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A bstract

Theapproxim atesym m etriesofQ uantum Chrom oD ynam icsin thein�niteheavy quark (Q = c;b)

m ass lim it (m Q ! 1 ) and in the chirallim it for the light quarks (m q ! 0; q = u;d;s) can be

used togetherto build up an e�ective chirallagrangian forheavy and lightm esonsdescribing strong

interactions am ong e�ective m eson �elds as well as their couplings to electrom agnetic and weak

currents,including the relevantsym m etry breaking term s.The e�ective theory includesheavy (Q �q)

m esonsofboth negative and positive parity,lightpseudoscalars,aswellaslightvectorm esons. W e

sum m arizetheestim atesfortheparam etersentering thee�ectivelagrangian and discussin particular

som e phenom enologically im portant couplings, such as gB � B �. The hyper�ne splitting of heavy

m esonsisdiscussed in detail.Thee�ectivelagrangian allowsforthepossibility todescribeconsistently

weak couplings ofheavy (B ;D )to light(�;�;K
�
; etc.) m esons. The m ethod hashoweveritsown

lim itations,due to the requirem ent thatthe light m eson m om enta should be sm all,and we discuss

how such lim itations can be circum vented through reasonable ansatz on the form factors. Flavour

conserving (e.g.B
�
! B )and avourchanging (e.g.B ! K

�
)radiativedecaysprovideanother

�eld ofapplicationsofe�ectivelagrangians;they arediscussed togetherwith theirphenom enological

im plications.Finally weanalyzee�ectivelagrangiansdescribingheavycharm onium -like(�Q Q )m esons

and theirstrong and electrom agnetic interactions.The role ofapproxim ate heavy quark sym m etries

forthiscase and the phenom enologicaltestsofthese m odelsare also discussed.
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1 Introduction

There isa generalagreem entatthe presenttim e thatquantum chrom odynam ics(Q CD)isthe correct

theory ofstronginteractions.Although Q CD issim pleand elegantin itsform ulation,thederivation ofits

physicalpredictionspresentshoweverarduousdi�cultiesbecause oflong distance Q CD e�ectsthatare

essentially non perturbative.Related to them is,forexam ple,the m ostprom inentexpected im plication

ofQ CD,colorcon�nem ent.

Inevitably,Q CD e�ects enter any calculation ofprocesses involving hadrons,such as electroweak

transitionsbetween hadronicstates.Predictionsforsuch transitionsand theircom parison with data are

essentialto com pletetheprogram ofdeterm ining theparam etersofthestandard electroweak m odel.The

m ain sourceofuncertainty forsuch predictionsisourinability to calculatetherelevantnon perturbative

Q CD e�ects.

Thetheoreticalprogressin the�eld hasgonethrough variousdirections,including latticesim ulations

and theuseofsum rules,butonefram ework hasem erged asbasicto advanceourunderstanding,nam ely

the oneem ploying approxim atesym m etries,broken explicitly orspontaneously,orboth ways.

The em piricalpattern ofquark m asses,thatare widely di�erent,isthe essentiallogicalguide to the

form ulation ofthe sym m etries that have been introduced. Historically,di�erent roads were followed,

som esym m etriesbeing already known and investigated even beforethenotion ofquark wasestablished.

The�rstim portantdevelopm entwasisotopicspin,vastly used already in thephysicsofnuclei,suggested

by the approxim ate equality ofproton and neutron m ass. In the quark language it is the closeness of

the m asses ofthe up and down quark that induces isotopic spin sym m etry. The strange quark being

m uch heavier,theextension oftheSU (2)isospin sym m etry to SU (3),to includethestrangequark,then

necessarily im plied dealing with strongersym m etry breaking e�ects.Lateron itwasrealized thatthere

isa typicalenergy scale ofhadronicphenom ena,such thatitisthe relativem agnitude ofthe sym m etry

breaking m ass param eters,as com pared to such a scale,which suggests the degree ofaccuracy ofthe

sym m etry predictions.

From thispointofview them agnitudeoftheSU (2)breaking wasgenerally expected to berelated to

theratio oftheup and down quark m assdi�erenceto thehadronicscale(plusthe e�ectsofelectrom ag-

netism ,which breaksisospin aswell).Both m assesarenow known to bevery sm allin com parison to the

scale,which suggestsa largersym m etry,SU (2)� SU (2),the lightquark chiralsym m etry,exactly valid

in Q CD in the lim itwhen both the up and down quark havezero m ass.

Spontaneous sym m etry breaking takes place and breaks the chiralsym m etry into isospin,thus ex-

plainingthebetterexperim entalviabilityofisospin in strongphenom enaascom pared tochiralsym m etry.

Historically,the progresswentthe otherway around,with chiralsym m etry proposed before the quark

m assvalueswereroughlyknown.Basictothisprogresswastheinterpretation ofthepion astheG oldstone

boson ofthe spontaneoussym m etry breaking.

O ne can attem ptto treatthe strange quark asa m asslessquark in som e �rstapproxim ation,ready

to dealsubsequently with substantialdeviationsfrom the sym m etry.The approxim atechiralsym m etry

isthen extended to chiralSU (3)� SU (3).

W ithin such a fram e, current algebra provides for a num ber of usefulresults. The other useful

approach isa system aticallagrangian expansion,known aschiralperturbation theory.In thisapproach

thesym m etry isused to providefora catalogue raisonn�e oftheterm sappearing in thechiralexpansion.

In thisway one can determ ine which phenom enologicalinputs are needed to �x ata given chiralorder

the fullexpansion and decide how to determ inethem from experim ent[1].

At the opposite side with respect to the hadronic scale ofQ CD,are the heavier quark m asses,i.e.

thoseofthebeauty band charm cquark.In thelim itofin�nitem asses(m c;m b ! 1 ),threephenom ena

appear.

The�rstoneconsistsin thefactthattheresulting e�ectivelagrangian exhibitsa SU (2)heavy avour

sym m etry;thissym m etryappliestoquantitiesthatrem ain �nitein thelim itm Q ! 1 and arisesbecause,

in such extrem e lim it,the exactvalue ofthe heavy quark m assplaysno role in itsinteraction with the
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light sector. For �nite quark m asses the heavy avour sym m etry is broken,and the breaking can be

relevantespecially in the charm sector,sincethe cquark issubstantially lighterthan the bquark.

Thesecond phenom enon isaheavyquark velocitysuperselection rule,which isduetothefactthatthe

strong interactionsofthe heavy quark,in the m Q ! 1 lim it,do notchangeitsvelocity vQ thatalways

rem ain equaltotheheavym eson velocity(onlyweakand electrom agneticinteractionscan changevQ ).As

a consequenceofthevelocity superselection rule,thee�ectivelagrangian describingstronginteractionsof

theheavy quarksshould bewritten asa sum ofterm sthatarediagonalin thevelocity dependentheavy

quark �eld operators.

Thelastphenom enon appearingin thelim itofin�nitequark m assisthedecoupling ofthegluon from

thequarkspin;in otherwordsthee�ectivelagrangianisinvariantunderheavyquarkspin transform ations

and has,therefore,a furtherSU (2)spin sym m etry.In conclusion,thecom pletesym m etry ofthee�ective

lagrangian is a SU (2N f)ofavor(N f is the num ber ofheavy avours)and spin for each value ofthe

heavy quark velocity.Theresulting e�ectivetheory isnowadaysknown asHeavy Q uark E�ectiveTheory

(HQ ET) (see [2,3,4,5,6,7,8]). In the physicalworld the sym m etry is broken explicitly because of

the �nite heavy quark m asses. Sym m etry breaking term sare expected to be particularly im portantfor

charm quark and they can be system atically added to the lagrangian ofHQ ET and param eterize,order

by order,the deviationsfrom the heavy m asslim it.

O ne ofthe �rstand m ostim portantapplicationsofthe heavy quark sym m etrieshasbeen the study

ofthe sem ileptonicdecay ofB ! D �l��.In the in�nite quark m asslim itthisprocessisdescribed by one

form factorwhose norm alization is�xed atthe kinem aticalpointwhere the two heavy quarkshave the

sam e velocity.The velocity ofthe heavy quark in thislim itis,aswe havealready stressed,the velocity

ofthe m eson.

To illustratein m oredetailtheusefulnessoftheheavy quark sym m etry onecan considertheanalogy

between thedeterm ination oftheVus,elem entoftheCK M m atrix from thesem ileptonicdecay K ! �e��

and the possible determ ination ofthe elem ent Vcb from the sem ileptonic decay ofB into D �. For the

K to � decay,a non renorm alization theorem says that correctionsto the SU (3) norm alization ofthe

form factoratthe sym m etry point,i.e. zero m om entum transfer,vanish at�rstorderin the di�erence

between thestrangequark m assand thenonstrangequark m ass.Fortheheavy transition thesym m etry

istheheavy quark sym m etry,which isvalid forvery largequark m asses;in thislim itsom erelevantform

factors are renorm alized only at second order in the sym m etry breaking param eter (the inverse quark

m ass)atthe relevant(zero velocity)sym m etry point[9].

Thelastexam pleshowstheusefulnessoftheheavy quark sym m etry notonly to provideuswith exact

relationsvalid in the terra �rm a ofthe exactlim it,butalso asa platform forstudying correctionsaway

from the lim it.

In som ekinem aticalregions,which,atthesam etim e,arenotvery farfrom theheavy quark lim itand

from the chirallim itforthe lightparticles,onecan try to use sim ultaneously both the heavy quark and

the chiralapproach in the two distinctsectorsand,aswe have already discussed,the m osteconom ical

way to do this consists in using phenom enologicallagrangians. In other words,chiralSU (3)� SU (3)

sym m etry can be used togetherwith the spin-avourheavy quark sym m etry ofHQ ET and the velocity

superselection rule to build up an e�ective lagrangian whose basic �elds are heavy and light m eson

operators.Thisapproach hasbeen proposed in a num berofpapers[10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19]

and the purpose ofthis reportis to review this m ethod and its applicationsto the interactionsam ong

heavy and lightm esons.

The �rstresultswe describe are in the �eld ofthe strong interactionsand concern the propertiesof

the e�ective �elds describing the heavy m esons as wellas their couplings to the pseudoscalar octet of

the G oldstone bosons.W e also discussthe introduction in the lagrangian ofthe lightvectorresonances

�;K � etc and the inclusion ofpositive parity heavy m eson states. Applicationsofthese ideasto heavy

baryonscontaining one orm ore heavy quarkshave been also studied [20,21,22,23,24],butthey will

notbereviewed herebecausetheexperim entalsituation concerning heavy baryonsisstillpoorand there
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arethereforetoo few constraintson the param etersofthe resulting e�ective theory.

The chirallagrangian approach has the advantage ofallowing for a perturbative theory including

notonly tree levelcontributions,butalso loop calculations.Such calculations,atpresent,can only give

an orderofm agnitude estim ate ofthe e�ects,because we do nothave yetsu�cientexperim entaldata

to �x the arbitrary coe�cients in the counterterm s ofthe e�ective lagrangian. Neverthelessthey o�er

a clue to the size ofthe loop e�ects and can be extrem ely usefulin reconciling data with theoretical

expectationsbased on treelevelcalculations.Forpedagogicalpurposesweshallpresenttwo explicitand

detailed exam plesofthesecalculations;the�rstoneistheevaluation oftheloop e�ectsin thehyper�ne

M �
B � M B m asssplitting. The second exam ple we shallshow is given by the chiralloop e�ects to the

ratio fD s
=fD ,where fD and fD s

are the D and D s m eson leptonic decay constants. O ther exam ples

ofcom puted chiralloop e�ectsare given by the correctionsto the strong coupling constantsgD �D �,to

sem ileptonicform factorsand toB and D m eson radiativeand raredecays:they willbealsoreviewed and,

wheneverpossible,the resultsofthe lagrangian approach willbe com pared to otherexisting theoretical

m ethods.

The m ain pitfallofthe e�ective lagrangian approach is the abundance ofcoupling constants and

param eters appearing in the lagrangian. Even if one works at the lowest order in the light m eson

derivativesand in the 1=m Q expansion,one has to �x severalcouplings from data. A typicalexam ple

is the already m entioned D �D � coupling constant,whose experim entaldeterm ination is stillm issing.

In absence ofexperim entalinputs,one m ay rely on theoreticalinform ation com ing,for exam ple,from

Q CD sum rules [25](for a review ofthis subject see [26]),or potentialm odels [27](for a review see

[28]) or,when available,on the results obtained by Lattice Q CD (for a review ofthe D and B m eson

phenom enology on the lattice see [29]). An alternative is provided by the use ofinform ation com ing

notonly from strong interactions,butalso from weak and electrom agnetic interactionsam ong m esons.

Actually theapplication ofthechirallagrangian totheseprocesseso�ersthepossibilitynotonlytoexploit

experim entaldata to constrain the e�ective lagrangian,but also to relate di�erentprocessesusing the

sym m etries. Thisisthe second m ain issue to be discussed in the presentreport. W e shallsee thattwo

m ethodscan be used to perform the task:the �rstone usesthe chiraland heavy avoursym m etriesto

relate di�erentweak and electrom agnetictransitionsby establishing scaling relationsam ong them .The

second m ethod m akesuse ofthe chirallagrangian to com pute the di�erentam plitudes. In both cases,

however,som eadditionalhypothesison theq2-behaviouroftheform factorsm ustbem adeand weshall

discussthe di�erentscenariosaswellastheircom parison with the data.

The third and �naltopic discussed in thispaperisthe application ofthe ideasofHQ ET to m esons

m adeup by two heavy quarks(heavy quarkonium ).Thee�ectivequark theory resulting from them Q !

1 lim itsatis�es,asin thepreviouscase,thevelocity superselection ruleand thespin sym m etry,butnot

theheavy avoursym m etry.Asa m atteroffact,thenon relativistickineticenergy term ofthee�ective

Q CD lagrangian,which isavourdependent,cannotbe neglected since itactsasan infrared regulator.

Therefore the chirale�ective lagrangian for light m esons and heavy quarkonium -like m esons does not

possessthe SU (2)heavy avoursym m etry;nevertheless,because ofthe spin and chiralsym m etries,it

allowsfora num berofrelationsam ong di�erentstrong and electrom agnetic decay am plitudesofheavy

quarkonia states:they willbe discussed and com pared with the data wheneverthey areavailable.

In ouropinion the chirallagrangian approach to the interactionsofthe heavy m esonsisa predictive

m ethod to relate a large am ountofprocessesand decay ratesofthese states. W e hope to convince the

readerby thiswork thatthe chirallagrangian m ethod forheavy hadronsisa prom ising way to describe

thism ostfascinating physics.

W econcludethisintroduction with abriefsum m ary ofthesubsequentsections.In section 2wereview

the sym m etries ofthe approach,we construct the e�ective chirallagrangian for heavy m esons and we

discussthe inclusion in the e�ective lagrangian ofthe lightvectorm esonsand the positive parity heavy

m eson resonances. In section 3 we discuss som e problem s related to the strong interactions e�ective

lagrangian:thestrong coupling constantgB �B � and itspossibledeterm inations;theoneloop calculation

6



oftheB �� B hyper�nesplitting and thestrongdecaysofpositiveparity states.In section 4,aftera brief

review oftheB ! D ;D � sem ileptonictransition,wediscussthee�ectiveweakV � A currentandthechiral

correctionsto theratio fD s
=fD .Sem ileptonicheavy m esonsdecaysinto a �nalstatecontaining onelight

m eson are discussed in section 5,where we also considerthe constraintsputon the q2-behaviourofthe

form factorsby di�erenttheoreticalapproachesand by som eweak non leptonicdecay rates,m ostnotably

B ! J= K �.In section 6weconsiderradiativeheavym eson decaysand wediscussthepredictionsarising

from thechirallagrangian approach.Sections7 and 8 aredevoted to heavy m esonscontaining two heavy

quarks:wewritedown an e�ectivelagrangian describingtheirinteractionsand weuseittorelatedi�erent

decay processesofthese states. In particularwe also discussprocessescharacterized by the breaking of

the sym m etriesofthee�ectivetheory:spin and chiralsym m etry.Finally threeappendicesconcludethe

work: the �rst contains a list ofFeynm an rules used to com pute the am plitudes;in the second,som e

integrals encountered in the loop calculations are listed;the last appendix contains the form alism for

higherangularm om entum quarkonium states.

2 H eavy quark and chiralsym m etry

2.1 H eavy Q uark E�ective T heory

The HQ ET describesprocesseswhere a heavy quark interactsvia softgluonswith the lightdegreesof

freedom .Theheavyscalein thiscaseisclearlym Q ,theheavyquarkm ass,and theotherphysicalscalefor

theprocessesofinteresthereis�Q C D .Theidenti�cation oftheheavy degreesoffreedom to berem oved

requires som e care: we do not want to integrate out com pletely the heavy quarks,being interested in

decaysofheavy hadronsand thereforein m atrix elem entswith heavy quarkson theexternallegs.Aswe

willsee,the so called sm allcom ponent ofthe heavy quark spinor �eld,describing uctuations around

the m assshell,hasto be elim inated.

W e indicate by v� the velocity ofthe hadron containing the heavy quark Q . Thisisalm oston shell

and itsm om entum pQ can be written,introducing a residualm om entum k ofthe orderof�Q C D ,as

pQ = m Q v+ k : (1)

W e now extractthe dom inantpartm Q v ofthe heavy quark m om entum de�ning a new �eld Q v

Q v(x)= exp(im Q vx)Q (x)= hv(x)+ H v(x) : (2)

The�eld hv isthelargecom ponent�eld,satisfying theconstraintv/hv = hv:ifthequark Q isexactly on

shell,itistheonly term presentin (2).H v,thesm allcom ponent�eld,isoftheorder1=m Q and satis�es

v/H v = � Hv:itisintegrated outwhen deriving the HQ ET e�ectivelagrangian.

Thenon locale�ectivelagrangian isderived by integratingouttheheavy �eldsin theQ CD generating

functional,as done in [30]. At tree levelone has sim ply to solve the equation ofm otion for H v and

substitute the resultin the Q CD lagrangian.Theequation ofm otion is

(2m Q + ivD )H v =
1� v/

2
iD/hv (3)

where,

D � = @� + igsA
a
�Ta (4)

with Ta the generatorsofSU (3)c and gs =
p
4��s the strong coupling constant.W e get

Leff = �hv(ivD )hv + �hviD/
(1� v/)

2

�
1

2m Q + ivD

�

iD/hv : (5)
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wherea sum overvelocitiesisunderstood.By using the following identity:

1+ v/

2
�
1� v/

2
�
1+ v/

2
=
1+ v/

2
(g�� � v�v� � i���)

1+ v/

2
; (6)

wecan write

Leff = �hv(ivD )hv + �hviD �(g
�� � v

�
v
� � i�

��)
1

2m Q + ivD
iD �hv : (7)

The expansion ofthislagrangian in 1=m Q givesan in�nite seriesoflocalterm s.Theleading oneis

L = �hv(ivD )hv (8)

which,being m assindependent,clearly exhibitsthe heavy-avoursym m etry. M oreover,since there are

no Diracm atricesin (8),theheavy quark spin isnota�ected by theinteraction ofthequarkswith gluons

and thereforethe lagrangian hasa SU (2)-spin sym m etry.

Thesesym m etriesarelostifwekeep the nextterm sin the 1=m Q expansion

L =
1

2m Q

�hv(iD )
2
hv +

gs

4m Q

�hv���G
��
hv + O (1=m 2

Q ) ; (9)

where we have used the equation ofm otion,ivD hv = O (1=m Q ),to get rid ofthe term �hv(vD )
2hv.

The �rstterm isthe kinetic energy arising from the o�-shellm otion ofthe heavy quark,the second one

describesthe chrom om agneticinteraction ofthe heavy quark spin with the gluon �eld.

Thelaststep in building up thee�ectivelagrangian istheinclusion ofQ CD radiativecorrections.In

(8)and (9)theW ilson coe�cientsaretaken atthem atching scalem Q ,i.e.thescaleatwhich theheavy

degrees offreedom are integrated out. The evolution down to a scale � < m Q introduces logarithm ic

corrections.Detailsand referencescan be found in [7,8].W e shallsum m arizehereonly som eresults.

The inclusion ofquantum loop correctionsdue to hard gluon exchangesm odi�es the coe�cientsin

the lagrangian (8)and (9),giving:

L = �hv(ivD )hv +
a1

2m Q

�hv(iD )
2
hv +

gsa2

4m Q

�hv���G
��
hv : (10)

The tree levelm atching givesa1(m Q )= a2(m Q )= 1:in the leading logarithm approxim ation one �nds

atthe scale� < m Q

a1(�)= 1 ; a2(�)=

�
�s(m Q )

�s(�)

�� 9=(33� 2N f )

; (11)

whereN f isthenum berofactivequark avoursin therangebetween � and m Q .Noticethata1(�)= 1:

thisisa consequence ofthe so-called reparam etrization invariance [31],which relatesthe term in a1 to

the leading one. Such an invariance arisesfrom the factthatthe decom position (1)ofthe heavy quark

m om entum isnotunique.The transform ation

v ! v+
q

m Q

k ! k� q; (12)

where v � q = 0 to satisfy the constraint v2 = 1,is another possible decom position and it has to give

rise to the sam e physicalobservables:only the heavy quark m om entum isa wellde�ned quantity. The

consequencesofthisinvariance have been studied in ref. [31]. The m ain resultsare asfollows. Firstof

allthe velocity and the derivativeiD should appearonly in the com bination

v� + i
D �

M
(13)
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where M isthe m assofthe �eld underconsideration (in thiscase m Q ). Second one hasto m odify the

�eldsin the velocity representation,thatis

�v(x)= exp(iM vx)�(x) : (14)

The scalar�eldsdo notrequireany change,buta vector�eldsP �
v
�
,atthe order1=M should appearin

the com bination

P
0
v

�
= P

�
v

�
� v

� iD � P�v

M
: (15)

Thisisbecause the �eld P �
v should satisfy the constraintv�P

�
v
�
= 0 also afterreparam etrization. The

�eld P 0
v,aswellasthe scalar�eld,have a very sim ple transform ation law underthe reparam etrization

(12).They pick up a phasefactor

P
0
v

�
! exp(iqx)P 0

v

�
: (16)

Invariantterm sunderreparam etrization are then easily constructed. In particularone �ndsa1(�)= 1

from these constraints.

W e want now to im plem ent the sym m etries discussed before in the spectrum ofphysicalstates,in

particularthe pseudoscalarD and B m eson statesand thecorresponding vectorresonancesD � and B �.

The wave function ofa heavy m eson has to be independent ofavour and spin ofthe heavy quark:

therefore itcan be characterized by the totalangularm om entum s‘ ofthe lightdegreesoffreedom .To

each value ofs‘ correspondsa degenerate doubletofstateswith spin J = s‘ � 1=2.The m esonsP and

P � form the spin-sym m etry doubletcorresponding to s‘ = 1=2.

The negative parity spin doublet (P;P �)can be represented by a 4� 4 Dirac-type m atrix H ,with

onespinorindex fortheheavy quark and theotherforthelightdegreesoffreedom .Such wavefunctions

transform undera Lorentztransform ation � as

H ! D (�)H D (�) � 1 (17)

where D (�)isthe usual4� 4 representation ofthe Lorentz group.Undera heavy quark spin transfor-

m ation S belonging to SU (2)one has:

H ! SH ; (18)

whereS satis�es[v/;S]= 0 to preservethe constraintv/H = H .

A m atrix representation ofcurrentuseis:

H =
(1+ v/)

2
[P �

� 
� � P 5] (19)

�H = 0H
y
0 : (20)

Here v is the heavy m eson velocity,v�P �
a� = 0 and M H = M P = M P � (we shalluse also the notation

M H = M ).M oreoverv/H = � H v/ = H , �H v/ = � v/ �H = �H .

