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A bstract

W e present a m odekindependent study of spectator e ects, which are
responsble for the lifetin e di erences between beauty hadrons. These
e ects can be param etrized in term s of hadronic m atrix elem ents of four
fourquark operators. ForB m esons, the coe cients ofthe non-factorizable
operators tum out to be much larger than those of the factorizabl ones,
Iim iting considerably the usefiilness of the vacuum insertion approxim a—
tion. Non-factorizable contrbutions to the lifetine ratio B )= Bg)
could naturally be oforder 10{20% , and not even the sign ofthese contribu-—
tions can bepredicted at present. In the case ofthe ybaryon, heavy-quark
symm etry is used to reduce the num ber of Independent m atrix elem ents
from four to two. In order to explain the large deviation from unity in
the experm ental result for ( )= Bg4), i is necessary that these baryon
m atrix elem ents be much larger than those estin ated in quark m odels.
W e have also reexam ined the theoretical predictions for the sam ileptonic
branching ratio of B m esons and cham oounting, nding that, given the
present theoretical and experim ental uncertainties, there is no signi cant
discrepancy w ith experin ent.
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1 Introduction

In this paperwe study \gpectator e ects" in inclusive decays ofbeauty hadrons.
These e ects nvolve the participation of the light constituents In the decay and
thus contrbute to the di erences In the decay w idths and lifetim es of di erent
goecies ofbeauty hadrons. Indeed, one of our goals is to understand theoretically
the experin ental results for the lifetin e ratios L]
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Here @B;) refers to the average B - eson lifetin e. O ur study is perform ed in
the fram ew ork of the heavy-quark expansion, in which these ratios are com puted
as series In inverse powers of the m ass of the b quark BN ] (fr recent reviews,
see refs. [G,71]). The leading tem of this expansion corresponds to the decay
of a free b quark. This temm is universal, contrbuting equally to the lifetin es
of allbeauty hadrons. Rem arkably, the rst correction to this resul is of order
( gcp=my)* B,4]. This leads to the theoretical predictions (see section & below )
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The deviation from this expectation for ( p)= B4) is strking, and is the prin—
ciple m otivation for this study.

Spectator e ects, ie. contrbutions from decays in which a light constituent
quark also participates in the weak process, have rstbeen considered in refs. B{
[[d]. Fordecays ofheavy particles, these e ectsare strongly suppressed due to the
need forthebquark and a light quark in the heavy hadron to be close together (ie.
from a factor of the \wave-fiinction at the origin") . A s the portion of the volum e
that the b quark occupies inside the hadron is of order ( ¢cp=my)°, spectator
e ects appear only at third order In the heavy-quark expansion, and it m ight
seem safe to neglect them altogether. H owever, as a result ofthe di erence in the
phase—space for2 | 2-body reactions as compared to 1 ! 3-body decays, these
e ects are enhanced by a factoroforder 16 2. It is conceivable that they could be
larger than the temm s of order ( gcp=m »)? included 1 {2) . M oreover, soectator



e ects explicitly di erentiate between di erent species of beauty hadrons. In
order to understand the structure of lifetim e di erences, it is therefore in portant
to reconsider the analysis of such e ects. T he striking experim ental result for the
short 4 lifetim e gives an additionalm otivation to such a study.

P revious studies of spectator e ects in the decays of beauty hadrons [6] were
perform ed using the form alisn developed 1 refs. B1{ l(] and m ade two sim pli-
fying assum ptions: rst, the hadronic m atrix elem ents of these operators were
estin ated em ploying the vacuum insertion approxin ation [[1] for m esons and
quark m odels 8, 12] for baryons, and secondly the m ass of the cham quark was
neglcted in the calculation of the coe cients of the fourquark operators In the
heavy-quark expansion. In order to explore the acceptable range of theoretical
predictions, we do not in pose factorization or quark-m odel approxin ations on
the hadronicm atrix elem ents. Instead, we param etrize them by a sst ofhadronic
param eters and see how the lifetin e ratios depend upon them . O ne of ourm ain
conclusions is that only a detailed eld-theoretic calculation of the relevant m a—
trix elem ents can lad to reliabl predictions. In addition, we derive the exact
expressions for the coe cients as functions of the cham quark m ass.

T he sam ileptonic branching ratio of B m esons has also received considerable
attention. Form any years it appeared that the theoretical predictions for this
quantity [I3){ [L5] lay above the m easured valie. M ore recently, the theoretical
predictions have been re ned by incliding exact expressions for the O ( 4) cor-
rections fl1§]. Using the results of these calculations, we present a new analysis
of the sam ileptonic branching ratio B g, and the average cham m ultiplicity n. in
B decays. W e nd that the freedom in the choice of the renom alization scale
Wwhich re ects the ignorance of higher-order perturbative corrections) allow s us
to obtain consistent predictions for both quantities sin ultaneously. W e also cal-
culate the spectator contrbutions to B g, and n. and show that they could change
the sam ikeptonic branching ratio by an am ount of order 1% , whereas theire ect
on n. isnegligble.

In section 2, we discuss the heavy-quark expansion for inclusive decay rates,
and we present our resuls for the contrlbutions arising from spectator e ects.
In section 3, we introduce a set of hadronic param eters de ned in tem s of the
relevant fourquark operator m atrix elem ents between B -meson and baryon
states. Heavy-quark symm etry is used to derive som e new relations between
the baryonic m atrix elem ents of these operators. In section ¥4, we then discuss
the phenom enological In plications of our results for the understanding ofbeauty
lifetin es. W e also present a critical discussion of previous estin ates of spectator
e ects based on the factorization approxin ation. A detailed discussion of the
sem feptonic branching ratio of B m esons is presented In section §. Section §
contains the conclusions. The renomn alization of the operators and param e—
ters describing the soectator e ects, and the behaviour of these param eters w ith
resoect to the lhrgeN . lin i, are discussed In appendix A, whil appendix B
contains details about the calculation of the sem ileptonic branching ratio.



T he reader who is prim arily nterested in the phenom enological in plications
of our analysis can om it sections 2 and 3 and proceed directly to sections 4, §
and g, which are written in a selfcontained way.

2 H eavy-quark expansion

Inclusive decay rates, which determm ine the probability of the decay of a particlke
Into the sum of all possble nal states with a given sst of quantum num bers
ffg, have two advantages from the theoretical point of view : rst, bound-state
e ects related to the initial state can be accounted for in a system atic way using
the heavy-quark expansion; ssocondly, the fact that the nal state consists of a
sum over m any hadronic channels elin inates bound-state e ects related to the
properties of ndividual hadrons. T his second feature isbased on the hypothesis
of quark {hadron duality, ie. the assum ption that cross sections and decay rates
are calculable 1 QCD after a \sn earig" procedure has been applied 71]. W e
shallnot discuss this hypothesis here; how ever, ifafter the non-perturbative eval-
uation of the spectator e ects discussed in our analysis there ram ain signi cant
discrepancies betw een theory and experin ent (forthe lifetine ratio ( )= B4),
in particular), one m ay have to seriously question the assum ption of duality. A
recent study of inclusive B decays, in w hich duality violations are nvoked to add
non-perturbative contributions oforder ¢¢p=m, not present in the heavy-quark
expansion, can be found i ref. {[§].

