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1 Lecture l. Heavy Quark Sym m etry

T he statem ent that Q uantum Chrom odynam ics (Q CD ) isthe theory ofhadrons has
becom e comm on place. It is a very strange theory, since m any questions conoem-—
Ing dynam ics of the quarks and gluons at large distances { however sin ple they
m ight seem { rem ain unanswered or, at best, understood only at a qualitative level.
P rogress In the direction of the quantitative description of the hadronic properties
is slow { every step bringing us closer to such a description is painfully di cult.
At the sam e tin e new results, even m odest, have a special weight for cbvious rea—
sons { QCD , unlike m any other trendy theories In the m odem high energy physics,
de nitely has a direct relation to N ature and w ill stay w ith us forever.

Every hadron in a sense is built from quarks and/or gluons. I say \In a sense"
because these are no ordinary buiding blodcks. T he num ber of degrees of freedom

uctuates and is not xed; this we know for sure. At large distances we have to
dealw ith a genuine strongly coupled eld theory, and, as usual, the strong coupling
creates com plicated structures which can not be treated by perturbative m ethods.
Then we feel helpless and are ready to use every opportunity, no m atter where it
com es from , ifonly it gives the slightest hope ofgetting a solid quantitative approach
based on QCD .

QCD hastwo faces, two com ponents { hard and soft. The hard com ponent is
the realn of perturbative Q CD .Notmuch willbe said In these lectures about this
aspect. Instead, we w ill concentrate on the soft com ponent. M any years ago, at the
dawn ofthe QCD era, it was noted @,‘] that heavy quarks are, probably, the best
probe of the soft com ponent of the gluon elds out of all probes we have at our
disposal. T he developm ents we w inessed In recent years con m this conclusion.

T he dynam ics of soft degrees of freedom in Q CD isthe realn ofnon-perturbative
phencm ena. Having said this I hasten to add that there is an elem ent of luck {
transition from the perturbative regim e to the non-perturbative one is very abrupt
In QCD . In a sense the gauge coupling constant is abnom ally sn all. Ido notm ean
here the conventional logarithm ic suppression of the running constant but, rather,
the fact that b, the st coe cient in the GellM ann-L.ow fiinction, is num erically
large. This fact allow s us to forget, in the rst approxin ation, about perturbative
e ects and focus on non-perturbative ones In a w ide range of problm s. Tt ism ore
exact to say that we will concentrate on studying the soft degrees of freedom , but
due to the fortunate circum stance of \abnom al" an allness of ( )= foras low
nom alization point as 1 GeV, alle ects due to the soft degrees of freedom are
esseentially non-perturbative. I w ill elucidate the precise m eaning of this statem ent
later.

Tt would be great if we could jast switch o { by adjisting som e param eter {
allhard processes in Q CD w ithout changing its soft com ponent. Then we would be
keft wih the con ning dynam ics n a ckan and uncontam nated formm ; form ulation
of the theory would be much easier. T he only param eter which m ight do the b is
b. fweccud tendb! 1 wih 4cp =xed, the hard gluonswould be suppressed



by powers of 1=b while the soft com ponent would presum ably rem ain unalered or
alm ost unaltered. U nfortunately, nobody know s how to m ake the enhancam ent ofb
param etric. (T he lim it of the Jarge number of colors, N. ! 1 , doesnot work since,
although b is de nitely proportionalto N . in this case, the perturbative expansion
forallplanar graphs goes .n N .=b, not .n 1=b Z].) Therefore, we w illhave to rely on
the num erical enhancam ent ofb. In the rst kectures Iw illm erely assum e that the
hard glion exchanges are non-existent. Later on, at the very end, we w ill retum to
this issue and w illbrie y discuss the in pact of hard glions.

T he purpose of these lectures ism ainly pedagogical { the coverage of the topic is
neither chronological nor com prehensive. Technically sophisticated issues and cal-
culations are avoided whenever possible; nstead I discuss particularly illum nating
problem s, in a sin pli ed setting. T he readers Interested In speci ¢ advanced appli-
cations (eg. combining the 1=m, expansions w ith the chiral perturbation theory
() are referred to the original publications and the review papers ] summ arizing
awealth of resuls obtained in the heavy quark theory after 1990. T he presentation
ofthe heavy quark theory below as a rule does not follow the standard pattem and
is, rather, com plem entary w ith respect to the m ore traditional review s 1. W e try
to em phasize that the heavy quark theory and the heavy quark expansion isnothing
else than a version of the W ilson operator product expansion OPE) [], an aspect
which usually ram ains fogged.

11 W hy heavy quarks?

T he quark-gluon dynam ics is govemed by the Q CD Lagrangian
1 X X
L= -G°G® + gbg+t+ Q@B my)Q =
4 q Q
X .
Loigne + Q (ib mg )Q 11
0

where G® isthe gluon eld strength tensor, the light quark elds @u;d and s) are
generically denoted by g and are assum ed, for sim plicity, to be m asslkess while the
heavy quark elds are generically denoted by Q . To qualify as a heavy quark Q
the corresponding mass term m o must be much larger than gcp . The chamed
quark c can be called heavy only w ith som e reservations and, In discussing the heavy
quark theory, i ism ore appropriate to kesp In m ind b quarks. T he hadrons to be
considered are com posed from one heavy quark Q, a light antiquark g, or diquark
ag, and a gluon cloud which can also contain light quark-antiquark pairs. The ok
of the cloud is, of course, to keep all these ob Ects together, in a colorless bound
state which willbe generically denoted by Hg .

Quite naturally In the heavy quark theory, the gamm a m atrices used are those
of the standard representation,

|
0 _ 1 O 0 ~ 5 O l

o 1 7T ~ o7 T 10 ° @2



W ih these de nitions of the gamm a m atrices the left-handed soinor has the form
1= 1+ 5)

T he light com ponent ofH 4 , its light c]oud,ﬁ has a com plicated structure { the
soft m odes of the light elds are strongly coupled and strongly uctuate. B asically,
the only fact which we know for sure is that the light cloud is Indeed light; typical
frequencies are of order of 4cp . One can try to visualize the light cloud as a soft
medim . The heavy quark Q is then subm erged in thism edium . If the hard ghion
exchanges are discarded the m om entum which the heavy quark can borrow from
the Iight cloud isoforderof 4¢p, and the corresponding uncertainty in the energy
of the heavy quark is of order éCD=mQ . Since these quantities are much an aller
than my this means, in particular, that the heavy quark-antiquark pairs can not
ply a k. In other words, the eld-theoretic (sscond-quantized) description of
the heavy quark becom es redundant, and under the circum stances it is perfectly
su cient to treat one single heavy quark Q wihin quantum m echanics, which is
In nitely sinpler, of course, than any eld theory. M oreover, one can system atically
expand In 1=my . Thus, n the Iimitmg= gcp ! 1 the heavy quark com ponent
of H y becom es easily m anageable allow ing one to use the heavy quark as a probe
of the light cloud dynam ics. T he special advantages of this Ilim it in QCD were rst
em phasized by Shuryak [].

1.2 Descending D own

In el theory one has to specify the nom alization point where all operators are
de ned; in particular, the gauge coupling constant g and the quark massm o are
functions of . The origihalQCD Lagrangian (.1) is form ulated at very short dis-
tances, or, which isthe sam g, at a high nom alization point = M ( whereM 4 isthe
m ass of an ultraviolkt requlator. In other words, the nom alization point is assum ed
to be mudh higher than allm ass scales in the theory, m, . Constructing an
e ective theory intended for description of the low -energy properties of the heavy
avor hadrons we m ust evolve the Lagrangian from the orighalhigh scaleM ( down
to a nom alization point lying below the heavy quark massesm g . By evolving
down Imean that we integrate out, step by step, all high-frequency m odes in the
theory thus calculating the Lagrangian L ( ) descrdoing dynam ics of the soft m odes,
w ith characteristic frequencies lss than . The hard high—-frequency) m odes de—
termm ne the coe cient functions in L ( ) while the contrbution of the soft m odes is
hidden in the m atrix elem ents of (@an In nite set) of operators appearing In L ( ).
T his approach, which In the context ofQ CD wasput orward by K .W ilson long ago,
hasbecom e comm on. It isw idely recognized and exploited in countless applications
{ from the ancient problm of the K meson decays to fresh trends In the lattice

2In som e papers devoted to the sub et the light cloud is referred to as brown muck’. I think
it is absolutely unfair w ith respect to the soft com ponents of the quark and gluon elds to call
them brown muck’ only because we are not am art enough to fully understand the corresoonding
dynam ics.



caloulations f]]. The peculiarity of the heavy quark theory is due to the fact that
the in and out stateswe dealw ith contain heavy quarks. T herefore, although we do
Integrate out the eld uctuationsw ith the frequencies down to  the heavy quark
elds them selves are not ntegrated out since we w illbe interested in physics in the

sectorw ith the Q charge 6 0. The e ective Lagrangian L ( ) acts In this sector.

IfQCD was solved we could Include in our explicit calculation of the e ective
Lagrangian allm odes, descending down to = 0. The Lagrangian ocbtained in this
way would be built In tem s of the elds of physical m esons and baryons, not In
tem s of quarks and gluons, since the latter becom e irrelevant degrees of freedom in
thenfraredlm it ! 0. ThisLagrangian would give usthe fiullsst ofallconceivable
am plitudes and would, thus, represent the nalanswer for the theory. T here would
be no need for any further calculations { one would just pick up the am plitude of
Interest and com pare it w ith experim ental data.

This picture is quite Utopian, of course. The r=al QCD is not solved in the
closed fom , and In doing explicit calculations of the coe cients in the e ective

Lagrangian one can not put = 0. The lower the value of the larger part of
dynam ics is acoounted for in the explicit calculation. Therefore, we would like to
have aslow aspossiblk; de niely m o . The heavy quark can be treated as a

non-relativistic ob et m oving in the soft badkground eld only provided the latter
condition ismet. On the other hand, to keep theoretical control over the explicit
calculations of the coe cient fiinctions we must stop at som e ocp r SO that
s ( )= idsstilla su ciently an allexpansion param eter. In practice thism eans that

the best choice Which we willalways stick to) is sveralunitstines gcp . AILL
coe cients In the e ective Lagrangian obtained in this way w illbe functions of

Sihce  is an auxiliary param eter predictions for physical quantities m ust be
Independent, of course. The dependence of the coe cients m ust be canceled by
that com Ing from the physicalm atrix elem ents of the operators In L ( ). However,
In calculating In the hard and soft dom ains (ie. above and below ) we make
di erent approxin ations, so that theexact independence ofthe physical quantities
can be lost. Since the transition from the hard to soft physics is very stesp onem ay
hope that our predictions w ill be very nsensitive to the precise choice of provided
that several units tines 4cp . Below, if not stated to the contrary we will
assum e that the nom alization point  is chosen in thisway.

In descending from M ; down to  the form ofthe Lagrangian (I.1) changes, and
a series of operators of higher din ension appears. It is inportant that all these
operators are Lorentz scalars. For nstance, the heavy quark part of the Lagrangian
takes the form

8 9 |

X < s X () - 1

Lheavy = ,Q @B mg)Q + Q@2 G Q + d!;ZqQ Qg g, +0 —
o’ Mo ja Mo ! my

13)

where ¢; and dé; are coe cient functions, G gG® ¢ and t? is the color gen—

erator, (Trft? = 3=2); below we will offen use the short-hand notation i G =



i G = i G . The sum over the light quark avors is shown explicithy
as well as the sum over possbl structures of the four-fem ion operators. A1l
m asses and couplings, as well as the coe cient fiinctions cg and d‘’, depend on
the nom alization point. For exam pl, the coe cient c¢ In the lading logarithm ic
approxin ation can be w ritten as

o'lw

G ()= ﬁ 1; b=11 gn- €4)
o) ' 3 '

where n¢ isthe number ofthe Iight avors. Thepower 3=bwas st caloulated In
Ref. B]. In Sect. 53 Iwillexplain how to derive Eq. 14).

T he operators of dim ension ve and higher .n Eq. (1.3) are due to the contriou—
tion ofhard gluons, with o shelhess from up toM (. Since we agreed that In this
lecture we w ill ignore the existence of such gluons, we w ill forget about these oper-
ators for the tin e being. D oes this m ean that what rem ains from the Lagrangian
1 3) contains no 1=m ,, temm s?

The answer to this question is negative. The 1=m , expansion is generated by
the rst (\treedevel") term in the Lagrangian @ 3),

Lpeawy = QB mg)Q : (1.5)

A though the eld Q in this Lagrangian is nom alized at a Jow point the eld Q
carries a hidden large param eter, m o ; isolating this param eter opens the way to the
1=m , expansion. Indeed, the Interaction of the heavy quark w ith the Iight degrees
of freedom entersthrough P = iD , where

D =@ iTe 7\ sl

Thebackground gluon eld A isweak ifm easured In the scalem o, which m eans, of
oourse, that there is a Jarge \m echanical" part In the x dependence ofQ (x), known
from the very beginning 8],

Q x)=e Mo'Q (x) 1.6)

where Q' (x) isa \rescaled" bispinor eld which, in the leading approxin ation, carries
no inform ation about the heavy quark m ass. It describes a residualm otion of the
heavy quark inside the heavy hadron [10] with typical m om enta of order oc¢p -
R em nants ofthe heavy quark m assappear in Q' only at the kevelofl=m , corrections.

Equation (1.§) is written in the rest frame of H, . In the arbitrary fram e one
singlesout the factorexp ( imgv x ) wherev the four+velociy ofthe heavy hadron,

v =p My, :

T he covariant m om entum operatorP acting on the orighhal led Q , when acting
on the rescaled eld @, is substituted by the coperatormqov +

D QE=e™V* mov +1D )0& e™V* mov + )O&: (1.7)
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Below we will consistently use di erent letters, P  and for the m om entum op—
erators iD acting on Q and @', respectively. If not stated to the contrary, we will
use the rescaled eld O, om itting the tilde In all expressions where there is no risk
of confiision . Th the local colorless operators bilinear in the heavy quark elds it
does not m atter whether the orighhal eld Q or the rescald one is used, since, say,

Q0 =Q0Q0;QP Q=0 Qj:

and so on. U sing these distinct notations for the m om entum operator is convenient
since allexpressions w ritten in temm sof  and Q° do not contain in plicitly the large
param eterm g .

Ipaussheretom ake a reservation. Therescaled eld Q isa four-com ponentD irac
bispnor, not a two com ponent non-relativistic spinor which is usually Introduced
In the heavy quark e ective theory HQET) [l(:):]. HQET isa form alisn invented In
the very beginning of the 90’s {l}] which is very often used in connection w ith the
heavy quark physics §]. It is convenient in a range of problm s but can be quite
m islkading in som e other problem s. I prefer to discuss the heavy quark expansions
directly and system atically n fullQCD in the framework of the W ilson OPE. In
m any instances the carefiil reader w ill certainly recognize a signi cant overlap, but
the W ilson language, being m ore general, seem s to give a better understanding and
comm and over the 1=m ; expansions. M oreover, som e issues can not be addressed
In the framework of HQET at all.

TheD iracequation  mp)Q = 0 in tem s ofthe rescaled eld can be w ritten
as ollow s:

1
9= L9, (1.8)
2 2m ¢
and
0 - 2mQ . ..

T he Jast equation is actually the squared D irac equation,

! ®+mgy) B ) Q LI S e Q=0
m m = — m = :
2m © © 2m ¢ 2 ©

In deriving Eq. {1.9) we used the fact that

P ;P 1=1[; 1=1igG® t: (110)

A m ed w ith this know Jledge one can easily obtain the 1=m , expansion ongeavy,

up to tem s 1=m 3,
!"
1+ ~~ )2 1
0 l+( ) .

2
2 8m g &)

Lgeavy =Q (1B Mg )Q = Q 2mQ

3W henever one sees an expression contaiing ’sonem ay be sure that it refers to the rescaled
elds Q" even if the tildes are not w ritten out explicitly



1 ~~)
E)+2~ E ~ 1+ —"
8m 3 PE) 8m 3 2 mJ

where ~ denote the Paulim atrices and

;i 11D

(o~ = ~24 ~B

E and B denote the badkground chrom oelectric and chrom om agnetic elds, respec—
tively. T he coupling constant g and the colorm atrix t© are included in the de nition
ofthese elds. T he derivation ofthis Lagrangian is a good hom e exercise. I encour—
age everyone to obtain Eq. {1.11) by usihg the comm utation relation (.10) and
the properties of the gamm a m atrices. Those who w ill have problem s w ith getting
Eq. @ 11) should consult Chapter 4 of B jorken and D rell {11] or Sect. 33 of the
Landau-Lifshitz course [12] from where this Lagrangian follow s inm ediately. Tt is
worth noting that

Lgeavy a ( 0 HQ )’ (1.12)
where !
~~)P 1+
r= 14 > 1.13)
8m § 2
and H o is a non—relativistic H am iltonian, through second order n 1=m ¢,
Ho = ! ~%+ ~B) + DE)+ 2~ E 1.14)
° 7 oZmg 8m

weltknown (in the Abelian case) from the text-book expressions [11,12]. Equation
(1.13) ismerely the Foldy-W outhuysen transfom ation which is necessary to keep
the term linearin , in its canonic fom .

13 mg ! 1 ;Theheavy quark symm etry

Letus rstneglct alll=m , corrections altogether. In this lim it m o drops out from
1,0

heavy

Ly = Q5 0Q 115)
T his expression takes place In the rest fram e ofH , ; in the arbitrary fram e {1(]

0 1+ &
Lheavy = Q 2

v Q: 1.16)

Inthelmimgyg ! 1 themassesofallQ -containing hadrons becom e equalto that
ofthe heavy quark Q,
My

o =Mmg + 0 (gcp):

The m ass splittings between di erent hadrons are generically of order 4c¢p
m, . Soon, we w ill relate these m ass splittings to the expectation values of certain
operators.



T he assertion that all Q -containing hadrons are degenerate to the zeroth order
nmgy istrivial This \degeneracy" by no m eans in plies that the intemal structure
of all Q -containing hadrons is the same. A little less trivial is the fact that there
exist hadrons whose m asses are degenerate to m uch better accuracy, O o ! ), and
whose intemal structure is, ndeed, denticalin the Imitm, ! 1 .

Sihce all e ects due to the heavy quark soin are, cbviously, proportional to
1=m , , in this Iim it the heavy quark spin becom es irrelevant, see Egs. @.11), (1.16).
C orrespondingly, there em erges a sym m etry between the stateswhich di eronly by
the soin orentation of the heavy quark. The pssudoscalar and vector m esons of
the ype B and B (ooth are the ground state S wave m esons) present an exam ple
ofsuch soin amily. mtheImitmgy ! 1 theirmassesmust be degenerate up to
tem sO 1y, and the light clouds of B and B comncide. Ifthere ism ore than one
heavy quark, say Q ; and Q ,, the theory is sym m etric w ith respect to the interchange
Q1% Q5 even if theirm asses are not close to each other (in physical applications
we, of course, keep n m .nd b and c). Indeed, the heavy quark Q ; plays the rok of
the static force center Inside H ¢, ; the Iight cloud is avorblind and does not notice
the substitution ofQ | by Q , provided that the fourvelocities ofboth quarks are the
sam e. Notice that at this level the four+velocity of the heavy quark coincides w ith
that of the heavy hadron. (O nly when higher order corrections in 1=m , are taken
Into account the di erence between the fourwelocities becom es In portant and the
symmetry Q1 $ Q, is violated. At the kevel of 1=m, also the spin symm etry is
not valid any m ore.) Ifthe hard gluon e ects are neglected the interaction w ith the
light cloud can not change the heavy quark fourwelocity; therefore, this quantiy is
conserved in the strong interactions {1(]. (T his conservation is, of course, destroyed
by the hard gluons which can easily carry away a nite fraction of the heavy quark
m om entum .)

The symm etry connecting Q; and Q, emerges in the Iimitmgy,, ! 1 even if
the m asses of the heavy quarks are not close to each other. W hat is In portant is
that both must bemuch larger than ,¢p . W € encounter here a situation which is
concsptually close to theproblem ofthe isotopic sym m etry ofthe strong Interactions.
Everybody know s that the strong am plitudes are isotopically nvariant with the
accuracy up to a few percent, and, at the sam e tin e, the m asses of the d and u
quarks are not too close to each other, m 4=m 2. Tt isnot the proxin iy of these
m asses w hich counts, but the fact that the both m asses arem uch Jess than theQCD
scale gcp -

U sually the existence of an Intemal sym m etry in plies a degeneracy of the spec—
trum . For instance, the isotopic symm etry m entioned above, apart from certain
relations between the scattering am plitudes, predicts that the proton and neutron
m asses are the sam e, up to an all corrections due to the sym m etry breaking e ects.
T he heavy quark sym m etry doesnotm anifest itselfas a degeneracy In the spectrum
{ the D and B masses are very far from each other. One has to subtract the me-
chanical part ofthe heavy quark m ass in order to see that alldynam ical param eters
are Insensitive to the substiution Q; $ Q, nthelinimgy,, ! 1 [3]. Perthaps,



this is the reason why it was discovered so late.

To elucidate the issue of the heavy quark symm etry let us consider a practical
problem , sam ikeptonic decay ofthe B m eson induced by the weak b ! ¢ transition.
The niialB meson decays into an electron-neutrino pairplisthe D meson. Since
we do not now discuss the 1=m , corrections we m ay m ake no distinction between
the Purwvelocities of the quark Q and the hadron H, , and between their m asses.
A ssum e that the B meson is at rest. Furthem ore, ket us assum e that the four-
m om entum g carried away by the lepton pairismaxinal, ¢ = My Mp )?. This
m eans that the D m eson produced is also at rest { the hadronic system experiences
no recoil. The corresponding regim e is som etim es called the point of zero recoil

In thisreginetheB ! D transition form factor is exactly uniy! M ore exactly,

DT bRBi= @M g2Mp )™  uniy (@t zero recoil) a17)

w here the square root factors are due to the relativistic nom alization of our am pli-
tudes. By the sam e token

ID T sbPi= 1@M z2M p ) D uniy (at zero recoil) 1.18)

whereD ; isthe polarization vector ofD . A swellkknown, the exact relations ofthis
type always re ect an underlying symm etry. They can never em erge accidentally
because only a symm etry can protect the form factors from renomm alizations.

It is very easy to understand why Egs. @.I7) and @.I8) take place. Indeed,
the space—tin e picture is very transparent. The b quark at rest is surrounded by is
light cloud, the Jatter being the eigenstate of the problem of color nteraction w ith
a static force center. At tin e zero the weak current Instantaneously substitutes the
b quark by c¢; the cham ed quark is also at rest, and since the color Interactions
are avorblind the sam e light cloud continues to be the eigenstate, this tin e w ith
the c quark as the static center. If nstead of the eld-theoretic light cloud we had
a quantum -m echanical problm one could say that the overbp integral for these
dentical wave functions is 1. The light cloud will feel the substitution b ! conly
to the extent the heavy quark m om entum inside the heavy m eson does not vanish
exactly { thise ect is, of course, suppressed by powersofl=m 5 . Aswe w ill see Jater
corrections in the right-hand side of Eqgs. @.17) and @.18) are actually of order
1=m § ; there are no linear corrections in 1=m, . In theB ! D transition generated
by the axialwvector current the current, additionally, changes the orientation of the
heavy quark spin. A swas already m entioned, alle ects related to the heavy quark
soin are suppressed by 1=m o ;D andD arein thesamemuliplet,andtheB ! D
transition is govemed by the sam e symm etry. This symm etry allow s one to rotate
arbitrarily four states,

b sodn up; bson down; c soin up; ¢ soin down;

therefore, we cbviously dealhere w ith an SU (4) invariance.