P � � and P areannihilation operatorsnorm alized asfollows:

h0jP jQ �q(0� )i =
p
M H (21)

h0jP ��jQ �q(1� )i = �
�
p
M H : (22)

The generalform alism for higher spin states is given in [32]. Here we willconsideronly the extension

to P -waves ofthe system Q �q. The heavy quark e�ective theory predicts two distinct m ultiplets,one

containing a 0+ and a 1+ degeneratestate,and theotheronea 1+ and a 2+ state.In m atrix notations,

analogousto the onesused forthe negativeparity states,they aredescribed by

S =
1

2
(1+ v/)[D

�

1
�5 � D0] (23)
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and

T
� =

1

2
(1+ v/)

"

D
��

2
� �

r
3

2
~D 1�5

�

g
�� �

1

3

�(� � v

�)

�#

(24)

with the following conditions:

v/S = Sv/ = S

v/T
� = � T

�
v/ = T

�

v/�S = �Sv/ = �S

� v/�T
� = �T �

v/ = �T �
: (25)

These two m ultipletshave s‘ = 1=2 and s‘ = 3=2 respectively,where s‘,the angularm om entum ofthe

lightdegreesoffreedom ,isconserved togetherwith the spin sQ in the in�nite quark m asslim itbecause

~J = ~s‘ + ~sQ .

2.2 C hiralsym m etry

From the point ofview ofHQ ET it is naturalto divide quarks into two classes by com paring their

lagrangian m asswith �Q C D . The u and d quarksbelong de�nitely to the lightquark class,m u; m d �

�Q C D .Thesituation forthestrangequarkisnotsoclear,butitisusuallyconsideredtobelongtothelight

quark class,though non negligiblem asscorrectionsareexpected.Ifwetakethe lim itm u;m d;m s ! 0,

the Q CD lagrangian for these three quarkspossessesa SU (3)L 
 SU (3)R 
 U (1)V sym m etry which is

spontaneously broken down to SU (3)V 
 U (1)V .The lightestpseudoscalarparticlesofthe octect�,K ,
�K ,� are then identi�ed with the G oldstone bosonscorresponding to the broken generators. O fcourse,

due to the explicitsym m etry breaking given by the quark m assterm ,the m esonsacquirea m ass.

Asitiswellknown,theinteractionsam ongG oldstonebosonscan bedescribed by thechiralperturba-

tion theory [33],thatisa low m om entum expansion in m om enta and m eson m asses.Chiralperturbation

theory describes the G oldstone bosons in term s ofa 3 � 3 m atrix �(x) 2 SU (3) transform ing under

SU (3)L 
 SU (3)R as

� ! gL�gR
y
: (26)

The m eson octectisintroduced via the exponentialrepresentation

� = exp

�
2iM

f

�

f = 132M eV (27)

whereM isa 3� 3 herm itian,tracelessm atrix:

M =

0

B
B
B
@

q
1

2
�0 +

q
1

6
� �+ K +

�� �

q
1

2
�0 +

q
1

6
� K 0

K � �K 0 �

q
2

3
�

1

C
C
C
A

: (28)

Tothelowestorderin them om entaand in them asslessquark lim it,them ostgeneralinvariantlagrangian

isgiven by

L =
f2

8
Tr

�
@
��@ ��

y
�

(29)

where the constantf2=8 hasbeen chosen such asto geta canonicalkinetic term forthe m esonic �elds

appearing inside the m atrix M .
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Higher order term s in the m om entum expansion are suppressed by powers ofp=��,where p is the

typicalm om entum scaleoftheprocessand �� isthechiralsym m etry breaking scale,which isevaluated

to be ofthe orderof1 G eV.Aswe have already noticed,chiralsym m etry isnotan exactsym m etry of

Q CD,being explicitly broken by the quark m assterm
X

a= u;d;s

�qam̂ abqb (30)

where m̂ isthe lightm assm atrix:

m̂ =

0

@
m u 0 0

0 m d 0

0 0 m s

1

A : (31)

Theexpression (30)transform sastherepresentation (�3L ;3R )� (3L ;�3R ).W ecan takeinto accountthis

breaking,atthe �rstorderin the quark m asses,by adding to the chirallagrangian a term transform ing

exactly in the sam eway.Thiscontribution can be written in the form

�0Tr
�
m̂ �+ � y

m̂
�

: (32)

The G oldstonebosonsreceivea contribution to theirsquarem assfrom thisterm .Thisisthe reason for

treating form ally the quark m assesassecond orderterm sin the m om entum expansion. Then,the tree

diagram sgenerated by (29)and (32)reproducethesam eresultsofthesoftpion theorem s.Correctionsto

theleadingterm scom efrom higherderivativeorm assterm sand from loop diagram s.Itisalsoim portant

tostressthatchiralperturbation theory isrenorm alizableatany �xed orderin them om entum expansion.

The interactions ofthe G oldstone �elds with m atter �elds such as baryons,heavy m esons or light

vector m esons (�,!),can be described by using the theory ofnon linear representations as discussed

in the classicalpaperby Callan,Colem an,W essand Zum ino (CCW Z)[34]. The key ingredientin this

theory is the coset �eld �(x),which is de�ned on the coset space SU (3)L 
 SU (3)R =SU (3)V . In this

context,the �(x)�eld issim ply related to �(x)by the relation

�(x)= �
2(x) : (33)

Thetransform ation propertiesof�(x)underchiraltransform ations(thatistransform ationsofSU (3)L 


SU (3)R )are

�(x)! gL�(x)U
y(x)= U (x)�(x)g

y

R
: (34)

The m atrix U (x)belongsto the SU (3)V unbroken subgroup and itisde�ned by the previousequation.

As a consequence, U (x) is generally a com plicated non-linear function of the coset �eld �(x) itself,

and,assuch,space-tim edependent.Them atter�eldshavede�nitetransform ation propertiesunderthe

unbroken SU (3)V group.Forinstance,aheavy m eson m adeup by a heavy quark Q and a lightantiquark

�qa (a = u;d;s),transform s,undera chiraltransform ation,according to the representation �3 ofSU (3)V ,

thatis(H a � Q �qa)

H a ! H bU
y

ba
(x) (35)

whereU isthesam em atrix appearingin eq.(34).In view ofthelocality propertiesofthetransform ation

U (x),oneneedscovariantderivativesorgauge�elds,in orderto beableto constructinvariantderivative

couplings.Thisisprovided by the vectorcurrent

V� =
1

2

�
�
y
@�� + �@��

y
�

(36)

transform ing underthe chiraltransform ation ofeq.(34)as

V� ! U V�U
y + U @�U

y
: (37)
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Itisalso possibleto introducean axialcurrent,transform ing asthe adjointrepresentation ofSU (3)V

A � =
1

2

�
�
y
@�� � �@��

y
�

(38)

with

A � ! U A �U
y
: (39)

2.3 A chirallagrangian for heavy m esons

Thee�ectivelagrangian forthestronginteractionsofheavy m esonswith lightpseudoscalarsm ustsatisfy

Lorentzand C,P,T invariance.Furtherm ore,attheleading orderin the1=M expansion (M istheheavy

m eson m ass),and in the m asslessquark lim it,we shallrequire avourand spin sym m etry in the heavy

m eson sector,and chiralSU (3)L 
 SU (3)R invariance in the lightone. The m ostgenerallagrangian is

then [10,11,12]:

L = i< H bv
�
D �ba

�H a > + ig < H b�5A
�

ba
�H a > +

+
f2

8
@
��ab@��

y

ba
(40)

where D � = @� + V� and < :::> m eanstraceoverthe 4� 4 m atrices.In (40)a sum overheavy m eson

velocitiesisunderstood.The�rstterm in thelagrangian containsthekineticterm fortheheavy m esons

giving the P and P � propagators,

i

2v� k
(41)

and

�
i(g�� � v�v�)

2v� k
(42)

respectively.Theinteractionsam ong heavy and lightm esonsareobtained by expanding the�eld �(x)=

exp(iM (x)=f)and taking the traces. In the �rstterm there are interactionsam ong the heavy m esons

and an even num berofpionscom ing from theexpansion ofthevectorcurrentV�.Theinteractionswith

an odd num berofpionsoriginatefrom the second term .Asan exam ple,the �rstterm in the expansion

ofthe axialcurrentgives

A � �
i

f
@�M + ::: (43)

The lastterm in (40)isthe non-linearlagrangian discussed in the previoussection,describing the light

m eson self-interactions.Correctionsto thislagrangian originatefrom higherterm sin the1=M expansion

and from chiralsym m etry breaking. Let us start with the last issue. W e proceed as in the previous

section by considering,atthe �rstorder,breaking term stransform ing as(�3L;3R )� (3L;�3R )underthe

chiralgroup.The m ostgeneralexpression is

L�B = �0(m̂ ab�ba + m̂ ab�
y

ba
)+ �1 < �H aH b(�m̂ � + �

y
m̂ �

y)ba >

+ �
0
1 <

�H aH a(m̂ �+ m̂ � y)bb >

+ i�3 < H b�5A
�

bc
(�m̂ � + �

y
m̂ �

y)ca �H a > +

+ i�
0
3 < H a

�H a�5A
�

cd
(�m̂ � + �

y
m̂ �

y)dc > : (44)

Here we have neglected term s contributing to processes with m ore than one pion. Notice that the

coe�cients � 3 and �03 should be oforder 1=�� because they m ultiply operators ofdim ension �ve. In
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principle there areotherdim ension �veoperators(see [35]),which howevercontribute only to the order

1=�� � 1=M (neglecting again interaction term swith m ore than one pion �eld). The �1 and �01 term s

giverisetoa shiftin theheavy m eson propagators.Forinstance,in thecaseofthestrangeheavy m esons,

they producethe shiftv� k ! v� k� � with � = MD s
� M D = M B s

� M B .

Let us now discuss the 1=M corrections (see refs. [35,36]). First,one has to take into account

the constraints com ing from the reparam etrization invariance that tie together di�erent orders in the

expansion. In the present form alism one can de�ne H �elds transform ing by the sim ple phase factor

exp(iqx)underthe transform ation (12)

H
0= H +

i

2M
D �[

�
;H ] : (45)

In fact,itiseasily seen that,neglecting term sproportionalto the form ofthe free wave equation (con-

tributing to the nextorderin the expansion)isequivalentto use the equation (13)forthe four-velocity

and the equation (15)forthe vector�eld in the de�nition ofH . This substitution m odi�esthe zeroth

orderlagrangian in the way described in [35]. W e shallnotreporthere the expressionsbecause allthe

extra term sinvolveatleasttwo derivativesand they contributeonly attheorder1=M 2.Finally wehave

O (1=M )term swhich areinvariantunderfour-velocity reparam etrization,and thereforethey appearwith

arbitrary coe�cients. In thisdiscussion an im portantrole isplayed by the tim e-reversalinvariance. In

ourcasewehaveto requireinvarianceunderthe following transform ations

H v(x)! TH vP (� xP )T
� 1

M (x)! � M (� xP )

A
�(x)! A �(� xP ) (46)

wherexP and vP arethe parity reectionsofx and v,thatis,x
�

P
= x� and v

�

P
= v�.Also

T
�
T
� 1 = 

�
� : (47)

Taking into accountthisconstraintand neglecting higherderivativeterm s(which contributeto theorder

1=M 2),one �nds[35]

L1=M =
�2

M
< �H a���H a�

��
>

+ i
g1

M
< H b�5A

�

ba
�H a >

+ i
g2

M
< �5A

�

ba
H b

�H a > : (48)

By writing �2 = � M �=2= � M (M P � � M P )=2,oneseesthatthee�ectofthecorresponding operatoris

to shiftthe P and P � propagatorsto

i

2(v� k+3
4
�)

(49)

and

�
i(g�� � v�v�)

2(v� k �1
4
�)

(50)

respectively.The couplingsg1 and g2 renorm alizethe coupling g appearing in equation (40)in di�erent

way forthe P �P �and P �P couplings.M oreprecisely one�nds

g ! gP �P � = g+
1

M
(g1 + g2)

g ! gP �P = g+
1

M
(g1 � g2) : (51)
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2.4 Light vector resonances

W ewantnow to introducein thepreviouse�ectivelagrangian,equation (40),thelightvectorresonances,

�,K �,etc.W eshallm akethehypothesisthatthey can betreated aslightdegreesoffreedom .Therefore

they could be introduced asm atter �elds by using the CCW Z form alism [34]. Howeverwe preferhere

to m ake use ofthe hidden gauge sym m etry approach [37],as done in [13](see also [16,38]). The two

m ethodsare com pletely equivalent,butthe second one iseasierto dealwith. The m ain idea liesin the

observation that any non-linear �-m odelbased on the quotient space G =H ,where G is the sym m etry

group and H theunbroken subgroup,isequivalentto a linearm odelwith enlarged sym m etry G � Hlocal,

where H local is a localsym m etry group isom orphic to the unbroken group H . In the linearm odelthe

�eldshavevaluesin thegroup G ,ratherthan in G =H asin thenon-linearform ulation.Theextradegrees

offreedom can be gauged away by taking advantage ofthe localinvariance related to H local. In the

unitary gaugeonerecoversthe CCW Z form ulation.However,the explicitappearance,in the form alism ,

ofa localinvariancegroup givesroom forthe introduction ofgauge�eldswith valuesin the Lie algebra

ofH ,which willbe interpreted as the light vector m esons. Again,one can show that in the unitary

gaugethese�eldscorrespond to vectorm atter�eldsoftheCCW Z form ulation [37].O riginally [39]itwas

proposed thatthe� m eson wasthedynam icalgaugeboson ofthehidden localsym m etryHlocal= SU (2)V
in theSU (2)L 
 SU (2)R =SU (2)V nonlinearchirallagrangian.Theextension to SU (3)isstraightforward

[40]and incorporatesthe �,K �, �K � and � � ! m esons.

Letusbriey describe the procedure.Itconsistsin using two new SU (3)m atrix-valued �eldsL and

R to build up �

� = LR
y
: (52)

The chirallagrangian in (29)isthen invariantunderthe group SU (3)L 
 SU (3)R 
 SU (3)H

L ! gL Lh
y(x); R ! gR Rh

y(x) (53)

whereh 2 SU (3)H isa localgaugetransform ation.Thelocalsym m etry associated to thegroup SU (3)H
iscalled hidden because the �eld � belongsto the singletrepresentation.Itshould be noticed thatthis

description is equivalent to the previous one by the gauge �xing L = R y = �,which can be reached

through a gaugetransform ation ofSU (3)H .W ith the �eldsL and R we can constructtwo currents

V� =
1

2

�
L
y
@�L + R

y
@�R

�
(54)

A � =
1

2

�
L
y
@�L � R

y
@�R

�
(55)

which aresingletsunderSU (3)L 
 SU (3)R and transform as

V� ! hV�h
y + h@�h

y (56)

A � ! hA �h
y (57)

underthe localgroup SU (3)H .In theunitary gaugeL = R y = � they reduceto the V and A previously

introduced in (36)and (38).

In thisnotation,the transform ation (35)forH a reads

H a ! H bh
y

ba
(x) (58)

and the covariantderivativeisde�ned as

D �
�H = (@� + V�)�H : (59)
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The octetofvectorresonances(�,etc.) isintroduced asthe gaugem ultipletassociated to the group

SU (3)H .W e put

�� = i
gV
p
2
�̂� (60)

where �̂ isa herm itian 3� 3 m atricesanalogousto theonede�ned in equation (28).This�eld transform s

underthe fullsym m etry group asV�

�� ! h��h
y + h@�h

y
: (61)

The vector particles acquire a com m on m ass through the breaking ofSU (3)L 
 SU (3)R 
 SU (3)H to

SU (3)V .In fact,8 outofthe 16 G oldstone bosonscom ing from the breaking arethe lightpseudoscalar

m esons,whereasthe other8 areabsorbed by the � �eld.

W ecan now build alagrangiandescribingtheinteractionsofheavym esonswith low m om entum vector

resonances,respecting chiraland heavy quark sym m etries.The new term swehaveto add to (40)are:

L� =
1

2g2
V

< F��(�)F
��(�)> �

f2

2

�
< (A �)

2
> + a < (V� � ��)

2
>
�

+ i� < H bv
� (V� � ��)ba

�H a > + i� < H b�
��
F��(�)ba �H a > ; (62)

whereF��(�)= @��� � @��� + [��;��].

In the�rstlinein (62)thereisthekineticterm forthelightvectorresonances.Thesecond term gives

back the non linear�-m odellagrangian (29),asitcan be seen by using the identity

hA �A
�
i= �

1

4
h@��@

��y
i (63)

plusinteractionsam ong pionsand �-likeparticles.Thevalueoftheparam etersa and gV can be�xed by

considering the electrom agneticcouplings[37].In thisway onecan seethatthe �rstK SRF relation [41]

isautom atically satis�ed

g� = g���f
2
; (64)

with g� isthe� �  m ixing param eter,and g��� = agV =2.Furtherm ore,from thesecond K SRF relation,

m
2

� = g
2

���f
2 (65)

and extracting the � m assfrom (62),

m
2

� =
1

2
ag

2

V f
2
; (66)

wesee thata = 2,and that

gV =
m �

f
� 5:8 : (67)

Theterm sproportionalto� and � givethecouplingsofthelightvectorm esonswith theheavy states,

likeP P �,P P�� etc.

Asusualin (62)we have considered the lowestderivative term s. Explicitsym m etry breaking term s

can be introduced asin (44)and (48).

As shown in [42],the hidden sym m etry approach has an interesting lim it in which an additional

sym m etry appear,theso-called vectorsym m etry.In thislim itthevectorm eson octetism asslessand the

chiralsym m etry isrealized in an unbroken way:thelongitudinalcom ponentsofthevectorm esonsarethe

chiralpartnersofthe pions. A chirallagrangian forheavy m esonsincorporating both heavy quark and

vectorsym m etrieshasbeen written down in [43]:having an additionalsym m etry,thereisa reduction of

the num berofe�ectivecoupling constants,and in the exactsym m etry lim itonly oneunknown coupling

constantappears. Howeverlarge sym m etry breaking e�ects are expected and correctionsto the vector

lim itcan be sizeable.
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2.5 T he chirallagrangian for the positive parity states

In the sequelwe shalluse also the chirallagrangian forthe positive parity statesintroduced in section

2.1. This lagrangian,containing the �elds Sa and T �
a as wellas their interactions with the G oldstone

bosonsand the �eldsH a,hasbeen derived in refs.[32,18]:

L3 = Lkin + L1� + Ls + Ld (68)

Lkin = i< Sb(v� D )ba �Sa > + i< T
�

b
(v� D )ba �T�a >

� �ms < Sa �Sa > � �mT < T
�
a
�T�a > (69)

L1� = ik < T
�

b
�5A

�
ba
�T�a > + i~k < Sb�5A

�

ba
�Sa > (70)

Ls = ih < Sb�5A
�

ba
�H a > + i~h < T

�

b
A �ba5 �Sa > + h:c: (71)

Ld = i
h1

��

< T
�

b
�5(D �A

�)ba �H a >

+ i
h2

��

< T
�

b
�5(D

�A �)ba �H a > : (72)

In (69)�ms = M D 0
� M P = M D 1

� M P ,�mT = M D 2
� M P = M ~D 1

� M P .A m ixing term between the

S and T� �eld isabsentatthe leading order. Indeed,saturating the � index ofT� with v� or� gives

a vanishing result,and derivative term sare forbidden by the reparam etrization invariance [32,18]. W e

can also introducethecouplingsofthevectorm eson lightresonancesto thepositiveand negativeparity

statesasfollows

L4 = LS� + LT � + L0 (73)

LS� = i�1 < Sbv
�(V� � ��)ba �Sa > + i��1 < Sb�

��
F��(�)ba �Sa > (74)

LT � = i�2 < T
�
b v

�(V� � ��)ba �Ta� > + i��2 < T
�
b �

��
F��(�)ba �Ta� > (75)

L0 = i� < �SaH b�(V
� � �

�)ba > + i� < �SaH b�
��
F��(�)ba >

+ i�1 < �H aT
�

b
�(V

� � �
�)ba > + i�1 < �H aT

�

b

�
F��(�)ba > : (76)

W eshallseein thesequelthatsom einform ation on thecoupling constantsg,�,�,and � can beobtained

by the analysisofthe sem ileptonic decays

H ! P l��l; H ! P
�
l��l (77)

and from the radiativedecay

P
� ! P  : (78)

Asdiscussed in the nextsectionsg and � have been also evaluated by potentialm odelsand Q CD sum

rules.
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3 Strong interactions

In the lim itofexactchiral,heavy avour,and spin sym m etries,the low-energy interaction am ong two

heavy m esons and light pseudoscalars is governed by the lagrangian (40). The coupling constant g,

describing the coupling ofthe heavy m esonsto the pseudoscalarG oldstone bosons,isone ofthe funda-

m entalparam etersofthee�ectivelagrangian.Asweshallsee,via chiralloops,itentersinto a variety of

correctionsto both the chiraland the spin sym m etry lim itofm any quantitiesofinterest.

Forthe tim ebeing welim itthe discussion to the strong interaction am ong the lowestlying,negative

parity states,P a (0� ) and P a� (1� ),contained in the m ultiplet H a. Later on we shalldiscuss strong

interactionsinvolving excited states.

The term s containing one light pseudoscalar are readily obtained from the lagrangian (40). They

read:

L = �
g

f
tr(H aH b�5)@

�
M ba

=

�

�
2g

f
P
�
�@

�M P
y + h:c:

�

+
2gi

f
�����P

��
@
�M P

�y
�

v
�
: (79)

Theinteraction term P P � isforbidden by parity;thedirectP� ! P � transition isnotallowed in theB

system becauseoflack ofphasespace.O n theotherhand,thistransition occursforD m esons.From eq.

(79)one obtainsthe partialwidths:

�(D �+ ! D
0
�
+ ) =

g2

6�f2
j~p�j

3

�(D �+ ! D
+
�
0)= �(D �0 ! D

0
�
0) =

g2

12�f2
j~p�j

3 (80)

The decay D �0 ! D + �� is also forbidden by the phase space. The D �+ decay is dom inated by the

D � channels (see table 1,[44,45]). There is an experim entalupper bound on the totalD �+ width:

�tot(D
� +) < 131 K eV [46]. By com bining this bound with the m easured branching ratios of D �+

reported in table1,oneobtainsthe following upperlim itforg:

g
2
< 0:5 : (81)

Table 1:Experim entalD � branching ratios(% )

Decay m ode Branching ratio

D �0 ! D 0�0 63:6� 2:8

D �0 ! D 0 36:4� 2:8

D �+ ! D 0�+ 68:1� 1:3

D �+ ! D + �0 30:8� 0:8

D �+ ! D +  1:4� 0:8

Also the radiative partialwidths �(D �0 ! D 0) and �(D �+ ! D + )depend,via chiralloops,on

the g coupling constant[47,48,49].Thisdependence willbe discussed in section 6.1.

A listofm easurablequantitieswhich depend on the g coupling constanteitherdirectly,orvia chiral

loop corrections,includes:therateforB ! D (D �)�l�,theform factorsfortheweak transitionsbetween

heavy and lightpseudoscalars,thechiralcorrectionsto theratiosfD s
=fD + ,B B s

=D D + ,to theIsgur-W ise

function �(v� v0),to the doubleratio (fB s
=fB 0)=(fD s

=fD + ),and to severalm asssplittingsin the P �
a ;Pa

system .Thediscussion oftheseobservableswillbe presented below.
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3.1 T heoreticalestim ates ofg

In thissection wereview som etheoreticalestim ateofthe strong coupling constantg de�ned in eq.40.

