg 11.

0.12 T T T

Ithiswork I —e—
CLEO —o—
01 BELLE ——

0.08 b

B-->D
G® 7P vl

006 | { .

L 2
00416 g Lo % % _
3 ey s @

0.02 |-

! I I I I I
1 11 12 1.3 14 15 16

w

Figure 11: Comparison ofiVep|G(w) with experimental date[ [pH, p6]. The form factor has been-com
puted in [6B] and the figure has been obtained by extradNgg at w = 1.2, which yields V| =
3.84(9)theo(42)exp x 10~2. Figure from [6].

The ETM Collaboration also computed the form factors forvigepseudoscalar to pseu-
doscalar transitiond [p7] in the sarhg = 2 setup used for the computation l&§ and Fp, [B3]
(i.e. with heavy quarks around the charm). The preliminasult ata ~ 0.09 fm is consistent with
the one in [6B] within the still rather large statistical@ms.
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We close this section with the computation of the form fadtorB — D*lv at zero recoil
from the Fermilab and MILC Collaborationf [68]. This chahisdess helicity suppressed than the
B — Dlv one and it is therefore preferred for the extractiorj\@f|. The computation simplifies
in the zero recoil kinematics as in this limit only one, uspahlled ha,, of the four form factors
contributes. It is obtained from the matrix element of thavyeheavy axial current betwed&hand
D* states. As proposed ifi ]68] the form factor can actually bemded directly from the double
ratio -

dn, — \DICViKDIB) (BIbY DY) o 4.7)
(D*|cyac|D*) (B|bysb|B)
Three similar double ratios had been introduced i [69] deoto computéia, (1) to O(1/mg) in
the heavy quark expansion. The expression in[ed. (4.7) ¢ieesorrect answer to all orders and
preserves the feature that most of the lattice current realizations cancel in the ratio. Notice
however that contrary to the double ratios [in| [6%,, has a non-trivial value different from one
already form, = m¢ and therefore the uncertainty on it doesn't strictly scaleza, — 1.

In [68] the method has been applied on te= 2+ 1 MILC rooted staggered configurations
together with the Fermilab formalism for heavy quarks. Tesuits are collected in figufe]12.
The physical, continuum value obtained by usingPS formulae for the chiral/continuum ex-
trapolations isha, (1) = 0.924(12)(19) where the second error is the sum in quadrature of all
the systematic ones. By combining it with the experimentahsurement (se€][3]), the estimate
Veb| = 3.87(9)theo(7)exp X 1072 is obtained.

1 : : I ‘ I

o medium coarse (0.15 fm)
0.98— o coarse (0.12 fm)
o fine (0.09 fm)

x  extrapolated value

0.96—

0.94—

h, (@)
T
f—e—I
P
R —
—e—

of 1] t

0.88—

1 | 1 | 1 |
0.86 02
m? (GeV))

Figure 12: Form factorha, (1) from [@] as a function of the lightest pseudoscalar mesossnfiar unitary
points. The band is the continuum extrapolated curve anddlbed line on the physical point is the total
error after the inclusion in quadrature of the systematisoffrigure taken fronmi8].

5. b-quark massand B meson decay constant in HQET at O(1/my)

HQET on the lattice was introduced ip]70] 71] twenty years.dgoffers a theoretically very
sound approach to non-perturbative B-physics as it previlde correct asymptotic description of
QCD caorrelation functions in the limity, — . Subleading effects are described by higher dimen-
sional operators whose coupling constants are formalll)/@,) to the appropriate power. The
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theory can be treated in a completely non-perturbative welpding renormalization and match-
ing, in principle to an arbitrary order in/in, as it was shown in[72]. This implies the existence
of the continuum limit at any fixed order in the expansion. ld@er precise computations have
been hampered for a long time by the poor signal to noise iratieavy-light correlation functions
at large time separations, which affects the Eichten-Hillom. The signal can be exponentially
improved by considering minimal modifications of the actieere the link in the time covariant
derivative is replaced by a smeared lifik|[[3, 23]. The iriclusf dynamical quarks is straightfor-
ward and the approach can be used together with other metheftsr example the one proposed
by the Rome Il group (se¢ [b4] for such recent applications).

