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A bstract

W e present a high statistics, quenched lattice calculation ofthe B -param eters By |
and Bg_, computed at lowest order In the HQET . T he results were cbtained using a
sam ple of 600 quenched gauge eld con gurations, generated by M onte C arlo sin ula—
tion at = 60 on a 24% 40 Jattice. For the light quarks the SW € lover action was
used; the propagator of the lattice HQET was also treeJevel In proved. O ur best esti-
m ate ofthe renom alization scale independent B -param eterJ'sBABd =103 006 0:18.
BABd hasbeen obtained by using \boosted" perturbation theory to calculate the renor-
m alization constants which relate the m atrix elem ents of the lattice operators to the
corresponding am plitudes in the continuum . Due to the large statistics, the errors
in the extraction of the m atrix elem ents of the relevant bare operators are rather
an all. Them ain system atic error, corresoonding to  0:18 In the above result, com es
from the uncertainty in the evaluation of the renom alization constants, for which the
one-loop corrections are rather large. T he non-perturbative evaluation of these con—
stants w illhelp to reduce the nalerror. W e also obtain BABS=BABd = 101 0:201 and
£ By, =f; Bp, = 138 097.
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1 TIntroduction

The study of B J{B J and B2 {B ? m &xings m ay narrow the constraints on the elem ents
of the CabibboK cbayashiM askawa (CKM ) matrix, which In tum serve to test the
Standard M odel, and to detect possible new physics beyond it 'E}]. T he resuls of the
phenom enological analyses which fvolve B °{B ? m ixings E: strongly depend on two
non-perturbative nputs: the value of the decay constant of the B -m eson, fz, and
the value of the renom alization group Invariant B -param eter, BAB . These param eters
enter in the theoretical prgiic_tjons for x4 and x5, to be de ned below, through the

m ixing param eter g fr BAB P é corresponding, up to trivial factors, to them atrix
elam ents of the relevant B = 2 operators. The B -m eson decay constant has not
been m easured yet. However, several theoretical evaluations of fg using num erical
sin ulations of lattice Q CD 'Q] and QCD sum ruls B] have been published to date.
T he B -param eter, which is equalto one In the vacuum saturation approxim ation, has
also been estim ated using the sam e non-perturoative m ethods -Q, ::3].

In this paper a high statistics lattice calculation of the B param eter, at lowest
order In the HQET, is presented. T he relevant m atrix elem ents have been com puted
on a statistical sam ple of 600 gauge eld con gurations. Thishas allowed us to study
tw o—and threepoint correlation functions at large tin edistances w ith relatively an all
statistical errors, thus reducing the system atic errors due to the contam ination of
higher excited states. For the bare four-ferm ion operators, it was possible to isolate a
good signalby using cube and doublecube an eared axial currents as the interpolating

elds for the B -m esons, and to extract their m atrix elem ents w ith gn all statistical
errors. The m apr source of system atic error is presently given by the uncertainties
in the evaluation of the renom alization constants of the di erent operators, which
are known only at rst order In perturbation theory. Indeed, as explained below , by
renom alizing the operators in two di erent ways, which are equivalent up to O ( g),

we cbtain either
Ep,= 121 0:08 Method 1 @)

or
Ep,= 086 0:06 Method 2: @)

By combining egs. {1:) and {2,‘), we derive our nalresul for this quantity
Eg, = 103 006 0:18; 3)

w here the last error is an estim ate of the uncertainty due to the contrbution ofhigher-
order tem s to the renom alization constants.

T he ratio of B -param eters ]§B S=BABd , which m ay be obtained by studying the de-
pendence of the B param eter on the light quark m ass, has also been considered. In

! The subcripts d or s referring to the light quark avourw illbe w ritten explicitely only when necessary
for the discussion.



this ratio, m ost of the uncertainties due to higherorder tem s cancel and we quote

B
22— 101 001: @)

Bg,

By using fg ,=fg, = 117 003, asderived from the study ofthe two-point correlation
functions on the sam e set of con gurations, and M g =M 5, = 1017 we then obtain

B
rgg= ———: =143 007: (5)

rsq can also be obtained by taking directly the ratio of the m atrix elem ents of the
B = 2 operator, com puted at the appropriate value of the quark m asses. In this case
we get
2 2 g
£ SM B SB Bs

e =135 005: 6)
£2 M2 By,

Lsa =
an aller than the result rgg = 154 (13) obtained using propagating W ilson quarks in-—
stead ofthe HQET Eﬁ] :f: T he experim ental values of M B, and M g were taken from
ref. §l.