3.1.1 C onstituent quark m odels

In the constituentquark m odel,one �nds g ’ 1 [11]. Asa m atter offactthe axial-vectorcurrentjA5 �

associated to the lagrangian ofeq.(40)reads:

j
A
5 �

= � gTr[�H aH b�5](T
A )ba + ::: (82)

whereT A (A = 1;:::8)areSU (3)generatorsand the dotsstand forterm scontaining lightpseudoscalar

�elds. The m atrix elem entofthe com bination j15� + ij25� between the D �� and the D 0 statescan be

easily evaluated.By workingin theD �� restfram eand by selectingthelongitudinalhelicity,oneobtains:

hD �� j(j15 + ij
2

5)�= 3jD
0i= � g (83)

O n theotherhand,ifoneidenti�es,withoutfurtherrenorm alization,thepartiallyconservedaxialcurrents

ofeq.(82)with the corresponding currentsofQ CD:

(jA5 )
Q C D
� = qa(T A )ab�5qb (84)

onecan evaluatethesam em atrix elem entwithin thenon-relativisticconstituentquark m odel,obtaining:

hD �� j(j15 + ij
2

5)�= 3jD
0i= � 1 : (85)

The com parison between the eq.(83)and (85)leadsto:

g = 1 : (86)

A sim ilar argum ent provides gA = 5=3 for the nucleon,to be com pared with the experim entalresult

gA ’ 1:25 (analogousresultwaspreviously obtained in the constituentquark m odel[50]). The authors

in ref.[51]�nd a slightly di�erentvalue:g ’ 0:8,obtained in a calculation considering m ock m esons(see

referencestherein).A sim ilarvalue g ’ 0:8 isobtained in [52]using PCAC (seealso [53]and [54]).

In ref.[27]ithasbeen suggested thata departurefrom thenaiveconstituentquark m odelm ightarise

asa consequence ofthe relativistic m otion ofthe lightantiquark �q inside the heavy m eson. The m odel

adopted in [27]is based on a constituentquark picture ofthe hadrons;the strong interaction between

thequarksisdescribed by a Q CD inspired potential[55]and therelativistice�ectsdueto thekinem atics

areincluded by considering aswaveequation the Salpeterequation [56](form oredetailssee[57]).

In thism odelone�nds[27]:

g =
1

4M D

Z 1

0

dk

2�2
k
2j j2

E q + m q

E q

�

1�
k2

3(E q + m q)
2

�

: (87)

where E q =

q
~k2 + m 2

q is the light quark energy,and  is the wave function. By considering the

non-relativisticlim it(E q ’ m q � k)oneobtainsg = 1,becauseofthe norm alization condition

1

(2�)3

Z

d~kj j
2 = 2M D ; (88)

Thisreproducesthe constituentquark m odelresultofeq.(86).

Letusnow takein (87)thelim itofvery sm alllightquark m asses(wenotethatthereisno restriction

to thevaluesofm q in theSalpeterequation and m q = 0 isan acceptablevalue).In thiscase,weobtain:

g =
1

3
: (89)
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It is worth to stress that the strong reduction ofthe value ofg from the naive non relativistic quark

constituentm odelvalue g = 1 (eq. 86)to the result(89)hasa sim ple explanation in the e�ectofthe

relativistic kinem aticstaken into accountby the Salpeterequation. Sim ilarresultshave been obtained

in [58].

Including �nite m ass e�ects (m u = m d = 38 M eV ; m s = 115 M eV , m c = 1452 M eV , m b =

4890 M eV areused in this�t)oneobtainsthe num ericalresults:

g = 0:40 (D case) (90)

g = 0:39 (B case) : (91)

3.1.2 Q C D sum rules

Thecoupling constantg hasalso been determ ined within theQ CD sum ruleapproach [59,25,60,61]1.

The starting pointofthisapproach isthe Q CD correlation function:

A �(P;q)= i

Z

dx < �
� (q)jT(V�(x)j5(0)j0> e

� iq1x = Aq� + B P� (92)

where,considering the case ofthe B system ,V� = u�b,j5 = ib5d,P = q1 + q2,q = q1 � q2 and A,B

arescalarfunctionsofq21,q
2
2,q

2.

Both A and B satisfy dispersion relationsand arecom puted,accordingtotheQ CD sum rulesm ethod,

in twoways:eitherby m eansoftheoperatorproductexpansion (O PE),orbywritingadispersion relation

and saturating the associated spectralfunction by physicalhadronicstates.

The O PE can be perform ed in the soft-pion lim itq� ! 0,forlarge Euclidean m om enta (q21 = q22 !

� 1 ). The various contributions com e from the expansion ofthe heavy quark propagator and ofthe

vectorcurrentV�.Thisleadsto a com bination ofm atrix elem entsoflocaloperatorsbilinearin thelight

quark �elds,taken between the vacuum and the pion state. O n the other hand,when considering the

dispersion relation forthe correlatorofeq.(92),the constantg entersvia thecontribution ofthe B and

B � polesto the spectraldensity,through the S-m atrix elem ent:

< �
� (q) �B o(q2)jB

� �(q1;�)> = gB �B � �
� � q� (93)

From the lagrangian in eq.(79),oneim m ediately �nds:

gB �B � =
2M B

f
g : (94)

TheQ CD sum ruleapproachallowstoestim atedirectlythestrongam plitudeofeq.(93),characterized

by thecoupling constantgB �B �.Thisincludesthefulldependenceon theheavy quark m assm b,notonly

itsasym ptotic,largem b,behaviour.

O n theotherhand,by retainingonly theleadingterm sin thelim itm b ! 1 ,oneobtainsthefollowing

num ericalresultsfrom the sum rule:

F̂
2
g = 0:040� 0:005 G eV

3
: (95)

where F̂ param etrizesthe leading term in the decay constantsfB and fB �:

fB = fB � =
F̂

p
M B

: (96)

1For a com plete listofearlierreferences,see ref.[60].
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F̂ can be com puted by Q CD sum rules.Forexam ple,for! = 0:625 G eV (! isthebinding energy ofthe

m eson,�nite in the largem asslim it),and the continuum threshold param etery0 in the range 1:1� 1:4

G eV,and neglecting Q CD corrections[62]the resultis

F̂ = 0:30� 0:05G eV
3=2

: (97)

By including radiative correctionsone �ndshighervalues(around 0.4-0.5 G eV 3=2)thatare com patible

with the resultsobtained by lattice Q CD;

F̂ = 0:55� 0:07 [63]

F̂ = 0:61� 0:08 [64]

F̂ = 0:49� 0:05 [65] : (98)

Since one has neglected in (95) radiative corrections,a safer value for F̂ is given in eq. (97),which

is also the value we shalluse in the subsequent sections. From eqs. (95) and (97),one would obtain:

g = 0:44� 0:16.

An independent estim ate ofg can be obtained by expanding the correlator ofeq. (92) near the

light-conein term sofnon-localoperatorswhosem atrix elem entsde�nepion wavefunctionsofincreasing

twist (this m ethod is called light-cone sum rules). In this way,an in�nite series ofm atrix elem ents

oflocaloperators is e�ectively replaced by a universal,non-perturbative,wave-function whose high-

energy asym ptoticbehaviourisdictated by theapproxim ateconform alinvarianceofQ CD.By using this

technique,in [60],thefollowing resulthasbeen obtained:g = 0:32� 0:02.

O urbestestim ateforg,based on the analysesofboth Q CD sum rules[25,60]and relativisticquark

m odel[27]is

g � 0:38 (99)

with an uncertainty thatwe estim ate around � 20% .Thisisthe value we shalluse in the nextsections.

In section 6.1 wewillshow thatalso the resultsfrom radiativeD � decaysarecom patible with (99).

3.2 C hiralcorrections to g

Due to the exactchiralsym m etry ofthe interaction term sin eq.(40),the coupling constantg doesnot

depend on the light avour species. Chiralbreaking e�ects can be accounted for by adding breaking

term sto the sym m etric lagrangian.The chiralbreaking param etersarethe lightquark m asses,and the

lowestapproxim ation consistsin keeping allthe term softhe �rstorderin the quark m assm atrix.

O n the other hand,in a given process,correctionsto the chirallim it can arise in two ways: either

via chiralloops,with m esonspropagating with theirphysical,non-vanishing m ass,orvia counterterm s

which a�ectthe considered quantity attree-level.The lattercorrectionsexhibitan analyticdependence

on the quark m asses and are typically unknown,being related to new independent param eters ofthe

chirallagrangian. O n the contrary,the form er term s contain a non-analytic dependence on the quark

m asses which is calculable via a loop com putation. The loop corrections in turn depend explicitly on

an arbitrary renorm alization point �2 (e.g. the t’Hooft m ass ofthe dim ensionalregularization). This

dependence iscancelled by the �2 dependence ofthe counterterm s.

Although theoverallresultisgiven by thesum ofthesetwoseparatecontribution,itiscurrentpractice

to estim ateroughly thechiralcorrectionsby neglecting theanalyticdependenceand by �xing to about1

G eV the renorm alization scale� in the loop com putation.Theadopted pointofview isthatthe overall

e�ectofadding the counterterm consistsin replacing �2 in the loop correctionswith the physicalscale

relevantto the problem athand,�2
�. Possible �nite term sin the counterterm are supposed to be sm all

com pared to the large chirallogarithm s due to the form alenhancem ent ofthe non-analytic term s as

m 2
�logm

2
� overthe analytic ones. In view ofthese uncertaintiesthe resultsofthism ethod are m ore an
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indication ofthesizeofthecorrectionsthan a truequantitativecalculation,sincethereareexam plese.g.

in kaon physicswherethe �nite counterterm sarenotnegligible([66]).

W ith thisphilosophy in m ind,the chiralcorrectionsto the g coupling constanthave been evaluated

in ref.[67,68,36].Neglecting theu and d quark m assesin com parison to thestrangequark m assand by

using theG ell-M ann-O kubo form ula to expressm 2
� in term sofm

2
K (m 2

� = 4=3m 2
K ),theleading one-loop

logarithm iccorrectionscan be expressed in term sof

� =
1

16�2

m 2
K

f2�
log(

m 2
K

�2
)

’ � 0:125 (� = 1 G eV) : (100)

The one-loop coupling constant,geff,isgiven by:

geff = g

�

1� (1+
35

9
g
2)�

�

’ 0:45 (g = 0:38) : (101)

In com puting these class ofcorrections one m ay use the Feynm an rules reported in appendix A.The

result (101) willbe used in the evaluation ofthe loop corrections to the m atrix elem ent ofthe weak

currentbetween � and P (P = D ;B ),asdiscussed in section 5.2.2.

3.3 H yper�ne splitting

Asan exam pleofapplication ofthe chiralperturbation theory to the calculation ofphysicalobservables

relative to heavy Q �q m esons,in this section we work out in som e detailthe hyper�ne m ass splitting

between 1� and 0� m esons. As a m atter offact,the spectroscopy ofheavy m esons is probably the

sim plest fram ework where the ideas and the m ethods ofheavy quark expansion can be quantitatively

tested. Asexplained in section 2.3,the splitting am ong the 1� and 0� heavy m esonsm assesisdue,at

the leading order,by the 1=M correction ofeq.(2.48):

� = (m P � � mP )= �
2�2

M
: (102)

The experim entaldata,listed in table 2,supportsquite wellthe approxim ate scaling law suggested by

eq.(102).Thesedata can be used to estim atethe param eter�2:

Table2:Experim entalm asssplittingsbetween 1� and 0� m esons.

� (M eV)

M D � + � M D + 140:64� 0:09

M D � 0 � M D 0 142:12� 0:07

M
D

� �

s
� M

D
�

s
141:6� 1:8

M B � � M B 46:0� 0:6

M B �

s
� M B s

47:0� 2:6

�2 ’ 0:10� 0:11 G eV2 : (103)

Thesecond term in eq.(44),independentoftheheavy quark avour,isresponsibleforthem asssplitting

between strangeand non-strangeheavy m esons:

� s = 2�1m s : (104)

Experim entally onehas[45]:

M
D

� �

s
� M D � = 99:1� 0:6 M eV

M B 0

s
� M B = 96� 6 M eV ; (105)

21



leading to

�1 ’ 0:33 : (106)

Recently,attention hasbeen focused on the com binations[69,70,71,36]:

� D = (M D �

s
� M D s

)� (M D � + � M D + ) (107)

� B = (M B �

s
� M B s

)� (M B � 0 � M B 0) (108)

which arem easured to be [45]:

� D ’ 1:0� 1:8 M eV (109)

� B ’ 1:0� 2:7 M eV : (110)

This hyper�ne splitting is free from electrom agnetic corrections and vanishes separately in the SU (3)

chirallim itand in theheavy quark lim it.In thecom bined chiraland heavy quark expansion,theleading

contribution isoforderm s=m Q and onewould expectthe relation [69]:

� B =
m c

m b

� D : (111)

In ourfram ework the lowestorderoperatorcontributing to � D ;B is:

� O2 =
�

8M
Tr[�H a���H b�

��]
(m �)ba

��

: (112)

The m atrix m � is

m � = (�m̂ � + �
y
m̂ �

y) (113)

where m̂ is the light quarks m ass m atrix and � the coset variable de�ned in eq. (2.33). By taking

m s=�� ’ 0:15 and � ’ �2Q C D ’ 0:1 G eV 2 onewould estim ate:

� D ’ 20 M eV (114)

� B ’ 6 M eV : (115)

G iven the presentexperim entalaccuracy,the aboveestim ate isatm ostacceptable,asan orderofm ag-

nitude,for� B ,whileitclearly failsto reproducethedata for� D .Ifthecontribution from O 2 werethe

only one responsible forthe hyper�ne splittings,agreem entwith the data would clearly require a m uch

sm allervaluefor�.

In chiralperturbation theory,an independent contribution arises from one-loop corrections to the

heavy m eson selfenergies[71],evaluated from an initiallagrangian containing,atthe lowestorder,both

thechiralbreaking and thespin breaking term sofeq.(44)and (48).Thesecorrectionscan becom puted

by using the Feynm an rulesgiven in appendix A;they depend on an arbitrary renorm alization point�2

(e.g.thet’Hooftm assofdim ensionalregularization).Thisdependenceiscancelled by the�2 dependence

ofthe counterterm �(�2)O 2.Following the discussion in section 3.2 onecan use � = 1 G eV.

Thepossiblesourcesofhyper�nesplittingsvia chiralloopsarethelightpseudoscalarm assesm �,m K

and m �,the m asssplittings � s,� ofeqs. (102),(104)and,�nally,the di�erence between the P �P ��

and the P �P � couplings(P = D ;B )induced by the lastterm ofeq.(48).

Thissplitting isoforder1=M ,and,from eq.(51),oneobtains:

� g � gP �P �� � gP �P � = 2
g2

M
: (116)
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Thesecond term in (48),proportionaltog1,breaksonlytheheavyavoursym m etry,m akingtheB
�B (� )�

and D �D (� )� couplingsdi�erent.Thethird term ,proportionalto g2,breaksalso thespin sym m etry and

contributesdi�erently to the P �P � and to the P�P �� couplings.Thisisprecisely the e�ectrelevantto

the hyper�nesplitting.

In term softhese quantities,one�nds[71,70,36]:

� P =
g2�

16�2f2

h

4m 2

K log(
�2
�

m 2
K

)+ 2m 2

� log(
�2
�

m 2
�

)� 6m2� log(
�2
�

m 2
�

)

i

+
g2�

16�2f2
[24�m K � s]

�
g2

6�f2

� g

g
(m 3

K +
1

2
m

3

� �
3

2
m

3

�) : (117)

The dependence upon the heavy avourP = D ;B iscontained in the param eters� and � g.

The�rstterm in eq.(117)isthesocalled chirallogarithm [71].In theidealsituation with pseudoscalar

m assesm uch sm allerthan ��,itwould representthedom inantcontribution to � P .Calling �
0
D and � 0

B

itsvalueforthe D and B m esons,respectively,one�nds:

� 0

D ’ + 13 M eV; � 0

B ’ + 4 M eV; (118)

whereweareusing the representativevalueg = 0:38 (seeeq.(99)).

Thesecond term in eq.(117)representsanon analyticcontribution oforderm
3=2
s [70],which,although

form ally suppressed with respectto theleading one,isnum erically m oreim portant,becauseofthelarge

coe�cient24�.Theseparatecontributionsto the D and B hyper�nesplittingsread:

� 1

D ’ + 30 M eV; � 1

B ’ + 9 M eV : (119)

Finally,the lastterm in eq. (117)[36]isalso oforderm
3=2
s . Itsevaluation requiresthe estim ate of

the di�erence� g=g,which isnotdirectly related to otherexperim entaldata.In ref.[72],thisdi�erence

hasbeen com puted in the fram ework ofQ CD sum rules.Using m b = 4:6 G eV and m c = 1:34 G eV one

gets:

f
2

B � gB �B �� = 0:0094� 0:0018G eV2

f
2

D � gD �D �� = 0:017� 0:004G eV2 ; (120)

and forthe gP �P � coupling

fB fB � gB �B � = 0:0074� 0:0014G eV2

fD fD � gD �D � = 0:0112� 0:0030G eV2 : (121)

To derive the di�erence � g at �rst order in 1=M ,one should expand the relevant sum rules in the

param eter1=M ,keeping the leading term and the �rstordercorrectionswhich aregiven by
�
g1 + g2

g

�

+ 2A 0= � 0:15� 0:20G eV

�
g1 � g2

g

�

+ A
0+ A = � 1:15� 0:20G eV (122)

and

2
g2

g
+ (A 0

� A)= 0:99� 0:02G eV : (123)

The couplingsg1 and g2 have been de�ned in eq. (51)and the param etersA and A 0 are related to the

1=M correctionsto the leptonic decay constants,fP and fP �:

fP =
F̂
p
M

�

1+
A

M

�

fP � =
F̂
p
M

�

1+
A 0

M

�

: (124)

23



Neglecting radiativecorrections,A and A 0 aregiven by [73,62]:

A = � ! +
G K

2
+ 3G � A

0= �
!

3
+
G K

2
� G� (125)

where! representsthedi�erencebetween thepseudoscalarm eson and theheavy quark m asses,atleading

order in 1=M . The splitting ofthe couplings depends on the quantity 2 g2=g that contains only the

di�erence A 0� A given by:

A
0
� A =

2

3
! � 4G� (126)

There is disagreem entin the literature on the values ofthe param eter G � : at the b quark m ass scale

from ref.[73]one gets G � = (0:042� 0:034� 0:023� 0:030) G eV ,while in ref. [62]the centralvalue

G � ’ � (0:052)G eV isquoted.In view ofthisdiscrepancy,to providean estim ateofthedi�erence(126),

itisreasonableto approxim ateA 0� A � 2=3! � 0:4 G eV ,obtaining

2
g2

g
� 0:6 G eV : (127)

From (116),(127)and from the form ula (117)ofthe hyper�nem asssplitting one�nds:

� B � g
2 (27:3+ 61:4� 75:8)M eV = 12:9 g2 M eV (128)

W e noticethatwe haveused in eq.(117)f = f� = 130 M eV forallthe lightpseudoscalarm esonsof

the octet. In eq. (128)we have detailed the contributions� 0,� 1 and the one from � g=g respectively.

W ehavealso taken �� = 1 G eV .Itisevidentthatthereisa largecancellation am ong thelastterm and

the otherones.Forthe value g = 0:38 we obtain

� B ’ 1:9 M eV : (129)

Theapplication ofthisresultto thecharm caseism oredoubtful,in view ofthelargevaluesofthe1=m c

correction � g=g.By scaling the result(129)to the charm case,onewould obtain

� D =
m b

m c

� B ’ 6:3 M eV : (130)

In conclusion we observe thatthe application ofchiralperturbation theory to the calculation ofthe

heavy m eson hyper�ne m asssplitting israthersuccessful,even though,given the large cancellationsin

eq.(128),the results(129)and (130)should be considered asorderofm agnitude estim atesonly.

3.4 Strong decays ofpositive parity states

In thissection weshallexam inetheapplicationsofthee�ectivelagrangian approach to thestrongdecays

ofthepositiveparity heavy m eson states.W eshall�rstreview theexperim entalevidenceforthesestates;

nextweshallgivetheform ulasforthedecay ratesinto�nalstateswith onepion.Finally weshallpresent

som e estim atesofthe couplingsbased on Q CD sum rulesand we shallapply them to the calculation of

the strong decay rates.

Strong transitions ofthe positive parity states,contained in the m ultiplets S and T introduced in

section 2.1,aredescribed in the presentform alism by the lagrangian L3 ofeq.(68),explicitly discussed

in section 2.5. The experim entaldata concerning these states are stillat a prelim inary stage. In the

charm sector,the totalwidthsofthe D 2(2460)and D 1(2420)states,havebeen m easured [45]:

�tot(D 2(2460)) = 21� 5 M eV (131)

�tot(D 1(2420)) = 18� 5 M eV : (132)
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AsfortheB sector,evidencehasbeen recently reported [74,75]ofa bunch ofpositiveparity statesB � �,

with an averagem ass

m B � � = 5732� 5� 20 M eV (133)

and an averagewidth

�(B � �)= 145� 28 M eV : (134)

The O PAL collaboration ofLEP [75]hasalso reported evidenceofa B � �
s statewith m ass

m B � �

s
= 5853� 15 M eV (135)

and width

�(B � �
s )= 47� 22 M eV : (136)

The decay widthsofthe states(1+ ;0+ ),belonging to m ultipletsP
‘
= (1=2)+ ,here referred to asP1

and P0,are expected to be saturated by the single pion channels [18,17]: P0 ! P � and P1 ! P ��.

Thereforethesetransitionsarecontrolled by thecoupling constanth ofeq.(2.71).In them Q ! 1 lim it

oneobtains

�(P 0 ! P
+
�
� )= �(P 1 ! P

� +
�
� )=

1

2�

�
h

f�

� 2

(�ms)
3 (137)

where�ms isthem asssplitting ofthestatesS with respectto theground stateH .From estim atesbased

on quark m odel[76,77]and Q CD sum rules[78,79]com putationsofthem assesofthesestates,onehas

� = 500� 100 M eV.W e notice thatthism asssplitting agreesratherwellwith the experim entalresult

in the B sector,given in eq.(133).

O n theotherhand,theform ula(137)isoflim ited signi�cance,especially forthecaseofcharm ,dueto

the large1=M correctionscom ing from thekinem aticalfactors.K eeping M �nite,the form ulasbecom e:

�(P 0 ! P
+
�
� )=

1

8�
G
2

P � �P �

�
(M 2

P0
� (M P + m �)

2)(M 2
P0
� (M P � m�)

2)
�1

2

2M 3
P0

: (138)

�(P 1 ! P
� +
�
� ) =

G 2
P1P

��

8�

�
(M 2

P1
� (M P � + m �)

2)(M 2
P1
� (M P � � m�)

2)
�1

2

2M 3
P1

�

�
1

3

�

2+
(M 2

P1
+ M 2

P �)
2

4M 2
P1

M 2
P �

�

: (139)

Forthe B system the coupling constantsG P � �P � and G P1P
�� arede�ned by thestrong am plitudes:

G B � �B � = < �
+ (q)B o(q2)jB

� � +(q1)> (140)

G B 1B
�� = < �

+ (q)B o�(q2)jB
+

1
(q1)> (141)

where B � � and B 1 denote the 0
+ and the 1+ statesin the sP

‘
= (1=2)+ doublet. Analogousde�nitions

are understood for the D ’s. In the in�nite m ass lim it,G P � �P � and G P1P
�� coincide. The am plitude

G B � �B � isrelated to the strong coupling constanth appearing in the heavy-lightchirallagrangian (71)

by the form ula:

G B � �B � = �
p
M B M B � �

M 2
B � � � M 2

B

M B � �

h

f�
: (142)
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In the lim itm b ! 1 onehas:

M B = m b + ! + O

�
1

m b

�

M B � � � M B = �ms + O

�
1

m b

�

(143)

G B � �B � ’ �
2h

f�
m b �ms (144)

and onerecoverseq.(137).

