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Abstract

W epresent a lattice Q CD calculation ofthe form factorsand di erentialdecay
rates for sam ileptonic decays of the heavy-light m esons B and D to the nal
state 1 . The results are ocbtained w ith three m ethodological mm provem ents
over previous lattice calculations: a m atching procedure that reduces heavy—
quark lattice artifacts, the rst study of lattice-spacing dependence, and the
Introduction ofkinem atic cuts to reducem odeldependence. W e show that the
m ain system atics are controllable W ithin the quenched approxin ation) and
outline how the calculations could be In proved to aid current experin ents in
the determm ination of V¥ pjand Vi

PACS numbers: 1238G ¢, 1320He, 1215Hh

Typeset using REV TgX


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0101023v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0101023

I. NTRODUCTION

P rocesses nvolving weak decays of B and D m esons are of great interest, because they
yield inform ation on the m ore poorly known elem ents of the C abibboK cbayashiM askawa
(CKM ) m atrix. Seam ileptonic decays have traditionally been used to determm ine the CKM
m atrix, r example, V,q (through nuclkar -decay), Vus K1), Voo ® ! D 1), and
Vo ! ul) '-_[1]. In the 1rst three cases avor symm etries (isospin, SU (3) avor, and
heavy quark symm etry, resoectively) greatly sim plify one’s theoretical understanding of the
hadronic transition m atrix elem ents. In the symm etry lin i, and at zero recoil, current con-
servation ensures that the m atrix elem ents are exactly nom alized. Even when estin ates of
the deviations from the symm etry lim i are di cul to calculate reliably, the deviations tend
to be an all. Thus, the overall theoretical uncertainty on the decay process is under con-—
trol. G iven good experin entalm easurem ents, this procedure then determ ines the associated
elem ent ofthe CKM m atrix.

For sam ikptonic decays of cham ed or b- avored m esons Into light m esons there are no

avor sym m etries to constrain the hadronicm atrix elem ents. A sa resul, the errorson VypJ
are currently dom inated by theoretical uncertainties and are not well known [l]. For the
sam e reason the best value for ¥4 Jj at this tin e, com es from neutrino production of cham
o ofvalence d quarks (with the cross section from perturbative Q CD ), rather than from
the sam ileptonic D decays. In this paper we take a step towards reducing the theoretical
uncertainty by using lattice QCD to caloulate the form factors for the decays B ! 1 and
D ! 1 . Alhough our results are In the quenched approxin ation, we ntroduce several
m ethodological in provem ents that carry over to ullQ CD .M oreover, thiswork is the rst
to study the lattice~spacing dependence of the form factors.

There is a considerable ongoing experin ental e ort on this sub fct, which will lead to

m easuram ents of the di erential decay rates. ForB ! 1,
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whergE = p g2 g Is the energy of the pion in the rest fram e of the B m eson, and
p= E? m? isthe magnitude of the corresponding threemomentum . @ and p; are
fourm omenta. ForD ! 1, replace Vp with Vg, mg withmp, and pg with pp .) The
non-perturbative form factor £, E ) param etrizes the hadronicm atrix elem ent of the heavy-
to-light transition,
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whereV isthe charged b ! u vector current, and g= pz p isthem om entum transferred
to the kptons. For reasons that arem ade clearbelow , we prefer to consider the form factors
f, and f, as functions of E . T his kinem atic varable is related to the m ore comm on choice
d=mZ+m? 2mgE . The contrbution of f, to the decay rate is suppressed by a factor
m =m 5 )* s0 we shallpresent the rate given n Eq. (I .1). In the decay B ! both form
factors are in portant, however, so both are tabulated below , in Sec.V 1.
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The rst detem inations of V,jcam e from the rate of the nclusive sam ilkeptonic decay
B ! X,1 . In general, nclusive rates can be described m odelindependently through an
operator product expansion OPE), leading to a double serdes in  gcp=myp and smy) '[_2].
T hus, they are sub Ect to non-perturbative and perturbative uncertainties. In particular,
one requires the quantities , 1, and ,, which are de ned in the heavy-quark e ective
theorydi The huge cham background n B ! X ,1 must be elin inated by im posing a cut
either on the charged kpton energy {], on the hadronic invariantm ass [§], oron ¢ []. Such
cuts narrow the kinem atic acoeptance and m ay, therefore, ncrease sensitivity to violations
of quark-hadron duality, which is hard to quantify.

The di erential rates of exclusive decays o er an altemative route to V¥V pjand Ve
This method is lin ited, however, by uncertainties in the form factors, such as £, E) In
Eqg. d). In the case of D decays, the E dependence of the rate has been m easured only
orD ! K1 [Il. The FOCUS collaboration 3] will in prove that m easurem ent and also
should be ablk to m easure the E dependence In the Cabibbo-suppressed mode D ! 1.
F irst m easuram ents of the branching ratios forB ! 1l andB ! 1 have been presented
by the CLEO oollaboration @]. The form factors for all these processes are calculable w ith
lattice Q CD .Here we concentrate on calculating the form factors orB ! 1 (@nd sin ilarD
decays). Thebranching ratio isnotas largeasforB ! 1 , and there are other experin ental
di culties [L0}. On the other hand, w ith vector m esons several form factors enter into the
decay rate. Furthem ore, one m ight expect greater uncertainties forthe (@and ! and )
from the quenched approxin ation, because of their non-zero hadronic w idths.

W ith lattice QCD a very pressing issue is to understand the systam atic uncertainties.
Indeed, an In portant justi cation for using the quenched approxin ation is that the savings
iIn com puter tin e allow us to study the other system atic uncertainties in detail. To control
system atic errors we apply three m ain m ethodological in provem ents in this paper: we nor—
m alize the heavy-quark action and current In a way that reduces heavy-quark discretization
e ects, we have three di erent lattice spacings to study any rem aining discretization e ects,
and we Introduce kinem atic cuts to avoid m odel dependence.

F irst, ket us consider the discretization for the heavy quark. At the lattice spacings, a,
aurrently In use, the large m ass of the b quark means that mypa > 1. To control lattice
Spacing e ects, we adopt the approach of Ref. [1}], which takes an im proved action for
W ilson ferm ions, but adjusts the couplings in the action and the nomm alization ofthe current
o that the kading and next-toJleading tem s in the heavy-quark e ective theory HQET)
are correct. By applying HQET directly to lattice ocbservables, one can show that the
heavy-light m eson has sn all discretization e ects (2], in our case of order ¢ gcp=mg,

s ocpd, ( gecp=mg)?,and ( gcpa)?. These nom alization conditions allow us to perform
our calculations directly at the physicalmassm g = my. This approach has already been
successfiilly applied in calculationsof B and D m eson decay constantsby urgroups [13{14]
and in caloulations of the form factors forB ! D 1 at zero recoil {I7]. W ok on B !

1 by two other groups [18{20] w ith the sam e action (but di erent lattice currents) has
used nom alization conditions designed for light quarks, which su er from errors of order

'A new method for calculatihg , 1,and , can be fund in Ref. -[3].



Mmoa fI8lor mya)® f1920]. To reduce these e ects their calculations have been carried
out with pseudoscalarmeson masses 12 GeV < mp < 20 GeV {191orl7 GeV < mjp <
2:6Gev P0]. W ehave notbeen persuaded that HQET can be used to guide the extrapolation
from thereback up tomyg = 53 G&V.

