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The status of heavy quark expansions for charm and beauty lifetim e ratios is

reviewed.Taking noteofthesurprising sem iquantitativesuccessofthisdescription

for charm hadrons I interprete the new data on �(D s) and re-iterate the callfor

m ore precise m easurem ents of �(�
0;+
c ) and �(
 c). A slightly larger B � than

B d lifetim e isstarting to em erge aspredicted;the largestlifetim e di�erence in the

beauty sector,nam ely in �(B c)vs.�(B )hascorrectly been predicted;theproblem

posed by the short � b lifetim e rem ains. The need for m ore accurate data also on

�(B s) and �(�
� ;0

b
) is em phasized. I discuss quark-hadron duality as the central

theoreticalissue at stake here.
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1 Introduction

The lifetim e ofa hadron represents an observable offundam entalas wellas

practicalim portance: (i) Its m agnitude reveals whether the decay is driven

by strong,electrom agneticorweak forces;(ii)itconstitutesan essentialengi-

neering num berfortranslating m easured branching ratiosinto widths. Yeta

strong m otivation to m easurea quantity doesnotnecessarily im ply a need for

a precise theoreticaldescription.Furtherm ore we allunderstand thatnothing

thatisgoingtohappen ornothappen in thetheory ofweak lifetim eswillm ake

anybody abandon Q CD asthe theory ofthe strong interactions. Afterall,it

istheonly gam ein town afterstring theory hasraised itsam bition to becom e

the theory ofeverything rather than m erely the theory ofthe strong forces

whereithad �rstem erged.

Thecentralthem eofm y talk willbethatdeveloping such a theory repre-

sentsa forum foraddressing the nextfrontierin Q CD,nam ely quark-hadron

duality or duality for short. The concept ofduality constitutes an essential

elem entin any Q CD based description and ithasbeen invoked sincetheearly

daysofthequark m odel.Fora long tim elittleprogresshappened in thisarea;

fora violation ofduality can bediscussed in a m eaningfulway only ifonehas

a reliable theoreticaltreatm entofnonperturbative e�ects.

Let m e illustrate that through an exam ple. A prioriit would be quite

reasonable to assum e that relating the weak decay width ofa heavy 
avour

hadron to the �fth power of its m ass rather than the heavy quark m ass {

�(H Q )/ M 5(H Q ){ would incorporateboundstatee�ectsastheleading non-

perturbative corrections(and that is indeed what we originally did 1). O nly

after developing a consistent theory for the weak decays of such hadrons

through the operator product expansion did we realize that such an ansatz

would violate duality. For it leads to a large correction of order 1=m Q {

M 5(H Q )’ (m Q + ��)5 ’ m 5
Q
(1+ 5��=m Q ){ which isanathem a to theO PE

2!

Thisexam plealready indicatesthatthestudy ofheavy 
avourdecayshad

given new im petus to addressing duality: it has provided us with new theo-

reticaltools,and ithasre-em phasized the need to understand the lim itations

to duality sinceoneaim satextracting fundam entalK M param eterswith high

num ericalaccuracy from sem ileptonicdecays.

Nonleptonic transitions provide a rich and m ultilayered lab to analyze

duality and itslim itations;they can actasa m icroscopeexactly becausethey

arethoughtofcontaininglargerduality violationsthan sem ileptonicreactions.
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2 H eavy Q uark Expansions

The weak decay width fora heavy 
avourhadron H Q into an inclusive �nal

statef can be expressed through an operatorproductexpansion (O PE)2;3:

�(H Q ! f)=
G 2
F
m 5

Q

192�3
jVC K M j2

"

c
(f)

3 hH Q j�Q Q jH Q i+ c
(f)

5

�2
G
(H Q )

m 2
Q

+

+
X

i

c
(f)

6;i �
hH Q j(�Q �iq)(�q�iQ )jH Q i

m 3
Q

+ O (1=m 4
Q )

#

; (1)

where�2
G
(H Q )� hHQ j�Q

i

2
�� G Q jHQ i.Eq.(1)exhibitsthefollowingim portant

features:

� Theexpansion involves

{ c-num bercoe�cientsc
(f)

i
calculablewithin short-distancephysics;

{ expectation valuesoflocaloperatorsgiven by longdistancephysics;

their values can be inferred from sym m etry argum ents,other ob-

servables,Q CD sum rules,lattice studiesand quark m odels;

{ inversepowersoftheheavy quark m assm Q scaling with theknown

dim ensionsofthe variousoperators.