Di�erently from thedecaysofthepositiveparitystateshavingsP
‘
= (1=2)+ ,thesinglepion transitions

ofthe sP
‘
= (3=2)+ particles,here denoted P2 and P 0

1,occurwith the �nalpion in D -wave. The decay

ratesforthesetransitionsaregiven by [18,17]:

�(P 0

2 ! P
+
�
� ) =

1

15�

M P

M P2

h02

��
2

j~p�j
5

f�
2

(145)

�(P 0

2 ! P
� +
�
� ) =

1

10�

M P �

M P2

h02

��
2

j~p�j
5

f�
2

(146)

�(P 00
1 ! P

� +
�
� ) =

1

6�

M P �

M P2

h02

��
2

j~p�j
5

f�
2
; (147)

wherethe strong coupling h0 isgiven by:

h
0= h1 + h2 ; (148)

in term softhe param etersh1 and h2 ofeq. (72). From the previousequations,one �ndsthe following

prediction in the D system :

�(D 0
2 ! D + �� )

�(D 0
2
! D � +�� )

= 2:7 (149)

in good agreem entwith the experim entalresult[45],2:4� 0:7.

To getnum ericalresultsfortheratesgiven in eqs.(138),(139)and (145-147),oneshould specify the

relevantcoupling constants. The param eterG P � �P � hasbeen evaluated in the fram ework ofQ CD sum

rules,by m eansoftwo independentm ethods[80].The�rstm ethod,based on thesingleBoreltransform

ofan appropriatecorrelatorevaluated in the softpion lim it,givesthe results:

G B � �B � = 13:3� 4:8G eV (150)

G D � �D � = 11:5� 4:0G eV : (151)

W e observesubstantialviolationsofthe scaling law G D � �D �=G B � �B � � mc=m b.

In the lim itM ! 1 weobtain,from the asym ptotic(m b ! 1 )lim itofthe sum rule:

h = � 0:52� 0:17: (152)

Thesecond m ethod isbased on the light-conesum rules[81,82,60,83].O neobtains[80]:

G B � �B � = 21� 7 G eV (153)

G D � �D � = 6:3� 1:2G eV (154)
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A two-param eter�tofthe aboveresultsin the form

h(m )= h (1+
�

m
) (155)

givesforh (see eq.(142)the result:

h = � 0:56� 0:28 (156)

and forthe param eter�,� = 0:4� 0:8G eV .

The valuesofh found by the two m ethodsagree with each other.Asforthe �nite m assresults,the

two m ethods sensibly di�er (alm ost a factor of2)in the case ofthe charm ,while the deviation is less

im portantforthe caseofbeauty (around 40% ).Thesedi�erencesshould be attributed to correctionsto

the softpion lim itthathavebeen accounted forby the sum rulebased on a light-coneexpansion.

Using G D � D � = 6:3� 1:2 G eV ,GB �B � = 21� 7 G eV ,and �D = � B = 500 M eV ,from eq. (138)

one�nds

�(D 0 ! D �) ’ 180M eV (157)

�(B 0 ! B �) ’ 360M eV : (158)

There is no direct inform ation on the coupling G P1P
��. In the in�nite-m ass lim it it coincides with

G P � �P � and,in order to estim ate the widths ofthe 1+ states,we assum e that this equality holds for

�nite m assaswell.From eq.(139)we obtain:

�(D 1 ! D
�
�) ’ 165M eV (159)

�(B 1 ! B
�
�) ’ 360M eV : (160)

Alsoin thiscasewehavetaken M P1
� M P � = 500 M eV (P = B ;D )assuggestedbyHQ ET considerations.

To estim ate the strong coupling constant h0=�� , one can m ake use ofthe totaldecay width of

eq. (131),�tot(D 2(2460))= 21� 5 M eV.Assum ing that only two body decays are relevant,one gets

h0=�� � 0:55 G eV� 1.From thisresultand from eq.(147)one obtainsforthe state ~D 0
1 the totalwidth

�tot � 6 M eV to be com pared with the experim entalwidth ofthe other narrow state observed in the

charm sector,�tot(D 1(2420))= 18� 5M eV,alsogiven in eq.(132).Thisdiscrepancy could beattributed

to a m ixing between the D 1 and the ~D 1 states[84].If� isthe m ixing angle,wehave

sin2(�)�
12M eV

�(D 1)� �(~D 1)
’ 0:08 (161)

and therefore one getsthe estim ate � � 16o [80].Thisdeterm ination agreeswith the resultofK ilian et

al.in ref.[18].

In ref. [17]the decay ratesforthe transitionsofthe (1+ ;2+ )stateswith the em ission oftwo pions,

D � �! D (� )��,havealso been estim ated.They appearto be suppressed with respectto the singlepion

rates.

In the B sector,the recently observed positive parity statesB � �,whose averagem assand width are

given in eqs.(133)and (134),can beidenti�ed with thetwo doublets(2+ ;1+ )and (1+ ;0+ ).To com pare

previousestim ateswith the data,we averagethe widthsofthe (1+ ;0+ )m ultiplet,eqs.(158)and (160),

with thoseofthe 2+ and 1+ states,obtained from eq.(145-147):

�tot(B 2) ’ 12 M eV

�tot(~B 1) ’ 10 M eV

(162)
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It is di�cult to perform a detailed com parison ofthese results with the yet incom plete experim ental

outcom e.However,assum ing thattheresultobtained by LEP collaborationsin theB system represents

an average ofseveralstates,and neglecting a possible m ixing between the states B 1 and ~B 1 (a 1=M

e�ect),the experim entalwidth iscom patible with the previousestim ate.

Finally,the totalwidth in eq.(136)can beinterpreted asconnected to the decay B � �
s ! B K ;B �K .

Assum ing again thatthe width issaturated by two-particle �nalstates,and using M B � �

s
= 5853 M eV ,

weobtain:

�(B � �
s (0+ )) ’ 280M eV (163)

�(B � �
s ! B

�
K ) ’ 200M eV (s‘)

P = (1=2)+ (164)

�(B � �
s (1+ )) ’ 0:45M eV (s‘)

P = (3=2)+ (165)

�(B � �
s (2+ )) ’ 1:4M eV : (166)

Also in thiscasea detailed com parison with theexperim entalresultscannotbeperform ed withoutm ore

precise m easurem ents;we observe,however,that the com puted widths ofthe di�erent B � �
s states are

generally sm allerthan the corresponding quantitiesofthe B � � particles,a feature which is reproduced

by the experim ent.

4 B ! D decays and chiraldynam ics

O ne ofthe m ost im portant applications ofthe heavy quark sym m etry is the analysis ofthe exclusive

sem ileptonic decaysB ! D l�l and B ! D �l�l. W e shallhere give a briefsum m ary ofthisextensively

studied subject:form oredetailssee forinstance[8]and referencestherein.

In the sym m etry lim it,i.e.in�nite D and B m asses,thesix form factorsgenerally needed to param -

eterize the m atrix elem ents< D (� )(v0)jJ�jB (v)> (v,v0 velocities)reduce to a single function �(v� v0),

the Isgur-W isefunction.O ne�nds[2]:

< D (v0)j�c�bjB (v)> =
p
M B M D �(v� v

0)(v+ v
0)�

< D
�(v0;�)j�c�bjB (v)> =

p
M B M D i�(v� v

0)������
� �
v
0�
v
�

< D
�(v0;�)j�c�5bjB (v)> =

p
M B M D �(v� v

0)
�
(1+ v� v

0)��� � (�� � v)v0�
�
: (167)

VariouscalculationsoftheIsgur-W isefunction existin theliterature;theyusedi�erentnon-perturbative

approaches,such asQ CD sum rules[85]orlattice Q CD [86].A review oftheseresultswould be outside

the scopeofthe presentreport,and wereferthe interested readerto the literature.

Atthe sym m etry point,i.e.v = v0,the norm alization ofthe Isgur-W isefunction isknown:�(1)= 1.

Thisisaconsequenceoftheconservation ofthevectorcurrentJ� = �h0v�hv =
�h0vv�hv and allowsam odel

independentdeterm ination oftheCK M m atrix elem entVcb from sem ileptonicheavy to heavy decaysby

extrapolating the lepton spectrum to the endpointv = v0.

O fspecialinterestforthisdeterm ination isthedecay B ! D �l�,sincethereareno 1=m Q corrections

fortheaxialform factorA 1,dom inatingthedecay rate,atthesym m etry point.Thisisthecontentofthe

Luke’stheorem [9].A sim pleproofofthisim portantresulthasbeen presented by Lebed and Suzuki[9].

Luke’stheorem isan extension to thespin-avoursym m etry oftheAdem ollo-G atto theorem [88],which

wasoriginally stated fortheSU (3)avoursym m etry oflightquarksand refersto them atrix elem entof

thevectorcurrentbetween statesbelongingtothesam eSU (3)m ultipletatq2 = 0.Thestatem entisthat

m atrix elem entsofa chargeoperator,i.e.a generatorofthesym m etry,can deviatefrom theirsym m etry

valuesonly forcorrectionsofthe second orderin sym m etry breaking.In the caseofsem ileptonicdecays

B ! D (D �)l�,theonly form factorprotected by thistheorem against1=m Q correctionsatthesym m etry
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pointv = v0 isA 1,dom inating the decay B ! D �l� atv = v0. In practice,Luke’stheorem reducesto

the result:

M B + M D �

2
p
M B M D �

A 1(q
2

m ax)= �A + �1=m 2 (168)

where�A = 1 ifstrong radiativecorrectionsareneglected.

The 1=m 2
Q correctionsatthe pointv = v0 have been estim ated [87]: a com bined analysis[89]gives

a correction to �(1):�1=m 2 = � (5:5� 2:5)% .Also leading and subleading Q CD correctionsarising from

virtualgluon exchangehavebeen com puted:seeforinstance[8].

Experim entalm easurem entsclose to v = v0 su�eroflarge errors,due to the sm allnessofthe phase

space: high statistics is needed to reduce the uncertainty in the extrapolation ofthe lepton spectrum

to this point: nevertheless,the exclusive sem ileptonic decay B ! D �l�l can provide a rather precise

m easurem ent ofthe elem ent Vcb ofthe CK M m atrix,com plem entary to the analysis ofthe inclusive

sem ileptonic decay rate.

The HQ ET has also been used to investigate the sem ileptonic decay ofa B m eson into an excited

charm m eson D (s‘;l) [90],where s‘ isthe totalangularm om entum ofthe lightdegreesoffreedom and l

the corresponding orbitalangularm om entum ofthe charm m eson (s‘ = l� 1=2). Atthe leading order,

the m atrix elem ent

< D
(s‘;l)(v0)jJ�jB (v)> (169)

appearing in thesem ileptonictransition isdescribed by a singleform factor�(s‘;l)(v� v0):theIsgur-W ise

function forthe B ! D (� )transitionsisthe function �(1=2;0) � �;forthe P -waveheavy m esonswe have

�(3=2;1) � �3=2 and �
(1=2;1) � �1=2;they havebeen com puted by Q CD sum rulesin [79],and by constituent

quark m odelsin [77].

4.1 C hiralcorrections

Violationsto SU (3)sym m etry can becom puted by m eansofthee�ectiveheavy m eson chirallagrangian.

To estim ate the size ofthe chiralcorrections,itiscom m on practice,aswe have stressed already,to

retain only thenon-analyticterm sarising from chiralloops.M oreoverwhen thesubtraction scale� isof

orderofthe chiralsym m etry breaking scale �� � 1 G eV ,the coe�cientsofthe higherorderterm sdo

notcontain largelogarithm s,and thereforethe num ericalestim atesarecarried outatthisscale.

Chiralperturbation theory hasbeen used to com pute the leading correctionsto the form factorsfor

B ! D (D �)sem ileptonic decays,arising from the chiralloopsof�gure 1. The dom inantcorrectionsat

zero recoil,i.e. v = v0,are ofspecialinterestand have been com puted in [91,92]. According to Luke’s

theorem ,these correctionsappearatthe order1=m 2
Q . Thisclassofcorrectionsshould notbe confused

with those com ing from the 1=m 2
Q term spresentin the e�ectivelagrangian orin the current:the 1=m Q

term s in the lagrangian,in particularthe one responsible for the hyper�ne m ass splitting P � � P and

the one giving the splitting between the couplingsgD and gB ,generate atone-loop 1=m 2
Q non-analytic

corrections. The e�ect ofthe gB and gD splitting has been neglected in [91,92]. For instance,the

B ! D (� )m atrix elem entatthe recoilpointv = v0,ascom puted by the form ulasofappendix A,is[92]

< D (v)jJ�cb� jB (v)> = 2v�
�
1+ C (�)=m 2

c+

�
3g2

2

�
� c

4�f

� 2 �
f(� c=m �)+ log(�2=m 2

�)
�
#

< D
�(v;�)jJ�cb� jB (v)> = 2���

�
1+ C

0(�)=m 2

c+

�
g2

2

�
� c

4�f

� 2 �
f(� �c=m �)+ log(�2=m 2

�)
�
#

(170)
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Figure 1:Diagram sforthe calculation ofone-loop chiralcorrectionsto the B ! D (� )transition m atrix

elem ent.The box representsthe b! cweak current,the dashed line a lightpseudoscalar.

whereC and C 0 stand fortree levelcounter-term sand

f(x)=

Z 1

0

dz
z4

(z2 + 1)3=2

�
1

[(z2 + 1)1=2 + x]2
�

1

z2 + 1

�

: (171)

In (170)only thedependence on � c = M D � � M D hasbeen kept,discarding the� b term sand those

proportionalto thegB � gD splitting.Num erically,for� = 1 G eV and g = 0:38,thecorrection from the

logarithm ically enhanced term in (170)is� 0:6% ,and the correction from f(x)is0:3% .

A com plete calculation ofthe 1=m Q and SU (3) breaking corrections to the B a ! D
(� )
a l�l process

hasbeen perform ed in [93]. Thisanalysisincludesnon-analytic term sarising from chiralloopsand the

analytic counterterm s,butitlackspredictive powerdue to the introduction ofm any unknown e�ective

param eters.

In theSU (3)lim it,theIsgur-W isefunction isindependentoflightquark avoroftheinitialand �nal

m esons,i.e.

�u = �d = �s ; (172)

where �u;d;s is the Isgur-W ise function occurring respectively in B u;d;s decays. In [94,91]the leading

correctionsto the equality (172)havebeen com puted in chiralperturbation theory,giving [91]

�s(v� v0)

�u;d(v� v0)
= 1+

g2
(v� v0)

16�2f2�

�
m

2

K log
�
m

2

K =�
2
�

+
1

2
m

2

� log
�
m

2

�=�
2
�
�
3

2
m

2

� log
�
m

2

�=�
2
�
�

(173)

where


(x) = � 1+
2+ x

2
p
x2 � 1

log

 

x + 1+
p
x2 � 1

x + 1�
p
x2 � 1

!

+
x

4
p
x2 � 1

log

 

x �
p
x2 � 1

x +
p
x2 � 1

!

: (174)
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In (173)the analytic counterterm sare neglected.Num erically,the nonanalytic chiralcorrection isa

few percent.

W em ention hereanothercalculation in thefram ework oftheheavy m eson chiralperturbation theory,

the ratio ofthe param etersB B s
and B B ,entering in the analysisofB (s)�

�B (s) m ixing and de�ned as:

< �B (v)j�b�(1� 5)d �b
�(1� 5)djB (v)> =

8

3
f
2

B B B (175)

< �B s(v)j�b�(1� 5)s�b
�(1� 5)sjB s(v)> =

8

3
f
2

B s
B B s

(176)

In the chiralsym m etry lim itB B s
=B B = 1. Fornon-zero strange quark m ass,the ratio isno longer

equalto 1,and the one loop chiralcorrections,arising from the diagram sof�gure2,are[95]:

B B s

B B

= 1�
2

5

�
1� 3g2

�

16�2f2�

�
m

2

K log
�
m

2
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2
�
+

+
1

2
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2

� log
�
m

2

�=�
2
�
�
3

2
m

2

� log
�
m

2

�=�
2
�
�

(177)

Using � = 1G eV and g ’ 0:38 the previousform ula givesB B s
=B B ’ 1:03.

Figure2:Diagram sappearing in thecalculation ofone-loop chiralcorrectionsto theB � �B m ixing.The

self-energy diagram sarenotshown.The dotrepresentsthe �B = 2 operator

4.2 T he B ! D (�)�l�l decay

Anotherapplication ofthechirallagrangian can befound in thesem ileptonicdecaysofB into a charm ed

m eson with the em ission ofa singlesoftpion,i.e.B ! D (� )�l�l.The phenom enologicalheavy-to-heavy

leading current[6]:

J
cb
� = � �(v� v

0)< �H (c)
a �(1� 5)H

(b)
a > (178)

doesnotdepend on thepion �eld,and thereforetheam plitudewith em ission ofasinglepion isdom inated

by pole diagram s,where the pion is em itted by the initialB or the �nalD (� ),and is proportionalto

the coupling g. The two diagram sare shown in �gure 3. These decaysm ightbe used to determ ine the

)( *D

πν
l

B

π

)( *DB

l ν

Figure3:Polediagram sfortheB ! D (� )�l�ldecay.Thesquarerepresentstheb! ccurrent,thedashed

line isthe pion
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valueofg,oreven to testtheheavy quark avoursym m etry prediction fortheD �D � and B �B � vertices

gB = gD = g.M oreoverthese processesm ay giveindicationson resonancee�ects.

Thechiralcalculation isreliableonly in thekinem aticalregion ofsoftpions.In thedecay B ! D �l�l,

the softpion dom ain isa large fraction due to the inclusion ofthe cascade decay B ! D �l�l ! D �l�l.

This process has been treated by various authors [96,97,98],and the analysis has been extended to

B ! D ��l�l in [99,97,100]:in [100],in addition to the ground statem esonsD ;D
�;B and B �,also the

contribution ofthe low-lying positive parity 0+ and 1+ resonances and som e radially excited states is

estim ated.

4.3 T he heavy-to-light e�ective current

The weak currentforthe transition from a heavy to a lightquark,Q ! qa,isgiven atthe quark level

by �qa�(1� 5)Q ;when written in term sofa heavy m eson and lightpseudoscalars[10],itassum esthe

form ,atthe lowestorderin thelightm eson derivatives,

L
�
a =

iF̂

2
< 

�(1� 5)H b�
y

ba
> : (179)

This operator transform s as (�3L ;1R ) under SU (3)L � SU (3)R ,i.e. analogously to the quark weak

current,and isuniquely de�ned atthisorderin the chiralexpansion.

From the de�nition ofdecay constantofa heavy m eson P

< 0j�qa
�
5Q jPb(p)> = ip

�
fPa

�ab (180)

onegets

fPa
=

F̂
p
M P

: (181)

W e note thatin the in�nite quark m asslim it,M Pa
! m Q ,and there isno dependence on the light

avour.The previousform ula showsthe 1=
p
m Q scaling ofthe heavy m eson leptonic decay constantin

them Q ! 1 lim it,and itslight-avourindependencein thechirallim it(weneglectthesm alllogarithm ic

dependenceofF̂ on m Q ).In section 3.1.2 wehavealready discussed thevariousdeterm inationsofF̂ ,see

eqs.(97),(98).

Higherderivative,spin breaking,and SU (3)breaking currentoperatorsarewritten explicitly in [35]:

theirintroduction addsm anyunknown e�ectiveparam eters,and they correcttheleadingbehaviour(181).

Lattice calculation [101]and Q CD sum rules[62,73]indicate thatthe 1=m Q correctionsare sizeable at

leastforfD .

The current describing weak interactions between pseudoscalar G oldstone bosons and the positive

parity S �eldsisintroduced in a sim ilarway:

L̂
�
a =

iF̂ +

2
< 

�(1� 5)Sb�
y

ba
> (182)

The analysisdonein [79],based on Q CD sum rules,givesfor F̂ + :

F̂
+ ’ 0:46G eV 3=2

: (183)

The currentdescribing the interaction ofthe H �eldswith the lightvectorm esons,is,atthe lowest

orderin the derivatives:

L
�

1a = �1 < 
�(1� 5)H bv�(�

�
� V

�)bc�
y
ca > +

+ �2 < 
�(1� 5)H bv�(�

� � V
�)bc�

y
ca > +

+ �3 < 
�(1� 5)H bv

�(�� � V�)bc�
y
ca > : (184)
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The current (184) is ofthe next order as com pared to the currents (179) and (182),and does not

contributeto theleptonicdecay constantfP .Asweshallseebelow,theterm in (184)proportionalto �1
contributesin a leading way to the A 1 form factorin the P ! � sem ileptonic m atrix elem ent,while the

term sproportionalto �2 and �3 contributeto theA 2 form factors,butthey aresubleading with respect

to the polediagram contribution.

W e observe that there is no sim ilar coupling between the �elds T �,de�ned in (24) and �. Indeed

(179)and (182)also describethe m atrix elem entbetween the m eson and the vacuum ,and thiscoupling

vanishes for the 1+ and 2+ states having sl = 3=2. This can be proved explicitly by considering the

currentm atrix elem ent(A � = qa
�5Q ):

< 0jA �j~D 1 > = ~f�� ; (185)

where ~D 1 isthe1
+ partnerin thesl= 3=2 m ultiplet.Using theheavy quark spin sym m etry,(185)turns

outto beproportionalto them atrix elem entofthevectorcurrentbetween thevacuum and the2+ state,

which vanishes.

4.4 C hiralcorrections for fPs=fP

In the chirallim it,the leptonicdecay constantdoesnotdepend on the lightavour,i.e.

fPs

fP
= 1 : (186)

Asdiscussed in section (3.2),one can obtain an estim ate ofthe SU (3)violationsby com puting the

non-analyticterm sarising from the chiralloops.

Theone-loop diagram scontributionsto theleptonicdecay constantfP areshown in �g.4,and have

been com puted in [95,91],keeping only the \log-enhanced" term softhe form m 2 log(m 2=�2). Forthe

ratio fD s
=fD onehas:

fD s

fD
= 1�

1

32�2f2�

"

m
2

K log(
m 2

K

�2
)+

1

2
m

2

� log(
m 2

�

�2
)�

3

2
m

2

� log(
m 2

�

�2
)

#

(1+ 3g2) : (187)

The correctionsproportionalto g2 arisefrom the self-energy diagram s,�g.4b,while the diagram 4c

givestheg-independentcorrections.Thediagram 4d,linearin g,vanishesattheleading orderin 1=m Q .

Using g ’ 0:38 in (187),one getsfD s
=fD ’ 1:11. The excited positive parity heavy m esonscontribute

to SU (3)violating e�ectsasvirtualinterm ediate statesin chiralloops.In Ref.[102]the \log-enhanced"

term s due to these excited-state loops have been com puted: som e ofthem are proportionalto h2 and

othersdepend linearly on h,h being the coupling ofthe vertex P � �P �.In [102]ithasbeen pointed out

thattheseterm scould benum erically relevantand could invalidatethechiralestim atebased only on the

statesD and D �;asdiscussed in section 3.4 the coupling h isestim ated by Q CD sum rulesin [80],with

the resulth ’ � 0:5,see eqs.(152,156),where a m ore accuratechiralcom putation ofthe ratio fD s
=fD

isperform ed. W e presenthere som e detailsofthe calculation:the verticesand the integralsneeded for

the loop integration can be found respectively in appendicesA and B.

Theself-energy diagram s4b givethe following wavefunction renorm alization factors:

ZD = 1�
3g2

16�2f2�

�

3=2C1(� D � D ;� D �D ;m �)+ C1(� D �

s
D ;� D �

s
D ;m K )+

1

6
C1(� D �D ;� D �D ;m �)

�

+
h2

16�2f2�
[3=2C (� P0P ;� P0P ;m �)+ C (� P0sP ;� P0sP ;m K )+

+
1

6
C (� P0P ;� P0P ;m �)

�

(188)
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Figure 4:Diagram sforthe calculation ofone-loop chiralcorrectionsto the heavy m eson leptonic decay

constantfP .The box representsthe b! q weak current,the dashed line a lightpseudoscalar.