The symm etry relations (I17) and @1§) were rst derived n Refs. {iZ, 13
Shortly after it was realized [1§] that the actual symm etry ismuch stronger { the
SU (4) invariance takes place for any given value of v , the fourvelociy of the re—
coiling ¢ quark, not necessarily at the point of zero recoil or close to it. Thus, m any
di erent form factors connecting B ;B ) and O ;D ) can be expressed in temm s
of one function depending only on the velocity of the recoiling hadron (in the rest
fram e of the decaying hadron). The universal form factor is called the IsqurW ise
function.

14 The IsgurW ise function

Now we are nally ready to discuss a very elegant observation due to Isgurand W ise

[14]. Let us consider now the am plitudes induced by the transition ¢ bo the zero
recoil point. Here  is any Lorentz m atrix; of special interest are, of course, the
vector and the axialsrector cases,

= or 57

the weak decays of the B m eson are Induced by theV A currents. T he physically
measurable amplitudes are D T bR i and ID T bR i; Or com plteness one can
also consider the am plitudes ofthe type D £ bB i,orD = bB i,orB b bR i {
this adds nothing new . T he urwvelocity of the partick H, isde ned as
v = B) (1.19)
Mu,

the Purvelocities of the initial particles w ill be denoted by v whik those of the

nal particles by v°. Tt is cbvious that v* = 1, and, additionally, in the rest fram e
v= £1;0;0;0g. In them ost generalcase the am plitude D © bB i can be expressed
In tem s of two form factors, the amplitude D ¢ sbB i in tem s of three fom
factors and the amplitude D = bPBR i In tem s of one form factor. The heavy
quark symmetry tellsus that in the Iimitmgy ! 1 these six functions, a priori
Independent, reduce to one and the sam e function which depends only on the scalar
product vv°. Speci cally,

q h i
D bBi= MM, +v) )i (1.20)
a h i

ID £ sbBi= MzMpiD A+wW) © v)V’" ); 121)

q h i
W £ bBi= MgM, D v'v  (y): 122)

where
y= v’

and (y) isthe IsgurW ise function,D isthe polarzation vector ofD . The Isgur-
W ise function is Independent of the heavy quark m asses. The square root” M g M
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re ects the relativistic nom alization of the states. The symm etry relations (@ 17)
and (1.18) inply that the nom alization of the Isqur# ise finction at zero recoil is

xed,
y=1)= 1: (123)

Perhaps, it is worth noting that the phases in Egs. 1 21) and @ 22) di er from
what you m ight see In the literature. They are, of course, a m atter of convention
and re ect the de niion of the states. The de niion I follow is in accord w ith the
standard relativistic convention, see Eq. (125) and Sect. 3.5.

The fact that a large st of orm factors degenerate into a single function de-
pending only on y m ight seem a m iracke; but after the assertion ism ade, w ith the
know ledge you already have, it should be not di cul to understand why it happens.
Indeed, ket us tum again to the space-tim e picture describbed above. A b quark at
rest, surrounded by the light cloud, instantaneously converts into a ¢ quark. This
tin e the fourm om entum carred away by the lepton pair isnotm axin al; therefore,
the ¢ quark isnot at rest. This oroe center jes away w ith the velocity v°. But the
Iight cloud stays Intact. So, the question is: \what is the am plitude for the ying c
quark and the cloud at rest to form aD orD meson?" W e can look at thisprocess
in anotherway. A ftertheb ! ctransition happened lt usproceed to the rest fram e
of c. In this reference fram e the ¢ quark produced is at rest, but the cloud, as a
whole, m oves away with the velocity ¥. It is clear that this system { the static
cham ed force center plus a m oving light cloud { hasa progction onD orD . The
am plitude per se, w ith the kinem atic structures excluded, can depend only on #%j {
there is no preferred orientation in the space, and the direction of v° is irrelevant.
U sing covariant notations Qe can say that the am plitude depends only on vv since
in theB rest rame vw’= (1 + v®). There is sin ply no place or the dependence
on the heavy quark m asses, apart from the overall nomm alization factors appearing
because we stick to the relativistic nom alization of states .

Since the heavy quark soin is imelevant n the ImiEtmy ! 1 to wam up lkt
us consider a toy m odel where the heavy quarks are deprived of their spins from
the very beginning. In other words, I replace the genuine spin-1/2 heavy quarks of
QCD by soin-0 color triplets with the samemass. W e will tum to this toy m odel
m ore than once below .

InQCD,B and B form amultplt which includes 4 states: the total angular
m om entum  of the light cloud (1/2) combines w ith the heavy quark spin (1/2) to
produce either spin-0 state B ) or three soIn-1 states B ). In our toy m odel the
analog of this ground-state m ultiplet is cbviously a baryon of soin 1/2; Jet us dencte
the corresponding eldby N, ,where isthe spinorialindex. T he current generating
the transition N, ! N, has the form &b, where the eldsb and ¢ are assum ed to
be scalarnow . At st sight the am plitude N . b N i m ight contain four di erent

‘W aming: an additional dependence on the heavy quark m asses m ay em erge if we inclide the
hard gluon exchanges neglected so far. For details sse Ref. [11]
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kmanatjcstructures,
ON \Y VO
Nch,' Nc@Nb; ].\'Ic67 br Nc Nb ’

where T list only P -even structures, of course. On m ass shell they all reduce to the
rst one, however; for lnstance, N , = N,. Hence

W .FbNpi= NNy ():

Retuming to realQ CD what rem ains to be done is to work out the consequences
of soin. The m ost concise general form ula can be w ritten in tem s of the m atrices

M =B@i:)+B andM °=D @s)+D ; 124)

where B and D are the polarization vectors of B and D , respectively. The
(heavy quark) spin independence of the strong Interactionsatmg ! 1 manifests
itself In the fact that the couplings of the ground state pseudoscalar to 1 5 and the
ground state vector to are the same, see Sect. 34. Now, the whol st of the
transition am plitudes can be expressed by one com pact cute form u]a-'j ’

1 o .1 L1+ &% 1+ €

M =v): (@125
VT 5 > 5 g ):  (L25)

Com pkting the trace we recover Egs. {1 .20) { @27).

Equation (I 23) can bederived inm any di erent ways. O riginally it was obtained
nRef. [I'1] (seealso [18)). In Sect. 3.5 we w illdiscuss one of the possible derivations
{ perhaps, not the sin plest, but very nstructive. Before we w illbe able to do that
it isnecessary tom ake a digression and study som e elem ents of the background eld
technique.

Equations @ 20) { @ 22) are valid not only in the space-like dom ain (the form
factor kinem atics) but also In the tin elke dom ain. T he Jatter assertion calls for an
In m ediate reservation, though. Theheavy quark symm etry m pliessthatM g = M
In the realworld this equality is not exact: the heavy quark symm etry is violated
by snall1=my tem s. This snall violation can be strongly enhanced in the near
threshold dom ain, E 2Mp where the sym m etry breaking param eter tums out to
be of order one [19]. Indeed, ket us consider a kinem atical point above the threshold
of the BB production but below BB . In this dom ain all orm factors describing
three am plitudes

BB Pi; BB 7 Pi; B B J Pi;
here J is som e heavy quark current, say, J = b b) have in aghary parts associ-
ated w ith the nom al thresholds due to the intermm ediate state BB . On the other
hand, there isno contribution to the In agihary part from the interm ediate state B B

—0
SStrictly speaking, for the outgoing partickesonemustuseM = oM™ %Y o.W ith our conven—
—0
tions, however,M = M °.
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and B B . In the pssudoscalarmeson B the soin of the heavy quark Q is rigidly
correlated w ith that of the light cloud. Hence, the soin Independence of the heavy
quark interaction is totally lost in the im agihary part in this point. In particular,
In the amplitude BB B ¥ Pi a kinem atic structure forbidden by the IsgurW ise
formula appears. An even more pronounced e ect of the heavy quark symm etry
viclation takes place In the anom alous thresholds generated by the pion exchange
which can start param etrically m uch below the the nom althresholds depending on
the nterplay between M 2 M? and the pion m ass 2Q1.

15 Themass formula

To com plte our rst encounter w ith the basics of the heavy quark theory we will
now derive a 1=m o expansion for the m asses of the Q -containing hadrons.

Tt is ntuitively clear that the heavy hadron m ass can be expanded In tem s of
that of the heavy quark as ollow s

My, =mg+ +0fm,") (126)

where isa constant, oforder of ,¢p, whith depends on the light quark content
and the quantum numbersofH o but is ndependent ofm, . (It rst appeared in Ref.
R1]. Later on we will see that this expression is not as trivial as it m ight naively
seam and requires thoughtfill de nitions of all param eters involved. In particular,
since the quarks are never cbserved as isolated ob Ects, onem ay ask what the quark
massm g actually m eans. In due tin e we w ill retum to this question, of course. For
the tin e being we agreed to disregard hard gluon exchanges; then m o is just the
m ass param eter in the Lagrangian {1.1).

Fomally Eq. 126) can be most easily derived by analyzing the trace of the
energy-m om entum tensor n QCD,

(s)

s

G® G*® @27)

= mQQQ +

where ( g) is the GellM ann-Low function. For sinplicity we assum e the light
quarks to bem assless; Introduction ofthe light quark m asses changes only technical
details at intemm ediate stages of our analysis. If the m ass term of the light quarks
is st equal to zero the light quark eldsdo not appear explicitly In the trace of the
energy-m om entum tensor. The expression (1 27) contains two temm s: the rst one
isam echanical part while the second term is the fam ous trace anom aly of QCD P2]
(ora review see eg. Ref. P3)).

Furthem ore, as weltkknown, for any given one-particke state the expectation
value of the trace of the energy-m om entum tensor reduces to the m ass of the state.
Then, the hadron m ass can be expressed In temm s of two expectation values,

1 . . S (s) .
My, = 2 HHoMoQQ Hoit o hHQJ4—G21HQl (128)
0 Q s
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w here the relativistic nom alization of the states is In plied
hI'IQ j‘IQi= 2M HQV

In the rest fram e; V is the nom alization volume. W e w ill always use only the el
ativistic nom alization of states which w ill routinely result in the factors @My, ) *
In all expressions.

Let us discuss the expectation values of the operators in Eq. 28) in tum.
The st one is explicitly proportionalto m o . To be m ore quantitative we must
determ ine the m atrix elem ent of the heavy quark density QQ . To this end it is
convenient to use an argum ent suggested in Ref. P4] which will show us that the
expectation value of Q Q isvery close to unity; as a m atter of fact, w ith our present
accuracy it is jast equalto unity. T he seoond expectation valie reduces to

Indeed, In the rest frame of Hy a typicalmomentum ofQ isoforder 4c¢p, ie.
the heavy quark isvery slow . T hism eans that the lower com ponents of the bispinor

eld Q are an all com pared to the upper ones and, hence, the scalar density of the
heavy quark is close to its vector charge, Q Q Q 0Q . The di erence is only due
to the lower com ponents. T he vector charge, how ever, jist m easures the num ber of
the heavy quarks Inside H o ; therefore, its m atrix elem ent is exactly unity.

Tt is Instructive to do the sin ple derivation outlined above in som e detail. Com —
bining the equations ofm otion, {.8) and {.9), i is easy to get that

1 0 1 1+

2 27 m, T2

Q+ 0 Mmy?); (129)

00 =0Q (0 Q ~%+ ~B Q + higher orders 1.30)

2
2mQ

where B is the chrom om agnetic eld, B; = G 4 . Equation (1.30) is the desired
result dem onstrating that

hH i=
2, 0RO FHo Mg,

oD QFHeit O Mmy?)=1+0 my%): (@131)

T he m atrix elem ent of the vector charge (@ppropriately nom alized) is set equal to
uniy, aswas discussed above.

T his digression has been undertaken m erely to fam iliarize the reader w ith the
basics of the 1=m ¢ expansion in QCD . A s our understanding progresses the level
ofthe explanatory ram arks w illbe reduced so that in the subsequent lectures m any
derivations of a m ore technical nature w ill be suggested as an exercise.

Thus, we have established that the rst expectation valie n Eq. {28) produces
m, In the expansion for the heavy hadron mass. The second expectation value
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which also has the din ension ofm ass obviously doesnot scale with m o in the Iim it
my, ! 1 ,s0o0necande ne?

_ 1 hHQjﬁGZ;HQim Lot 1.32)
2M g, 4 °°

Thus, the param eter ofthe heavy quark theory is, In a sense, sim ilar to the glion
condensate P1]. The Jatter is the expectation valie of the sam e glion operator over
the vacuum state. In the case of the gluon operator is averaged over the lowest
state ofthe system w ith the given (unit) value ofthe heavy quark charge. The Iowest
state is, of course, the ground state pssudoscalarm eson, B . G enerally speaking, H g
can be any Q -containing hadron. B mesons are m ost interesting from the point
of view of applications; of practical interest also are Q -containing baryons which
are the lowest-lying states In the given channelw ith the baryon quantum num bers.
T herefore, strictly speaking, unlike the glion condensate, there exist m any di erent
param eters , one forevery channel considered. U sually we w ill tacitly assum e that
is de ned w ith respect to the B m esons.
Both expectation values,

, , O .
hH iand M, 3 G i;
2 5 0odneQQ Hg 25 03y Hoi;

have 1=m , corrections which show up at the kvelO Ql) in Eq. @.26). Lateron
we w ill derive the expansion forM g, which takes into account these term sO m hy.

The 1=m , ocorrections In the expectation value of the gluon anom aly are due to
the fact that in our approach the states H ¢ i are physicalheavy avor states, rather
than the asym ptotic states correspondingtom o = 1 which are usually considered
within HQET . Instead of working w ith these ctitious states I prefer to explicitly
keep track ofalll=m y corrections, both in the operatorsand in the de nition ofthe
states, appealing directly to the W ilsonean operator product expansion.

6This _expressjon relating to the expectation value ofthe glion anom aly operatorw as obtained

in Ref. R5]. Som e subtlketies left aside in the derivation presented here are discussed in detail in

this paper. It is instructive to com pare Eq. {;L_.B_Z) w ith a sin ilar expression for the nucleon m ass,
1 (

) 2
My = W +—— G i;
YoMy 4. X

known from ancient tim es l_2-§']
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2 Lecture 2. Basicsofthe B ackground F ield Tech-
nique

T he essence of our approach is ssparation of allm om enta into two classes { hard
and soft. For the tin e being we w ill continue to pretend that the rol of the gluon
degrees of freedom reduces to a soft gluon m edium . T his is an ideal situation where
the glions can be treated as a background eld. A powerfillm ethod allow ng one
to put calculations In the background elds on an industrial basis was developed
by Schw nger in electrodynam ics m any years ago. In the eighties i was adapted
to QCD .W e will be unabl to subm erge In all details of this technique, and w ill,
rather, present som e basic elem ents in particular exam ples. The review paper P§]
is recomm ended for further education. This lecture will be rather technical { is
prin ary goal is to teach how the heavy quark m ass expansions can be constructed
In a system atic way In di erent problem s.

T he starting point of the m ethod is decom position of elds into two parts { the
quantum part and the background one. T he propagation of quanta is described by
the correlation functions ofthe quantum part ofthe elds considered In the extemal

eld. Lateron the external eld isto be considered asa uctuating eld ofthe light
cloud, but this stage need not concem us at the m om ent.

Let us start w ith a bref review ofthe Schw inger m ethod, as it can be applied in
QCD .W e Introduce the coordinate and m om entum operators, X and p , regpec—
tively, p ;X 1= 1g ; b ijp 1= K ;X 1= 0.M oreover, Introduce a form al st of
states k) which are the eigenstates of the coordinate operator X ,

X K)=x k): @d)

P lease, note that k) hasnothing to do w ith the eld-theoretic eigenstates, eg. H ¢ i.
To em phasize this fact the use the reqular bracket ) in the notation instead of the
angk one, which is reserved for the eld-theoretic eigenstates.

Then de ne the covariant m om entum operatorP  satisfying the follow ing com —
m utation relations

P ;X =4 ; P ;P 1= 1igfG*® ; @2)
where £ are the generators of the color group, G? is the extemal eld.

The algébra J) is the basic tool of the Schw inger fom alisn . W e w ill expand
the G reen functions in the background eld, and In each order of the expansion we
w il neaed to use only this algebra.

In the coordinate basisP acts as a covariant derivative, nam ely

@
P ¥ = i@?*‘gtaAa(X) x v 23)
if
k)= & vy 2 4)



Now we can write form al expressions for the G reen functions. For Instance, for
the quark G reen function (massm 4) describing propagation from the point 0 to the
point x we have

1
S &;0) = (ijj)): @25)
q

Eqg. @.5), rather obvious by itself, is readily veri ed by applying the D irac
operator to both sides of Eg. £.3). Furthem ore, i can be identically rew ritten as

follow s
1

mZ+ (=2)G

S (70) = (3B + 1) — D) 2 6)

where
G gtG*? :

P lrase, note that the ordering is im portant here since P does not com m ute w ith
P ofG

Ifwe are ain ed at calculating the coe cient functions in the Bom approxin ation
we need nothing else { Eq. {2.8) is just system atically expanded in powers of the
background eld by using the com m utation relations @2).

O bserve that one can always shift P by a cnum ber vector due to the fact that

e¥p e ™ =p + g @.7)

Hence, the Fourier transform ed propagator reduces to
Z Z 1 Z 1
d'xe TS ;0) = d'x kEF ———e = d'x &3 :
x;0) x¥E B mg ) (X]m D)
This sim ple trick allow s one to readily develop the expansion sought for. Indeed,
assum e that g is Jarge (hard m om entum ) and P represents soft m odes and is am all
In this sense. Then we can expand n P,
2 1 1

. 1
4, Jdax . 1 eoe
d'xe™S x;0) ! 6 m § m B 6 m + @.8)

Next, we trangpose P to the right-m ost (left-m ost) position and act on the states
using the equations ofm otion.

tmay ssem that so far we got aln ost nothing com pared to the standard Feyn—
m an graph calculations. Let us dem onstrate the e ciency of the background eld
technique n a fow exam ples.

2.1 Inclusive decay of the heavy quark { toy m odel

O ne of the m ost in portant practical problem s in the heavy quark theory is the
description of the nclusive decays of heavy avors. T he sam ileptonic and radiative
decays ofthe B mesonsB ! X.1 and B ! X, are particular examples. Both
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are two key elem ents of the ongoing experim ental e orts, in quest of new physics.
N eedless to say that a reliable Q CD -based theory of such decays is badly needed.
In this section we start discussing basics of such a theory.

Since this is our st exercise, for pedagogical reasons, it seem s reasonable to
\peelo " allinessentialtechnicalities, like the quark soins, and resort to a sim pli ed
model. Tn this toy m odel we w ill consider the nclisive decay of a spinless heavy
quark into a spinless lighter quark plus a photon. O foourse, our photon is also a toy
photon. W e will assum e it to be scalar and the coresponding eld w ill be denoted
by .
T he Lagrangian describing the transition ofa heavy quark Q into a lighter quark
g and a \photon" has the form

L =hQ g+ hxc:; 2.9)

where h isthe coupling constant and Q = QY. Them asses ofthe quarksQ and gare
both lhrge (and I rem Ind that they are both soinless). M oreover, to further sin plify
the problem we willanalyze a special Iim it (the so called an all velocity or SV lim it
suggested In Ref. {[5]) in which

QoCD mQ mq mQ . (2.10)

The eld carres color charge zero; the reaction Q ! g+  oould be considered a
toy m odel for the radiative decays ofthe type B ! X where X is an arbirary
Inclusive hadronic state containing the s quark produced In the b quark decay.

Tt is very easy to calculate the totalw idth for the fiee quark decay Q ! g+ ,

| h’E,
free quark Q! g)= 3 mé 0 2.11)
where ) )
m m
Ej= —2 9. 212)
2m ¢

T his free quark expression is valid for the total nclusive probability in the asym p—
totic Iimit whenmg ! 1 . W e are Interested, however, in the preasym ptotic cor-
rections proportionalto powers of I=m g, .

First ofallwem ust form ulate what ob ct wem ust dealw ith In order to be ablk
to calculate these corrections systam atically. Upon re ection one concludes that it
can not bethedecay am plitudeQ ! g iself. Instead wemust considertheQ ! Q
forward \scattering" am plitude depicted on Fig. 1. By scattering Imean that Q
scatters o the quantum and o the badkground gluion eld which is not shown
on Fig. 1 explicitly but is inplied. It is in plied that all quark lines, Q and g, are
subm erged into this soft-glion badkground eld. Through the optical theoram the
In aghary part of the am plitude of Fig. 1 is related to the inclusive probability of

theQ ! g transition.M ore speci cally, ifwe Introduce the transition operator
z

T=1i d'xe T x)q&);q0)Q 0)g: (213)
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then the energy soectrum ofthe particke in the inclusive decay is ocbtained from
T i the follow ing way':
d h’E

= MM, H,i: 214
E 1My, o Ho 214)

Here asusualHl 3 denotesa hadron built from the heavy quark Q and the light cloud
(including the light antiquark), g In the exponent isthe fourm om entum carried aw ay
by andE isthe energy ofthe quantum .

Equation ¢.14) mmediately transhtes the 1=m , expansion for the transition
operator n the 1=m, expansion for the inclisive decay rate. The fact that the
transition operator m ust be the prim ary ob gct of the analysis In all problem s of
this type was realized in Refs. @, 29, 301.

Now we use what we have already lamt about the background eld technique
to w rite the transition operator in the formm

Z

N . 1
T = d4xequ(xpﬂQﬁ)=
q
z 1
d*x (x QP ; © 15)
R mY

where
Po) =mov :

The G reen function ofthe quark qdi ers from the G reen fiinction given n Eq. ©.6)
In an obviousway since we assum e for the tin e being that our quarks Q and g have
soin zero, and, correspondingly, instead of Eq. €.6) referring to the soinor quarks
we have

1
S&i0) = &7 — P @216)
q

In the second line of Eq. @.15) we proceeded to the rescaled elds O which singles
out the m echanical part of the m om entum operator.
One more thing which will be needed is the equation of m otion for the scalar
eld Q substituting the D irac equation. Starting from P * mZ)Q = 0we cbviously
get ,

0@ = Q: (2.17)

2m g

Finally we are ready to begin constructing the 1=m, expansion. Sihce is
of oder ,cp whik Py g scakes as mg , In the lading approxin ation  in the
denom mator of Eq. @.15) can be neglected altogether. T hen, coviously,

A©) _ 1
T QQ— (2.18)
mZ K
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where
k=Po q:

W e see that the lading operator appearing in the expansion is QQ and it has
din ension 2 (let us recall that the scalarQ eld hasdin ension 1 In contrast to the
realquark eldsofdin ension 3=2, which leads in particularto di erent nom alization
factors in the m atrix elem ents) . Taking the in agihary part we conclude that in the
leading approxin ation

1 A oi
—Im M, P Hi=
o T Ho om

Ep) : (2.19)

Here and below Iwilluse a very convenient short-hand notation,
WOoi HHyPOHGi:

The delta function In the In aghary part is characteristic of a twobody decay.
As a matter of fact, combining Eq. 2.19) with the general expression 2.14) and
approxin ating D Q i by uniy { which can and m ust be done in the kading order in
1=m, { we get the delta-fiinction spectrum ofthe the free quark decay. Integrating
over the energy we then arrive at the free quark decay width @.11).

A though this little achievem ent is quite gratifying and show s that we are on the
right track the real 1=m , expansion begins when the preasym ptotic tem s sw itch
on. To thisend the tem swih in the denom inator of Eq. £.15) must be kept,
and then the expansion In &k + 2) must be carried out. The general term of this
expansion is . |

2 n
T\=ﬁ 0 2an?: - 9 g, 2 20)
q q

In Lecture 4 where the theory of the end point spectrum w ill be presented we w ill
need the whole sum . At them om ent our purpose ism ore lin ited { we areained at
getting the rst correction in the totaldecay width. This task does not require the
In nite sum ; only two tem s, with n = 1 and n = 2, are rekevant. Both tem s are
egecially sin ple.

