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A bstract. In recent years, we used lattice Q CD to calculate som e quantities that were

unknown or poorly known. They are the q
2
dependence ofthe form factor in sem ileptonic

D ! K l� decay,the leptonic decay constantsofthe D
+
and D s m esons,and the m ass ofthe

B c m eson.In thispaper,wesum m arizethesecalculations,with em phasison their(subsequent)

con�rm ation by m easurem entsin e
+
e
�
,
p and �pp collisions

1. Introduction and B ackground

The centralthem e ofelem entary particle physicsisto �nd new interactions ofm atter,energy,
spaceand tim e.W hen them atterin question isthequarks,oneisfaced with quark con�nem ent:
quarksneverappearfreely;they are alwaysbound inside hadrons| baryonslike the proton,or
m esonslike the pion orkaon. In the Standard M odelofelem entary particles,con�nem entisa
phenom enon ofquantum chrom odynam ics(Q CD),thegauge theory ofthestrong force.

Sinceonly hadronscan bedetected,thee�ectsofquark con�nem entm ustbecalculated with
Q CD,before the experim entaldata can be interpreted in term sofquarks. In m any cases,the
besttechnique fordoing the calculations isto form ulate Q CD on a space-tim e lattice. Lattice
Q CD and the Feynm an path integralreduce the problem ofto an integralwhose dim ension
scalesasN 4,whereN isthe (linear)lattice size.Theproblem criesoutforsupercom puting.

In recentyears,latticeQ CD hasreached thestagewherem any calculationsofhadron m asses,
m asssplittingsand operatorm atrix elem entsagree with experim entalm easurem ents.The key
has been the inclusion ofsea quarks,which are pairs ofvirtualquarks swirling around inside
hadrons.Theprogresshasbeen especially striking [1]when the sea quarksare im plem ented as
staggered quarks,using an action designed to reduce discretization e�ects.

O neingredientofthese calculationsiscontroversial.Sea quarksare alwayscom putationally
dem anding,although staggered quarksare by farthe fastest.Staggered quarksintroduce som e
extra unwanted quarks,however. The com puteralgorithm s [2]and subsequentanalysisofthe
num ericaldata [3]rem ovethem ,butdo so di�erently forvalenceand sea quarks.Thedi�erence
can lead to violations ofunitarity. In the casesdiscussed here,itisplausible thatsuch e�ects
aresm all,buta proofisnotyetathand [4].

Less controversialis the treatm ent ofheavy quarks. In practice,the lattice spacing is not
sm all enough to resolve the Com pton wavelength of charm ed and b quarks. Fortunately,
chrom odynam ics at this length scale is sim ple enough to factor it out from the com puter
sim ulation,and severalm ethodsexist[5].Nevertheless,itisgood to have check.
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In thispaper,wediscussthreetopics:thenorm alization and q2-dependenceoftheD ! K l�

form factor;thedecay constantsoftheD + and D s m esons;and them assoftheB c m eson.Each
ofthese lattice-Q CD calculations was subsequently con�rm ed by experim entalm easurem ents,
satisfying a long-standing dem and ofexperim entalphysicists[6].Thequantitiesdiscussed here
were idealcandidates:they are straightforward to com pute;they testthe controversialaspects
in com plem entary ways;and the�rst\good" experim entalm easurem entswereexpected on the
sam e tim e scale. The success ofthe predictions is extrem ely encouraging. In particular,the
calculations for D m esonsare,in lattice Q CD,sim ilar to those forB m esons,whose b quarks
areconsidered likely to exhibitnew,non-Standard interactions.