Seocond, there are cuto e ects of order  ka and ka)? from the light quark, where k
is the m om entum of the light quarks inside the m esons. For light or heavy-light hadrons
at rest, the m om entum k ocp s O these e ects are of the sam e kind as som e of those
considered above. In the sam ileptonic decay, how ever, one has a light daughter hadron w ith
non-zero recoilm om entum , w hich gives rise to Jattice spacihg errorsw ith k = p j. To study
this system atic error, we carry out the calculation at three di erent lattice spacings, and
check the dependence of our results on a. W e can then restrict our nal results to anall
enough recoilm om enta, so that discretization e ects rem ain under control. O ur test of the
lattice spacing dependence is the rst In a lattice calculation of sam ikeptonic form factors.

Third, we do not use m odels to extend our kinem atic reach to high pion energy (ie.,
low o), In contrast to previous work [L8{20]. The extrapoltion would rely on the worst of
our data: not only do discretization errors increase with p a, but statistical errors do too.
T herefore, we quote the di erential decay rate over the range w here system atic uncertainties
from the lattice are under control. In particular, we de ne

Z
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T he upper lim it is chosen to rein in the discretization and statisticaluncertainties. The lower
Iim it cuts out a region where extrapolations In p and light quark m ass are di cul. Then,
assum Ing a m asskess charged lpton, one can combine Ty w ith experin entalm easurem ents
to determm ine the CKM m atrix via
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Our nal resul, showing the integrand of Eq. 1 3) or B and D ! 1, is i Fi.1].

The shaded regions indicate the range of pion m om entum over which we can control the
uncertainties. Integrating over this region, we nd

T 04 GeV;10Gev)= 055" 055+ 09°+ 009 005 009 Ge?; 1.6)
Tp (04 GeV;0:925Gev) = 023" 0 F 0009 003 0:03GeV: @.7

where the rst uncertainty is statistical, and follow ng four are system atic and com e from
chiral extrapolation, lJattice spacing dependence, m atching to continuum Q CD , and the sum
In quadrature of several other uncertainties. T he last Includes an estin ate ofthe uncertainty
from converting lattice units to physical units, which partly re ects uncertainty from the
quenched approxin ation. In addition to these uncertainties, which are quanti able w ithin
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FIG.1. The di erential decay rate (W ithout m om entum -independent factors) as a function
ofp= p jPor@B ! 1 and P)D ! 1 .The solid errorbarsshow the statistical uncertainty
and the dotted ones show the sum in quadrature of statistical and system atic uncertainties.



the quenched approxin ation, there m ay be an additional error from quenching as large as
10{20 percent on Tz and Tj .

At low m om enta the experin ental ratesgo to zero, so no inform ation is lost by m aking the
autatpnin = 04 GV .For sam ilkptonic D decays the high-m om entum cut is already at the
kinem aticendpoint m?2 m*)=2mp, = 0:925G eV .A high-m omentum cutatp, ., = 10GeV
is, however, an obstack to detem ining ¥, since sam ikptonic B decays usually produce
harder pions. A though the cut does reduce the overlap between our lattice caloulation and
experin ental results, the resuls presented here are m odel independent (@part from quench-
ing). A s experin ental and lattice results in prove over the next several years, the range of
pion m om entum should widen and can be selected to optin ize the com bined experin ental
and theoretical uncertainty.

T his paper is organized as follow s. Section 11 contains a discussion of the lattice action
and vector current for heavy quarks. The Jattice calculation of the m atrix elm ents is
described in Sec.iIII. Section [V! describes an interpolation in pion threem om entum and an
extrapolation in light quark m ass, which are needed to obtain the form factors. The fom er
is a special feature of these decays; i interacts w ith the chiral lim i, and together these lead
to the cuts given ;n Egs. {1.6) and (1.}). W e discuss quantitatively the system atic errors
on Tz and Tp In Sec.Vi. The analysis of B and D decays is essentially the sam e. Results
for the form factors are tabulated in Sec.¥ T. Section ¥ If com pares ourm ethods and results
to previous (and ongoing) work [[9{21i]. Section V It concludes.

P relin nary results of this analysis have been presented in Refs. £2,23]. Phenom eno—
logical in plications of D decays, especially for com paring D ! 1l andD !

Ref. P2], will appear in another publication.

K1l asin

II.CONTINUUM AND LATTICE MATRIX ELEM ENTS

The continuum m atrix elem ent of the avorchanging vector current, V. = ui b, is
param etrized by two independent form factors, forexam ple those n Eq. @ J). Ih considering
the chiral and heavy-quark lim is, i ism ore %onvenEnt to w rite the m atrix elem ent as

p 1
)V Be)i= 2my vEE)+ P, H E) @d)

where v = pg=mjy isthe ourwvelocity ofthe B, and p;, = p E v is the pion m om entum
orthogonalto v. The tradiional form factors £, and f; are related to £ and £, by

h i
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Atg = 0 it Pllows from these ormulke that £, = £, which is necessary from Eq. @2).
There are several good reasons to focus the num erical analysis on fi and £, . First,
consideration of chiral and heavy-quark sym m etry yields the expectation form ,E ! O
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through order 1=m, in the heavy-quark expansion P35]. Here f5, f5 , and £ are decay
oconstants, and ggg is the B-B — ooupling. A lthough we do not use these results to
constrain the needed chiral extrapolation of our data, they do show us that fi and f,
behave di erently asm  is reduced to itsphysicalvalie. Recalld = m2 + m?  2mpE )
Furthem ore, fy and £, have a sin pl description in the heavy-quark e ective theory R5],
so they are natural quantities to study in the lattice m ethod of Refs. {11,12], or when using
lattice NRQCD RI]. Finally, they emerge directly from the lattice caloulation, so it is
sin pler to analyze them ssparately, form ing the linear combinations ;n Egs. £4) and @.3)
at the end.

For the light quarks we use the Shekholeslam W ohlert (SW ) action 6], with the cus-
tom ary nom alization conditions form sa ! 0. The SW action has an extra coupling Gy ,
som etin es called the \clover" coupling, which can be adjisted to reduce the leading lattice-
soacihg e ect of W ilson fermm ions. In practice, we adjast cgy  according to tadpole-in proved,
treeJdevel perturbation theory P1], so the leading light-quark cuto e ect isoforder cka.

W e also use the SW action for the heavy quark, but is two free param eters, the bare
mass m, and clover coupling ¢y , are adjisted to m aintain good behavior n the heavy—
quark lim it fI1]. This goes as follow s: on-shell lattice m atrix elm ents can be described by
a version of HQET [12], with e ective Lagrangian (in the rest fram e)

hD?h hi B h
+ +
2m , 2m g

Lyger = m;hh+ ; 2.6)
whereh istheheavy-quark eld of HQET,and B isthe chrom om agnetic eld. The \m asses"
mi,m,,and my are short-distance coe cients; they depend onm ( and gy (@nd the gauge
coupling) . Fortunately, m atrix elem ents are com pletely independent of m ; {12], so we ad—
Just mg and gy to tune m, and my to the b (or ¢) quark. In practice, we tune m,
non-perturbatively, using the quarkoniim spectra, and my with the estin ate of tadpole-
in proved, tree-level perturbation theory R7].

T he Jattice current is constructed according to the sam e principles. W e distinguish the
lattice current V- from its continuum ocounterpart V and take

q__
v = Zvuuzvbb ui b (2.7)

where the rotated eld 1]
= L+ad  Dal o 2.8)

and 4 isthe lattice quark eld (= u; b) in the SW action. Here D 1, is the symm etric,

nearest-neighbor, covariant di erence operator. In Eq. @.7) the factors Zyaw, q = u;b,

nom alize the avor-conserving currents. In practios, they are com puted non-perturbatively.
M atching the current V. to HQET requires further short-distance coe cients:

i B.h
gl B,h

lat lat lat s
+ v )th+ Vql?h

Vo= (8 ; 2.9)

2m3

w here the symbol=: In plies equality ofm atrix elem ents, and g is a relativistic (continuum )
antiquark eld.Atthetree level &= 1, 2= 0. A lso, further din ension—-four operators,



whose coe cients vanish at the tree Jlevel, are om itted from the right-hand side ofEq. (2.9).
T his description is .n com plete analogy w ith that for the continuum current, nam ely,

B;gl B.h
@7?4_

v = (v+ v)Ivah+ yai,h
2m g

(2.10)

Indeed, the HQET operators are the same. On the other hand, the radiative corrections
to the shortdistance coe cients in Egs. (2.9) and Egs. (210) di er, because the lattice
m odi es the physics at short distances.

