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Abstract

W epresentalatticeQ CD calculation oftheform factorsand di�erentialdecay

ratesforsem ileptonic decaysofthe heavy-lightm esonsB and D to the �nal

state �l�.Theresultsare obtained with three m ethodologicalim provem ents

overpreviouslattice calculations:a m atching procedurethatreducesheavy-

quark lattice artifacts,the �rststudy oflattice-spacing dependence,and the

introduction ofkinem aticcutstoreducem odeldependence.W eshow thatthe

m ain system atics are controllable (within the quenched approxim ation) and

outlinehow thecalculationscould beim proved to aid currentexperim entsin

thedeterm ination ofjVubjand jVcdj.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Processesinvolving weak decaysofB and D m esonsareofgreatinterest,because they
yield inform ation on the m ore poorly known elem entsofthe Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa
(CKM ) m atrix. Sem ileptonic decays have traditionally been used to determ ine the CKM
m atrix, for exam ple, Vud (through nuclear �-decay), Vus (K l3), Vcb (B ! D (�)l�), and
Vub (b ! ul�) [1]. In the �rst three cases avor sym m etries (isospin,SU(3) avor,and
heavy quark sym m etry,respectively)greatly sim plify one’stheoreticalunderstanding ofthe
hadronictransition m atrix elem ents.In thesym m etry lim it,and atzero recoil,currentcon-
servation ensuresthatthem atrix elem entsareexactly norm alized.Even when estim atesof
thedeviationsfrom thesym m etry lim itaredi�culttocalculatereliably,thedeviationstend
to be sm all. Thus,the overalltheoreticaluncertainty on the decay process is under con-
trol.Given good experim entalm easurem ents,thisprocedurethen determ inestheassociated
elem entoftheCKM m atrix.

Forsem ileptonic decaysofcharm ed orb-avored m esonsinto lightm esonsthere areno
avorsym m etriesto constrain thehadronicm atrix elem ents.Asaresult,theerrorson jVubj
are currently dom inated by theoreticaluncertainties and are notwellknown [1]. Forthe
sam ereason thebestvalueforjVcdj,atthistim e,com esfrom neutrino production ofcharm
o� ofvalence d quarks(with the crosssection from perturbative QCD),ratherthan from
the sem ileptonic D decays. In thispaperwe take a step towardsreducing the theoretical
uncertainty by using latticeQCD to calculatetheform factorsforthedecaysB ! �l� and
D ! �l�. Although ourresults are in the quenched approxim ation,we introduce several
m ethodologicalim provem entsthatcarry overto fullQCD.M oreover,thiswork isthe �rst
to study thelattice-spacing dependence oftheform factors.

There isa considerable ongoing experim entale�orton thissubject,which willlead to
m easurem entsofthedi�erentialdecay rates.ForB ! �l�,

d�

dp
=
G 2
F jVubj

2

24�3
2m B p

4jf+ (E )j2

E
; (1.1)

where E = p� � pB =m B is the energy ofthe pion in the rest fram e ofthe B m eson,and

p =
q

E 2 � m2� is the m agnitude ofthe corresponding three-m om entum . (p� and pB are
four-m om enta. ForD ! �l�,replace Vub with Vcd,m B with m D ,and pB with pD .) The
non-perturbativeform factorf+ (E )param etrizesthehadronicm atrix elem entoftheheavy-
to-lighttransition,

h�(p�)jV
�jB (pB )i= f+ (E )

"

pB + p� �
m 2

B � m2�

q2
q

#�

+ f0(E )
m 2

B � m2�

q2
q
�
; (1.2)

whereV� isthecharged b! u vectorcurrent,and q= pB � p� isthem om entum transferred
totheleptons.Forreasonsthatarem adeclearbelow,weprefertoconsidertheform factors
f+ and f0 asfunctionsofE .Thiskinem aticvariableisrelated to them orecom m on choice
q2 = m 2

B + m 2
� � 2mB E .Thecontribution off0 to thedecay rateissuppressed by a factor

(m l=m B )2 so weshallpresenttherategiven in Eq.(1.1).In thedecay B ! ��� both form
factorsareim portant,however,so both aretabulated below,in Sec.VI.
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The �rstdeterm inationsofjVubjcam e from therateoftheinclusive sem ileptonic decay
B ! X ul�. In general,inclusive rates can be described m odel-independently through an
operatorproductexpansion (OPE),leading to a double seriesin �Q CD=m b and �s(m b)[2].
Thus,they are subject to non-perturbative and perturbative uncertainties. In particular,
one requires the quantities ��,� 1,and �2,which are de�ned in the heavy-quark e�ective
theory.1 The huge charm background in B ! X ul� m ustbe elim inated by im posing a cut
eitheron thecharged lepton energy [4],on thehadronicinvariantm ass[5],oron q2 [6].Such
cutsnarrow the kinem atic acceptance and m ay,therefore,increase sensitivity to violations
ofquark-hadron duality,which ishard to quantify.

The di�erentialrates ofexclusive decays o�er an alternative route to jV ubjand jVcdj.
This m ethod is lim ited,however,by uncertainties in the form factors,such as f+ (E ) in
Eq.(1.1). In the case ofD decays,the E dependence ofthe rate hasbeen m easured only
forD ! K l� [7]. The FOCUS collaboration [8]willim prove thatm easurem ent and also
should be able to m easure the E dependence in the Cabibbo-suppressed m ode D ! �l�.
Firstm easurem entsofthebranching ratiosforB ! �l� and B ! �l� havebeen presented
by theCLEO collaboration [9].Theform factorsforalltheseprocessesarecalculable with
latticeQCD.Hereweconcentrateon calculatingtheform factorsforB ! �l� (andsim ilarD
decays).ThebranchingratioisnotaslargeasforB ! �l�,and thereareotherexperim ental
di�culties[10]. On the otherhand,with vectorm esonsseveralform factorsenterinto the
decay rate. Furtherm ore,one m ight expect greateruncertainties forthe � (and ! and �)
from thequenched approxim ation,becauseoftheirnon-zero hadronicwidths.

W ith lattice QCD a very pressing issue is to understand the system atic uncertainties.
Indeed,an im portantjusti�cation forusing thequenched approxim ation isthatthesavings
in com putertim eallow usto study theothersystem atic uncertaintiesin detail.To control
system aticerrorsweapply threem ain m ethodologicalim provem entsin thispaper:wenor-
m alizetheheavy-quark action and currentin a way thatreducesheavy-quark discretization
e�ects,wehavethreedi�erentlatticespacingsto study any rem aining discretization e�ects,
and weintroducekinem aticcutsto avoid m odeldependence.

First,letusconsiderthe discretization forthe heavy quark. Atthe lattice spacings,a,
currently in use,the large m ass ofthe b quark m eans that m ba > 1. To controllattice
spacing e�ects,we adopt the approach ofRef.[11],which takes an im proved action for
W ilson ferm ions,butadjuststhecouplingsin theaction and thenorm alization ofthecurrent
so thatthe leading and next-to-leading term sin the heavy-quark e�ective theory (HQET)
are correct. By applying HQET directly to lattice observables, one can show that the
heavy-light m eson has sm alldiscretization e�ects [12],in our case oforder �s�Q CD =m Q ,
�s�Q CDa,(�Q CD =m Q )2,and (�Q CD a)2.Thesenorm alization conditionsallow usto perform
ourcalculationsdirectly atthe physicalm assm Q = m b. Thisapproach hasalready been
successfully applied in calculationsofB and D m eson decay constantsbyfourgroups[13{16]
and in calculations ofthe form factorsforB ! D (�)l� atzero recoil[17]. W ork on B !

�l� by two other groups [18{20]with the sam e action (but di�erent lattice currents) has
used norm alization conditions designed forlight quarks,which su�er from errorsoforder

1A new m ethod forcalculating ��,� 1,and �2 can befound in Ref.[3].
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�sm Q a [18]or(m Q a)2 [19,20]. To reduce these e�ectstheircalculationshave been carried
outwith pseudoscalarm eson m asses 1:2 GeV < m P < 2:0 GeV [19]or1:7 GeV < m P <

2:6GeV [20].W ehavenotbeenpersuaded thatHQET canbeusedtoguidetheextrapolation
from thereback up to m B = 5:3 GeV.

Second,there are cuto� e�ects oforder� ska and (ka)2 from the lightquark,where k
is the m om entum ofthe light quarks inside the m esons. Forlight orheavy-light hadrons
atrest,the m om entum k � �Q CD ,so these e�ects are ofthe sam e kind assom e ofthose
considered above.In thesem ileptonicdecay,however,onehasa lightdaughterhadron with
non-zerorecoilm om entum ,which givesrisetolatticespacingerrorswith k = jp�j.Tostudy
this system atic error,we carry out the calculation at three di�erent lattice spacings,and
check the dependence ofour results on a. W e can then restrict our �nalresults to sm all
enough recoilm om enta,so thatdiscretization e�ectsrem ain undercontrol.Ourtestofthe
latticespacing dependence isthe�rstin a latticecalculation ofsem ileptonic form factors.