Only a non-perturbative calculation of the renom alization constants, which relate
the relevant Jattice operators to the continuum one, can reduce the present uncertainty
in the prediction ofthe B -param eters from the HQET . T his com putation is in progress
and the resuls w illbe published elsew here.

The pln of the paper is the follow ing. In sec. EZ the relevant form ulae for the
de nition of]§B aregiven; in sec::i*.' the procedure follow ed to com pute the B -param eter
is presented; In sec. :fi the num erical calculations of the relevant m atrix elem ents are
described and them ain results ofthis study are discussed; in the conclusions an outlook
of possible developm ents of the calculations of this paper is given.

2 M aster form ulae for BY{B°m ixings

B %{B % m ixings are usually expressed as

@M s,
Xgis ——— i (7)
Bd;s
where 4 M )5 _ Isthemassdierence oftheB g;s{B g;s system and g, = 1=, i
the average totalw idth. Using the e ective B = 2 Ham iltonian discussed in ref. [G_I
one nds
Gg 2 2
Xdis = B ez B MBg, By, Mu So&e) j]t(d;s)jz ; 8)

2 I ref. t_4], they also presented a result which inclides the error due to the extrapolation toa ! 0.
Since our result has been obtained only ata ! 2 GeV, we com pare it w ith the result of ref. Ef] obtained
by tting rsq to a constant in a.



where p 055, Sy (X¢) is a function of the ratio x¢ = mE=MV§ ,Mmand M y are the
top quark and W m asses respectively, Gr the Fem :C'Lloonstant, Vi@;s) the Cabibbo-

K obayashiM askawa m atrix element and s, = fg, Eg 4
T he renom alization group Invariant param eter BAB ;s Isde ned by
" #

N _ (?)
Bo,. = (7 1+ ——035 B, () 9)

w here
Bl ¥ OB 1
Bp,, () = —a 9% 0)
’ g2 M2
3 Bd;s Bd;s

is the operator renom alization scale and £, is the B 4;s-m eson decay constant
PO  s590)B Ei= ip fp : 1)
OAL is the renom alized four{quark operator
1 = b) @ s)ak)  bkx) 5)d&) 12)

and b(x) and gq(x) are the heavy and light quark elds respectively.

T he factor Js can be w ritten in term s of the one-and two-Joop anom alous din en—
sions, © and @, of the operator Oy, ; if Oy, () is renom alized in the M S-scheme
one gets E:]

1 = 102 —ngf ; Jn, = —_— 13)

0;1 are the one- and two-Jdoop coe cients of the function and n ¢ the number of
active light quark avours. ng = 5 for m . Notice that, strictly speaking, BAB is
renom alization scale independent only up to the next-toJeading order.

Since m y, is Jarger than the current values of the Jattice cuto , In order to predict
physical quantities relevant in B -physics a possbility is to use the lattice version ofthe
HQET fj], which allow s a system atic expansion in inverse pow ers of the heavy quark
m ass. It this case, to obtain the physicalm atrix elem ents of the e ective H am ilttonian,
one has to m atch appropriate lattice bare operators to the operator OAL (), which is
renom alized in the continuum \fu1l" theory. T hem atching procedure is conventionally
solitted In two separate steps?.:

1) them atching of the continuum HQET to the full theory;

i) the m atching of the lattice HQET to its continuum counterpart.