By studying the form factorsin HQET, asin Ref. R§], one can deduce how to com pensate

for the m ism atch between short-distance coe cients \;]at) and v(]at) for the Jattice and v

and y forthe continuum . HQET m atrix elem ents have form factors

h ghBi="'",E); @11)
hy,hBi=p,", E); ©12)

50, leaving aside the din ension—four operator gi. B, h for now,

HE)= v'cE); 2.13)
£EE)= (vt v) -2 E): 2.14)

By the sam e reasoning, fom factors calculated w ith the lJattice current V. satisfy

£EE)= JYcE); (215)
£2°€)= (&4 5, €): @ 16)

Up to lattice artifacts of the light degrees of freedom the HQET fom factors’ , and ’ , are
the same in Egs. €.13) and €.14) and in Egs. £2.15) and €.16). Thus,

HE)= v §E); 217
f: €)= v, £7°E€); 2.18)
where y = yv=5 y, = (v + v)=(F+ ). Because these factors arise from short

distances, iIn practice we com pute them in perturbation theory to one loop. W e nd thes
short-distance corrections to be very am all.

Finally, the free parameter d; .n Eq. @.8) can be adjusted to tune 1=m s to Bi=m .
In the present calculations, we adjust d; with the estin ate of tadpole—in proved, tree-level
perturbation theory, as explained in Ref. fL1].

W ith these nom alization conditions the lading term In the heavy-quark expansion is
correctly obtained, up to neglected higher-order corrections to v, and v, . The associated
error should bem uch an allerthan ourotheruncertainties, becausem ost ofthe short-distance
nom alization is handled non-perturbatively, through the factor  ZyuuZyw . Sin ilarly, the
1=m, tem in the heavy-quark expansion is correctly obtained, up to neglected loop cor-
rections to oy and d;, and to din ension—four operators neglected In Eq. £.9). Here the
associated error dependsonmga. W henmga > 1 it is fomally oforder ¢ gcp=mg,but



whenmgya< 1 iisfomally oforder  gcpa. In the work reported here, such corrections
are an aller than, or com parabl to, other uncertainties.

In lattice QCD the required m atrix elem ents and thence the form factors are calculated
from correlation functions. In particular, the threepoint correlation function fortheB !
transition is

X ) .
C®pikititit) =  eP*e™ P Y0Py kity) » W iRV O;)PL; @219)
Xy
where Oy and O are interpolating operators forthe B and mesons. In the lim it of large
tin e ssparations, the correlation fiinction becom es

- B j j i
C® prkitestart) = 2.7 2 g0 b e Bl wegmatm ey i 220)
2E g 2F
where Eg E ) istheenergy ofa B ( ) meson with momentum k (o). The energies and

the extemal line factors Z and Zy can be caloulated from twopoint correlation fiinctions

X )
CPp;= e® 0Dy ®;H0] (0;0)Pi; 2 21)

X

whereH is orB, and for large tjone has
CPp;t)=z2yefe 4 : 2 22)

By tine reversal 1B k)Jj 1 «J P)i=h ©E)]. »B k)i, so n the rest of this paper
we do not distinguish the two m atrix elem ents.

To summ arize this section, ket us review the steps needed to obtain the physical fom
factors f, and fy. First we cbtaln E and

B 0) b vl P
“ B . 223
P . P 7 ( )

1B O)J b5 4] b1, (224)

Fy ) =

F, = p— —
e

for ssveral values of p, directly from tting the lattice correlation finctions to the tine
dependence given in Eqgs. £20) and ©22). The nom alization factors Zyu: and Zyw are
com puted from zero-m om entum , avor-conserving correlation functions. T he radiative cor-
rection factors  appearing in Egs. £.17) and (2.18) are com puted w ith perturbation theory.
T hese ngredients are combined to fom
q q
k€)= v, ZywZyw 2E Fy(); (225)
q
£, €)= V?qZVuuzvbb 2E aF, (); (226)

wih E = E . From the caloculated values of p we then interpolate to a ducil st of
momenta. The form factors fy and £, are extrapolated to the physical light quark m ass.
W ith the light quark corresponding to strange we chedk also for lattice spacing e ects.
Finally, the combinations f;, and f;, are formed from the extrapolated £, and fi wih
Egs. £2) and {.3) and physicalm eson m asses.

9



TABLE I. Input param eters to the num erical lattice calculations, together w ith som e elem en—
tary output param eters. E rror bars on the outputs refer to the last digit(s).

Inputs
= 6=g2 6.1 59 5.7
Volme, N J 24 48 16° 32 12° 24
Con gurations 200 350 300
Cow 1.46 1.50 157
prMo Gev) 0.0990, 431 0.0930, 3.73 0.0890, 2 .87
oMo Gev) 01260, 1.07 01227, 1.05 0.1190, 0.96
ssmo Gev) 01373, 0.092 0.1385, 0.091 0.405, 0.093
gmo Gev) 0.1382, 0107

0.1388, 0.075
0.1391, 0.059
0.13%94, 0.043

0.1410, 0.076
0.1415, 0.059
0.1419, 0.045

E Jem entary outputs

oric 0.13847" 014021" 014327"
a; s Gev) 264" Y 180", 116"
al Gev) 24070 147" 089"/
2 Nga Gev) 0.686 0.707 0.607
U 0.8816 0.8734 0.8608

v @=a) 0171 0192 0227

ITT.LATTICE CALCULATION

This work uses three ensambles of lattice gauge eld con gurations, which have been
used in previous work on heavy-light decay constants P§,14], light-quark m asses 9], and
quarkonia 3Q]. The quark propagators are the same as in Ref. {14], but we now use 200
Instead 0f 100 con gurations on the nest lattice With = 6:). T he input param eters for
these elds are .n Tablk {, together w ith som e elem entary output param eters.

The quark propagators are com puted from the Sheikholeslam W ohlert action, which
Includes a din ension— ve Interaction wih coupling cgy . For heavy and light quarks we
adjist cgy to the value uo3 suggested by tadpole-in proved, treeJdevel perturbation theory,
and the socalled m ean link ug is calculated from the plaquette. T he hopping param eter
is related to the bare quark m ass. Forbottom and cham ed quarks, , and . are adjsted
o that the soin-averaged kinetic m ass of the corresponding 1S quarkonium states m atch
experin ental m easuram ents. For light quarks, s and 4 are xed from light m eson spec-
trosoopy, using keading-order chiralperturoation theory and the experin entalkaon and pion
m asses. W e also list the tadpole-in proved bare quark m ass in G €V,

11 1
moa = U_o > :Jt ; 3d)
where the critical quark hopping param eter .+ m akes the pion m asskess. A lfhough this
m ass is just a barem ass, it show sthat the heavy quarks are heavy, and the light quarks light.

10



W e calculate the three-point function n Eq. @ 20) w ith degenerate spectator and daugh-—
ter light quarks. At each lattice spacing we have propagators corresoonding to the strange
quark. W e refer to this decay as B¢ ! sl , wrting 4 for the pssudoscalar ss state In
analogy wih quarkoniim . At = 5:9 and 5:7 we have additional light quark propagators,
w ith hopping param eter ,, covering the range %m s < m g <mg,.