The nonperturbative e�ectson the decay width { a dynam icalquantity

{ can thus be expressed through expectation values and quark m asses.

Thosebeing static quantitiescan be calculated with decentreliability.

� A crucialelem entofW ilson’sprescription forthisexpansion isthatital-

lowsaselfconsistentseparationofshort-distancedynam icsthatislum ped

into thecoe�cientsc
(f)

i
and long-distancedynam icsthatentersthrough

the expectation valuesoflocaloperators. This isachieved through the

introduction ofthe auxiliary scale � thatentersboth in the coe�cients

and them atrix elem ents.Asam atterofprincipleobservableshaveto be

independantof�sinceNaturecannotbesensitiveto how wearrangeour

com putationaltasks.In practise,however,�hastobechosen judiciously

forthose very tasks:on one hand one would like to choose� ashigh as

possible to obtain a reliable perturbative expression in powersof�S(�);

on the other hand one likes to have it as low as possible to evaluate

the expectation values in powersof�=m Q . This‘Scylla and Charybdis’

dilem m a can be tackled by choosing � ’ 1 G eV. For sim plicity Iwill

notstate the dependanceon �explicitely although itisim plied.
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� Thefreequarkm odelorspectatorexpression em ergesasym ptotically(for

m Q ! 1 )from the �Q Q operatorsincehH Q j�Q Q jH Q i= 1+ O (1=m 2
Q
).

� No O (1=mQ )contribution can arise in the O PE since there is no inde-

pendantdim ension fouroperator(with colourdescribed by a localgauge

theory)b.Thishastwo im portantconsequences:

{ W ith theleadingnonperturbativecorrectionsarisingatorder1=m 2
Q ,

theirsize istypically around 5 % in beauty decays. They had not

been anticipated in thephenom enologicaldescriptionsofthe1980’s.

{ A 1=m Q contribution can ariseonly dueto a m assiveduality viola-

tion.Thusone should seta ratherhigh threshold before accepting

such a statem ent.

� PauliInterference (PI)4,W eak Annihilation (W A)5 form esonsand W -

scattering (W S)forbaryonsariseunam biguously and naturally in order

1=m 3
Q
with W A being helicity suppressed 1. They m ainly drive the dif-

ferencesin the lifetim esofthe varioushadronsofa given heavy 
avour.

The expectation values of �Q Q and �Q i

2
�� G Q are known with su�cient

accuracy forthepresentpurposesfrom thehyper�nesplittingsand thecharm

and beauty hadron m asses7.

Thelargestuncertaintiesenterin theexpectation valuesforthedim ension-

six four-ferm ion operatorsin order 1=m 3
Q
. For m esons Iwillinvoke approx-

im ate factorization at a low scale of around 1 GeV.O ne should note that

factorizable contributionsata low scale � 1 G eV willbe partially nonfactor-

izableatthe high scalem Q !

For baryons there is no concept offactorization,and we have to rely on

quark m odelresults.

Below Iwilldiscussm ainly hadron-speci�cduality violationsa�ecting the

ratiosbetween di�erenthadronsofa given heavy 
avour.