2. Sem ileptonic D D ecays

Sem ileptonic decays such as D ! K l� proceed as follows. A quark (in this case,a charm ed
quark)em itsa virtualW boson,thereby turning into a quark ofa di�erent
avor(in thiscase,
a strange quark). The W im m ediately disintegrates into a lepton-neutrino (l�)pair. The rate
dependson q2,which istheinvariant-m ass-squared ofl�.Som eoftheq2 dependencestem sfrom
Q CD through a function called a form factor (in this case,denoted f+ (q2)). The m om entum
transferq2 fallsin therange0� q2 � q2

m ax
= (m D � m K )2.In latticeQ CD,discretization e�ects

aresm allestwhen the spatialm om entum p ofthekaon issm all,which putsq2 close to q2
m ax

.
Experim ents usually m easure the branching fraction and quote the norm alization f+ (0),

afterm aking assum ptionsabouttheq2 dependence.W hileourresultswerestillprelim inary [7],
experim entalresults cam e out for the norm alization ofD ! K l� [8]and D ! �l� [9]. The
agreem entwith our�nalresults[10]isexcellent.Forexam ple,we�nd f D ! K

+
(0)= 0:73(3)(7)[10]

whiletheBES Collaboration m easuresfD ! K

+
(0)= 0:78(5)[8].

In principle, the shape of the form factors can be com puted directly in lattice Q CD.In
practice,we calculated ata few valuesofp and used a �tto the Ansatz ofBe�cirevi�c-K aidalov
(BK )[11]to �x the q2 dependence.Itwasim portant,therefore,to m easure the q2 dependence
experim entally.In photoproduction ofcharm o��xed nucleartargets,theFO CUS Collaboration
was able to collect high enough statistics to trace out the q2 distribution ofthe decay [12].
Thissetup does not yield an absolutely norm alized branching ratio,so one is left to com pare
f+ (q2)=f+ (0).

In Fig.1(a) we plot our result for f+ (q2)=f+ (0) vs.q2=m 2

D �
s

. The errors from f+ (0) m ust

bepropagated to non-zero q2,so forf+ (q2)=f+ (0)the errorsgrow with q2.Figure 1 shows1-�
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Figure 1. Form factor for D ! K l� vs.q2=m 2

D �
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: (a) shape f+ (q2)=f+ (0) com pared with

FO CUS [12];(b)shapeand norm alization f+ (q2)com pared with Belle [14].



bands ofstatistical(orange) and alluncertainties (yellow) added in quadrature [13]. As one
can see,the q2 dependence oflattice Q CD (curve and errorband)and data from the FO CUS
experim ent(points)agree excellently,although the uncertaintiesare stillseveralpercent.The
FO CUS results appeared two m onths after the lattice calculation. M ore recently, the Belle
Collaboration atthe e+ e� colliderK EK -B m easured the shape and norm alization ofthe form
factorin a singleexperim ent[14].In Fig.1(b)wecom pareourresultforf+ (q2)with Belle.The
color code for the lattice Q CD error bandsis as before,and now depictq2 dependence ofthe
lattice-Q CD errorsin a realistic way.

3. Leptonic D D ecays

W e also considered the leptonic decay ofcharm ed m esons,D +
! l� and D s ! l�. Here the

quark and antiquark in the m eson m erge into a virtualW ,which disintegrates into l�. The
Q CD in
uence is a single num ber (for each m eson),called decay constants and denoted fD +

orfD s
. At Lattice 2004 [15],we presented prelim inary resultsfor fD + and fD s

,based on one
lattice spacing,a � 0:125 fm . O urextended the running to two otherlattice spacings. Details
aregiven in theensuing publication [16].W e �nd

fD + = 201� 3� 17 M eV; (1)

fD s
= 249� 3� 16 M eV; (2)

where the �rst error is from �nite M onte Carlo statistics,the second is a sum in quadrature
ofseveralsystem atics. A conservative (butnotna�ive) estim ate ofheavy-quark discretizations
e�ectsisthesecond largest(largest)system atic on fD + (fD s

).
Figure 2 showsthe nf dependence ofthe decay constants. Q uenched (nf = 0)resultsvary

widely,butweshow one[17]carried outwith sim ilarchoicesforotheraspectsofthecalculations.
O ne seesa trend offD s

to increase with nf. A sim ilarcom parison offD + ,in Fig.2(b),isless
instructive,butshown forcom pleteness.

