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A bstract

In this paper we discuss the theoreticaldi�culties in extracting V ub using the

data from inclusive B decays.Speci�cally,weaddresstheissueoftheend point

singularities. W e perform the resum m ation ofboth the leading and next to

leading end pointlogsand includetheleading correctionsto thehard scattering

am plitude.W e�nd thattheresum m ation isa 20% � 50% e�ectin theend point

region wheretheresum m ation isvalid.Furtherm ore,theresum m ed sub-leading

logsdom inate the resum m ed double logs. The consequencesofthisresultfora

m odelindependentextraction ofthem ixing angleVub areexplored.
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1 Introduction

M easurem entsin thebottom quarksectorhavereached thepointthatourknowledgeofm any

observables is now bounded by the theoreticaluncertainties [1]. Fortunately,theoretical

advancesincalculatingbothexclusiveaswellasinclusiveratesnow allow theextractionofthe

CKM param eterswithoutrecourseto them odelswhich havesoiled theextraction processes

to data.ThepresentvaluesofVub havea m odeldependencewhich introducean uncertainty

ofa factorof2[1],which isseveraltim eslargerthan the experim entaluncertainties. W ith

QCD based calculations,we can now hope to extractboth Vbc and Vub with errorson the

order oftens ofpercents. In this work,we concentrate on the extraction ofVub from the

m easurem entoftheelectron spectrum in sem i-leptonic inclusive B m eson decays.

The extraction ofVub from inclusive sem i-leptonic B decaysishindered by thefactthat

the background from charm ed decays isoverwhelm ing form ostofthe range ofthe lepton

energy.Thus,weareforced to m akea cuton thelepton energy,vetoing allevents,orsom e

large fraction thereof,with lepton energy lessthan the b! c end pointenergy. Given the

proxim ity ofthe two relevant end points,this obviously hinders the statistics. However,

even with a large data sam ple,the accuracy ofthe extraction willbe lim ited by the errors

induced from the approxim ations used in calculating the theoreticalprediction in the end

point region. This region ofthe Dalitz plot is especially nettlesom e for theory,because

theperturbative,aswellasthe non-perturbative correctionsbecom e largewhen thelepton

energy isnearitsendpointvalue.

Ithasbeen shown thatitispossible to calculate the decay spectrum ofinclusive heavy

m eson decay in asystem aticexpansion in � =
� Q C D

m b

and �s usingan operatorproductexpan-

sion within thecon�nesofheavy quark e�ective�eld theory[2].ItispossibletoEuclideanize

the calculation ofthe rate form ostofthe region ofthe Dalitz plotwith only m inim alas-

sum ptionsaboutlocalduality.However,in theend pointregion,theexpansion in �,aswell

asthe expansion in �s,begin to breakdown (The endpointregion posesproblem sforlocal

duality aswell.W eshalldiscussthisin m oredetaillater).

Theaim ofthispaperisto determ inethesizeoftheerrorsinduced from thetheoretical

uncertainties in extraction ofVub. A large piece ofthiswork consists ofim plem enting the
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resum m ation ofthe leading and sub-leading endpoint logs which cause the breakdown of

the expansion in �s,as �rst discussed on generalgrounds in [3],and the inclusion ofthe

�s correctionsto the hard scattering am plitude. However,to determ ine the consistency of

ourcalculation,we m ustalso addressthe issue ofthe non-perturbative corrections. These

issues have been previously looked atin refs [4]and [6]. In [4]the need for resum m ation

was addressed on generalgrounds. However,the calculationalm ethods used here are not

com patiblewith theargum entsgiven in [4],and thuswem ustrecapitulatetheseargum ents

within thecon�nesofourm ethods.

In the second section ofthis paper,we discuss the question ofthe need to resum the

perturbative as wellas non-perturbative series. The next three sections are dedicated to

the resum m ation ofthe leading and next to leading infrared logsand the inclusion ofthe

oneloop correctionsto thehard scattering am plitude(read oneloop m atching).In the�fth

section wegiveournum ericalresultswhilethelastsection drawsconclusionsregardingwhat

errorswecan expectin theextraction process.

2 Is R esum m ation N ecessary?

Asm entioned above,the theoreticalcalculation ofthe lepton spectrum in inclusive decays

breaksdownneartheendpoint.Boththenon-perturbativeaswellasperturbativecorrections

becom e large in this region. Here we investigate the need to perform resum m ations in

either or both ofthese expansions. The one loop decay spectrum including the leading

non-perturbativecorrectionsisgiven by [10]

1

�0

d�

dx
= �(1� x)

�

x
2(3� 2x)(1�

2�s

3�
)I(x)+ 2(3� x)x2E b�

2

3
x
2(9+ 2x)K b�

2

3
x
2(15+ 2x)G b

�

+

�

E b�
2

3
K b+

8

3
G b

�

�(1� x)+
1

3
K b�

0(1� x): (1)

W here

I(x)= log
2
(1� x)+

31

6
log(1� x)+ �

2 +
5

4
and x =

2E e

m b

; (2)

�0 =jVub j
2
G 2
F m

5
b

96�3
: (3)
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E b;G b and K b arehadronicm atrix elem entsoforder�
2 and aregiven by

E b = G b+ K b;

K b = hB (v)j�bv
D 2

2m 2
b

jB (v)i;

G B = hB (v)j�bvg
���G

��

4m 2
b

bv jB (v)i; (4)

bv is the velocity dependent bottom quark �eld as de�ned in heavy quark e�ective �eld

theory. From the above expressions we see that the breakdown ofthe expansions,in �s

and � =
� Q C D

m b

,m anifestthem selves in the large logsand the derivative ofdelta functions,

respectively.

2.1 T he non-perturbative expansion

As one would expect for heavy m eson decay,the leading order term in � reproduces the

parton m odelresult.Allcorrectionsdueto thefactthattheb quark isin a bound stateare

down by �2 [2].However,neartheend pointoftheelectron spectrum webegin to probethe

non-perturbative physics.The generalform oftheexpansion in � = �

m b

,to leading orderin

�s,isgiven asfollows

1

�0

d�

dx
= �(1� x)

�

�
0 + �

2 + � � �
�

+ �(1� x)
�

0� + �
2 + �

3 + � � �
�

(5)

+ � � � + �
(n)(1� x)

�

�
n+ 1 + �

n+ 2 + � � �
�

+ � � � (6)

The end point singularities are there because the true end point is determ ined by the

m esonic m assand notthe partonic m ass,asenforced by the theta function in the leading

orderterm . The di�erence between these end pointswillbe on the orderofa few hundred

M eV.Tom akesenseofthisexpansion wem ustsm earthedecay am plitudewith som esm ooth

function ofx. Norm ally,thiswould notpose a problem ,however,given thatthe distance

between the b ! c and b ! u end points is approxim ately 330 M eV ,we are forced to

integrate overa weighting function which hassupportin a relatively sm allregion. On the

otherhand,iftheweighting function istoo narrow,then theexpansion in � willnotbewell

behaved.
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Thuswem ust�nd asm earingfunction thatm inim izestheerrorsdueto
� Q C D

m b

corrections

which does notoverlap with the energy region where we expect m any b ! c events. The

question then becom eshow m any b! ctransitionscan we allow withoutintroducing large

errorsdueto ourignoranceoftheb! cend pointspectrum (thetheory breaksdown in the

b! cend pointregion aswellthough thereareim portantdi�erencesbetween thiscaseand

theb! u transitions)?