The lattice spacing a In physical units must be st through some ducial observable.
As a ruk (] we prefer the spin-averaged 1P-1S splitting of chamoniuim , m 1p45. For
com parison we give the valie of a ! de ned through the pion decay constant £ . The
discrepancy means that m (p4s=f does not agree w ith experim ent; this is thought to be
largely due to the quenched approxin ation, because it ram ains even as a is decreased.

T he renom alized strong coupling v (2=a) at scale 2=a is detem ined as in Ref. LZ-:/Z]. It
is an ingredient in the calculation of the short-distance coe cients y, and v, , Introduced
nEgs. £.17) and €.19).

In the threepoint functions the heavy-light m eson is at rest, while them om entum ofthe
light daughterm eson isvaried. In a nite volum e only discrete values of spatialm om entum
are accessble. W e com pute the threepoint function with p = 2 n=Nga, for integer m o-
mentum n 2 £(0;0;0); (1;0;0); (1;1;0); 1;1;1); 2;0;0)g. Asone can sse in Tab]e!_i, one
uni ofm om entum is about 0.7 G&V In the boxes used here, so our calculations cover the
range0 p< 15Gev.

W e cbtain the energies, m atrix elem ents, and Zy factorsby ttingEgs. €20) and @ 22)
with a ?-m inin ization algorithm . Statistical errors, including the fi1ll correlation m atrix
in ?,aredetem ined from 1000 bootstrap sam ples oreach best t. Thebootstrap procedure
is repeated w ith the sam e sequence for all quark m ass com binations and m om enta, and in
this way the fully correlated statistical errors are propagated through later stages of the
analysis.

T he right-hand sides ofEgs. £20) and £24) arethe rsttem i a series, w ith another
tem foreach radialexcitation. W e reduce contam ination from these statestwo ways. F irst,
we keep the three points ofthe threepoint fiinction well ssparated In Euclidean) tine. The
light m eson creation operatorO isalwaysatt; = 0 and the heavy-light m eson annihilation
operatorat tr = Nt=2. W e then vary the tim e t; of the current and the range t oftine-
slices kept In the t, to see when the lowest-lying states dom inate. The nalchoice ism ade
by dem anding that 2=d.o.f. is acogptable and, then, m inin izing the statistical errors while
m axin izing t. For acceptable ts we have 3 t 6. The extraction of the desired
m atrix elem ents is shown in F ig. % for several light-m eson m om enta and typical quark m ass.
Thebest t and error envelope are indicated by the solid and dotted lines resoectively. T he
second way to isolate the low est—lying states is to choose interpolating operators, Oy and O
in Eq. €.19), to have a large overlap w ith the desired state. This is done by smn earing out
the quark and antiquark w ith 1S and 2S C oulom b-gauge wave fiinctions, as in Ref. BL]l. W e
also exam ine point-like, or function, operators, but for light m esons at higher m om enta
we nd that the source does not yield good plateaus [32]. The di erent com binations of
sources and sinks allow us to chedk explicitly for excited state contributions by com paring
results from tswith di erent sm earing finctions. F igure 8, com pares results for the m atrix
eement B ;VY¥jsiatn = (1;1;0), cbtained from 1S source and sink and from 1S source
forthe Iight meson and sink forthe B;. The 1S-1S correlation functions yield the cleanest
m atrix elem ents, so we take our central values from them .
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0.0

FIG . 3. Isolation of the lowest-lying states w ith di erent smn earing functions, forn = (1;1;0)
and quark m asses as in Fig. :_2 T he solid sym bols have the standard 1S source and 1S sink; the
open symbolshave a -function sink for the Bg.

IV.ANALYSISOF FORM FACTORS

From theexponential tsto threepoint correlation fiinctionsdescribed in Sec.IIfwehave
thematrix element, h s P)V B40)i, orquark massesm 4 < m, and nalstate m omenta
Pij< 14 G&V.W emust now extend these data to lower quark m ass, until the m ass of
the qg pseudoscalar reaches the pion m ass. Furthem ore, the m ore im portant form factor
f; €),which isessentially h 4 (p) V3B 4 (0)i=p;, isdirectly calculated only for non—zero three—
momentum . In the nie volume used here, the lowest non-zero m om entum is already
07 GeV, and we would lke to extend to lower values, calling for another extrapolation.

T he extrapolation in quark m ass can be guided by chiral perturbation theory. To ex—
trapolate in m om entum , however, there is no m theoretical guide, so we m ust exercise
caution. Fortunately, this extrapolation is problem atic only in the kinem atic regin e where
phase space suppresses the rate. Consequently, neither extrapolation introduces a m odel.
W e also have checked that the order in which the m om entum and chiral extrapolations are
done hasno signi cant e ect the nalresul.

A .M om entum interpolation and extrapolation

U ltin ately, we want to com pare resuls at the three di erent lattice spacings. There—
fore, we Interpolate the lattice data to a xed set of physical momenta. To start, we
convert the lattice data to physical units using alé 4. Figure 4 shows the underlying
data for B¢ ! sl at = 59 and 631, along wih interpolated points. The verti-
cal thorzontal) error bars on the underlying data come from the statistical uncertainty
nF,, @'). We terpolte ogf,a '@ (bogfia''™) lhearly (quadratically) in p? to
Pj2 £0;0:1;02;03;04;0:5;0:6;0:7;0:8;0:9;1:0;11g GeV . This sst fom s the basis of all
further analysis. T he statistical error bars of the interpolated points are vertical only, be—
cause both statistical errors are propagated through the interpolation.

13
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W e must extend the interpolation to an extrapolation to obtain an estin ate of £, for
p < 0:7 GeV .As the pion becom es softer and lighter one expects from Eq. €.5) that the
dependence on E (@nd hence p) is sensitive to the Ansatz for extrapolation. The B pol
gives £, a peak at low mom entum , and the height of the peak rises as the quark m ass
decreases. This shape is hard to capture, as is shown in Fig.H, unlkss the t is constrained
to it. Forp > 057 G&V the pok t agrees perfectly with the m ethod describbed above. But
as p is decreased into the region of extrapolation, the two fom s start to deviate. Above
04 G&V the agreem ent is still good, so we m ake a cut here. For an aller m om enta phase
soace suppresses the number of events, so this cut has no serious ram i cations. For D
decays the situation ismuch the sam e, as shown in Fig.§. Therefore, we in pose the sam e
Jow -m om entum cut In this case. O ther functional fom s, such as rational, do not m akem uch
dierenceind =dp/ p*f, F=E ,oncethecut at pp»n = 04 G &V is im posed.

At high m om entum there are other di culties. The signalto-noise ratio of the three-
point function deteriorates. For the highest momentum , n = (2;0;0), we cannot always
extract a convincing m atrix elem ent: In som e cases the plateau t is Just 2 tin eslices, and
threepoint flinctions w ith di erent sources and sinks do not yield the sam e value for the
m atrix elem ent. W e cannot Include these data in the Interpolation. For the second-highest
momentum ,n = (1;1;1), we cannot extract the m atrix elem ents at lighterm 4, so statistical
errors blow up In the chiral extrapolation. W e therefore place a cut at n = (1;1;0), which
corresoonds to phax = 10 GV . Indeed, our uncertainties would be an aller wih a lower
upper cut, at the cost of reducing the overlap w ith the experinm ental data further still

B .Chiral extrapolation

Follow ing them om entum interpolation, the form factorsfy and £, at = 57 and 59 are
extrapolated to the chiral lin it at xed m om entum , guided by chiral perturbation theory.
From Egs. £.4) and 2.5) one can see that the chiralbehavior of f, and f, should be very
di erent. In particular, £, does not contain a B pole, at Jeast not at the lrading order In
the chiral expansion. In the form factors, dependence on the light pssudoscalar m ass enters
both through m? and E . W ith ourmomentum cut, p > 0:4 Ge&V, and our light m eson
masses, 045GeV < m _ < 0{74 GeV, the dependence ofE on p rem ains sm ooth, so we try

ts of the form

fr, =A+Bm+Cm?; @.1)

wherem = og(l+ mga). We compare quadratic tswih oating C to lnear ones w ih
xed C = 0. The di erence In the chiral Ilin it of these di erent ts is the origin of our
greatest system atic uncertainty.