Indeed, ifn = 1 the combiation 2m, o+ 2 in the num erator acting on Q is
nothing else than the equation ofm otion, and can be dropped, see Eq. @17 .W e
can further discard the g~ part { shce the Hy spin is assum ed to be zero there is
no preferred ordentation and, hence, D ~Q i= 0. In thisway we arrive at

n=20

%D h2i

_ 221
e W P 221)

M, YH 1=

plus tem s of higher order .n 1=m . Here the sam e equation of m otion @.17) was
applied to elin inate ( in favor of ? which, in the given order in 1=m,, coincides
wih ~?. The notation is even m ore concise than previously, nam ely h~2i stands
fortH o P ~2Q H i. You will often see sim ilar short-hand below .
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Ipause here tom ake a side rem ark. T he physicalm eaning of the m atrix elem ent
h~21 is quite transparent { it m erely represents the average valie of the square of
them om entum ofthe heavy quark Q inside the heavy hadron H . T his quantity is
of order SCD . This is one of the m ost in portant param eters of the heavy quark
theory, along with . Note the gap In din ensions of the operators appearing in the
expansion. T he din ension—2 operatorQ Q is followed by din ension—4 operatorQ ~2Q .
N o relevant operator of dim ension 3 exists. D ue to this reason the contribution of
T® i the total width is \unnaturally" suppressed by two powers of the inverse
heavy quark m ass, not one power as one would expect apriori. T he observation of
the din ension gap was rstmade in Ref. [30] in the context of HQET ; it is crucial
In phenom enological applications.

Let us retum now to the construction of the 1=m , expansion, and consider the
tem wihn= 2 inthesim (220). Oneoftwo factors @m, o+ <) can be applied
to the right, the other one to the lft. The di erence between  applied to the
right and to the kft is a total derivative which vanishes anyway in the forward
m atrix elam ent HH o Ji::H o 1. This sin ple cbservation im plies that the combination
@mgy o+ ?) in the num erator again vanishes by virtue of the equation ofm otion
and we are eft with

Mo PH,i= éefihﬂi- @ 22)
° T3t w2 w3
w here Thave singled out and retained only the spin-0 part ofthe operatorQ ; 5Q !
(1=3) ;50 ~?Q for the reasons explained above.

W e are aln ost done. The inaghary parts of T® and T @ are expressbl i
term softhe st and second derivatives ofthe delta function, and after som e sim ple
algebra it isnot di cult to get

1 .. _ Mmoi m~"0i
—Tm hTi=
1 2m g l2mé & %)
E 2A E 2HD ~20 j
oM~01 o gy B0 e oy @23)

12m 3

where operators of higher dim ension are ignored; I have taken into acoount that
¢ = E and ¢ = E? and played a little w ith the delta fiinctions.

T he expansion of Im T into local operators generates m ore and m ore singular
temm s at the point where the spectrum would be concentrated In the free quark
approxin ation. You should not be surprised by this circum stance which will be
elicidated in every detail in due tine. W hat is Inportant is that the physical
Soectrum is a an ooth fiinction of E . One ocould derive a anooth spectrum by
summ ing up the In nite set of operators in Eq. @20) { this willbe the sub fct of
Lecture 4. There is no need to carry out this summ ation now, however, sihce we
are interested only In the integral characteristics of the type of the total probability.
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As far as such Integral characteristics are concemed, the expansion in Eq. £23) is
perfectly legitin ate.

At rst, we calulate the totalw idth by substituting egq. @23) into eq. @ .I14)
and integrating overE ,
d mg

dE My

ot @ 24)

Q

w here the Integration runs from 0 to the physicalboundary E 5™°, expressed in tem s
of the hadron m asses
M 2 Mz
phys _ Hg Hq
Eyg 7 = —— ¢ (225)
My,

T he pow er correction proportionalto hQ ~*Q i=m § which m ight have appeared can-
cels in the totalwidth! Is this cancellation unexpected? No, we could have antic—
jpated it on general grounds. Indeed, the totalwidth is a Lorentz scalar, and,
quite naturally, the 1=m, expansion for this quantity must run over the Lorentz
scalar operators; Q Q is Lorentz scalar while Q ~2Q is not. The fact that there are
no explicit 1=m , corrections in Eq. €24) does not m ean that they are absent in
at all. They could appear through I Q im ¢ =M z . Hence, our next task isto nd
the expansion forh) Q i in the toy m odelat hand. To solve the problem we w illuse
the very sam e idea as in Sect. 1.5; the only di erence is the form ofthe heavy quark
current. For the scalar qua;:ks the current whose diagonal m atrix elem ent counts

the number ofquarks isQ iD Q . Hence, in the rest fram e of Hy we have:

1
2M g,

$
HoP DO Hi=1 : (226)

Passing to the rescaled elds we arrive at the relation

1
1=M HemeQQ +Q (QHi=

Ho

m
© Mo PO H i+ Mo D~2Q H o 15 @27)

Mu, My, mg

w here the second line is due to the equation ofm otion. Equation €27) lkadsus to

the result sought for, )

2

mQ :h[_I — cee .
Q:QQj'].Ql— 1 + H (2.28)

My 2m §

I have introduced here the standard notation for the expectation value of ~2,

2 _ 1 2 -
o PmoQ~"QHoi ¢ 2 29)

toy m odel 2M Ho
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As was already mentioned, 2 is a crucial param eter of the heavy quark theory.
Ttsde nition In QCD willbe slightly di erent from that in our toy m odel, but the
physicalm eaning w illbe the sam e.

Plugging n Eq. £28) in @24) we nally arrive at the desired expression,

!
2

o 1

230
2m 2 @30)
The inclusive width coincides w ith the parton-m odel resul up to tem s of order
l=mf2 . There is no correction of order 1=m , ! M oreover, the tem l=mé is calcu—
lablk and its physicalm eaning is quite transparent: it re ects the tin e dilation for
the m oving quark inside the heavy hadron at rest (the D oppler e ect). The coe —
clent ( 1=2) in front of ¥i=m j could, therefore, have been guessed from the very
begihning, w ithout explicit calculations, were we a little bit an arter.

T his situation is quite general, it takes place not only in the toy m odel at hand
but In r=alQCD aswell The absence of the correction of order 1=m o in the total
Inclusive w idths (say, the sem ileptonic width oftheB mesons,or B ! X ¢ ),and
so on) is called the CGG /BUV theorem (304, 24].

I hasten to add, though, that the absence of the 1=m ; correction is notm erely
a oconsequence of the din ension gap In the set of the relevant operators, as it is
som etin es stated iIn the literature. Indeed, ket m e give a counterexam ple. Let us
calculate the average energy ofthe particle, or, m ore exactly, the rstm om ent of
the soectrum , -

_ EgY® phys 1d
I = . dE E, E) E (231)
In the parton m odelthe spectrum is a pure delta function and, consequently, I;
vanishes. T he heavy quark expansion does generate a non-vanishing resul, a 1=m g
e ect. To see that this is iIndeed the case we integrate the theoretical spectrum

€23) which yields us

2E phys
_ 0
Il = 2m75 (2 .32)
where isde ned as ollows
=E ™ Ky (2.33)

and the param etersE, and E 5'Y° are given in Egs. @.19) and £25). Now, invoking
what we have already leamt in Sect. 1.5 about the heavy hadron m asses we nd
that

1
- % 40 (B @3
where
M M
VOZ Hg Hq .
My,
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In the SV Iin it vy is small and coincides w ith the velocity of the nal hadron
produced In the transition Q ! g .
W ith all these de nitions

1
I = 5v§ +0 ( §ep) (2 35)

ie. the preasym ptotic correction in the st moment is of the order of ,¢p, not
éCD . The reason for the occurrence of a \w rong" power of the Q CD param eter is

that the lrading correction term in the 1=my expansion in this particular quantity
is unrelated to any local operator. A s we will see Jater on such a situation is not
rare in the heavy quark theory. The sum rule €.35) is just a version of Voloshin’s
optical sum rule 31], whilke that of Eq. ©.30) can be interpreted in tem s of the
B prken sum rule B2]. W ewilldwellon the both sum rules in the realQCD in Sect.
3.6.

I apologize for this little waterfall of new letters and de nitions and hope that
a sim pl picture behind our results is not overshadowed. Notice that in the SV
Iinit EX™® E reduces to the excitation energy of the nal hadron produced in
the decay. The factorEE™° E in the integrand elin inates the \elastic" peak, so
that the integral is saturated only by the inelastic contrbutions. Say, In theb! c
transition the contrbution of B ! D is elim lnated, only the excited D m esons
survive In the rstm om ent. Since the excitation energies are oforderof 4cp,0r ,
the prediction €.35) m eans that the probabilities of the inelastic transitions B !
excited D ’s are all proportional to v?. This is in fi1ll agreem ent w ith the theorem
!:L:S] discussed in Sect. 13 { that In the point of zero recoil the only transition that
can occur istheelasticB ! D transition, w ith the uni probability. Away from the
point of the zero recoil put n the SV lim i) the nelastic transitions are generated.
However, Eq. €.30) shows, that up to sn allcorrectionsO ( §.,=m 3 ) which can be
neglected ifwe are interested only In the linearn  o¢p € ects, the totalprobability
rem ains unity. In other words, the total probability is jist reshu ed: a small v 2
part istaken away from the elastic transition and is given to the inelastic transitions.
The QCD analog of this assertion is the essence of the B jprken sum rulke (32].

&t is quite evident that the series of such sum rules can readily be continued
further. For the next m om ent, for instance, we get

ZEphys 202
5 1d E
I, = dE P EP = 24 o . 236
2= s Y : T @ .36)

Analyzing this sum rule in the SV lin it one cbtains, In principle, additional nfor-
m ation, not included in the results of Refs. 15,131, 32]. T isworth em phasizing that
in Egs. @24), £33) and @.36) we have collected all tem s through order 2., ,
w hereas those of order SCD are system atically om itted. P redictions for higher
m om ents would require calculating tem s O ( S, ) and higher.

C oncluding this part Jet m e suggest to you an exercise which will show whether

the technology introduced above is well understood by you. Try to repeat in real
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QCD , wih the quark soins sw itched on, everything we have done in the toy m odel.
O fparticular interest to us w ill be the transition operator
z

T=1i d'xe T ) gk ;g0 Q 0)g: @37)

where iseither or 5. T histransition operator is relevant forthe sam ileptonic
b to c decays. To facilitate the task consider special kinem atics: (i) zero recoil (the
vanishing spatial m om entum of the kpton pair, g = 0; () snall velocity lin it
o mj . To further facilitate the task lin it yourself to the spatial com ponents of

. If you still have problm s go over this lcture again and consul the original
works 33,134, 33]. The full answer for the transition operator @37) is given, for
instance, in Appendix of Ref. [33].

2.2 The Fock-Schw inger gauge

In som e situations (especially when one deals w ith m assless quarks) a variant of
the background eld technigque based on the so called Fodk-Schw Inger gauge for the
external led tumsout to very e cient (fora review and extensive list of references
see P8]). The gauge condition on the background gluon eld has the form

x A )= 0: (2.38)

W hat is ram arkable in this condition is that in this gauge the gauge fourpotential
can be represented as an expansion which runs only over the gauge covariant quan—
tities, the glion eld strength tensor and its covarant derivatives,

1 11
A x)= 2XG ©) + 31!xxD G O)+ :::: 239)
T his expression in plies, in particular, that A (0) = 0. It is worth noting that the
gauge condition £.38) singles out the origin and, hence, breaks the transhational
Invariance. The latter is restored only n the nal answer for the gauge invariant
am plitudes.
It is rather easy to show (see P§)) that them assless quark G reen function in the
coordinate space is
1 % 1 x 1
S x;0) = S i gia s+ uy Go= = G : (2.40)
O ne can also construct a sin ilar expansion forthe G reen function in them ocm entum
space S @) .
If the quark isnotm assless, m 4 6 0, the expansion ofthe G reen function in the
badckground eld becom es much m ore cum bersom e. A though we will hardly need
i In 11l T quote i here for the sake of com plkteness,

( P )
1 x szfil(m )8)
2 P > TR

1 6 1 pP——
S (x;0) = p;f “m?x’K , Mm 2)g
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m’K i P  ¥) m p

12 P 1 -G Ko m )+ i (2 41)
Here K isthe M dD onald function. This result was obtained in Ref. B§]. Further
education on the Fock-Schw inger gauge technique can be cbtained from Ref. R§].
T he best way to m aster those aspects which arem ost comm on In the heavy quark
theory ism erely to play w ith thistoolkit. Let us see how it works in the calculation
ofthe 1=m é correction In the totalprobability ofthe sam ileptonic decay ofthe heavy
quark In the rralQCD . Unlke Sect. 21 we will address directly the total width
bypassing the stage of the spectrum . The st calculation of the power correction
in B ! X.l)albngthese lineswas carried out in Ref. P4] (see also BT)).

2.3 Thel=m, correctionsto the sem ileptonic inclusive w idth
nQCD

In this section I will describe probably the m ost elegant application of the ideas
developed above { calculation of the leading correction in the total sam ileptonic
widths. In the toy m odel considered in the previous section i was established
that the 1=m o correction was absent, and the rst non-trivial correction 1=m é was
associated w ith the m atrix elem ent of D Q i. A s a m atter of fact, through the heavy
quark expansion, we m anaged to express it in temm s of the m atrix elem ent hD ~2Q 1.

W hen we take the quark soins nto acoount a new dim ension-5 Lorentz scalar
operator appears, D (i=2) GQ i. On generalgrounds onem ay expect that them ain
Jesson abstracted from the toy model { the absence of the 1=m, tem { persists
but the 1=m é correction w ill receive a contrbution from the operatorQ (i=2) GQ.
T he conclusion w illbe con m ed by the analysis presented below . You w ill see how
e ciently the Fock-Schw inger technique is In this case.

Thus, ket usproceed to calculation of sam ikptonic w idths. The nalquark m ass
m 4 is arbitrary { we do not assum e the SV lim it now, nor is any other constraint
inposed on m4. The weak Lagrangian responsible for the sam ileptonic decays has
the follow Ing generic form

G
L=p%vgq(q Q)L ); = A+ 5); 2 42)

where lisa charged Jepton, electron forde niteness. Them ass ofthe charged Jpton
w illbe neglected. M oreover, Gy and Vg4 are constants irrelevant for our purposes.
A susual, at the rst stage we construct the transition operatorTA ! X! Q),

Z X
T=1i d'TfL®L©Og= Ci0; @ 43)
describing a diagonal am plitude w ith the heavy quark Q in the initial and nal
state (w ith identicalm om enta). T he lowest-dim ension operator in the expansion of

VA

TEQ ! X ! Q) isQQ, and the com plkte perturbative prediction { the soectator
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m odel { corresponds to the perturbative calculation ofthe coe cient ofthisoperator.
Forthe tin ebeing we are not interested in perturbative calculations. O urtask isthe
analysis of the In uence of the soft m odes in the gluon eld m anifesting them selves
as a series of higherdin ension operators in T.

At the ssoond stage we average T over the hadronic state of interest, say, B
m esons. At this stage the non-perturbative lJarge distance dynam ics enters through
m atrix elam ents of the operators of dim ension 5 and higher.

Fnally, the in agihary part of HH o T H o i presents the H, sam ileptonic width
sought for,

ImhHy T Hoi: (2 44)
Ho

The diagram determ ining the transition operator is depicted on Fig. 2. The
Jepton propagators are, of course, free { they do not feel the badkground glion eld.
Thick lines refer to the Initial quark Q . A though the glion eld is not shown one
should understand that the lines corresponding to Q and g are subm erged into a
soft gluon badkground.

In the Fock-Schw inger gauge the line corresoonding to the nalquark q Fig. 2)
rem ains free, and the only source of the din ension-5 operators is the extemal line
corresoonding to Q (or Q). Let us elaborate this point in m ore detail.

If we do not target corrections higher than l=mf2 it is su cient to use the ex—
pression for the quark G reen function given in Eq. ©40) or £ 41). The particular
form is absolutely inessential; the only In portant point is the chiral structure of the
vertices In the weak Lagrangian and the fact that the Jeptons are m assless.

The currents in the weak Lagrangian @.47) are efthanded. Therefore, the
G reen function of the quark g is sandw iched between and . Thismeansthat
1+ 5 progctors annihilate the part of the G reen function w ih the even number
ofthe m atrces. Then the only potential contribution is associated w ith the st
line n eq. @47).

T he non-perturbative tem is the one containing G . This term vanishes, how -
ever, after convoluting it w ith the lepton part. Indeed, the lpton loop W ith the
m asskss kptons) has the form

21

L = ——exx g ): @ 45)
X

H ere I take the product oftwo m assless ferm ion propagators in the coordinate space,
w ith the appropriate m atrces inserted, and do the trace. Actually we need to
know only the last bracket. Now, convoluting i wih the G temm from the quark
G reen function we get

( x @ ) (2x x £g ) 0;

qed. P4, 38,
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T hus, if one uses the Fock-Schw lnger gauge the only source for the 1=m , cor-
rection In the total sam ikptonic widths (@t the level up to 1=m é ) is through the
equations ofm otion for Q . Here ishow it works.

T he expression for the am plitude corresponding to the diagram ofF ig. 2 can be
generically w ritten as follow s:

Z
A= d'%0 OF ®)Q (); 2 46)

where a function F (x) Incorporates the Jepton loop and the g quark G reen function.
Tt may include Lorentz and ocolor m atrices, etc. Now, ¥t us single out the large,
m echanical part of the m otion of the heavy quark,

Q )= e F*Q (x);

T hen
z . 1
A= d'x Q00F e JPOXD(O)+X@Q”(O)+§XX@@Q(0)+ ] =

(
. @
QOEF o) O+ ap

F'Po)e O ©)

)
+'217@2 F o) Q@ QO+ =]
1 — cee =
2@P, @P, 0

0

Q OF Po+ 1)Q (0)= Q OF ({1)Q 0); @ A4T)

where F is the Fourier transform ofF (x).

Our next goal is to convert i@ In the covarant derivative and then use the
equation of motion, iBQ = myQ . M ore exactly, we start from the expressions of
the fom

Q0 6E)QO); p =i ; 2 48)

rewritep iIntemsofP = iD plustem swih the gluon eld strength tensor (in
the Fock-Schw Inger gauge) and then substitute B acting on Q by m, . Expressions
©.48) appear n InT. Ifthe nalqg quark ismasskss, m , = 0, the only relevant
power isk = 2. Switching on the quark mass, m4 6 0, brings in other values ofk
aswell. 0 aming: in the procedure sketched above all operators p in Eq. £.49)
should be considered as acting either only to the right or only to the left. Twill
assum e they act to the right. W e can not m ake som e of them act to the right and
others to the keft and neglect fiill derivatives. Q uestion: do you understand why?)

Sihcewe ocusnow on Q GQ it issu cient to keep only the tem s linear in the
glion eld strength tensor; the term sw ith derivatives of G are to be neglected as
well. Th this approxin ation in the Fock-Schw nger gauge A = (1=2)x G

Furthem ore,

p°=P? 2ap @ 49)
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where we neglected the temm s quadratic In A and used the fact that p ;A ]= 0.
Equation €.49) should be substituted in Eq. .48), and then we start transposing
Ap trying to put it in the left-m ost position, next to Q (0). If Ap appears in this
position the resul is zero since A (0) = 0. Notice that

p’iApl/ G pp =0;
50, one can freely transpose Ap through p?. In thisway we arrive at
h i
0 OMBEH Q=00 BEPH 2kBAP)P) ' Q) : (2.50)

M oreover, w ith our accuracy the last term reduces to

P ;AP @2 1= ge p @2+ !
i 2k 2
= g ® G G B)B 2.51)

and, hence, using the equations ofm otion we conclude that
QOB @AP)P*" 0 ()= 0: (2.52)

Asaresul, the G tem samerge only due to the fact that

P2=B? > g;
2 14
and the nalexpression is as ollow s:
ik
Q@pﬁﬁszrﬁhb©m©>—;umGmeglz (2.53)

A fter these explanatory rem arks the procedure of calculating the leading 1=m é
correction in the total sam ikptonic w idth should be perfectly clear. Let us summ a—
rize it In the form ofa prescription.

(i) Caloulate the sem ileptonic width in the parton m odel. The result has the
form , )

Eig%ﬁmgFmg§> @54)
where Fo fn 2=m ¢ ) is the phase space factor, a fiunction of the ratio m 2=m § well-
known in the literature (sse Eq. @.57) below).

(i) Then construct the expression for including theO fm 2) corrections in the
ollow Ing way 241:

, (
Gﬁj’qu)'me
192 3 9 My,

Ho PO HQIFH( )
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Z d
+—2(d— 2)F () (2.55)
Q

m
where 1
s = Mo P (=2) GO Hoi 2 56)
2M 4,
and
_mZ
mg

A few comm ents are In order conceming this beautifil expression for the total
sam ileptonic width. The expansion contains two Lorentz scalar operators, QQ and
Q (=2) GQ, ofdinension 3 and 5, respectively. The fact that only the Lorentz
scalars contrbute is obvious sihce  is a Lorentz invariant quantity. W e observe
here the very sam e gap In din ensions m entioned previously in the context of the
toy m odel { there isno operator ofdin ension 4 3(]. The only elem ent stillneeded to
com plte the derivation isthem atrix elem ent hQ Q i. Fortunately, the corresponding
heavy quark expansion has been already built, sse Eq. @.30).

Borrow Ing the explicit expression for Fo( ) from textbooks (it is singled out
below in the braces) and assam bling all other pieces together we nally get

_ ng@qus
192 3 °
" 2 2!1'1 le) 2 #
1+ =—— 1 8 +8> % 12°m 2=-a  f 2.57)
2mQ mg
where ? isde ned n QCD as llows
2 1 2 .

= hHQ:QNQj'IQl: (258)

2M g,

This resul is due to Bigiet al. P4]. The absence of the 1=m correction is a
m anifestation ofthe CGG /BUV theorem .

If the mass of the nal charged lpton is non-negligbl, the property of no
soft gluon em ission from the g quark line (in the Fodk-Schw inger gauge) is lost.
The expansion or B ! X . ) In this case ismuch m ore cumbersom e; it was
constructed In Ref. BYJ.

D In ension-5 operators are responsible for the lading non-perturbative correc—
tions in the total sem ileptonic w idths. To assess the convergence of the expansion it
m ay be Instructive to have an idea of the higher order term s In the expansion. T he
1=m  term swere estin ated in Ref. @Q]. This isa ratherm essy and tin e-consum ing
analysis, and it ishardly in orderto com m ent on it in this lecture. Surprising though
it is, from what we already know it ispractically trivialto nd the coe cient ofthe
din ension-7 operator

QG G Q3 @59)

30



wih two gluon eld strength tensors fully contacted over the Lorentz indices for
m asskss nalquarks (say, b ! u transition). O f course, this is a purely academ ic
exercise, for m any reasons. In particular, because it is only one of a rather large
num ber of dim ension-/ operators. Sihce we do not know their m atrix elam ents
anyhow , it seem s to be m eaningless to carry out full classi cation and calculate all
coe cients. T he operator (2.59] is chosen since one can at kast use factorization for

a rough estin ate ofthe corresponding m atrix elem ent and since we get its coe cient

esseentially for free.

T he point is that the m assless quark propagator (in the Fodk-Sow inger gauge)
doesnot contain G G tem atall (see ref. [f1]). This fact inplies that the only
source of the operator €.59) isthe ssme as .n the cassof Q GQ . It isnot di cult
to get that

1
Q (0 p'Q 0)=Q (0 BP*Q (0) + EQ 0 G Q0=

Q B0 )+ Q0 0)G G Q0); (2.60)
where we om itted structuresofthetype G G 1=4)g G G 1.

2.4 D igression

T his section is Intended for curious readers { those who are anxiousto nd out where
and how else, beyond the theory of the H, states, the background eld technique
can be used to obtaln interesting predictions. Here Iw ill discuss an estin ate of the
m ass splittings between the lvels of the highly excited quarkonium states. This
part can be safely om itted In st reading since it is unrelated to the ram ainder of
these kctures.