ZD s
= 1�

3g2

16�2f2�

�

2C1(� D � D s
;� D �D s

;m K )+
2

3
C1(� D �D ;� D �D ;m �)

�

+
h2

16�2f2�

�

2C (� P0Ps
;� P0Ps

;m K )+
2

3
C (� P0P ;� P0P ;m �)

�

(189)

where the m ass splittings � P �P = M P � � M P ,� P �Ps
= M P � � M Ps

,and � P �

s
P = M P �

s
� M P are

O (1=m Q ),whilethem asssplittings� P0P = M P0
� M P ,� P0sP = M P0s

� M P ,and � P0Ps
= M P0

� M Ps

between excited and ground statesare�nite in the lim itm Q ! 1 .

The functionsC1 and C com e from the loop integration and arede�ned in appendix B (here we use

�̂ = 0).

The diagram 4c gives the sam e contribution as in (187),while the diagram 4d is linear in h (the

analogous term proportionalto g vanishes),and proportionalto F̂ + : com bining allthe diagram s one

obtains[80]:

fD =
F̂

p
M D

"
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1

32�2f2�
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�
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(190)

fD s
=

F̂
p
M D
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�
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;� D �D s

;m K )+
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C1(� D �D ;� D �D ;m �)
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+
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32�2f2�
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+
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h

16�2f2�

�

2C (� P0Ps
;0;m K )+

2
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C (� P0P ;0;m �)

�#

: (191)

From thepreviousform ulas,using� P0P = 0:5G eV ,� = 1,F̂ + = 0:46G eV 3=2 and F̂ = 0:30G eV 3=2,

onegetsnum erically:

fD =
F̂

p
M D

�
1+ 0:09+ 0:003g2 � 0:33h2 � 1:00h

�
(192)

fD s
=

F̂
p
M D

�
1+ 0:17+ 0:59g2 � 0:66h2 � 1:15h

�
: (193)

In the previousform ulaswe have keptonly the leading orderin the 1=m Q ,i.e. we have put� D �D = 0

in (190)and (191).

Itisfound thattheterm sO (h2)and O (h),whileim portant,tend to canceloutin (192,193)and that

the ratio ofleptonic decay constantsisnum erically the sam easobtained from (187):

fD s

fD
’ 1:10 : (194)

Thesevaluesareobtained by using g = 0:38 and h = � 0:5.

Theform ula (187)isvalid attheleading orderin 1=m Q ,and in thislim ititisthesam eforB and D

system s.In otherterm s,the doubleratio R 1

R 1 =
fB s

=fB

fD s
=fD

(195)

isequalto 1 in the chirallim itand in the heavy quark lim it,separately. To see how R 1 deviatesfrom

unity one hasto take into accountthe 1=M term sin the chirale�ective lagrangian and in the e�ective

current. Asdiscussed in [35],fournew param eterscontribute atthe order1=m Q to the leptonic decay

constants:two ofthem ,�1 and �2,com efrom the 1=m Q term sin the currentas

L
�
a =

iF̂

2
(1+

�1

M P

)< 
�(1� 5)H b�

y

ba
> +

+
iF̂

2

�2

M P

< �
�(1� 5)

�
H b�

y

ba
> (196)

and they m odify the leptonic decay constantsasfollows

p
M P fP = F̂

�

1+
�1 + 2�2

M P

�

p
M P fP � = F̂

�

1+
�1 � 2�2

M P

�

: (197)

The two param eters�1 and �2 can be related to the HQ ET m atrix elem entsG K and G � de�ned in

eq.(125),and estim ated by Q CD sum rulesin [62,73].
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Theothertwo couplings,g1 and g2,havebeen already introduced in (48),and they param eterizethe

1=M correctionsto the couplingsgP �P � and gP �P ��:

gP �P �� = g+
1

M P

(g1 + g2) (198)

gP �P � = g+
1

M P

(g1 � g2) : (199)

Forthe chiralcorrection to the double ratio R 1,neglecting asusualthe analytic counterterm s,only

the quantity g1 � g2,i.e.the 1=M P correction to gP �P �,isrelevant,and onegets[35]

R 1 � 1 = � 0:11g2 � 0:06g(g1 � g2)G eV
� 1

: (200)

5 H eavy-to-light sem ileptonic exclusive decays

M ostoftheknown CK M m atrix elem entshavebeen determ ined using sem ileptonicdecays.In particular,

from sem ileptonic B decaysonecan extractVcb and Vub.

The extraction ofthe value ofVcb from the exclusive process B ! D �l�l has been studied in the

HQ ET context,and wem entioned itbefore.Thesituation forVub isapparently m oreuncertain,both for

the inclusive and the exclusive sem ileptonic rates.Itsdeterm ination isone ofthe m ostim portantgoals

in B physics,but it involvesgreatexperim entaland theoreticaldi�culties. At the m om ent there is a

safe experim entalevidence forb! u transitions,and experim entaldata on the B ! �l�l and B ! �l�l

exclusiveprocesseshavebeen presented by the CLEO IIcollaboration [103].

Theinterpretation ofthe inclusiveb! u sem ileptonicrateisdi�cultbecauseofthedom inantb! c

background:to elim inate it,one worksbeyond the end-pointregion ofthe lepton m om entum spectrum

forb! c processes.Thisisa very sm allfraction ofthe phase space,where theoreticalinclusive m odels

haverelevantuncertainties.

PredictionsfortheexclusivechannelsB ! X ul�l arealso m odeldependent,and hereHQ ET ism uch

lessusefulthan in the B ! D process,because ofthe presence ofa lightm eson in the �nalstate. W e

shallshow in the following sectionshow to relateB ! �l�l to D ! �l�l,and B ! �l�l to D ! �l�l,in

theband cin�nitem asslim it.Them ain problem ofthisapproach arethe 1=m c corrections,potentially

relevantand notundercontrol.

Thee�ectivelagrangian approach can shed lighton thesesem ileptonicdecaysand can giveindications

on the valuesofthe relevantform factorsatthe zero recoilpoint. In orderto extractinform ation from

theexperim entaldata thecom pleteq2 dependenceoftheform factorsisrequired,which goesbeyond the

chirallagrangianapproach.Forthisreason externalinputs,eitherphenom enologicalorpurelytheoretical,

arerequired,and,in the nextsection,weshalldiscussthisissuein som edetails.

5.1 Form factors

W e introducenow form factorsthatparam eterizethe hadronicm atrix elem entsoftheweak currents.

In the case ofsem ileptonic decays,P ! P 0l�l (P ,P
0 pseudoscalarm esons)there isno contribution

from the axial-vectorpartofthe currentand the m atrix elem entcan be written as

< P
0(p0)jV �

jP (p)> =
�
(p+ p

0)� +
M 2

P 0 � M 2
P

q2
q
�
�
F1(q

2)�
M 2

P 0 � M 2
P

q2
q
�
F0(q

2) (201)

whereV� = �q0�Q and q= p� p0.Thereisno singularbehaviouratq2 = 0 becauseF1(0)= F0(0).

The form factor F1(q
2) can be associated,in a dispersion relation approach,to interm ediate states

with quantum num bersJP = 1� ,and F0(q
2)to stateswith JP = 0+ . In the lim itofm asslesslepton,

the term sproportionalto q� in (201)do notcontribute to the rate,so thatonly the form factorF1(q
2)

isrelevant.
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Forthepseudoscalarto vectorm atrix elem entsalsotheaxial-vectorcurrentcontributesand fourform

factorsarerequired:

< V (�;p0)j ( V
�
� A

�)jP (p)> =
2V (q2)

M P + M V

�
����

�
�
�p�p

0
�

+ i(M P + M V )

�

�
� �
�
�� � q

q2
q
�

�

A 1(q
2)

� i
�� � q

(M P + M V )

�

(p+ p
0)� �

M 2
P � M 2

V

q2
q
�

�

A 2(q
2)

+ i�
� � q

2M V

q2
q
�
A 0(q

2) ; (202)

where

A 0(0)=
M V � M P

2M V

A 2(0)+
M V + M P

2M V

A 1(0) : (203)

Neglecting the lepton m ass,only the form factorsV (q2),A 1(q
2)and A 2(q

2)contribute to the decay

rate.The form factorsA 1 and A 2 can be associated to J
P = 1+ interm ediatestates,and V to JP = 1�

states.

The form factor dependence on q2 is stillan open question,and,at the present tim e,there is no

generaltheoreticalagreem ent. Q uark m odelcalculationsare based on m eson wave functions,generally

derived by som e wave equation,and m ake use ofthem to com pute hadronic m atrix elem ents. These

calculationsare norm ally reliable only atsom e speci�c value ofq2,and the dependence on the variable

q2 hasto beassum ed asan additionalhypothesis.Thephysicalregion forsem ileptonicdecayscoversthe

range 0 � q2 � q2m ax = (M P � m�)
2 (in the lim itofm asslessleptons). Close to q2m ax,the form factors

should be dom inated by the nearest t-channelpole,located at the m ass ofthe lightest heavy m eson

exchanged in thatchannel.

W ith decreasing q2,theinuenceofthepolebecom esweaker:in a dispersion relation theform factor

can bewritten asaP � polecontribution (P � nearestpoleforthatchannel)plusacontinuum contribution,

that,in thenarrow width approxim ation,reducesto a sum overhigherresonancesPn.W ecan therefore

write,e.g.,forthe form factorF1:

F1(q
2)=

fP �gP P ��

q2 � M 2
P �

+
X

n

fPn
gP Pn �

q2 � M 2
Pn

; (204)

where gP P �� isthe trilinearcoupling am ong P ,P � and �. In the com bined lim it m � ! 0,M P ! 1 ,

the P � pole contribution goes like M
1=2

P
when q2 ! M 2

P (gP P �� � M P ),while the higher resonances

contributionsgo only likeM
� 1=2

P
,asthey do notbecom edegeneratewith theP in theheavy m asslim it.

But far away from the kinem aticalend point q2m ax,m any resonances can in generalcontribute to the

form factors. This observation leads to two-com ponentm odels for the form factors [12]. In [104]it is

shown that the form factors for B ! � sem ileptonic decay are dom inated by the B � pole at allq2 in

two-dim ensionalplanarQ CD;itrem ainsto be seen ifsuch dom inancehold also in fourdim ensions.

Thenearestpole-dom inanceon the wholeq2 range,i.e.

F (q2)=
F (0)

1� q2=M 2
pole

(205)

should therefore be taken as an additionalassum ption in building m odels,as done for instance in the

popularBSW m odel[105].O therdependencescan be found in the literature;forexam ple in the ISG W

m odel[106],which is expected to work wellclose to q2m ax,the extrapolation to lowerq2 is done by an

exponentialdependence forthe form factors.Itisim portantto stressthatin generalpredictionsforthe

37



widthsare notsensitive to the assum ed dependence only when the available range in q2 isnotlarge,as

in D decays:forB decaysinto lightm esons,asB ! �(�)l�l,di�erentform factorbehaviourscan lead

to di�erentpredictions.

Experim entally,only thedecay D 0 ! K � e+ �e allowsatthem om enta study oftheq
2 dependenceof

theform factorF1.Thedata arecom patiblewith thepoleform (205),buttheprecision isstillpoor.The

valueofthe polem ass,as�tted by the data,iscom patiblewith the D �
s m ass,and the interceptF1(0)is

[45]

F
D K
1 (0)= 0:75� 0:03 : (206)

TheCabibbo-suppressed decay D ! �l�l su�ersfrom poorstatistics:M ARK IIIand CLEO IIdata,

extracted with the pole-dom inancehypothesis,give[45]:

F D �
1 (0)

F D K
1

(0)
= 1:0+ 0:3� 0:2 � 0:04 M ARK III

= 1:3� 0:2� 0:1 CLEO II : (207)

Theoretically,Q CD sum rulesallow to com pute the q2 dependence ofthe form factors,exceptwhen

close to q2m ax. The analyses perform ed in [107,108,109,110,111,112]are generally com patible with

nearestpole dom inance forthe vectorcurrentform factor,F1 and V :forthe axialform factors,A 1 and

A 2,therearediscrepanciesam ong thedi�erentcalculations.In [113,108],theform factorA
B ! �

1
hasan

unexpected behaviour,decreasing from q2 = 0 to q2 = 15 G eV 2:forA
B ! �

2
,a m oderate increasein q2 is

found,atleastup toq2 ’ 15G eV 2.Forhighervaluesofq2 theestim ateisunreliable.Such abehaviouris

the resultofcancellationsam ong largeterm s,and thereforecan su�erfrom relevantuncertainties.Also,

in [112]the form factorA 1 decreaseswith q2,while A 2 can be �tted by a pole form ula.Light-conesum

rules[110]show,on the contrary,an increasing A 1,with a dependence close to the pole behaviour,and

a steeperincreaseforV .

Current lattice Q CD sim ulations cannot study directly the b quark,because its m ass is above the

UV cut-o�. Q uantitiesare com puted around the charm scale,and then extrapolated up to the b m ass

using the Isgur-W ise scaling relations[51].W ith thisstrategy,suggested in [114],one isforced to m ake

assum ptionson theq2-dependence atthe bscale,becausetheextrapolation pushesthe q2 value towards

q2m ax. ForD m eson form factors,the determ ination ofq2 dependence isstillpoor,butcom patible with

pole dom inance [115,116]. Prelim inary lattice com putations ofthe q2 dependence ofthe form factors

F1 and F0 in B ! �l�l [117],and A 1 in B ! �l�l [118],seem to favora dipole/pole �tforF1 and F0

respectively,and apolebehaviourforA 1:thedatahavehoweverlargeuncertainties,and willbeim proved

by working with heavierquark m assesand by using largerlattices.

An additionalconstraintto the form factorq2 dependence isprovided by nonleptonic heavy m eson

decays.Ithasbeen shown thatthecom m only used form factors,when used togetherwith theadditional

hypothesisoffactorization toevaluatenon-leptonicdecay am plitudes,donotagreewith thedataon B !

J= K (K �) transitions[119,120]. These non-leptonic decayscan be com puted,using the factorization

approxim ation, as functions of the leptonic decay constant fJ= and the form factors F B K
1 , A B K

�

1 ,

A B K
�

2 ,and V B K
�

,atq2 = M 2

J= 
. The problem isto �tsim ultaneously the rathersm allratio ofvector

to pseudoscalar decay rates,�(B ! K �J= )=�(B ! K J= ),and the large fraction oflongitudinal

polarization in B ! J= K �.

In [121],ithasbeen shown thatthediscrepancy can beelim inated allowing fora non-polarbehaviour

ofsom eform factors.Using theIsgur-W isescaling laws,theseauthorscom putetherelevantform factors

from the experim entaldata on the sem ileptonic transitions D ! K (K �) at q2 = 0. Subsequently

they adoptforthe form factorsa generic dependence (1� q2=�2)� n,with n = � 1;0;1;2. Sim ple-pole

dom inance correspondsto n = 1. Three scenariossurvive to the phenom enologicalanalysis: the form

factorsF1,A 1,A 2 and V can only havea dependence[nF ;n1;n2;nV ]= [+ 1;� 1;n2;+ 2]respectively,and
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n2 can beequalto 2;1;0(with a preferenceforn2 = 2).NoticethatA 1(q
2)islinearly decreasing in these

scenarios:a sim ilarbehaviourisfound also in a theoreticalanalysis[108],atleastforq2 < 15 G eV 2.

The hypothesis that A 1 is linearly decreasing on the whole range in q2 is certainly not valid: the

form factorshould havea pole atq2 = M 2

1+
,which should a�ectthe q2 dependence atleastcloseto the

zero-recoilpoint.In [120]itisargued thatA 1 should havea atterq
2 dependencethan theonepredicted

by the pole dom inance.

In section 5.3 we shallpresent a phenom enologicalanalysis ofthe B ! V (V light vector m eson)

processes,showing that a constant A 1 behaviour leads to discrepancies with the available data,when

scaling laws are used to scale the form factors from D to B system s: the situation would be even

worse for a decreasing A 1. There is thus som e rough suggestionsfor an increasing A 1 with q2,and in

section 5.3.2 a two-com ponentm odelforA 1,a constantterm plusa pole term ,isused with satisfactory

phenom enologicalagreem ent.

In any event,further theoreticaland experim entalstudies are needed to clarify the problem ofq2

dependence in the form factors.

5.2 B ! � sem ileptonic decays

In thissection weshallanalyzethesem ileptonicexclusivedecaysofa heavy m eson P = B ;D into a light

particlebelonging to the pseudoscalaroctet,e.g.�.

Therelevanthadronicm atrix elem entis:

< �j�q�Q jP > : (208)

In absence ofa knowledge ofthe hadronic current in term s ofhadrons,various theoreticalapproaches

to the evaluation of (208) have been developed: potentialm odels, for instance in [105,106], lattice

Q CD [114,115,116,117],Q CD sum rules[122],and the m ethod based on the chiraland heavy quark

sym m etries,thatweshallreview here.

In generaltwo attitudes are possible. In the �rst one,that we shallcallthe scaling approach,one

relatesthedi�erenthadronicm atrixelem ents(208)usingthespin and avoursym m etries.In thiswayfor

instanceitispossibleto relatethe m atrix elem ents< �jj�jB > and < K jj�jD > ,� and K belonging to

thesam echiralm ultiplet,and B and D beingrelated byheavyavoursym m etry.In thesecond approach,

onebuildsup an e�ectivelagrangian incorporatingchiraland heavy quark sym m etries,and com putesthe

form factorswithin such fram ework.The advantageofthe second approach isthe possibility to include

in a rigorousway sym m etry breaking corrections,atleastform ally. Both approacheslead to the sam e

resultsattheleadingorder,and requiresom eexperim entalorexternalinputs:in thescalingapproach one

startswith a known m atrix elem ent,while the e�ective lagrangian containsunknown couplingsthatare

determ ined by thedata.Asweshallsee,som eofthesecouplingshavealso been estim ated theoretically,

and weshallreview also these analyses.

5.2.1 T he scaling approach

W e shalldiscuss�rstthe so-called Isgur-W isescaling lawsforthe form factors.Letusparam eterizethe

hadronicm atrix elem entasfollows:

< �(p�)jJ�jP (pP )> = (p� + pP )�f
P �
+ (q2)+ (pP � p�)�f

P �
� (q2) (209)

whereq2 = (pP � p�)
2.TheIsgur-W iserelations,following from theSU (2)avoursym m etry between b

and cquarks,give[51]:

(f+ + f� ) � m
� 1=2

Q

(f+ � f� ) � m
+ 1=2

Q
: (210)
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W e haveneglected herethe logarithm sofm Q arising from perturbativeQ CD corrections.Thesescaling

lawsare valid aslong asv� p� doesnotscale with m Q ,i.e.in the kinem aticalregim e ofsoft�,close to

q2m ax = (m P � m�)
2.In thisregion E � ’ m � < < m Q .q

2
m ax istheno recoilpoint,wherethe�nalscalar

and the dilepton system areatrest.

Using the form factorsF1;F0,the eqs.(210)becom e,including Q CD corrections,

F
B �
1 (q2m ax;B ) =

�
�s(M B )

�s(M D )

�� 6=25 r
M B

M D

F
D �
1 (q2m ax;D ) (211)

F
B �
0 (q2m ax;B ) =

�
�s(M B )

�s(M D )

�� 6=25 r
M D

M B

F
D �
0 (q2m ax;D ): (212)

Eqs.(211)and (212)are valid in the m b;m c ! 1 lim it. The 1=m c correctionscan be large,aswe

willdiscusslater,and can be estim ated in the e�ective lagrangian approach.

Theapplication ofthe chiralsym m etry isstraightforward,and,atthe leading ordergives:

F
P �(q2)= F

P �
0

(q2) : (213)

Here � and �0 are two arbitrary lightpseudoscalarm esons,forinstance � and K .W e notice that(213)

isvalid forany value ofq2.

From the knowledge ofthe form factorsatany value ofq2 fora given decay m ode one can com pute

a whole classofdecaysasfollows:

i) Using (213),onecom putesallthechiral-related decays.W enoticethatalltheform factorsrelated

bylightavoursym m etryhavethesam eq2-behaviour,butF0 and F1 can haveadi�erentbehaviour.

ii) TheIsgur-W isescaling laws(211)and (213)allow to relateB and D form factors,atleastcloseto

q2m ax.

iii) The strongest assum ption concerns the evolution in q2 ofthe scaled form factors. The B decay

rates are quite sensitive to the explicit q2 dependence,while for D decays the q2-range is m uch

sm aller.

W eproceed to thecom putation oftheform factors,widthsand branching ratiosforthesem ileptonic

decaysofa heavy m eson into a lightscalar,following the strategy wehavedescribed.Such an approach

wasfollowed in [14,123]forthesem ileptonicdecays,and in [119,120]to com putetheB ! K (K �)form

factors.

Fortheform factorF1 weshallassum ea sim plepolebehaviour,which,aswehavealready discussed,

agreeswith present experim entaland theoreticalevidence. As an input,we use the decay D ! K l�l,

i.e. the form factoratq2 = 0 (206). Forchirally-related decays,we im pose the sam e value to the form

factorsatq2 = 0.Forgenericq2 wehave

F1(q
2)=

F1(0)

1� q2=M 2
P �

: (214)

The 1� pole P � can be a strange or a non-strange heavy m eson,depending on the decay m ode: their

m assdi�erence� s = M Ps
� M P ’ 100M eV isa chiralbreaking e�ect,which we willnotneglect.

Letusm ake som e com m entson the Isgur-W ise scaling law,which followsfrom the observation that

the m atrix elem ent < �(p�)jJ�jP (v) > behaves as
p
m Q , in the lim it v � p� < < m Q ! 1 . These

asym ptoticscaling lawshave1=m Q corrections

< �(p�)jJ�jP (v)> �
p
m Q

�

1+ O

�
�Q C D

m Q

�

+ O

�
v� p�

m Q

�

+ O

�
m �

m Q

��

; (215)

40



and a num berofdi�erentchoicesforthescaling relationsarepossible.They areallcom patiblewith the

asym ptoticbehaviour,butdi�erforcorrectionsofthetypeindicated in (215).Eqs.(211)and (212)isa

possibleone,butotherchoicesm ightbedone.Forinstancewecould havetaken,forF1,neglecting Q CD

corrections:

F B �
1

F D �
1

�
�
�
(q2

m ax
)

=

r
M D

M B

M B + m �

M D + m �

(216)

which reducesto (211)in theM B ;M D ! 1 lim it.Noticethatthe\softscaling"(216)can lead toresults

num erically di�erentwhen them assofthelight�nalm eson isnotso sm all,asforinstancein thecaseof

K orK �.In thesecasesthedi�erencesbetween (211)and (216)areoftheorderm K =M D ,orm K �=M D .

O therpossiblescaling form scan befound in [119,120].Q CD radiativecorrections,written in (211,212),

areofthe orderof10% :and thereforethey can be neglected within ourapproxim ations.

Thechirallim it,m � ! 0,presentssom esubtleties.In orderto exam inethem ,letus�nd the scaling

lawsatq2 = 0,asarising from thesim ple-polebehaviour(214)and theasym ptoticscaling atq2m ax.O ne

�nds:

F B �
1

F D �
1

�
�
�
q2= 0

’
M D

M B

� B + m �

� D + m �

F B �
1

F D �
1

�
�
�
q2m ax

: (217)

In the m b;m c ! 1 lim it,� P = M P � � M P ! 0,and onegets:

F B �
1

F D �
1

�
�
�
q2= 0

’

r
M D

M B

: (218)

O n the otherhand,perform ing �rstthe m � ! 0 lim itin (217),one�nds:

F B �
1

F D �
1

�
�
�
q2= 0

’

�
M D

M B

� 3

2

: (219)

Thecontradiction between (218)and (219)m eansa breaking ofthenaivescaling lawsatq2m ax in the

chirallim it:asshown by [51],in the lim itm � ! 0 (211)becom es:

F B �
1

F D �
1

�
�
�
q2
m ax

’

�
M B

M D

� 3

2

: (220)

This behaviour can be explained,as we shallsee,from the polar diagram with exchange ofthe P �.