3 Asexplained in the rst of refs. ij:] this is, however, unecessary.



The two-loop NexttolLeading O rder (NLO ) anom alous din ension necessary for
step i) has been com puted using the M S dim ensional reqularization in ref. [_g]. As
noticed in ref. [_9], the calculation was, how ever, not com plete because som e elem ents of
the one-doop m ixingm atrix werem issing. T his calculation hasbeen recently com pleted
in refs. [[d, 11]. The nalresul can be written as

SLmp)=Cp(%0L()+Cs (405 (); (14)

whereOAL (m ) is the operator in the full theory renom alized In the M S-schem e at the
a scak equalto bquark mass O tmp) = O ( = m ,)) and

oL 2 hx) @ sagx) h)x O 5qgk)

Os 2 h®) 1 s)ak) h)&a 5 gk) (15)
are the operators of the e ective theory, renom alized at the scale .The elds h and
h') create a heavy-quark or anniilte a heavy antiquark state respectively. The
coe cient finctions are given by [0, 11}

my) (%) sm))
Cp(?) = — 1+ P5J Crmj
(%) (2 4 L my)
2 !d Id ©)
2 1
. 4 sm3) L @2)
( 2) ( 2) NOEENC R
s s 22 11
n @2)#d2
Cs(?) = —2- Csmyp); (16)
s( %)
w here, In naive dim ensional regularization,
2 2
citmi=1 1a2TE comb- stTE a7
w ith
NG 4 AW
di= - J= 1— == 1)
20 o 209
T he elem ents of the one-Jdoop anom alous m ixing m atrix are given by
4 8
A0 A0) _ . A0) A0) _
1 = 8 12 =07 21 T 3 27 3 19)
and
(1) 808 52 , N 64 20)
= — — —nf :
1 9 27 9 f



W e now consider step ii), ie. the m atching of the lattice to the continuum HQET .
O w Ing to the breaking of chiral sym m etry induced by the W ilson tem , the discretized
version of O, , m ixes w ith two new lattice operators as oliow s [[21{ {[4]

!
L

oL() = 1+ 4—5[41n(a2 Y+ D] Oy (@)
L L
+ —2DrOg @ + —=Dy Oy @) (21)
4 4 ,
L4
Os() = 1+ 4—5[5111(‘312 2+ Dg] Og@)+ ::: 22)

where O ; (@) denote a bare lattice operator;

1
50r @) hi) @01+ s)gax) h' ®) @+ s5)ax) ;

1
O0n @) hx) @1 s)a&) h')® @+ s5)ak)
+ h&® @1+ s5)ax) h' & @  s5)qk)

2 h®) @ s)gx) h' ) @+ s5)gk)

+

+ 2 h&) 1+ s5)ax) h) & a sgx) ; 23)

TS“ is the lattice coupling constant and D ;::: ;D r are constants which have been
com puted in onedoop lattice perturbation theory. T he lading logarithm ic correction
to O’ Ineqg. (_2-2) istaken into account by renom alizing the operatorsata scale = 1=a;
the temm D g5 and the ::: represent nie term s of O ( 5). Sinhoe O'g enters only at the
NLO, they do not need to be com puted, cf. egs. ('_l-_é) and (-'_l-j.) . Two ram arks are in

order here:

The value of the constants D; depend on the light quark action used In the
num erical sin ulation. In our case the treeJdevel In proved SW € lover action Lf_S]
wasused and the operatorsw ere In proved by rotating the light-quark propagators

irel.

In the calculation of the coe cients D j, the heavy—quark eld renomm alization
constant com puted in ref. {1){ {l9] was used. This is the de nition which is
consistent w ith in provem ent [[9]and w ith them ethod used to extract them atrix
elem ents of the operators O ; (@), see also the discussion in refs. [_Z-Q, -'_2-14']

T he details of the num erdical calculation ofthe coe cientsD ; can be found in ref. {_1-51]
Here, we only quote the nalresuls:

Dy, = 225 Dgr = 54 Dy = 1490 ©4)



Lattice perturbation theory behaves rather badly due to the presence oftadpole-like
diagram sw hich are typicalofthe lattice case."_’- . For Jogarithm ically divergent operators,
two ram edies to this problem have been proposed in the recent years, nam ely boosted
perturbation theory L2-3] or the non-perturbative renom alization of the operators on
quark and glion states, in a xed gauge @-4_:] Only the rst method can be usd,
since the non-perturbative calculation of the renom alization constants relevant in the
present study has not been perform ed yet.