Tt would be desirabl to have quark propagators at lighter quark m asses to achieve
better control on the chiral extrapolation. The com puter tin e would increase substantially,
however, and the obstaclk of exceptional con gurations would have to be overcom e, for
example as in Ref. 33].

Wenotethat whenp= 0 (crp m ) i would be better [34] to carry out the chiral
extrapolation at xed E, instead of xed p. W ith p > 04 G&V, however, the xed E
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TABLE II. Budget of statistical and system atic uncertainties In this work for the quantities
Tg 04 GeV;10GeV), Tp 04GeV;093GeV),andTg 04 Ge&V;09GeV)=Tp 04GeV;09Ge&V).
A ll entries in percent.

uncertainty Tp VupJ Tp Va3 Tp =TIp Vur=VedJ
L + 27 +14 + 17 + 9 + 10 + 5
statistical 9 5 8 4 4 2
excited states 6 3 6 3 6 3
P extrapolation 10 5 9 5 9 5
m 4 extrapolation +2126 +118 +183 ’ 92 ’ l43 ’ 27
adjusting m o 6 3 2 1 8 4
HQET m atching 10 5 10 5 10 5
a dependence + 136 + 28 + 263 + 131 5 3
de niion ofa 11 6 4 2 8 4
total system atic 30 15 28 L I i
+40 +20 +32 +16 +25 +13
total (stat  sysb) 31 16 26 13 20 10

extrapolation is probably not essential, although it m ay reduce the uncertainty from the
chiral extrapolation. W e shall nvestigate this issue elsew here.

V.SYSTEM ATIC ERRORS

A s discussed In the previous section, we do not have usefiil results outside the range
04Gev p 10Gev; 61

where p = P jis the pion’s threem om entum in the rest frame of the B or D . M atrix
elem ents w ith higher m om entum are not estin ated reliably, and at lower m om entum the
chiral extrapolation used is no longer good. In this section we analyze the system atic
uncertainties quantitatively, focusing on the partially Integrated rates Tz 04 GeV;10G&V)
and Tp (04 GeV;0:925 GeV), de ned ;n Eq. @ 3), and the CKM m atrix cbtained from
Egs. {i24) and {i25). A summ ary of this analysis is given in Tabl Ti.

The statistical error is estin ated with the bootstrap m ethod, draw ing 1000 sam ples
for each t. The bootstrap propagates the statistical uncertainty, Including correlations,
through the interpolation in light m eson m om entum and extrapolation in light-quark m ass,
50 In the end statistics rem ain a quantitatively in portant source of uncertainty.

A . E xcited states

Asexplined in Sec. IIJ, we take care to isolate the desired lowestdying and B states
from their radial excitations when com puting the threepoint function ofEq. £.19). The
associated uncertainty on the m atrix elem ents (and, thus, the form factors) is com puted by
com paring tsw ith di erent am eared and unsm eared interpolating operators. A ffer choosing
the optim al t range for each combination of am earing functions, we nd deviations in F 5
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and F'y of 1{3 percent, where the high end of the range is form om enta near the upper cut.
W e assign an uncertainty of 6 percent to Ty and Tj .

A though we calculate sim ilarm atrix elem ents for each p and for B and D decays, the
range t of tim eslices kept in the t was chosen independently for each case. T herefore,
the excited state contam mnation in Ty =Tp ispartly, but not fillly, correlated. A conservative
error estin ate is again 6 percent.

B .M om entum and chiral extrapolations

The form factor £, that enters into the partialw idth ism ore sensitive to £, than to f;.
Thus, it could be sensitive at sm allp to the extrapolation describbed in Sec.IV Al. T he mte,
however, is mudch less sensitive, because phase space suppresses it at snallp. For Ty the
variation between linear, rational, and pole form sis 10% .

The chiral extrapolation is a m ajpr source of uncertainty. Figure 7] shows the chiral
extrapolation at = 59 for fi and £, atn = (1;0;0). W e com pare three di erent ts:
(1) a quadratic t to the four lightest quark masses; (2) a lnear t to the four lightest
quark m asses; and (3) a quadratic tto all ve light quark m asses. The rst hasthe lowest

2=d o .f.,, but the other two are perfectly acceptable. For otherm om enta the behavior is the
sam e. Because the extrapolated result from the st (@nd best) t lies between the other
two, we use it to give our centralvalue, and use the other two as estin ates of the system atic
error. The ambiguiy of the ts, and hence the system atic error, could be reduced w ith
explicit calculation at am aller m 4, but a suitable point is not feasble with our com puter
resources. W e are keft w th an uncertainty of *,°% i Ty and ";5’% in Tp .

T he errorbars on the extrapolated points in F ig.7] show how the statistical uncertainties
are In ated by the chiral extrapolation. T his part of the uncertainty is statistical in nature,
0 it is ncorporated into the rst line of Table Ti. Indeed, it isthem ain reason the statistical
uncertainty in T (Ip ) grows from 6 percent (7 percent) with mq = mg to 18 percent
(13 percent) withm 4 = m 4.

C .H eavy quark m ass dependence

To exam Ine the dependence on the heavy quark m ass we use form factors with a light
strange quark, because then statistical errors do not m ask the e ect. F igure 8 com pares the
form factorsBg and D ¢ decays. There isa signi cant di erence. The quarkonium spectrum
tunes the (pare) heavy quark m assw ithin a precision of 1{2% [14], which clearly would have
no signi cant e ect on the form factors. But because of Jattice artifacts In the quarkoniim
binding energy B3] and because of quenching, the heavy-light spectrum yields a di erent
adjistm ent of bare quark m asses. The shift is to ower 1=mps In Fig. §. From Eq. @)
one sees that f, dom lnates In £, ©r B decay. Thus, f; is analler w ith the heavy-light
adjaistm ent of the bottom quark m ass, and Ty is 6 percent an aller. O n the other hand, £
and fi m ake a com parable contrbutions to £, forD decay. Ik tums out that f; is Jarger
w ith the heavy-light adjistm ent of the cham ed quark m ass, and Tp is 2 percent larger.
The ratio Tg =Tp is 8 percent an aller.
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D .M atching

Asexplained in Sec. T, our treatm ent of the heavy quark m atches lattice gauge theory
with W ilson ferm ionsto HQET . This ires calculations of the short-distance coe cients:
1=m, and 1=mz in the e ective action; ZyuuZyw In the de nition ofthe current; and v, ,

v, r and 1=m ; In the description of the currents. A s discussed in the previous subsection,
m , is adjisted non-perturbatively, by tuning the quarkonium spectrum to agree w ith exper—
In ent. The nom alization factors Zyuw and Zyw are also com puted non-perturbatively, by
requiring that avor-conserving m atrix elem ents ! and B ! B, computed by analogy
wih Eq. £20), give unit charge. The uncertainty from it is purely statistical and much
an aller than all other statistical uncertainties.

The signi cant system atic e ects in the m atching procedure com e from com puting v,
and v, ,and from them isn atch between Egs. €.9) and Egs. £.10) at the kevelofdin ension—
four and higher currents. In the present work we do this part of the m atching w ith pertur-
bative Q CD , kading to errors of order =M, 1=m é , respoectively. Let usnow consider
these e ects in tum.