Third,we do notuse m odels to extend ourkinem atic reach to high pion energy (i.e.,
low q2),in contrastto previouswork [18{20].Theextrapolation would rely on theworstof
ourdata:notonly do discretization errorsincrease with p�a,butstatisticalerrorsdo too.
Therefore,wequotethedi�erentialdecay rateovertherangewheresystem aticuncertainties
from thelatticeareundercontrol.In particular,wede�ne

TB (pm in;pm ax)=
Z pm ax

pm in

dpp
4jf+ (E )j

2
=E : (1.3)

Theupperlim itischosen torein in thediscretization and statisticaluncertainties.Thelower
lim itcutsouta region where extrapolationsin p and lightquark m assare di�cult. Then,
assum ing a m asslesscharged lepton,onecan com bine TB with experim entalm easurem ents
to determ inetheCKM m atrix via

jVubj
2 =

12�3

G 2
F m B

1

TB (pm in;pm ax)

Z pm ax

pm in

dp
d�B ! �

dp
; (1.4)

and,sim ilarly,

jVcdj
2 =

12�3

G 2
F m D

1

TD (pm in;pm ax)

Z pm ax

pm in

dp
d�D ! �

dp
: (1.5)

Our �nalresult, showing the integrand ofEq.(1.3) for B and D ! �l�, is in Fig.1.
The shaded regions indicate the range ofpion m om entum over which we can controlthe
uncertainties.Integrating overthisregion,we�nd

TB (0:4 GeV;1:0 GeV)= 0:55+ 0:15
�0:05

+ 0:09
�0:12

+ 0:09
�0:02 � 0:06� 0:09 GeV4; (1.6)

TD (0:4 GeV;0:925 GeV)= 0:23+ 0:04
�0:02

+ 0:01
�0:05

+ 0:06
�0:02 � 0:03� 0:03 GeV4: (1.7)

where the �rstuncertainty isstatistical,and following fourare system atic and com e from
chiralextrapolation,latticespacing dependence,m atching tocontinuum QCD,and thesum
in quadratureofseveralotheruncertainties.Thelastincludesan estim ateoftheuncertainty
from converting lattice units to physicalunits,which partly reects uncertainty from the
quenched approxim ation. In addition to these uncertainties,which are quanti�able within
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FIG .1. The di�erentialdecay rate (without m om entum -independent factors) as a function

ofp = jp�j,for(a)B ! �l� and (b)D ! �l�.Thesolid errorbarsshow thestatisticaluncertainty

and thedotted onesshow the sum in quadratureofstatisticaland system atic uncertainties.
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the quenched approxim ation,there m ay be an additionalerrorfrom quenching aslarge as
10{20 percenton TB and TD .

Atlow m om entatheexperim entalratesgotozero,sonoinform ationislostbym akingthe
cutatpm in = 0:4 GeV.Forsem ileptonicD decaysthehigh-m om entum cutisalready atthe
kinem aticendpoint(m 2

D � m2�)=2m D = 0:925GeV.A high-m om entum cutatpm ax = 1:0GeV
is,however,an obstacle to determ ining jVubj,since sem ileptonic B decaysusually produce
harderpions.Although thecutdoesreducetheoverlap between ourlatticecalculation and
experim entalresults,theresultspresented herearem odelindependent(apartfrom quench-
ing). Asexperim entaland lattice resultsim prove overthe nextseveralyears,the range of
pion m om entum should widen and can be selected to optim ize the com bined experim ental
and theoreticaluncertainty.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.Section IIcontainsa discussion ofthe latticeaction
and vector current for heavy quarks. The lattice calculation of the m atrix elem ents is
described in Sec.III.Section IV describesan interpolation in pion three-m om entum and an
extrapolation in lightquark m ass,which areneeded to obtain theform factors.Theform er
isa specialfeatureofthesedecays;itinteractswith thechirallim it,and togethertheselead
to the cutsgiven in Eqs.(1.6)and (1.7). W e discuss quantitatively the system atic errors
on TB and TD in Sec.V. The analysisofB and D decaysisessentially the sam e. Results
fortheform factorsaretabulated in Sec.VI.Section VIIcom paresourm ethodsand results
to previous(and ongoing)work [19{21].Section VIIIconcludes.

Prelim inary results ofthis analysis have been presented in Refs.[22,23]. Phenom eno-
logicalim plications ofD decays,especially for com paring D ! �l� and D ! K l� as in
Ref.[24],willappearin anotherpublication.

II.C O N T IN U U M A N D LAT T IC E M AT R IX ELEM EN T S

The continuum m atrix elem ent ofthe avor-changing vector current,V � = �ui�b,is
param etrized bytwoindependentform factors,forexam plethosein Eq.(1.2).In considering
thechiraland heavy-quark lim its,itism oreconvenientto writethem atrix elem entas

h�(p�)jV
�jB (pB )i=

p
2m B

h

v
�
fk(E )+ p

�

? f? (E )
i

; (2.1)

where v = pB =m B isthe four-velocity ofthe B ,and p? = p� � E v isthe pion m om entum
orthogonalto v.Thetraditionalform factorsf+ and f0 arerelated to fk and f? by

f+ (E )= (2m B )
�1=2

h

fk(E )+ (m B � E )f? (E )
i

; (2.2)

f0(E )=

p
2m B

m 2
B � m2�

h

(m B � E )fk(E )+ (E 2 � m
2

�)f? (E )
i

: (2.3)

Atq2 = 0 itfollowsfrom theseform ulaethatf+ = f0,which isnecessary from Eq.(1.2).
There are severalgood reasons to focus the num ericalanalysis on fk and f? . First,

consideration ofchiraland heavy-quark sym m etry yieldstheexpectation form �,E ! 0

fk =
fB
p
m B

p
2f�

; (2.4)

f? =
fB �

p
m B �

p
2f�

gB B ��

2m B

m 2
B � � q2

; (2.5)
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through order 1=m Q in the heavy-quark expansion [25]. Here fB ,fB �,and f� are decay
constants, and gB B �� is the B -B �-� coupling. Although we do not use these results to
constrain the needed chiralextrapolation ofour data,they do show us that fk and f?

behave di�erently asm � isreduced to itsphysicalvalue.(Recallq2 = m 2
B + m 2

� � 2mB E .)
Furtherm ore,fk and f? have a sim ple description in the heavy-quark e�ective theory [25],
so they arenaturalquantitiesto study in thelatticem ethod ofRefs.[11,12],orwhen using
lattice NRQCD [21]. Finally,they em erge directly from the lattice calculation, so it is
sim plerto analyzethem separately,form ing thelinearcom binationsin Eqs.(2.2)and (2.3)
attheend.

Forthe lightquarkswe use the Sheikholeslam i-W ohlert(SW )action [26],with thecus-
tom ary norm alization conditionsform qa ! 0. The SW action hasan extra coupling cSW ,
som etim escalled the\clover" coupling,which can beadjusted to reducetheleading lattice-
spacinge�ectofW ilson ferm ions.In practice,weadjustcSW accordingtotadpole-im proved,
tree-levelperturbation theory [27],so theleading light-quark cuto� e�ectisoforder� ska.

W e also use the SW action forthe heavy quark,butitstwo free param eters,the bare
m ass m 0 and clover coupling cSW ,are adjusted to m aintain good behavior in the heavy-
quark lim it[11].Thisgoesasfollows:on-shelllattice m atrix elem entscan bedescribed by
a version ofHQET [12],with e�ective Lagrangian (in therestfram e)

LH Q ET = m 1
�hh +

�hD 2h

2m 2

+
�hi� � B h

2m B

+ � � � ; (2.6)

whereh istheheavy-quark �eld ofHQET,and B isthechrom om agnetic�eld.The\m asses"
m 1,m 2,and m B areshort-distancecoe�cients;they depend on m 0 and cSW (and thegauge
coupling). Fortunately,m atrix elem ents are com pletely independentofm 1 [12],so we ad-
just m 0 and cSW to tune m 2 and m B to the b (or c) quark. In practice, we tune m 2

non-perturbatively,using the quarkonium spectra,and m B with the estim ate oftadpole-
im proved,tree-levelperturbation theory [27].

The lattice currentisconstructed according to the sam e principles. W e distinguish the
latticecurrentV from itscontinuum counterpartV and take

V
� =

q

ZV uuZV bb
�	 ui

�	 b (2.7)

wheretherotated �eld [11]

	 q = [1+ ad1 � Dlat] q; (2.8)

and  q isthe lattice quark �eld (q = u;b)in the SW action. Here D lat isthe sym m etric,
nearest-neighbor, covariant di�erence operator. In Eq.(2.7) the factors Z V qq,q = u;b,
norm alizetheavor-conservingcurrents.In practice,they arecom puted non-perturbatively.