In eq. 1), for com parison w ith the recent caloulation ofthe UKQ CD collaboration
P11, L = 6=4 u} hasbeen used. up is a measure of the average link varisblk,
Ug = (BK.) ',wihK . thevalie oftheW ilson hopping param eterK at which the pion
m ass vanishes. In the SW -C lover case, the num erical value of the \boosted" coupling
given above is very close to the boosted coupling de ned In tem s of the elem entary
plaquette (see ref. _[2-3] for the di erent de nitions). W e have also used T; = v @),
where vy (@) was also introduced In ref. [_2-3], and g is an appropriate scale, which
can be extracted in one-Joop perturbation theory. For g , the value com puted for the
heavy-light axialvector current for the W ilson action in ref. [_2-5] wasused, g a= 2:18,
wiha'l = 2 GeV, since the appropriate result for the present case is not known.

Putting the corrections of steps i) and ii) together, see egs. {_1-5), (:_2-1'1), 6_2-2) and
4), the renom alized operator OL ) can be written in tem s of the bare lattice
operators O ; @) as follow s:

8L @myp) = Zo, 01 @) + Zo, Or @ + Zo, Ox @) + Zo,Os @) : 25)

T he renom alization constants Z, are obtained from products ofthe coe cients In
egs.{l6), €1) and £2), which are com puted independently and contain tem sofO ( ).
T hus there are two di erent ways in which one can organize the nalresuls, ie. by
including M 1) orexcluding M ,) next-to-next-to-leading term s ofO ( g) (w thout log-
arithm s). Since the corrections are large, di erent choices w ill result in B -param eters
which di erby about 28% . W ith the present state of art this is an intrinsic system atic
error that can be reduced only by incresing the order of the perturbative calculation
in the contlhuum and applying the non-perturbative renom alization to the lattice
operators.

Tn eq. {16), the Zo, have been evaluated by usingm, = 5 GeV, ng:D4 = 200
Mev, = 2Ge&V l=a andnf = 4. At the NLO this choice of the param eters gives

s m 12)) = 0:1842, which is also the value used In eg. 6'_9), since the m atching between
the full theory and the e ective one ismadeat = m .

In 9. @-1;) three possble values for IS“ were used, and them ixing coe clents Z o,
were com puted w ith both options M ; and M ;. The values of the Z ,, together w ith
the corresponding values of IS“ are given in tab]e:i'. In the sam e table we also give the

renomm alization constant of the heavy-light axial current, com puted In ref. _B-ﬁ] at the
NLO , which is needed for the caloulation of the B -param eter, see secs. 3 and 4.

4 The iaccuracy of Jattice perturbation theory has been dem onstrated explicitely in several cases w here
a non-perturbative determm ination of the renomm alization constants was possble @2_:, 2,3;]
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H Opt]'ons ‘ ZOL ‘ ZOR ‘ ZON ‘ ZOS ‘ ZA H

L Standard | M | .7949 | 0317 | 0822 | 1229 | .9035
0796 M, | 7651 | 0394 | -1021 | -1229 | 8989
L Boosted ug | M1 | 6850 | —0581 | —1506 | —1229 | .7932
1458 M, | 6286 | -0722 | -1871 | -1229 | .7847
L BoostedV | M | 6283 | —0717 | —1859 | —1229 | .7363
1800 M, | 5581 | -0891 | -2310 | -1229 | .7257

Tabl 1: Renom alization constants for di erent choices of the Jattice coupling constants and
options, see the text.

T wo observations are necessary at this point.

In ref. :_é_:].] they have used the option M, w ithout, however, lncluding the next—
toJeading corrections of step i). M oreover, they took for g the value given by
is leading logarithm ic expression. This is not consistent at the next-to-leading
order and Introduces a further (@nd easily avoidable) system atic e ect of 10%
In the nalresuk.

Since, n absence of a better control of perturbation theory, the uncertainties are
50 large, it is not worth at this point to vary the value of g¢p, Or to worry
about \quenching", or other m ore subtle questions.