The issue ofsm earing was addressed by Falk et. al.[4]who used Gaussian sm earing

functionsto gain quantitative insightinto the need forsm earing.They found thatwithout

any resum m ation,the sm earing function should have a width which isgreaterthan �,but

thatafterresum m ing theleading singularities,weneed sm earonly overa region ofwidth �.

Here we willsm earby taking m om entsofthe electron energy spectrum (we work with the

m om entsofthespectrum becauseitgreatly facilitatestheresum m ation oftheperturbative

corrections).Thus,we m ustaddressthe question ofwhatrange ofvaluesofN willlead to

a sensible expansion which isalso notoverly contam inated by b! ctransitions? Thiswill

obviously depend on theratio ofVub to Vbc.To geta handleon thenum erics,letusforthe

m om entassum ethatwewish thatthenum berofb! u transitionsbeatleastequalto the

num berofb! ctransitionsin oursam ple. In �gure 1.,we plot
V 2

ub

V 2

bc

(N ),which isthe ratio

ofm ixing anglesforwhich theN th m om entsoftheleading orderratesforb! cand b! u

transitionswillbeequal,and isgiven by

V 2
ub

V 2
bc

(N )=

Z
xm

0

x
2
(xm � x)2

(1� x)3
[6� 3xm + (xm � 6)x+ 2x2]xN dx

Z
1

0

x
2(3� 2x)xN

: (7)

xm is 2E m ax

m b

fortheB ! D transitionsand takesthevaluexm � :9.Given thebounds[5]

:002<
jVub j

2

jVbc j
2
< :024; (8)

we see thatan understanding ofthe spectrum form om entsaround N ’ 20 isnecessitated

ifwe wish to keep the b ! c contam ination under control(Ofcourse we do not suggest

thatthese m om entscan bem easured given the�niteresolution oftheexperim ent.W ewill

discussthissituation laterin thepaper).
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forwhich theNth m om entsoftheleading orderspectra areequal.

W e now consider the issue ofdeterm ining the m axim um value ofN for which the ex-

pansion m akessense. Letus�rstconsiderthe expansion in �.The m om entsofthe leading

singularitiesofeq.(5)willbehave as

M N � Cn
N !�n+ 1

(N � n)!
: (9)

As a possible criterion on the size ofN ,we m ay im pose thatthere be no growth with n.

Thatis
N !�n+ 1(ln� + 	(N � n + 1))

(N � n)!
< 0: (10)

� represents the value ofsom e m atrix elem ent in the heavy quark e�ective theory. It is

assum ed thatthevalueof� should beon theorderofafew hundred M eV=mb,butin theory

itcould vary by a factoroforderonefrom term to term .To geta handleon thesizesof�,

wem ay considertheleading �,which isgiven by

�1 = hB j�bv
(iD )2

2
bv jB i

1

m 2
b

: (11)

Quark m odelcalculationssuggestthat�2
1
ison the orderof.01[7]. Thus,naively,itseem s

thattokeep theexpansion in � undercontrol,wem ustkeep N � 10.Thisestim ateisperhaps

too crudeforourpurposesgiven thatwe know nothing ofthegrowth ofthecoe�cientsC n
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noroftherangeofpossiblevaluesof�N ,itdoessuggestthatsom esortofresum m ation m ay

benecessary.

Neubert[7]pointed outthatitispossible to resum the leading singularities,m uch asin

thecaseofdeep inelasticscattering,into a non-perturbativeshapefunction

~f(k+ )= hB j�(k+ � iD+ )jB i: (12)

Thisfunction givestheprobability to �nd thebquark within thehadron with residuallight

conem om entum k+ .Thus,thisfunction isroughlydeterm ined by thekineticenergy oftheb

quark insidethem eson.Thisstructurefunction willbecentered around zero and havesom e

characteristic width �. � willdeterm ine the m axim um size ofN for which the expansion

withoutresum m ation m akessense.To geta wellbehaved expansion wechooseN such that

xN gives order one support to the structure function throughout its width. The value of

� isunknown atthistim e,and variousauthorshave given di�erentestim atesforitsvalue.

W ecan assum ethatthiswidth should beon theorderof(m B � mb)=2 which isaround 300

M eV . W e shallchoose,what we believe to be the conservative value of500 M eV for �.

Sincethestructurefunction isthesum ofderivativesofdelta functions,weconcludethatwe

should sm earoverthe width ofthe function ifwe do notwish to incurlarge errors.Letus

assum e,forthesakeofnum erics,thatxN should notfallbelow thevalue.1,within 500M eV

oftheend point.Then we�nd thatN m ustbe� 20.Thus,weexpectthenon-perturbative

e�ects could be quite large forthe range ofN that we consider here. Ofcourse when N

becom esvery large,N > 100,itisnecessary to go beyond leading twistsincethesoftgluon

exchangein thetchannelbeginsto dom inate,notto m ention thefailureoftheOPE dueto

itsasym ptoticnature[8].

W esee thatforourpurposeswe should include the non-perturbativestructure function

in ourcalculation.Thefactthattheknowledge ofthisnon-perturbativefunction isneeded

to extract Vub should notbotherustoo m uch however,given thatitisuniversal. Thatis

to say we can rem ove it from our �nalresult by taking the appropriate ratio [11]. Or it

can be m easured on the lattice,m uch in the sam e way that the m om ents ofthe proton

structurefunctionsarenow beingm easured.UsingtheACCM M m odel[9]Blok and M annel

[6]concluded thata resum m ation ofthenon-perturbativecorrectionsisunnecessary.Ifthe
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width ofthestructurefunction issm allerthan theconservativenum berchosen here,then this

could very wellbetrue.Thiswould bea welcom ed sim pli�cation oftheextraction process,

sincewewould nolongerneed torely on theextraction ofnon-perturbativeparam etersfrom

otherprocessesto m easurethem ixing angleVub.

2.2 T he perturbative expansion

Letusnow addresstheissueoftheperturbativecorrections.Thecorrectionsin �s grow large

near the electron energy end point,and,precisely atthe end point,there are logarithm ic

infrared divergences. These divergences are due to the factthatnearthe end pointgluon

radiation is inhibited, and as a result, the usualcancelation ofthe infrared divergences

between realand virtualgluon em ission isnulli�ed.Ofcourse,therateisnotdivergent,and

we expect that a resum m ation procedure willhave the e�ect ofreducing the rate for the

exclusive process.

Neartheend pointlargelogsform a seriesoftheform

d�

dx
= C11�Log

2[1� x]+ C12�Log[1� x]+ C13�

+ C21�
2
Log

4[1� x]+ C22�
2
Log

3[1� x]+ � � �

+ C31�
3
Log[1� x]6 + C32�

3
Log

5[1� x]+ � � �

+ : + : + � � �

+ : + : + � � �

W hich in term sofa m om entexpansion gives(forlargeN )1

Z
1

0

dxx
N d�

dx
=

1

N

�
~C11�Log

2
N + ~C12�LogN + ~C13�

+ ~C21�
2
Log

4
N + ~C22�

2
Log

3
N + � � �

+ ~C31�
3
LogN

6 + ~C32�
3
Log

5
N + � � �

�

:

(13)

1Thisform holdsforb! s,forthe sem i-leptonic decay we willconsiderthe m om entsofthe derivative

ofthe rate.
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Figure 2: The di�erence between the m om entsgiven by the leading �s correction and the

m om entsoftheratewith only thedoublelogsresum m ed.