Therefore,com bining (217)and (220),we �nd also in the chirallim it the scaling law (218),which we

shalluse in the subsequentanalysis.

Using (206)asan input,weget:

F
B K
1 (0)’ 0:45 : (221)

Aspreviouslydiscussed,theuncertaintiesduetoscalecorrectionsareexpected tobeoftheorderm K =M D ,

i.e. about 30 % . The uncertainties due to deviations from the polar behaviour ofthe form factor are

hard to estim ateand essentially unknown.

W ecoulduseasaninputtheCabibbo-suppresseddecayD ! �,whichhashoweverlargerexperim ental

errors. The scaling uncertainties,m oreover,even ifprobably sm allerthan in the case ofa �nalK ,are

expected to be oforder ��=M D (�� = M P � mQ )and notoforderm �=M D only;therefore they could be

really signi�cant.

Theprediction forwidthsand branchingratiosfollowingfrom (221)and chiralsym m etry arereported

in table 3.
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Table3:Predictionsforsem ileptonic D and B decaysin a pseudoscalarm eson,in the scaling approach.

W ehaveneglected the� � �0 m ixing.Thebranching ratiosand thewidthsforB m ustbem ultiplied for

jVub=0:0032j
2.W e assum e�B s

= �B 0 = �B + = 1:55 ps:

Decay F1(0) BR exp.BR

D 0 ! �� 0.75 3:4� 10� 3 (3:9+ 2:3� 1:2)� 10� 3 [45]

D + ! � 0.31 6:9� 10� 4

D s ! � 0.61 3:2� 10� 2

D s ! K 0 0.75 4:2� 10� 3

B 0 ! �� 0.45 2:2� 10� 4 (1:63� 0:46� 0:34)� 10� 4[103]

B s ! K 0.45 2:2� 10� 4

The available experim entaldata shown in table 3 have large uncertainties. Concerning the B 0 !

�� l+ �l decay,the CLEO IIcollaboration [103]quotes for the branching ratio two di�erentvalues,de-

pending on the m odelused forthe detectore�ciency: in the previoustable 3 we have putthe num ber

corresponding to the BSW m odel[105]

B R(B 0 ! �
�
l
+
�l)= (1:63� 0:46� 0:34)� 10� 4 (222)

while the valuecorresponding to the ISG W m odel[106]is

B R(B 0 ! �
�
l
+
�l)= (1:34� 0:35� 0:28)� 10� 4 : (223)

5.2.2 E�ective lagrangian approach

W e now discussthe e�ective chirallagrangian approach to the sem ileptonicheavy-lightform factors.

W e have already presented the e�ective lagrangian thatcom binesheavy quark and chiralsym m etry

and describesthe low-m om entum interactionsofheavy m esonswith lightpseudoscalars,and the chiral

representation in term s ofm eson �elds ofthe weak current �q�(1 � 5)Q . In this fram ework one can

com putethehadronicm atrix elem ents< �jJ�jP (v)> in term softhee�ectivecouplingsofthelagrangian

and ofthe weak current,atleastin the soft-pion region,i.e.close to q2m ax.Two diagram scontribute to

the form factors,atleastin the leading order:the P � polediagram ,proportionalto the strong coupling

constantg,and a directdiagram ,asshown in �g.5.Atthe leading orderin 1=m Q they give[10,12]:

πB B*

π

B

Figure 5: Tree diagram sforthe B ! � transition m atrix elem ent. The box representsthe b! u weak

current,the dashed line the pion.

F1 =
gF̂

p
M P

2f�(v� p� + � P )
(224)

F0 =
F̂

f�
p
M P

: (225)
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Thesam erelationshavebeen obtained assum ing P � poledom inancein [51],and in [124],com bining

PCAC and heavy quark spin sym m etry.Theform ula (224)satis�estheasym ptoticscaling (211):in the

chirallim itv� p� ! 0,however,the scaling ism odi�ed asin (220),because� P � 1=M P .Thescaling at

q2 = 0 iseasily derived from (217)

F B �
1

F D �
1

�
�
�
(q2= 0)

’

r
M D

M B

(226)

asin (218). Therefore,ifwe use the inputD ! K to �x the e�ective coupling gF̂ in (224),we obtain

the sam eresultsasin table 3,asexpected.

Alternatively,onecan takethe estim atesg � 0:38 (99)andF̂ = 0:30� 0:05 G eV3=2 (97),which give

F
D �
1 (0) =

F̂ g

f�
p
M D

’ 0:63 (227)

F
B �
1 (0) =

F̂ g

f�
p
M B

’ 0:38 : (228)

Theuncertaintiesontheseresults,asarisingfrom Q CD sum ruleapproxim ations,can beestim ated around

30% . W e stressthatatthe charm scale the 1=m c correctionsare potentially relevant: neverthelessthe

prediction (227)isin rathergood agreem entwith data.In table 4 we quote form factorsand branching

ratiosobtained from (224),(225)and chiralsym m etry.

Table4:Predictionsforsem ileptonicD and B decaysin apseudoscalarm eson,in thee�ectivelagrangian

approach. W e have neglected the � � �0 m ixing. The branching ratiosand the widths for B m ustbe

m ultiplied forjVub=0:0032j
2.W e assum e�B s

= �B 0 = �B + = 1:55 ps:

Decay F1(0) BR Exp.data

D 0 ! �� 0.63 2:4� 10� 3 (3:9+ 2:3� 1:2)� 10� 3

D + ! � 0.26 4:9� 10� 4

D s ! � 0.51 2:3� 10� 2

D s ! K 0 0.63 3:0� 10� 3

B 0 ! �� 0.38 1:6� 10� 4 (1:63� 0:46� 0:34)� 10� 4

B s ! K 0.38 1:6� 10� 4

The e�ective lagrangian result (224) shows the dom inance ofthe P � pole near the kinem atic end-

point. The 1=m Q correctionsto the leading results(227),(228)have been presented in [35],where itis

shown thatattheorder1=m Q onehasto introducefournew relevantcouplingsin thelagrangian and in

the e�ective current.Two ofthe occurring param eters,�1 and �2,param eterize the 1=M correctionsto

the leptonic decay constantsfP and fP �,asshown by (197). The others,g1 and g2,are related to the

subleading correctionsto thecoupling gP �P �� and gP �P �,asshown in (51).In term softhesecouplings,

the form factorF1 is[35]:

F1 =
F̂

2
p
M P f�

�
M P + v� p�

v� p� + �

�

1+
�1 � 2�2

M P

� �

g+
g1 � g2

M P

�

�

�

1+
�1 + 2�2

M P

��

=
1

2f�

�
M P + v� p�

M P (v� p� + �)
gP �P �fP � � fP

�

; (229)

where,in the second expression,gP �P �,fP � and fP include theirown 1=M corrections.

Thechirallogarithm iccorrectionsto theprocessP ! �l�lin thee�ectivetheory havebeen com puted

in [67]:evaluating theone-loop chiraldiagram s,itisfound thatthechiral-corrected form factorsF1 and

F0 attheleading orderin 1=m Q havethesam eform asin (224),(225)butareexpressed in term softhe
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chirally renorm alized leptonicdecay constantsfrenP and fren� ,theheavy m eson coupling geff to theaxial

vectorG oldstonecurrent(see also section 3.2)and the hyper�nem asssplitting � ren,i.e.

F1 =
gefff

ren
P M P

2fren� (v� p� + � ren
P

)
(230)

F0 =
frenP

fren�

: (231)

A m oredetailed analysisispresented in [68],whereallthenon-analyticterm sarisingfrom chiralloops

arekept.TheSU (3)violation in thepoleterm oftheam plitudeisoftheorderof40% ,buta ratherlarge

value ofg is used in the num ericalestim ate,g ’ 0:7. For sm aller values ofg,e.g. g = 0:3,the chiral

violation between P ! � and P ! K poleam plitudesreducesto 10% .

5.3 B ! V sem ileptonic decays

W e now discussthe sem ileptonic decaysofa heavy m eson P into a lightvectorm eson V = �,K �,�.

In the following,we willdiscuss how to relate the B and D form factors,following as before two

di�erent approaches: the scaling approach and the e�ective chirallagrangian approach. Let us begin

with a review ofthe availableexperim entaldata.In the D ! K �l�l decay,the m ostextensively studied

channel,the quality ofthe data doesnotyetallow to determ ine the q2 dependence ofthe form factors.

Theanalysisisperform ed assum ingasim plepoleform ulafortheform factorsV (q2);A 1(q
2),and A 2(q

2),

with polem assesgiven by thenearestresonance(i.e.2:1 G eV forthevectorform factorand 2:5 G eV for

the two axialform factors).The averageofthreeFerm ilab experim entsgivesthe results[45]:

V (0) = 1:1� 0:2; A1(0) = 0:56� 0:04; A2(0) = 0:40� 0:08: (232)

Data have also been obtained for the decay D s ! �l�l,butthe errorson the form factorsare still

large,and weshallnotusethem .

In the case ofsem ileptonic D decays,due to the lim ited q2 range,the pole assum ption does not

sensibly a�ecttheresults(232);wehaveforinstanceextracted theform factorsassum ing A 1 constantin

q2,butA 2 and V pole-dom inated,�nding discrepanciesoftheorderof10% ,which arewithin thequoted

uncertaintiesin (232).Theq2 dependence ofthe form factorsison the contrary extrem ely im portantin

B decays,aswe discussbelow.

For B m esons the sem ileptonic ratesare strongly Cabibbo-suppressed: the CLEO IICollaboration

hasonly recently presented the new m easurem entgiving [103]

B R(B 0 ! �
�
‘
+
�l) = (3:88� 0:54� 1:01)� 10� 4 W SB

B R(B 0
! �

�
‘
+
�l) = (2:28� 0:36� 0:59)� 10� 4 ISG W (233)

wherethe �rstvalueisobtained using theW SB m odel[105]in theM ontecarlo codewhich evaluatesthe

e�ciencies,and the second oneisbased on the useofthe ISG W m odel[106].

Beforediscussingsem ileptonicB decaysin m oredetail,letusstressthatanothersourceofinform ation

on the weak m atrix elem ents between B and K or K � is represented by non leptonic B decays. As a

m atter of fact, the factorization hypothesis allows to relate non-leptonic to sem ileptonic rates. The

color-suppressed decays B ! K (K �)J= give,in this approxim ation,indications on the form factors

B ! K (K �) at q2 = M 2

J= 
. There are two relevant experim ental�gures: the ratio of vector and

pseudoscalarwidths,m easured by Argus[126]and CLEO II[125],whoseaveraged valueis

R =
�(B ! J= K �)

�(B ! J= K )
= 1:68� 0:33 ; (234)
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and the fraction oflongitudinalpolarization

�L

�
=
�(B ! J= K �)L

�(B ! J= K �)
= 0:74� 0:07 ; (235)

which correspondsto theaverageofthem easurem entsofArgus:�L =�= 0:97� 0:16� 0:15 [126],CLEO

II:�L =�= 0:80� 0:08� 0:05 [125],and CDF:�L =�= 0:65� 0:10� 0:04 [127].

Detailed phenom enologicalanalyseshavebeen perform ed in [119,120,121],whereithasbeen shown

that m ost of the m odels failto explain the previous data, in particular the fraction of longitudinal

polarization (235). W e point out that allthe currentm odels use the hypothesis offactorization [128],

which in generalworkssatisfactorily in B decays[129]but could have correctionsin speci�c channels,

likethe colour-suppressed B ! J= K �.Possiblenon-factorizablecontributionsareintroduced in [130].

By the de�nition

x =
A B K

�

2

A B K �

1

�
�
�
(M 2

J = 
)

y =
V B K

�

A B K �

1

�
�
�
(M 2

J = 
)

(236)

onegets,assum ing factorization [119],

R = 1:081

�
A B K

�

1

F B K
1

(M 2

J= )

� 2
�
(a� bx)2 + 2(1+ cy

2)
�

(237)

�L

�
=

(a� bx)2

(a� bx)2 + 2(1+ cy2)
: (238)

The coe�cientsa,band caredim ensionlesscom binationsofm asses;from the data one gets

a = 3:16 b= 1:31 c= 0:19 : (239)

5.3.1 Scaling approach to B ! V form factors

The scaling approach,valid atthe leading orderin 1=m Q ,issim ilarto the caseP ! �;the scaling laws

forthe form factorsarederived from the asym ptoticbehaviourofthe m atrix elem ent,i.e.

< V (p0)jJ�jP (v)> �
p
m Q

�

1+ O

�
�Q C D

m Q

�

+ O

�
v� p0

m Q

�

+ O

�
m V

m Q

��

: (240)

ForD ! K � theviolation to (240)can beim portant,nam ely oforderm K �=M D .Thisuncertainty is

reected in di�erentchoicesofthe scaling lawsatq2 ’ q2m ax. Forexam ple one can follow the approach

called \soft-scaling" in [120],and adopted in [15],i.e.

V (q2m ax) �
M P + M V
p
M P

A 1(q
2

m ax) �

p
M P

M P + M V

A 2(q
2

m ax) �
M P + M V
p
M P

: (241)

Thesecond choiceweshallconsideris\hard-scaling":

V (q2m ax) �
p
M P

A 1(q
2

m ax) �
1

p
M P

A 2(q
2

m ax) �
p
M P : (242)
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Table5:Predictionsforform factorsand widthsforB 0 ! �� l�l.�T and �L referto � with respectively

transverse and longitudinalpolarization,�+ and �� to � with positive and negative helicities. The

branching ratios (BR) and the widths for B m ust be m ultiplied for jVub=0:0032j
2. W e assum e �B s

=

�B 0 = �B + = 1:55 ps:

Extrapolation soft-pole hard-pole soft-cost. hard-cost. data

A 1(0) 0.21 0.17 0.42 0.33

A 2(0) 0.27 0.34 0.27 0.34

V (0) 0.64 0.81 0.64 0.81

�+ =�� 0.045 0.13 0.005 0.06

�L =�T 0.39 0.15 1.80 0.30

BR (10� 4) 2.8 2.8 6.7 3.5 3:88� 0:54� 1:01

�L =�(J= K
�) 0.27 0.02 0.50 0.18 0:74� 0:07

�(K �)=�(K ) 1.74 1.68 3.35 2.27 1:68� 0:33

The two scenarios,(241) and (242),di�er by subleading term s ofthe order M V =M P , which can be

nevertheless num erically im portant. Needless to say,som e form factors m ight exhibit soft-scaling and

othershard-scaling,in di�erentcom binations.

The scaling laws allow to relate the D and B form factors near q2m ax: as discussed above,the de-

pendence on q2 is practically unknown,and,as we stressed already,B transitions depend strongly on

the extrapolation to q2 = 0. The vector form factor V is generally believed to be pole-dom inated,as

discussed in section 5.1,whileforA 1 and A 2 thetheoreticalsituation isunclear.In [120]thesoftscaling

lawsare justi�ed by extending the heavy-to-heavy scaling relationsdown to the light�nalm eson case.

In thesam elim itone�ndsthatA 2=A 1,V=A 1 and F1=A 1 should havea polarbehaviourin q
2:assum ing

F1 aspole dom inated,thisim pliesa constantA 1 and a pole behaviourforA 2 and V . Neverthelessthe

extension ofthe heavy-to-heavy scaling laws to the heavy-to-light case rem ains arbitrary,and should

be considered as an ansatz. As we willdiscuss explicitly in the next section,the e�ective lagrangian

approach leadsto the soft-scaling solution (241): thisfollowsfrom the factor(M P + M V )contained in

the de�nition (202)ofthe form factors.

To sim plify the discussion,we assum e that A 2 is dom inated by the nearest pole,while for A 1 we

consider two possibilities: the pole-dom inance,and a at A 1 constantin q2. W e have considered four

di�erent possible scenarios: soft scaling and A 1 pole-dependent (called soft-pole),soft scaling and A 1

constant(called soft-constant),hard scaling and A 1 pole-dependent(called hard-pole),and �nally hard

scaling and A 1 constant(called hard-constant).Foreach ofthem wehavecom puted,using asinputsthe

D ! K � form factors(232),the branching fraction and the ratiosofdecay widths �+ =�� and �L =�T
forthe processB 0 ! �� l+ �l. Here �T and �L referto � with transverse and longitudinalpolarization

respectively,�+ and �� to � with positive and negative helicities. W e have com puted the longitudinal

fraction �L=�,and theratio ofthe vectorto scalarBR’sforB ! J= K (K �).Theresultsarepresented

in table 5,where we have extrapolated from D ! K � to B ! K �,and then we haveequated,by chiral

sym m etry,the form factorsB ! K � and B ! �.

Letus com m ent on table 5. First ofall,allthe four scenariosgive a rather low value for the ratio

�L =�(J= K
�):thesoft-scaling,A 1 constant(third colum noftable5),istheclosestonetotheexperim ent,

butitproducesatoohigh valueforthebranchingratioB ! �� l�land for�(K
�)=�(K ).Thevalueofthe

latterratio dependsm ainly on the ratio A 1=F1 (atq
2 = M 2

J= 
),and could be sm allerfora largervalue

ofF B K
1 :however,a too largevaluewould disagreewith them easured branching ratio fortheB ! �l�l

(excluding largeSU (3)violation).Thisscenario ispreferred in [120],where howeverthe upperlim itfor

the B ! � and the B ! � data are nottaken into account(soft-scaling isalso applied to F1,obtaining

a largervalueforitand a betteragreem entfor�(K �)=�(K )).
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The second com m entisthata constantA 1 givesa highervalue than pole behaviourforthe B ! �

branching ratio,when scaling isused. The situation im provesassum ing pole dom inance forA 1 forthe

sem ileptonic branching ratio B ! �,and also for the ratio �(K �)=�(K ),as it can be seen in the �rst

colum n ofthetable.But,atthesam etim e,thelongitudinallypolarized fraction �L=�(J= K �)decreases,

becauseA 2=A 1 atq
2 = M 2

J= 
grows.

Hard scaling decreasesthe value ofA 1,and itraisesA 2 and V :thisproducesa sm allersem ileptonic

B R(B ! �),butalso lowers�L=�(J= K �)(because A 2=A 1 grows,see (238))and �(K �)=�(K ). Hard

scaling,togetherwith a pole-dom inated A 1,asin thesecond colum n,leadsto a valuefor�L =�(J= K �)

in disagreem entwith thedata:itscom bination with a constantA 1,asin thefourth colum n ofthetable,

im proves the agreem entwith the data,even if�L =�(J= K �) rem ains stillrather sm all,even sm aller

than in soft-polescenario forA 1.

Sum m arizing,thepreviousanalysisindicatesthataconstantA 1 requiresstrongscalingin ordertoget

agreem entwith the data ofthe sem ileptonic B R(B ! �). In [120]a di�erentresultisobtained,which,

however,doesnottakeinto accountthe resultsforthe sem ileptonicB ! � transition.

IfA 1 issingle-poledom inated,softscalingisrequired in ordertogetareasonable(nottoosm all)value

for�L=�(J= K �):these data are howeverdi�cultto explain withoutspoiling otherphenom enological

requests.

It should be stressed,however,that the �gures oftable 5 have large uncertainties. Leaving aside

theoreticaluncertainties that are however signi�cant,the quoted num bers have an uncertainty due to

the experim entalerrors of the D ! K �l�l form factors (232) used as inputs. W e notice that, for

instance,A 2(0)
D K

�

isquoted with an errorofabout20 % :thiserroraloneim plies30 % uncertainty in

�L =�(J= K �)and 15 % in �(K �)=�(K ).Finally wehaveused avourSU (3)sym m etry to relateB ! �

and B ! K � form factors and this is another source oftheoreticalerror which in principle should be

taken into account.

5.3.2 E�ective lagrangian approach

Light vector resonances have been discussed in the fram ework ofthe e�ective heavy m eson chiralla-

grangian in 2.4;applicationstosem ileptonicdecayshavebeen developed in [15].Chiralloop contributions

to D ! K �l�l havebeen partially taken into accountin [38].W e now review thissubject.

In thee�ectivechirallagrangian fram ework,�vedi�erentdiagram scontributeattheleading orderin

1=m Q to the m atrix elem ent< V (p0;�)jJ�jP (p)> . They are analogousto the diagram sof�g. 5. Four

ofthem are polar diagram s: V (q2) takes contribution from the 1� pole diagram ,proportionalto the

coupling � am ong P ,P � and � introduced in (62).The� and � couplingsin (76)givethevertex P P� ��,

whereP � �isa positive-parity statesofthedoublet(0+ ;1+ )and thecorresponding polardiagram s,with

exchangeofa 1+ m eson,contributeto A 1 and A 2.The� and � term shavedim ension higherthan the�

org term s;neverthelessthey arethelowest-ordercontributionsto V and A 2.Thefourth polardiagram ,

with exchangeofa 0� m eson,isproportionalto thecoupling � ofthevertex P P � (seeform ula (62))and

isrelevantonly forthe form factorA 0.Finally there isa directdiagram ,which arisesfrom the e�ective

currentterm proportionalto �1 in the heavy-to-lightcurrent(184). Allthese verticescan be found in

appendix A.

Com puting the diagram sforq2 ’ q2m ax and atleading orderin 1=m Q ,onegets[15]:

V (q2m ax)=
gV
p
2
�F̂

M P + M V
p
M P

1

M V + � P �P

(243)

A 1(q
2

m ax)= �
2gV
p
2

p
M P

M P + M V

"

�1 �
F̂ + (�=2� �MV )

M V + � P P � �

#

(244)

A 2(q
2

m ax)= �
�gV F̂

+

p
2(M V + � P P � �)

M P + M V
p
M P

(245)
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A 0(q
2

m ax)=
gV

2
p
2

�F̂
p
M P

M V (M V + � 0)
+
gV
p
2

�1
p
M P

M V

(246)

wherethe � areappropriatem asssplittings.

From (243)-(246),we can extractinform ation on the scaling behaviourofthe form factorsaswellas

som eindicationson theirq2 behaviour.

Asto the scaling,wenoticethat(243)-(245)im ply the\soft-scaling" ofeq.(241),since thecoupling

ofthe e�ective lagrangian is avourindependent. M oreover,the form factorsV and A 2 have only the

polestructure,which atq2 ’ q2m ax issignalled by the factor1=(M V + �),whileA 1 containsa poleterm

butalso a non-polarone,proportionalto �1.Thissuggestsa m orecom plex q
2 behaviourofA 1.