3 Com putation of By on the lattice.

In order to obtain By, we com pute the follow ing two— and threepoint correlation

flinctions X

cER%) = RORAR e AR Y (©;0)Pi; 26)

X 0
Cit) = RS (1;6)0:0;00A5 Yt Pi; @7)

X1 7%2
where i=L R N,S denotes one of the operators on the rhs. of eg. {_23) . The labels
R;R°=1,3D correspond to di erent interpolation operators used for the B -m esons

RRO
COi

At x) = Q‘X’ 5qX) ;

AS (x) = hxi) s59&); 28)
D Xi

A" x) = h (x;) 5q&y) ; @9)

i3

ie. the Jocal (L), the cube-an eared (S) and the doubl cube-an eared O ) axialcurrents
'_Bj]. C orrelators Involving am eared sources were com puted In the C oulom b gauge. T he
last tw o operators were proven to be e ective for isolating the lightest B -m eson state.
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At large tin e distances the correlation fiinctions above behave as

CRR7q) 1 gRgRUg4EL ., (30)
and 0 0
CRR®@ .y | gRgrROB Pi@)B Pi@B I 4e (crve 31)
s TS 2M g
In the above equations
1
Z® = p——=M0A; 0;0)0B1i; (32)

2M 5

and 4 E is the binding energy of the B-meson. To extract the m atrix elem ents, one

takes the ratio .
CoX (i)

0
RGT (it) = ; ; (33)
SCRE(4)CRT ()
which at Jarge tin e distances behaves as
0 o BPi@Bli
RoN (i) ! BN  ———————; (34)
i i 8M2f2y 2
3% 8 8 %a
where Z, is the renom alization constant for the axial current.
T he physical value of the B -param eter is then given by
RRO X 2 L RRO
BB (mb) = ZOiZA BOi N (35)
i=L,;RN ;S

W e callthism ethod the ratio m ethod for determ ning the B param eter. O nem ay also
consider the ratio

0 X CER’( ;1)
RE™ (ite) = B0y g 36)
=LRN;S 3¢ (w)c ()
which at Jarge tin e distances behaves as
: : B P my) B i
RES (ite) ! ZZBEN my) - : 37)
8pm2f2y 2
3B 1B 4a

W e call thism ethod the com bined-ratio m ethod.
Both the ratio and the com bined-ratio m ethod should give the sam e value forBy .
T his is a check of our num erical resuls.



4 N um erical results.

A sexplained in the previous section, the detem ination ofBy requiresthe com putation
ofthe two—and threepoint correlation fuinctions (_2-9') and (.'_2-:/.) . The SW € lover ferm ion
action f_l-i;] for the light quarks was used, In the quenched approxin ation. T he tree—
level in proved E_l-g, :_1-4] propagators of the heavy quarks were com puted in the static
Iim it. O ur results are based on a set 0of 600 gauge eld con gurations, com puted on a
lattice of size 24° 40 at = 6:0. The calculations were perform ed at three values of
the m asses of the light quarks, corresponding to K = 0:1425;0:1432 and 0:1440. This
allow s to extrapolate the results to the chiral Iim it. A 1l the errors have been com puted
w ith the pcknife m ethod by decin ating 30 con gurations at a tim e.

Theprocedure tom easure By isstandard. At xed t; (&), we study the behaviour
of the ratios {33) and (36) as a function of t; (), searching or a plateau n tp ().
By ) isde ned by the weighted average of the data points in the plateau region, if
this exits. W e w ill take as our best determm nation of By (), the value evaluated in
a tin e interval w here the ratios appear to be independent of both t; and t,. Notice
that, contrary to the UKQCD oollaboration, we never com pute the m atrix elem ents
of parity-odd temm s of the di erent operators in egs. (1-5) and (2:2;), because they are
zero by parity. For this reason the m atrix elem ent of O, and Or are equaland in the
follow ng only the results or O, willbe given.

In order to In prove the isolation ofthe lightest m eson state at short tin e-distances,
the ratios (:_3-3) and @-_6) using single and double cubic an eared axial currents were
com puted. T he sizes of the cubes used In our smulation are Ly = 5;7 and 9. From
our previous studies, L = 7 and 9 were shown to give a good isolation of the lightest
state ort=a > 4 S ort=a< 36 35 {_Z-Ej] For this reason, even though a plateau
Seam s to set n at much ealier tines, see g. '1:, the B -param eters w ere extracted from
the ratios {33) and @6) at xed t; = 34{36 and fort; 4.

In g. :I_.:, iIn order to display the quality of our data, the results orR, , Ro, and
Ro, and R = By asa function ofy=a, attp xed are shown in a speci ccase. W ih
our large statistics, we are able to observe the plateaux over large tim edistances. T hus
wewereablto ttheratiosup toti=a= 7{9. On thebasis ofourpreviousexperience,
thism akes us con dent that the lightest m eson state has been isolated.