T he quarkoniim states to be considered below consist of one quark Q , one anti-
quark Q and the soft glion cloud connecting them together. To begin with we will
assum e that m 4 is large, mg ocp (later on this assum ption will be relaxed).
The QQ mesons can have di erent quantum num bers. W e w ill analyze the excited
S and P wave statesw ith the quantum numbers 0 and 0* , respectively. T he naive
quark m odel language is used to nam e the states; this doesnotm ean, of course, that
we accept any of the dynam ical assum ptions of the naive quark m odel. Tt would be
m ore accurate to say that the m esons of interest are produced from the vacuum by
the currents

Jp = QisQ and Js=QQ : (2.61)

T he central ob ct of our analysis is the di erence between the two-point func-
tions in the pssudoscalar and scalar channels. In tem s of the G reen fiinctions in
the background eld this di erence takes the form (see Fig. 3)

z
p s=1 dxe™ (wack £J k)Jp (O)gjvaci hvacT £3 )Js (0)givaci) =
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(
] 1 , 1
iTr

i 5 1ls
B+ (6F2) mg B 6=2) m
)

1 1
B+ (622) my B 6=2) m
A comm ent is In order here conceming the trace operation in this expression. Tt
In plies not only the trace over the LorentzRand color Indices, as usual, but also the
trace in them om entum space substituting dp=@ )* i the conventional Feynm an

integral. W ith the help of Eq. ©.6) the di erence s can be identically
rew ritten as ( )

(2.62)

2m? iT t 1 2 63)
= r — — .
P S Q D+ D

where
D =P (@27 mi+ (=) G:

W e continue to ignore hard gluons assum ing that the only roke of the gluon eld
is to provide a soft cem enting background. This is certainly an idealization, but ket
us see how farone can go w ithin the fram ew ork ofthis sin pli ed picture. N eglecting
hard glions m eans, In particular, that we willbe unabl to analyze the low-lying
levels of heavy quarkonium where an essential rol is played by the short-distance
Coulomb interaction. Each G insertion in the denom inator isoforderof 2., , ie.
does not scale w ith the extemalm om entum g when g is Jarge. Let us expand Eq.
©.63) n G and take the trace over the Lorentz indices. Then the rst order tem
drops out; the rst surwviving tem isbilinear in G,

5 1
P g = 8mg iTr —_—
+
11 1 1 1 11 1 1 1
— G —_—t+ —— —G —
2D . D, D, D 2D D D D,
)
11 1 1 1
-— —G — 4 iz (2.64)
2D, D, D D

A closer ook at this expression reveals som e peculiar features. F irst of all, one
can Interpret each tem as a certain correlation finction in the theory where the
quark Q is scalar, not spinor. Take, for nstance, this rst line. It is nothing else
than the twopoint function ofthe I = 0 quarkonium in the scalarQCD (ie.QCD
w ith the scalarquarks; L isthe totalangularm om entum ofthem eson). T he current
producing the scalar quarkonium from the vacuum in the scalarQCD isQYQ Fig.
4). The second and the third line, together, represent the fourpoint function ofthe
type depicted on Fig. 5. The current denoted by the dashed line on this gure is
QY¥G Q;themomentum owing through this line vanishes. Two insertions of G
In ply that this fourpoint function is explicitly proportional to éCD .

Now, ktusexam neEq. £2.64) in the com pkx f plane. At som e positive values
of ¢ the two-point fiinction of F ig. 4 has sin ple poles corresponding to positions of
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the L = 0 quarkonium Xvels In the scalar QCD . The fourpoint function ofFig. 5
has double and sihgle poles at the very sam e values of ¢ and single poles at som e
other values of ¢ corresponding to the production of . = 1 states in the scalar
QCD . The atter are produced from the L = 0 states by applying to them the
aurrent Q¥G Q.

On the other hand, the originaldi erence 5 s In rralQ CD hasonly singlke
poles at the positions of the S and P wave states. These positions are shifted
com pared to the Jevels in the scalar QCD . Expanding In the shift one generates
doublkpols. TheL = 1 pok { the partner to theP wavem eson statesin s
appears only in the ourpoint function of Fig. 5. From this gure i is quite clear

that the residue of the L = 1 pok scaks as ,cp,=( M ?))* where ™ ?) isa
characteristic splitting between the L = 0 and L = 1 states. On the other hand,
the residue ofthe P wavemeson in s, on general grounds, scales as p?=M 2

where p is a characteristic quark m om entum , and ITassum e that gcp ] M.
E quating these two estin ateswe nd that

2 .
M ocp —PJ:

Onem ay cbserve, w ith satisfaction, that this is exactly the characteristic level solit—
ting (petween radialor orbitalexcitations) fortwo heavy quarks Interacting through
a string (\linear potential"). W hat is rem arkable is that in no place our estin ate
nvokes any reference to the linear potential or otherm odels. It was based only on
som e general features of QCD . Form e this is a strong evidence that a string-lke
picture should take place n QCD, at kast, approxin ately, for high excitations.

W hat changes if the quarks are Iight or even masskss, my ! 1 ? The only
di erence isthat now the residuesoftheP wavemesonsin g areofthesame
order as those of the S wave m esons for highly excited states, which in plies that

4 2112
QCD =(™ 7)) 1;
or
M % SCD :
In otherw ords, we got the linear R egge tra fctories, at least orhighly excited states.
M oreover, this analysis m akes clear a potentially in portant point { the em pircal

cbservation that even the lowest states in every channel lie on the linear Regge
tra pctordes looks like a num erical colncidence and can not be exact.
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3 Lecture 3. C lassicP roblem sw ith H eavy Q uarks

T he number of problem s successfully solved w ithin the heavy quark expansion is
quite large. Even a briefreview ofthem ain applications isbeyond the scope ofthese
Jectures. Som e issues, however, are quite general and are in portant in a variety of
applications. E verybody, not only the heavy quark practitioners, should know them .
In this kecture we w ill discuss several such topics { the scaling of the heavy m eson
coupling constants, som e properties ofthe IsgurW ise finction, and, nally, analysis
of corrections violating the heavy quark symm etry at the point of zero recoil. W e
begin, however, from a system atic classi cation of all local operators which appear
in the heavy quark expansion up to the level O (mQB). Sometennsoforderlqng

In particular heavy quark expansions are actually not expressible in tem s of the
local operators and are, rather, related to non-local correlation functions. A full
classi cation of such correction also exists @2, 23], but we willnot go into details
only m arginally m entioning them here and there. T he Interested reader is referred
to the origihalpublications ¥Z, 25].

3.1 Catalogue of relevant operators

T he local operators in the heavy quark expansion are bilinear in the heavy quark

eld. They are certainly gauge invariant, and in m any instances, when the expan-—
sion is built for scalar quantities, the operatorsm ust be Lorentz scalars. A s in any
operator product expansion In QCD they can be ordered according to their din en—
sion. W e will Iim it ocurselves here to dim ension 6 and lower. This leaves us w ith
quite a few possbilities listed below . W e start w ith the Lorentz scalar operators.
The only approprate operators are

i
QQ;EQ G Q;and QO Qgg (CAD)

where standshere fora combination of and colorm atrices. A 1l other structures
that m ight com e to one’sm ind reduce to those listed above and full derivatives by
virtue of the equations of m otion.

(E xercise: prove that this is the case, for instance, r the operators QD ?Q and
QG D Q.

() The only operator ofdin ension 3 isQ Q . T his operator is related to the heavy
quark current Q (Q plustem s suppressed by powers of1=m o . The lading tem of
this expansion hasbeen already discussed, see Eq. (1.30). A ctually it isnotdi cult
to continue this expansion one step further. The follow ng relation is exact:

1

2 6 6
- + 2 0 - -
QQ Q o0 Q 5 Q Q oQ 2 2, 2mQQ
62
= Q 0 + Q2 >0 + atotalderivative ; 32)
m

Q
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In the st rlhtion above the operators acton the Q eld. Kesgoing In m Ind
that we always consider only the forward m atrix elem ents, w ith the zero m om entum
transfer, we can drop all temm s w ith total derivatives. A pplying now the equations
ofmotion @.8) and (1.9) generates the 1=m , expansion for the scalar density,

00 =0 60 + ——0 (2+2G)0 = 0 40 L o «~y0
’ 2m 2 2 ° 2m 2
!
0 DE) + 2~ E QO + O ! 33)
4m 3 m

HereE; = Gy isthe chrom oelectric eld, and its covariant derivative is de ned as i)
DsEx = i[4;Ex];wehaveomitted thetem Q ([ x;[ o7 i1 [i;[0; x1)Q using
the Jacobi identity. M oreover,

DE = g0

by virtue of the QCD equation ofm otion there J% = F ¢ tq is the color quark
current) . Therefore the st of the 1=m g term s can be rew ritten as a four-ferm ion
operator.

(i) A shasbeen already m entioned, no operators of dim ension 4 exist.

(iil) D m ension ve. There is only one such operator,

i
O¢ = QE G Qjy 34)
where = (1=2)[ ; 1.Agaln, i can be expanded in the powers of 1=m 4,
!

1
Og= 0Q~BQ Q DE)+ 2~ E ~Q + O — (3.5)

2m o mg

where B is the chrom om agnetic eld, B = r; K= (1=2) 15xG 5 -
(I7) D In ension 6 urquark operators ;0 ;0g ;9. Generally speaking, the
matrix ; can be any Lorentz matrix (1; s; 5 Or ) or any of the above

multiplied by . O foourse, n gpeci c problem sonly a subset ofthese m atricesm ay
appear. The ourquark operators di er by the chiral properties of the light quark

eld g. Som e of them carry non—zero chirality (they are non-singlkt w ith respect to
SU (N ¢)y, SU (N¢)r ). Henoe, they do not show up in the transitions associated
w ith the weak currents ofthe V A type.

Further rem arks w ill concem operators that are soatial scalars but not Lorentz
scalars. They appear in the low-energy e ective Lagrangian (.11) and in the ex—
pansions of the type @.3) and @5). The m ost in portant operator from the class
is

0 =0~%Q; (3.6)

which we have already encountered m ore than once.

"Note that in our notationsD = @=Q@x 1 &, therere OE)= divE in the Abelian case.
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D im ension 4 operators are all reduchble to those of din ension 5 and higher. For
Instance,

Q Q= lQ<~2 — G)Q+ 0 m,%):
™ 2my, 2 o

At the levelofdin ension 6 only one additional operator em erges (@part from the
four-ferm ion operators), nam ely,

o~ E ~Q: 3.7

At rst sight i m ight seem that one could build extra operators of din ension 6,
from the gluon elds, eg.

Q EQ orQ ;ix0OE)Q:

A ctually they are reduchble to operators of higher din ension via the equations of
m otion. Indeed, using the fact that

1 1

n 2 2 _ . n )2 2 2 \2
O (0] 01 i 0)Q O (: 0] 2mQ( - om g Fe~)Q
%Q[i[o l]p+ dinensjon ssven =
= O dWE)Q + din ension ssven: (3.8)
This is a fourfem jon operator. By the sam e token,
Q i1 OsEX)Q =Q D¢B;Q =
1 2
O [ oBiR = Q [~~)i~B R 3.9)

2m g

which is obviously of the next order in 1=m, (a din ension-seven operator).
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3.2 Extracting/determm ining the m atrix elem ents

Construction of the operator product expansion is only the st step in any theo—
retical analysis. T he heavy quark expansion m ust be converted into predictions for
the physical quantities. To this end it is necessary to take the m atrix elem ents of
the operators nvolved in the expansion. The latter carry all inform ation about the
large distance dynam ics responsible for the hadronic structure, In all its peculiarity.
These m atrix elem ents in our Q CD -based approach play the sam e rolk as the wave
finctions in the non-relativistic quark m odels.

In this section we will sum m arize what is known about the m atrix elem ents of
the operators from the list presented above.

(i) The most favorabl situation takes place at the level of din ension three.
Indeed, the only Lorentz scalar operator of dimension 3 is QQ which has a nice
expansion (33). TheoperatorQ (Q isthe tin e com ponent ofthe conserved current,
m easuring the number of the quarks Q In Hy . Therefore, both for m esons and
baryons

2MH:h[_IQ:Q 0QHoi= 1: (3.10)

(A susual, we stick to the rest fram e of H 5 ; In the case of baryons averaging over
the baryon soin is in plied).
(i) T he status of two operators of din ension 5 is di erent. Let us consider rst
O ¢ whose m atrix elem ents are expressible in tem s of experin entally m easurable
To lading order in 1=m , the parameter % de ned in Eq. ¢.58) reduces to ;|

i = H,D~BOHoi: 311)
ZMHQ ZMHQ Q Q

For pseudoscalar m esons this quantiy can be related to the m easured hyper ne
m ass slittings. Indeed, Q ~B' Q is the lrading soin-dependent operator in the heavy
quark Ham iltonian {1.14). Hence

3
?;CBQ)=Z(MB2 M2) 3.12)

where B and B are generic notations for the vector and psesudoscalar m esons,
respoectively, and thelimitmgy ! 1 isinplied. A ssum ing that the b quark already
belongs to this asym ptotic lim it one estinates 2 from the measured B meson

m asses,
2 035GeV:

Furthem ore, In the baryon fam ily four baryons are expected to decay weakly
and are, thus, long-living states: 4; o; o and o . In the rst three of them

8 Som e authors prefer a di erent nom enclature [,2_1-3_:] T he expectation values ofthe chrom om ag—
netic and kinetic energy operators are som etines called , and ;.
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the total angular m om entum of the light cloud is zero; hence the chrom om agnetic
eld has no vector to be aligned w ith, and

Z(o)= Z2(g)= 2(g)=0: (3.13)

Z(o)== MZ%, M%, (314)

where the superscripts 3/2 and 1/2 mark the spin of the baryon. A fhough the
m ass plitting on the righthand side of Eq. (314) is in principle m easurablk, it
is not known at present, and if one wants to get an estin ate one has to resort to
quark m odels or lattice calculations. Both approaches are not m ature enough at
them om ent to give reliabl predictions for this quantity and I suggest we wait until
experin ental m easurem ents appear.
Let us proceed now to the discussion of the m atrix elem ent of the operator O

T he physical m eaning of this m atrix elem ent is the average kinetic energy m ore
exactly, the spatial m om entum squared) of the heavy quark Q inside Hy . This
operator is spin-independent, and i is much harder to extract 2 (the param eter

? isde ned n Eq. @58)) from phenom enology, although such an extraction is
possble, in principle (see Ref. R3] and Lectures 4 and 5 for details). Since the
phenom enologicalanalysis hasnot been carried out yet one hasto rely on theoretical
estin ates. Several calculations of ? within the QCD sum rules yield {4, 45]

‘B)=

B i= 05 01 Gev:
s P B

A rem arkable m odelindependent lower bound on 2 B ) exists in the literature,
2B)> 2@®) 035Ger 315)

T he quantum -m echanical derivation ofthis nequality due to Voloshin (see Ref. f4])
is straightforward. Indeed, start from the square of the Hem itean operator (~~ )
and average it overtheB m eson state. It iscbviousthen thath(~~ ¥i> 0.U sing the
fact that (~~)* = ~? + ~B we mmediately arrive at Eq. @15). A eld-theoretic
derivation of the same result can be found in Ref. PJ]. Tt is rem arkable that
the inequality (3.I5) aln ost saturates the QCD sum rule estin ate quoted above.
Another lowerbound on 2 B ), cbtained from a totally di erent line of reasoning,
is discussed in Sect. 3.6. It tums out to be close to Eq. §.15) num erically.

It is plausble that 2 for m esons and baryons is di erent { there is no reason
why they should coincide. The task of estin ating 2 for baryons rem ains open.

These param eters, ? and 2,alngwih ,arem ost inportant in applications.
In m ost applications one deals w ith the expectation valies over the B m eson state.
Therefore, kt us agree that ?; 2, and , with no subscripts or argum ents, are
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de ned w ith respect to the B m esons. This is a standard convention. In a f&w cases
w hen these quantities are de ned w ith respect to other heavy avor hadronswe w ill
m ark them by the corresponding subscripts or indicate w ith parentheses.

(i) O perators of dimension 6 are studied to a much lsser extent than those
of dim ension 5. Perhaps, the least favorable is the situation w ith the operator O i
given n Eq. (3.1). Let us param etrize itsm atrix elem ent as ollow s:

1
2M g

Mo~ E~QHyi= ;: 316)

T his operator in the heavy quark Ham iltonian is regponsble for the soin-oroit n—
teractions and consequently generates the spin-orbit splittings between the m asses
of the ground states and the orbital excitations. Hence, In the non-relativistic 1im it
(non—relativistic w ith respect to the spectator light quark) : vanishes for the S
wave states. O f course, the non—relativistic approxin ation w ith respect to the light
quark isvery bad. The estin ate of ? existing in the literature 0] is so rough that
it, probably, does not deserve to be discussed here.

A s for the fourquark operators the only m ethod of estim ating their m atrix ele—
m ents which does not rely heavily on the m ost prin itive (and hence totally unreli-
abl) quark m odels is the old idea of factorization applicable only in m esons but {
alas { not in baryons.

First of all ket us observe that each of the fourquark operators exists n two
variants di ering by the color ow . O ne can always rearrange the operators, using
the F jerz identities, In the fom

Osug=0Q q@Q 317)

and
Osq=Qt gat® Q : (318)
Take forde nieness = 5. Other m atricescan also appear, of course.) In the

rst operator color is transferred from the nitialheavy to the nallight quark and
from the initial light to the nal heavy quark. The second operator is essentially
colorexchange. Now, if we are interested In the m atrix elem ents over the m eson
states we can sin ply factorize the currents appearing in Egs. $.17) and $.18) (e.
saturate by the vacuum intem ediate state),

1 1
B i= —Myf’; —IB i= 0 3.19
oM. oPugBoi Metsi M, 0P ugBoil ( )

where fi is the pssudoscalar decay constant,
0P sqBoi= ifzp (320)

Aswewilldiscuss shortly, n the Iimitmg ! 1 ’cheoombjnatjonMBfB2 scales as
m ¢ (nodulb Jogarithm ic corrections) so that the right-hand side ofEq. (3.19) isthe
aube of a typicalhadronic m ass, as it should be.
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Factorization in Eq. 3.19) is justi ed by 1=N . argum ents. Indeed, corrections
toEq. .19) are ofthe order of N _ *.

T hus, from thewhole st ofthe fourquark operatorswe can say som ething about
the m eson expectation values of those operators which are reducible to

Q 99@Q) @21)

where stands fora Lorentz m atrix but not for the color one, and the color indices
are contracted within each of two brackets separately. Up to terms O N Y two
brackets can be factorized.

To get an idea about the numerical value of (1=2)fZM 5 we should substi
tute a num erical value for f5 which is not measured so far. Theoretical ideas
about this findam ental constant w ill be discussed later. Now lktm e say only that
(1=2)£2M & 01 GeV’, with a signi cant uncertainty. Those matrix elem ents
which are due to nonfactorizabk contrbutions (sse Eq. B.18)) are essentially unde—
term ined, although they are expected to be suppressed com pared to the factorizable
m atrix elem ents (1=2)f M 5 .

A s for the baryon m atrix elem ents of the fourquark operators next-to-nothing
is known about them at the m om ent. Som e very crude estin ates w thin the naive
quark m odel are availablke [4§]but they are very unreliable.

In conclusion ofthis section a ram ark is in order conceming num erical estin ates
of the key param eter of the heavy quark theory, . Ipostgpooned discussing the issue
because its valie continues to be controversial. QCD sum rules indicate {48, 45,'49]
that 05 G eV .Thisnumber is in fullagreem ent w ith the lowerbound stem m ing
from Voloshin’s sum rule, see Sect. 3.6. However, som e Jattice calculations yield a
factor of 2 Iower estin ate. Tam inclined to think that there is som ething w rong in
the Jattice results. Perhaps, the lattice de nition of does not fully correspond to
that of the continuum theory. It is nconceivable that such a low valueof as02 or
even 03 Ge&V could be reconciled w ith the lower bound in plied by Voloshin's sum
rule.

In the discussion above we have totally disregarded logarithm ic dependence of
the operators and their m atrix elem ents due to anom alous din ensions { ie. the
issue of the nom alization point (ncliding the nom alization point of ). This is
In line w ith that so far we pretend that hard gluons do not exist. A brief excursion
Into this topic w ill be undertaken later; here it is only worth m entioning that all
num erical estin ates presented above refer to a low nom alization point, of order of
sveralunitstines gcp -

W e are ready now to review classic problem s of the heavy quark theory. W e will
gradually m ove from sin pler to m ore sophisticated problem s.

3.3 M ass form ula revisited

In Sect. 15 we have found the st subleading tem in the m ass formula for the
heavy avor hadrons. The param eter was related to the expectation value of
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the gluon anom aly, see Eq. {1.32). It is very easy to continue the expansion one
step further and nd the next sublkading tem , of order 1=m o, . One could have
extended the derivation along the lines suggested In Sect. 1.5. Thiswasdone in Ref.
R5]. This is not the fastest route, however. Instead, let us observe that the 1=m
term in the Ham iltonian {1.14) can be considered as the rst order perturbation;
the corresponding correction to the m ass is m erely the expectation value of this
perturbation,

My, =mg + + @My,) "Mo3°+ ~BHoit m=
2m ¢
(2 2y,
mog + + —— + 322)
2mQ

The term s of order 1=mé are neglkected. If we kesp only the tetm s up to 1=m g
i does not m atter whether the state H, we average over is an asym ptotic state
(corresponding tom o = 1 ) or the realphysical heavy avor state. I rem Ind that,
unlke HQET , we work w ith the physical states. The di erence becom es noticeable
only at the level 1=m é . In this order the m ass form ula does not reduce any m ore to
the expectation values of local operators. A part of the 1=m é correction is due to
non-local correlation finctions, see Ref. P5] for further details. Eq. 823) was st
presented in Ref. @31.

34 The scaling law ofthe pseudoscalar and vector coupling
constants

T he pssudoscalar and vector m eson constants fp and f; are de ned as

P sgBei=ifpp WP gRyi= KMy 323)

An altemative de nition of the pssudoscalar constant can be given in tem s of the

pseudoscalar current,
OPisgqBei= ffMy : (324)

The constant fi is one of the key param eters of the heavy quark physics, just in
the sam e way the constant £ is a key param eter of the soft pion physics. Below
wewillshow that nthelimimy ! 1 allthree constants, £ ;£ and £, coincide
w ith each other and scale asm " m odulo a weak Jogarithm ic dependence onmg .
(N eedless to say, that both masses, M, and My also coincide in this lm it.) For
de niteness ket us consider £0. Two other constants can be treated in a sin ilar
m anner. The subscripts w ill be om ited In the rem ainder of this section to avoid
overloaded expressions.
Start from the two-point function
z
Ak =1 &d*xHT£Q ®)isa&) qO)isQ O)gi; (325)
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where k is the extemalm om entum . The twopoint function A (k) develops a pok
at k? = M 2, the position of the ground state pseudoscalar,
£2M 2
O foourse, the currents produce from the vacuum not only the ground state m esons
but also all excitations in the given channel. Tt is clear that to isolate the lowest—
lying pole we should keep k? close to M . Keeping in m ind Eq. {1 26) i is natural
to represent k as
k = fmg + ;0;0;0g

where scaleslike gcp whilkemg ! 1 .W ih thisparam etrization ofk wem erely
separate them echanical (uninteresting) part ofthem om entum . T he polk isachieved
at = ;nearthepolk
A () £ 327)
2( )

T he value of the coupling constant is obtained by am putating the pol,

( )
2 . 2( )
f2= lim —A () : 328)
! M
Let us now exam nne the theoretical expression for the sam e two-point function.
In the background eld technique (Which isalready pretty fam iliar, right?) we w rite
( )

1 1
A k)= iTr i i
) °B My %+ B mg

(329)

Super cially this expression looks the sam e as if the quarks were treated as free;
they are not, however; the coupling to the badkground eld is re ected in the fact
that P isthem omentum operator, not just a cnum ber fourvector.