Given this expansion,we m ay ask what errors we expect to incur by truncating the

expansion atorder�s? ForN near20,weseethat

�s

�
Log

2
N ’ :6; (14)

so we m ight expect that truncating at leading order would not be such a good idea. W e

m ustalso notethatin (1)thesub-leading log actually dom inatestheleading doublelog due

to the large coe�cient 31

6
. The resum m ation ofthe double logsissim ple and leadsthe the

exponentiation ofthedoublelogs.Figure2 showsthedi�erencebetween theoneloop result

and theresultwith only thedoublelogsresum m ed.W eseethatthedi�erenceisvery sm all,

on the orderof�ve percent.Thus,one m ightcom e to theconclusion thatno resum m ation

ofthe perturbative series is necessary. However,given that the coe�cients ofthe single

logsaswellasthe �2,which are justaslarge asthe double logsforthe range ofN we are

considering here,are unknown athigherorders,we can only determ ine the errorsinduced

by a truncation oftheseriesafterwehaveperform ed theresum m ation.

Resum m ing theleading doublelogsin itselfdoesnotincreasetherangein N overwhich

perturbation theory is valid. Even after this resum m ation is perform ed the criteria for a

convergent expansion isstill �s
�
Log2N < 1 unless we know thatthe subleading logsexpo-

nentiateaswell.However,onecan show on very generalgrounds[12]thatalltheend point
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logsexponentiateasa consequence ofthefactthattheselogsarereally justUV logsin the

e�ective�eld theory[24,17].Thusitisalwayspossibleto writedown a di�erentialequation

forthe ratebased on itsfactorization scale independence. Assuch,the generalform ofthe

decay am plitudewillbegiven by

Log

"Z
1

0

d�

dx
x
N

#

= C(�s)+

1X

n= 1

�
n
s

2nX

m = 1

G nm Log
m
N : (15)

Once we have thisinform ation,the question ofthe region ofconvergence becom es,do the

lower order term s in question contribute num bers oforder 1 in the exponent? W e m ay

continue to increase N untilwe �nd thatthe subleading term sin the exponentcontribute

on theorder1.Thusin generalresum m ing theleading logsdoesindeed allow usto takeN

into the range where �s
�
Log2N ’ 1. Here we willgo further,aswasdone in [3],and sum

the nextto leading logsaswell,allowing �s
�
LogN � 1.Thiswillallow usto determ ine the

convergenceoftheexpansion.Furtherm ore,weextend theanalysisof[3]to includetheone

loop m atching correctionsthuscom pleting thecalculation atorder�s.

W e wish to note thatBlok and M annel[6]analyzed the e�ectsofthe large logsto the

end point spectrum and concluded that no resum m ations were necessary. These authors

proposeto takethelowerbound on them om entintegralto bethecharm ed quark endpoint

xc.Doing thisallowsoneto stay away from largervaluesofN (theauthorschooseN < 10).

Cutting o� the integralintroduces errorsthathave the doubly logarithm ic xc dependence

ln2(1� xc).Toreducetheseerrors,itisnecessary togotohighervaluesofN .Theseauthors

claim thatforN < 10,theerrorsinduced by cutting o� theintegralaresm all,on theorder

ofa few percent. However,we believe thatthese authorshave underestim ated theirerrors

because they norm alized theirerrorsby the totalwidth and notthe m om ents them selves.

Furtherm ore,and perhaps m ost im portantly,the authors did not consider the possibility

thatthesub-leading logscould dom inate theleading logsin theresum m ation,which aswe

shallsee,isindeed thecase.

Finally,itshould bepointed outthataside from being bounded by the size ofthe logs,

N is bounded on purely logicalgrounds. The whole perturbative QCD fram ework loses

m eaning when thetim escale forgluon em ission becom eson theorderofthehadronization

tim e scale. Thisrestriction boundsthe m inim um virtuality ofthe gluon,which we expect
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to be on the orderof m b

N
(we willshow thisto be true when we perform the resum m ation).

Thus,perform ing resum m ations can only take one so far no m atter how powerfulone is.

However,fortop quark decaysitispossible to getextrem ely close to the end pointdue to

thelargetop quark m ass.In thiscaseitisclearthattheresum m ation ofthenextto leading

logswillbecom e essential. Thus,the extraction ofVtd from inclusive top quark decayswill

havem uch sm allertheoreticalerrorsthan in theb decay case.W eshalldiscusstheissueof

thebreakdown ofperturbation theory in greaterdetailafterweperform theresum m ation.

3 Factorization

Thelargelogsappearingin theperturbativeexpansion arisefrom thefactthatattheedgeof

phase space gluon em ission issuppressed. The problem ofsum m ing these large corrections

has been treated previously forvarious applications,such as deep inelastic scattering and

Drell-Yan processes[12,13],justto m ention a few.Thecaseofinclusive heavy quark decay

hasbeen treated previously in [3]. An im portantingredientofthe resum m ation procedure

isthe proofoffactorization. Asapplied to the presentprocesses,thisprocedure separates

theparticulardi�erentialrateunderconsideration into sub-processeswith disparatescales.

In thecaseofinclusivesem i-leptonicheavy quark decays,therelevantscalesarem b and

m b(1� x),with x = 2E e

m b

in therestfram eoftheb-quark.Tounderstand how tobestfactorize

thedi�erentialratein thelim itx ! 1,weneed toknow them om entum con�gurationswhich

give leading contributions in that lim it. W ith this in m ind,let us consider the inclusive

decay ofthe b-quark into an electron and neutrino ofm om enta pe and p� respectively,and

a hadronic jetofm om enta ph. Firstwe note thatthe kinem atic analysisissim pli�ed with

thefollowing choiceofvariablesin therestfram eoftheb quark[27]

x =
2E e

m b

y0 =
2(E e + E �)

m b

y =
(pe + p�)

2

m 2
b

: (16)

Thekinem aticrangesforthesevariablesare

0� x � 1; 0� y � x; (y=x+ x)� y0 � (y+ 1): (17)
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Furtherm ore,de�nethevariable

� =

 
1� y

2� y0

!

where x � � � 1: (18)

Thisvariableplaysan analogousrole to the Bjorken scaling variable in deep inelastic scat-

tering phenom ena. The invariant m ass ofthe �nalstate hadronic jet,and its energy are

given by

p
2

h = m
2

b(1� �)(2� y0); p
0

h =
m b

2
(2� y0): (19)

W e should note thatin determ ining the boundary valuesofthe variousvariables we refer

to theb-quark m assand notto thatofthem eson.Thisisjusti�ed within theperturbative

fram ework we are working in atthe m om ent. However,once we include the e�ects ofthe

non-perturbativestructurefunction,thephasespacelim itswilltakeon theirphysicalvalues.