W ehave tted the ratios (33) and (36) to a constant, for severaltin e<intervals. A's
an exam ple, in tab]e:jz the value of By M ), at several values of the light-quark W ilson
param eter K , is given. Since the results are aln ost independent of the value of the
light quark m ass, they can be safely extrapolated. T he extrapolations to the chiral
Iimit K.= 0:14543 (1)) and to the m ass of the strange quark K s = 0:14367(6)) are
also presented in table Q .

Finally, we discuss the dependence of our results on the an earing size. T he value
of all the m atrix elam ents cbtained w ith di erent sm earing sizes are very close. For
exam ple, In the sam e case as that considered in tablk 2, the values of By fm ) In
the chiral lim i are 0:78 (2), 0:76 (2) and 0:74 (3) orLs = 5;7;9, regpoectively. W ihin
the statistical errors, a system atic shift of the resuls w ith the an earing size cannot

9
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Figure 1: The mtiosRy, , Ro, s Ro, and By from the combined—ratio m ethod are shown as
a function of the time t;, at tb=a = 35. They were computed at K = 0:1432, by using A®,
eg. ©9), with L, = 7. The lbels SPT and BPT refer to standard and boosted perturtation
w ith the V -coupling respectively. T he lines show the tim e-intervalofthe ts.

I Bs () |
| x t=36t=4{8]t=35t=4{9|t=34t=4(6|
0.1425 0.796 (15) 0.774 (19) 0.79 (3)
0.1432 0.792 (16) 0.771 (19) 0.79 (3)
0.1440 0.787 (18) 0.77 2) 0.79 (3)
0.14543 0.78 (2) 0.76 (2) 0.79 (4)
0.14367 0.792) 0.77 2) 0.79 (3)

Table 2: Valies of By () obtained as explined in the text, by using A® , eq. @9), with
Lgs= 7. In oxder to cbtain the renomm alized operators, the boosted V -coupling has been used.
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0.0 I |

-05 — —

Figure 2: Comparison of the contributions of the operators O, Oz, Oy and Og to the
B parameter By (my,). The renom alized operator has been com puted with the V -coupling,
using the option M ;.

be appreciated. Thus we added in quadrature the di erences of the central values
obtained w ith di erent am earings as an error. In g. 2', in order to show the num erical
in portance of the di erent tem s, the contributions of the operators O 1, gz x ;s to the
B param eter are shown. A s expected, the operator O, gives the largest contribution;
the correction given by the three other operators is of the order 0of 20% and cannot be
neglected.

W enow give the nalresultsby considering rstthe ratio m ethod. Forthe di erent
operators the resuls are

By = Bo 0:94 002 004); Bo, = (0298 005 0:04) ;

Bo, = (060 001 0:03); (38)

S

L R

w here, as usual, the rst error is the statistical one and the second is the system atic
one, w hich takes Into acoount ofdi erences com ing from di erent choices ofthe interval
ofthe t and ofthe an earing size.

By using in eg. C_Z-E_‘p) the num erical values of the renom alization constants from
table il, the values of By, given in table 3 were obtained. The results from the ratio
or the com bined-ratio m ethods are Indistinguishable. N otice, how ever, the large di er—
ences com Ing from di erent choices of (equivalent) sets of perturbative renom alization
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H O ptions R atio m ethod ‘ C om bined-ratio m ethod H

L Standard | M ; 0.87 (4) 0.87 ()
0.0796 M, 0.81 (4) 0.81(5)
L Boosted ug | M 1 0.82(5) 0.81(5)
0.1458 M, 0.67 (5) 0.67 @)
L BoostedV | M 0.77 (6) 0.76 (5)
0.1800 M, 055 (6) 0.54 (4)

Table 3: ValuesofBg, ) ordi erent choices of the Iatthice coupling constants and options,
see the text.

constants. From the resuls ofthe table, by using eqg. @), it is straightforw ard to derive
the renom alization group invariant BAB -

In table 4, our results Hr By are com pared to other determ inations. In the tablk
BAB(ld) and BA];Zd) refers to the renom alization group nvariant B -param eters com puted
from By, fn ) using the leading or next-toJeading form ulae respectively. T he leading
form ula is obtained from eg. @) by dropping the term proportionalto Js and by using
the oneloop expression for ¢ (@t one obop s f)) = 02342). A s for the results of
the other groups, irrespectively of the fact that they used leading or next-to-Jleading
form ulae to com puteBg , (my,), we evolved their value from the scale used in the original
papertom = 5 G€&V using the one loop evolution equations. For this reason som e of
the num bers in the tablem ay di er from those quoted In the corresponding references.

