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A bstract. In recent years, we used lattice QCD to calculate som e quantities that were
unknown or poorly known. They are the q2 dependence of the form factor in sem ikptonic
D ! K1 decay, the kptonic decay constants of the D ¥ and D s m esons, and the m ass of the
B.meson. In thispaper, we sum m arize these calculations, w ith em phasis on their (subsequent)
con m ation by m easurem ents n e" e , p and pp collisions

1. Introduction and B ackground

T he central them e of elem entary particle physics is to nd new interactions of m atter, energy,
space and tin e. W hen them atter in question is the quarks, one is faced w ith quark con nem ent:
quarks never appear freely; they are always bound inside hadrons| baryons like the proton, or
m esons lke the pion or kaon. In the Standard M odel of elem entary particles, con nem ent is a
phenom enon of quantum chrom odynam ics (Q CD ), the gauge theory of the strong force.

Since only hadrons can be detected, the e ects of quark con nem ent m ust be calculated w ith
QCD, before the experin ental data can be interpreted in tem s of quarks. In m any cases, the
best technique for doing the calculations is to formulate QCD on a spacetin e lattice. Lattice
QCD and the Feynm an path integral reduce the problem of to an integral whose dim ension
scals asN 4, where N is the (linear) lattice size. The problem cries out for supercom puting.

In recent years, lattice Q CD has reached the stage w herem any calculations ofhadron m asses,
m ass plittings and operator m atrix elem ents agree w ith experin entalm easurem ents. T he key
has been the Inclusion of sea quarks, which are pairs of virtual quarks sw irling around inside
hadrons. T he progress has been especially striking E:] when the sea quarks are In plem ented as
staggered quarks, using an action designed to reduce discretization e ects.

O ne Ingredient of these calculations is controversial. Sea quarks are always com putationally
dem anding, although staggered quarks are by far the fastest. Staggered quarks Introduce som e
extra unw anted quarks, however. T he com puter algorithm s E_Z] and subsequent analysis of the
num ericaldata B] rem ove them , but do so di erently for valence and sea quarks. T he di erence
can lead to violations of unitarity. In the cases discussed here, it is plausble that such e ects
are an all, but a proof is not yet at hand E!].

Less controversial is the treatm ent of heavy quarks. In practiocs, the lattice spacing is not
an all enough to resolve the Compton wavelength of cham ed and b quarks. Fortunately,
chrom odynam ics at this length scale is sinple enough to factor it out from the com puter
sin ulation, and severalm ethods exist f_E%]. N evertheless, it is good to have check.
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In this paper, we discuss three topics: the nom alization and ¢°-dependence oftheD ! K 1
form factor; the decay constants oftheD * and D ¢ m esons; and them ass ofthe B . m eson. Each
of these latticeQ CD calculations was subsequently con m ed by experin ental m easurem ents,
satisfying a Jong-standing dem and of experin ental physicists Eﬁ]. T he quantities discussed here
were ideal candidates: they are straightforward to com pute; they test the controversial aspects
n com plem entary ways; and the rst \good" experin entalm easuram ents w ere expected on the
sam e tin e scale. T he sucoess of the predictions is extrem ely encouraging. In particular, the
calculations for D m esons are, n lattice QCD , sin ilar to those or B m esons, whose b quarks
are considered lkely to exhbit new , non-Standard interactions.

2. Sem ileptonic D D ecays
Sem ileptonic decays such asD ! K1 proceed as follows. A quark (In this case, a cham ed
quark) em its a virtualW boson, thereby tuming into a quark ofa di erent avor (in this case,
a strange quark). The W inm ediately disintegrates into a lepton-neutrino (1 ) pair. The rate
dependson ¢, which isthe invariant-m ass-squared of 1 . Som e ofthe of dependence stem s from
QCD through a function called a form factor (in this case, denoted f; (qz)). T he m om entum
transfer? llsintherange0 & ., = mp mg )?. In lattice QCD , discretization e ects
are an allest when the spatialm om entum p of the kaon is an all, which puts ¢ close to of“ ax -

Experim ents usually m easure the branching fraction and quote the nom alization f; (0),
afterm aking assum ptions about the ¢ dependence. W hik our results were still prelin inary [_1],
experin ental results cam e out for the nom alization of D ! K1 LS] and D ! 1 EQ]. The
agreem ent w ith our nalresuls {I0]isexcellent. Forexample,we nd£P ' ¥ (0) = 0:73@3) (7) [Id]
while the BES Collaboration m easures £2 ' ¥ (0) = 0:78(5) [I.

In principle, the shape of the form factors can be com puted directly n Jattice QCD . In
practice, we calculated at a few values of p and used a t to the Ansatz of BecirevicK aidalov
BK) [[1]to x the g dependence. Tt was in portant, therefore, to m easure the ¢ dependence
experim entally. In photoproduction ofcham o xed nucleartargets, the FO CU S C ollaboration
was able to collect high enough statistics to trace out the f distribution of the decay i_l-_ﬂ]
This setup does not yield an absolutely nom alized branching ratio, so one is keft to com pare
£ @)=f+ ).