Letusnow investigate the dom inantm om entum con�gurationsnearx ! 1. First,we

observethattheinvariantm assofthehadronicjet+ neutrino system isgiven by (pb� pe�

p�)
2 = m 2

b(1� x)which vanishesattheend point.Thephasespacecon�guration wherethe

neutrino issoftissuppressed and hence,when the value ofx approachesone,the electron

and the hadronic jet-neutrino system m ove back to back in the restfram e ofthe b-quark.

Furtherm ore,theinvariantm assofthehadronicjetvanishesindependently oftheneutrino

energy. Thisisreadily veri�ed using the phase space boundaries. The energy ofthe jetis

largeexceptnearthepointx ! y ! 1.In thisregion oftheDalitzplotfactorization breaks

down,and the techniques used here fail. However,thisproblem atic region isirrelevantas

a consequence ofthefactthattherateto produce softm asslessferm ionsaresuppressed at

the tree level. Thus,the following picture em erges atx � 1. The b-quark decays into an

electron m oving back to back with the neutrino and a light-like hadronic jet. W e choose

theelectron to bem oving in the+ (lightcone)direction,and thejetm ovesin the� (light

cone)direction in the restfram e ofthe b-quark. The constituents ofthe jetm ay interact

via softgluon radiation with each otherand with the b-quark,buthard gluon exchange is

disallowed.

This sim ple picture is related by the Colem an-Norton theorem [14,16]to the type of

Feynm an diagram sthatareinfrared sensitive.According to thistheorem ,ifweconstructa
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Figure3:Reduced diagram forB decays.

\reduced" diagram by contracting allo� shelllinesto a point,then attheinfrared singular

point,such a diagram describesa physically realizable process. Thusatx � 1 the type of

diagram sthatgivelargelogsareprecisely thosedescribed aboveand shown in �gure3.

In the�gure,S denotesa softblob which interactswith thejetand theb-quark via soft

lines.J denotesthehadronicjetand H thehard scattering am plitude.Thetypicalm om enta

owing through the hard sub-process are O (m b). H doesnotcontain any large end point

logsand hasa wellde�ned perturbativeexpansion in �s(m b).Allthelineswhich constitute

H areo�-shelland havebeen shrunken to a point.Thesoftfunction S containstypicalsoft

m om entum k ,with k+ � k� � k? � O (mb(1� x)).Thus,by \soft"wem ean softcom pared

to m b,but stilllarger than �Q C D . The jet subprocess has typicalm om enta p such that

p� � p+ ;p2
?
with p+ ;p2

?
� O (mb(1� x))and p� � O (mb). In orderto delineate between

m om entum regim es,a factorization scale � is introduced. The fact that the process is �

independentwillbeutilized to sum thelargeend pointlogswhich arecontained in thesoft

and jetfunctions.The reduced digram fortheinclusive radiativedecay b! X s isexactly

thesam easaboveifweignorethestrangequark m ass.

An im portant consequence ofthe factorization is the fact that the soft function,S,is
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universal. Thatis,itisindependentofthe �nalstatesaslong asfactorization holds.Thus

thesoftfunction in thesem i-leptonicdecay willbethesam esoftfunction asin theradiative

decay.Thisuniversality willallow ustorem oveourignoranceofanynonperturbativephysics

dueto bound statedynam icsby taking theappropriateratio.Thus,throughoutthispaper

wewilltreatboth thesem i-leptonicaswellastheradiativedecaysin turn.

W econcludethisdiscussion with a few com m ents.First,weshould pointoutthedi�er-

encesbetween factorization in the processconsidered here and in deep inelastic scattering

forlargevaluesofthe Bjorken scaling variable[13].A crucialdi�erence arisesfrom thefact

thattheinitialquark ism assive,and hence,thesem i-inclusive decaysofthea heavy quark

is infrared �nite to allorders in perturbation theory because there are no collinear diver-

gencesarising from initialstateradiation.Thisfacthastheim portantconsequencethatthe

di�erentialdecay rate willbe independentof�. W hereas� independence in deep inelastic

scattering isonly achieved afteran appropriate subtraction ism ade with anotherprocess,

such asDrell-Yan,which hasthe sam e collineardivergence structure asthe deep inelastic

scatteringprocess.Nextwenotethat,in general,theseparation ofdiagram sintosoftand jet

subprocessesisnotunique,and som eprescription m ustbeadopted.Fora discussion ofthis

issuesee[22,12].In ourcase,wewilldeterm inetheproperseparation from therequirem ent

ofthe � independence ofthe decay ratefrom thecondition thatthehard scattering am pli-

tudedoesnotcontain any largeend pointlogs,and thatthepurely collineardivergencesin

the jetm ustsatisfy an Altarelli-Parisilike evolution equation.W e willreturn to thispoint

in thenextsection.Thefactorization can bem adem orem anifestby going to thelightlike

axialgaugewith thegauge�xing vectorpointing in thejetdirection.In thisgauge,thesoft

linesdecouplefrom thejeton a diagram by diagram basis.

In term softhe variablesintroduced earlier,the triply di�erentialfactorized decay am -

plitudem ay bewritten as

1

�0

d3�

dxdydy0
= 6m b(x� y)(y0 � x)

Z k
+

m ax

k
�
m in

dk+ f(k
+
;�

2)J(p�h (p
+

h � k
+ );�2)H (m b;�

2); (20)

�0 =
G 2
F

96�3
jVub j

2
m

5

b: (21)

Thisform willhold up to errorson theorderofO (1� x).
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W e have chosen the electron to be traveling in the + direction with m om enta k =

m b(x;0;0? ),and

k
+

m ax = m b(1� �); k
+

m in = � (MB � mb): (22)

Heref(k+ )istheprobability forthebquark to havelightconeresidualm om entum k+ ,and

thuscontainsnotonly theinform ation in thesoftfunction S butalso thenon-perturbative

inform ation regarding thenatureofthebound state.Ifweignoreperturbative\soft" gluon

radiation,then this function coincides with ~f(k+ ) de�ned in the previous section. Notice

thatkm in
+ isnegative.Thisisim portantnon-perturbatively and representstheleakedgepast

the partonic end pointdue to the softgluon getting energy and m om entum from the light

degreesoffreedom inside the B m eson. Loosely speaking itisdue to the Ferm im otion of

theb-quark insidethem eson.

Lessform ally,wem ay writethederivativeofthedecay am plitudeas[3]

� 1

�0

d

dx

 
d�

dx

!

=

Z
2

1

dy06(2� y0)
2(y0 � 1)G(x); (23)

G(x)=

Z
M B =m b

x

dzf(z;m b=�)J(m
2

b(2� y0)(z� x);�2)H (m b(2� y0)=�): (24)

In thisequation we have changed variablesfrom k+ to the residuallightcone m om entum

fraction z = (1� k+

m b

),and absorbed a factorofm 2
b into thejetfactor.

By taking the m om entsofthisexpression with respectto x we see thatwe are able to

treatthe hard,softand jetfunctionsseparately. W e are led to the following form forthe

m om entsofthesem i-leptonicrate

M
sl
N �

1

�0

Z M B =m b

0

x
N �1

d

dx

 
d�

dx

!

dx =

Z
2

1

dy06(2� y0)(y0 � 1)fN JN (m
2

b(2� y0);�
2)H (m b(2� y0);�); (25)

fN =

Z M B =m b

0

z
N
dzf(z); (26)

JN (2� y0)=

Z
1

0

�
N
J(m 2

b(2� y0)(1� �;�
2))d�: (27)
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In writing thelastfew equationswehavedropped allterm soforderO (1� x)orequivalently

taken thelargeN lim it.ThelefthandsideofEq(25)de�nesthem om entsofthesem i-leptonic

decay electron distribution,M sl
N .