To fix the notation we write the HQET action at Q(f,) as

SugeT=a" Y {n(Do+ Om) Y + wspinth(—OB) Y + &inPin (—D?) Yn} (5.1)
X

with ¢, satisfyingP, Yy = ¢ andP, = ”TW. The parameteraxpin andwin are formally O(¥my).
For the computation of the b-quark mass the task is tdyfixwqin andwspin Non-perturbatively by
performing a matching to QCD. Actually, by considering spireraged quantities we can imme-
diately get rid of the contributions proportional tapi,. | will give here a short overview of the
computation and present the final results, precise defnsittan be found in the corresponding pub-
lications [12[2F]. Let us start by remarking that in ordet twspoil the asymptotic convergence
of the series the matching must be done non-perturbatielieést for the leading, static piece)
as soon as the/in, corrections are included. Followinfy [74], one can imagiaeilg computed a

matching coefficienEmatchfor the static theory at ordér 1 in perturbation theory. The truncation
error ACmatchiS

1
2bo|l"l(ﬁ'b//\QCD

[
ACmaten D [G3(My)]! ~ { } SSEACc: RPN (5.2)
) My

whereg? is a renormalized coupling at the scatg andby is the first coefficient of th@ function.
In other words the perturbative error due to the matchindficient of the static term is much larger
than the power corrections in the largg limit. In our framework matching and renormalization
are performed simultaneously and non-perturbatively.

As the action in eq[(5/1) would produce a non-renormalizabéory, we treat the/in, cor-
rections to the static, renormalizable theory as space-iisertions in correlations functions. For
correlation functions of some multilocal fiel@sthis means

(O) = (O)stat+ wina? Z (OCxin (X)) stat+ (Uspina4 Z (OOspin(X))stat s (5.3)

where(O)stardenotes the expectation value in the static approximatioiOgin (X) andOspin(X) are
given by gh(X)oByh(x) and gh(X)D?yn(X), respectively. We work with Schrédinger functional
boundary conditions, i.e. we consider QCD with Dirichletbhdary conditions in time and periodic
boundary conditions in space (up to a phésfr the fermions). For the computation {n]12] we
remain in the quenched approximation. In a small volume &érebt.1 ~ 0.4 fm, one can afford
lattice spacinga sufficiently smaller than Am, in such a way that the b-quark propagates correctly
up to discretization errors of @). QCD observables defined in this volume are described inHQE
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2 2
up to effects of C(%) and O(ﬁ) . The sizel; is chosen in order to have the two effects

of the same size. We consider two quantiti@@“®(L,m,) defined exploiting the sensitivity of
SF-correlation functions to the angieand ®3°°(L,my), which is given byLI; wherel; is a

finite volume effective energy. When expanded in HBE®!'?FT(L) is given by i, times a

quantity defined in the effective theory (which we d&fi"(8,6’)) while ®5°ET(L) is a function

of tkin and Myare = dm + M, involving two other HQET quantities™§*@! and F'f”) . Obviously,

by equating®2“P(L;,my) to ®FET(L;) one can determine the bare parametesse and win

as functions ofm, at the lattice spacings used for the volullije To eventually computeny, we
need the phenomenological, large volume, input of the aperaged vector-pseudoscalar B-meson
mass/mg’. Here we introduce the step scaling functian$L) to evolve the®;’s to larger volumes
and write

OO (2Ly,my) = 5 05 (L) PR (Ly, M) + Bp0m(La) - (5-4)
J

Notice thatdH'?ET(2L1,my) constructed in this way still has a dependencengrwhich is inherited
from the matching to QCD irh;. The step scaling functions on the other hand are defined in
HQET and have a continuum limit there. After two evolutioepst volumes of extent roughly
1.5 fm are reached and the bare parametayge and axin can be computed agaas functions of

my, for the corresponding lattice spacings. They are expresstatms of step scaling functions,
®2°P(L;,my) and quantities computed in HQET (the large volume versidR®f 8, 6), M'§tand
rkiny. At this point the b-quark mass can finally be determineddiyisg for m, the equation

mg’ = ES®4 Olkin(mh)Ekin + Moare(My) , (55)

whereES®'= lim__,,, I'§®andEN" = — (B|a® s, Okin(0,2)|B)statWith (B|B) = 1. In eq. [5.p) | have

emphasized the dependence of the bare paramaggrsand wi, on m,. However when those are
re-expressed in terms 61°°°(Ly), gy, R"(8, 6/, L), F$®(L,) andrkin(L,) the equation involves

only quantities which have a continuum limit either in QCDH®ET. This in particular implies

that in the procedure all power divergences have been ndnrpatively subtracted.