In Fig. -'J.' @) we pt our resukt for £, (q2)=f+ 0) wvs. q2=mgs . The errors from £, (0) must
be propagated to non—zero ¢, so for £, (F)=f,; (0) the errors grow with . Figure ﬂj show s 1—
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Figure 1. Fom factor orD ! K1 wvs. q2=mgsz @) shape f, ()=f; (0) com pared w ih
FOCUS LL-Z]; (o) shape and nom alization f, (qz) com pared w ith Belke Lfff].



bands of statistical (orange) and all uncertainties (yellow) added In quadrature 'Ll-j]. A s one
can see, the q2 dependence of Jattice QCD (curve and error band) and data from the FOCUS
experin ent (oints) agree excellently, although the uncertainties are still several per cent. T he
FOCUS results appeared two m onths after the lattice calculation. M ore recently, the Belle
Collaboration at the e e collider KEK B m easured the shape and nom alization of the fom
factor In a single experin ent [_1-§:] In Flgg} (b) we com pare our resukt for f, () wih Belle. The
color code or the Jattice QCD error bands is as before, and now depict f dependence of the
latticeQ CD errors in a realistic way.

3. Leptonic D D ecays

W e also considered the leptonic decay of chammed mesons, D" ! 1 and Dg ! 1 . Here the
quark and antiquark in the meson merge nto a virtual W , which disintegrates into 1 . The
QCD In uence is a singlke number (for each m eson), called decay constants and denoted fp +
or fp . At Lattice 2004 E.-S], we presented prelin nary resuls for f;,+ and fp _, based on one
lattice spacing, a  0:125 fm . O ur extended the running to two other lattice spacings. D etails
are given In the ensuing publication ﬂ?ﬁ] We nd

foo = 201 3 17Mev; @)
fp, = 249 3 16MeV; @)

where the rst error is from nite M onte Carl statistics, the second is a sum in quadrature
of several system atics. A conservative (out not naive) estim ate of heavy-quark discretizations
e ects is the second largest (largest) system aticon £+ (£p.).

Fjgure:g show s the n¢ dependence of the decay constants. Quenched (nf = 0) resuls vary
w dely, but we show one [l-j] carried outw ith sin ilar choices for other aspects of the calculations.
One sees a trend of fp | to ncrease with ne. A sin ilar com pardson of £+ , In Fjg.:_ﬂ(b), is less
instructive, but shown for com pleteness.

The CLEO —¢ C ollaboration [;L-_ﬁ] and the BaB ar C ollaboration {_Z-(j] have m easured

fy+ = 223 17 3Mev CLEO-— [19]; @)
fp, = 279 17 20Mev BaBar Q) @)

respectivelty at the CESR and PEP-II e'e colliders. At the 1- level, the agreem ent w ith
Jattice QCD is ne. Even m ore com pelling is the ratio R 4-¢ = méisz+=mé:2fD

s *

Rgs = 0:786 0042 Ilattice QCD; )
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Figure 2. Dependenceof @) fp_, and ) £+ on thenumberns ofsea avors. Quenched (nf =
0) f__L:/Z];nf =2 [;Lg];nf =3 I_l§] Solid (dashed) errorbars are statistical (statisticalt+ system atic).



in which several uncertainties from lattice QCD cancel. Experim ental and latticeQ CD
uncertainties are reducible, so the test w ill sharpen over the com ng few years.

4. M ass ofthe B. M eson

The pseudosca]arB;r m eson is the lowest-lying bound state of a cham ed quark and a b quark.
The CDF Collaboration i_Z-J}] rst observed it during Run I of the Tevatron pp collider in the
sem feptonic decay BY ! J= I . But it was clear that Tevatron Run II detectors would
be abk to reconstruct hadronic modes, such asB. ! J= ¥, which give much much better
precision on m 5, P4]. At Lattice 2004 we presented results in nearly nalform R3], and posted
the nalresultson the arX i in m id-N ovem ber R4]:

mp, = 6304 12" Mev; 0

where the last error is a rough estin ate of residual heavy-quark discretization e ects. Soon
afterwards, CDF announced their precise m assm easurem ent R3]:

mp = 6287 5MeV; 8)

whith agreesw ith Eq. @) at slightly m ore than 1- .

Two comm ents are In order. F irst, the agreem ent at the gross level of the calculation w ih
experin ent show sthat discretization e ects are wellunder controlw ith the heavy-quark m ethods
of choice. These are lattice NRQCD [7] and the Ferm ilab m ethod 28], which are based on
e ective eld theories for heavy quarks [29, 30J. Indeed, as seen in Fig. 8i(@), aln ost no lattice
spacing dependence is seen In the splitting = mgp, fm + m )=2 that is at the crux
of the calculation [_2-_6]. M oreover, it is striking how little the solitting changes when sea
quarksare ncluded. F igured ) com paresEq. {}) w ith an old quenched calculation Pa] (and the
m easuram ent @-E_;]) . The solid errorbar show s the non-quenching errors, and the dashed inclides
the estin ate of the quenching error. T he Inclusion of sea quarks has reduced the splitting by a
factor of three or four, bringing an essentially discrepant resul into agreem ent.

5. Conclusions

In the past year, several latticeQ CD calculations have been con m ed by experiment. FOCU S
2] and Belle {[4] con med the g°dependence of the D ! K1 fom factor Q] CLEO—
c [.'I.Si and BaBar [2d ] respectively con m ed the DY and D4 decay oconstants [16

CDF t_ZS con m ed the mass of the B . meson [_24 . To obtain these resuls it is essenUal
to have heavy-quark discretization e ects under control, as one expects from theoretical
foundations R, 24, 29, 3d]. Furthem ore, the com parison of quenched QCD, QCD with 2+ 1
staggered avors, and experin ent show s that sea quarks are needed to obtain agreem ent, and
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that staggered quarks (in these cases) capture the needed e ect. T he resuls are prom ising for
the search for new b quark interactions, because a straighforward change to the D form factors
and decay constants yield the corresponding results for B m esons. These are a key elem ent to
enable the experin ental search for new phenom ena In quark— avor physics f§].
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