U sing the opticaltheoram , the nclusive decay w idth ofa hadron H y, containing
a b quark can be written as the forward m atrix elem ent of the Im aghary part of
the transition operator T,
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For the case of sam ileptonic and non—deptonic decays, the e ective weak La-
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where ¢, = %(l 5)q denotes a left-handed quark eld, d’= d cos .+ s sih .
and s = s cos . d sin . are the Cabibborotated down— and strange-quark

elds (sin .’ 02205), and we have neglkected b ! u transitions. The W ilson
coe cients c; and ¢, take Into acoount the Q CD corrections arising from the fact
that the e ective Lagrangian isw ritten at a renom alization scale = m , rather
than my . They can be calculated In perturbation theory. The combinations
c = ¢ @ have amuliplicative evolution under change of the renomm alization
scale. To kading order, they are given by [L91{ 1]

a
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In the num erical analysis we shall take the values ¢, fny) /¥ 086 and ¢ fmy) =
1= fny,) ’ 135, corresponding to ;) = 0:17.

Sihce the energy relase In the decay of a b quark is lJarge, it is possbl
to construct an O perator P roduct Expansion (OPE) for the bilbcal transition
operator ¢), in which it isexpanded as a series of ocal operators w ith increasing
din ension, whose coe cients contain inverse powers of the bquark m ass. The
operatorw ith the lowest dim ension islb. There is no independent operator w ith
din ension four, since the only candidate, bil) b, can be reduced to kb by using
the equations of motion [3,4]. The rst new operator is bg;, G b and has
dimn ension wve. Thus, any inclusive decay rate of a hadron H 1, can be w ritten in
the form
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where ¢ are calculable coe cient fiinctions @which also contain the relevant CK M
m atrix elem ents) depending on the quantum num bers ffg ofthe nalstate. For
sem ileptonic and non—leptonic decays, the coe cients c § have been calculated at
one-loop order 22,23, 16], and the coe cients ¢ § at tree Jevel [3,24].

In the next step, the Prward m atrix elem ents of the local operators in the
OPE are system atically expanded In inverse powers of the bquark m ass, using
the heavy-quark e ective theory HQET) R5]. One nds B, 4]

2 2
. . Hyp) ¢ Hy)
Zme}']Hbj}jD:Hbl— 1 2m12)

+0 (1=m;});

Mpjbgs G bipi= 2 § Hy)+ O (=my); @®)
2my,

where ? H,) and ; H)) param etrize the m atrix elem ents of the kinetic-energy
and the chrom o-m agnetic operators, regoectively. T he purpose of doing this ex—
pansion isthat whhereas them atrix elem ents in {]) contain an in plicit dependence
on the b-quark m ass, the param eters appearing on the right-hand side of §) are
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Independent ofm, (modulo logarithm s). These param eters can be detemm ined,
to som e extent, from the spectrum of heavy hadron states. Below we shallneed
the values

2(.) @)= (001 003)Ge?;
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whereﬁB=%(mB+3mB ) and mp =%(mD+3mD ) denote the spin-averaged
mesonmasses. W thm = (5625 6) M &V 12p], this relation kads to the value

quoted above.
To order 1=m f) In the heavy-quark expansion, the lifetin e ratio fortwo beauty
hadrons is given by
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where ¢ / 12 can be cbtained usihg the results of refs. [§, 24]. Using then
the values given In {9), and assum Ing that in the case of the B meson SU (3)—
breaking e ects in the values ofthem atrix elem ents are oforder 20% , we arrive at
the predictions given In ). Note that in taking a ratio of lifetin es, theoretical
uncertainties related to the values of the bquark mass (including renom alon
ambiguities) and CKM elam ents cancel to a large extent. It is for this reason
that we restrict our discussion to the calculation of ratios of lifetin es and decay
rates.

The rst two tem s In the heavy-quark expansion (7) arise from decays in
which the (light) spectator quarks Interact only softly. A dditional contributions
of this type appear at the next order through gluonic operators of din ension
six, such asb @D G )b. Since matrix elem ents of these operators are blind
to the avour of the spectator quarks, they can be safely neglected in our analt
ysis. \Hard" spectator e ects m anifest them selves rst in the m atrix elem ents
of fourquark operators of din ension six. Som e exam ples of the corresponding
contributions to the transition operator T are shown in gure . They only
appear in the heavy-quark expansion of non-lptonic decay ratesdi Since these
contrbutions arise from oneloop rather than twoJoop diagram s, they receive a
phase-space enhancem ent factor of order 16 2 relative to the other term s in the
heavy-quark expansion.

1T his isno longer true ifb ! u transitions or the decays of the B . m eson are considered.
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Figure 1: Spectator contributions to the transition operator T (keft), and the

corresoonding operator in the OPE (right) . Here ; denotes som e com bination
ofD irac and colour m atrices.

W e have calculated the coe cients of the corresponding fourquark operators
at tree kevel, ncluding for the rst tinme the dependence on the m ass of the
cham quark. This extends the results obtained in ref. [:6]. W e nd that the
corresoonding contributions to the non—Jptonic widths of m esons and baryons
containing a b quark are given by the m atrix elem ents of the local operator
( )
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where z = m2=m 2, and N =3 is the number of colurs. The local urquark
operators appearing In this expression are de ned by

Of a=hb aaq b;

OgP=b%quLbRr'

Ty » = b twaa th;

Tg' p = Ix @ @ takx ; (13)

where t; = ,=2 are the generators of colour SU (3). For dimn ensional reasons,
pec 1S proportional to m{ rather than m;, Ih accordance with the fact that



Soectator e ects contribute at third order in the heavy-quark expansion. The

rst tem in @2) arises from the upper diagram i gure i, whereas the second
and third tem s com e from the contributions of the lIower diagram w ih a cu and
cc quark pair in the loop. W e note that in the lim it z = 0 our resuls agree w ith
ref. [§], and w ith the corresponding expression derived for the lifetin es of cham
hadrons in refs. B [L0].

The operators in {13) are renom alized at the scal my, which willbe in -
plicit In our discussion below . This choice has the advantage that logarithm s
ofthetype [ sInm = nhag)', where 4.4 Is a typical hadronic scale, reside en—
tirely In the hadronic m atrix elem ents of the renom alized operators. U sing the
renom alization-group equations, the expressions presented in this paper can be
rew ritten in temm s of operators renom alized at any other scale. However, at
present the scale dependence of the renom alized operatorsbelow the scalemy, is
known only to lading logarithm ic order P71, 28]. It is discussed in detail in ap—
pendix A . Since here we shall treat the m atrix elem ents as unknown param eters,
we can avoid alluncertainties related to the operator evolution by working at the
scalemy,.

The hadronic m atrix elem ents of the Purquark operators in (I3) contain
the non-perturoative physics of the spectator contributions to Inclusive decays of
beauty hadrons. H owever, the sam e operators also contribute to the decay ofthe
b quark, through tadpol diagram s in which the lightquark elds are contracted
I a loop. These \non-spectator" contributions are lndependent ofthe avour of
the lIight quark g and thus contrbute equally to the decay w idths of all beauty
hadrons. They are not of interest to our discussion here. In order to isolate the
true goectator e ects, we shall in plicitly assum e a nomm al ordering of the four-
quark operators, which has the e ect of subtracting tadpole-like diagram s. In
practice, this is equivalent to choosing a particular renom alization prescription
for the operators. A tematively, one m ay isolate the spectator e ects by con—
sidering light-quark avour non-singlet com binations of the operators; thus, for
exam ple, for m atrix elem ents between B4 states one could take ©o¢ 0oY) and
(T¢ T) fnstead of0¢ and T°.