To see how the different pieces combine together in the fewllt it is instructive to consider
more explicitly the relatively simple case of the compwtatin the static approximation. In this
situation only the parameten,, Needs to be determined. In the small volume the matching
condition reads

M(L1,mn) = ritat(Ll) + Mpare, (5.6)

and its large volume version is
Mg’ = E¥*'+ Mpare, (5.7)

to this order we could have just as well useg or mg- in the previous equation. If we were able
to simulate the small and the large volumes at the samedadiacings we could insart,ge from
eq. (5.p) into eq.[(5 7) and obtain the master equation

Mg’ = (E®*'—§$%(L1)) + M1 (L1, my) (5.8)

2\We set the mass countertery, in the action to zero here. lIts contribution is taken intocart in the overall
energy shiftm, ¢ between the effective theory and QCD.
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whose solution is the b-quark mass in the static limit. Towmvent the problem we bridge the
gap in volume in two steps by inserting a step scaling funatiq(L1) = 2L (F§@4(2L,) —F$¥(L4))
into the master equation (i.e. we add and subtr§€{2L,)), which then becomes

2L maY — 214 [ES -5 — g (Ly) = 24T 1 (Ly, my) . (5.9)

Now the quantities in the square brackets can be computdt aaime values & and their dif-
ference has a well-defined continuum limit in HQET becauséhé combination we are non-
perturbatively removing all the divergences, particyldhe linear one. As announced any refer-
ence to bare parameters has disappeared in the final equation

The graphical solution of eq[ ($.9) is shown in figliré 13. Oe horizontal axis we plot
z= L1Mp whereM, is the heavy quark mass in the RGI scheme. The resMi& = 6.806(79)
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Figure 13: Graphical solution of eq. (5.9) in the quenched approxiamatiln the captior®,(L1,M) =
L1l 1(L1, Mp). Data from [1P].

GeV usingrg = 0.5 fm to set the scald [}5,]76].

The inclusion of the subleading/ihy, effects is more involved and | report here the final re-
sults summarized in table 2 . The different numbers cormdgo various matching conditions,
identified by the choice of the angle®)and by the strategy adopted, “main strategy” for the first
line and “alternative strategy” for the second to fourtreliThe details can be found ih J12], what
should be emphasized here is that while there are someatiffies among the static results de-
pending on the matching condition chosen, those are coefplgbne once the /in, terms are
included, signalling practically negligible higher ordmarrections. The value eventually quoted
in [[L2] is my(my,) = 4.347(48) MeV in the MS scheme.

As a further application the decay constant of Baaneson has been computed in quenched
QCD including Q1/my) in HQET [23]. Four quantities are needed for the matchingcivhagain
has been performed in several different ways. The preliminasults in table 3 show the same
pattern discussed for the b-quark mass. Notice howevetttieadlifference at Ql/my) is more
significant than the errors suggest as most of the unceesifrom the large volume part of the
computation cancel in the difference. This indeed yieldsristance

Foe (6, =0,6,=1,6,=0) - Fs**M(6=1,6,=0,6, =05 =4£2 MeV.  (5.10)
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6 ro Méo) roMp=ro (Méo) + Mt()la) + Mélm)

6,=0 6 =1/2 6,=1

=12 6=1 6=0
0 17.25(20) 17.12(22) 17.12(22) 17.12(22)
0 17.05(25)  17.25(28) 17.23(27) 17.24(27)
1/2 17.01(22)  17.23(28) 17.21(27) 17.22(28)
1 16.78(28)  17.17(32) 17.14(30) 17.15(30)

Table 2: Results for the RGI magdy, from [@].

B F5™[MeV] s+ FyY[MeV]
61—0 6,-05 6,—1
6,=05 6-=1 6-=0
0  224t3  185t21 186422 189+22
05 22043 185421 187422 189+22
1 209+3  184+21 185+21 188+22

Table 3: Results forFg, from [R3].

Finally, the results are in good agreement with the deteatitins in [2%#[64], which also go beyond
the static approximation.

6. Conclusions

A big effort has been devoted in the last years to removingjtlenched approximation from
lattice computations. This is absolutely necessary inra@erovide precise theoretical estimates
to test the Standard Model or to look for signals of New Plgis®everal lessons have been learnt
from these works. Quenching effects have been proven torge &nd chiral extrapolations to be
more delicate than in this; = 0 approximation, as partly expectgd][§0] 81].

However B-flavor physics is going to become high-precisibysics and other systematics
may significantly affect the results. | have shown that theentainties associated to renormal-
ization, matching, chiral and continuum extrapolations easily reach the 5 to 10 percent level.
When choosing an approach for performing a first-princigienputation the possibility to keep
these systematics under control should be included amengetjuirements.

| have described how these problems can be solved non-patittely in Heavy Quark Effec-
tive Theory on the lattice. The computations | discussethimframework on the other hand have
been performed in the quenched approximation only and fibreréhe results in principle are not
immediately applicable to phenomenology. The extensiayt@amical light fermions is ongoing
and first steps have been reported at this conferen¢e [778. nféthod can be used for several
guantities, the b-quark mass and the B-meson decay cownlstanssed here but al8- I§mixing
parameters and form factors for semi-leptonic decays.
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More generally, the non-perturbative matching proced@tevben HQET and QCD in small
volume can be adopted also for other effective theorieg hasibeen done ifi [[7B,]79] for a version
of the Fermilab action.
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