The m om ents ofthe soft function fN m ay be decom posed into a product ofm om ents

ofa perturbatively calculable �N and the non-perturbative structure function SN ,which

correspondsto them om entsof ~f discussed in theprevioussection.W em ay write

~f(z)=

Z
M B =m b

z

dy

y
S(y)�(

z

y
); (28)

and thus,taking m om ents,

fN = �N SN : (29)

An analogoussituation existsforthedecay B ! X s.W ede�ne x =
2E 

m b

in therestfram e

ofthe b-quark,and take the photon to be m oving in the + direction,and,asin the sem i-

leptonic decay,atx � 1 the hadronic jetis m oving in the � direction. Furtherm ore,the

invariantm assofthehadronicjetand itsenergy are

p
2

h = m
2

b(1� x); p
0

h = m b(1� x=2): (30)

Thusthes-quark isvery energeticand sincetheinvariantm assofthejetvanishesasx � 1,

thes-quark decaysinto quanta which arecollinearonceweignoree�ectson theorderof
m 2

s

m 2

b

.

Clearly the factorization picture discussed earlierforthe sem i-leptonic decay holdshere as

welland thereduced diagram isthesam easin �g(3).

Asbeforewem ay takethem om entsofthedi�erentialrate

M


N �
1

�

Z
M B =m b

0

dxx
N �1

d�

dx
= SN �N JN : (31)

where[31],

� =
�G 2

F

32�4
m

5

b jVtbV
�

ts j
2
C
2

7
(m b): (32)

and

JN =

Z
1

0

dyy
N �1

J(m 2

b(1� y);�2): (33)

�N and SN arethesam e functionsde�ned in (28)and C 7 istheW ilson coe�cientofO 7 as

de�ned in [31].Fortheradiativedecay,theln(1� x)=(1� x)+ distribution in theam plitude
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willcorrespond to ln2(N )in the m om ent. W hereas,in the sem i-leptonic decay,taking the

derivative ofthe am plitude willgenerate plusdistributionswhich willthen generate LogN

and Log2N aftertaking them om ents.Thus,wehavereduced theproblem oftheresum m a-

tion ofthelargelogsin theam plitudeto resum m ing thelogsin JN and �N separately.This

greatly sim pli�esthecalculation aswillbeseen below.

4 R esum m ation

The resum m ation oftheinfrared logsisanalogousto sum m ing ultra violetlogs.One takes

advantage ofthe � independence ofthe am plitude. In the case ofinfra-red logs,� is the

factorization scale,orequivalently therenorm alization scalewithin theappropriatee�ective

�eld theory,which forthiscasewould the�eld theory ofW ilson lines[17].

W e �rst outline the derivation ofa representation ofthe soft function �N near x = 1

following the techniques developed in reference [13]. W e willwork in the eikonalapproxi-

m ation where softm om enta are ignored wherever possible. Atthe one loop level,the real

gluon em ission contribution factorizesand thequantity m ultiplying thetreelevelrateis

F
real
eik (x)= g

2
CF

Z
d3k

(2�)32k0

 
2p� q

p� kq� k
�

m 2
b

(p� k)2

!

�

 

1� x �
2k0

m

!

: (34)

The �-function enforces the phase space constraint. Sim ilarly the one loop virtualgluon

contribution isgiven by

F
virt
eik = � g

2
CF �(1� x)

Z
d2k

(2�)32k0

(
2p� q

p� kq� k
�

m 2
b

(p� k)2

)

: (35)

W here p and q are the b quark and light-quark m om enta respectively. In the Abelian

theory exponentiation follows sim ply as a consequence ofthe factorization in the eikonal

approxim ation.Foreach gluon em ission onegetsa factorofF virt
eik which isunitarized by the

virtualcontribution. After appropriate sym m etrization the exponentiation follows. Next

we use the result that even in a non-abelian theory,for the sem i-inclusive process under

consideration,exponentiation oftheoneloop resulttakesplace[23,24].By considering the
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N th m om entofthesoftpart,weobtain

�N = exp
n

g
2
CF

Z
d3k

(2�)32k0

2

4

 

1�
2k0

M

! N �1

� 1

3

5

"
2p� q

p� kq� k
�

m 2
b

(p� k)2

#
o

: (36)

It should be noted that the ultraviolet cuto� is determ ined by the factorization scale

�:Thiscuto� isnecessary despite the factthatthe processunderconsideration isinfrared

�nite. Allm om entum above this scale getshu�ed into the hard scattering am plitude H .

The need for a cut o� stem s from the fact that we have used the eikonalapproxim ation.

Thisapproxim ation isequivalenttoaW ilson lineform ulation oftheproblem ,and thus,asin

heavy quark e�ective�eld theory,generatesa new velocity dependentanom alousdim ension

[17].

By an appropriatechangeofvariables�N m ay bewritten as

�N = exp
n

�

Z
�=m b

0

dy

y

�

1� (1� y)N �1
�

(

Z �2

m 2

b
y2

dk2
?

k2
?

CF

�s

�
(k2

?
)� CF

�s

�
(m 2

by
2))

o

: (37)

In arriving attheabove,wehave m adethereplacem ent�s ! �s(k
2
?
).Thischange hasthe

e�ectofresum m ing thenextto leading logscom ing from collinearem ission oflightferm ion

pairs[26].However,itdoesnotsum allthesoftsub-leading logs.

Explicit calculationscarried outatthe two loop level[19,13]indicate thatthe restof

thesub-leading term sin theabovem ay beincluded [13]

CF �s(k
2
?
)

�
� ! A(�s(k

2

?
)); (38)

with

A(�s) =
�s

�
CF +

�
�s

�

�2 1

2
CF k;

k = CA

 
67

18
�
�2

6

!

�
10

9
TR N f: (39)

Thisresum salltheleading and nextto leading logsofN in thesoftfunction.
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Thus,weobtain

�N (m b=�) = exp
n

�

Z
�=m b

0

dy

y
(1� (1� y)N �1 )

(

Z �2

m 2

b
y2

dk2
?

k2
?

A
�

�s(k
2

?
)
�

+ B
�

�s(m
2

by
2
�

)
o

; (40)

with B (�s)= � �s=�:Thisintegralisnotwellde�ned due to the existence ofthe Landau

pole,and a prescription isneeded to de�ne the integral. Choosing a prescription leavesan

am biguity on theorderofthepowercorrections[3][20][21].IfweusethelargeN identity

1� x
N �1 = �

�

1� x �
1

~N

�

;

~N =
N

N 0

; N 0 = e
� E ; (41)

which isaccurateto within 2% atN = 10;to rewrite

�N (m b=�) = exp
n

�

Z �

m b=
~N

dk?

k?

h

2A (�s(k? ))ln
k? ~N

m b

� B
�

�s(k
2

?
)
�i

; (42)

then we have �xed a prescription which isunam biguousto the accuracy we are concerned

with in thispaper.From thisresult,we�nd that�N (m b=�)satis�estheRG equation

 

�
@

@�
+ �

@

@g

!