Now we will take advantage ofthe fact that my ! 1 . Asusual, we close our
eyes on any possible hard contributions, assum Ing that P , the m om entum operator
of the light quark, is soft, ie. does not scale with my in the large m ass lim it but,
ratherP ocp - (Thisisthe reason, by theway, why the lJarge extemalm om entum
k was directed through the heavy quark line n Eq. (29).) htuiiely it is clear
that the hard com ponents of P should be irrelevant for the lowest-lying state whose
\excitation energy" m easured from m, isoforder gcp -

IfP issoffandmg ! 1 theheavy quark G reen function in the lading approx—
In ation takes the fom

1 1
. E+B+m =
k+ B mg e o) k+P)> mi+ (=2) G
o+l 1
(3.30)
2 + Py
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where in the second line all1=m , tem s are om itted. No explicit m o dependence is
Eft! Thismeansthat A ( ) scalesasm . Equation (3.28) inm ediately in plies then
that £ scakes as
£ om0 (331)
Equation (330) for the heavy quark G reen function in the limitm, ! 1 ish
one-to-one correspondence w ith the lradingtertm Q o (1 + ()=20 in the low-energy
Lagrangian @.11). The analysis of the scaling law of the coupling constants pre-
sented above is a sin pli ed version of that carried out m any years ago by Shuryak
[8]. Later it was established that the power dependence onm o, in Eq. @31) is sup—
plem ented by a logarithm ic dependence appearing due to the hard gluon exchanges
BUl.
A few words about the num erical value of the coupling constants. A though
In principle f;, and fz are m easurable experin entally, practically it is a very hard
m easuram ent, especially for B . No experim ental num ber for fy exists so far. Its
valie wasestin ated In the QCD sum rules and on latticesm ore than once. Leaving
aside a dram atic evolution of the issue I will say only that the recent and m ost
reliable results cluster around 160 M &V both, in the sum rules @7, 48] and i the
lattice caloulations Bl]. It is curious to note that in (ny,) ™ fp the preasym ptotic
1=m , correction tumed out to be unexpectedly large and negative {7,453, 52, 51J;
at the same tine ;n () fY% the preasym ptotic 1=m , correction is much more
m odest &7, 48].

3.5 Proofofthe IsgurW ise formula

I retum to my prom ise to prove the IsgurW ise ormula @25). Consider the three-
point function depicted on Fig. 6. T he sides of the triangk are the G reen functions
ofthe quarks in the background glion eld. T he reduction theorem s tell us that in
order to get the transition am plitudesH . bH i from this threepoint function we
must \am putate" t:muliply by ©* M7Z)and E* MZ2),tendingp’ toM 2 and p*
toM 2 . This singles out them eson stateswe want to pick up. For the vectorm esons
we must also multiply the threepoint functions by its polarization vector . The
last step necessary for am putation is dividing by the coupling constants (residues)
connecting the currentsbi scand b ¢ to the respective m esons. If the currents are
nom alized approprately { and we w illalways do that { the corresponding coupling
constants In the pssudoscalar and vector channels are the same, fM  (see Sect.
34). It is convenient to com bine the pssudoscalar and vector channels together by
Introducing the currents

J=Bbisg+B b gand J°=D gisc+D q c (332)

whereB and D are extemal constants m arking the annihilation and creation ofthe
Initialand nalB’sand D ’s B and D denote the polarization vectors of B and

D , reypectively).
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T he expression for the threepoint function of F ig. 6 takes the fom

( )
, , 1 1 1
iTr M M (3.33)
}.60+ B m. p+ B my, B My

where the matrices M ® and M are introduced in Eq. @ 24). In Sect. 34 the
mg ! 1 Ini of the quark propagator was obtained In the rest frame. Here
we have two heavy avor states, Initial and nal, and both can not be at rest
sim ultaneously. T herefore, we need the very sam e propagator in the arbitrary fram e.
Letp = mgyv + . Then a trivial generalization ofEq. (3.30) is

1 1
- - _ |
B+t B  mg q6jLBerQ)(|p+P)2 m + (=2) G
&+ 1 1 334
2 ( +P)v ( )

U sing this propagator in Eq. (3.34) we rew rite the threepoint finction of F ig.
6 as ollow s !
&+ 1 &+ 1
M
2 2
8 ;9

< 1 1 1 =
(%+P)W° ( +P)v B m

M

. (3.35)

q

T he expression in the braces is Independent of the heavy quark m asses; m oreover,
it is proportional to the threepoint function In the theory with the scalar heavy
quarks considered In Sect. 14. Aswas explained there, In this theory in the lim it
mgy ! 1 only one form factor survives.

O ne subtle point deserves discussing here. W hen I speak about the heavy avor
m esons I kesp In m ind particles built from the heavy quark and a light antiquark,
which isnot always in line w ith the acospted nom enclature. Say, they callB m eson
a particle w ith the b antiquark, not quark. Since this distinction plays no rok in
my lectures Iw ill continue to ignore this linguistic nuance referring to the g states
asB mesons. A ll equations presented above assum e that the b quark in the initial
state annihilates to produce the ¢ quark in the nal state. Sin ultaneously a light
antiquark in the initialm eson is annihilated and the sam e light antiquark reappears
In the nalmeson.

Retum now to them odelw ith spinless heavy quarks. The heavy avor hadrons
we now dealw ih are spin-1/2 baryons. M ore exactly, we have antbaryon in the
Iniial state and antdbaryon in the nalstate. Thism eans that near the m ass shell
the expression In the braces n Eq. .35) takes the fom

|
g+ 1 &+ 1 99— 1 1
2 2 MeMofeh 053

)7 3.36)
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them inus sign between theunittem and thevtem in the density m atrices isdue to
the fact that we dealw ith the antibaryons. Am putating the legs and com bining Egs.
3.36) and @.35) wegetthe IsgurW ise ormula (@ 25) sihceM ( &+ 1)= E+1)M ,
and so on.

3.6 The B prken sum rule and all that

The IsgurW ise function (y) carres inform ation about the structure of the light
cloud. Needlss to say that the heavy quark expansion per se does not help to
calculate this function. O ne hasto rely on m ethods applicable In the strong coupling
regin ew hich are outside the scope ofm y lectures Q CD sum rules, lattices, ...). Still,
som e Interesting and in portant relations em erge. Here we w ill discuss a sum rulk
for the slope of the Isgur#W ise function and related topics.

W e are already fam iliar w ith the sum rule technology in the heavy quark theory.
In Sect 21 we dwelled on a sin pli ed problm : Inclusive decays of a spinless heavy
quark Q Into a lighter spinless quark g and a ctitious spin—zero photon . The
\photon" wasassum ed tobeonm ass shell, ¢ = 0. T he predictions obtained referred
to the m om ents of the \photon" energy. Now you arem ature enough to face actual
problam s from real life. W e w i1l concentrate on the decays of a b containing hadron
Into a c containing hadron plusthe lepton pair1l . The fourm om entum ofthe lepton
pair is a free param eter, in particular, ¢ 6 0. W e can and will choose the value of
g to our advantage.

Consider a transition Hy, ! H . Induced by som e particular current, say, axial-
vector. At zero recoil = 1. In the SV lim it where the velocity of the recoiling
hadron is an all

v

W=1 ‘* L+ :m=1 E-I- e (3.37)

where y = v’ v is the spatial velocity of H . in the Hy, rest fram e, and the slope
param eter ? was introduced in Ref. B2]. It plays the sam e ok as, say, the charge
radius of pions.

To get relations nvolving 2 we start from consideration of the transition oper—
ator sin ilar to that of Eq. €.13). The expectation value of the transition operator
over the B m eson state yields the hadronic am plitude whose in agihary part is pro—
portionalto the probability ofthe nclusive decay B ! X .1 wih the xed value of
g, them om entum carried away by the lpton pair 1 . Here X denotes an Inclusive
hadronic state containing one c quark.) A new elem ent com pared to the toy m odel
of Sect. 2.1 isthe heavy quark soin. Another distinction is the fact that, to achieve
the SV lim i, we do not need now to assum e thatm . is close tom . In the sem ilep-—
tonicdecay B ! X .1 onecan netune the kpton pairmomentum n such a way
that o is cose to tsmaxinalvalue, ¢, = M  Mp)?; then the ¢ containing
hadronic state produced is alm ost at rest, and we are In the SV Iin it even though
the cham ed quark is signi cantly lighter than the b quark. In otherwords, for such
values of & the ¢ quark is always slow .
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T his transition operator describes the forward scattering of B to B via inter-
mediate statesD and \excitations". W e focus for de niteness on the axialwvector
current, ¢ sb. T he vector current can be treated in a sin ihrway.) The excitations
can Include, for lnstance, D ,and so on. In general, all interm ediate states except
the lowestlying D w illbe referred to as excitations. T he transition operator

z

T =1 d'xe ®Tfbx) ck);jc sbg (338)

in the Bom approxin ation isgiven by thediagram ofF ig. 1. T he hadronic am plitude
cbtained by averaging T overtheB meson state,

VAN

B Bi 339)

h =
2M g
contains various kinem atical factors. In the general case the hadronic tensor h
consists of ve di erent covariant structures B0, 33]:

h = hg +hyvv iy vg +hgg+hs@v +qgv): (3.40)

M oreover, the Invariant hadronic functions h; to hs depend on two variabls, oy and
F,orqg and ¥ J. Forg= 0 only one variable survives, and only two of ve tensor
structures n h  are independent.
Each of these hadronic invarant functions satis es a digpersion relation in ¢,
z
1 w3 (op)dap

hi (@) = — ———— + polynom ial (341)
2 % 4«

where w; are cbservable structure fiinctions,
wW;i= 2 Im hj_ .

For our purposes it is quite su cient to analyze only one function, nam ely,
h; . M oreover, for the tin e being we w ill disregard all non-perturbative corrections
O ( éCD ) which m eans that operators in the expansion of T other than Wb can
be neglected, and the B m eson expectation value of b can be replaced by unity.
Calculating h; In this approxin ation is a trivial problem ( it was a part of the
exercise suggested in Sect. 2.1). Speci cally,

1
B = ot me @2+ 0 (gep) (3.42)

where
z= M, q@ E)m, @+EJ);EZ=mi+o: (3.43)

I ram Ind that g isassumed to be xed, and 4c¢p ) Mp, sothat actually I
w ill expand in g kegping only the tem s up to second order. It is convenient to shift
o by Introducing a new variable

= @max 4@ (3.44)



where

.

2M p
W hen isrealand positive we are on the physical cut where the actual intermm ediate
states (g.D ) areproduced. Here the in aginary part ofh; isgiven by the \elastic"
contrbution ofD plus nelastic excitations. For negative we are below the cut.
The result for h; above can be trusted if ocp Sihce the expansion actually
mns in gcp= . The expansion in the nverse heavy quark m ass also requires, of
ocourse, that J jJ mcp. A bridge between the physical dom ain of positive  and
the Euclidean dom ain ofnegative where the calculation is done is provided by the
dispersion relations.

At the next stage the am plitude h; isexpanded n powersof gcp= and =m,..
Polynom ials in can be discarded since they have no im agihary part. W e are
Interested only In negative powers of . The coe cients In front of 1= " are related,
through dispersion relations, to the integrals over the In aghhary part ofh; with the
weight functions proportional to the excitation energy to the powern 1. Indeed,

Dmax = M Eb ; Ep =Mp + 345)

Z

1 ~;
h ( ;é):? d~M:

Z Z Z

1 1 1 1 1
S 5 uEid) 5 o AW d) + o (346)

- 2i d~wy (~;d) +
Thus, our inm ediate task is to built the 1= expansion from the am plitude (342).

T he theoretical expression for the am plitude h; above know s nothing, of course,
about the m eson m asses; it contains only the quark m asses. Correspondingly, it is

very convenient to build rst the expansion ofh; in an auxiliary quantity,

o

C

g=Mmyp E. qg; Ec=m + 347)

T hen, if necessary, we reexpress the expansion ocbtained in thisway n term sof ,

—_— 4+ (348)

\Q

The di erence between gand 180 (gcp  “@m{.) and O ( §op=My).
A fter these Introductory rem arks, assam bling all nform ation in our disposal, we

get !
v o1 v 1 i

h= 1 — =+

2 52 (3.49)

plus tem s ofhigherorder in ¢ or ¢c¢p - In deriving Eq. (349) Tused the fact that
4= v’=2plstem sofhigherorderin & or ¢cp -

T his com pltes the theoretical aspect ofthe calculation. The coe cients In front

ofl= and 1=? inh, areknown; Eq. (.46) tellsusthat these coe cientsareequalto
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Integrals overw ;, the spectraldensity. So, what rem ains to be done is to express the
soectral density in tem s of the contribution com ing from the physical interm ediate
states. Let us assum e for sin plicity that the spectrum of the interm ediate states is
discrete. D encte the m ass of the i~th state by M ; and the energy by E ;; the lowest
Iyingmeson, D , corresponds to 1= 0. Then the propagator of the i-th m eson

1
Mg 4 E)Mg g+ Ey)

at positive has the in aginary part
CE) * (W)
where ; isthe excitation energy (ncluding the corresponding kinetic energy),
i= ki K

Forthe \elastic" B ! D transition ; vanishes, of course.
Now it is rather obvious that the structure function w; reduces to

* jfB!ifz
2E ;

wi()= (VY 3.50)

=0
where the sum runs over all possbl nal hadronic states, the termm wih i = 0
ocorresponds to the \elastic" transition B ! D whiki= 1;2;::: represent excited
states with the energies E; = M ; + =@M ;); furthem ore, ¥y, ;F looks like the
square of a om factor. Strictly speaking s, ;¥ is not exactly the square of a
form factor; rather this is the (@ppropriately nom alized) contriution to the given
structure fiinction com ing from them ultiplet ofthe degenerate stateswhich ncludes
summ ation over soin states as well. By approprate nom alization I mean that
we routinely insert the nom alization factor @M 5 ) . In the particular example
considered (the axialvector current) D is not produced in the elastic transition, so
that in the e]astjﬁ part one needs to sum only over polarizations ofD . Say, at zero
recoil fg1p = 2Mp Fgip whereFg,p istheB ! D fom factor at zero
recoil, sse Eq. (3.58) below .

Let us exam ine in m ore detail the elastic contrdbution, i= 0. The form factor of
theB ! D transition generated by the axialvector current isgiven in Eq. (L 21).
U sing this expression we readily obtain

Mp 1+ v

. 2 .
B, 5 J e 1 W (3.51)

QEp ) "eip F=

Com paring the 1= ooe cient in the dispersion representation B46) with that
of Eq. (3.49) we conclude that
1° * o of v

— d w =1 2+ =1 —: 352
> 1 () . 2E; 2 ( )
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which Inplies, n tum
1 % 565,57
SR TE i) (3.53)
4 =1 2M i’VZ

In Sect. 1.3 we lramt that at zero recoil (ie. v = 0) only the elastic transition sur-
vives. A s a consequence of the heavy quark symm etry for allnon-elastic transitions
Fe.:F V. Themtb i, ;F=v° stays nite in the limit of smallv. Eq. B53)
is the B prken sum rule proper. Since the contribution of the excited states on the
right-hand side is cbviously positive it tells us, in particular, that 2 > 1=4. This
inequality is not very infom ative, though, since both, the QCD sum rule {8, 53]
and lattice calculations indicate that 2 is only slightly less than unity, perhaps,
close to 0.8.

Leaving technicalities aside et m e sum m arize the physicalm eaning of the result
obtained. The coe cient In front of 1= In Eq. B.49% doesnot contain  gcp . This
m eans that we calculate the probability of the decay b! c\1 " with given value of
v’ m erely in the parton m odel; this probability is equalto that of the physical decay
B ! X1 ";the latter is com prised of the elastic transition B ! D \1 " and the
transition of B into excitations. (I he quotation m arks are used to em phasize the
fact that the decays that are m easured are induced by both, the axialsector and
vector, currents, whilk we focus now only on the transitions induced by the axial-
vector current.) A llprobabilities of production ofthe excited states are proportional
to v% (at an allv?), and so is the part of the elastic transition containing 2. The
sum of these two contrbutions must coincide with the v* tem obtained i the
parton m odel. T he very sam e analysis, by the way, presents a proof of the fact that

(= 1)= 1. Do you see this?)

Now, we m ake the next step, proceeding to the 1= 2 term s. The 1= 2 term 1
Eq. @849) isproportionalto , hence the result we are about to get evidently goes
beyond the parton m odel. Combining Eq. 3.49) w ith the dispersion representation
346) we nd

2 oap, A 2 ap, A
g_ jfB.lf _ jfB.lf(Mi MD): (354)

= i
=1 2E; i=1 M 5

The sum runsnot from zero to In nity but from 1 to in niy shce ¢ = 0.M oreover,
since all ¥, ;F ori= 1;2; ::: are proportional to v?, and we are interested only in
the v* tem , it is legitin ate to substitute, as Idid, E; byM;and ;byM; Mp .
Eqg. @.54) is the optical (or Voloshin’s) sum rule; super cially it Jooks the sam e
as In the toy model of Sect. 21. Plase, ramenber this sum rulk { i gives a
unigque opportunity to measure , one of the key param eters of the heavy quark
theory. To this end one has to m easure the inelastic transition probabilities in the
sem ieptonic decays B ! X1 in the SV Iinit. This is a di cul m easurem ent,
but not inpossible, at least in principle. Before venturing into this nobl task {
extraction of from experim entaldata { Imust wam you that acosptable accuracy
can be achieved only provided that the perturbative corrections (hard glions) as
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well as nonperturbative ones, of the next order in  g¢p, are ncluded in the sum
rules. W e willbrie y discuss the In pact of the perturbative corrections in Lecture
5.

Those who are anxious to get som ething practical from the optical sum rule in
the absence of the necessary m easurem ents should not be discouraged. W e can still
get a owerbound on . Indeed, ket us rewrite Eq. (854) as ollow s:

v ® jfB!i:? % jfB!if
E_j_:l M . ™M, Mp )+i=2 M, M Mp)=
1 S
M, Mp ) °? 3 sy X 32<Mi M1); (3.55)

=2 i
where Eq. (3.53) is substituted. Since the second term on the right-hand side is
obviously positive we conclude that

>2M ,; Mp ) 2 500 M eV (3.56)

where M ; is the m ass of the st excited resonance w ith the quantum numbers of
D M; M, 05Gev).

Follow ing the sam e line of reasoning one can derive the \third" sum rul relat-
ing ? to an appropriately weighted sum over excitations H4]. The corresponding
inequality analogous to Eq. (356) takes the form

2>3M,; M, )2 2 045 GeV : B 57)

3.7 DeviationsoftheB ! D form factor from unity at zero
recoil

T he heavy quark theory began from the observation that theB ! D axialwector
form factorat zero recoil isexactly unity nthe Imitmy ! 1 ; mo! 1 ; my=m.
arbitrary, see Sect. 13. This is purely a symm etry statem ent, as usual, dynam ics
resides In the corrections. In this section we w ill discuss deviations from unity.

W hen the heavy quark m ass is in nite it isnaikd at the origin, both In the nitial
B meson and in the nalD . The light cloud then doesnot notice the replacem ent of
one quark by another, the overlap is unity. Ifwe m ake the quark m asses nite they
start Jggling inside the m esons, and thismotion isdi erent n B and D sihce the
heavy quark velocities are di erent. O n top ofthis the di erence In the relative spin
ordentations ofthe heavy quarks and light clouds show sup. Thesstwo e ects lead to
deviations from unity. At a heuristic level there is no doubt that the deviations are
of order of (i) the square of the characteristic heavy quark m om entum (o itself can
not enter since there is no preferred orientation) or (i) chrom om agnetic correlation
~B . In both cases dim ensional argum ents prom pt us that the deviation from unity
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at zero recoil is proportional to 1=m ﬁ;b; Inear e ects In 1=m .4 are absent. The
assertion was rst mulated in Ref. [i5] and was cast in the form of a theorem
Luke's theorem ) in Ref. R1]. The proof presented below is abstracted from the
recent work [5].

Letusde netheB ! D fom factorat zero recoil as follow s

q___
D) j: 5bﬁi: i 4M BMDFB! D D H (3.58)

to be com pared with Eq. (1.18). Conceptually our present derivation is very close
to that leading to the B prken and Voloshin sum rules (Sect. 3.6). W e will again
consider the transition operator nduced by the axialsector current lin iting our-
selves to the gpatial com ponents of the current. Technically it is sin ultaneously
sin pler and m ore nvolved. Sinpler { because at the point of zero recoil one must
put g= 0, so that kinem atics is trivial. In particular, from the very begihning only
one structure (;) survives In the general decom position 340). The calculation is
m ore com plicated on the other hand since now one has to keep track of tem s of
order Z.,.Those oforder ,cp are sinply absent!
The quantity isde ned now as

= My Mp q (3.59)

and we continue to assum e that 4¢p J J mcpand continue to exam ine our old
acquaintance, h;, expanded In powers of 1= and =m. The resuk of a relatively
sin ple calculation W hich the reader is encouraged to do) is

1 , 1
h = f1l g—+ O ( QCD)—2+ e (3.60)
where 1
12 221 Lt 2
3m?2 4 m?2 mi 3mdany

An explanatory rem ark is in order here conceming the 1=2 term in h;. The
theoretical expression forh;, as it naturally em erges from the com putations, depends
on g noton where 4 isthe energy m easured from the \quark" threshold, see Eq.
B47) . In the kinem atics at hand, when we are at the point of zero recoil,

q:MB MD (mb mc):

22 1 1 2
€7 2m. 2m, 3m, ©

where I invoked Eq. 327). (Can you gure out why the coe cients in this ex—
pression and in Eq. B.61) are di erent? Hint: The parameters Z and ? I Eq.
(3.61) are de ned as the expectation values of the corresponding operators over the

pseudoscalarm eson. This is not the case n Eq. 323).)

+ 2 3.61)
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We rstexpand h in 1= ;and then passtothephysicalvariable and rearrange
the expansion. In the 1= ; expansion the corrections of order O ( ¢¢p) are absent
from the very beginning { an ocbvious fact hardly requiring further comm ents { whilke
thetem O ( 3.,=2) doesappearexplicitly. Thistemm , however, iskilled in passing
from 1=, to 1= , seeEq. (361).

That is why I assert that the coe cient in front of 1= ? isO ( 3.p ). M oreover,
as we will see shortly this coe cient in Eq. (3.60) is positive. Tn principle, it
is calculablke M ore exactly, expressble in tem s of several new phenom enological
param eters) but this w illbe of no concem to us In this lecture.

R epeating, step by step, the derivation of Sect. 3.6 we conclude that

X
Feip F+ Fri excid = 1 (3.62)

i=1;2;

and %

FoiexerFMi Mp )=0 ( J¢p): (3.63)
i=1;2;:::

The Jatter sum rule, by the way, is the reason why we know that the coe cient
O ( 3cp) in front of 1= ? ispositive { the keft-hand side of the sum rule is coviously
positive-de nite. These two relations, taken together, plus positivity of Fg: ;i 7,
inply that F5, p T is lin ited from below and from above,

O ( gep)

< | <1 3.64
TR Feip T (3.64)

whereM ; isthem assofthe rst excited state produced by the axialvector current,
M; Mp =0( gep)-

Not only is it seen that the deviation of ¥5, p F from unity starts from tem s
scaling lke 1=m 2;1)/ w ith no 1=m .4 corrections, but we understand now the reasons
Iying behind this ram arkable fact. M oreover, we have an dea of how large the
actual deviations are since Eq. (3.64) establishes a Iower lim it for these deviations
In tem s of the param eter which is detemm Ined num erically rather well. In this
aspect the dervation I present here goes beyond the m ore conventional analysis of
Ref. §43,42]. The reader is neverthelss advised to consult the latter works to get
a broader perspective of the heavy quark theory { the m ore approaches you m aster
the better for you.