3 Lifetim es ofC harm H adrons

O ne rough m easure forthe num ericalstability ofthe 1=m c expansion ispro-

vided by
p
�2
G
(D )=m 2

c ’ 0:5 asan e�ectice expansion param eterwhich isnot

sm allcom pared to one. O bviously one can expect { at best { a sem iquanti-

tative description.The m esonic four-quark m atrix elem entsare calibrated by

fD � 200 M eV and fD s
=fD ’ 1:1� 1:2.

bThe operator �Q i6D Q can be reduced to the leading operator �Q Q through the equation of

m otion.
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1=m c expect.
7 theory com m ents data

�(D
+
)

�(D 0)
� 2 PIdom inant 2:55� 0:034 (updated)

�(D
+

s
)

�(D 0)
1.0 -1.07 withoutW A 8 1:125� 0:042 PDG ’98

0.9 -1.3 with W A 8 1:211� 0:017

1:08� 0:04 Q CD sum rules9 E791,CLEO ,FO CUS
�(�

+

c
)

�(D 0)
� 0:5 quark m odelm atrix elem ents 0:489� 0:008 (updated)

�(�
+

c
)

�(�
+

c )
� 1:3 ditto 1:75� 0:36 PDG ’98

�(�
+

c
)

�(� 0

c
)

� 2:8 ditto 3:57� 0:91 PDG ’98

�(�
+

c
)

�(
 c)
� 4 ditto 3:9� 1:7 PDG ’98

y = ��

2�

�
�
D 0

� O (1% ) testbed forduality � 6% � y � 0:3% CLEO

Table 1:Lifetim e ratios in the charm sector

O n generalgroundsoneexpectsthe following hierarchy in lifetim es6;7:

�(D + )> �(D 0)� �(D+s )� �(�+c )> �(�+
c )> �(�0c)> �(
c) (2)

Table1 showsthe predictionsand data.A few com m entsarein orderhere:

� You apply the1=mc expansion atyourown risk.Itiseasy to listreasons

why it should failto reproduce even the qualitative pattern expressed

in Eq.(2). However com paring the data with the expectations shows

agreem enteven on the sem iquantitativelevel.Thiscould be accidental;

yetIwillexplorethepossibility thatitisnot.O neshould notethatthe

longestand shortestlifetim esdi�erby a factorofabouttwenty!

� PIisthem ain enginedriving theD+ � D0 lifetim edi�erenceasalready

anticipated in the ‘old’analysis ofG uberina et al. 4;the m ain im pact

ofthe HQ E for this point was to show that W A cannotconstitute the

leading e�ectand thatB R SL (D
0)’ 7% isconsistentwith PIbeing the

leading e�ect,see below c. In quoting a lifetim e ratio of� 2 Iam well

awarethatthem easured valueisdi�erentfrom two.Yetthatnum erical

di�erence is within the theoreticalnoise level: one could use fD = 220

M eV ratherthan 200 M eV and W A,which hasbeen ignored here,could

accountfor10 -20 % ofthe D 0 width.

c�(D + )isguaranteed to rem ain positive ifthe range in m om entum overwhich PIcan occur

is properly evaluated. To put it di�erently: while one cannot count on obtaining a reliable

value for�(D + ),a nonsensicalresultwillarise only ifone m akes a m istake.
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� Since�(Ds)=�(D
0)’ 1:07 can begenerated withoutW A 8,the‘old’data

on �(D s)=�(D
0)had provided an independanttestforW A notbeing the

leading source for�(D 0)6= �(D + );itactually allowed foritbeing quite

irrelevant. The ‘new’data recon�rm the �rst conclusion;at the sam e

tim e they point to W A as a stillsigni�cant process. A recentanalysis

ofW A relying on Q CD sum rules9 is not quite able to reproduce the

observed lifetim e ratio;furtheranalysisalong theselinesiscalled for.

� The 1=m2c contribution controlled by �2
G
(D ) reduces the sem ileptonic

width com m on to D 0 and D + m esons;this brings the absolute values

observed for B R SL (D
0) and B R SL (D

+ ) in line with what is expected

when itism ainly PIthatgeneratesthe D + � D0 lifetim e di�erence.

� Thedescription ofthebaryoniclifetim esishelped by theforgivingexper-

im entalerrors. M ore accurate m easurem entsof�(�+ ;0c ;
c)are needed.

They m ightwellexhibitde�cienciesin the theoreticaldescription.