M atching thecurrentV � to HQET requiresfurthershort-distancecoe�cients:

V
� := (�latV + �

lat

V )v��qh + �
lat

V �qi�? h �
�qi�=D

?
h

2m 3

+ � � � ; (2.9)

wherethesym bol := im pliesequality ofm atrix elem ents,and �q isa relativistic(continuum )
anti-quark �eld.Atthetreelevel�latV = 1,�latV = 0.Also,furtherdim ension-fouroperators,
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whosecoe�cientsvanish atthetreelevel,areom itted from theright-hand sideofEq.(2.9).
Thisdescription isin com pleteanalogy with thatforthecontinuum current,nam ely,

V� := (�V + �V )v
��qh + �V �qi

�

? h �
B 1�qi�=D ?

h

2m Q

+ � � � : (2.10)

Indeed,the HQET operators are the sam e. On the other hand,the radiative corrections
to the short-distance coe�cients in Eqs.(2.9) and Eqs.(2.10) di�er,because the lattice
m odi�esthephysicsatshortdistances.

Bystudyingtheform factorsin HQET,asin Ref.[25],onecan deducehow tocom pensate

forthe m ism atch between short-distance coe�cients � (lat)

V and �
(lat)

V forthe lattice and �V

and �V forthecontinuum .HQET m atrix elem entshaveform factors

h�j�qhjB i= ’k(E ); (2.11)

h�j�qi�? hjB i= p
�

? ’? (E ); (2.12)

so,leaving asidethedim ension-fouroperator�qi�=D
?
h fornow,

fk(E )= �V ’k(E ); (2.13)

f? (E )= (�V + �V )’? (E ): (2.14)

By thesam ereasoning,form factorscalculated with thelatticecurrentV satisfy

f
lat

k (E )= �
lat

V ’k(E ); (2.15)

f
lat

? (E )= (�latV + �
lat

V )’? (E ): (2.16)

Up to latticeartifactsofthelightdegreesoffreedom theHQET form factors’k and ’? are
thesam ein Eqs.(2.13)and (2.14)and in Eqs.(2.15)and (2.16).Thus,

fk(E )= �Vkf
lat

k (E ); (2.17)

f? (E )= �V? f
lat

? (E ); (2.18)

where �Vk = �V =�
lat
V ,�V? = (�V + �V )=(�latV + �latV ). Because these factorsarise from short

distances,in practice we com pute them in perturbation theory to one loop. W e �nd these
short-distancecorrectionsto bevery sm all.

Finally,the free param eter d1 in Eq.(2.8) can be adjusted to tune 1=m 3 to B 1=m Q .
In the presentcalculations,we adjustd1 with the estim ate oftadpole-im proved,tree-level
perturbation theory,asexplained in Ref.[11].

W ith these norm alization conditionsthe leading term in the heavy-quark expansion is
correctly obtained,up to neglected higher-ordercorrectionsto �Vk and �V? .Theassociated
errorshould bem uch sm allerthanourotheruncertainties,becausem ostoftheshort-distance
norm alization ishandled non-perturbatively,through the factor

p
ZV uuZV bb.Sim ilarly,the

1=m Q term in the heavy-quark expansion is correctly obtained,up to neglected loop cor-
rections to cSW and d1,and to dim ension-four operatorsneglected in Eq.(2.9). Here the
associated errordependson m Q a.W hen m Q a > 1 itisform ally oforder�s�Q CD=m Q ,but
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when m Q a < 1 itisform ally oforder�s�Q CD a.In thework reported here,such corrections
aresm allerthan,orcom parableto,otheruncertainties.

In latticeQCD therequired m atrix elem entsand thencetheform factorsarecalculated
from correlation functions.In particular,thethree-pointcorrelation function fortheB ! �

transition is

C
(3)

� (p;k;tf;ts;ti)=
X

x;y

e
�ip�x

e
�i(k�p)�y h0jO B (x;tf)�	 b�	 u(y;ts)O

y
�(0;ti)j0i; (2.19)

whereO B and O � areinterpolating operatorsfortheB and � m esons.In thelim itoflarge
tim eseparations,thecorrelation function becom es

C
(3)

� (p;k;tf;ts;ti)= Z
1=2

B Z 1=2
�

hB (k)j�	 b�	 uj�(p)i
p
2E B

p
2E �

e
�E � (ts�ti)e

�E B (tf�ts)+ � � � ; (2.20)

where E B (E �)isthe energy ofa B (�)m eson with m om entum k (p). The energiesand
theexternallinefactorsZ � and Z B can becalculated from two-pointcorrelation functions

C
(2)(p;t)=

X

x

e
�ip�xh0jO H (x;t)O

y

H (0;0)j0i; (2.21)

whereH is� orB ,and forlargejtjonehas

C
(2)(p;t)= Z H e

�E H jtj+ � � � : (2.22)

By tim e reversalhB (k)j�	 b�	 uj�(p)i= h�(p)j�	 u�	 bjB (k)i,so in the restofthispaper
wedo notdistinguish thetwo m atrix elem ents.

To sum m arize this section,let usreview the steps needed to obtain the physicalform
factorsf+ and f0.Firstweobtain E � and

Fk(p)=
hB (0)j�	 b4	 uj�(p)i
p
2m B

p
2E �

; (2.23)

F? (p)=
1

pja

hB (0)j�	 bj	 uj�(p)i
p
2m B

p
2E �

; (2.24)

for severalvalues ofp,directly from �tting the lattice correlation functions to the tim e
dependence given in Eqs.(2.20)and (2.22). The norm alization factorsZV uu and ZV bb are
com puted from zero-m om entum ,avor-conserving correlation functions.Theradiativecor-
rectionfactors�V appearinginEqs.(2.17)and(2.18)arecom puted withperturbationtheory.
Theseingredientsarecom bined to form

fk(E )= �Vk

q

ZV uuZV bb

q

2E � Fk(p); (2.25)

f? (E )= �V?

q

ZV uuZV bb

q

2E � aF? (p); (2.26)

with E = E �. From the calculated values ofp we then interpolate to a �ducialset of
m om enta. The form factorsfk and f? are extrapolated to the physicallightquark m ass.
W ith the light quark corresponding to strange we check also for lattice spacing e�ects.
Finally, the com binations f+ and f0 are form ed from the extrapolated f? and fk with
Eqs.(2.2)and (2.3)and physicalm eson m asses.
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TABLE I. Inputparam etersto the num ericallattice calculations,togetherwith som e elem en-

tary outputparam eters.Errorbarson the outputsreferto thelastdigit(s).

Inputs

� = 6=g20 6.1 5.9 5.7

Volum e,N 3
S � N T 243 � 48 163 � 32 123 � 24

Con�gurations 200 350 300

csw 1.46 1.50 1.57

�b,m 0 (G eV) 0.0990,4.31 0.0930,3.73 0.0890,2.87

�c,m 0 (G eV) 0.1260,1.07 0.1227,1.05 0.1190,0.96

�s,m 0 (G eV) 0.1373,0.092 0.1385,0.091 0.1405,0.093

�q,m 0 (G eV) 0.1382,0.107

0.1388,0.075 0.1410,0.076

0.1391,0.059 0.1415,0.059

0.1394,0.043 0.1419,0.045

Elem entary outputs

�crit 0.13847
+ 4

� 2
0.14021

+ 3

� 1
0.14327

+ 5

� 2

a
�1
1P-1S

(G eV) 2.64
+ 17

�13 1.80
+ 7

� 6
1.16

+ 3

� 3

a
�1

f�
(G eV) 2.40

+ 10

�12 1.47
+ 6

� 6
0.89

+ 2

� 2

2�=N Sa (G eV) 0.686 0.707 0.607

u0 0.8816 0.8734 0.8608

�V (2=a) 0.171 0.192 0.227

III.LAT T IC E C A LC U LAT IO N

This work uses three ensem bles oflattice gauge �eld con�gurations,which have been
used in previouswork on heavy-lightdecay constants[28,14],light-quark m asses[29],and
quarkonia [30]. The quark propagatorsare the sam e as in Ref.[14],but we now use 200
instead of100 con�gurationson the�nestlattice(with � = 6:1).Theinputparam etersfor
these�eldsarein TableI,togetherwith som eelem entary outputparam eters.

The quark propagators are com puted from the Sheikholeslam i-W ohlert action,which
includes a dim ension-�ve interaction with coupling cSW . For heavy and light quarks we
adjustcSW to the value u�30 suggested by tadpole-im proved,tree-levelperturbation theory,
and the so-called m ean link u0 iscalculated from the plaquette.The hopping param eter�
isrelated to thebarequark m ass.Forbottom and charm ed quarks,�b and �c areadjusted
so that the spin-averaged kinetic m ass ofthe corresponding 1S quarkonium states m atch
experim entalm easurem ents. Forlightquarks,�s and �q are �xed from lightm eson spec-
troscopy,usingleading-orderchiralperturbation theory and theexperim entalkaon and pion
m asses.W ealso listthetadpole-im proved barequark m assin GeV,

m 0a =
1

u0

� 1

2�
�

1

2�crit

�

; (3.1)

where the criticalquark hopping param eter �crit m akes the pion m assless. Although this
m assisjustabarem ass,itshowsthattheheavyquarksareheavy,and thelightquarkslight.
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W ecalculatethethree-pointfunction in Eq.(2.20)with degeneratespectatorand daugh-
terlightquarks.Ateach latticespacing we have propagatorscorresponding to thestrange
quark. W e refer to this decay as B s ! �sl�,writing �s for the pseudoscalar �ss state in
analogy with quarkonium .At� = 5:9 and 5:7 we have additionallightquark propagators,
with hopping param eter�q,covering therange

1

2
m s

<
� m q

<
� m s.