3 P aram etrization of the m atrix elem ents

In previous analyses {41, B1{ [L4], the hadronic m atrix elem ents of the ourquark
operators in {13) have been estin ated m aking sin plifying assum ptions. Here
we shall avoid such assum ptions and, w ithout any loss of generality, express the
relevant m atrix elem ents In tem s of a set of hadronic param eters. C lkearly, such
an approach has less predictive power; however, it does allow us to nd the
range of predictions that can be m ade In a m odelindependent way. In view of
the apparent discrepancy between theory and experim ent forthe  lifetine, we

nd it worth while to question the m odeldependent assum ptionsm ade in earlier



analyses. U ltin ately, the relevant hadronic param eters m ay be calculated using
som e eld-theoretic approach such as lattice gauge theory orQCD sum rulks. &
has also been suggested that com binations of these param etersm ay be extracted
from a precise m easurem ent of the lpton spectrum in the endpoint region of
sem fleptonic B decays, or from a study of spectator e ects n cham decays RY].

3.1 M esonic m atrix elem ents

For m atrix elem ents of the fourquark operators between B -m eson states, we
de ne param eters B ; and "; such that:

1 ) ) fémBq
Emcﬂog a Bol  —o— Buj
1 fBZmB
B0 i ———B;;
2mBq qj S P :Bq 8 27
. \ f]32mB
ZmthBqJT\? a Pql qTq 17
B 4T d fo, M, 14
T i —
2mBq qlls p :Bq 3 14)

This de nition is inspired by the vacuum insertion (or factorization) approxi-
m ation {11], according to which the m atrix elm ents of ourquark cperators are
evaluated by Inserting the vacuum inside the current products. T his leads to

2 2
. , mp+mg 2 . . fg mg
hBCIjO\(} A:Bql= 1 thJOg P:Bql= 5 qr'
mpg 4
BB Ty o Bol= BgITs » Bqi= 0; (15)

where fp is the decay constant of the B, meson, de ned as

Wig sbBgP)i= ifs, p : 16)

Hence, the factorization approxin ation corresponds to settingB;= land ";= 0
at some scalke (Which in generalw illbe di erent from our adopted choice =
my), where the approxin ation is believed to be valid. The exact values of the
hadronic param eters are not yet known. However, as discussed in appendix A,
In the hrgeN . lm it

Bi=0(@); "1=0 (1=N,): a7

An estin ate of the param eters "; usihg QCD sum rules has been obtained by
Chemyak, who ndsthat ™ 0d5and ¥ 0301



In tem s of the param eters B; and ";, the m atrix elem ents of the operator
pec 1 @2) are:

O

n
J e B 1= 0 @ z¥ @& é)B1+3CE +E)™M ;

B
2m g
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ZmB thj spec :Bdl

(
1 5 4
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1 5 4
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P . 1 2h i
0 g 1 Az sif . 5(2c:+ c)Y @ =2)B, (1+ 22)B,

1 h i
+ > @ +c) @ 24 L+ 22)% 5 (18)

wherec = g @, and

Gimy , fams
0_1923j/<:bfl spec_l6 mg

19)

T he spectator contribution to the width of the By m eson is obtained from that
ofthe B4 meson by the replacementssin . $ cos cand fz;my ! fz_ ;mp, .0Of
course, the values of the param eters B; and "; forthe By meson willalso di er
from those for the B4 m eson due to SU (3)-breaking e ects.

Two rem arks are in order regarding the result (1§). The rst concems the
expected order of m agnitude of the spectator contributions to the total decay
width ofa B meson. At kading order in the heavy-quark expansion, the total
w idth of a beauty hadron is . 7 3:7 o, Wwhere the num erical factor arises
from the phase-space contributions ofthe sam ileptonic and non-leptonic channels
weuse z= 0:085) [3,24]. & olows that

2
spec spec 2 fB

w
o\

tot 4 mp 0
The second rem ark concems the structure of the coe cients in (I8]. G iven
that ¢, 7 086 and ¢ ’ 135, one obsarves that the coe cients of the colour
singlet{singlet operators are one to two orders of m agnitude sn aller than those
of the colour octet{octet operators. This in plies that at the scalemy, even an all
deviations from the factorization approxin ation can have a sizeable in pact on
the resuls.
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3.2 Baryonic m atrix elem ents

N ext we study them atrix elem ents ofthe fourquark operatorsbetween pbaryon
states. Since the 4 is an iso-singlkt, the m atrix elem ents of the operators w ith
g= u ord are the sam e, and below we drop this Jabel. In the case of baryons,
we nd i convenient to use the colour dentity

() () = E = 1)

) &)= 7 ON
torewrite T = %O + %(? and introduce the operators (i; j are colour indices)
Gy a=h 9gq bO; Gs » =B ¢ g b @2)

instead of Ty » and Ts 5 .

T he heavy-quark spin symm etry, ie. the fact that interactions w ith the soin
of the heavy quark decouple as the heavy-quark m ass tends to In nity, allow sus
to derive two relations between the m atrix elem ents of the fourquark operators
between pbaryon states. To nd these relations, we note that the follow Ing
m atrix elem ent vanishes n the limitmy ! 1 :

1

thjbi s o Jpi= 0 (I=my): 23)

b

T he physical argum ent for this is that, because of the spin symm etry for heavy
quarks, the m atrix elem ents for keft-handed and right-handed b quarks m ust be
the sam e. The above resul then follows since b sb=In Iy  b.A
m ore form al argum ent can be given using the covarant tensor form alian of the
HQET P5§, 31]to show that them atrix elm ent n @3) is proportional to

WSy, Snel=S 6 ,+ 1) S$6Gp+t 1) SigneCugnet+ 1) = 05 @4)

since, In the heavy-quark I it, the light degrees of freedom are In a state with
total soin zero.
U sing the F jerz dentity
BosWd g= Zgdr o qgd B; 25)

we then obtain the relations

1 1 1
——h 70 jpl= ————h 70 ] p1+ O (I=my);
m 0s p J o 22m »O0v a Jb ( o) 7
. h ¢ ] bl 11 h 3¢ ] 1+ O (@ ) (26)
S i= -— i =my) :
om bpIlVs p Jb 55 plYv A Jbp b

b b

T he corrections of order 1=m ;, to these relations contribute at order 1=m ; i the
heavy-quark expansion and so are negligble to the orderwe work in. This leaves
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usw ith two independent m atrix elem ents of the operatorsOy » and Gy . The
analogue of the factorization approxin ation in the case ofbaryons is the valence—
quark assum ption, In which the colour of the quark elds in the operators is
denti ed w ith the colour of the quarks inside the baryon. Since the colour wave
function for a baryon is totally antisym m etric, the m atrix elem ents of Oy » and
Gy a dier in this approxin ation only by a sign. Hence, we de ne a param eter
B by

h 36y a Jwi Bh 0y a Jpi; @7)

with B = 1 in the valencequark approxin ation.
For the baryon m atrix elem ent of Oy  itself, our param etrization is guided
by the quark m odel. W e w rite

—h O ] i 3 (28)
1 r,
2 bIVv A Job ]8 ’

b

where In the quark m odel r is the ratio of the squares of the wave functions
determ ining the probability to nd a light quark at the location of the b quark
inside the | baryon and the B meson, ie. [9,'10]
J 1 0)F
r= % : (29)
g 0)F

G uberina et al. have estin ated the ratio r for cham decaysand ndr’ 02 in
the bagmodel, and r ’ 05 in the non—relativistic quark m odel §]. This latter
estin ate has been used In m ore recent work on beauty decays []. A sinilar
resul, r 0:1{0.3, has been obtained by Colangelo and Fazio using QCD sum
rules B2]. Recently, R osner has criticized the existing quark-m odel estin ates of
r. Assum ing that the wave functions of the  and | baryons are the sam e,
he argues that the wave-function ratio should be estin ated from the ratio of the
i splittingsbetween ,, and , baryonsand B and B mesons B3]. This keads

to
4m? m*
r= - —>—— (30)

22 2
3mg mg

If the baryon splitting is taken to be mZb m* rt12c m* = (0:384
0:035) GeVz, this leadstor’ 09 0:d. If, on the other hand, one uses the
prelin nhary resultm . m, = (56 16)M eV reported by the DELPHIC ollab—
oration [34], one obtainsr’ 18 0:5. W e conclude that it is conceivable that
r 1, ie.larger than previous estin ates.