TheCLEO -cCollaboration [19]and the BaBarCollaboration [20]have m easured

fD + = 223� 17� 3 M eV CLEO -c[19]; (3)

fD s
= 279� 17� 20 M eV BaBar[20]; (4)

respectivelty at the CESR and PEP-II e+ e� colliders. At the 1-� level,the agreem ent with

lattice Q CD is�ne.Even m ore com pelling isthe ratio R d=s = m
1=2

D + fD + =m
1=2

D s

fD s
:

R d=s = 0:786� 0:042 lattice Q CD; (5)

= 0:779� 0:093 CLEO /BaBar; (6)
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in which several uncertainties from lattice Q CD cancel. Experim ental and lattice-Q CD
uncertaintiesare reducible,so the testwillsharpen overthecom ing few years.

4. M ass ofthe B c M eson

ThepseudoscalarB +

c
m eson isthelowest-lying bound state ofa charm ed quark and a bquark.

The CDF Collaboration [21]�rst observed it during Run Iofthe Tevatron �pp collider in the
sem ileptonic decay B +

c
! J= l+ �. But it was clear that Tevatron Run II detectors would

be able to reconstruct hadronic m odes,such as B +

c
! J= �+ ,which give m uch m uch better

precision on m B c
[22].AtLattice2004 wepresented resultsin nearly �nalform [23],and posted

the�nalresultson thearXiv in m id-Novem ber[24]:

m B c
= 6304� 12+ 18

� 0
M eV; (7)

where the last error is a rough estim ate ofresidualheavy-quark discretization e�ects. Soon
afterwards,CDF announced theirprecise m assm easurem ent[25]:

m B c
= 6287� 5 M eV; (8)

which agreeswith Eq.(7)atslightly m orethan 1-�.
Two com m entsare in order. First,the agreem ent atthe grosslevelofthe calculation with

experim entshowsthatdiscretization e�ectsarewellundercontrolwith theheavy-quarkm ethods
ofchoice. These are lattice NRQ CD [27]and the Ferm ilab m ethod [28],which are based on
e�ective �eld theoriesforheavy quarks[29,30]. Indeed,asseen in Fig.3(a),alm ostno lattice
spacing dependence is seen in the splitting �  � = m B c

� (�m  + m � )=2 that is at the crux
ofthe calculation [26]. M oreover,it is striking how little the splitting �  � changes when sea
quarksareincluded.Figure3(b)com paresEq.(7)with an old quenched calculation [26](and the
m easurem ent[25]).Thesolid errorbarshowsthenon-quenchingerrors,and thedashed includes
the estim ate ofthe quenching error.The inclusion ofsea quarkshasreduced the splitting by a
factorofthree orfour,bringing an essentially discrepantresultinto agreem ent.

5. C onclusions

In thepastyear,severallattice-Q CD calculationshave been con�rm ed by experim ent.FO CUS
[12]and Belle [14]con�rm ed the q2-dependence of the D ! K l� form factor [10]; CLEO -
c [19] and BaBar [20] respectively con�rm ed the D + and D s decay constants [16]; and
CDF [25]con�rm ed the m ass of the B c m eson [24]. To obtain these results it is essential
to have heavy-quark discretization e�ects under control, as one expects from theoretical
foundations [27,28,29,30]. Furtherm ore,the com parison ofquenched Q CD,Q CD with 2+ 1
staggered 
avors,and experim entshowsthatsea quarksare needed to obtain agreem ent,and
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thatstaggered quarks(in these cases)capture the needed e�ect. The resultsare prom ising for
thesearch fornew bquark interactions,becausea straighforward change to theD form factors
and decay constantsyield the corresponding resultsforB m esons. These are a key elem entto
enablethe experim entalsearch fornew phenom ena in quark-
avorphysics[6].
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