The lattice spacing a in physicalunits m ust be set through som e �ducialobservable.
As a rule [30]we prefer the spin-averaged 1P-1S splitting ofcharm onium ,�m 1P-1S. For
com parison we give the value ofa�1 de�ned through the pion decay constant f�. The
discrepancy m eansthat�m 1P-1S=f� doesnotagree with experim ent;thisisthoughtto be
largely dueto thequenched approxim ation,becauseitrem ainseven asa isdecreased.

The renorm alized strong coupling �V (2=a)atscale 2=a isdeterm ined asin Ref.[27].It
isan ingredientin thecalculation oftheshort-distancecoe�cients� Vk

and �V? ,introduced
in Eqs.(2.17)and (2.18).

In thethree-pointfunctionstheheavy-lightm eson isatrest,whilethem om entum ofthe
lightdaughterm eson isvaried.In a �nitevolum eonly discretevaluesofspatialm om entum
are accessible. W e com pute the three-pointfunction with p� = 2�n=N Sa,forintegerm o-
m entum n 2 f(0;0;0);(1;0;0);(1;1;0);(1;1;1);(2;0;0)g. Asone can see in Table I,one
unitofm om entum isabout0.7 GeV in the boxesused here,so ourcalculationscoverthe
range0� p< 1:5 GeV.

W eobtain theenergies,m atrixelem ents,and Z H factorsby �ttingEqs.(2.20)and (2.22)
with a �2-m inim ization algorithm . Statisticalerrors,including the fullcorrelation m atrix
in�2,aredeterm ined from 1000bootstrapsam plesforeachbest�t.Thebootstrapprocedure
isrepeated with the sam e sequence forallquark m asscom binationsand m om enta,and in
this way the fully correlated statisticalerrors are propagated through later stages ofthe
analysis.

Theright-hand sidesofEqs.(2.20)and (2.22)arethe�rstterm in a series,with another
term foreach radialexcitation.W ereducecontam ination from thesestatestwo ways.First,
wekeep thethreepointsofthethree-pointfunction wellseparated in (Euclidean)tim e.The
lightm eson creation operatorO � isalwaysatti= 0 and theheavy-lightm eson annihilation
operatorattf = N T=2.W e then vary the tim ets ofthe currentand the range�toftim e-
sliceskeptin the�t,to seewhen thelowest-lying statesdom inate.The�nalchoiceism ade
by dem anding that�2=d.o.f.isacceptableand,then,m inim izing thestatisticalerrorswhile
m axim izing �t. For acceptable �ts we have 3 � �t � 6. The extraction ofthe desired
m atrix elem entsisshown in Fig.2 forseverallight-m eson m om enta and typicalquark m ass.
Thebest�tand errorenvelopeareindicated by thesolid and dotted linesrespectively.The
second way toisolatethelowest-lyingstatesistochooseinterpolatingoperators,O B and O �

in Eq.(2.19),to have a large overlap with the desired state. Thisisdone by sm earing out
thequark and anti-quark with 1S and 2S Coulom b-gaugewavefunctions,asin Ref.[31].W e
also exam ine point-like,or� function,operators,butforlightm esonsathigherm om enta
we �nd thatthe � source doesnotyield good plateaus[32]. The di�erentcom binationsof
sourcesand sinksallow usto check explicitly forexcited state contributionsby com paring
resultsfrom �tswith di�erentsm earing functions.Figure3 com paresresultsforthem atrix
elem enthB sjV

y
�j�siatn = (1;1;0),obtained from 1S source and sink and from 1S source

forthelightm eson and � sink fortheBs.The1S-1S correlation functionsyield thecleanest
m atrix elem ents,so wetakeourcentralvaluesfrom them .
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FIG .2. M atrix elem ents Fk (squares) and F? (diam onds) at � = 5:9, for a light strange
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FIG .3. Isolation ofthe lowest-lying states with di�erentsm earing functions,forn = (1;1;0)

and quark m asses as in Fig.2. The solid sym bols have the standard 1S source and 1S sink;the

open sym bolshave a �-function sink forthe Bs.

IV .A N A LY SIS O F FO R M FA C T O R S

From theexponential�tstothree-pointcorrelationfunctionsdescribed inSec.IIIwehave
the m atrix elem ent,h�q(p)jV �jB q(0)i,forquark m assesm q

<
� m s and �nal-state m om enta

jpj< 1:4 GeV.W e m ust now extend these data to lower quark m ass,untilthe m ass of
the �qq pseudoscalar reachesthe pion m ass. Furtherm ore,the m ore im portantform factor
f? (E ),which isessentially h�q(p)jVjjB q(0)i=pj,isdirectlycalculated onlyfornon-zerothree-
m om entum . In the �nite volum e used here, the lowest non-zero m om entum is already
0:7 GeV,and wewould liketo extend to lowervalues,calling foranotherextrapolation.

The extrapolation in quark m ass can be guided by chiralperturbation theory. To ex-
trapolate in m om entum ,however,there is no �rm theoreticalguide,so we m ust exercise
caution.Fortunately,thisextrapolation isproblem atic only in the kinem atic regim e where
phase space suppresses the rate. Consequently,neither extrapolation introduces a m odel.
W ealso havechecked thattheorderin which them om entum and chiralextrapolationsare
donehasno signi�cante�ectthe�nalresult.

A .M om entum interpolation and extrapolation

Ultim ately,we want to com pare results at the three di�erent lattice spacings. There-
fore, we interpolate the lattice data to a �xed set of physical m om enta. To start, we
convert the lattice data to physical units using a

�1
1P-1S. Figure 4 shows the underlying

data for B s ! �sl� at � = 5:9 and 6:1, along with interpolated points. The verti-
cal(horizontal) error bars on the underlying data com e from the statisticaluncertainty
in Fk;? (a�1 ). W e interpolate logf? a�1=2 (logfka+ 1=2) linearly (quadratically) in p2 to
jpj2 f0;0:1;0:2;0:3;0:4;0:5;0:6;0:7;0:8;0:9;1:0;1:1g GeV.This set form s the basis ofall
furtheranalysis. The statisticalerrorbarsofthe interpolated pointsare verticalonly,be-
causeboth statisticalerrorsarepropagated through theinterpolation.
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W e m ust extend the interpolation to an extrapolation to obtain an estim ate off? for
p < 0:7 GeV.Asthe pion becom essofterand lighterone expects from Eq.(2.5)thatthe
dependence on E (and hence p)issensitive to the Ansatz forextrapolation. The B � pole
gives f? a peak at low m om entum ,and the height ofthe peak rises as the quark m ass
decreases.Thisshapeishard to capture,asisshown in Fig.5,unlessthe�tisconstrained
to it.Forp > 0:7 GeV the pole �tagreesperfectly with the m ethod described above.But
as p is decreased into the region ofextrapolation,the two form s start to deviate. Above
0.4 GeV the agreem ent isstillgood,so we m ake a cuthere. Forsm aller m om enta phase
space suppresses the num ber ofevents, so this cut has no serious ram i�cations. For D
decaysthe situation ism uch the sam e,asshown in Fig.6.Therefore,we im pose the sam e
low-m om entum cutin thiscase.Otherfunctionalform s,such asrational,donotm akem uch
di�erencein d�=dp/ p4jf+ j

2=E ,oncethecutatpm in = 0:4 GeV isim posed.
At high m om entum there are other di�culties. The signal-to-noise ratio ofthe three-

point function deteriorates. For the highest m om entum ,n = (2;0;0),we cannot always
extracta convincing m atrix elem ent:in som ecasestheplateau �tisjust2 tim e-slices,and
three-point functions with di�erent sources and sinks do notyield the sam e value forthe
m atrix elem ent.W ecannotinclude thesedata in theinterpolation.Forthesecond-highest
m om entum ,n = (1;1;1),wecannotextractthem atrix elem entsatlighterm q,sostatistical
errorsblow up in the chiralextrapolation.W etherefore place a cutatn = (1;1;0),which
corresponds to pm ax = 1:0 GeV.Indeed,our uncertainties would be sm aller with a lower
uppercut,atthecostofreducing theoverlap with theexperim entaldata furtherstill.

B .C hiralextrapolation

Followingthem om entum interpolation,theform factorsfk and f? at� = 5:7and 5:9are
extrapolated to the chirallim itat�xed m om entum ,guided by chiralperturbation theory.
From Eqs.(2.4)and (2.5)onecan see thatthechiralbehavioroffk and f? should bevery
di�erent. In particular,fk doesnotcontain a B � pole,atleastnotatthe leading orderin
thechiralexpansion.In theform factors,dependenceon thelightpseudoscalarm assenters
both through m 2

� and E . W ith our m om entum cut,p > 0:4 GeV,and our light m eson
m asses,0:45 GeV < m �q < 0:74 GeV,thedependence ofE on p rem ainssm ooth,so wetry
�tsoftheform

fk;? = A + B m + Cm
2
; (4.1)

where m = log(1+ m 0a). W e com pare quadratic �ts with oating C to linear ones with
�xed C = 0. The di�erence in the chirallim it ofthese di�erent �ts is the origin ofour
greatestsystem atic uncertainty.