In temm s of these param eters, the m atrix elem ent of g is given by

l . , . r( h
2m—hbj spec J b1 = 0 spec1_6 401 Zf (CZ ér)‘l' (CZ +C_2+_)§

b

i
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h i

1 zfa+-m<D§(,+p1 4z sif .
)

h i
€ )b c)+ c +a)E (31)

3.3 N um erical results

To illustrate the m ain features of our resuls, we calculate the coe cients of
the hadronic param eters B;, ";, and r and B r In the m atrix elem ents {1§) and
@1) ;n units of ( gec. In order to study the dependence on the mass ratio
z= (.my)?, we rstkesp the values of the W ilson coe cients in the e ective
Lagrangian xed and vary the m ass ratio in the range z = 0085 0:015. This
leads to the numbers shown in tabl i}, where the variation w ith z is Indicated
as a change in the last digit(s). Note that for m esons the coe cients of the
param eters B ; are much an aller than those of the param eters ";. It is apparent
that the resuls are rather stabl with respect to the precise value of z. From
now on we shall aways use the central value z = 0:085, which is ocbtained, for
nstance, orm .= 14 GeV andm,= 48 G€&V.

Tabl 1: Coe cients of the hadronic param eters obtained for z = 0:085
0015. Thevaluesc, = 0861 and ¢ = 1349 are kept xed.

Hy B, B, " " r Br
B 028 (1) | 643 (1) |
Bg 0:04(0) 0.05(0) 2:12(6) 239()
B. 0:03(0) 004(0)  183(@11) 232(5)
b 014@1) 026Q)

A s another check on the stability of the results we present in table 2 the
ooe clents obtamned usihg di erent \m atching" procedures. To this end, we
renom alize the W ilson ocoe cients ¢, and c¢ of the e ective Lagrangian at a
scale dierent from m . Thusc and ¢ aremodi ed by replacing m 1, by
in (G). This gives us predictions in tem s of operators renom alized at , which
we then rew rite in temm s of those de ned at m , by using the evolution equations
given in appendix A . Thus, the m eaning of the hadronic param eters is the sam e
as before, and the di erences between the num erical results can be viewed as
an estin ate of unknown higherorder perturbative corrections, which we neglect
throughout this paper. The coe cients of the param eters B ; for m esons, as
well as of the param eters r and B r for the , baryon, show a signi cant scake
dependence. To reduce this dependence would require a full next-to—leading order
calculation of radiative corrections, which is beyond the scope of this paper.
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Tabl 2: Coe cients of the hadronic param eters cbtained for the m atching
scales = m =2, mpand 2my, withmy= 48G&V.Thevalue z= 0:085 iskept
xed.

Hy B, B, " " r Br
my=2| 062 | 726 |
B my, 028 | 643 |
2my | +002 | 590 |
my=2| 004 004 232 26l
By | mp 004 005 212 239
2m 008 009 198 224
m = 003 004 200 254
B. | mp 003 004 183 232
2m 007 008 172 218§
m =2 021 030
b | my 014 026
2m y, 009 023

4 Phenom enology of beauty lifetim es

W e shall now discuss the phenom enological im plications of our resuls for the
calculation of beauty lifetin e ratios. The spectator contributions to the decay
w idths of By mesons and of the 4, baryon are described by a set of hadronic
param eters: B;, and ", formesons, and r and B for baryons. The explicit
dependence of the decay rates on these quantities is shown In {8) and (37).
T he num erical values of the coe cients m ultiplying the hadronic param eters are
given in table 2 for three di erent choices of the m atching scak . For the
num erical analysis we need the value of the param eter 4. de ned in 13). W e
take fy = 200 M &V and my = 48 GeV, 0 that g ' 0:30, and absorb the
uncertainty n g Into the values of the hadronic param eters.

41 Lifetimeratio B )= Bg)

W e start by discussing the lifetin e ratio of the charged and neutral B m esons.
Because of isospin sym m etry, the lifetin es of these states are the sam e at order
l=m§ in the heavy-quark expansion, and di erences arise only from spectator
e ects. Ifwe write

® )

Ba)

the coe cients k ; take the values shown in tablk 3. The m ost strking feature of
this result is the large inbalance between the coe cients of the param eters B ;

=1+ kBi+ kBo+ k" + ks 5 (32)
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and ";, which param etrize them atrix elem ents of colour singlkt{snglkt and colour
octet{octet operators, respectively. W ith "; of order 1=N ., it is conceivable that
the non—-factorizable contributions actually dom inate the resul. T hus, w ithout a
detailed calculation of the param eters "; no reliabl prediction can be cbtained.
In this conclusion we disagree w ith the authors of ref. ], who use factorization
(at a Jow hadronic scale) to argue that B )= B4) must exoeed unity by an
am ount of order 5% . W e w ill retum to this in section 4.4 below .

Tablk 3: Coe cientsk ; appearing in 32).

ka k; k3 Ky

my=2| +0:044 0.003 0:735 0201
m, | +0020 0.004 0:697 0195
2m y, 0:008 0.007 0:665 0.189

T he experin ental value of the lifetin e ratio given in {l}) can be em ployed to
constrain a certain combination of the param eters:
1 h i
"= “ 00z 004) kB: kB, "y ot 33)
3

W ith the values of the coe cients given in tablke 3, this relation in plies
"7 03"+ (34)

where we expect j j< 0:. This becom es a particularly ussfil constraint if the
param eters "; tum out to be large. Below , we shalluse B33) to elim inate ™; from
our predictions for spectator e ects.

42 Lifetin e ratio Bg)= By)

In the lin i where SU (3)-breaking e ects are neglected, the spectator contribu-
tions to the decay widths of By and B4 mesons are too sim ilar to produce an
observable lifetin e di erence (see table EZ) . The corresponding contributions to
the lifttime ratio B)= B4) are oforder 10 . A precise prediction for SU 3)—
breaking e ects is di cult to cbtain. A llow ing for 30% SU (3)-breaking e ects
In the m atrix elem ents of the fourquark operators describing the spectator con—
tribbutions, we estin ate that the resulting contrdbutions to the lifetin e ratio are
of order 1{2% . Contributions of order 1% (or lss) could also arise from SU (3)—
breaking e ects in the m atrix elem ents appearing at order 1=m f) In the expansion
@11). Hence, we agree w ith ref. [§] that

Bs) _
®B4)

1 0@%): (35)
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43 Lifetime ratio ( p)= By)

A sm entioned In the introduction, the Iow experin entalvalue ofthe lifetin e ratio

( L)= Bg) is the prim ary m otivation for our study. W e shallnow discuss the
structure of spectator contributionsto this ratio. It is im portant that heavy-quark
symm etry allow s us to reduce the num ber of hadronic param eters contributing
to the decay rate ofthe | baryon from four to two, and that these param eters
are alm ost certainly positive (unless the quark m odel is com pletely m isleading)
and enter the decay rate w ith the sam e sign. T hus, unlke in the m eson case, the
structure of the spectator contributions to the w idth ofthe , baryon is rather
sin ple, and at least the sign ofthe e ects can be predicted reliably.