Qualitatively it is quite clear why the deviation of ¥5, p F from unity starts
from  §.p,=mZ,. Indeed, ket us retum to the B prken omula §37). In this formula
it is assumed ¥ ocp =M g so that actually we do not distinguish between the
velocity of the recoiling nal heavy hadron and that of the nal quark. At zero
recoil the heavy hadron is nailkd, but not the heavy quark. The latter experiences
a prin ordialm otion inside the nailed hadron, w ith the velocity v Scp=mg . So,
a reasonab’ke guess would be to extrapolate Eq. (3.37) down to v° Sep=mg .AS
we see, this guess works.
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Tt isworth em phasizing that our analysis need not be con ned to the transitions
Induced by the spatial com ponents of the axialvector current. W e could consider
the tem poral com ponents, or vector currents, or som ething else. Each tine we get
additional informm ation. For instance, from the transition operator induced by the
vector currents we get a sum rule proving the nequality 2 > 2 obtained in Sect.
32 from a quantum -m echanical argum ent.
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4 Lecture 4. Theory ofthe Line Shape

In this lecture Iw illdiscuss one ofthem ost Interesting and practically in portant
applications of the heavy quark theory, the spectra In the end point dom ain in the
Inclusive decays. Inclusive weak decays of heavy avors, n particular, sam ieptonic
decays, are close relatives of fam ous desp inelastic scattering { the processes where
a highly virtual photon scatters o nuckons to produce an inclusive m uliparticle
state. The latter are relhted to the fom er via channel crossing. Desp inelastic
Ieptonnuclkon scattering was in the focus of theoretical activity in the late sixties
and the begihning of seventies and was instrum ental n discovering and developing
QCD p6]. I is thus quite surprising that for a long tin e there were hardly any
attem pts to treat the beauty decays In Q CD proper along essentially the sam e lines
as it was done in deep Inelastic scattering. Realization of the idea that the 1=m g
expansion in the theory of the line shape can play the sam e rolk as the twist 1=Q 2
expansion in D IS cam e with the 20 years delay B, 58, 59] { I see absolutely no
reasons why the corresponding theory was worked out only recently and not 20
years ago.

The theory of the line shape in QCD resam bles that of the M ossbauer e ect.
To explain what Imean it is convenient to consider, for de niteness, the transition
B ! Xy where X, denotes the inclusive hadronic state with the s quark. This
decay has been recently observed experin entally. (@O escription of B ! X 1 is
conosptually sim ilar but ism ore technically lnvolved).

Agaln, to avoid inessential technicalities I will neglect the quark and photon
Foins. So we will consider the transition Q ! g wher all edsQ,gand are
goinless. Thus, to begin with, we w ill Iim it ourselves to the toy m odel described in
Sect. 21, sse Eq. @.9). Themass of the nalquark m 4 willbe treated as a free
param eter which can vary from zero alm ost up tom o . For our approach to be valid
we still need that m m g My ocp although the mass di erence may be
an all com pared to the quark m asses.

To wam up we will put the nal quark mass to zero. At the level of the free
quark decay the photon energy isthen xed by the twodody kinem atics of the decay
Q! g,namely, E = my=2. In other words, in the rest fram e of the decaying
Q quark the photon energy spectrum is a m onochrom atic IneatE = my=2 Fig.
7). On the other hand, In the actualhadronic decays Hy ! X4 the kinem atical
boundary ofthe spectrum liesatM g, =2. M oreover, due to m ultiparticle nalstates
(which are, of course, present at the level of the hadronic decays) the \photon" line
w illbe sm eared. In particular, thewindow { a gap between mg=2andM y =2 { will
be closed Fig. 7). There are two m echanisn s an earing the m onochrom atic line of
the freequark decay. The st ispurely perturbative: the nalquark gcan shake o
a hard gluon, thus lading to the threebody kinem atics. Thism echanism tends to
din inish the photon energy and may be mportant at E < my=2. W e willdefer its
discussion till Jater tin es. T he second m echanian is due to the \prin ordial" m otion
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of the heavy quark Q inside H, and is non-perturbative. Even if the decaying B
is nailed at the origin so that is velocity vanishes, the b quark m oves inside the
Iight cloud, s m om entum being of order ,¢p . This is the QCD analog of the
Fermm im otion ofthe nuckons in the nucki. It is quite clear that thism otion a ects
the decay spectra. Say, if the \prim ordial" heavy quark m om entum is parallel to
that of the photon, the photon produced gets m ore energy, and vice versa, for the
antiparallel m om enta it gets less. Ik is quite clkar that this e ect is preasym ptotic
(suppressed by Inverse powers ofm ) : whilke typical energies of the decay products
are of orderm y, a shift due to the heavy quark m otion is oforder g¢p .

O nly the seocond m echanian willbe of Interest for us in this kcture.

Thewindow (ie. the dom ain kinem atically inaccessble for free quarks) plus the
ad-pcent dom ain below the w ndow , of w idth several units ocp s taken together,
form what is called the end point dom ain. Below Iw illoutline them ain elem ents of
the theory allow Ing one to translate an intuitive picture of the Q quark prin ordial
motion Inside Hy iIn QCD -based predictions for the spectrum in the end point
dom ain®, . The spectrum below the end point dom ain isthe realn ofthe perturbative
physics thard gluon em ission).

4.1 Form alism

Let us retum back to Sect. 2.1 and consider the transition operator de ned there.
Since we are interested in the energy spectrum the \photon" m om entum g must
be xed. Let us assamblk Egs. €.14) and @23) together. For convenience I will
reproduce the result here again, taking into account the fact that now m 4 is assum ed
to vanish,

( m h~21 m h~21 m )
Q 0 & o ® Q

d m
Q mo Mo g Mo
2 4m o 2 24 2

S i E
E My, o MO

+ e

@)
If In the leading approxin ation the spectrum is just a delta fiinction, the corrections
are m ore and m ore singular! T he higher the correction the stronger the singularity.
Nonsense? No, this was to be expected: the width of the lne in the transition
Ho ! X4 isoforder gc¢p.W eexpand in thepowersof gcp=mg;hencewemust
expect the enhancem ent of the singularities in each successive order. Equation (4.1)
gives all temm s up to éCD . I is clear that to describe the shape of the line one
needs to sum up the n nite num ber of term s In this expansion.

Then In the approxim ation of Fig. 1 (no hard gluon exchanges) the transition
operator isgiven by Eq. €.15) with m 4 set equalto zero. To construct the operator
product expansion to all orders we observe that the m om entum operator  corre—
soonding to the residualm otion of the heavy quark is ocp and the expansion
In =k is possble. Unlke the problm of the total widths, however, in the end

9B asics of the theory of the line shape were worked out in Refs. [_5:}, ',_5-€_%, 'é-%'] Further crucial
steps were undertaken in R efs. t_6g,:_61:,:_6é§, :_63] Th my presentation I ©llow m ainly Bigiet al t_S?_S]

55



point dom ain k? is anom alously am all, the expansion param eter is of order unity,
and there exists an In nite set of tem s where all temm s are of the sam e order of
m agniude.

To elucidate this statem ent Jet us exam ine di erent termm s In the denom nator of
the propagator,

K2+ 2 k+ 2
In the end point dom ain
E (1=2)m; j “42)

It isquite trivial to nd that in this dom ain
ko B mg=2;k° mg ;

In particular, at the kinem atical boundary (for the m axin al value of the \photon"
energy) kg = M o=2 and k* = mg .Hence, In the end point dom ain

k? k 2,

In otherwords, when one expands the propagator ofthe nalquark in the transition

operator,
1
- 2 69696969 . 43
iz xr 297 @)

in , In the Jleading approxin ation alltem s 2k =k?)" must be taken into account
while tem s containing 2 can be om itted. The rst subleading correction would
contain one 2 and arbitrary number of 2k ’s, etc.

Thus, in thisproblem it istw ist ofthe operators ( dim ension —Lorentz soin) in
the operator product expansion, not their dim ension, that counts. For connoisssurs
I will add that this agoect m akes the theory of the line shape in the end point
dom ain akin to that of desp inelastic scattering @ IS). K esping only those temm s
In the expansion that do not vanish nthe Imitmgy ! 1 (analogs of the twist2
operators in D IS) we get the follow ing serdes for the transition operator

A 1% 2 n

T = — k'zk™ Q

Enzo 2 L .0 traces : 44)

Traces are subtracted by hand since they are irrelevant anyway; their contribution
is suppressed ask? %=k )? ocp =M, to a positive power. Another way tom ake
the sam e statem ent is to say that n Eq. {4.4) the fourvector k can be considered
as light-like, k? = 0.

42 The light cone distribution function

A fterthe transition operator isbuilt the next step is averaging ofT overthe hadronic
state H o . Ushg only the generalargum ents of the Lorentz covariance one can w rite

oD L .0 tracesoi= a, ", uv traces) 4 .5)
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where a, are constants param etrizing the m atrix elem ents. T heir physicalm eaning
w ill becom e clear m om entarily. R ight now it is worth noting that the tem w ih
n= 1dropsout (@ = 0). Indeed, HH o D~0 H, i is cbviously zero for spinless H g
whilk ( through the equation of m otion reduces to ~?=(2m o) and is of the next
order In 1=m ¢ . D isappearance ofQ Q m eans that there is a gap in din ensions of
the relevant operators.

Let uswrte a,’s asm om ents of som e function F (x),
z

a, = dxx"F x): (4 .6)

Then, F k) is nothing else than the prin ordial lineshape function! (That is to

say, F (x) detem ines the shape of the line before it is deform ed by hard glion

radiation; this Jatter defom ation is controllable by perturbative Q CD ). T he variable

x is related to the photon energy,

2 mg
2

Ifthis interpretation isacospted { and Iw illprove that it is correct { i inm ediately
inplies that (@) F ) > 0, (i) the upper lin it of ntegration n Eq. @.6) is 1, (iii)
F x) exponentially allso at negative values ofx so that practically the integration
domain in Eq. (4.6) is lin ited from below at x where x, Is a positive num ber of
order uniy.

To see that the above statem ent is indeed valid we substitute Eqgs. @.5), 4.6)
nT,

X = E

!1'1
1x 2 2 kv

HoFHoli= — dyF n
o Hold vE (V)Y 1D

k?
and sum up the series. T he 10 regularization w ill prom pt us how to take the In agi-
nary part at the very end. In thisway we arrive at

d 4 mgykE 2

1
— = = In  dyF = (2= F ®); 48
= vey YE ) oy s o - @) oF &) 48)

; @4.7)

where the variabl x = k*=@2 kv) was written out above in tem s of the \photon"
energy, and  is the total decay width in the parton approxin ation. Corrections
toEq. 4.8) are oforder =m , .

T hus, we succeeded in getting the desired an earing: the m onochrom atic line of
the parton approxin ation is replaced by a nite size line whose w idth is of order
The preasym ptotic e ect we dealw ith is linearin  gep=mg .

At thispoint youm ight ask m e how this could possbly happen. W e have already
leamt that there is a gap In dim ensions of the operators In the expansion { no
operators of dim ension 4 exist { and the correction to Q O is also quadratic in 1=m 4
(the CGG /BUV theorem ). There are no m iracles { the occurrence of the e ect
Iinear n ocp=Mmy becam e possbl due to the summ ation of the in nite series In
Eqg. (4.4); no individualterm in this seriesgives riseto gcp=myg -
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To avoid m isunderstanding it is worth explicitly stating that the prin ordial
distrbution function F (x) is not calculated; rather F (x) is related to the light-cone
distroution function of the heavy quark inside H,, namely D v )*Q i, n® = 0, or
m ore explicitly

Z R,
F)/ de™ HoD&=0e ™" ¥0x =ntH,i 4.9)

where n is a light-lke vector'’
n = (@;0;0;1):

U nfortunately, this prim ordial function is not the one that w illbe eventually m ea—
sured from d =dE ; the actualm easured line shape w ill be essentially deform ed by
radiation ofhard gluons. Iwill say a few words about this in Lecture 5.

T he prim ordial distrbbution function F (x) which we de ned here can be called
the light-cone distrdoution finction. This is clear from the expression (4.9) which
has a very transparent physicalm eaning. The quark g produced is m asskss and,
therefore, propagates along the light cone from the point of em ission to the point of
absorption in the transition operator de ning the distrbution function.

If we looked at the physical line shape sketched on Fig. 7 more attentively,
through a m icroscope, we would notice that a an ooth curve is obtained as a result
of adding up m any channels, soeci ¢ decay m odes. A typical interval n E that
contains already enough channels to yield a an ooth curve after summ ation is

éCD=mQ . Roughly one can say that the spectrum of Fig. 7 covers altogether
mgo= gcp resonance states produced In the H, decays and com posed of g plus the
goectator (I keep in m ind here that the nal hadronic state is produced through
decays of highly excited resonances, as In the multicolor QCD ). These states span
the window between m =2 and My, and the adjcent dom ain to the keft of the
maximum atE = my=2.

43 Varying them ass ofthe nalquark

So far Iwasdiscussing the transition into am asskess nalquark. It isvery interesting
to trace what happens w ith the line shape and the prin ordial distribution function
asthe nalquark massm 4 Increases.

Ingoection of the transition operator show s that as long asm é my nothing
changes In our form ulae at all in the lrading-tw ist approxin ation. Since the char-
acteristic values of k* in the end point dom ain are ofordermy andm 7  mg
one can m erely neglect the nalquark m ass altogether.

A more interesting regine ism4  (my ) '™*. In this regin e one can not neglect
m é in the denom ator. Tt isnotdi cul to see, however [p2), that, as in them asslkss

19Sim flar light-cone distrbutions for light quarks are well known {641 In the theory of deep
inelastic scattering, see also [_65].
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case, all traces can be neglected shce k? ?=(k )? ocp=Mg . Thismeans that
the sam e light-cone distribution function F (x) that em erged in the m assless case
describes the line shape ifmy  mgy aswell. The only change that occurs isa shift
of the end point spectrum , as a whole, to the keft. Indeed, ifpreviously the variable
xwasde ned as 2= )E (I=2)mg ], now whenm 46 0

2
x=—E Eo)

whereEg = @mg) 'mg m2). Themaxinum of the distribution, In particular,
shifts from mo=2toEg=ms=2 O ().

W hat happens ifone continues to increasem ;? Increasing the quark m ass further
results in m ore drastic changes. T he trace tem s can not be om ited any m ore, and
the light-cone finction gives place to other distribution functions. This is cbvious
already from a sin ple kinem aticalargum ent. Indeed, w ith m 4 increasing the w indow
shrinks. W hen we eventually com e to the SV 1im it

QCD m m g Mg Moy

it shrinks to zero. In this lm it the photon energy in the twobody quark decay,
m @1+ m @m o) ')diersfrom them axin alphoton energy in the hadronic decay,
M 1+ M @M o) '), only by a tiny am ount inversely proportionaltom, (m
and M stand for the quark and m eson m ass di erences, respectively).

T hus, the kinem atical consideration prom pts us that the line shape must es-
sentially change. Anticipating the resuls of the calculation let m e describe the
situation pictorally. Sinulaneously with the shrinkage of the window the peak
becom es m ore asym m etric and develops a two-com ponent structure Fig. 8). The
dom inant com ponent of the peak, on is right-hand side, becom es narrower and
eventually collapses into a delta function when m ; becomesa nite fraction ofm g .
A shoulder develops on the left-hand side; the num ber of the hadronic states popu-
lating the end point dom ain becom es sm aller { instead ofm g = gcp statesatm 4= 0
we are speaking of just several states at my = a nite fraction ofm o . W hen we
approach the SV lin it the height of the shoulder corresponding to the production of
the excited states becom es very am all, proportional to v2 1 Fig.9). This isthe
end of the evolution { starting from the light-cone distribution function atm4 = 0
we continuously pass to the tem poraldistrbution function in the SV lim it. It isthe
tem poral distribution fuinction that shapes the nelastic shoulder on Fig. 9.

T his rather sophisticated picture, hardly reproducibl in naive quark m odels,
em erges from the operator product expansion (in the lading approxin ation) if one
follow s along the sam e lines as previously. T he transition operator T form q6 01is
given n Eq. £20); I reproduce it here again for convenience,

N 1 % 2m + 2 2q "
T o —— 0 ; (4.10)
mq n=0 mq
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Noticethat2m, o+ 2 actingon Q yields zero (the equation ofm otion) and in the
SV lin it gm ust be treated as a an all param eter,

= ¢ E=myg =v 1;

v is the spatial velocity of the heavy quark produced. A lthough v is an all the
Inclusive description is still valid provided that m ocD -
In the zeroth order in g the only term surviving in the sum @ .10) is that w ith
n = 0, and we are kft w ith the singk pol, the elastic contribution depicted on F ig.
9. T his isthe extram e realization ofthe quark-hadron duality. T he Inclusive w idth is
fully saturated by a single elastic peak. W e have already discussed this phenom enon
In Lecture 2. W hat m ight seem to be a m irack at rst sight has a symm etry
explanation { the phenom enon is explained by the heavy quark symm etry. The fact
that the parton-m odelm onochrom atic line is a survivor of hadronization is akin to
the M ossoauer e ect.
If tem s O (v?) are switched on the transition operator acquires an additional
part, " .
A 4 1 2m ¢ N .
Tz = 3q2(mg & m ¥ Q i Q: (411)
From this expression i is obvious that the shape of the v* shoulder is given by
the tem poraldistribution function G x) whose m om ents are Introduced through the
m atrix elam ents z
MoPD 5§ QHei= ™? dxx"G &): 412)

A tematively, G x) can be written asa W ilson line along the tin e direction,
Z .Rt
G&)/ de™ MHoDE=0;x=0) e o2 o@x=0Hyi: (@13)

Intuitively it is quite clear why the light-cone distribbution finction gives place
to the tam poralone In the SV lim it. Indeed, if the m asskess nal quark propagates
along the light-cone, for m m the quark g is at rest In the rest frame 0ofQ, ie.
propagates only in tin e.

In tem sofG (x) ourprediction forthe line shape Hllow ing from Eq. (4.11) takes

the form " 7 ! #
d , ¥ 1, FEaa G ¢)dy )+
— — —+ — x
de 3 y? Y Y
|
v o1 =F 1 ax
ol Eaw gy @14
3 x? X
where x = E  Ey.x)= . The v? corrections a ect both, the elastic peak (they

reduce the height ofthe peak) and the shoulder (they create the shoulder). T he total
decay rate stays intact, however: the suppression of the elastic peak is com pensated
by the Integral over the inelastic contributions In the shoulder. This is the B jprken
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sum rule thoroughly considered in Lecture 3. Tt is in portant that we do not have to
guess or m ake ad hoc assum ptions { a situation typical for m odelbuiding { QCD

itself tells us what distrdbbution function enters in this or that case and In what
particular way.

44 RealQCD :Inclusive sem ileptonic decays

From the analysis presented above the follow ing ram arkable fact should be clear.
The very sam e prim ordial distrbution fiinctions that determ ine the line shape in
the radiative transitions appear in the problm of the spectra In the sam ileptonic
decays. In particular, n b! ul wedealwihF ).

O f course, kinem atical conditions are di erent. Now the hadronic part of the
process, B ! X ,1 inclusive decay, depends on two variables, for instance, g and
&, or g and Fj. The probability of the decay, in the free quark approxin ation, is
proportionalto gy, @ 31) [66]. In other words, In this approxin ation only a
line on the oy; Ijplne ispopulated Eig. 10). (L assum e that we are not interested
In the individualm om enta of land and m easure just the totalm om entum ofthe
Jepton pair. This isquite a fantastic form ulation ofthe problm since experin entally
the neutrino energy and m om entum are not m easured, of course; only the electron
energy isusually m easured. N evem Ind, ket uskeep in m ind a gedanken experin ent.)
The end point dom ain isde ned now asaband whosew idth is severalunits  gcp
adpoent to the above quark lne Fig. 10). Needless to say that in the physical
decay the whol large trianglk is populated; the inner part of the triangle, to the
left of the end point band, is due to the hard gluon em ission. T he an earing of the
delta-lke spectrum in the band is due to the prim ordialm otion ofb inside B, and
is described by the light cone distribution.

A trivialm odi cation com pared to Sect. 4 3 isthe occurrence of several structure
functions. A1l ve structure functions are expressible, however, In tem s of the
sam e light cone prim ordial distribbution function F (x) where, as previously, x =

1k2=2k, . Since q, and g are independent variables in the case at hand

x =0k, = K=o + ¥J = "o @ 3D (4.15)

where In the denom inator the di erence between k, and ¥jis neglected which is
perfectly legitin ate In the end pointband. In thisband ky ¥Jj= O ( g¢p),and the
di erence between ky and Kjbecom es im portant only at the level of the sublading
tw ists which are not included anyway.

T hus, we observe a scaling behavior: the structure finctionsthat generally speak—
Ing could depend on two variables, g and ) actually depend only on the single
light-cone combination {.15). This is the analog of the B jprken scaling in deep
Inelastic scattering! In the rest of the phase space, outside the end point band, the
approxin ate equality Ko ¥ 7jis not valid, of course, and the above scaling is not
going to take place. T he prim ordialdistrbution allso { presum ably exponentially
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{ outside the end point band. The hard gluon em issions w ill populate the phase
soace outside this dom ain creating long logarithm ic tails. The prin ordial part is
buried under these tails. T herefore, outside the band one can not expect that the
structure functions depend on the single combination g + Fjanyway.

G uesses about a scaling behavior in the inclisive sam ikeptonic decays are known
in the literature [6G]. Now we are nally abk to say for sure what sort of scaling
takes place, where it is expected to hold and where and how it w illbe violated.

I will not go into further details which are certainly im portant if one addresses
the problem ofextraction ofV,, from experim entaldata. Som e ofthem are discussed
In the literature , others still have to be worked out. A pplications of the theory to
data analysis is a ssparate topic going beyond the scope of this lecture.

W hat can be said about the light cone distribution function F (x)? T his function
depends on the structure ofthe light cloud ofthe B m eson and, thus, belongs to the
realn ofthe soft physics. Them om ents ofthis fiinction are related to the expectation
values of the cperators Q| :: . Q (e Eq. @.5)); In real QCD the properly
nom alized m atrix elem ents on the kft-hand side include the factor @M 5 ) '). The
know ledge of the In nite st of these expectation values would be equivalent to the
know ledge ofthe structure ofthe light cloud. N eedless to say that this isbeyond our
abilities at present. Still, we know a few rstmoments of F (x) and have a general
dea of the shape of this function. It must be positive everyw here in the physical
dom ain, vanish at x = 1 and have exponential alto at lJarge negative x. T he latter
property ensures the existence of allm om ents. M oreover,

z
ap= xF x)=1;

and 7 )

a, = dXXZF (X) = ; :
E stin ates of the third m om ent also exist in the literature $9, 42]. I can not dwell
on this issue now and w illonly m ention that a3 is constrained by exact nequalities,
ie. B3]

S

<1+ ! <:L 17 4.106)
a — — ; a — a — :
2 a a X g 3 4 2 >

To derive these inequalities one m erely cbserves that for any t the Integral from

1 toloverx overthe fuinction (I x)& TF x) is positive; on the other hand
this Integral is a second order polynom ial in t and, hence, is discrin inant m ust be
negative.

A sketch ofa function satisfying all these requirem ents is given on Fig. 11.

A natural desire to extend the fomm alisn described above to the sam ikptonic
Inclusive transitions b ! ¢l encounters serious technical di culties. The essence
of the problam is as llows. The nalquark c can be treated as heavy, although
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at the ssme tine , m?2 mZ. The ratio m2=m} 007 is a small param eter
whilem §=( m ) 1. Under the circum stances the type of the distribbution function
descrbing the prim ordial m otion of b inside B and determ ining the m easurable
structure functionsw; to ws w illdepend on the value of 373 and the scaling property
{ dependence on one particular com bination of variables { is lost.