�N

 
m b

�

!

= �

"

2A
�

�s(�
2)
�

ln
� ~N

m b

+ B
�

�s(�
2)
�
#

�N

 
m b

�

!

: (43)

W enotethatthisisinagreem entwithreference[3]whereW ilson linetechniqueswereutilized.

W e m ay now use the � dependence ofthe softfunction,togetherwith the factthatthe

totalam plitudeis� independent,to determ inetherenorm alization group equation satis�ed

by thejetand hard functions.W ehaveseen in section (3)thattheN th ofthederivativeof

them om entsofthesem i-leptonicdecay hasthefactorized form

�N (m b

q

2� y0=�)J
sl
N (m b=�)H

sl(m 2

b(2� y0)=�
2): (44)

W hereas,fortheradiativedecay them om entsofthedecay spectrum isgiven by

�N (m b=�)J


N (m b=�)H
(m 2

b=�
2): (45)

18



W e have now labeled the jet and hard functions according to their processes since these

function are notuniversal. W e will�rstconsiderthe RG equation satis�ed by J


N and H .

The equations satis�ed by Jsl and H sl can then be determ ined by sim ply by m aking the

appropriatereplacem ents.W e m ay derive the RG equationssatis�ed by these functionsby

using thefollowing facts

� �d
d�
(�N (m b=�)JN (m b=�)H (m b=�))= 0

� TheRG equation satis�ed by �N (m b=�)isgiven by Eq.(43)

� Thehard scattering am plitudeby de�nition hasno N dependence

� Thejetfunctionalform which isJN

�
m 2

b

~N
� 1

�2

�

;

Leading to thefollowing RG equations

 

�
@

@�
+ �

@

@g
+ f(�s)

!

JN (m b=�)= 2A(�s(�
2))ln

�2 ~N

m 2
b

JN (m b=�); (46)

 

�
@

@�
+ �

@

@g
� f(�s)� B (�s(�

2))

!

H (m b=�)= � 2A

�

�s(�
2)ln

�

m

�

H (m b=�): (47)

f(�s)isan arbitrary function which can only bedeterm ined from additionalinput.W e�x

f(�s)by requiring thatthe purely collineardivergencesofthe jetfactorbe determ ined by

an Altarelli-Parisitype equation asdiscussed in [13,12]. W e note thatforthese purposes

thejetfactorisa cutlightquark propagatorin theaxialgauge.

By requiring thatwe correctly reproduce the pure collineardivergencesatthe one-loop

levelitisfound that

f(�s)= 2(�s): (48)

W here(�s)istheaxialgaugeanom alousdim ension [13,12]

(�s)= �
3

4

�s

�
CF + :::: (49)

Thesolution ofthejetRG equation m ay bewritten (to thedesired accuracy)in theform

J


N (m b=�)= exp

( Z �2=m 2

b

1

~N

dy

y

"Z �2

m 2

b
y

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))� (�s(m

2

by))

#)

: (50)
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Forfuturepurposes,werewritethisin theform

J


N (m b=�) = exp

( Z
1

0

dy

y

h

1� (1� y)N �1
i
"Z

�2

m 2

b
y

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))� (�s(m

2

by))

#

+

Z �2=m 2

b

1

dy

y

"Z �2

m 2

b
y

dy2

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))� (�s(m

2

by))

#)

: (51)

W e m ay now write the explicit expressions forthe resum m ed jetand softfactors. For

theradiativedecay B ! X s werewritethevariousrepresentationsobtained earlierleaving

�N (m b=�)= exp

Z
1

0

dz

1� z
(1� z

N �1 )N (z); (52)

JN (m b=�)= exp

Z
1

0

dz

1� z
(1� z

N �1 )I(z); (53)

N (z) =

Z
�2

m 2

b
(1�z)2

hdk?

k2
?

� A(�s(k
2

?
))
i

� B (�s(m
2

b(1� z)2))

�

Z
�=m b

1

"Z
�2

m 2

b
y2

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))+ B (�s(m

2

by
2))

#

; (54)

I(z) =
hZ �2

m 2

b
(1�z)

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))
i

� (�s(m
2

b(1� z)))

+

Z �2=m 2

b

1

dy

y

"Z �2

m 2

b
y

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))� (�s(m

2

by))

#

: (55)

Com bining these two factors we see that for the N dependent piece in the exponent,

the �2 dependence exactly cancels. There are,however,pieces which are independent of

N which are� dependentand these willcom bine with sim ilarterm sin the hard scattering

am plitude to give a �-independentanswerwhich m ustbetrueby construction.Com bining

allthefactorswe�nd

�N (m b=�)JN (m b=�)= exp�

Z
1

0

dz

1� z
(1� z

N �1 )K (z); (56)
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K (z)=

Z m 2

b
(1�z)

m 2

b
(1�z)2

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))� (�s(m

2

b(1� z)))� B (�s(m
2

b(1� z)2))
i

: (57)

TheN th m om entofthedecay ratein then given by

M


N = SN �N J


N H
(�s(m

2

b)): (58)

Thevalueofthetheoneloop hard scattering am plitudeH  isgiven in theAppendix.

Forthe case ofthe sem i-leptonic decay the expression forthe softfactoristhe sam e as

above.However,forthejet,wem ustrescaleJslN (m b=�)! JN

�

m b=�
p
2� y0

�

:Thus,weget

J
sl
N

�

m b=�
p
1� x�

�

= exp

( Z
1

0

dy

y

h

1� (1� y)N �1
i

L(y;x�)

)

; (59)

L(y;x�)=

Z �2

m 2

b
y(1�x �)

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))� (�s(m

2

by(1� x�))): (60)

In writingtheabove,wehaveused thefactthaty0 = x+ x�,and x � 1toreplacethevariable

y0 by x�,theneutrino energy fraction.Aftersom ealgebra theabovem ay becom bined with

theexpression fortheperturbativesoftfunction,such thatfortheproductwem ay write

�N (
m b

�
)JslN (

m b

�

p
1� x�)= exp

(

�

Z
1

0

dz

1� z
(1� z

N �1 )Q(z)+ P(N ;x�)

)

; (61)

Q(z)=

Z m 2

b
(1�z)

m 2

b
(1�z)2

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))� (�s(m

2

b(1� z)))� B (�s(m
2

b(1� z)2)); (62)

P(N ;x�)=

Z
1

1= ~N

dy

y

Z m 2

b
y

m 2

b
y(1�x �)

dk2
?

k2
?

A(�s(k
2

?
))�

Z
1

1�x �

dy

y

"



 

�s

 
m 2

by

~N

! !

� (�s(m
2

by))

#

:

(63)

W e note that in deriving this form we have kept only the N dependent pieces in the

exponent. Our analysis shows that certain N independent term s,like those proportional

to ln(1� x�),can also be resum m ed using the above m entioned procedure. However,we

havetaken �s(m
2
b)ln(1� x�)to besm allin therelevantx� rangeand hencerelegated allof

theselogsto thehard scattering am plitude.Thus,wem ay writefortheN th m om entofthe

sem i-leptonicdecay rate,up to correctionsO (1=N ),as

M
sl
N = SN

Z
1

0

dx�6x�(1� x�)�N JN (m
2

b(1� x�);�
2)H (m b(1� x�);�): (64)
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Thecom plete expression fortheoneloop hard scattering am plitudeboth theradiativeand

sem i-leptonicprocessesatx � 1 aregiven in theAppendix.