For a m ore detailed discussion, we distinguish between the two cases where
one does or does not allow spectator contributions to enhance the theoretical
prediction for the sam ikptonic branching ratio, Bg;,, of B mesons. Aswe will
discuss below , the theoretical prediction for B g1, which neglects soectator con—
tribbutions, is slightly larger than the central experin ental value. If spectator
e ects increased the prediction for B g, further, this discrepancy could beocom e
uncom fortably large.

Ifwe do not allow for an increase In the value of the sam ileptonic branching
ratio, the explanation of the Iow value of ( )= B4) must reside entirely n a
low value ofthe  lifetin e (rather than a large value of the B -m eson lifetin e).
This can be seen by w rting

' ®
= (p) — = B s. B);

a)

(36)
where B g;, is the average sam ileptonic branching ratio of B m esons, and g, B )
is the sam ileptonic width. Tn the second step we have replaced the geom etric
mean [ B ) B4)I"? by the average B -m eson lifetin e, which because of isospin
symm etry is correct to order l=m16) In the heavy—quark expansion. Since there
are no spectator contrbutions to the sam ileptonic rate s B ), and since we
do not allow an enhancam ent of the sam ikptonic branching ratio, in order to
cbtain a anallvalue for ( p)= B4) we can Increase the width ofthe  baryon
and/or decrease (within the experin ental errors) the lifetimeratio B )= Byg).
Allow ng for a downward uctuation of this ratio by two standard deviations,
ie. B )= Bg) > 0:94, and using the estin ate of 1=m { corrections in @), we
conclude that

" #

(v) S 097 oog _2=(®

= 0:95 @+ &B)r; (37)
d ( )

where g ( ) isthe spectator contribution to the width ofthe , baryon. The
values of the coe cients d ; are given in tabk 4. If we assume that r and B
are of order unity, we nd that the spectator contrbutions yield a reduction of
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the lifetin e of the , baryon by a few per cent, and that ( p)= B4) > 09,
in contrast w ith the experin ental result given in ). If, for example, we try to
push the theoretical prediction by taking the arge value § = 15 (corresponding
to a violation of the valencequark approxin ation by 50% ) and choosing a low

matching scale = m =2, we have to require that r > 1,4, wih 5, = 341,
22 and 13 for ( )= Bg) = 0:78, 083 and 0.88 (corresponding to the central
experin ental valie and the 1 and 2 uctuations). Hence, even ifwe allow for

an upward uctuation of the experim ental result by two standard deviations, we
need a value of r that is signi cantly Jarger than m ost quark-m odel predictions
(see the discussion In section 34). Clarly, a reliable eld-theoretic calculation
of the param eters r and B is of great in portance to support or rule out such a
possbility.

Tablk 4: Coe cientsd ; appearing in 37) and 8).

di dy ds d,

mp,=2| 0016 0.023 0178 0201
m, | 0012 0.021 04173 0:195
2my, | 0008 0.020 0167 0:189

O n the other hand, the low experim ental value of the sam ilptonic branching
ratiomay nd isexplanation in a low renomn alization scale (see section 5below ),
or I m ay be caused by the e ects of New Physics, such as an enhanced rate for

avour-changing neutral currents of the type b ! sg BSI{ B8]. Hence, one m ay
be m islked In using the sem ileptonic branching ratio as a constraint on the size
of spectator contributions. T hen there is the possibility to decrease the value of

( )= (B4) by increasing the lifetin e of the By meson, ie. .n 37) we can allow
for spectator contrbutions to the w idth ofthe By meson. From tabk?, i ©llow s
that the contributions ofthe param etersB; and B, are very am all (oforder 10 3)
and can safely be neglected. Thus, we cbtain

( b)

a)

where the coe cients d 5 and d; are also shown in tabk 4. At rst sight, i
seem s that with a positive "; and a negative ", of order 1=N . one could gain
a contrbution of about 0:, which would take away much of the discrepancy
betw een theory and experin ent. H ow ever, the experin ental result forthe lifetin e
ratio B )= (By) inposes a useful constraint. Using (3) to elin nate "; from

the relation (38), and allow ing the param eters B ; to take valies between 0 and
2,we nd

(v

B4)

098 @+ dB)r @"+ d"); (38)

" 098 002+ 0:15% d+ dB)r> 088 d+ B)r: (39)
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where in the last step we have assum ed that §',j< 0:5, which we consider to be
a very conservative bound. Even in this extrem e case, a signi cant contrbution
must still com e from the param eters r and ¥ .

In view ofthe above discussion, the short , lifetin e ram ains a potential prob-—
lem for the heavy-quark theory. If the current experin ental value persists, there
are two possbilities: either som e hadronic m atrix elem ents of ourquark opera—
tors are signi cantly larger than naive expectations based on largeN . counting
rules and the quark m odel, or (local) quark{hadron dualiy, which is assum ed
in the calculation of lifetin es, fails In non—Jeptonic nclusive decays. In the sec—
ond case, the explanation of the puzzl lies beyond the heavy-quark expansion.
Let us, therefore, consider the rst possibility and give a num erical exam ple for
som e possible scenarios. Assume that = m =2 is an approprate scale to use
In the evaluation of the W ilson coe cients, and that B = 15. Then, to obtan

( )= Bg)= 08 without enhancing the prediction for the sem ileptonic branch-
Ing ratio requires r © 3, ie. several tim es larger than quark-m odel estim ates. If,
on the other hand, we consider r= 15 as the largest conceivable value, we neaed
" 05, corresoonding to a rather lJargem atrix elem ent ofthe colour-octet op—
erator Ty p . Such a value of ", Jeads to an enhancem ent ofthe B -m eson lifetim e,
and hence to an enhancem ent of the sam ikptonic branching ratio of B m esons,
by B o ’ 1% .Aswewilldiscuss in section §, this is still tolerable provided yet
unknow n higher-order corrections con m the use ofa low renom alization scale.
A Tthough In both cases som e Jarge param eters are needed, we nd it in portant to
note that until reliable eld-theoretic calculations of the m atrix elem ents of four-
quark operators becom e available, a conventional explanation of the -lifetime
puzzle cannot be excluded.

4.4 Relation w ith the conventional factorization approach

W e now discuss In detail the relation of our approach with previous analyses
based on the factorization approxim ation {§]. This approxim ation am ounts to
setting (see appendix A)

|
S 4=

)
Bi(haa) = —0 i " naa) =05 (40)
s( had)
at som e hadronic scale 1aq my. Here ( is the rst coe cient of the

function. The evolution of the operators from my, to g is done to eading
logarithm ic order [10, 27, 28]. For the pumpose of our discussion, we X pag
such that 5 ( hag) = 0:5. Then the reltion between the hadronic param eters
renom alized at the scale m , w ith those renom alized at 1.4, @asgiven in @ 5H),
is:

Bimy) " 148B;i( naa) 0386"%( naa) s

"imy) 008B; ( haa) + 106" ( naq) ¢ 41)
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T he theoretical prediction for the lifettimne ratio B )= B4) In tem s of the
hadronic param eters renom alized at the scale .4 is cbtained by combining L)
w ith the numbers given in tabke 3. W e nd

® )
" 1+ 008B1( nag) 0:01Bz( nag) 075" ( naa) ¥ 020"2 ( nag) @ (42)

d
The factorization approxination B;i( paq) 7 008 and ";( naq) = 0 leads to
B )= Bg) ' 105, which is close to the value obtained by Bigi et al. [:6].