The g;Fjplne is shown on Fig. 12. In the free quark approxin ation the
transition probability is proportionalto (n, @ E.) whereEq= @2+ )7,
and allevents are concentrated along the line indicated on Fig. 12. At the hadronic
Jevel the phase space consists of the full triangle, w ith one side curved. The end
point band is also curved.

The fact that one side of the trangle is distorted compared to b ! ul isnot
crucial. W hat is in portant is the change of dynam ics as we m ove from the upper
left comer to the lower right one. In the case ofb ! ul moving along the end
point band in this direction doesnot a ect the m easured structure fiinctions (@part
from the extrem e dom ain of soft u { the exclusive resonance dom ain { where our
description fails altogether). The situation isdi erent n theb ! ¢l transition.

If ¥ m2 one recovers [p2] the sam e light-cone function F (k) as in the tran-
sition b! ul orb! s . Modications are marginal. First, som e extra tem s
explicitly proportionalto m .=m y, are generated in the structure functions due to the
factthatB + m . replacesB in the num erator ofthe quark G reen function. M oreover,
ifin theb! ul transitions the scaling varable n the end-point dom ain is

x= T@+ ® m); 417)

In theb! cl transition it is shifted by a constant tem oforder 1,

2

X = Yo+ ) omp)+ (4.18)

myp
To see how this shift occurs [62] and to reveal lim itations of the approxin ation let
us start from the parton modelvariablem, q E.. Inthelini &f=m2Z! 1
Inside the end point band fom ally one m ay substitute E . by
2 2
Ec! 3+ o5 ! 3+~ 1+0 i)
23] My
Ifm2= 0 (m}) ormally onemay discard the O (n2=m}) correction. In this way
we arrive at the scaling variable @4.18).
Tt isworth em phasizing that the occurrence ofthe light-cone distrdboution fiinction
In this regin e, the same as in the b ! u transition, is a ram arkabl fact. Indeed,
ifwe could exam ine the m easured structure functions \in the m icroscope" in these
two cases we would see that theirm icrostructure is quite di erent. A s was already
m entioned, In theb ! u transition the end point band is saturated by the production
of my= states, wih the spacing between the indiidual states of order ?=my.
In theb ! ctransition, even if we are In the upper keft comer of the phase space
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w here the light-cone distrloution is relevant, the num ber of the states produced is

my=m . m.= and the spacing isoforder ?=m..W edealwith a much coarser
structure in the latter case, and still all resonance contributions being summ ed up
must add up to produce the light-cone distribbution, form ally the sam e one that is
created by a mudch larger number of resonances In the b ! u transition. Purly
theoretically we can not predict ne grain versus coarse grain com position of the
structure functions if we lin it ourselves to the leading twist. Only analysis of all
tw ists could resolve these details, would this analysis be possbl).

The word \form ally" is used above three tin es, not accidentally. P ractically in
theb! cl transition yjcan never be much larger than m.. Indeed, the m axim al
value of 1) corresponding to o = 0 is mi m2)=2m, 2 GeV, that is only

15m.. Therefore, only by stretching a point and only in a narrow dom ain near
o = 0, one can expect that the light cone fiunction of the variable @.18) is, perhaps,
m ore or lss relevant.

A s §yjdecreases and beocom es less than m . (this regin e takes place n a large
part of the phase space) the light-oone distribution function becom es irrelevant.
Them easurable structure functions are determm Ined by a di erent distribbution { the
light-lke vectorn i Eq. (.9) is replaced by

S
wo= l;E—c ;
and it beocom es clear that the would be scaling variablk x = g+ Ec  mp)

fails to represent all dependence of the structure fiinctions on ¢ and Fyj. W hen ¢
approaches itsm axin alvalue,

L= Mz Mp)%;

TJ tends to zero and we eventually approach the SV regin e which I have already
discussed, w ith fascihation, In the toy exam pl above. In the SV 1l it the velociy
of H . produced is an all, and the structure finctions probe the prim ordialm otion
described by the tam poral distrdbution function G (x) where now

x '@ m);

m is the quark m ass di erence coinciding, to the krading orderwith M 5 Mp .

Thus, changing ¢ from zero to ¢ _, results in an evolution of the distriution
function appearing in theoretical ormulae ord B ! X .1 ), from light-oone to
tem poral, through a serdes of intermm ediate distrdbbutions. T he physical reason forthis
evolution is quite clear { what distrdoution finction is actually m easured depends
on the parton-m odel velocity of the quark produced in the b decay. In the lin ting
cases of very large recoil and very an all recoil the problem is solved in the sense
that the structure functions are expressed in tem s of the light-cone and tem poral
distrdoution finctions, resgpectively. The Intermm ediate case ] m. is not worked
out In detail so far. Ik is beyond any doubt, however, that the parton-m odel type
scaling w ill not take place.
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5 Lecture 5. Including H ard G luons. G enerali-
ties of the O perator P roduct E xpansion.

F inally the tin e com eswhen I can not ignore any m ore the existence ofhard glions.
Hard gluons arem ere nuisance from the point ofview ofthe theory ofhadrons since
they play no, orvery little, rol in the structure ofthe low -lying hadronic states. Yet,
if we want to go beyond purely academ ic exercises, however beautifiil they m ight
Jook, and descend down into a messy world of real hadronic physics, hard gluons
can not be forgotten about since they \contam nate" nearly every experin entally
m easurable quantity. To make contact wih the real world we have to consider
Interplay between the soft and hard physics.

The hard gluons m anifest them selves In m any ways. They contrlbute to the
coe cient functions In the e ective Lagrangian (I 3} cbtained by integrating out all
degrees of freedom w ith the characteristic frequencies down to . They show up In
the calculations of the total decay rates and soectra discussed In Lectures 3 and 4
resulting in perturbative corrections which, In som e instances, change the answver
quite drastically. T hey result in the fact that allbasic param eters ofthe heavy quark
physics { the heavy quark mass, , 2 and so on { generally speaking, becom e
dependent and can not be treated as universal constants. Here we w illaddress som e
of these issues In brief.

5.1 Calculation of the e ective Lagrangian

I have already started discussing this topic in Sect. 12. The orighal QCD La—
grangian .0 is formulated at very short distances. In principle, it codes all in-
fom ation necessary for calculation of all observable am plitudes. W e just do the
functional integral and ... A Jas, there are very few functional integrals that can be
calculated analytically; num erical evaluation on latticesm ay take years, and I even
dare to assert that som e am plitudes w ill never be calculated that way. So, we take
the origihal Lagrangian and start evolving it down, Integrating out all uctuations
w ith the frequencies < ! < M ¢ where M  is the origihalnom alization point, and

w illbe treated, for the tin e being, as a current param eter. In thisway we get the
Lagrangian which has the form

X
L= ChMoi )On(): ©1)

n

The coe cient functionsC , represent the contrbution ofvirtualm om enta from  to
M . The operators O , enpy fi1ll rights of the H eisenberg operators w ith respect to
all ed uctuationsw ith frequencies lessthan . Thesum mEq. ) isin nite { it
runs over allpossible Lorentz singlet gauge Invariant operators w ith the approprate
quantum num bers; for nstance, if CP is conserved, only CP -even operators will
appear n (5.1). If, say, the electrom agnetic processes are ncluded, the operators
in the Lagrangian (5.1) m ay contain the photon and electron elds, and so on. A1l
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operators can be ordered according to their din ension; m oreover, we can use the
equations ofm otion stemm ing from the orighalQ CD Lagrangian to get rid of som e
of the operators in the sum . Those operators that are reduchble to full derivatives
give vanishing contribbutions to the physical (on m ass shell) m atrix elem ents and can
thus be discarded aswell.

If one just abstractly w rites the expression (5.11) one is free to take any value of

; In particular, = 0wouldm ean that everything is calculated and we have the full
S m atrix, all conceivable am plitudes, at our digposal. N othing is keft to be done. In
this case Eq. (6.1) is just a sum ofallpossble am plitudes. This sum then must be
w ritten In tem s ofthe physical hadronic states, of course, not in tem s of the quark
and gluon operators since the latter degrees of freedom are sin ply non-existent at
large distances.

T his is day-dream ing, of course. N eedless to say that in our explicit calculation
of the coe cient functions we have to stop som ewhere, at such virtualities that the
quark and glion degrees of freedom are still relevant, and the coe cient finctions
Ch M o; ) are stillexplicitly caloculable. O n the other hand, for cbvious reasons it is
highly desirable to have as low aspossbl. In the heavy quark theory there is an
additional requirem ent that mustbemuch Jessthan m, . The process of calculat—
ing the coe cientsC , M 4; ) is called m atching in the m ore standard presentation
of HQET . Actually we see that this procedure is nothing else than a generaliza-
tion of W ilson’s idea of the renom alization group and the W ilsonean) operator
product expansion. U sing the standard OPE language has an evident advantage:
all welkstudied elem ents of the latter approach can be inm ediately adapted In the
environm ent of the heavy quark expansions. In particular all param eters one can
read o from the Lagrangian (6.0) depend on (ihcluding, say, the heavy quark
mass). Let us assume that is large enough so that ()= 1, on the one
hand, and am all enough so that there is no large gap between ,cp and . The
possibility to m ake such a choice of could not be anticipated apriori and is an
extrem ely fortunate feature ofQ CD , a gift from the G ods. Q uarks and gluons w ith
the o shellness larger than chosen that way are called hard.

Neadlkss to say that the param eter is in our m inds, not in Nature. A 1l ocb—
servable am plitudes must be  Independent. The dependence of the coe cient
functions C, must congoire w ith that of the m atrix elem ents of the operatorsO , in
such a way as to ensure this independence of the physical am plitudes.

W hat can be said about the calculation of the coe cientsC , ? Since issu -
ciently large, see above, them ain contrbution com es from perturbation theory. W e
Just draw all relevant Feynm an graphs and calculate them , generating an expansion
In () whih Prbrevity Iwilldenote by 4, wih the argum ent om ited,

X
Cn = ay
1

s *

Som etin es som e graphsw illcontain notonly powersof ( )butpowersof ;Infmqy= ).
T hishappens ifthe anom alous din ension ofthe operatorO , isnonvanishing { quite
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a typical situation { or if a part of a contrioution to C, com es from characteristic
mom enta of orderm o and is, thus, expressible In tem s of s ), and we rew rite
it in tem sof (). Nevem ind, this is a trivial technicality. You are supposed to
know how to sum up these logarithm s.

A s am atter of fact the expression §.I) is not quite accurate theoretically. O ne
should not forget that, n doing the loop integrations, n C, we must discard the
dom ain ofvirtualm om entabelow ,by de nition ofC , ( ). Subtracting thisdom ain
from the perturbative loop Integrals we introduce In C, power corrections of the
type ( =m )" by hand. In principle, one should recognize the existence of such
corrections and try to leam how to dealw ith them . The fact that they are there
was realized long ago (see eg. V .Novikov et al, Ref. H]) and then largely ignored.
If it ispossble to choose su ciently an all these corrections m ay be Insigni cant
num erically and can be om itted. This is what is actually done in practice. This is
one ofthe elem ents ofa sin pli cation ofthe W ilsonean operator product expansion.
The sim pli ed version is called the practical version of OPE, see below . Certainly,
at the m odem stage of the theoretical developm ent it is desirable to retum to the
issue to engineer a better procedure than just discarding these =m, tem s In the
coe cient fiinctions. A ttem pts in this direction are underway [b7].

Even ifperturoation theory dom Inates In the coe cient functions they still con—
tain also nonperturbative term s com ing from short distances. Som etin es they are
referred to as noncondensate nonperturbative temm s. An exam pl isprovided by the
so called direct instantons w ith the sizes of orderm !, These contrbutions fallo
ashigh powersof gcp=m and are very poorly controllable theoretically. Since the
fall o of the nonocondensate nonperturbative corrections is extrem ely stesp, basi
cally the only thing we need to know isa criticalvalie ofm o . For Iowervalies ofm o
no reliable theoretical predictions are possble at present. For higher values ofm g
one can ignore the noncondensate nonperturbative contributions. T here are good
reasons to believe that the b quark, fortunately, lies above the crtical point. A gain,
Imust add that the noncondensate nonperturbative contributions are neglected in
the practical version ofOPE.

(D o we see seeds of the nonperturbative contribution i Eq. 6.1)? Yes, we do.
At any nite order the perturbative contribution iswellde ned. At the same tine,
ifthe coe cients in the serdes (51) grow factorially w ith 1 { and this is actually the
case { the tailofthe series, 1> 1= 4, must be regularized which m ay bring in tem s
of order |

exp ( C=.fmy))  ——=
mg

c2)

where C is som e positive constant and the exponent need not be integer. In
a sense, one m ay say that contributions to C, of this type are vaguely related to
diagram sw ith 1= ¢ hard gluon loops.)

T hus, two sources of nonperturbative corrections in the physical am plitudes are
Indicated. Those due to nonperturbative term s in the coe cient functions are sys—
tam atically ignored (and, perhaps, rightly so, as I tred to convince you) in these
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lectures and in allworksbased on the practicalversion ofO PE which constitute the
overw heln Ing m a prity of all works devoted to the 1=m , expansions. The second
source is operators of higher dim ensions in the Lagrangian .1), the so called con—
densate corrections. The latter were in the center of our attention; they generate
the 1=m ; expansions discussed above. O ne new elem ent which Iwould like to add
here, is that the serdes of 1=m  tem s generated by higher-dim ensional operators is
also asym ptotic and divergent in high orders [8]. O f course, we always calculate
only one, at best two, st 1=m , corrections, truncating the series. If, however,
one would ask what the inpact of the high-order tail of the power series is, the
ansver would be: this tail is re ected In exponentially an all term s exp( my).
T his type of contridbution is certainly not seen In OPE truncated at any nite order.
A transparent exam pl is again provided by instantons. This tine one has to x
the size of the instanton by hand, | 1. Then their contrbution to physical
amplitudes is O (Eexp( mg o)). The relation between exp( mg () piece and the
high-order tem s of the pow er series is concsptually akin to the connection between
exp( 1l=4)temsand 1l 1= ; orders In the perturbative expansion.

Summ arizing, W ilsonean OPE (5.1) leads to expansions in di erent param eters.
Purely logarithm icterm s (nm, ) ' are due to ordinary perturbation theory. Tem s
ofthetype ) *(nmy) re ect higherdinension operators and direct instan-
tons. In the fom er case the values of k are Integer, the latter case m ay produce
non-integer values of k. In the practical version of OPE we calculate the coe cient
functions perturbatively. A Il non-perturbative term s com e from condensates w ithin
this approxin ation. T he condensate pow er series is truncated: only those operators
whose dim ension is am aller than som e num ber are retained.

T he practical version of O PE was heavily used In connection w ith the Q CD sum
rule method. Tt was checked 7] that In the m aprity of channels this is a valid
approxin ation allow Ing one to calculate in the Euclidean dom ain down to  as low
as 0.6 or 0.7 GeV .The validity ofthis approxin ation is an elem ent of luck; it relies,
am ong other things, on the fact that ¢p is signi cantly snaller than 1 G&V, and

s 1GeV )= isalready a sn allparam eter.

I hasten to add that som e exosptional channels where the practical version of
OPE failsat much lamger values of were detected In the analysis of glueballs [69].
Tt would be interesting to explore the issue in the context ofthe heavy quark theory.
T he existing theory gives no clues for establishing the dom ain of validiy of the
practicalversion of OPE from rst principles, neither does it tell us about when the
exponential tem s, not visbl by standard m ethods, becom e negligbly snall. At
this point we have to rely on Indirect m ethods and phenom enological inform ation.

52 Untangling hard gluons from soft ones

The ooe cient functions C , in Eq. (5.1) contain, generally speaking, an in nite
num ber ofperturbative tem s, and non-perturbative contributions ofdi erent types.
P ractically we often calculate them to the rst nontrivial order. For instance, in
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Lecture 3 we treated the transition operator in the Bom approxin ation; thus, all
coe cients in OPE were found to order 2 . Fora num ber of purposes (@lthough not
always, of course) such a calculation, ignoring the hard gluon exchanges altogether,
isquite su cient. Letm e ram Ind that by hard gluons Im ean those w ith o shellness
from uptomg . Letusask aquestion { can one nd a theoreticalparam eter which
would justify the approxin ation of no hard gluon exchanges? In other words, does
a param eter exist that would allow one to sw itch the hard gluonson/o ?
Each extra hard loop contains the running gauge coupling ( ),

" L

s() I

63)

ol N

QCD
where b isthe st coe cient ofthe G ellkM ann-Low fiinction,

11 2
b= ?N c gnf .

Ifwe could m ake b very large the munning law of ¢ would be very stesp e ectively
sw itching o allhard gluons. Indeed, once isbiggerthan, say, 2 gcp andb! 1

the gauge coupling constant s( ) ! 0. The st idea which Inm ediately com es to
one’sm ind is to m ake b lJarge by tending the num ber of colorsN . to in niy. A las,
this idea doesnot work. It isknown from the early daysofQ CD that the expansion
param eter in all planar diagram s is N, g, not ¢ itself P]. Thus, the diagram of
Fig. 13 isof the sam e order In N . as the Bom graph ofFig. 1. So, we have to =l
on num erical am allness of 1=b. For instance, In the theory w ith three light avors
and three colorsb = 9, quite a lJarge number. This is not the st time In physics
we have to dealw ith num erical enhancem ents. It is true that it is always better to
have an adjistable param eter, which could be sent to in niy at will, than to deal
wih jist a arge xed number. It is quite unfortunate that we do not have such a
param eter at our disposal in the realworld Q CD . If one still wants to have b as an
adjustable param eter one could try a trick. Let us assum e that, apart from quarks
and gluons, our theory contain quark ghost elds. These ghost elds are perfectly
the sam e as the quark elds, with a sihglk exosption { each ghost loop has an extra
m Inus sign. The quark ghost eldsm ay orm ay not have a m ass term . Let us say
that they do have amasstem m g, equalto g¢p . Then they would autom atically
decouple in the soft contributions. T he action of such a crazy theory has the form

X
iS = iSgep + Gn (B mg )Gy =
q

iSocp  Ngy In det fiB  mg,g (5.4)

where Sycp is the action of quantum chrom odynam ics, see Eq. {1.1), and N g, is
the num ber of the quark ghosts, a free param eter assum ed to be Jarge. N otice the
ghostly m inus sign in front ofthe logarithm ofthe detem nant. A fter som e thinking
one m ay conclude that, perhaps, this theory is not so crazy. Let us postulate that
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the initial particles we consider belong to ourworld { B, D and so on { ie. they
do not carry these quark ghosts. O foourse, if B decays the quark ghosts do appear
in the nal state, and the probability of their em ission is negative. T his does not
m ean, however, that the total am plitude is not unitary, as one could suspect from

the fact that we ntroduced the elds with a wrong metric. Indeed, it is cbvious
that the only rok of the quark ghosts is to switch o all hard gluons in the lim it
Ng ! 1 sihcein thislmit

b= 11 2N + 2N 1
303
and s()! 0,according toEq. §6.3). In particular, the diagram ofFig. 13 where

the gluon line is dressed w ith the bubbl Insertions vanishes. A 11 soft contributions
wih < (¢p remain intact, however, and the positivity of the forward scattering
am plitudes is not violated.

Ifthere exists a stringy representation ofQ CD it should referto the ake \QCD ",
Eqg. ), rather than to the realone since in the string am plitudes there isno place
for hard gluons.

T he idea of treating b as a num erically lJarge param eter isnot new n QCD . In
the purely perturbative calculations it constitutes the basis of the so called BLM
approach {/0]. O righally the BLM approach was engineered as a scale-setting pro-
cedure ntended as a substitute for 1ll com putations of O ( i) ocorrections. A ssum e
that O ( s) corrections In som e am plitude are known exactly. ITn order ﬁ typically
one has to dealw ith a Jarge num ber of graphs. The idea is to pick up only those
which contain a \large param eter", b g, presum ing that the graphs w ithout b are
num erically suppressed. Typically there are very faw graphsproducihgb Z. By do-
Ing so we can approxin ately determm ine the scale 1n theO ( ) temm without labor
and tin e-consum ing calculation of a lJarge num ber of all ﬁ contrbutions. Later,
it was suggested [/, 772] to extend the prescription of the \b graph dom inance" to
even higher orders, a m ore extram ist and dangerous approach. In both cases the
Iin it of large b isusad to get som e nform ation about perturoation theory. ITuse this
lin it In order to switch o the perturbative hard gluons in the rst place pushing
the theory to the m ode where only the soft gluons survive, hopefully providing a
m ore transparent picture of the Infrared dynam ics determ ning the regularities of
the hadronic world.

53 Im pact ofhard gluons

Having said allthat ket us retum to the realworld where b is xed, not in nity, and
exam ine several exam ples of corrections due to hard gluons. A n Instructive exam ple
to begin with is the calculation of the coe cient In front of the chrom om agnetic
operator O ¢ in the e ective Lagrangian Lnesy ( ), S Eq. @.3) ™% This coe cient

N the limitb! 1 the coe cient given I this expression does indeed vanish, I fill accord
w ith the argum ent of the previous section.
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takes nto acocount virtualglions with o shellness from  tom g .

The Ine of reasoning is as llows. Our starting point is = mgy. At this
nom alization point the Lagrangian we dealw ith isthe QCD Lagrangian {.1) wih
the coupling constant and heavy quark m ass nom alized at my . W e then descend
a little further, down to equalto a nite fraction of m 4, say, mo=5. This is
su clent tom aketheQ quark nonrelatiristic and m ake allnonrelativistic expansions
work. Being interested only In logarithm s ofm , we ignore any nonlogarithm ic ¢
corrections that m ay appear at this stage. The nonrelativistic expansion of the
Lagrangian Q (iB mg )Q in plies that the operator Q (i=2) GQ appears w ith the
ooe cient C g = 1=(2m, ). Further evolution down to = severalunits ocp Wil
change C ; in particular, at one loop

|
2 .

m
Co! C()=Cq 1+ 4—Sh—§+non—bgtenns 5.5)

where isanumber. Ourgoalisto nd and then sum up all kading logarithm s.
T his is not the end of the story, however, if one wants to represent the result in the
form (1.3), where the sum over the operators includes only the Lorentz invariant
ones. The kading operator is Lﬁeavy (). Theooe cient C () should be represented
as

C()=Cot C() Gl

then C, is swallowed back in the de nition ofLﬁeavy ( ) while the expression In the
brackets represents ¢; n Eq. @.3).

T he relevant one-Jloop graphs are depicted on Fig. 14. At rst sight the num ber
of diagram s is rather large, and the com putation m ight seem rather cum bersom e.
M vy task is to reduce it to a back-ofthe-envelope calculation by using ssveral an art
cbservations and the background eld technique.

First of all, as it was already m entioned, we w illbe hunting only for the tem s
containing (Ihmg= omitting all ¢ tem s wihout logarithm s. The logarithm s
Ihmy= have a dual nature { they appear from the loop integrations where the
Integrandspresentsan Infrared 1im it w ith respect to heavy quarksQ w hilk presenting
sim ultaneously the ultraviolet lim it w ith respect to glions. That is why they were
called hybrid in Ref. (0], the paper w here these logarithm s were discovered. Tn the
language of HQET they are referred to asm atching logarithm s.

Secondly, in this perturbative calculation we will naturally discard all 1=m g
corrections.

The closed circke on the diagram s of Fig. 14 denotes the vertex (i=2) 9G4 =

~B' . Let us consider for de niteness only one tem wih i;j = 1;2, ie. B
kesping in m ind that other tem s w ill give the sam e.