W e conclude this section by giving som e sim pli�ed expressions for the product �N JN

whichwillbeusefulfornum ericalanalysis.W ebeginbynoticingthat,aslongas�s(m
2
b)lnN �

1, the resum m ation form ulae given above have a convergent power series expansion in

�s(m
2
b)lnN to the next to leading log accuracy. Thus,we com pute these expressions to

thisaccuracy and delegateallthenon perturbativee�ectsphenom enologically to thestruc-

ture function SN . For a sim ilar approach for the case ofe+ e� annihilation see [18]. To

evaluatetheintegralsin theexponent,wem ay perform thez integration using thelargeN

identity (41). The k? integration is sim pli�ed by using the RG equation for the running

coupling to changevariablesto �s,i.e.

dk2
?

k2
?

= �
1

�0

d�s

�2s
(1�

�1

�0
�s + O (�2s)) (65)

where

�0 =
11CA � 2Nf

12�
; �1 =

17C 2
A � 5CAN f � 3CF N f

24�2
: (66)

Nextweusetheexpansion,correctto nextto leading log accuracy,

�s(m
2

b=N )=
�s(m

2
b)

1� �0�s(m
2
b)lnN

 

1�
�1

�0

�s(m
2
b)

1� �0�s(m
2
b)lnN

ln(1� �0�s(m
2

b)lnN )

!

; (67)

to obtain

ln(�N JN )= lnN (g


1(�))+ g


2(�); (68)

where,

� = �0�s(m
2

b)lnN : (69)

In theabove,thefunctionsg1 and g2 havethefollowing form forthetwo processesdiscussed

in thispaper

Fortheradiativedecay

g


1 = �
A (1)

2��0�
((1� 2�)ln(1� 2�)� 2(1� �)ln(1� �)); (70)
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and

g


2 = �
A (2)

2�2�20
(� ln(1� 2�)+ 2ln(1� �))�

A (1)�1

2��30

�

ln(1� 2�)� 2ln(1� �)

+
1

2
ln

2(1� 2�)� ln
2(1� �)

�

+
(1)

��0
ln(1� �)+

B (1)

2��0
ln(1� 2�)

�
A (1)

��0
lnN 0(ln(1� 2�)� ln(1� �)): (71)

Forthesem i-leptonicdecay

g
sl
1 = g



1; (72)

and

g
sl
2
= g



2 +
A (1)

��0
ln(1� x�)ln(1� �): (73)

W ehavekeptonly theN dependentterm sin theseg factorswhich exponentiate.Thereare

also N 0 dependentconstantterm swhich we willshu�e into thehard scattering am plitude.

Theseterm saregiven by

h
 =

�s

�
lnN 0(B

(1)+ g
(1))�

�s

2�
ln

2
N 0;

h
sl = h

 + A
(1)
�s

�
lnN 0ln(1� x�): (74)

Furtherm oreeq.(64)forthesem i-leptoniccasebecom es

�
1

�0

Z
1

0

x
N �1

d

dx

d�

dx
= SN

Z
1

0

dx�6(1� x�)x�(H (x�)+ h
sl)E xp(g1 + g

sl
2
): (75)

In writing theabove,wehaveused thenotation

A(�s)= (
�s

�
)A (1)+ (

�s

�
)2A (2)

; (76)

and

B (�s)= (
�s

�
)B (1)

; (�s)= (
�s

�
)(1): (77)

ThevaluesforA (1);A (2);B (1);(1) havebeen given previously.H (x�)istheoneloop correc-

tion to thehard scattering am plitudegiven in theAppendix.

It is interesting to note that ifwe expand the expressions for gsl
1
and gsl

2
in (68),we

see that G 24,as de�ned in (15),vanishes. Thus,the two loop results does not trivially
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exponentiate asone m ighthave naively thought. Such behaviorisa universalproperty of

the asym ptotic lim it ofdistribution functions and is a consequence ofthe fact that only

\m axim ally non-abelian" graphscontributeto theexponentbeyond oneloop[23].Knowing

thisgreatlyreducesthenum berofgraphsthatneedtobecalculated inageneralresum m ation

procedure.

From expression (75)wem ay determ inetherangeofN forwhich ourcalculation isvalid.

The integration overy containsa branch cutatN = m b

� Q C D
,signaling the breakdown ofthe

theperturbativeform alism .Thisbreakdown iscom ing from thefactthatthetim escalefor

gluon em ission isbecom ing too long.An inspection ofthe resum m ation form ulae forthese

quantities suggests thatin the region z � 1 such thatk2
?
� �2 ,non-perturbative e�ects

becom eim portant.Thus,weconcludethatwem ay only trustourresultsin therange

N <
m b

�Q C D

: (78)

5 A nalysis and R esults

W ith theresum m ation now in hand,letusconsidertherelativesizesofallthecontributions.

In �gure4 weshow thedi�erencebetween theoneloop resultand theresum m ed rategiven

by eq.(75)norm alized to them om entsoftheoneloop result,

�
1

�0

Z
1

0

x
N �1

d

dx

d�

dx
= 1�

2�s

3�
(�2 +

5

4
�
31

6
ln ~N + ln

2 ~N ): (79)

Inourcalculationwetake�
nf= 4

Q C D � 200M eV .W eseethatresum m ingthenexttoleadinglogs

hasa 20% � 50% e�ectin therangeofN weareconsidering.Furtherm ore,forcom pleteness

we have included the e�ectofresum m ing the �2. The resultofthisresum m ation isgiven

by thedashed line.W eseethatthee�ectofresum m ing the�2 issm all2.Asa check ofthe

num ericswecom pared theresum m ed expression to theoneloop result(79)and found that

forsm allN thetwo coincide to within lessthan a percent.The factthatthe resum m ation

ofthenextto leading logsism oreim portantthatthe leading logs,isratherdisheartening.

2Note thatin resum m ing the �2 weonly resum partofthe �2 in the expression (2),since partofthe �2

contribution com esfrom integration overthe neutrino energy
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Figure 4: The di�erence between the m om ents ofthe one loop result and the resum m ed

resultwith (dashed)and without(undashed)theresum m ation ofthe�2,norm alized to the

oneloop result.N variesfrom 10 to 30.

It leads one to believe that perhaps the next to next to leading logs willbe even m ore

im portant.However,the factthatthee�ectofsubleading logsislargerthan theleading is

already hinted atone loop,given thatthe ratio ofthe coe�cients in frontofthese logsis

31=6.Itcould behoped thatthe ratio ofthe coe�cientsofthe nextto leading and nextto

nexttoleading logsisnotso largeand theterm sleftoverin ourresum m ation willbeon the

orderof10% .

6 D iscussion

Beforeweconcludewith adiscussion ofthefutureprospectsoftheextraction ofVub wewish

to point out that there is one tacit assum ption which has been m ade up to this point in

ourinvestigation.Thatis,we have assum ed thatlocalduality willhold when we are a few

hundred M eV from the end point. The whole form alism ofusing the OPE in calculating

inclusive decay ratesassum esthatatcertain partsofthe Dalitzplot,the M inkowskispace

calculation willgive thecorrectresult.Thisshould bea good approxim ation aslong aswe

stay away from theresonanceregion.Thequestion is,how farfrom theend pointdoesthis

region begin? Ifitisfound thatsingle resonancesdom inate,even asfarasa few hundred
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M eV from theendpoint,then theextraction ofVub through inclusivedecaysissurelydoom ed.