� Nonuniversalsem ileptonic widths { �SL(D ) 6= �SL(�c) 6= �SL(�c) 6=

�SL(
c){ arepredicted with them ain e�ectbeing constructivePIin � c

and 
c decays;the lifetim e ratiosam ong the baryonswillthusnotget

re
ected in theirsem ileptonic branching ratios;oneestim ates10

B R SL (�
0
c)� B RSL(�c) $ �(�0c)� 0:5� �(�c) (3)

B R SL (�
+
c )� 2:5� B RSL(�c) $ �(�+c )� 1:3� �(�c) (4)

B R SL (
c) < 15% (5)

� O n generalgroundsoneexpects��(D 0)=�(D 0)� tg2�C � SU (3)F lbreak-

ing � O (0:01). Ifthe data show thatthe lifetim e di�erence forthe two

neutralD m asseigenstatesissigni�cantly below thisbound,one would

havelearned an intriguing lesson on duality.

4 Lifetim es ofB eauty H adrons

4.1 Orthodoxy

Thenum ericalstability ofthe1=m b expansion ischaracterisedby
p
�2
G
(B )=m 2

b

’ 0:13 � 1;i.e. such an expansion should yield ratherreliable num ericalre-

sults. M erely reproducing the qualitative pattern would be quite unsatisfac-

tory. Iwillalso use fB � 200 M eV and fB s
=fB ’ 1:1� 1:2. Table 2 shows

predictions12;7 and data.Again som ecom m entsto elucidatethese �ndings:
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1=m b expect. theory com m ents data

�(B
+
)

�(B d)
1+ 0:05

�
fB

200 M eV

�2
PIin �(B + ) 1:066� 0:024

factorization at 1 G eV
��(B s)

�(B d)
1:0� O (0:01) 0:94� 0:04

��(B s)

�(B s)
0:18�

�
fB s

200 M eV

�2
�rstcalculated in Ref.11 � 0.46 (95 % C.L.)

�(B c) � 0:5 psec largestlifetim e di�erence! 0:46� 0:17 psec
�(� b)

�(B d)
0.9 -1.0 quark m odelm atrix elem ents 0:79� 0:05

Table 2:Lifetim e ratiosin the beauty sector

� Theoriginalpredictionsforthe m eson lifetim es,which had encountered

theoreticalcriticism 13,areon them ark.(i)A recentlatticestudy14 �nds

a resultquite consistentwith the originalwork based on factorization1:

�(B + )

�(B d)
= 1:03� 0:02� 0:03 (6)

(ii) Sceptics willargue that predicting lifetim e ratios close to unity is

notoverly im pressive.In responseone should pointoutthatthe largest

lifetim edi�erenceby far{
�(B c)

�(B d)
’ 1

3
{ hasbeen predicted correctly and

thatthe absenceofcontributions� O (1=mQ )had been crucialthere!

� A seriouschallenge arisesfrom the ‘short’baryon lifetim e. In term s of

� � 1� �(�b)=�(B d)the data can be expressed by

� experim = 0:21� 0:05 (7)

A detailed analysisofquark m odelcalculations15 �ndshowever

� theor:= 0:03� 0:12 (8)

Reanalysesby otherauthorsagreewith Eq.(8)16 { asdoesa pilotlattice

study17:� lattice = (0:07� 0:09).A recentanalysisbased on Q CD sum

rulesarrivesata signi�cantly largervalue:� Q C D SR = 0:13� 0:2118.If

true itwould rem ovethe problem .However,Iwould like to understand

betterhow the sum rulesanalysiscan di�erso m uch from otherstudies

given thatitstillusesthe valence quark approxim ation.