It would be desirable to have quark propagators at lighter quark m asses to achieve
bettercontrolon thechiralextrapolation.Thecom putertim ewould increasesubstantially,
however, and the obstacle ofexceptionalcon�gurations would have to be overcom e, for
exam pleasin Ref.[33].

W e note thatwhen p = 0 (orp � m �)itwould be better[34]to carry outthe chiral
extrapolation at �xed E ,instead of�xed p. W ith p > 0:4 GeV,however, the �xed E
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TABLE II. Budget ofstatisticaland system atic uncertainties in this work for the quantities

TB (0:4 G eV;1:0 G eV),TD (0:4 G eV;0:93 G eV),and TB (0:4 G eV;0:9 G eV)=TD (0:4 G eV;0:9 G eV).

Allentriesin percent.

uncertainty TB jVubj TD jVcdj TB =TD jVub=Vcdj

statistical
+ 27

� 9

+ 14

� 5

+ 17

� 8

+ 9

� 4

+ 10

� 4

+ 5

� 2

excited states 6 3 6 3 6 3

p extrapolation 10 5 9 5 9 5

m q extrapolation
+ 16

�22
+ 8

�11
+ 3

�18
+ 2

� 9
+ 13

� 4

+ 7

� 2

adjusting m Q 6 3 2 1 8 4

HQ ET m atching 10 5 10 5 10 5

a dependence
+ 16

� 3

+ 8

� 2
+ 23

� 6

+ 11

� 3 5 3

de�nition ofa 11 6 4 2 8 4

totalsystem atic 30 15
+ 28

�24
+ 14

�12
+ 23

�20
+ 12

�10

total(stat� syst)
+ 40

�31
+ 20

�16
+ 32

�26
+ 16

�13
+ 25

�20
+ 13

�10

extrapolation is probably not essential,although it m ay reduce the uncertainty from the
chiralextrapolation.W eshallinvestigatethisissueelsewhere.

V .SY ST EM AT IC ER R O R S

Asdiscussed in theprevioussection,wedo nothaveusefulresultsoutsidetherange

0:4 GeV � p� 1:0 GeV; (5.1)

where p = jp�jis the pion’s three-m om entum in the rest fram e ofthe B or D . M atrix
elem ents with higher m om entum are not estim ated reliably,and at lower m om entum the
chiralextrapolation used is no longer good. In this section we analyze the system atic
uncertaintiesquantitatively,focusingon thepartially integrated ratesTB (0:4GeV;1:0GeV)
and TD (0:4 GeV;0:925 GeV),de�ned in Eq.(1.3),and the CKM m atrix obtained from
Eqs.(1.4)and (1.5).A sum m ary ofthisanalysisisgiven in TableII.

The statisticalerror is estim ated with the bootstrap m ethod, drawing 1000 sam ples
for each �t. The bootstrap propagates the statisticaluncertainty,including correlations,
through theinterpolation in lightm eson m om entum and extrapolation in light-quark m ass,
so in theend statisticsrem ain a quantitatively im portantsourceofuncertainty.

A .Excited states

Asexplained in Sec.III,wetake careto isolatethe desired lowest-lying � and B states
from theirradialexcitations when com puting the three-point function ofEq.(2.19). The
associated uncertainty on them atrix elem ents(and,thus,theform factors)iscom puted by
com paring�tswith di�erentsm eared and unsm eared interpolatingoperators.Afterchoosing
the optim al�trange foreach com bination ofsm earing functions,we �nd deviationsin F ?
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and Fk of1{3 percent,wherethehigh end oftherangeisform om enta neartheuppercut.
W eassign an uncertainty of6 percentto TB and TD .

Although we calculate sim ilarm atrix elem entsforeach p and forB and D decays,the
range �toftim e-slices keptin the �twaschosen independently foreach case. Therefore,
theexcited statecontam ination in TB =TD ispartly,butnotfully,correlated.A conservative
errorestim ateisagain 6 percent.

B .M om entum and chiralextrapolations

Theform factorf+ thatentersinto thepartialwidth ism oresensitiveto f? than to fk.
Thus,itcould besensitiveatsm allp to theextrapolation described in Sec.IV A.Therate,
however,ism uch less sensitive,because phase space suppresses itatsm allp. ForTB the
variation between linear,rational,and poleform sis� 10% .

The chiralextrapolation is a m ajor source ofuncertainty. Figure 7 shows the chiral
extrapolation at � = 5:9 for fk and f? at n = (1;0;0). W e com pare three di�erent �ts:
(1) a quadratic �t to the four lightest quark m asses; (2) a linear �t to the four lightest
quark m asses;and (3)a quadratic�tto all�velightquark m asses.The�rsthasthelowest
�2=d.o.f.,buttheothertwo areperfectly acceptable.Forotherm om enta thebehavioristhe
sam e. Because the extrapolated resultfrom the �rst(and best)�tliesbetween the other
two,weuseittogiveourcentralvalue,and usetheothertwo asestim atesofthesystem atic
error. The am biguity ofthe �ts,and hence the system atic error,could be reduced with
explicit calculation at sm aller m q,but a suitable point is not feasible with our com puter
resources.W eareleftwith an uncertainty of+ 16

�22% in TB and + 3

�18% in TD .
Theerrorbarson theextrapolated pointsin Fig.7show how thestatisticaluncertainties

areinated by thechiralextrapolation.Thispartoftheuncertainty isstatisticalin nature,
soitisincorporated intothe�rstlineofTableII.Indeed,itisthem ain reason thestatistical
uncertainty in TB (TD ) grows from 6 percent (7 percent) with m q = m s to 18 percent
(13 percent)with m q = m d.

C .H eavy quark m ass dependence

To exam ine the dependence on the heavy quark m asswe use form factorswith a light
strangequark,becausethen statisticalerrorsdo notm ask thee�ect.Figure8 com paresthe
form factorsB s and D s decays.Thereisa signi�cantdi�erence.Thequarkonium spectrum
tunesthe(bare)heavy quark m asswithin aprecision of1{2% [14],which clearly would have
no signi�cante�ecton theform factors.Butbecauseoflatticeartifactsin thequarkonium
binding energy [35]and because ofquenching,the heavy-light spectrum yields a di�erent
adjustm ent ofbare quark m asses. The shift is to lower 1=m PS in Fig.8. From Eq.(2.2)
one sees that f? dom inates in f+ for B decay. Thus,f+ is sm aller with the heavy-light
adjustm entofthebottom quark m ass,and TB is6 percentsm aller.On theotherhand,f?
and fk m ake a com parable contributionsto f+ forD decay. Itturnsoutthatf+ islarger
with the heavy-light adjustm ent ofthe charm ed quark m ass,and TD is 2 percent larger.
Theratio TB =TD is8 percentsm aller.
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D .M atching

Asexplained in Sec.II,ourtreatm entofthe heavy quark m atcheslattice gaugetheory
with W ilson ferm ionstoHQET.Thisrequirescalculationsoftheshort-distancecoe�cients:
1=m 2 and 1=m B in thee�ectiveaction;

p
ZV uuZV bb in thede�nition ofthecurrent;and �Vk,

�V? ,and 1=m 3 in the description ofthe currents. Asdiscussed in the previoussubsection,
m 2 isadjusted non-perturbatively,by tuningthequarkonium spectrum toagreewith exper-
im ent. The norm alization factorsZV uu and ZV bb are also com puted non-perturbatively,by
requiring thatavor-conserving m atrix elem ents� ! � and B ! B ,com puted by analogy
with Eq.(2.20),give unit charge. The uncertainty from it is purely statisticaland m uch
sm allerthan allotherstatisticaluncertainties.

The signi�cantsystem atic e�ectsin the m atching procedure com e from com puting �Vk
and �V? ,and from them ism atch between Eqs.(2.9)and Eqs.(2.10)atthelevelofdim ension-
fourand highercurrents.In thepresentwork wedo thispartofthem atching with pertur-
bativeQCD,leading to errorsoforder�2s,�s=m Q ,1=m 2

Q ,respectively.Letusnow consider
thesee�ectsin turn.

Because they are short-distance quantities, the m atching factors �Vk and �V? should
be calculable in perturbation theory. (Note thatalle�ectsthatm ake lattice perturbation
theory lessreliablethan continuum perturbation theory areabsorbed into

p
ZV uuZV bb.) W e

havecalculated them to oneloop,so wewrite

�V = 1+ �s(q
�)4��[1]V (5.2)

for �Vk and �V? . W e use the Brodsky-Lepage-M ackenzie (BLM ) procedure to choose the
expansion param eter �s(q�) [36,27]. In the schem e in which the Fourier transform ofthe
heavy-quark potentialreadsV (k)= � CF 4��s(k)=k2,theBLM scaleq� isgiven through

log(q�a)=
��

[1]

V

2�[1]V
(5.3)

where ��
[1]

V isobtained from �
[1]

V by replacing thegluon propagatorD (k)with D (k)logk2a2.
The detailsofthese calculationsare sim ilarto those described in Ref.[37],and the results
arelisted in Table III[38].The e�ectsare sm allforB decaysand tiny forD decays.This
can be understood because the �V s are ratios ofvery sim ilar quantities,so there is good
cancellation. Itistherefore plausible thatthe two-loop contribution isnum erically sm aller
by anotherfactorof�s � 0:2,and thuscom pletely negligible.