Thequark m odelseem sto indicatethatthism ay bethecase[28],though othertheoretical

predictionssay otherwise.W ewillhaveto waitto seethedata beforewecan decideon the

fateoftheextraction m ethodsdiscussed here.

Nextwewish to reiteratethatcom pletely elim inating thebackground from b! ctransi-

tion by going to very largeN > 30,isnotfeasiblesincethereisno way to reliably calculate

the softgluon em ission which takesplace. Thisisbecause when one goesthatfarouton

the tail,the tim e scale forgluon em ission istoo long com pared to the QCD scale to have

any hope ofperturbation theory m aking any sense. Again,this statem ent is independent

ofhow m any softlogsone iswilling to resum . Anotherway ofsaying thisisthatwhen x

getsto closeto one,thereisno operatorproductexpansion sincetheexpansion param eters

is �

m b(1�x)
. Thus,we are stuck with the factthatthere willalwaysbe contam ination from

transitionstocharm ed �nalstates.Calculatingtheend pointofthecharm ed spectrum using

thetechniquesdiscussed abovefailaswellsinceresonanceswilldom inate.Thus,theredoes

notseem to beany way to avoid having to usea m odelto determ inethebackground in the

extraction process.The bestwe can hopeto do,using the resultsin thispaper,isto go to

a large enough value ofN thatwe can reduce the m odeldependence asm uch aspossible.

Certainly,wecan greatly reducethem odeldependencefrom whatitisin presentextractions

which rely solely on m odels.

The lastpointthatneedsto m entioned isthefactthatm easuring largem om entsitnot

experim entally feasible,asxN variesm uch too rapidly.Forinstance,ifwe assum e thatthe

bin size is given by � = �E

m b

,then the error at point x for the N th m om ent willbe �N

x
.

Therefore,the error can accum ulate quite rapidly. Thus,it willbe necessary to take the

M ellin transform ofourresult.Given thatourresultisonly trustableforN < 25,onem ust

becarefultocalculatethecontribution totheinversetransform from higherm om ents,ifone

hopesto im pose the boundson the errorsdiscussed in thispaper. Also,forsm allervalues

ofN onem ustbesurenotto usetheresum m ed form ula aswehavedropped term sthatgo

like1� x.

Given these caveats,we m ay now address the issue asto whataccuracy we can deter-

m ine Vub using inclusive decays. Since the sub-leading logsdom inate the leading logs,the
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conservative conclusion would be thata m odelindependent extraction ofVub isnotpossi-

ble.However,letusproceed undertheassum ption the sub-sub-leading logswillbesm aller

than the sub-leading logs. In this case we m ay say thatwe have been able to reduce the

errorsfrom radiativecorrectionsdown to theorderof10% .However,theQCD perturbative

expansion isnotoriously asym ptotic,and though we m ay hopethatwe have resum m ed the

dom inant pieces ofthe expansion,there could stillbe large constants (independent ofN )

which could arise.

Anothersourceoferrorswillcom efrom thefactthatweneed toelim inatethedependence

ofthedecay rateon them om entsofthenon-perturbativestructurefunction [7]by takingthe

ratioofthesem i-leptonicdecay m om entswith them om entsoftheradiativedecay.Thiswill

introducetheerrorsin theradiativedecay into thesem i-leptonicdecay.Onecould calculate

withoutany non-perturbativeresum m ation,thuselim inating theseerrors(theresultsin this

paperareeasily m odi�ed to include thispossibility),butthen itisdi�cultto quantify the

m odeldependenterrorsintroduced in thetruncation.Finally,therearetheerrorsintroduced

due to the m odeldependence from the calculation ofthe background. This error willbe

reduced aswechooselargervaluesofN .Thisisthem ostdi�culterrorto quantify,and we

shallnotdiscussithere.

Theauthorsbelievethat,iftheend pointisnotdom inated by singleparticleresonances,

and ifwe assum e thatthe factthatthe sub-leading logsdom inate the leading logsisjust

an anom aly,then we m ay hope to eventually extractVub atthe 30% levelusing the results

presented here.M oreover,resum m ing thenextto leading logsisindeed necessary.However,

the m ore conservative view would be that the endpoint calculation is just intractable at

this tim e ,since itcould be thatthe sub-sub-leading logswilldom inate. To be sure that

thisisnotthecasethesub-sub-leading logswould need to beresum m ed.Thiswould entail

calculating A to three loops,and B and  to two loops. W ithoutthiscalculation,we can

notdeterm ine with certainty thesizeoftheerrors.
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7 A ppendix

In thisAppendix we give explicitexpressionsforthe hard scattering am plitude atthe one

loop leveland to leading orderin (1� x). W e �rstpresentthe resultsofthe com putation

ofthe QCD corrections to the doubly di�erentialrate d2�

dxdy0
for the sem i-leptonic b-quark

decay. Itisclearfrom sections2,3 thatthisisthe quantity whose m om entsfactorize,and

which isrelevantfortheresum m ation.W ewrite,

d2�

dxdy0
= 6�0(y0 � 1)(2� y0)(1�

2�s

3�
G(x;y0)): (80)

where,�0 wasde�ned earlier. The contributionsofthe realand the virtualgluon em ission

diagram sto G(x;y0)aregiven by

G
real
fin = ln

2(1� x)+
7

2
ln(1� x)� 2ln(2� y0)ln(1� x)� ln

2(2� y0)+
3

2
ln(2� y0)+

�2

6

�
1

2
ln

2(
�2

m 2
b

)�
5

2
ln(

�2

m 2
b

)+ 2ln(2� y0)ln(
�2

m 2
b

); (81)

and

G
virt
fin = 3ln2(2� y0)� 2ln(2� y0)ln(y0 � 1)+ 2Re(Li2(

1

2� y0
))+ 3

(2� y0)

y0 � 1
ln(2� y0)

� 2
ln(2� y0)

y0 � 1
+
5

2
+
�2

6
+
1

2
ln

2(
�2

m 2
b

)+
5

2
ln(

�2

m 2
b

)

� 2ln(2� y0)ln(
�2

m 2
b

): (82)

In the above,� isthe gluon m assused to regulatethe infrared divergencesatinterm ediate

stagesofthecalculation.Com bining theseresultsand integrating overy0 givestheelectron

spectrum which agreeswith [29]butdisagreeswith [30].

From this we see that to the approxim ation we are working in, the hard scattering

am plitudeasde�ned in eq.25 isgiven by

H sl = 1�
2�s

3�

 
�2

3
+ 2ln2(2� y0)� 2ln(2� y0)ln(y0 � 1)�

3

2
ln(2� y0)

+
ln(2� y0)

y0 � 1
+ 2Re(Li2(

1

2� y0
))+

5

2

!

: (83)
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Fortheradiativedecay,wem ay extractthehard scattering am plitudefrom [32]

H  = 1�
2�s

3�
(
3

2
�
2�2

3
): (84)
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