� An essentialquestion for future studies concerns the lifetim es of the

beauty hyperons�
� ;0
b

.O n generalgroundsone expects�(�
�
b
)> �(�b),
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�(�0
b
)7. M ore speci�cally,using the observed charm hyperon lifetim es

and SU (3)sym m etry a very sizeablee�ecthasbeen predicted 16:

�(��
b
)� �(�b)

�(�b)
� 0:14� 0:21 (9)

4.2 Heresy

Assaid before,the ansatz �(H Q )/ M (H Q )
5 which would yield �(�b)=�(B d)

’ 0:75 and therefore has been re-surrected 19 is anathem a to the O PE since

it would im ply the nonperturbative corrections to be oforder 1=m Q ! The

B � � Bd lifetim e di�erenceisstilla O (1=m
3
b
)e�ect. d

Notwithstanding m y em ployer I am willing to consider heresy,though,

sinceitm akessom efurtherprediction thatdi�erfrom the O PE �ndings:

��(B s)

�(B d)
=

�
M (B d)

M (B s)

� 5

’ 0:94 (10)

�(�b)=�(�
0
b)=�(�

�
b
)’ 1=0:85=0:85; (11)

the expectation M (�b)� M (�b)’ M (�c)� M (�c)hasbeen used in Eq.(11).

O n the down side I do not see how such an ansatz can yield a correct

prediction for�(B c)in a naturalway.

O ne can also add that such an ansatz helps to understand neither the

pattern northesizeofthelifetim edi�erencesin thecharm sector.Agreem ent

with the data can be enforced,though,by adjusting19 { in an ad-hoc fashion

Iwould say { the contributionsfrom PI,W A and W S.

5 O n Q uark-H adron D uality

5.1 GeneralRem arks

Duality hasbeen an early and som ewhatfuzzy elem entofquark m odelargu-

m ents. It can be expressed as follows: "Rates evaluated on the parton level

‘approxim ate’observableratessum m ed overa ‘su�cientnum ber’ofhadronic

channels." Itwasneverstated clearly how good an approxim ation itprovided

and what is m eant by ‘su�cient num ber’;it was thought,though,that this

num berhad to be largerthan oforderunity.

Heavy quark theory has opened up new theoreticaltools as wellas per-

spectivesonto duality;itdem onstrated thatduality can hold even with oneor

d It has been shown 20 (at least for sem ileptonic transitions) that duality is im plem ented

as follows: ‘quark phase space + nonperturbative corrections =̂ hadronic phase space +

boundstate e�ects’!
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two channelsdom inating { ifan additionalfeaturelikeheavy quark sym m etry

intervenes21.Thishasbeen dem onstrated forsem ileptonicb! cdecays.The

goalisto understand bettertheoriginsoflim itationsto duality and to develop

som e quantitative m easures for it. The new tools that are being brought to

bear on this problem are (a) the O PE;(b) the so-called sm allvelocity sum

rules22 and (c)the ’tHooftm odel.

The results obtained so farshow there are di�erentcategoriesofduality

{ localvs. globaletc. duality { depending on the am ount ofaveraging or

‘sm earing’thatisinvolved and thatduality can neitherbeuniversalnorexact.

Duality is typically based on dispersion relations expressing observable

ratesaveraged oversom e kinem aticalvariablesthrough an O PE constructed

in theEuclidean region.Therearenaturallim itationsto theaccuracy ofsuch

anexpansion;am ongotherthingsitwillhavetobetruncated.In anycase,such

a powerexpansion willexhibitno sensitivity to a term likeexp(� mQ =�Q C D ).

Yet upon analyticalcontinuation from the Euclidean to the M inskowskian

dom ain thisexponentially suppressed term turnsinto sin(m Q =�Q C D ){ which

is not surpressed at all! I.e.,the O PE cannot account for such term s that

could becom e quite relevant in M inkowskispace and duality violations can

thusenterthrough these‘oscillating’term s;theopening ofthresholdsprovides

a m odelforsuch a scenario. Actually they willbe surpressed som ewhatlike

(1=m k
Q
)sin(m Q =�Q C D )with thepowerk dependingon thedynam icsin general

and the reaction in particular. This could produce also a ‘heretical’1=m Q

contribution from a dim ension-�veoperator:

1

m 2
Q

sin

�
m Q

�Q C D

�

= O (1=m Q ) (12)

Thecolour
ow in sem ileptonicaswellasnonleptonicspectatordecaysand

in W A issuch thatduality can arisenaturally;i.e.,naturehad to bem alicious

to create sizeable duality violations. Yetin PI{ because itisan interference

phenom enon { thesituation ism uch m orecom plex leading to seriousconcerns

aboutthe accuracy with which duality can apply here.