Because they are short-distance quantities, the m atching factors , and y, should
be calculable In perturbation theory. (N ote that alle ects that m ake lattice perturbation
theory less reliablk than continuum perturbation theory are absorbed into ™ ZyuwuZyw.) W e
have calculated them to one loop, so we w rite

2
s’

v=1+ s@)4d \[/l] (©2)

for y, and y, . W e use the Brodsky-L.epageM ackenzie BLM ) procedure to choose the
expansion parameter () 3627]. In the scheme in which the Fourder transform of the
heavy-quark potentialreadsV k)= G 4 ,(k)=k?,theBLM scal g isgiven through

1]

bg@ga) = 2V1 (53)

< g

where . isobtained from ' by replacing the gluon propagatorD () with D () ogk®a®.
T he details of these calculations are sin ilar to those described in Ref. [37], and the results

are listed In Tabk IIT B8]. The e ects are small or B decays and tiny forD decays. This
can be understood because the v s are ratios of very sin ilar quantities, so there is good
cancellation. It is therefore plausble that the two-Jdoop contrbution is num erically sm aller
by another factor of 02, and thus com plktely negligble.

Next, we must estin ate the uncertainty from the m ign atch of the 1=my tem in the

heavy-quark expansion. T his contributes an error on either form factor £

1, £ Pim, Moamy oot (54)

from 1=m 3 and l=mp ocontrbutions, and b, , gives the deviation of the shortdistance
coe cients orthe lattice and continuum theories. (SeeRefs. [11,12] for furtherdetails.) The
factorbm g a) is at m ost of order unity; for ocur calculations of D -m eson m atrix elem ents it
isoforderm.a < 1. Taking o 02 and gcp 500 M &V one nds that these errors, in
either cass, are at m ost a few percent on £ orthe CKM m atrix.
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TABLE IIT. Perturbation theory for m atching factors y, and v, . The oneJdoop tem s \El]

and \[,l] are in units of 10 ° .

6:
s@) v

<=
<g
<=
< g
<a= I

iy
v

fr 536 980 0459 1.011 817 1591 0173 1.018 1065 2199 019 1.026
£, 1987 3312 0163 0.959 2096 3534 0.181 0.952 2146 3621 0212 0.943

i 59 13 0233 0.998 28 40 0402 0.999 + 63 152 0184 1.001
£, 947 1368 0.169 0.980 1223 1821 0.188 0.971 1508 2339 0218 0.959

F inalky, we m ust estin ate the uncertainty from the m ism atch ofthe l=mé tem s:
1m2 Bz Mmoamy’ Sopf: (5.5)

There are m any contribution at order 1=m é In the heavy-quark expansion, m ost of which
com e from iteration of the 1=m, tem s. Only genuine l=mf2 tem s in the e ective action
and currents can be as laccurate asEq. $.5) suggests. Sihoe gcp=mg ocpa S ¢ Por
our lattice data, the error 1em 2 f is sim flar n m agniude to that of 1 £.

The estin ates in Table TI derived from Egs. 6.4) and 6.5) are very conservative. Tt
is plausible that the denom nator of heavy-quark expansion is 2m o, and it is possible that
the unknown coe cients are fractions instead of 1{2 as used above. Thus, the m atching
uncertainties m ay already be neglighble.

The m asses of the b and ¢ quarks di er by about a factor of three. T he short-distance
coe clents are functions ofm ga [112], so the m atching uncertainties do not cancel com —
pktely in the ratio Tz =Tp . In particular, on our lattices the m ism atch coe cients b 1-m 3
are of order 1 for b quarks, but b, m.a and blzmé Mm.a)?; om.a or c quarks.
N evertheless, the e ects often have the sam e sign, so we take the uncertainty In the ratio to
be the sam e as in num erator or denom inator.

E . Lattice spacing dependence

For the arti cial decays Bs;D ¢ ! s1 we have results at three lattice spacings, so
we can exam ne how severely the form factors are a ected. These decays are good for
studying the a dependence, because their form factors have am all statistical errors. A fter
chiral extrapolation, on the other hand, the larger statistical error bars would m ask lattice
spacing e ects. P revious experience w ith decay constants [L4] leads us to believe thisw illnot
change very much after chiral extrapolation. W ith the action used in this work the lattice
spacing dependence is a com bination of O ( sa) and O (@%) e ects from the light quarks and
gluons, and the a dependence of the heavy-quark short-distance coe cients, discussed In
the previous subsection. In particular, when the ; has non-zero recoilm om entum p, the
light-quark lattice e ectsare O ( gpa) and O (P?a?).
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The a dependence of the form factors is shown in Fig.9. The variation w ith a is several

percent, which is com parable to the statistical uncertainty and also to the errors from the
m ism atch of the heavy quark. The observed a dependence is therefore a combination of
(uncorrelated) statistical uctuations, lattice artifacts from the light degrees of freedom ,
and from the lattice artifacts described in Egs. (5.4) and §.5)] of the heavy quark. They
cannot be disentangled with the current set of calculations, so it does not m ake sense to
extrapolatea ! 0.

Instead we choose the results from = 5:9, where we have the w iddest range of light quark
m asses, for our central value and use the other two lattices to estin ate the uncertainty.
Figure 10 show s the combination p* i, =E , which is proportional to d =dp, at all three
lattice spacings orBs ! 1 andDg ! 41 . Asin Fig.:9 one sees that the dependence
on a is several percent, and Increases w ith Increasing p. By integrating over p we nd a

variation ofof *%% i Tz and %% n Tp .

F.De nition ofa and quenching

Changes in the nal results from changing the de niion of a can be thought of as a
crude way to estin ate e ects of the quenched approxin ation. In lattice units we obtain
fral™ and £, a 172 , so converting to physical units introduces a m ild explicit dependence on
the value chosen fora. There is also an in plicit dependence that enters through functional
dependence on E (orp). These two e ects are ilustrated in Fig. 9. The solid (open) points
are obtained by de ning a so that the 1P-1S splitting of cham onum (pion decay constant)
takes its physical valuie. The central values in the paper are com puted with the 1P-1S
de nition. At = 59 we repeat the full analysiswih the £ de nition. W e nd that Ty
(Tp ) ncreases by 11 percent (4 percent), and the ratio Ty =T, increases by 8 percent.

A m ore seriousestin ate ofthe e ect ofthe quenched approxin ation is in possible w ithout
generating gauge elds wih dynam ical quark loops. This would require m ore com puter
resources than we have at our disposal, and no other group has yet studied these sam ikptonic
decays w ith dynam ical quarks. There are results w ith two light, dynam ical avors for the
Iptonic decay constants fz and f;, , using either lattice NRQCD [39] or ourm ethod {1640]
for the heavy quark. In that case one nds an Increase ofbetween 10{11 percent over the
quenched resul.

The exercie of changing the de nition of a easily could underestin ate the e ects of
quenching. At the sam e tin e, we do not expect form factors to be m ore sensitive than fy .
T hus, a provisional estin ate ofa uncertainty in Ty p 0£10{20% seam s reasonable.