However, it is evident from (@2) that even at a low scal the coe cients of the
non-factorizable tem s are stillm uch larger than those of the factorizable ones.
Hence, it rem ains true that non-factorizable corrections are potentially in portant.
Ttwould be justi ed to neglect these contributions only ifthe param eters "; ( haq)
were signi cantly an aller than 10% . H owever, to the best of our know ledge there
is currently no com pelling argum ent to support such a strong restriction.

5 Sem ileptonic branching ratio of B m esons

T he sem ileptonic branching ratio ofB m esonshas received considerable attention
In the past. It isde ned as

B! Xe)
Bg, = B - ; 43)
B! X DY)t wpt e

where y; and e are the inclusive rates for non-kptonic and rare decays,
respectively. T he status ofthe experin ental results on the sam ileptonic branching
ratio is controversial, as there is a discrepancy between low -energy m easuram ents
perform ed at the (4s) resonance and high-energy m easurem ents perform ed at

the Z° resonance. The average valie at Iow energies isBg, = (1037 0:30)%

(9], whereas high-energy m easurem ents give B = (1111 023)% i40]. The
superscript (o) Indicates that this value refers not to the B meson, but to a

m ixture of b hadrons (@pproxin ately 40% B , 40% By, 12% B, and 8% ).
©)

A ssum ing that the corresponding sam ileptonic width ; is close to that of the
B meson,ﬁ we can correct forthisand nd Bg, = ( B )= (b))BS(? = (1130

026)% , where () = (@157 0:03) ps is the average lifetin e corresponding to
the above m ixture of b hadrons [I]. The discrepancy between the low-energy
and high-energy m easurem ents of the sam ileptonic branching ratio is therefore
larger than 3 standard deviations. If we take the average and in ate the error to
account for this fact, we cbtain

Bsp, = (1090 046)% : (44)

2T heoretically, this is expected to be a very good approxin ation.
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In understanding this result, an inportant aspect is cham oounting, ie. the
m easuram ent of the average num ber n. of cham hadrons produced perB decay.
T heoretically, this quantity is given by

nc=1+B B ! X.w) BB ! nocham); (45)

whereB B ! X ) isthebrandching ratio for decays nto nalstates containing

two cham quarks, and B 8 ! nocham)  0:02 4,141, 42] is the Standard
M odelbranching ratio for cham less decays. R ecently, two new m easurem ents of
the average cham content have been perform ed. The CLEO Collaboration has
presented thevaluen.= 116 0:05!39,43], and the ALEPH Collaboration has
reported the resultn. = 123 007 44]. The average is

n.= 118 004: (46)

T he naive parton m odel predicts that Bg;, / 15% and n.’ 12; however, it
hasbeen known for som e tin e that perturbative corrections could change these
resuks signi cantly [14]. W ith the establishm ent of the 1=m , expansion, the
non-perturbative corrections to the parton m odel could be com puted, and their
e ect tumed out to be very small. This led Bigiet al. to conclude that values
Bgsy < 12:5% cannot be accom m odated by theory, thus giving rise to a puzzk
referred to asthe \ba ing sem ilptonic branching ratio" [i5]. R ecently, Bagan et
al.have com pleted the calculation ofthe O ( ) corrections ncluding thee ectsof
the cham -quark m ass [1§], nding that they lower the value of B o, signi cantly.

The analysis of Bagan et al. has been corrected In an erratum [[6]. Here we
shall present the results of an independent num erical analysis using the same
theoretical Input. A s the sub gct is of considerable im portance, we shallexplain
our analysis in detail. The sam ileptonic branching ratio and n. depend on the
pole m asses of the heavy quarks, which we allow to vary in the range

mpy= @8 02)Gev; m, m.= (340 006)GeV; @7)

corresoonding to 025< m =my, < 0:33. Herem y, is the pok m ass de ned to one-
loop order In perturbation theory. The di erencem , m. is firee of renom alon
am biguities and can be determ ined from spectroscopy (see, eg., ref. [1]) . Bagan
et al. have also considered the theoretical predictions in a schem e w here the quark
m asses are renom alized at a scale In them s schem e. W e discuss this schem e in

appendix B . At order l=mf, In the heavy-quark expansion, non-perturbative ef-
fects are described by the single parameter 2 B) de ned in @); the dependence
on the param eter 2 @) isthe sam e for all nclisive decay rates and cancels out
in B, and n.. M oreover, the results depend on the scale used to renom alize

the coupling constant () and the W ilson coe cientsc () entering the non-
Jeptonic decay rate. They also depend on the value ofthe QCD scalk param eter
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ocp, Whith we x taking sfm;) = 0117 02004. The corresponding uncer-
tainty is an aller than that due to the varation of the m ass param eters and is
added in quadrature. Forthe two choices = m , and = m =2, we obtain

L. 120 10%; =my,
St 109  10%; = mp=2,
120 006; =m,,
D™ 121 006; = m,=2. 48)

T he errors In the two quantities are anticorrelated. N otice that the sam ikptonic
branching ratio has a m uch stronger scale dependence than n.. T his is ilustrated
in gure 2, where we show the two quantities as a fiinction of . By choosing a
low renom alization scale, valuesB g, < 12:5% can easily be accomm odated. T he
experin ental data prefer a scale =m 03{05, which is indeed not unnatural.
U sing the BLM scale-setting m ethod B3], Luke et al have estin ated that ’
03m , is an appropriate scale in this case f@4].

147 14T
: mgmy, = 0.33

13k

Col.2_'

11f

gL i s 1 — Ll
025 05 075 1 125 15 05 05 075 1 125 15
H/my Hmp

Figure 2: Scale dependence of the theoretical predictions for the sam ikptonic
branching ratio and n.. The bands show the average experin ental values.

T he com bined theoretical predictions for the sam ileptonic branching ratio and
cham counting are shown in gure d. T hey are com pared w ith the experin ental
results obtained at the (4s) and at the Z ° resonance. It was argued that the
com bination of a low sam ikptonic branching ratio and a low value ofn. would
constitute a potential problem for the Standard M odel @Z]. However, w ith the
new experin entaland theoreticalnum bers, only forthe low -energy m easuram ents
a an all discrepancy rem ains between theory and experim ent. Note that, using
@5), our results for n. can be used to obtain predictions for the branching ratio
BB ! X)), which is accessble to a direct experin ental determ nation. Our
prediction of 22 6)% forthis branching ratio agrees wellw ith the prelin inary
result ofthe CLEO Collaboration: B B ! X o) = 239 38)% [@AV].