The non-polarterm could be a generalpolynom ialin q2: the sim plestway to take into accountthe

indicationscom ing from thee�ectivelagrangian isto describeA 1 asa sum ofa constantterm and a pole

term ,i.e.wewrite:

A 1(q
2)= a+

b

1� q2=M 2
P � �

(247)

while keeping forA 2 and V the nearest-pole behaviour.The param etersa and bare avourdependent,

and scale di�erently at q2 = q2m ax. Assum ing soft scaling,as suggested by (243) -(246),we �nd the

following scaling laws:

a(B ! V ) =
M D + M V

M B + M V

r
M B

M D

a(D ! V ) (248)

b(B ! V ) =
M D + M V

M B + M V

r
M D

M B

b(D ! V ) : (249)

The form ulas(243)-(245)give the form factorsatq2m ax: atthe leading orderin 1=m Q ,the value in

q2 = 0 forpole-dom inated term sis:

F (0)=
2(M V + �)

M P

F (q2m ax) : (250)

AsforA 1,we identify the term proportionalto �1 in (244)with the constantterm a of(247),and the

otherwith the pole term ,proportionalto b.In thisway one gets:

V (0)= gV

p
2�F̂

M P + M V

M
3=2

P

(251)

a = � gV

p
2

p
M P

M P + M V

�1 (252)

b= gV 2
p
2F̂ +

�=2� �MV

(M P + M V )
p
M P

(253)

A 2(0)= �
p
2�gV F̂

+
M P + M V

M
3=2

P

: (254)

From the experim entaldata (232) on D ! K � we can �x the e�ective couplings appearing in the

previousform ulas:from (251),using F̂ = 0:30G eV 3=2 and gV = 5:8 (see(67)),weobtain

j�j= 0:41G eV � 1
: (255)

W eshallsee,in thenextsection,how thesign of� can be�xed.Itisinterestingtoobservethatthisresult

agreeswith the second,butnotwith the �rstdeterm ination obtained in [131]by a lightcone sum rules

calculation (the �rstdeterm ination givesa highervalue;also in [132]a highervalueof� isobtained).
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Sim ilarly,from (254)and F̂ + = 0:46G eV 3=2 [79]we get

� = � 0:10G eV� 1 : (256)

Having�xed � and �,onecan com putetheform factorsV and A2 fortheB ! K � and B ! � m atrix

elem ents,becausethesecouplingsareheavy-avourindependentatthe leading order.The resultis

jV B ! V (0)j= 0:50 A
B ! V
2 (0)= 0:19 : (257)

The m assdi�erencebetween K � and � isnum erically irrelevantin (257).

Concerning A 1,from the inputA D K
�

1 (0),wederive

(a+ b)D K
�

= 0:56 : (258)

The knowledge ofthe q2 behaviourofA D K
�

1 would allow to extractsim ultaneously a and b,butat

presentwecan only introducean arbitrary param eterr,de�ned as

r=
a

a+ b
(259)

wherea and barerelativeto the A D ! K
�

1 (r isnotheavy avourindependent).

W hen r variesfrom r= 0 to r= 1,wehavea sm ooth transition from a purepoledom inance(r= 0)

to a constantA 1 (r = 1).The analysisofsection 5.3.1 hasshown thata pure pole behaviour(soft-pole

case)leadsto a ratherlow value for�L=�(J= K �),while a constantA 1 givesa sem ileptonic branching

ratio B ! � too high:thereforeweexpectthatthetwo com ponentform factor(247)can explain better,

forsom einterm ediatevalueofr,thelargelongitudinalpolarization in B ! J= K � and atthesam etim e

can agreewith the data forB ! �l�.

In �gs. 6,7 and 8 we plot respectively �L =�(J= K �),�(K �)=�(K ) and B R(B 0 ! �� l+ �l) as a

function ofr. W e have assum ed A 2 and V pole-dom inated,with the values (257) at q2 = 0. W e see

thatallthe three observablesgrow when the q2 dependence ofA 1 becom esatter,i.e.r ! 1.Thisisa

satisfactory feature for�L =�(J= K �),buta larger givestoo largevaluesforthe sem ileptonic B R and

forthe �(K �)=�(K )ratio.

In table6 wequotethevaluesofvariousobservablesatr= 0:5,wherea good com prom iseisobtained:

�L =�(J= K �) = 0:51. This value is stillsm aller than the data,but one should not forget that the

factorization assum ption could receivesizeablecorrections.

Table 6: Predictionsforform factorsand widthsforB 0 ! �� l�l and forB ! J= K (� ),with r = 0:5.

�T and �L referto � with,respectively,transverse and longitudinalpolarization,�+ and �� to � with

positiveand negativehelicities.The branching ratios(BR)and the widthsforB m ustbe m ultiplied for

jVub=0:0032j
2.W e assum e�B s

= �B 0 = �B + = 1:55 ps:

O bservable r= 0.5 data

A 1(0) 0.28

A 2(0) 0.19

V (0) 0.50

�+ =�� 0.013

�L =�T 1.60

BR (10� 4) 3.8 3:88� 0:54� 1:01

�L =�(J= K
�) 0.51 0:74� 0:07

�(K �)=�(K ) 2.01 1:68� 0:33

From thevalueofr onecan extracta and bseparately:from thescaling relations(248)and (249)we

haveforr= 0:5:

a(B ! V )= 0:21 b(B ! V )= 0:07 (260)
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Figure 6:Ratio �L=� forthe decay B ! J= K � asa function ofthe param eterr. �L isthe width for

longitudinally polarized K �.

i.e. A
B �

1
(0)= 0:28,as quoted in table 6. The knowledge ofa and b,together with the identi�cations

(252)and (253),�xesthe couplings�1 and the linearcom bination �=2� �MV . The resultsdepend on

the value ofr;forr= 0:5 weget:

�1 = � 0:07G eV1=2
�

2
� �M V = 0:14 (261)

(a and baretaken aspositive).From (256)wecan extract�nally �:

� = 0:10 : (262)

The previous phenom enologicalanalysis has to be taken cautiously,due to the large uncertainties.

Subleading corrections,q2 dependenceoftheform factors,breaking offactorization and chiralviolations

could easilylead tosubstantialm odi�cationsofthechosen scenario.New experim entaldatawillhopefully

clarify the situation,and allow to distinguish am ong di�erentm odels. W e shalladoptin the following

the e�ective lagrangian resultsoftable 6 (in particularr= 0:5).

In table 7 wepresentthe valuesofthe form factorsofthe b! u transitionsin di�erentm odels.

50



1

2

3

4

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure7:Ratio ofthe widthsB ! J= K � and B ! J= K asa function ofthe param eterr.

6 R adiative decays

6.1 Flavour conserving radiative decays: D � ! D 

In thissection weshallconsiderthe decay

D
�
a ! D a ; (263)

and the related processes for the B case: B �
a ! B a. In (263) a = 1;2;3 is the light quark index

corresponding to u;d;s.Them atrix elem entforthisradiativetransition isasfollows:

M (D �
a ! D a)= ie�a�

����
�
�
���p�p

0
� : (264)

In (264)�� isthe photon polarization,whereasthe coupling �a com prisestwo term s:

�a = �
‘
a + �

h
a ; (265)

corresponding to the decom position:

M (D �
a ! D a)= e�

� �
< D a(p

0)jJem� jD �
a(p;�)> = e�

� �
< D a(p

0)jJ‘� + J
h
� jD

�
a(p;�)> : (266)

HereJ‘� and Jh� arethe lightand the heavy quark partsofthe electrom agneticcurrent:

J
‘
� =

2

3
�u�u �

1

3
�d�d�

1

3
�s�s=

3X

a= 1

ea�qa�qa (267)
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Figure 8: Branching ratio ofthe decay B 0 ! �� l�l as a function ofthe param eter r. W e have taken

Vub = 0:0032.

and

J
h
� =

2

3
�c�c�

1

3
�b�b=

X

Q = c;b

eQ �Q �Q : (268)

Correspondingly,eq.(265)becom es

�a = �
‘
a + �

h
a =

ea

�a

+
eQ

�Q

; (269)

where�a and �Q arem assparam etersto be determ ined.

Letus considerthe two currentsJh� and J‘� separately. The m atrix elem entofJh� can be obtained

from the Lagrangedensity:

L
00= �

e

2m Q

eQ
�hv�

��
hvF�� ; (270)

which allows the transition Q ! Q  and can be expressed in term s ofthe Isgur-W ise universalform

factor�(v� v0)asfollows:

< D a(p
0)jJh� jD

�
a(p;�)> = ec < D a(p

0)j�c�cjD �
a(p;�)> = i

2

3

q

M D a
M D �

a
�(v� v

0)������
�
v
�
v
0�
;(271)

wherep0= M D v
0,p = M D �v and v� v0’ 1 because:

0= q
2 = m

2

D + M
2

D � � 2M D M D �v� v
0
: (272)
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Table7:Form factorsatq2 = 0 forb! u transitionsin di�erentm odels

Reference F B ! �
1 A

B ! �

1
A
B ! �

2
V B ! �

Thispaper 0:38 0:28 0:19 0:50

Q CD sum rules

DP [54] 0:4� 0:1

CZ [133] 0:36

BBD [107] 0:24� 0:025

Narison [134] 0:23� 0:02 0:35� 0:16 0:42� 0:12 0:47� 0:14

Ball[108] 0:26� 0:02 0:5� 0:1 0:4� 0:2 0:6� 0:2

BK R [109] 0:24� 0:29

ABS [110] 0:24� 0:04 0:28� 0:06

Q uark m odels

BSW [105] 0:33 0:28 0:28 0:33

ISG W [106] 0:09 0:05 0:0:02 0:27

FG M [135] 0:21� 0:02 0:26� 0:03 0:30� 0:03 0:29� 0:03

Lattice

APE [116] 0:35� 0:08 0:24� 0:12 0:27� 0:80 0:53� 0:31

Abada etal.[114] 0:30� 0:14� 0:05 0:22� 0:05 0:49� 0:21� 0:05 0:37� 0:11

UKQ CD [118] 0:27
+ 7+ 3

� 4� 3

Taking into accountthe norm alization of�(v� v0):�(1)= 1,onegets,forthe charm case,

�
h
a =

2

3�c

(273)

(�ha = � 1

3� b
forthe bcase),with

�c =

q

M D a
M D �

a
(274)

(resp.�b =
p
M B a

M B �

a
);in the leading orderin 1=m c one�nds:

�c = m c (275)

(resp.�b = m b),independently ofthe lightquark labela.

Let us now consider the second term in (265),i. e. �‘a,which cannot be com puted within HQ ET

since itinvolveslightquarks;we shallnow show thatthe chirale�ective theory can be em ployed to get

inform ation on thisquantity.W eshallexam inetwoapproaches:the�rstoneisbased on thecalculation of

chiralloop corrections[47];thesecond isbased on theuseofVectorM eson Dom inance(VM D),together

with thee�ectivechirallagrangian forlightand heavy m esons[136].O therapproachesused to com pute

(263) are based on quark m odels [49,27,137];bag m odel[138]and Q CD sum rules [139,140](for a

previousreview oftheoreticalresultssee[141]).

The �rstapproach we considerisbased on the chiralloop correctionsto the tree diagram [47]. Let

usstartwith the de�nition of�‘a:

�
‘
a =

ea

�a

; (276)

in the lim itofSU (3)sym m etry the constants�a’sare equal,i. e. one gets�a
� 1

= �,where � isan

unknown constantwhich can also contain e�ectssuppressed by powersof1=m c.
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The leading SU (3)violationsto (276)are obtained by considering the loop diagram sof�g. 9,with

the results[47]:

�
‘
1 =

2

3
� � g

2
m K

4�f2
K

� g
2
m �

4�f2�
(277)

�
‘
2 = �

1

3
� + g

2
m �

4�f2�
(278)

�
‘
3 = �

1

3
� + g

2
m K

4�f2
K

: (279)

Hereg isthestrong coupling constantofthevertex D �D � (in them c ! 1 lim it)de�ned in (40).Ifone

considersonly theleading SU (3)violations,oneshould putfK = f�
2.Thishasto bethecaseifoneuses

the value g = 0:38,eq.(99).Asa m atteroffact,asdiscussed in [72],the SU (3)invariantcoupling g is

obtained assum ing a uniquevaluef� � 130M eV forallthelightpseudoscalarm eson decay constantsin

the sum rule. The analysisof[47]providesa pattern forSU (3)violationsin D � radiative decays,and

* D

γ

D D

γ

* D

Figure9:Chiralloopscontributing to theradiativedecaysD � ! D 

can bein principleused to determ ineg and �,independently ofthe theoreticaldeterm inationsbased on

the the Q CD sum rule forg.O ne can usethe two form ulas:

�(D �
a ! D a)=

�

3

M D �

a

M D a

j��j
2j~kj3 (280)

(~k = photon m om entum ),

�(D � + ! D
0
�
+ )=

g2

6�f2�
j~p�j

3 (281)

and the experim entalresultscontained in table 1 [44,45],togetherwith the condition g < 1 (which is

experim entally satis�ed [46]).Becauseofthe largeexperim entalerror(especially in the channelD � + !

D + ),onegets,however,a ratherbroad rangeofvaluesforg [47]3:

0:3< g < 0:7 : (282)

The value ofg obtained in this way isan e�ective coupling which takesinto accountpartofthe 1=m c

corrections,asitisobviousfrom the factthat�ha hasnotbeen neglected in com parison with �‘a (�ha is

notnegligible because m c isnotsu�ciently large: in this analysisone uses� c = m c = 1:7 G eV).Itis

2In the analysisofR ef.[47]fK = 1:22f� isused.
3Sim ilarresults are obtained in [48].
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neverthelessinteresting to observe thatthe sm allvaluesforg in (282)are in broad agreem entwith the

resultsofthe Q CD sum rulesquoted in section 3.1.2.

The analysisof[47]showsthatsm allervaluesofg favourvaluesof� nearthe non relativistic quark

m odelresult [137],where � = m � 1
q ,and m q � 300 � 500 M eV is a typicalvalue ofthe light quark

constituentm ass. In particular,from g = 0:38 and m c = 1:7 G eV one gets the value � = 1:9 G eV� 1.

Thepattern displayed by eq.(279),�‘3 = � 1

3
(� � 3g2m K =(4�f

2
K ))= � 1=(3�3),can beinterpreted,in the

quark m odel,asdueto a constituentstrangequark having a m assm s = �3 largerthan m q = �1,or�2,

which iswhatonewould naively expect.

Instead ofconsidering loop e�ectsone can therefore take into accountSU (3)violationsby choosing

explicitlydi�erent� a’s.Q uarkm odelcalculationsthatassum eSU (3)violationsareconsidered in [49,27].

In particular,thecalculation ofref.[27]in thesem irelativisticquarkm odelofref.[57]discussed in section

3.1.1,aswestated already,m akesuseoftheSalpeterequation [56],i.e.a waveequation which takesinto

accountrelativistickinem atics,with an interquark potentialm odelled on theRichardson’spotential[55].

Aswehaveobserved,thism odelisableto explain thereduction ofthevalueofthestrongD �D � coupling

constantfrom the (non relativistic)quark m odelprediction g = 1 down to g � 0:33,asa consequence

ofthe relativistic kinem atics relevant to the light quark in the heavy m eson;since this sm allvalue is

favoured by the Q CD sum rule analyses[25,60],aswellasby the data (eq.(282))one m ay take thisas

an indication thatrelativistickinem aticsplaysa rolealso in thecaseoftheradiativedecays.Theresults

oftheanalysisin [27]fortheconstants�a aredisplayed in table8,togetherwith theresultsofthechiral

loop calculation [47],i.e. the results based on eqs. (277)-(279). In the sam e table we also report the

param etersofthe m odel[136]based on VectorM eson Dom inance,to be discussed below.

Table 8: Theoreticalinputs for m ass param eters in radiative D decays. �-loop represents the chiral

loop calculation,VM D isthem odelbased on thee�ectivelagrangian supplem ented by thehypothesisof

VectorM eson Dom inance;RQ M refersto the relativisticquark m odel;�Q and �a are m assparam eters

(in G eV).

Decay m ode �-loop VM D RQ M

�Q �a �Q �a �Q �a

D � + ! D +  1.7 0.61 1.9 0.50 1.57 0.48

D � 0! D 0 1.7 0.79 1.9 0.50 1.57 0.48

D �
s ! D s 1.7 1.11 2.0 0.59 1.58 0.497

B � + ! B +  5.0 0.79 5.3 0.51 4.93 0.59

B � 0! B 0 5.0 0.61 5.3 0.51 4.93 0.59

B �
s ! B s 5.0 1.11 5.4 0.60 4.98 0.66

In the case of the chiralloop calculation [47], we have assum ed as an input g = 0:38, which is

the interm ediate value am ong the di�erentQ CD sum rulesresults[25,60,72];on the otherhand � =

1:9G eV
� 1

is�tted from theexperim entalCLEO dataoftable1,using thebranchingratioofD � 0! D 0

asan input.Asfor�c,following [47],wetake�c = 1:7 G eV;on theotherhand for�b wetakethevalue

�b = 5 G eV which,sim ilarly to the �c case,isslightly largerthan the valuederived by Q CD sum rules.

Let us now discuss the m odelbased on Vector M eson Dom inance (VM D) [136]. In this m odelthe

calculation of�‘a isbased on theresultsobtained by thee�ectivechirallagrangian approach.Theidea is

to useVM D to express< D ajJ
‘
�jD

�
a > in term sof< D aV jD

�
a > (V = lightvectorm eson resonance)and

then to em ploy inform ation from heavy m eson weak decaysto com pute < D aV jD
�
a > . In other term s

onewrites:

< D a(p
0)jJ‘�jD

�
a(p;�)> =

= ea

X

V;�

< D a(p
0)V (q;�1(�))jD

�
a(p;�)> i

< 0j�qa�qajV (q;�1(�))>

q2 � m2
V

(283)
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whereq2 = 0 and thesum isoverthevectorm eson resonancesV = !,�0,� and overtheirhelicities.The

vacuum -to-m eson currentm atrix elem entappearing in (283)isgiven,assum ing SU (3)avoursym m etry,

by:

< 0j�qa�qajV (q;�1)> = �1
�
fV Tr(V T

a); (284)

where(T a)lm = �al�am and,asusual,a = 1;2;3 foru;d;s respectively.From ! ! e+ e� and �0 ! e+ e�

decays [45]one has f! = f� = fV = 0:17 G eV
2
; from � ! e+ e� one obtains f� = fV + �f,with

�f = 0:08 G eV
2
, which im plies a relevant SU (3) violation. Using (284) and the strong lagrangian

containing the vertex D �D V (see eq.(62)):

L = i� < H b�
��
F��(�)ba �H a > ; (285)

onecan com pute(283).The resultsin term softhe m assconstants�a areasfollows:

�� 1
a = � 2

p
2gV �

r
M D �

M D

�a (286)

where �1 = �2 = fV =m
2
!,�3 = f�=m

2

�
,gV = 5:8. Equation (255) only gives the absolute value of�,

but eq. (286) clearly shows that � < 0 if�a has to be interpreted,as in the quark m odel,as a m ass

param eter.Thereforewetake(seeeq.(255)):

� ’ � 0:41 G eV
� 1

: (287)

The resultsofthisapproach are reported in table 8,togetherwith the chiralloop (�-loop)and the

relativisticquark m odelpredictions.

From eqs. (280)and (281)and from table 8 we getthe decay rates and branching ratios (BR) for

both D � and B � decays;they arereported in table9 forthethreem odelsexam ined so far.Forthechiral

loop calculation and the VM D approach we use the sam e value g = 0:38 forthe strong B B �� coupling

constant,whereasforthethird colum n wetakeg ’ 0:39aspredicted by therelativisticquark m odel[27].

Table9:TheoreticalpredictionsforD � and B � widthsand branching ratios.Theradiativedecay widths

arecom puted by the param etersofthe preceding table.

Decay rate/ BR �-loop VM D RQ M

�(D � +) 39:5 K eV 40:0 K eV 46:2 K eV

B R(D � + ! D + �0) 31:5% 31:1% 31:3%

B R(D � + ! D 0�+ ) 68:1% 67:3% 67:7%

B R(D � + ! D + ) 0:4% 1:6% 1:0 %

�(D � 0) 28:3 K eV 37:1 K eV 41:6 K eV

B R(D � 0! D 0�0) 63:6% 51:5% 50:0%

B R(D � 0! D 0) 36:4% (input) 48:5% 50:0%

�(D �
s)= �(D �

s ! D s) 0:06 K eV 0:35 K eV 0:38 K eV

�(B � +)= �(B � + ! B + ) 0:14 K eV 0:37 K eV 0:24 K eV

�(B � 0)= �(B � 0! B 0) 0:09 K eV 0:12 K eV 0:092 K eV

�(B �
s)= �(B �

s ! B s) 0:03 K eV 0:09 K eV 0:08 K eV

W eseethatthechiralloop calculation,which usesthedata on D � 0! D 0 to �x thelightm assscale,

reproducesquite wellthe D � + decay branching ratios;also the quark m odeland the VM D predictions

(thatareparam eterfree)arein reasonableagreem entwith the data.
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Letus com pare these resultswith otherapproaches. The resultofthe calculation in [48],based on

the ideas ofHQ ET,is as follows: �(D � 0 ! D 0) = 8:8� 17:1 K eV and �(D� + ! D + )= 8:3� 8:1

K eV,ifone uses m c = 1:7 G eV.Forthe B case,with m b = 5:0 G eV,�(B � 0)= 0:13� 0:20 K eV,and

�(B � +) = 0:66 � 0:93 K eV are found. Clearly the results ofthis calculation are dom inated by large

experim entaluncertainties.

The resultofa Q CD sum rule calculation [140],which updatespreviousanalyses[139],isasfollows:

�(D � 0! D 0)= 2:43� 0:21 K eV,�(D� + ! D + )= 0:22� 0:06 K eV,and �(D�s ! D s)= 0:25� 0:08

K eV.D � decayshavebeen alsostudied in thefram ework ofthebagm odel[138]with thefollowingresults

(forthe value� = 1 oftherelevantparam eterin thatpaper):�(D � +)’ 80 K eV and �(D � 0)’ 60 K eV,

a factor1:5� 2 largerthan theresultscontained in table9;thism odelalso predicts�(D � + ! D + )’ 1

K eV and the correct ratio (D 0)=(D 0�0). Correspondingly,the com puted B � radiative width is also

largerthan the entriesin table 9.

Letus�nally observe thatsim ilarcalculationscan be perform ed forthe radiative decaysofpositive

parity charm ed m eson resonances[136,18,142]. Forneutralresonancesthe com puted branching ratios

areoftheoftheorder10� 4 � 10� 3;forthecharged parity resonancesthecom puted branching ratiosare

m uch sm aller,dueto an alm ostcom pletecancellation between thetwo contributionsin thee.m .current

[136].

6.2 W eak radiative decay: B ! ‘�

Anotherinteresting processwhere the form alism ofthe e�ective chirallagrangian can be applied isthe

radiativeleptonic decay channel:

B
�
! �

� ��� : (288)

Ithasbeen suggested [143,144,145]thatthisdecay channelcan beused toextracttheB � decay constant

fB �;since in the m b ! 1 lim itfB � = fB = F̂ =
p
M B ,the analysisof(288)can representan alternative

way to m easure F̂ ascom pared to the purely leptonic decay channel

B
� ! �

� ��� : (289)

Thebranching ratio forthe purely leptonic channelisgiven by:

B R(B � ! �
� ���)’ 2:6

�
Vub

0:003

�2 �
fB

200M eV

�2

10� 7 ; (290)

where one uses�B � = 1:55 ps. Thisresultistwo orderofm agnitudessm allerthan the presentexperi-

m entalupperbound putby CLEO [146]: B R(B � ! �� ���)< 2:1� 10� 5. Forthe channelB � ! e� ��e
oneexpectsa m uch sm allerB R (oftheorder10� 12 � 10� 11),becauseofthehelicity suppression;on the

other hand in the channelB ! ���,the helicity suppression is absentand the expected B R is ofthe

order7� 10� 5,butthe � identi�cation representsa seriousexperim entalproblem .

Because ofthe sm allvalue thatisexpected forthe leptonic channel(290),the radiativedecay (288)

m ay beaseriouscom petitor.Variousestim ates[145,147]ofitsbranchingratioindicatethattheradiative

decay rate islargerthan the purely leptonic one by alm ostan orderofm agnitude,m ainly because the

radiativedecay,di�erently from theleptonicchannel,isnothelicity-suppressed dueto thephoton in the

�nalstate.

Let us now describe how one could extract the value F̂ from (288). First ofallone should dis-

tinguish between the two classes ofdiagram sdescribing the radiative process. The �rst class contains

brem sstrahlung diagram swherethephoton isem itted from theB � orfrom thecharged lepton leg.This

contribution vanishesin the lim itm � ! 0 and isnegligiblealso for�nite lepton m ass.