Next,we m ust estim ate the uncertainty from the m ism atch ofthe 1=m Q term in the
heavy-quark expansion.Thiscontributesan erroron eitherform factorf

�1=m Q
f � �sb1=m Q

(m Q a)m
�1
Q �Q CD f (5.4)

from 1=m 3 and 1=m B contributions,and b1=m Q
gives the deviation ofthe short-distance

coe�cientsforthelatticeand continuum theories.(SeeRefs.[11,12]forfurtherdetails.) The
factorb(m Q a)isatm ostoforderunity;forourcalculationsofD -m eson m atrix elem entsit
isoforderm ca < 1.Taking �s � 0:2 and �Q CD � 500 M eV one �ndsthatthese errors,in
eithercase,areatm osta few percenton f ortheCKM m atrix.
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TABLE III. Perturbation theory for m atching factors �Vk and �V? . The one-loop term s �
[1]

V

and ��
[1]

V
are in unitsof10�5 .

� = 6:1 � = 5:9 � = 5:7

�
[1]

V
��

[1]

V
�s(q

�) �V �
[1]

V
��

[1]

V
�s(q

�) �V �
[1]

V
��

[1]

V
�s(q

�) �V

b

fk 536 980 0.159 1.011 817 1591 0.173 1.018 1065 2199 0.196 1.026

f? � 1987 � 3312 0.163 0.959 � 2096 � 3534 0.181 0.952 � 2146 � 3621 0.212 0.943

c

fk � 59 13 0.233 0.998 � 28 40 0.402 0.999 + 63 152 0.184 1.001

f? � 947 � 1368 0.169 0.980 � 1223 � 1821 0.188 0.971 � 1508 � 2339 0.218 0.959

Finally,wem ustestim atetheuncertainty from them ism atch ofthe1=m 2
Q term s:

�1=m 2

Q
f � b1=m 2

Q
(m Q a)m

�2
Q �2

Q CD
f: (5.5)

There are m any contribution atorder1=m 2
Q in the heavy-quark expansion,m ostofwhich

com e from iteration ofthe 1=m Q term s. Only genuine 1=m 2
Q term sin the e�ective action

and currentscan beasinaccurateasEq.(5.5)suggests.Since�Q CD=m Q � �Q CDa <� �s for
ourlatticedata,theerror�1=m 2

Q
f issim ilarin m agnitudeto thatof�1=m Q

f.

The estim ates in Table IIderived from Eqs.(5.4) and (5.5) are very conservative. It
isplausible thatthe denom inatorofheavy-quark expansion is2m Q ,and itispossible that
the unknown coe�cients are fractions instead of1{2 as used above. Thus,the m atching
uncertaintiesm ay already benegligible.

The m assesofthe b and c quarksdi�erby abouta factorofthree. The short-distance
coe�cientsare functionsofm Q a [11,12],so the m atching uncertaintiesdo notcancelcom -
pletely in the ratio TB =TD . In particular,on our lattices the m ism atch coe�cients b 1=m n

Q

are oforder 1 for b quarks,but b1=m Q
� mca and b1=m 2

Q
� (mca)2;�sm ca for c quarks.

Nevertheless,thee�ectsoften havethesam esign,so wetaketheuncertainty in theratio to
bethesam easin num eratorordenom inator.

E.Lattice spacing dependence

For the arti�cialdecays B s;D s ! �sl� we have results at three lattice spacings, so
we can exam ine how severely the form factors are a�ected. These decays are good for
studying the a dependence,because theirform factorshave sm allstatisticalerrors. After
chiralextrapolation,on the otherhand,thelargerstatisticalerrorbarswould m ask lattice
spacinge�ects.Previousexperiencewith decayconstants[14]leadsustobelievethiswillnot
change very m uch afterchiralextrapolation.W ith the action used in thiswork the lattice
spacing dependenceisa com bination ofO (�sa)and O (a2)e�ectsfrom thelightquarksand
gluons,and the a dependence ofthe heavy-quark short-distance coe�cients,discussed in
the previous subsection. In particular,when the �s hasnon-zero recoilm om entum p,the
light-quark latticee�ectsareO (�spa)and O (p2a2).
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Thea dependenceoftheform factorsisshown in Fig.9.Thevariation with a isseveral
percent,which iscom parable to the statisticaluncertainty and also to the errorsfrom the
m ism atch ofthe heavy quark. The observed a dependence is therefore a com bination of
(uncorrelated) statisticaluctuations,lattice artifacts from the light degrees offreedom ,
and from the lattice artifacts[described in Eqs.(5.4)and (5.5)]ofthe heavy quark. They
cannot be disentangled with the current set ofcalculations,so it does not m ake sense to
extrapolatea ! 0.

Instead wechoosetheresultsfrom � = 5:9,wherewehavethewidestrangeoflightquark
m asses,for our centralvalue and use the other two lattices to estim ate the uncertainty.
Figure 10 shows the com bination p4jf+ j

2=E ,which is proportionalto d�=dp,at allthree
lattice spacingsforB s ! �sl� and Ds ! �sl�. Asin Fig.9 one seesthatthe dependence
on a is severalpercent,and increases with increasing p. By integrating over p we �nd a
variation ofof+ 16

� 3% in TB and + 23

� 6% in TD .

F.D e�nition ofa and quenching

Changes in the �nalresults from changing the de�nition ofa can be thought ofas a
crude way to estim ate e�ects ofthe quenched approxim ation. In lattice units we obtain
fka

1=2 and f? a�1=2 ,so converting to physicalunitsintroducesa m ild explicitdependenceon
thevaluechosen fora.Thereisalso an im plicitdependence thatentersthrough functional
dependenceon E (orp).Thesetwo e�ectsareillustrated in Fig.9.Thesolid (open)points
areobtained by de�ning a so thatthe1P-1S splitting ofcharm onium (pion decay constant)
takes its physicalvalue. The centralvalues in the paper are com puted with the 1P-1S
de�nition. At� = 5:9 we repeatthe fullanalysiswith the f� de�nition. W e �nd thatTB

(TD )increasesby 11 percent(4 percent),and theratio TB =TD increasesby 8 percent.
A m oreseriousestim ateofthee�ectofthequenched approxim ation isim possiblewithout

generating gauge �elds with dynam icalquark loops. This would require m ore com puter
resourcesthan wehaveatourdisposal,and noothergroup hasyetstudied thesesem ileptonic
decayswith dynam icalquarks. There are resultswith two light,dynam icalavorsforthe
leptonicdecay constantsfB and fD ,using eitherlatticeNRQCD [39]orourm ethod [16,40]
forthe heavy quark. In thatcase one �ndsan increase ofbetween 10{11 percentoverthe
quenched result.

The exercise ofchanging the de�nition ofa easily could underestim ate the e�ects of
quenching.Atthesam e tim e,we do notexpectform factorsto bem oresensitive than fB .
Thus,a provisionalestim ateofa uncertainty in TB ;D of10{20% seem sreasonable.

V I.R ESU LT S

The m ain results of this paper, given in Eqs. (1.6) and (1.7), are the quantities
TB (0:4 GeV;1:0 GeV) and TD (0:4 GeV;0:925 GeV),which are proportionalto the par-
tially integrated rates. Itm ay also be ofinterest to present the results in otherways. In
thissection we give resultsforthe ratio TB =TD ,aswellasresultsforTB ,TD ,and TB =TD

with a loweruppercut.W ealso giveresultsfortheform factorsthem selves.
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TABLE IV. Budgetofstatisticaland system atic uncertainties in thiswork forthe quantities

TB (0:4 G eV;0:8 G eV),TD (0:4 G eV;0:8 G eV),and TB (0:4 G eV;0:8 G eV)=TD (0:4 G eV;0:8 G eV).

Allentriesin percent.

uncertainty TB jVubj TD jVcdj TB =TD jVub=Vcdj

statistical
+ 21

�10
+ 11

� 5

+ 18

� 9

+ 9

� 5

+ 10

� 5

+ 5

� 3

excited states 4 2 4 2 4 2

p extrapolation 8 4 10 5 6 3

m q extrapolation
+ 14

�22
+ 7

�11
+ 11

�11
+ 6

� 6
+ 13

� 8

+ 7

� 4

adjusting m Q 3 1 4 2 6 3

HQ ET m atching 10 5 10 5 10 5

a dependence
+ 14

� 2

+ 7

� 1
+ 17

� 8

+ 9

� 4
5 3

de�nition ofa 9 5 3 2 8 4

totalsystem atic
+ 26
�28

+ 13
�14

+ 26
�21

+ 13
�10

+ 21
�19

+ 11
� 9

total(stat� syst)
+ 33

�29
+ 17

�15
+ 31

�23
+ 16

�11
+ 23

�20
+ 12

� 9

M anyuncertaintiescancelin theratioofB and D rates:thestatisticalerroriscorrelated,
and thesystem aticerrorsaresim ilarin nature.Becauseofheavy-quark sym m etry itism ost
sensible to form a ratio with thesam ecutsforboth.W e�nd

TB (0:4 GeV;0:9 GeV)

TD (0:4 GeV;0:9 GeV)
= 2:04+ 0:20

�0:09
+ 0:26
�0:08 � 0:10� 0:20� 0:29; (6.1)

where the uncertainties are from statistics, chiral extrapolation, a dependence, HQET
m atching,and otherm iscellaneoussources.A m oredetailed budgetofthelastuncertainty
isgiven in TableII.