O ur results are In good agreem ent w ith those ofUKQ CD E_Z-}'], when a sim ilar recipe
for the renom alization constants is used E'.' The UKQCD number reported in tab]e;fl
should be com pared w ith the value obtained w ith the M , recipe and the uy coupling
oconstant, see tab]e:_?a. W ih the exception of the result of ref. Ei-g], which was obtained
using the W ilson action for light quarks and is surprisingly large, the static value is
an aller than other determm nations of the sam e quantity obtained in the \fill" theory,
ie. by extrapolating in the heavy quark massm o results cbtained formg my '_B-g]{
B2]. A large value was also obtained by the QCD sum rul calulation of ref. P41.

>From the study of the B -param eter as a function of the light-quark m ass, we also
get

B B
“Bs = ZBs 2 101 001 : 39)

A

BBd BBd

N otice that this ratio is alm ost lndependent of choice of the di erent possble options
in the calculation of the renom alization constants, see sec. d.
U sing the sam e set of gauge eld con gurations, the follow ing ratio has also been

5 W e recallthat there are som e di erences because they have om m itted the NLO corrections and used by
m istake the constants of ref. @g] Instead ofref. [}é] These di erencesare, how ever, num erically unin portant.
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~ (1)

£~ (2)

H BBd BBd Bp, Mmy) Authors Ref. R em arks H
14522) | 158@4) | 0.99(15) N arison et al Pd] Q SSR
129(7) | 140() | 088() ELC 30] Extrapolated W ilson = 64
130(9) | 142(@0) | 089(7) Sonietal B1] Extrapolated W ilson = 57 63
131(7) | 1.42(7) | 0.89547) JLOCD 32 Extrapolated W ilson = 6:1
123(9) | 134(10) | 0.840 (60) JLQCD 32] Extrapolated W ilson = 63
101(6) | 110(6) | 0.69@4) UKQCD D] Static Clover = 62
142(6) | 154(6) | 097() | Christensen etal B3] StaticW ilson = 60
111(7) | 1218) | 0.76() APE T his work StaticClover = 60M ;
0.79(6) | 086(6) | 054(4) APE Thiswork StaticClover = 60M ,

Tablk 4: Values of the B -param eter as determ ined by previous studies, and from the present

one, are presented for com parison. By

Sy, and B

5, refers to the renom alization group in-

variant B -param eters com puted from B 5, (M) using the kading or next-to-leading form ulae

respectively. T he resuls of this work are those obtained by using the \Boosted V" T

m easured (see ref. ﬁ_Z-é for details)

s *

fs,
= 147 003 (40)
By
Combining egs. (39) and (@0), one gets
f2 B
B: P = 138 007 : (41)
de Br,
By using eg. {g) and the above resul, one obtains
x
T2~ @45 043) Vi3 (42)
Xq td]2

w here, for the m asses and lifetin es of the B -m esons, we have used the values given in
ref. Bl.

5 Conclisions

In this work we have com puted the B -param eter of the B -m eson in the static lim i,
on 600 gauge eld con gurations with an In proved action. G iven the large set of
con gurations, our statistical errors are rather sm all. T he large statistics allow s also a
reduction of the systam atic errors com ing from the in perfect isolation of the ground
state. E rrors com Ing from the extrapolation to the chiral lm it are also quite sm all.
M oreover, for this quantity, the error com ing from the quenched approxin ation was
estim ated to be negligble [_54] T hus the m ost In portant source of system atic error
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in our results is the determm Ination of the renom alization constants, which are known
so far only In one-loop lattice perturbation theory. In order to in prove the accuracy
of the lattice predictions for the B param eter in the static theory, a non-perturbative
com putation of these constants is clearly necessary.
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