Having discussed the status of the theoretical predictions obtained to order
1=m { in the heavy-quark expansion, we now nvestigate the spectator contribu-
tions to the sam ikptonic branching ratio and n.. This extends, In the context
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Figure 3: Combined theoretical predictions for the sam ikptonic branching
ratio and cham oounting as a function of the quark-m ass ratio m .=m, and
the renom alization scale . The data points show the average experin en—
talvalues for Bg;, and n. obtained n low-energy (LE) and high-energy HE)
m easurem ents.

of the heavy-quark expansion, the phenom enological study presented in ref. {{4].
W e consider the average of Bg;, and n. orB  and B 4 m esons,s and w rite for the
soectator contributions to these quantities

B siipec = DIB1+ B+ 3" + In"y 5
n cispec = nlBl + n2B2 + n3"1 + n4"2 : (49)

The coe cients b; and n; are given in table§. If, as previously, we elin inate ™,
from these equations using the constraint (33) inposed by the m easurem ent of

B )= Bg),and we allow that the param eters B ; take values In the range 0 to
2, we obtain
B sijpec ’ (2% + 02 03)% ;
n c;spec ! (1:2 O-l) B SL ;spec : (50)

For reasonabl value of",, we expect a contrbution to the sam ikptonic branching
ratio oforder1% orless, and a negliglbblee ecton n.. H owever, w thout a detailed
calculation ofthe hadronic param eterswe cannot obtain a quantitative prediction
of the spectator contrbutions. Nevertheless, we nd it nteresting that there is
at least a potential to change, and In particular to lower, the value of Bg, by
05{1% . To achive such a decrease requires that the hadronic param eter ",,
w hich param etrizes the m atrix elem ent of the colour octet{octet operator qu P

3T hese are approxin ately the quantities m easured experin entally. H ow ever, m easurem ents
at LEP receive a contam ination from B g and bbaryon decays.
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in {13), is positive and of order 03{05:1 & willbe interesting to see if future
calculations of this param eter w illcon m or rule out this scenario.

Tablk 5: Coe cientsb; andn; (n %) appearing In @9).

b, b, b by
my=2| 035 0:02 260 137
my, | 019 0:03 256 142
2my | 0.03 0:05 249 142

ng np n3 Ny
my=2 | 050 003 4:17 1:54
my 025 003 379 144
2my | 003 005 351 136

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied spectator e ects in inclusive decays of beauty
hadrons. A fhough these e ects are suppressed by three powers of gcp=mp In
the heavy-quark expansion, they cannot be neglected because of the large phase-
goace factor for twobody scattering. The contrlbutions of spectator e ects to
Inclusive decay rates are given by the hadronic m atrix elem ents of the four local
operators .n ((3). Form esons, we have expressed these m atrix elem ents in term s
ofthe hadronicparam etersB ;;, and "1, de ned in (@4). Forthe baryon,heavy—
quark symm etry reduces the num ber of Independent m atrix elem ents from four
to two, which we param etrize by r and B asde ned n £7) and ©8). A Ithough
our param etrization ism otivated by com m only m ade sim pli cations, such as the
vacuum Insertion and the valencequark approxin ations, we stress that it is intro-
ducad w ithout any loss of generality. For a com plete understanding of spectator
e ects, i w illbe necessary to evaluate these param eters non-perturbatively, eg.
In Jattice sin ulations.

W e nd that in predictions for lifetin es and the sam ileptonic branching ratio
ofB m esons, the coe cients of the colour octet{octet non—-factorizabl operators
are much lamger than those for the colour singlkt{singlkt factorizable operators.
T hus the contributions from the non-factorizabl operators cannot be neglected,
even though theirm atrix elem ents are suppressed In the largeN . lim it.

Thermtio B )= B4) isparticularly sensitive to non-factorizable contribu—
tions [see @2) and tablk 3], making i di cult to predict this quantity with a

‘W e recall, however, that according to C_3-S_5) a positive value of ", increases the theoretical
prediction for the lifettine ratio ( p)= Bgq).
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precision ofbetter than about 10% . For exam ple, assum Ing that the m agnitudes
ofthe parameters "; and ", are an aller than 01 or 02, we nd that the predic-
tions for this lifetim e ratio lie in the ranges 0.93{1.11 and 0.84{1 20, respectjyely:f:
However, in our opinion, even if the experim ental result had been outside these
ranges, the m ost lkely explanation would have been that the "; param eters are
larger, rather than a failure of the heavy-quark expansion. The experim ental
measurament of B )= Bg) iInposes the constraint (-_3-3) upon the param eters,
which allow sus to elin lnate "; In other relations. O n the otherhand, w ithin the
heavy-quark expansion there is only room fora very am alldeviation of the ratio

Bs)= (Bg) from unity due to SU (3)-breaking e ects. W e estim ate these e ects
to be oforder 1% .

U nderstanding the low experim ental value of the lifetine ratio ( )= Byg)
rem ains a potential problm for the heavy-quark theory. If the current exper-
In ental value persists, there are two possbilities: either som e hadronic m atrix
elem ents of fourquark operators are signi cantly larger than naive expectations
based on largeN . counting rules and the quark m odel, or (local) quark {hadron
duality fails in non—Jeptonic nclusive decays. In the second case, the explana—
tion of the puzzlk lies beyond the heavy-quark expansion. In the rst case, it is
m ost likely that the baryonic param eter r ism uch larger than m ost expectations
based on quark-m odel estin ates. It will be Interesting to see whether future,

eld-theoretic calculationsw il yield values of r which are su ciently large. Until
such caloulationsbecom e available, a conventional explanation ofthe plifetime
puzzle cannot be excluded.

F inally, we have perform ed an analysis of the sam ileptonic branching ratio
ofthe B meson Bg;) and of the average num ber of cham ed particles produced
per decay (n.). Our results are simmarized n  gures 2 and 3. There is a
signi cant dependence on the predictions for the sem ileptonic branching ratio
on the renom alization scale , which is a m anifestation of our ignorance of
higher-order perturbative corrections. The results for n., on the other hand,
are aln ost Independent of . This scale dependence weakens considerably the
anticorrelation in the theoretically allowed values for Bg;, and n. observed in
ref. @2]. In our view, given the theoretical uncertainties and the disagreem ent
between the experim ental values for the sam ileptonic branching ratio obtained in
Jow — and high-energy m easurem ents, there is at present no discrepancy between
theory and experim ent for Bg;, and n.. W e have also studied the contrdbutions
of spectator e ects for these quantities and nd that they are negligbl forn,,
w hereas they can potentially change the prediction for By, by up to about 1% .

Note added: A fter com plkting this work we becam e aware of a paper by

SA tematively, if we assum e that the m agniudes of "1 ( haa) @nd "z ( haq) renom alized at
a hadronic scale are lss than 0.1 and 02, then, usinhg Cfla), we nd that the corresponding
predictions lie in the ranges 0.96{1.14 and 0.87{1 23.
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cusses theoretical predictions for beauty lifetin es, m aking strong clain s concem-—
Ing the theoretical predictions for the lifsttineratio B )= B4). In view ofour
discussion in section 44, we must disagree w ith som e statem ents m ade in this
paper.
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Appendix A : Renom alization—-group evolution

T he fourquark operators appearing in the heavy-quark expansion are convention—
ally renom alized atthe scale = m . However, onem ay use the renom alization—
group to rew rite them In tem s of operators renom alized ata scale 6 m . The
renom alization-group evolution is determm ned by the anom alous dim ensions of
the Purquark operators in the HQET, where the b quark is treated as static
quark R5]. In the literature, this evolution is som etin es referred to as \hybrid
renom alization" {10, 27, 28].