Asm entioned above,raising the uppercutpm ax increases the uncertainty. Conversely,
lowering pm ax decreasestheuncertainty.Repeating thefullanalysisatpm ax = 0:8 GeV,we
�nd

TB (0:4 GeV;0:8 GeV)= 0:294+ 0:063
�0:031

+ 0:041
�0:064

+ 0:041
�0:006 � 0:029� 0:038 GeV4; (6.2)

TD (0:4 GeV;0:8 GeV)= 0:145+ 0:026
�0:013 � 0:016+ 0:024

�0:012 � 0:014� 0:017 GeV4: (6.3)

and theratio

TB (0:4 GeV;0:8 GeV)

TD (0:4 GeV;0:8 GeV)
= 2:03+ 0:19

�0:10
+ 0:25
�0:16 � 0:10� 0:20� 0:24: (6.4)

Table IV shows a budget ofsystem atic errors,sim ilar to Table II. As one can see from
com paring the last two lines in Tables IIand IV,the totaluncertainty is severalpercent
lowerwith pm ax = 0:8 GeV.

Finally,we give our results for the form factors. Table V gives the results for form
factorsin thedecay B ! �l�.Listed arefk and f? ,which em ergedirectly from ourlattice
calculations,and f+ and f0,which appear in the expression for the di�erentialrate. In
every case the �rsterrorisstatisticaland the second addsthe system atic uncertaintiesin
quadrature.Table VIliststhesam e inform ation forD ! �l�.Our�nalresultsforfk and
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TABLE V. Form factorswith statisticaland totalsystem atic errorsforthe decay B ! �l�.

p E q2 fk f? f+ f0 p4jf+ j
2=E

G eV G eV G eV 2 G eV 1=2 G eV �1=2 G eV 3

0.0 0.140 26.41 1.93
+ 29

� 3

+ 28

�28 1.17
+ 18

� 6

+ 18

�18 0.0

0.1 0.172 26.07 1.88
+ 28

� 3

+ 28

�28

0.2 0.244 25.31 1.85
+ 27

� 3

+ 28

�28

0.3 0.331 24.39 1.80
+ 25

� 4

+ 27

�27

0.4 0.424 23.41 1.73
+ 23

� 4

+ 26

�26 1.05
+ 16

�18
+ 16

�16 2.10
+ 29

�25
+ 32

�32 1.00
+ 13

� 3

+ 15

�15 0.27
+ 8

� 6

0.5 0.519 22.41 1.65
+ 21

� 6

+ 25

�25 0.99
+ 13

�14
+ 15

�15 1.96
+ 24

�20
+ 29

�29 0.95
+ 12

� 3

+ 14

�14 0.46
+ 12

� 9

0.6 0.616 21.38 1.56
+ 20

� 7

+ 23

�23 0.95
+ 10

� 9

+ 14

�14 1.84
+ 20

�14
+ 27

�27 0.89
+ 10

� 4

+ 13

�13 0.71
+ 16

�10

0.7 0.714 20.35 1.45
+ 18

� 7

+ 22

�22 0.91
+ 9

� 5
+ 14

�14 1.72
+ 18

� 8

+ 26

�26 0.83
+ 10

� 4

+ 12

�12 1.00
+ 22

� 9

0.8 0.812 19.31 1.34
+ 17

� 8

+ 20

�20 0.86
+ 12

� 4

+ 13

�13 1.59
+ 21

� 7

+ 24

�24 0.76
+ 10

� 4

+ 11

�11 1.27
+ 36

�11

0.9 0.911 18.27 1.23
+ 17

� 7

+ 18

�18 0.73
+ 15

� 6

+ 11

�11 1.36
+ 23

� 9

+ 20

�20 0.70
+ 9

� 4
+ 11

�11 1.34
+ 51

�17

1.0 1.01 17.23 1.15
+ 16
� 6

+ 17
�17 0.59

+ 15
� 6

+ 9

� 9
1.13

+ 24
� 9

+ 17
�17 0.64

+ 9

� 3
+ 10
�10 1.30

+ 60
�35

TABLE VI. Form factorswith statisticaland totalsystem atic errorsforthe decay D ! �l�.

p E q2 fk f? f+ f0 p4jf+ j
2=E

G eV G eV G eV 2 G eV 1=2 G eV �1=2 G eV 3

0.0 0.140 2.99 1.34
+ 19
� 3

+ 17
�15 1.29

+ 20
� 2

+ 17
�14 0.0

0.1 0.172 2.87 1.33
+ 19

� 2

+ 17

�15

0.2 0.244 2.60 1.32
+ 18

� 2

+ 17

�14

0.3 0.331 2.28 1.31
+ 17

� 3

+ 17

�14

0.4 0.424 1.93 1.28
+ 16

� 4

+ 16

�14 1.19
+ 16

�15
+ 15

�13 1.56
+ 17

�10
+ 20

�17 1.14
+ 13

� 4

+ 15

�12 0.15
+ 3

� 2

0.5 0.519 1.57 1.21
+ 15

� 5

+ 16

�13 1.17
+ 12

�12
+ 15

�13 1.45
+ 14

� 8

+ 19

�16 1.08
+ 12

� 4

+ 14

�12 0.25
+ 5

� 3

0.6 0.616 1.21 1.12
+ 14
� 6

+ 15
�12 1.13

+ 10
� 8

+ 15
�12 1.32

+ 12
� 6

+ 17
�14 1.01

+ 11
� 5

+ 13
�11 0.36

+ 7

� 3

0.7 0.714 0.85 1.04
+ 13

� 6

+ 14

�11 1.08
+ 7

� 6
+ 14

�12 1.18
+ 10

� 6

+ 15

�13 0.96
+ 9

� 5
+ 12

�10 0.47
+ 8

� 4

0.8 0.812 0.478 0.99
+ 11

� 6

+ 13

�11 1.02
+ 8

� 6
+ 13

�11 1.07
+ 9

� 6
+ 14

�11 0.95
+ 9

� 5
+ 12

�10 0.58
+ 11

� 6

0.9 0.911 0.109 0.95
+ 10

� 5

+ 12

�10 0.98
+ 8

� 7

+ 13

�11 0.98
+ 9

� 6

+ 13

�11 0.94
+ 9

� 5

+ 12

�10 0.69
+ 13

� 8

0.925 0.935 0 0.93
+ 13

� 4

+ 12

�10 0.95
+ 9

� 7
+ 12

�10 0.94
+ 10

� 5

+ 12

�10 0.94
+ 10

� 6

+ 12

�10 0.71
+ 19

� 9
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f? areobtained at� = 5:9,afterchiralextrapolation,with thesystem atic errorsestim ated
asdescribed in Sec.V.In particular,theestim ateoflatticespacing e�ectsusesresultsfrom
allthree lattice spacings.Forp < 0:4 GeV ourextrapolation off? in the pion m om entum
isno longerreliable,so wedo notquoteresultsforit.

The physical form factors f+ (E ) and f0(E ) are obtained from Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3)
using the tabulated results for f? (E ) and fk(E ), physical m eson m asses, and energy

E =
q

m 2
� + p2,for each p = jp�jin our set ofpion three-m om enta. They are shown

in Fig.11.TablesV and VIalso includethecom bination p4jf+ j2=E ;form assless�nal-state
leptonsthedi�erentialratesaregiven by

d�B ! �

dp
= jVubj

2(2:9328 ps�1 GeV �4 )
p4jf+ j

2

E
; (6.5)

d�D ! �

dp
= jVcdj

2(1:0358 ps�1 GeV �4 )
p4jf+ j

2

E
: (6.6)

Otherdi�erentialdistributionscan be obtained from the latterby changing variableswith
dp=dE = E =p and dp=dq2 = E =2m B p orE =2m D p.From Eqs.(6.5)and (6.6)oneseesthat
thephase-spacefactorp4 suppressestheratein thelow-m om entum region wherewecannot
quotef+ .

V II.C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER R ESU LT S

In thissection we com pare ourresultsto recentpublished [19,20]and prelim inary [21]
work from lattice QCD.The com parison isapt,because three di�erentm ethodsfortreat-
ing the heavy quark on the lattice have been em ployed. W e use W ilson ferm ionswith the
SW action,norm alized to have a consistentheavy-quark lim it.References[19,20]use W il-
son ferm ions (with the SW action and light-quark norm alization conditions) at m Q near
and below the charm ed quark m ass,and extrapolate up to m b. Reference [21]useslattice
NRQCD [41](with the power-counting ofHQET [42])and,aswe do,calculates the form
factorsdirectly atthebottom quark m ass.