Tt is absolutely cbvious that the graph of F ig. 14e gives no contribution in our
approxin ation. Indeed, the very existence ofthis graph is due to the nonlinear temm
A A ,] in the de nition ofG 1, . However, neither A, nor A, Interact w ith the heavy
quark In the leading In 1=m , approxin ation, as it is clear from Eq. {.15), only A,.
W e work In the rest fram e of the heavy quark Q .)
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N ext, ket us analyze the diagram s c and d. To this end it is convenient to w rite
the gluon G reen function in the background eld. For a detailed exposition of the
technique the reader is referred to the review paper R§]. For our purposes we need
o little that it is quite n order to carry out all necessary derivations here. Let us
olit the fourpotential A 1n two parts { theextermal eld @ )ee and the quantum
part a which will propagate in loops,

A =@ Jxcta (5.6)

Asexplined in Ref. P8]the gauge conditionson @A )er and a may be di erent,
for instance, the Fodk-Schw inger gauge w ith respect to the background eld and
the Feynm an gauge w ith respect to the quantum eld. Here we do not need to
discuss the gauge condition on A )ext.- The quantum eld a willbe treated in the
Feynm an gauge. The de nition of the gluon propagator in the background eld is
standard:

D% = IT fa® (x);a" (0)gi: G.7)

T he Lagrangian of the quantum gluon eld in the Feynm an gauge has the formm

1
L = 5 (D extaa)Z + gaa (Gb )@(tacfabc (5.8)
plus cubic and higher order term s in a plus the ghost temm s { all irrelevant for the

calculation at hand. Here
D extaa — @ aa + g_‘I,r:-abc (Ab)extac .

The second temm in the Lagrangian {5.8) descrbes the interaction of the m agnetic
m om ent of the glion quantum wih the badkground eld. If we swich o this
m agnetic tem s fora short whik we iInm ediately observe that both graphs, F ig. 14c
and d, vanish. Indeed, the Lorentz structure of the rst term in Eq. (.8) is such
that the G reen function generated by it is cbviously proportionalto g . Hence the
loops disgplayed on Figs. ¢ and d can not be form ed. Say, the diagram c¢ requires
converting the a; quantum laving the vertex Into the ag quantum coupled to the
heavy quark. Let usnow sw itch on them agnetic term and take into acoount the fact
that the background eld is chrom om agnetic, not chrom oelectric (I rem Ind that we
are Interested In the vertex ~B' ) Thism eans that the graph c still vanishes since
the conversion of a; Into ap; can only take place In the chrom oelectric background
G ). Thediagram d is not vanishing, however, and is readily calculable. W e start
from the vertex

(=2)Q PGLtQ ! (i=2)Q PgalaifitQ ;
m ake one insertion of the m agnetic term in the Lagrangian (5.8),
cfabe .
14

iga *G” Jexca
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and after that one can take the free gluon propagators, which yields

Z 4
1 d'k
(=2)2g°Q MPE£¥Q £2GTE, (1 ifd o)

(5.9)

w here the factor 2 com es from two di erent ways ofpairings. T he Integralover dk is
evidently logarithm ically divergent both at the upper and lower ends and should be
cuto atm, from above and at  from below . This logarithm ic divergence should
be weloom e since In this way we are going to get the desired hybrid logarithm .
Equation (.9) inm ediately Jleads to

10N

Ncq2 " 12~c 4c
2@(1-2)(2 GthQ]I’l —2

where N . is the num ber of colors N . = 3). In other words the factor produced by
the one-loop graph ofF ig. 14d is

Fig:14a=  2Nc: (5.10)

The last step In our exercise is calculation of the diagram s of F ig. 14a and b.
The Feynm an integral for the diagram a is quite trivial,

Z

g

d'k 1 b 1 1

=9 kOtﬁ‘( sztb>takOQ (D7 (541)
where k is the virtual gluon m om entum . Now, a m inute re ection show s that In
the Abelian theory (ie. if the glions were photons and the diagram of Fig. 14a
was considered In Q ED ) this contrbution m ust be exactly canceled by that com ing
from diagram s b. This assertion can be traced badk to the nonrenom alization of
theQ Q vertex n QED . W e should take Into account the fact that the hybrid
logarithm s do not depend on the Lorentz structure of the vertex at all fJ] and are
the sam e for and .) This cbservation inplies that n QCD the net e ect of

the two diagram s 14b reduces to replacing Eq. $.11) by

Z

d'k 1 il
g FEQ eEEI+ B ( .BD) k_§E=
N.g? 2 dk . i 1
— B : 2
2 e 2l - th)Q(J<o+i)2k2+i ©42)

The 1 prescrption Indicated explicitly de nes the Integration contour Eig. 15).
W e rstdo the kg integration using the residue theorem , then the rem aining d’k
Integration and arrive at

N . . e m
o3 (7200 (BT —% 513)

0N
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Jleading to the follow ing \dressing" factor due to diagram s 14b and c:
Fig:1dar = No it (514)

The diagram 14f must be discarded in the background eld calculation { it
m erely renom alizes the gauge coupling constant inclided In the de nition ofO 5 .
T he overall one-oop dressing factor is obtained by adding up Egs. (5.10) and

619),

B = N.= 3: (5.15)

Now the renom alization group allows us to sum up all kading log tem s, In

a standard m anner; the summ ation leads to Eq. (14). The same result can be

rephrased as follow s: in the 1=m ; expanded e ective Lagrangian L pe.y () the over-
all coe cient n front ofO ¢ is

!

() P

s(mQ)

This is nothing else than the re ection of the hybrid anom alous dim ension of the
operator O ; found in Ref. 1.

Tt is curious to note that O, the second operator ofdim ension 5 (seeEq. 3.8)),
has vanishing anom alous dim ension which can be proven w ith no calculations in no
tin e.

To see that this is Indeed the case we m erely repeat the argum ent preceding
and ©llow ng Eq. .5). Let us assum e for a short while that the hybrid anom alous
din ension ofthe operatorO isnon-vanishing. T hen after evolving to a Jow nom al-
ization poInt its coe cient gets renom alized, and there is no way one could absoro
O back Into a Lorentz nvariant expression Q 8 mg ) in the e ective Lagrangian.
N eedless to say that Lipeavy () (oefore the 1=m  expansion) m ust be expressible in
tem s of the Lorentz nvariant structures.

A close line of reasoning leading to the sam e conclusion takes advantage of the
expansion G.3),

lw

cC()= (5.16)

1 i 1
Q- GQ =0 0,0

0~%0 + (517)
2m?2 2 2m 2

QQ

where the dots denote tem s of the higher order In 1=my . The lkft-hand side is
Lorentz scalar whik the right-hand side is written as a sum of tem s that are not
Lorentz scalars ndividually. Them atrix elem ent ofQ (Q hasthem eaning ofenergy
E @Which at sm allvelocities reduces tom + p°=2m ) while that ofthe second term on
the right-hand side has them eaning of ©=2m . The rsttem isnot renom alized
by the glion dressings, of course. If the coe cient ofthe second tem was distorted
by the anom alousdin ension, the cancellation ofthe Lorentz noninvarant part would
be ruined, and the right-hand side could not be equal to the kfti-hand side.

C oncluding this section let usdiscuss the inm pact ofthe hard gluonson the scaling
law of, say, pssudoscalar coupling fp de ned in Sect. 34. In this section it was
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shown that £ m, " modub logarithm ic corrections. Now we address the issue
of the logarithm ic corrections due to the hybrid anom alous din ension ofthe current
Q 5q. Let us add to the origihal QCD Lagrangian theterm L = A Q 5
where A is an auxiliary cnumber eld and evolve L down to . The resul of
this evolution is the anom alous din ension

() F
Q me = ———— Q ;
( 5Dm o) ( 5Q)

the subscript here Indicates the nom alization point. T he corresponding calculation
iseven sim plrthan that ofthe anom alousdim ension ofO ; and w illnotbe discussed
here. The interested reader is referred to Ref. (] or to review papers B]%3. C orre-
spondingly the com plte asym ptotic scaling law of fp isfp  m, P stmg)) 2.

54 dependence ofthe basic param eters ofthe heavy quark
theory. M easuring ()

The Lagrangian (1 3) summ arizes the evolution from a high nom alization point
down to . Since alloperators in this Lagrangian are nom alized at it is perfectly
natural that their m atrix elem ents are also  dependent. In particular, the m atrix
elments of O and O denoted by 2 and ? in Lecture 3 depend on . Actu-
alky, é depends on  rather strongly, through logarithm s of { this is explicitly
dem onstrated by the fact that Ogla, = ( s( )= smg)) *Og) . In this case
hardly anybody would even think about tending ! 0. A s for the operator O ,
the situation here is trickier. A swe saw, it has no diagonal anom alous din ension,
stillsome dependence appears through m ixing with Q Q , see 5] for details.

Let us discuss now , another basic param eter of the heavy quark theory. The
issue ofits dependence was at the epicenter ofa heated debate recently. By itself
never appears i L.,y ;M oreover the quark m assm o appears in the 1=m ; expanded
e ective Lagrangian (L 11) only through 1=m , corrections. T herefore, in the Iim it
my ! 1 (which is often identi ed with HQET) it is quite tam pting to say that

=My, my is a universal constant. For a few years it was taken for granted
that such a constant exists. W ithin the fram ework of our approach bassed on the
W ilsonean treatm ent of M1I1Q CD it is perfectly clear that this is not the case. The
quark mass n Eq. (@.3) explicitly dependson resulting na  dependence of

Since the issue is of in portance ket us rephrase this statem ent as follow s. Since
quarks are pem anently con ned the notion of the heavy quark m ass becom es am —
biguous. To elim nate this ambiguiy one must explicitly soecify the procedure of
m easuring \the heavy quark m ass". T he de nition through the e ective Lagrangian

2The wording in these review s is som ew hat di erent. You w ill read about the m atching log—
arithm s of HQET for the axial current. Technically this is perfectly the sam e as the anom alous
din ension w ithin our approach.
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13) is consistent. O ther de nitions are certainly conceivable; any consistent proce-
dure w ill necessarily nvole a cut-0 parameter ,andthen ()= M 4 my ()
a3,

The e ective Lagrangian (1 3) is not som ething you directly m easure, neither
ismg.Denihg orm , isequivalent to saying how they are m easured, how the
param eters in the e ective Lagrangian are related to m easurable quantities. To this
end one can use any suitable prediction of the heavy quark theory, in particular,
Voloshin’s sum rule ©.35). To avoid inessential technicalities I w ill discuss the issue
In the fram ework of the toy m odel of Sect. 21. A1l results can be Inm ediately
extended to the realQ CD .Equation @.35) gives a nice de nition of in tem sofa
m easurable quantity, the average value of E5™® E where E is the energy of the
quantum . The problem is that In Sect. 2.1 we discussed the question sw itching o
allhard glions, so that the above average value looked Ikkea independent num ber.
To seewhere the dependence com es from wem ust lnclude hard gluon corrections.

If the gluon eld is treated only as a soft medim the spectrum of the decay
Hg ! X4+ Jooks roughly ason Fig. 9. The shoulder to the left of the elastic
peak arises due to production of the excited states. Ik is inportant that in this
approxin ation the spectrum rapidly (exponentially) decreases outside the end point
dom ain, so that the entire region of E from zero up to EE™Y°  severalunits  ocp
rem ains unpopulated. T he average

2 g chys 1d
, dE &, E) E
is then a welkde ned number Independent ofm o orany cuto s.

T he situation drastically changes once we inclide hard gluon am ission. In cal-
culating radiative gluon correction we can disregard, In the lading approxin ation,
nonperturbative e ects, lke the di erence between m ¢ and M z, or the m otion of
the nitialquark inside H, . Thuswe dealw ith the decay ofthe free quark Q at rest
Into g+ + gluon. The virtualghion contribution m erely renom alizes the constant
h in the analysis presented above and is irrelevant.

The e ects from realgluon am ission are m ost sim ply calculated in the Coulomb
gauge, where only the graph shown In Fig. 13 contrbutes. A straightforward
com putation yields P§,37] to leading order in v?

d @) 8 < E 3 1

= — 518
dE °9 EmZE, E G18)

13In the literature you can nd assertions that an \absolite" heavy quark m ass, or the so-called
pol m ass, can be de ned and can be shown to be a universal num ber independent of any cut-
0 s. These assertions are false. T he notion of the pole m ass exists only to a given nite order of
perturbation theory. No consistent de niion of the pole m ass can be given already at the level
of the lrading nonperturbative corrections O (1=m o ). The notion of the pole m ass is absolutely
foreign to the approach I present here, therefore, T do not want to go into details, see I_7-§] Iwill
only say that it assum es it is possible to separate perturbative contributions from nonperturbative
(?!) In contradiction with our approach which separates soft contrbutions from hard.
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H ard glion em ission cbviously contributes to the spectrum In the entire interval
0< E < EP® creating a Jong \radiative" tail to the keft of the end point dom ain.
(note that in this caloulation one can put E5™° to E ). In the st order cakulation

s does not run, of course. Iks scale dependence shows up only in the two-loop
calculation; it isquite evident, however, that itis & Eg) that enters. T herefore,
strictly speaking, one cannot apply Eq. (5.18) too close to E . Even laving aside
theblowingup of sE  Eo), there exists another reason not to use Eq. (.18) in
the vicinity ofEy: ifE isclose to E(, the em itted gluon is soft; such gluons are to
be treated asbelonging to the soft gluon m ediim in order to avoid double counting.

T he ssparation between soft and hard glions isadchieved by explicitly introducing
a nom alization point . The value of should be large enough to jastify a anall
value for ¢ ( ). On the other hand we would lke to choose as anallaspossble.
W e then draw a line: to the kft ofE | the gluon is considered to be hard, to the
right soft. AtE < Ej the experim entally m easured spectrum must follow the
onedoop omula 6.18), sse Fig. 16.

Let us retum now to Volshin’s sum rul, ie. the mtmoment ofESY® E,
w ith radiative corrections included. A qualitative sketch of how d =dE looks now
is presented In Fig. 16. Because of the tail to the kft of the end point dom ain we
can not de ne  as the value of E P¥°*  E averaged over the entire range of the
energy, 0 < E < EP™®. The integralwould be proportionalto  m, because ofthe
dom ain of an allE . Besides, this would contradict the physicalm eaning ofwhat we
want to de ne. By evolving the e ective Lagrangian down to we include allglions
harder than inmg, thus excluding them from . Thus, we must acoept that

i 2 14

O= L v @

€Y E)dE: (5.19)
Since the explicit form of the tail to the kft of the end point dom ain is known (for
anall ¢ ( )= thephysical spectrum is supposaed to tend to the perturbative resul)
the dependence of becom es cbvious,

— 16
_ 160, (520)
9
Equation (.19) providesusw ith one possbl physicalde nition of ( ) (among

others) relating this quantity to an integral over a physically m easurable spectral
density. T he pole-m assbased de nition, being applied to ourexam ple, would Involre
three steps: (i) Take the radiative perturbative tail to the lft of the shoulder and
extrapolate it all the way to the polnt E = E,; (i) subtract the result from the
m easured spectrum ; (i) integrate the di erence over dE w ith the weight function
i EX"®). The elastic peak drops out and the rem aining integral is equal to
o W2=2) . It is quite clear that this procedure cannot be carried out consistently
{ there exists no unam biguous way to extrapolate the perturbative tail too close to
E P° | the end point of the spectrum . O ur procedure, w ith the nom alization point
Introduced explicitly, is free from this am biguity.
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In practics, the dependence of ( ) may tum out to be rather weak. This is
the case if the spectral density is such as shown In Fig. 16, where the contribution
ofthe rst excitations (lying w ithin ocp from EF™®) isnum erically mudh larger
than the radiative tail representing high excitations. It is quite clear that if the
physical spectral density resambles that of Fig. 16 and = severalunits ocD s
the running ( ) is rather insensitive to the particular choice of

Tt rem ains to be added that a sin ilarde nition of ( ) works In r=alQCD .Here
it m ay be de ned through an Integral over the spectrum in thedecay B ! X .1
m easured In the dom ain where the recoil of the hadronic system isanall, &) m.,
ie. In the SV lim it.

5.5 Hard gluons and the line shape

A ctually we have already started considering this question in the previous section
w here the radiative correction to the spectrum in thedecay Hy ! X4+ wasfound
In the SV Iim it. In this case the In pact of the hard gluons ism ild { they provide a
long but squeezed tail outside the end point dom ain which could be evaluated in the
leading (oneJdoop) approxin ation. T he reason why there are no violent distortions
of the spectrum is sinple: the g quark produced is slow, and slow quarks do not
like to em it hard gluons. If the nal quark was fast i would produce glions like
crazy through brem sstrahling, and the in pact of such brem sstrahlung on the lne
shape would be much more drastic. As a matter of fact, ifm4 ! 0 one can not
Iim it oneself to any nite number of glions { an In nite sequence of the so called
Sudakov (or double—og) correctionsm ust be summ ed over.

By de nition the Sudakov corrections are those n which each power of ¢ is
acocom panied by two powers of Iogarithm Inm g=m g 2E ). W hen one approaches
the end point dom ain the logarithm Inevitably becom es large, and overcom pensates
the an allness of the gauge coupling constant 4. So, the m ore gluons em itted the
higher the probability. T he phenom enon is classical In nature and has a transparent
physical interpretation. Indeed, in the initial state Hy the color eld in the light
cloud corresponds to a static source. The nal quark produced is very fast. The
stationary state of the color eld corresponding to a fast-m oving color charge is
strongly di erent from that of the stationary charge. T herefore, the excess of the
color led is jast shaken o in the form of the multiple em ission of gluons. If you
forbid to em it a Jarge num ber of gluons and insist that the nal state is just \one
quark" (this would correspond to the twodbody decay kinem atics and the delta-
function—like narrow soectrum ) then the probability of such an in probable event is
terrbly suppressed. Thisexplainswhy forthem assless nalquarks the narrow peak
In the end point dom ain obtained in Sect. 42 will be drastically distorted, and a
welkdeveloped tailto the kft of the end point dom ain w ill appear.

T he theory of the Sudakov corrections constitutes a noticeable part of the per-
turbative Q CD , and here, of course, Thave no possibility even to scratch the surface.
Iwillgive just a few hints referring the interested reader to the origihal papers and
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textbooks [74].

The rst order probability ofem ission ofthem asslkess gluon in theb ! s decay
® 1 & 2

——2 = = G21)
dard#? 3 '@ oos#)

where ! isthe gluon m om entum and # is its anglk relative to the m om entum ofthe
g quark. In this expression i is assum ed that ! my.Asamatterof fact it is
perfectly kgitin ate to m ake this assum ption since the double logarithm com es only
from thisdom ain of integration. The energy in the presence ofa gluon in the nal
state is given by

m{ 2'@m 1)@ s ) mg Kk
2m, 2! (L  oos ) 2 4l

; ©22)

k, [

O ne starts from com puting the ( rst order) probabiliy w E ) for the gluon to be
am itted w ith such m om entum that the quantum getsenergy below given E . This
probability is obtained by integrating the distrbution G21) with the constraint
that mo=2) (&=4!) is kessthan thegiven E,

z 1 &, K2 m g 2 .

= d!d#* — — E = n—:
wE) dia#z 4l 2 3 ' m, 2E

(523)

I integrated over #2 rst; the upper lim it of integration is of order one, the lower
lim it is determ ined from the function n Eq. (523). Then we can carry out the !
Integration. T he upper lin it ism o =2 while the Iower lim it is seen from the same
fiinction,

1< — E :
2

The function w (E ) hasthem eaning ofthe probability ofem ission ofa su ciently
hard glion Iowering the energy below E . The altorder sum m ation of doubl logs
am ounts then to m erely exponentiating this probability [74],

SE)=e"®); (G24)
T he spectrum then takes the form

1d ds
- = —: (525)
dE dE
W e see that as E approaches the end point, E close to m o =2, the spectrum gets
suppressed, In fullaccord w ith our expectations, since the presence of the very hard
does not allow , purely kinem atically, the gluon shower to develop and the color
eld to restructure itself. Notice that the Sudakov corrections m erely redistrioute
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the probability, since the full integral over the spectrum rem ains unchanged. T hey
pum p events out from the end point dom ain to lower values of E .

T he doublk log approxin ation per se does not allow us to detemm ine the scale
of  In the Sudakov exponent S (£ ). For practical purposes the scale sstting is
of course very i portant since exp( w (£ )) is a stesp function. The question goes
far beyond the soope of this lecture. Som e partial answers can be found In Refs.
{75, 77161, see ajo [63]; su ce i to mention here that , in Eq. (23) tums out
tobe [I§] s( My 2E)my).Another point deserving stressing is that w ith the
classical Sudakov form ula one can not travel over the energy axis too close to the
end polnt E = m =2 (even affer the scak setting). Indeed, ifE > mo=2) the
glions em itted becom e too soft; such glions constitute the soft glion m ediim and
have nothing to do w ith the perturbative calculation; they have to be referred to
the prin ordial distrbbution fiinction. Equation 6 23) is applicablke provided that

m o 2E mg :

If we com e closer to the end point dom ain the classical Sudakov factor must be
m odi ed by cutting o and discarding the contribution ofthe soft gluons. This idea
gained recognition only recently; it is ocbviously prem ature to fiirther inm erse nto
this topic for the tin e being.

If the e ect of the hard (perturbative) glion am ission is known the full physi-
cal spectrum is obtained by convoluting the perturbative one w ith the prin oxdial
distrbution function,

Z pert
d ®) dEE  (=2)y)
= F
= E) dF ) &

(526)

Integration over y runs from 1 tol (more exactly, the Iower 1lin it of integration
isyp = mg= but this di erence can be ignored). O ne should kesp in m ind that
d gert=dE is nonvanishing only in the interval (O;m o =2). T he convolution omula
above is legitin ate only as long as one does not apply it to the very low energy part,
E ; further details are presented in Ref. [631.
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6 Figure C aptions

Figl. The forward scattering amplitude Q ! Q. The dashed line denotes the

quantum . The solid line connecting two vertices is the g quark G reen fiinction
In the background glion eld. The thick solid lines describe the Q quarks In the
background ed.

Fig. 2. The transition operator relevant to the total sem ilkptonic w idth of the
heavy m esons. The dashed lines denote the kptons, 1and . O ther notations are
the sameason Fi. 1.

Fig. 3. The two-pont function £.63). The wavy line is the extemal scalar or
pseudoscalar current; the quark propagator is In the background eld.

Fig. 4. The twoponnt function of two scalar currents in the scalarQCD .

Fig. 5. The ourpoint function appearing in Eq. €.64). T he dashed line denctes
the current QG Q.

Fig. 6. The threepoint function relevant to the proofofthe IsgurW ise formula.

Fig. 7. The \photon" spectrum in thedecay Hg ! X4 . The nalquark is
assum ed to bem asskess. T he thick line represents the delta-finction spectrum ofthe
free quark approxin ation. T he solid line isa sketch ofthe actualhadronic spectrum
In the end point dom ain (possble radiation ofhard gluons is neglected) .

Fig. 8. Evolution of the spectrum of Fig. 7 as the mass of the nal quark
Increases (the schem atic plot refers to m ¢ my =2. The e ects of the hard gluon
brem strahhling are not included.

Fig. 9. The photon spectrum in the SV lim i, v 1. The dashed line shows
the would be spectrum of the free quark decay.

Fig. 10. K nam atically allowed dom ain In the transition B ! X ,1 . The thick
line indicates the populated phase space In the free quark decay. T he shaded area
of width is the end point dom ain populated due to the prim ordialm otion of
the b quark inside B . The shaded square In the lower right comer is the exclusive
resonance dom ain where the inclusive approach developed here is inapplicable.

Fig. 11. M ore or kss realistic light-cone prin ordial distribbution function versus
x (porrowed from Ref. [3]).

Fig. 12. Kinem atically allowed domain n thedecay B ! X .1 . Two lamge
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circles show the dom ains where description should be based on the light cone and
team poral distrioution functions, respectively.

Fig. 13. Correction ofthe rst order n 4 to the transition operator ofFig. 1.
Shown is the only graph contrdbuting to the in aghary part in the Coulomb gauge.
T he gluon is denoted by the curly line.

Fig. 14. Onedoop diagram s detem Ining the coe cient c; . The wavy lne
denotes the gluon quanta, dashed lne badkground glion eld.

Fig. 15. Integration contour In the ky plane.

Fig. 16. A sketch of the photon soectrum in the SV lim it w ith the hard glion
radiation ncluded.
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