VI.RESULTS

The main results of this paper, given in Egs. {1.6) and {.7), are the quantities
Tg 04 GeV;10 GeV) and Tp (04 GeV;0:925 GeV), whith are proportional to the par-
tially integrated rates. It m ay also be of Interest to present the results in other ways. In
this section we give results for the ratio Ty =T , as well as results for Ty, Tp , and Ty =T
w ith a Jower upper cut. W e also give results for the form factors them selves.
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TABLE IV . Budget of statistical and system atic uncertainties in this work for the quantities
Tg 04 GeV;08GeV), Tp 04GeV;08GeV),and Tg 04 GeV;08GeV)=Tp 04 GeV;08Ge&Vv).
A ll entries in percent.

uncertainty Ts Vupd Tp Vead Tg =Tp Vur=Vead
. +21 +11 +18 ¥ 9 +10 ¥ 5
statistical 10 5 9 5 5 3
excited states 4 2 4 2 4 2
p extrapolation 8 4 10 5 6 3
m 4 extrapolation o .y +a *s +13 +
adjusting m o 3 1 4 2 6 3
HQET m atching 10 5 10 5 10 5
a dependence + 124 + 17 + 187 + 49 5 3
de nition ofa 9 5 3 2 8 4
. 26 13 26 13 21 11
total system atic Py v A "o e "
total (stat  syst) +2393 +1157 +2331 +1116 +22O3 + 192

M any uncertainties canceln the ratio ofB and D rates: the statistical error is correlated,
and the system atic errors are sin ilar In nature. Because ofheavy-quark symm etry it ism ost
sensible to form a ratio w ith the sam e cuts orboth. W e nd

Tg 04 GeV;09GeV ) )
B(. e ) 2040202 010 020 029 (6.1)
T, 04 GeVv;09G&V)

where the uncertainties are from statistics, chiral extrapolation, a dependence, HQET
m atching, and otherm iscellaneous sources. A m ore detailed budget of the last uncertainty
isgiven in TablkTi.
A s m entioned above, raising the upper cut p, ax Icreases the uncertainty. Conversely,
Jow ering py, ax decreases the uncertainty. Repeating the fullanalysisat pyax = 08 GV, we
nd

Tp 04 GeV;08Gev)= 0294057 F 005l + P0% 0029 0:038 GeV; 62)
Tp 04 GeV;08Gev)= 0:145"2% 0016055 0014 0017Gev: 63)
and the ratio
Ty 04 GeV;08Gev . :
e ( ’ ) _ 203" 5002 040 020 024: 6.4)

T, 04 GeVv;08G&Vv) a

Tablk |IV! shows a budget of system atic errors, sin ilar to Tabk i[J. As one can see from
com paring the last two lines in Tables TI and |IV!, the total uncertainty is several percent
lowerwih phrax = 08 GEV.

Finally, we give our results for the form factors. Tablk ¥ gives the results for fom
factorsin thedecay B ! 1 .Listed are £ and £, , which em erge directly from our lattice
calculations, and f, and f;, which appear in the expression for the di erential rate. In
every case the rst error is statistical and the second adds the system atic uncertainties in
quadrature. Tabl V T lists the same mform ation orD ! 1 . Our nalresuls for £ and

27



TABLE V. Fom factorsw ith statistical and total system atic errors forthedecay B ! 1 .

p E T £y fr £, fo p' £ F=E
Gev Gev Gev? Gevi=? Gev 172 Gev?

0.0 0140 2641 1.93"%*7° 1272 0.0
01 0172  2607| 188" %*28

02 0244  2531| 185"%*2¢

03 0331 2439 180°%%7

04 0424 2341 173"P*2° 105770 210t 277 100t BYY 027" 2
05 0519 2241 1657%%2 099" 196" 45 E o095t Y 046" %2
06 0616 2138 156" %% 095" 184t F 089" Y 071"
0.7 0714 2035 1457 Z o091t Y 1mt P o83t MY 1.00"%
08 0812 1931 13a*Y*20  ose"TE 159t A o6t P 127" 7°
0.9 0911  1827| 123*H*E8 om3tPTAL 13672720 om0t )T 134%3}
10 101 1723 1a5tPTH 059t 1a3t4Y owlat )t 130" %0

TABLE VI. Fom factorsw ith statistical and total system atic errors forthedecay D ! 1.
p E T £y fs £, fo p' £ F=E
Gev Gev Gev? Gev i Gev =2 Gev?
00 0140 299 | 13a"P+Y 129+ 20+ 7 00
01 0172  287| 133" DY
02 0244  260| 132718+
03 0331 228| 131"Y+Y
04 0424  193| 128"P*re 1a9 > 1set TR 114t D 015"
05 0519  157| 121"P2*°  1a7t Bl 1astTY 108t 025" 7
0.6 0616  121| 112" 1a3tRPt izt o1o01tU R 036",/
07 0714  085| 104"PM 108" )*H 118N 096" 07 047"}
08 0812 0478 099" Y13 1027 D3 1077 2f Mt 0957 0t 058t
0.9 0911 0109 095" P72 098" P 098" 2t 094" 0t 069" %
0925 0935 0 09371312 95T tl2  gogtl0ti2 ot itz 01ty
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f;, areobtained at = 59, after chiral extrapolation, w ith the system atic errors estin ated
as describbed in Sec.Vi. In particular, the estin ate of Jattice spacing e ects uses results from
all three Jattice spacings. Forp < 04 G &V our extrapolation of £, In the pion m om entum
isno longer reliable, so we do not quote results for it.

The physical form factors £, €) and f, E) are obtained from Egs. €4) and €.3)
using éthe tabulated results for f; € ) and fy E), physical meson masses, and energy
E = m?+p? Pbreach p= Pp jihn our st of pion threemomenta. They are shown
inFig.11. Tabls¥i and ¥ Talso nclude the combination p* £+ F=F ; form asskss nalstate
Jeptons the di erential rates are given by

d g, 3
B! _ y.F 09328psicev * P T 6.5)
dp E
dp, 4
D! _ g% 10358pstGev * PE T 6.6)
dp E

O ther di erential distrbutions can be ocbtained from the latter by changing variables w ith
do=dE = E=p and dp=df = E=2m 3 p orE=2m p. From Egs. (6.5) and (6.6) one sees that
the phase-space factor p* suppresses the rate in the low -m om entum region where we cannot
quote £, .

VII.COM PARISON W ITH OTHER RESULTS

In this section we com pare our results to recent published 19201 and prelin inary P11
work from Jattice QCD . The com parison is apt, because three di erent m ethods for treat—
Ing the heavy quark on the lattice have been employed. W e use W ilson ferm ions w ith the
SW action, nom alized to have a consistent heavy-quark lim it. References {1920] use W i
son femm ions with the SW action and light-quark nom alization conditions) at m o near
and below the cham ed quark m ass, and extrapolate up to m . Reference RI] uses lattice
NRQCD {1] ith the powerocounting of HQET [2]) and, as we do, calulates the form
factors directly at the bottom quark m ass.

Figure 12 show s results from Refs. 19,20] together w ith ours. W e do not include resuls
from the JLQCD ocollaboration P1], because they are still prelin fnary. W e anticipate that
their system atic uncertainties w ill be sin ilar to ours. At this stage their statistical uncer-
tainties seem surprisingly lJarge.) W ithin the quoted uncertainties there is broad agreem ent
am ong the three calculations. T here are, however, three notew orthy di erences in the anal-
ysis of the form factors. These are the Jattice spacings at which the calculations are done,
the procedure for chiral extrapolation, and the treatm ent of the heavy quark.

Our results are based on lttice gauge elds at three lattice spacings, given in Tablk j.
W e nd that the lattice-spacing dependence of the form factors ism ild W ith our treatm ent
ofthe heavy quark), even on a relatively coarse latticeat = 5:7. The results ofRefs. 1912Q]
are both based on only one set of Jattice gauge elds @t = 62), whose spacing is slightly

ner than any of ours. W e believe, therefore, that the lattice spacing e ects of the gluons
and light quarks are not a serious source of error, at the present overall level of accuracy, In
any of the three works.
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FIG.11. M om entum dependence ofthe form factorsw ith all system atic uncertainties inclided.