Figure12showsresultsfrom Refs.[19,20]togetherwith ours.(W edonotincluderesults
from the JLQCD collaboration [21],because they are stillprelim inary. W e anticipate that
theirsystem atic uncertaintieswillbe sim ilarto ours. Atthisstage theirstatisticaluncer-
taintiesseem surprisingly large.) W ithin thequoted uncertaintiesthereisbroad agreem ent
am ong thethreecalculations.Thereare,however,threenoteworthy di�erencesin theanal-
ysisofthe form factors. These are the lattice spacingsatwhich the calculationsare done,
theprocedureforchiralextrapolation,and thetreatm entoftheheavy quark.

Ourresultsare based on lattice gauge �eldsatthree lattice spacings,given in Table I.
W e�nd thatthelattice-spacing dependenceoftheform factorsism ild (with ourtreatm ent
oftheheavyquark),even on arelatively coarselatticeat� = 5:7.TheresultsofRefs.[19,20]
areboth based on only onesetoflatticegauge�elds(at� = 6:2),whosespacing isslightly
�nerthan any ofours. W e believe,therefore,thatthe lattice spacing e�ectsofthe gluons
and lightquarksarenota serioussourceoferror,atthepresentoveralllevelofaccuracy,in
any ofthethreeworks.
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In ourwork,the largestuncertainty com es from the chiralextrapolation at�xed pion
m om entum p. As explained in Sec.V B,this uncertainty arises because the linear and
quadratic�tsgivem oderately di�erentresults.References[19,20]donothaveenough values
ofthe lightquark m ass to be able to check whether a term quadratic in m q is needed to
describe their data. Because those works extrapolate at �xed q2,however,it is plausible
thatthecurvatureseen in Fig.7would goaway,and thatalinearchiralextrapolation would
then beadequate.

The interpolation in pion m om entum ,orenergy,is anotherdi�erence. It leads to the
apparent di�erence in the shape ofthe spectrum in Fig.12. Ifwe choose the pole form
suggested (forsm allE )by Eqs.(2.4)and (2.5),the shape ofthe spectrum islesshum ped,
though notasatasthespectra from Refs.[19,20].In thoseworksa poleAnsatzdi�erent
from Eqs.(2.4)and (2.5)wasused.

The m ost signi�cant di�erence in the three calculations is the treatm ent ofthe heavy
quark. Although the sam e action and sim ilarcurrentsare used,the bare quark m assand
the norm alization ofthe current are adjusted di�erently. The norm alization conditions
chosen in Refs.[19,20]are designed forthe m Q a ! 0 lim it,and at�nite m Q a they leave
system atic uncertaintiesoforder(m Q a)2. To reduce these,Refs.[19,20]calculate with the
heavy-lightm eson m assnearand below 2 GeV and extrapolate up to m B .Thisprocedure
leadsto theirlargestquoted uncertainty. The statisticalerrorincreases,asitm ustin any
extrapolation. There are also system atic e�ects,which are estim ated by trying linearand
quadratic�tsin 1=m Q .Foratleasttworeasons,thistestm ay underestim atethesystem atic
uncertainty ofthe extrapolation. First,the com patibility ofthe �ts shows only that the
dependence on 1=m Q is sm ooth in the em ployed range ofthe quark m asses. It does not
show that the heavy-quark expansion is reliable below 2 GeV.This problem is especially
severe for Ref.[19],which has heavy-light m eson m asses as low as 1.2 GeV.Second,the
latticeartifactsoforder(m Q a)2 m ay wellbeam pli�ed by the extrapolation.Thisproblem
would beespecially severe forRef.[20],which hasm Q a ashigh as0.7.

Our norm alization conditions coincide with those above as m Q a ! 0. At �nite m Q a,
however,they arechosen toelim inatelatticeartifactsthatgrow with m Q a[11].Thisism ade
possibleby using HQET to m atch thelatticeaction and currentto continuum QCD [12],as
reviewed in Sec.II.Theadvantageisthat,aswith latticeNRQCD [41,21],thecalculations
can be done directly atm Q = m b,withoutan extrapolation in 1=m Q . Ofcourse,we m ust
assum e thatHQET isvalid forthebquark,butthatissaferthan assum ing thatitisvalid
form Q � 1{2 GeV.

A featureofourapproach isthatitleadsto a som ewhatcom plicated pattern ofheavy-
quark discretization errors. There is,however,a corresponding pattern ofsystem atic un-
certaintiesin theresultsofRefs.[19,20].In particular,therearecorrectionsto thenorm al-
ization oforder�s(m Q a)2 and oforder(m Q a)2�Q CD=m Q = m Q a�Q CDa in the 1=m Q term
ofthe heavy-quark expansion. Estim atesofthe m agnitude ofthese errors| before orafter
1=m Q extrapolation| areabsentfrom Refs.[19,20].(Thecorresponding errorsin ourwork,
which we address quantitatively in Sec.V D,are oforder �2s in the norm alization and of
order�s�Q CD=m b in the1=m Q term .)

The calculation ofsem ileptonic form factors for B ! �l�,and related D decays,has
also been carried outwith quark m odelsand QCD sum rules.Atpresenttheuncertainties
from latticeQCD arecom parableto thosebased on light-conesum rules[43,44].Thelatter
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TABLE VII. Strategies for reducing statisticaland system atic uncertainties ofsem ileptonic

form factors.

uncertainty strategy

statistical m ore lattice gauge �elds;betterm q extrapolation

excited states longertim e extent;betteroperators

p extrapolation larger�nite volum e;betterstatistics

m q extrapolation betterstatistics;m ore valuesofm q;�xed-E extrapolation

adjusting m Q unquench

HQ ET m atching m atch up to �s�Q CD =m Q ,(�Q CD =m Q )
2

a dependence m ore lattices

de�nition ofa unquench

quenching unquench

havetheadvantagethatthey arem ostapplicableforenergeticpions,so (forB decay)they
overlap betterwith th distribution ofeventsin an experim ent.On theotherhand,itseem s
di�culttoreducetheuncertaintiesfrom sum rulesdown tothelevelofafew percent,which
willbe needed to m atch the precision ofthe B factories. As discussed in the following
section,however,alluncertaintiesoftheform factorsarereduciblewith latticeQCD.

V III.C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehavepresented resultsfortheform factorsand di�erentialdecayratesfor
the sem ileptonic decaysB ! �l� and D ! �l�.The totaluncertaintiesare30{35 percent
(forthe rate)and,hence,would yield a theoreticaluncertainty to the CKM m atrix of15{
18 percent. W e have attem pted a com plete analysis ofthe system atic uncertainties, at
least within the quenched approxim ation. A rough estim ate ofthe additionalerror from
quenching is10{20 percent(on therate).

A m ore im portant,thought less speci�c,result ofthis paper is a dem onstration that,
within the quenched approxim ation,alluncertainties are controllable. Table VII gives a
sketch ofwhat is needed to reduce allsources ofuncertainty. In alm ost every case,the
rem edy is sim ply m ore com puter tim e. That,in fact,is prom ising,since the com puter
used in this work is already ten years old. Given the experience ofthe CP-PACS [16,39]
and M ILC [40]collaborations with heavy-light decay constants, it should be feasible to
repeatouranalysison am odern supercom puterwith unquenched gauge�elds.In sum m ary,
there do notappearto be any technicalroadblocksto reducing the uncertaintiesin lattice
calculationsto a few percentorbetter,overthecourseofthepresentround ofexperim ents.

Inthecaseoftheuncertaintylabeled\HQET m atching"bettercalculationsofthevarious
short-distance coe�cients introduced in Sec.II willbe needed to be sure that the total
uncertainty is only a few percent. This is nota com putationalproblem buta theoretical
one,which arises also in calculations with lattice NRQCD.The alternative would be to
reduce the lattice spacing dram atically,so thatm Q a and �Q CD =m Q can be sim ultaneously
sm all. But,since com puter requirem ents scale as a�1 to a high power,that would seem
to be a long way o�. One would also have to sacri�ce som e otherim provem ents,such as
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rem oving thequenched approxim ation.
Forsem ileptonicdecaysofB orD tovectorm esonssuch as� and ! m orestudy isneeded.

Thevectorm esonsdecay hadronically,and in thequenched approxim ation thesedecaysare
absent. Even in unquenched calculations,however, there are stillissues that m ay need
explicit analysis. In particular,ifthe calculations are done atlargish lightquark m asses,
the decay m ay be kinem atically forbidden. Because there isnotyetm uch experience with
unquenched calculations,it is not yet clear whether one can sm oothly extrapolate vector
m esonpropertiesfrom thisregiontothephysicalm eson m asses.Itis,thus,hardtoanticipate
how welllatticeQCD willdo here.Thisisunfortunate,becausetheexperim entalerrorsfor
sem ileptonic decaysinto vectorm esonsareexpected to besom ewhatsm aller.

In any case,sem ileptonic decays ofB m esons ultim ately willprovide one ofthe m ost
accurate constraints on the unitarity triangle,through a determ ination ofjVubj. Indeed,
ifnew physics lurksbehind B 0-�B 0 m ixing,itisessentialto have constraintson the CKM
m atrix through charged-currentinteractionslikeb! cand b! u.
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