5.2 ’tHooftM odel

Them ostrelevantfeaturesofthe’tHooftm odelare:(1)Q CD in 1+ 1 dim en-

sionsobviouslycon�nes.(2)ItissolvableforN C ! 1 :itsspectrum ofnarrow

resonancescan be calculated ascan theirwavefunctions.

Duality can then be probed directly by com paring the width evaluated

through the O PE with a sum over the ‘hadronic’resonances appropriately

9



sm eared overthe threshold region:

�O P E (H Q ) $
X

n

�(H Q ! fn) (13)

Such a program has been �rst pursued using num ericalm ethods;it lead to

claim sthatduality violationsarisein thetotalwidth through a 1=m Q term 23

and quantitatively m orem assively in W A 24.

Howeveran analyticalstudy hasshown thatneitheroftheseclaim siscor-

rect:perfectm atching ofthe O PE expression with thesum overthe hadronic

resonanceswasfound through high orderin 1=m Q
25;26.The sam e resultwas

obtained forthe m oreintriguing caseofPI26;27.

6 Sum m ary and O utlook

A m atureform alism genuinelybasedon Q CD hasbeen developedfordescribing

inclusive nonleptonic heavy 
avourdecays.Itcan tackle questionsthatcould

notbeaddressedbeforein am eaningfulway;evenfailurescan teachusvaluable

lessonson nonperturbativeaspectsofQ CD,nam ely on lim itationsto duality.

A fairly successfulsem iquantitativepicturehasem erged forthelifetim esof

charm hadronsconsidering thewidespan characterised by �(D + )=�(
c)� 20;

while thism ightbe a coincidence,itshould be noted:

� PIprovides the leading e�ect driving the D+ � D0 lifetim e di�erence;

thisconclusion isfully consistentwith theabsolutevalueforB R SL (D
0).

� Thisyear’sprecisenew experim entalresult

�(D s)

�(D 0)
= 1:211� 0:017 (14)

con�rm sthispicture:W A isnonleading,though stillsigni�cant.Itrepre-

sentsan interestingchallem geto�nd thefootprintofW A in som eclasses

ofexclusive�nalstates.

� M ore precise data on the �0;+c and 
c lifetim es are very m uch needed.

Those m ightrevealseriousde�cienciesin the predictions. Itshould be

noted thatthe sem ileptonic widthsforbaryonsarenotuniversal!

The scorecard forbeauty lifetim eslooksasfollows:

� The predictionsfor�(B� )=�(B d)and even m ore im pressively for�(B c)

appearto be borneoutby experim ent.
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� Thejury isstillouton �(Bs).

� The �b lifetim e providesa sti� challenge to theory. Itshould be noted

thatm ostauthorshaveshown a rem arkablelack of
exibility in accom -

m odating �(�b)=�(B d)< 0:9,which isquiteunusualin thislineofwork.

M aybeexperim entwillshow m ore
exibility.

� Accuratedataon�(�
� ;0
b

)willbeessentialtocelebratesuccessordiagnose

failure.

Havingdeveloped atheoreticalfram ework fortreatingnonperturbativee�ects,

wecan addresstheissueofduality violations.W hilewehavebegun to under-

stand bettertheirorigins,we have not(yet)found a m odeltheory thatcould

explain the short�b lifetim e asa duality lim itation.

Thereare,ofcourse,di�erentlayersoffailureconceivableand the lessons

onewould haveto draw:

� A refusalby thedata to m oveup thevalueof�(�b)could beinterpreted

as showing that the quark m odelprovides a very inadequate toolto

estim atebaryonicexpectation values.

� A low valueoftheaverageBs lifetim e{ say ��(B s)< 0:96�(B d){ had to

be seen asa very signi�cantlim itation to duality.

Clearly there is a lot we willlearn from future data on lifetim es and other

inclusiverates{ oneway orthe other.
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