W e nd that the operatorsO¢ , and T} ,,and sinilarly O¢ , and Tg .,
m ix under renom alization . At one-loop order, them xingw ithin each pair © ;T)
is govemed by the anom alous din ension m atrix

0 1
cr 1
A 3 SB ¥
=5 6 ¢ 1 £ @® 1)
2N, 2N.

which has eigenvalues 0 and 3N .. Here N . is the number of colours, and Cy =

I\ 3 1)=2N. is the eigenvalue of the quadratic C asim ir operator in the funda—
m ental representation. T he operators de ned at the scalem , can be rew ritten In
tem s ofthose de ned at a scake 6 m . In kading logarithm ic approxin ation,
the resul is

O my) = 1+2CF( 1) 0 () i( DT ()
b Nc Nc ’
1 Cr
Ty = 1+F( 1) T() F( 1o (); @A 2)
where 1
()-3Nc=2fJ
= s ; 3
s(mb) (A )

and o = 1—31NC %nf is the st coe cient of the -function h ¢ = 3 is the
num ber of light quark avours).

G iven the evolution equations @ 2) for the fourquark operators, it is inm e~
diate to derive the corresponding equations for the hadronic param eters de ned
n @4), €1 and £8).W e cbtain:

Bifmy) = 1+2CF( 1) Bi() i( H"™(C);
i b Nc i Nc i ’
w l nw CF
imy) = 1+F( 1) "i() F( 1)Bi();
1
rmy) = r()+ N—( DB ()r();
Bmyrmy) =B ()r(): @ 4)
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O f oourse, Introducing param eters renom alized at a scale 6 m , would sinply
am ount to a reparam etrization ofthe results and as such isnot very illum inating.
H ow ever, the evolution equations are used In section 3 to study the sensitivity of
our results to unknow n higher-order corrections.

A s an illistration, we study the evolution from = m , down to a typical
hadronic scale pag my, whith we choose such that ( nag) = 05 (corre-
goonding to nag 067GeV).We nd

Bimyp) " 148Bi( naa) 0B386%( naa) i
"imyp) " 106" ( haa)  0:08Bi( nad) i
rmy) " [1:54+ 0:18E ( naa)lr( naa) 7

B ( haa)

Bmy ' ; A 5)
o1 154+ 0488 ( .g)

Indicating that renom alization e ects can be quite signi cant. If one assum es
that the m atrix elem ents renomm alized at the scale .q can be estin ated using
the vacuum insertion hypothesis form esons and the valencequark approxin ation
for baryons, then

£2 ( had) -
Bi( naga)’ %= 897 068; " ( haa) " O; B (na)’ 15
@A .6)

where the factor % in the st equation arises from the anom alous din ension
of the axial current in the HQET 7, 28]. Usihg @ 4), we then nd that the
param eters de ned at a renom alization scalem ,, (asused throughout thispaper)
wouldbeB;my) = Bomy) " 101, " my) = "2Mmy) ’ 005, rp)=r( nag) ’
172, and B my) / 0:58. Thus, or m esons the violations of the factorization
approxin ation induced by the evolution from .4 Up tomy, ram ain an all, ie.we

ndBimy) ' 1and ";my) ' 0. W e stress, however, that we do not want to
suggest that the choice of param eters in @ ) is actually physical.

Form esons, the largeN . counting rules ¥§,149] in ply that the param eters ";
are of order 1=N ., whereas the param eters B ; are of order unity. These resuls
are respected by the evolution equations @ 4), which in the largeN . lin i take
the form

Bimy)= 1 Bi()+ 0 (AN );
1
") = O o DBOFO 1= 2); @ 7)
where ; = [ ;()= <) 2. Undera change ofthe renom alization scale, the

param eters "; stay of order 1=N ., whereas the param eters B ; change by a factor
of order unity.
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Appendix B: Bg, and n. in the ms schem e

T he sam ileptonic branching ratio and n. can also be calculated using running
quark m asses renom alized in them s schem e ratherthan polm asses. To com pare
the results in such a scham e to those presented in our work, we have to relate
the ratio of the pole m asses to the ratio of the running m asses. There is some
freedom In how to do this translation. Since in the expressions for the (partial)
nclusive decay rates radiative corrections are ncluded to order () only, it is
consistent to work w ith the one-loop relation

cﬁ) : & 1)

b ()

me_ M) L 2.0

| 3l

3
o
3|
o
3

W e chall refer to this choice as scheme msl. A lkematively, one m ay prefer to
resum the leading and next-to-leading logarithm s to this relation, which leadsto

! )
Tc()=E s(mc) 1 s(mc) s(mb) 1 0 201 il ,'(B.Z)
my() my smy) 8 3 3

0=2 o

where ;and ; aretheone-and two-loop coe cientsofthe anom alousdin ension

of the running quark m ass, and o and ; are the coe cients of the -function.

W e shallcallthis schem em s2; it hasbeen adopted in the work ofBagan et al. [L§].
O ur resuls for these two versions of the m's schem e are:

_ 116 09%; = My,
B s =" 107 0o%; =mr2
s1) = 120 0:06; = my,
DS = 150 006; = m,=2,
B 3)
109 0:9% ; = My,
Bor@s2) = 155 i ;= my=2,
125 005; =m,,
ne@sS2) = 104 006 = my=2,

and the combined predictions for Bg;, and n. are shown in gure 4. Contrary
to the case of the on—shell schem e, the calculations In the ms schem e becom e
unstablk for low values of the renom alization scale. For this reason, we only
present result for m=2. T he resuls ocbtained in the schem em sl are close to
those obtained in the on-shell schem e and presented in section §. In the schem e
ms2, on the otherhand, we nd lowervalues forB g;, and highervalues forn.. W e
note that our resuls for this schem e do not coincide w ith the num bers presented
in the emmatum of ref. [L4]; in particular, we do not nd the large values of n.
reported there. The num erical di erences arem ainly due to the fact that Bagan
et al. use Iower values for the cham quark mass (they usem. = 133 G&V for

28



the central value of the pole m ass rather than 14 G &V), and that they multiply
each partial decay rate by the num erical factor

5 20 2
Me T gy =0 200 o, mp + o ® 4)
my() 3 2

which we om it since it cancels trivially in the din ensionless quantities B g1, and
n.. Note that, in particular, this factor is responsible for the large apparent scale
dependence of the resuls presented in ref. [1§]. Anocther di erence is that we
Include in the calculation an estin ate of the contrdbution from chamm less decays,
USNG Bro cham = @ 1)% 4,41 42]and B v= B¢/ 1%  This owersB g by
a factor 0.99 and n. by a factor 0.98.

=
w
T

Figure 4: Combined theoretical predictions for the sam ileptonic branching
ratio and cham counting as a function ofthe quark-m ass ratiom .=m ,, and the
renom alization scale . The solid lines refer to the schem e msl, the dashed
ones toms2.

Tt m ay be argued that the apparent large scham e degpendence of the resuls
for the sam ikptonic branching ratio and n. prevent a reliable theoretical predic—
tion. However, as we have shown above the m ain reason is that the num erical
value of the quark m ass ratio m .=m, can be quite di erent In di erent schem es
M()=M ()’ 08m ~=mp In the schamemsl, and 07m =m, In ms2). Sihoe
the dependence 0of B, and n. on the quark-m ass ratio com es sin ply from phase
Soace (@nd is particularly strong for the channelb ! ocs), we feel that the on—
shell schem e ism ore adequate for perform ing the calculation. In other words, we
expect that In them s schem e one would encounter larger higher-order corrections,
once the caloulation is pushed to order 2 and higher.
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