@) £+ and (@) fy. Squares (circles) denote B (D ) decays. Solid symbols are lndependent of the

m om entum interpolation.
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FIG.12. Com parison of the di erential decay rate (@t xed lattice spacing) vs. E : open dia-—
m onds [19], open triangles £(], and solid squares (this work).
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In our work, the Jargest uncertainty com es from the chiral extrapoltion at xed pion
momentum p. As explained in Sec.V B!, this uncertainty arises because the linear and
quadratic tsgivem oderately di erent results. References [L9,20] do not have enough values
of the light quark m ass to be abl to check whether a term quadratic in m 4 is needed to
describe their data. Because those works extrapolate at xed o, however, it is plausble
that the curvature seen i F ig.7 would go away, and that a linear chiral extrapolation would
then be adequate.

T he interpolation in pion m om entum , or energy, is another di erence. It lads to the
apparent di erence in the shape of the spectrum in Fig. 12, If we choose the pok fom
suggested (for an allE ) by Egs. €.4) and @.5), the shape of the spectrum is less hum ped,
though not as at as the spectra from Refs. f19,20]. In those works a pole Ansatz di erent
from Egs. £4) and @5) wasusd.

The m ost signi cant di erence In the three calculations is the treatm ent of the heavy
quark. A lthough the sam e action and sin ilar currents are used, the bare quark m ass and
the nom alization of the current are adjisted di erently. The nom alization conditions
chosen in Refs. 19,20] are designed orthemga ! 0 lim i, and at nite m g a they kave
system atic uncertainties of order m 4 a)?. To reduce these, Refs. [1920] calculate w ith the
heavy-light m eson m ass near and below 2 G&V and extrapolate up tom . This procedure
leads to their lJargest quoted uncertainty. T he statistical ervor increases, as i must in any
extrapolation. There are also systam atic e ects, which are estin ated by trying linear and
quadratic tsin 1=m ¢ . Forat least two reasons, this test m ay underestin ate the system atic
uncertainty of the extrapolation. First, the com patibility of the ts shows only that the
dependence on 1=m, is amooth In the em ployed range of the quark m asses. It does not
show that the heavy-quark expansion is reliable below 2 G&V . This problam is especially
severe for Ref. [19], which has heavy-light m eson masses as ow as 12 GeV . Second, the
lattice artifacts of order (m o a)? may wellbe ampli ed by the extrapolation. T his problem
would be especially severe forRef. RJ], which hasmya ashigh as 0.7.

O ur nomn alization conditions coincide w ith those above asmga ! 0. At nitemga,
how ever, they are chosen to elin inate lattice artifacts that grow withm g a [L1]. This ism ade
possble by ushg HQET tom atch the lattice action and current to continuum QCD [2], as
reviewed in Sec.dl. The advantage is that, asw ith Jattice NRQCD [4121], the calculations
can be done directly at m o = my, without an extrapolation n 1=m, . O f course, we must
assum e that HQET isvalid for the b quark, but that is safer than assum Ing that it is valid
form, 1{2Gev.

A feature of our approach is that it leads to a som ewhat com plicated pattem of heavy-
quark discretization errors. There is, however, a corresoonding pattem of system atic un-
certainties in the results of Refs. 19,20]. In particular, there are corrections to the norm al-
ization of order ;f{mga)® and oforder mgya)® gep=Mg = Mga gepa I the 1=my tem
of the heavy-quark expansion. E stin ates of the m agnitude of these eﬂors| before or after
1=m , extrapolation| are absent from Refs. [920]. (T he corresponding errors in our work,
which we address quantitatively in Sec. ¥ D!, are of order 2 in the nomn alization and of
order  gcp=Mmyp In the I=m, tem .)

The calculation of sem ileptonic form factors or B ! 1 , and related D decays, has
also been carred out w ith quark m odels and QCD sum rules. At present the uncertainties
from lJattice QCD are com parable to those based on light-cone sum rules @33/44]. The latter
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TABLE V II. Strategies for reducing statistical and system atic uncertainties of sem ileptonic
form factors.

uncertainty strategy

statistical m ore lattice gauge elds; betterm 4 extrapolation

excited states longer tin e extent; better operators

p extrapolation larger nite volum e; better statistics

m 4 extrapolation better statistics; m ore values ofm 4; xed-E extrapolation
adjusting m o unquench

HQET m atching match up to ¢ QCD=mQ,(QCD=mQ)2

a dependence m ore lattices

de nition ofa unquench

quenching unquench

have the advantage that they are m ost applicable for energetic pions, so (rB decay) they
overlap better w ith th distrioution of events in an experin ent. O n the other hand, it seem s
di cul to reduce the uncertainties from sum rulesdown to the levelofa few percent, which
w ill be needed to m atch the precision of the B factories. A s discussed In the follow ing
Section, how ever, all uncertainties of the form factors are reducible w ith Jattice QCD .

VIIT.CONCLUSIONS

In thispaperwe have presented resuls for the form factorsand di erentialdecay rates for
the sam ileptonic decays B ! 1l andD ! 1 . The totaluncertainties are 30{35 percent
(for the rate) and, hence, would yield a theoretical uncertainty to the CKM m atrix of 15{
18 percent. W e have attem pted a com plte analysis of the system atic uncertainties, at
least within the quenched approxin ation. A rough estin ate of the additional error from
quenching is 10{20 percent (on the rate).

A more Inportant, thought less soeci ¢, result of this paper is a dem onstration that,
within the quenched approxin ation, all uncertainties are controllbl. Tabk ¥V If gives a
sketch of what is needed to reduce all sources of uncertainty. In aln ost every cass, the
ram edy is sin ply m ore com puter tine. That, In fact, is prom ising, since the com puter
used in this work is already ten years old. G iven the experience of the CP-PACS {16,39]
and M ILC [40] collaborations w ith heavy-light decay constants, i should be feasble to
repeat our analysis on a m odem supercom puter w ith unquenched gauge elds. In summ ary,
there do not appear to be any technical roadblocks to reducing the uncertainties in lattice
calculations to a few percent or better, over the course of the present round of experin ents.

In the case ofthe uncertainty lJabeled \HQ ET m atching" better calculations ofthe various
short-distance coe cients introduced in Sec. 1'w ill be needed to be sure that the total
uncertainty is only a f&w percent. This is not a com putational problem but a theoretical
one, which arises also In calculations with lattice NRQCD . The altemative would be to
reduce the lattice spacing dram atically, so that mga and gcp=m can be sin ulaneously
an all. But, sihoce com puter requirem ents scale as a ! to a high power, that would seem
to be a Iong way o . One would also have to sacrd ce som e other in provem ents, such as
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rem oving the quenched approxin ation.

For sam ikeptonic decays of B orD to vectorm esons such as  and ! m ore study isneeded.
T he vectorm esons decay hadronically, and in the quenched approxin ation these decays are
absent. Even In unquenched calculations, however, there are still issues that m ay need
explicit analysis. In particular, if the calculations are done at largish light quark m asses,
the decay m ay be kinem atically forbidden. Because there is not yet m uch experience w ith
unquenched calculations, it is not yet clear whether one can an oothly extrapolate vector
m eson properties from this region to the physicalm eson m asses. It is, thus, hard to anticipate
how well Jattice QCD w illdo here. T his is unfortunate, because the experim ental errors for
sem ileptonic decays into vector m esons are expected to be som ew hat an aller.

In any case, sam ikeptonic decays of B m esons ulim ately will provide one of the m ost
accurate constraints on the unitarity triangle, through a detemm ination of V.. Indeed,
if new physics lurks behind B B ° m ixing, it is essential to have constraints on the CKM
m atrix through charged-current interactions lkeb! candb! u.
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