Therelevantdiagram sforthisprocessareofthetypedepicted in �g.10[145].O therpossiblediagram s

arechiralloop contributions,where,instead ofthesingleparticleinterm ediatestate,onehasachiralloop
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B * --

( a )

B

µ

ν

γ - -

B *- -*

( b )

B

µ

ν

γ

Figure 10: Diagram sdom inating the B � ! ‘� ��‘ decay m ode in the lim it m ‘ ! 0. B � is the vector

m eson state,B � �isthe 1+ axialvectorm eson state.

with the B and a pseudoscalarparticle (these contributionsare discussed in [144]). O ne considersonly

the resonantpole diagram s,for which no problem ofdouble counting arises. Let us assum e,following

[144]and [145],thatin the pole diagram sthe interm ediate state isa JP = 1� (B �)ora positive parity

B � �m eson.Theam plitude with interm ediate P (= B �;B � �)stateiswritten asfollows:

M
(P )

SD
=
G F
p
2
VubA (B ! P )

i

(p� k)2 � m2
P

< 0j�u�(1� 5)bjP > l� ; (291)

where p and k are the B and photon m om enta respectively,l� = �‘(pl)�(1 � 5)�(p�) is the lepton

current,A (B ! P )isthe am plitude ofthe processB ! P ,and P indicatesthe pole.W hen in (291)

onetakesP = B �,the m atrix elem entbecom esproportionalto fB �;therefore,ifthe contribution ofthe

higherm assresonancesisnegligible(and we shallseethatthisisindeed the case),and forlightleptons

in the �nalstate,the radiative avour changing B decay can be used to m easure the decay constant

fB �,provided the am plitude A (B � ! B )isknown. A directm easurem entofthe B� width would be

extrem ely di�cult (as m entioned in section 6.1,it is less than 1 K eV in allthe m odels);howeverthis

am plitude can be indirectly obtained by using the heavy avoursym m etry already em ployed in section

6.1 to relatethe radiativeD � and B � decays.

Ifthepartialwidth �(D � 0! D 0)ism easured (only thebranching ratio isavailableso far,seetable

1,then one could extract,from the am plitude

A (D �
a(v;�)! Da(v

0)(q;�))= i e

�
ec

�c

+
ea

�a

�

M D �

p
M D M D �������

� �
�
�
v
�
v
0�
; (292)

the m assconstant�a to be used in the form ula giving A (B
� ! B ):

A (B �
a(v;�)! Ba(v

0)(q;�))= i e

�
eb

�b

+
ea

�a

�

M B �

p
M B M B �������

� �
�
�
v
�
v
0�
; (293)

The expression forthe am plitude M
(B

�
)

SD
giving the contribution ofthe B � pole to the decay B � !

�� ��� isthereforeasfollows:

M
(B

�
)

SD
=

C1fB �

(v� k + �)
�����l

�
�
� �
v
�
k
�
; (294)

where� = M B � � M B ,and C1 isgiven by:

C1 =
G F
p
2
Vub

M B �

2M B

p
M B �M B e

h
eb

�b

+
2

3�1

i

: (295)
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From (294)one can com pute the contribution ofthe B � pole to B R(B � ! �� ���)asa function ofthe

param eter F̂ .Beforeconsidering som enum ericalpredictions,letusstudy the e�ectofthe B � �pole,i.e.

thepositiveparity heavy m eson having s‘ = 1=2 (only the axialvectorstates1+ can contributeaspoles

to thedecay;m oreover,thestateB 1,having s‘ = 3=2,hasvanishing coupling to theweak currentin the

lim it m b ! 1 [15](see the discussion after(185);therefore only the state B 1 (with s‘ = 1=2)givesa

contribution in the sam elim it.

Thecontribution ofthisstateis:

M
(~B 1)

SD
= i

C2fB 1

(v� k+ �0)
(� � vk� � v� k��)l

� (296)

where� 0= M B 1
� M B ’ 500M eV ,

< 0j�b�5qjB 1(p;�)> = fB 1
M B 1

�� ; (297)

and

C2 =
G F
p
2
Vub

M B 1

2M B

p
M B M B 1

e

h2eb�1=2(1)

M B

+
ea

�0
a

i

: (298)

Thefunction �1=2(v� v0)isthe universalform factor,analogousto theIsgur-W isefunction,thatappears

in the m atrix elem entofthe heavy quark currentJh� between a positive s‘ = 1=2 and a negative parity

heavy m eson state. �1=2(v� v0)hasbeen introduced in [148]and com puted in [149]by Q CD sum rules,

with the result�1=2(1)’ 0:24.

Using thisinputand the ratio (fB 1
=fB �)(�a�

0
a)estim ated in [145],oneobtains

�(B 1)

�(B
�)
’ 0:1; (299)

which con�rm stheprevioushypothesis,i.e.thattheB 1 polerepresentsonly a sm allcontribution to the

�nalresult.

The results are sensitive to the experim entalinput �(D � 0 ! D 0). For reasonable values ofthis

quantity, which has not been m easured yet, one �nds for B R(B � ! �� ���) a result in the range

10� 7 � 10� 6,i.e.a radiativebranching ratio largerthan the leptonicB R(B � ! �� �);theenhancem ent

isobviously stillhigheriftheelectron leptonicdecay channelisconsidered,which contributesby a factor

of2. Therefore,in principle,the decay channelB � ! �� ��� can be used as a way to m easure the

leptonic B � decay constant.

6.3 W eak radiative decays: B ! V 

Thissection isdevoted to theanalysisoftheexclusiveavourchanging radiativeB decayswith a vector

m eson in the �nalstate.These channels,atshortdistances,aredescribed by processes

b! s (300)

or

b! d ; (301)

which are dom inated by a penguin diagram with the top asinterm ediate quark;these decayshavebeen

intensively studied in the past [150]and experim entaldata have been collected both for the inclusive

decay [151]:

B R(B ! X s)= (2:32� 0:57� 0:35)� 10� 4 ; (302)
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and forthe exclusivedecay process

B ! K
�
 (303)

forwhich the following resulthasbeen obtained [152]:

B R(B ! K
�
)= (4:3

+ 1:1
� 1:0

� 0:6)� 10� 5 : (304)

The process(303)hasbeen studied within the fram ework ofthe heavy quark e�ective theory [153,154,

155,58,156](forreviewssee [157]),by Q CD sum rules[158,159,160,161],[162]orLattice Q CD [163].

In thissection weshallreview theapplication ofthe heavy m eson e�ectivechirallagrangian [164]to the

decay process(303)aswellasto the otherexclusivedecay channels

B s ! � (305)

B ! � (306)

B ! ! : (307)

Before doing this,letus considerhoweverthe sim pler approach already considered in section 5.3.1,

consisting in the application ofthe lightand heavy avoursym m etries[155].

Let us begin with the b ! s transition. Allthe exclusive processes arising from this elem entary

decay aredom inated atthe quark levelby the shortdistanceb! s ham iltonian [150]given by

H  = C m b�s�
��(1+ 5)bF�� + h:c: (308)

(neglecting term soforderm s=m b).F�� istheelectrom agnetictensor,��� =
i

2
[�;�]and C isgiven by

C =
G F
p
2

e

16�2
VtbV

�
tsF2

�
m 2

t

m 2
W

�

(309)

where F2 is a factorincluding perturbative Q CD corrections,and slightly dependent on the top quark

m ass.Form t = 175 G eV,ithasthevalue:F2 = 0:63.Togetherwith theshortdistanceham iltonian,one

should takeinto accountalso long distancee�ects,such astransitionsm ediated by fourquark operators;

they willbe discussed below.

Theshortdistancehadronicm atrix elem entrelevantto thetransition �B ! K � (�B = B � or �B 0)can

be expressed asfollows:

hK �(p0;�)j�s���(1+ 5)bj�B (p)i = i

n

A(q2)
�
p
�
�
� �� p

�
�
� �� i�

����
p��

�
�

�

+ B (q2)
�
p
0�
�
� �� p

0�
�
� �� i�

����
p
0
��

�
�

�

+ H (q2)(�� � p)
�
p
�
p
0�
� p

�
p
0�
� i�

����
p�p

0
�

�o

(310)

wherewehaveused the property i

2
��������5 = � ���.

Now,as�rstnoted in [153],asa consequenceofthe equationsofm otion ofthe heavy quark

1+ v/

2
b= b; (311)

in the brestfram e onehas


0
b= b; (312)

which m eansthat

�qa�0i(1+ 5)Q = � i�qai(1� 5)Q : (313)
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Therefore the form factors (310) can be related to those describing the weak sem ileptonic transition

B ! K � (or B ! �,using SU (3) sym m etry). In com puting the width for the decay B ! K � only

thecom bination ofform factorsA + B isrelevant,whereasH (q2)contributesto am plitudeswith virtual

photons. Using (313),the form factors A,B and H are related to the form factors V ,A 1 and A 2 as

follows:

A(q2) = i

�
q2 � M 2

B � m2K �

M B

V (q2)

M B + m K �

�
M B + m K �

M B

A 1(q
2)

�

(314)

B (q2) = i
2M B

M B + m K �

V (q2) (315)

H (q2) =
2i

M B

�
V (q2)

M B + m K �

+
1

2q2

q2 + M 2
B � m2K �

M B + m K �

A 2(q
2)

�

: (316)

Theserelationsarestrictly valid forq2 � q2m ax.However,following [153,165,58](seehowever[156]),

onecan assum etheirvalidity down to thevalueq2 = 0 which isthekinem aticalpointrelevantfordecays

with a realphoton in the �nalstate.

In orderto com puteA(0)+ B (0),oneneedsthevaluesoftheform factorsforthetransition B ! K �;

they havebeen com puted by D ! K � sem ileptonic decaysusing heavy avoursym m etry (seetable 5 of

section 5.3.1,neglectingSU (3)avourbreaking).Usingthesoftpolecolum n result,wehaveV B ! K
�

(0)=

0:64 and A B ! K
�

1 (0)= 0:21.W e observe,however,that,on thebasisofthe scaling relationsgiven in the

previoussection,eq.(241),since in thiscase we assum e the sam e pole behaviourforV (q2)and A 1(q
2),

the term in A 1 in eq.(314)issubleading (in 1=m Q )forany value ofq
2 > 0 and should be neglected in

com parison to the term proportionalto V (q2),ifone worksconsistently at a given order in the 1=m Q

expansion.In thisway onegetsthe result:

jA(0)+ B (0)j= 0:53: (317)

Following the discussion in section 5.3.1,we m ay estim ate forthisresulta theoreticaluncertainty ofat

least� 30% .W e considernow the radiativewidth,which isgiven by

�(B ! K
�
)=

�
M 2

B � m2K �

2M B

� 3
2jC j2m 2

b

�
jA(0)+ B (0)j2 : (318)

O negets

B R(B ! K
�
)=

h

2:4� (jVtsj=0:039)
2
i

� 10� 5 : (319)

In the previousform ula we have used jVtbj’ 1,m b = 4:7 G eV and �B + ’ �B 0 ’ �B s
’ 1:55 ps. The

resultbased on (317)agreeswithin the errorswith the experim ental�nding (304). Itshould be noted

thateq.(319)doesnotinclude long distance e�ectsdue the c�cquark loop [166]thatraisethe branching

ratio by � 20% ,thus im proving the agreem ent;we shalldiscussthem in m ore detailbelow. A sim ilar

analysis,with obviouschanges,appliesto the decay B s ! � and oneobtains

B R(B s ! �)� B R(B ! K
�
); (320)

due to approxim ateSU (3)lightavoursym m etry.

Now we discusshow the b! s exclusive decayscan be described by the e�ective chirallagrangian

approach.

Atthelowestorderin thederivativesofthepseudoscalar�eld,theweak tensorcurrentbetween light

pseudoscalarand negativeparity heavy m esonsisasfollows:

L
a
�� = i

F̂

2
< ���(1+ 5)H b�

y

ba
> ; (321)

61



and ithasthesam etransform ation propertiesofthequark current�qa���(1+ 5)Q .Togetherwith (321)

wealsoconsidertheweak e�ectivecurrent(179)correspondingtothequark V � A current�qa�(1� 5)Q :

L
a
� = i

F̂

2
h�(1� 5)H b�

y

ba
i : (322)

W e putthe sam ecoe�cientiF̂ =2 in both (321)and (322)because,due to (313),the relation

L0i = � iLi (323)

m ustbe satis�ed.

W ealso introducetheweak tensorcurrentcontaining thelightvectorm eson �� and reproducing the

bilinear �qa���(1+ 5)Q

L
��

1a = i�1

�

g
��
g
�� �

i

2
�
����

�

h5H b[�(�� � V�)bc � �(�� � V�)bc]�
y
cai : (324)

L
��

1a isrelated to the vectorcurrentL
�

1a,eq.(184),introduced to describe atthe m eson levelthe quark

currentoperator �qa�(1� 5)Q taken between lightvectorparticlesand heavy m esons:

L
�

1a = �1h5H b(�
� � V�)bc�

y
cai (325)

(we keep only the leading term in 1=m Q ). W e notice that in orderto constructthe tensorcurrentwe

haveim posed (323).

To com pute B ! K � we considera pole diagram having asinterm ediate state between the current

and the B K � system either a 1+ or a 1� heavy m eson;m oreoverwe add a direct term . The e�ective

lagrangian and the e�ective tensorcurrentscan reliably describe the processonly forlargevaluesofq2,

i.e. q2 � q2m ax = (M B � mK �)2. Thisisa generalfeature ofthe chirallagrangian approach. Again,in

orderto extend ourresults to sm allvalues ofq2,we shallassum e a polardependence in q2 (with pole

m asssuggested by dispersion relations).By following a proceduresim ilarto section 5.3.2,weobtain the

results oftable 10 that are valid for any q2 and in the lim it m Q ! 1 . W e notice that in writing the

variouscontributionsin table10 wehaveleftthedependenceofp� p0on q2,p� p0= (M 2
B + m 2

K � � q2)=2,

in the term arising from the 1� pole and we have assum ed thatthe directterm hasa pole dependence

with m assgiven by the1+ pole.Thesechoicescan bejusti�ed asfollows.Theresultsin table10 satisfy,

forq2 � q2m ax,the relations(314 -316)between form factorsofvectorand tensorcurrents. Eqs. (314)

and (315)coincide with the relationsfound in ref.[153];asfor(316),the resultof[153]:

H (q2)=
2i

M B

n
V (q2)

M B + m K �

+
1

2q2

�
q2 + M 2

B � m2K �

M B + m K �

A 2(q
2)

+ 2m K �A 0(q
2)� (M B + m K �)A 1(q

2)

�o

(326)

di�ersfrom (315)forterm sthataresubleading in the lim itm Q ! 1 and can be neglected.

Following [153]and [165]and our previous discussion,we assum e that the results (314 -316) hold

also forsm allvaluesofq2,which justi�esthe abovem entioned choicesin table 10.

Before com puting the entriesoftable 10 letusobservethatthe resultsin the colum ns"Direct" and

1+ aresubleading ascom pared to thosein the colum n 1� .In otherterm s

(A + B )D irect+ 1+

(A + B )1�
= O

�
1

m b

�

(327)

forany value of(positive)q2.Therefore,consistently with the neglectofthe O (1=m b)contributions,we

do notkeep them ,which m eansthatonly theterm arising from theexchangeofthe1� particleistaken

into account.In thisway one obtains:

A(q2)+ B (q2)= � i

r
2

M B

F̂ �gV

M 2
B �

s

(q2 + M B � m
2

K �); (328)
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Table 10: Term s contributing to the variousform factors ofthe transition B ! K �. m P is the pole

m ass (m P = 5:9 G eV for the direct and 1+ term ; and 5:43 G eV for the 1� contribution). p � p0 =

(M 2
B + m 2

K � � q2)=2.

Form Factor Direct 1� 1+

A(q2)
i
p
2gV �1
p
M B

q2m ax � m2P

q2 � m2
P

i2
p
2F̂ �gV (p� p0)

(m 2
P
� q2)

p
M B

� i
p
2M B F̂

+ gV (� � 2�mK �)

m 2
P
� q2

B (q2) 0
� i2

p
2F̂ �gV M

3=2

B

m 2
P
� q2

0

H (q2) 0
� i2

p
2F̂ �gV

(m 2
P
� q2)

p
M B

� i2
p
2M B F̂

+ gV �

(m 2
P
� q2)M B

Table 11:Theoreticalvaluesofthe B ! K � coupling jA(0)+ B (0)jin di�erentapproaches:softpole,

chirallagrangian,Q CD sum rulescalculationsbased on the evaluation ofthree pointfunction and light

conesum rulesrespectively.

M odel jA(0)+ B (0)j

softpole(sec.5.3.1) 0.53

�-lagrangian eq.(328) 0:41

Q CD sum rules[159] 0:70� 0:10

Q CD sum rules[161] 0:64� 0:10

which gives,for F̂ = 0:30 G eV
3=2

,gV = 5:8 (see eq.(67))and � = � 0:41 G eV
� 1

(eq.(287)),the result:

jA(0)+ B (0)j= 0:41; (329)

and,therefore,B R(B ! K ?)=

h

1:4� (Vts=0:039)
2
i

� 10� 5.A sim ilaranalysis,with obviouschanges,

applies to the decay B s ! �. In this case one obtains jA(0)+ B (0)j= 0:42 and B R(Bs ! �) =h

1:6� (Vts=0:039)
2
i

� 10� 5. In table 11 we com pare the analyses based on the scaling approach and

on e�ective chirallagrangian to the results ofQ CD sum rule calculations [159,161];other Q CD sum

rules analyses [160,162]agree with [159]and [161]. W e note that the results based on the use ofthe

heavy avoursym m etry (�rstand second row in thetable)aregenerally sm allerthan theQ CD sum rules

outcom e.

Also latticeQ CD [163]hasbeen used to com putethetransition B ! K �;howeverin thisapproach

the couplingsforthisdecay arecom puted nearthezero recoilpointand fora heavy quark m asssm aller

than itsphysicalvalue. Therefore a double extrapolation isneeded to com pute them and itishard to

com pare these outcom es,that should be considered as stillprelim inary,with Q CD sum rules or chiral

lagrangian approaches.Asforthecom parison with theexperim entaldata,aswehavealready m entioned,

oneshould takeinto accountalso the so called long distance(LD)e�ects,thatwenow discuss.

Letusbegin with thedecays(306)and (307),wherethesee�ectsarelarger.ThedecaysB ! � and

B ! ! takecontributionsboth from theshortdistanceand thelong distancem echanism s.Theform er

isgenerated by aham iltonian sim ilartoeq.(308),with obviousm odi�cations(s! d and Vts ! Vtd).For

itan analysissim ilarto the one em ployed in B ! K � applies,butitisobviousthatthiscontribution

is Cabibbo suppressed as com pared to B ! K �,which can explain why the � �nalstate is m ore
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di�cult to m easure (and indeed it has not been observed yet). Because ofthe sm allness ofthe short

distance contribution,LD e�ects are m ore im portantin these decaysthan in B ! K � orBs ! � .

ForB + ! �+  decay,theircontribution hasbeen estim ated by Q CD sum rules[167,168].The ratio of

the long distanceto the shortdistanceam plitudes,asexpressed by

A L D (B
+ ! �+ )

A SD (B
+ ! �+ )

= R

�
�
�
�
VubVud

VtdVtb

�
�
�
� ; (330)

isestim ated to be [167]:R = � 0:30� 0:07,i.e.a signi�cantcontribution.LD e�ectsm ainly contribute

to the weak annihilation diagram s and are therefore relevant for B + ! �+ ,but less im portant for

B ! �;!. For B ! K� one does not expect signi�cant contributions from the weak annihilation

diagram sbecauseoftheCK M suppression(CK M non suppressed term scan contributebynon factorizable

diagram s,whose role,however,has been found to be very sm all[169]). O ther LD contributions com e

from the fourquark operatorO 2 � �cL �cL �sL 
�bL (orO 2 � �cL �cL �dL 

�bL forB ! �).Itcontributes

via a charm quark loop (the up quark loop givesa negligible contribution),with the photon em itted by

the charm quark line,and adds about 20% to the B ! K � width [166];by duality this contribution

m ay be seen asthe resultofa m echanism where K �J= are produced via O 2,with photon conversion

ofJ= [170,171,172,173];even though less reliable,the estim ates ofLD contributions based on this

m echanism seem to agree [170]with the resultofthe charm loop calculation. Sim ilarresultshold also

forthe B ! � decays[166,174,175].

6.4 W eak radiative decays: B ! K e+ e� ;B ! K �e+ e�

In thissection wediscussthe decays

B ! K e
+
e
� (331)

B ! K
�
e
+
e
�
: (332)

They occurdom inantly via a quark processb! s� ! se+ e� (� = virtualphoton).In thee�ective

lagrangian forb! se+ e� wehavetoincludealsothealreadym entioned long-distancecontributions;they

produce �  or 0�  conversion,and areseen aspeaksin thelepton pairinvariantm assdistribution.

The e�ective lagrangian hasbeen derived in [176],[177]and we shallnotreportithere forthe sake of

sim plicity.

Letus begin with B ! K e+ e� . The transition B ! K  can occuronly by virtualphotonsand is

described atshortdistanceby the ham iltonian (308)and,therefore,by the hadronicm atrix elem ent

hK (p0)j�s���(1+ 5)bj�B (p)i= iS(q2)
�
p
�
p
0� � p

�
p
0� � i�

����
p�p

0
�

�
: (333)

Theform factorS(q2)can berelated,by using theheavy quark equation ofm otion and eq.(313),[153],

to theform factorsF1(q
2)and F0(q

2)fortheweak transition B ! K via thevectorcurrent.In thisway

one�nds[153]:

S(q2)=
1

M B

�

� F1(q
2)+

m 2
K � M 2

B

q2

�
F1(q

2)� F0(q
2)
�
�

: (334)

Letusnow considerthe calculation ofthe transition B ! K by tensorcurrentin the e�ective chiral

lagrangian approach [164].Atthetreeleveltherelevantham iltonian isgiven by (321)togetherwith the

strong ham iltonian B B �� ofeq. (40). The shortdistance diagram sare sim ilarto those ofB ! K �,

thatwehavedescribed in som edetailin thepreceeding section.In thiscase,however,attreelevel,there

isno directcoupling,and the only surviving term ,in the lim itm b ! 1 ,and forq2 � q2m ax,isthe pole

contribution.
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Assum ing a q2 dependence ofa sim ple pole,with M P = M B �

s
(as discussed before,this seem s a

reasonableassum ption forF1 related form factors),onegetsthe result:

S(q2)=
S(0)

1� q2=M 2
B �

s

(335)

with

S(0)=
F̂ g

f�M
2
B �

s

p
M B

(M B �

s
+ M B � mK ) : (336)

W hen expressed in term softhe form factorsofthe B ! K transition by vectorcurrent,thisresultis:

S(q2)= �
2F1(q

2)

M B

(337)

which coincideswith the Isgurand W ise relation (334)only atq2 � q2m ax and M B ! 1 ,nam ely in the

rangeofvalidity ofthee�ectiveham iltonian.Exactly asin thecaseofB ! K � transition,we�nd that

som e form factors (in this case F0) are subleading when m Q ! 1 ,which is expected because the 0+

state,contributing to F0,cannotcoupleto the antisym m etrictensorcurrent�s���(1+ 5)b.

Thenum ericalresultofthisanalysisisasfollows:using g ’ 0:38 and F̂ = 0:30 G eV 3=2,oneobtains

S(0)’ � 0:13 G eV
� 1

: (338)

Thisresultalready containssom eSU(3)corrections,nam ely in them eson m asses,butthebulk ofthe

chiralcorrectionsshould com efrom loopscontaining pseudoscalarbosons(�,K and �).They havebeen

com puted in [68].Three classesofcorrectionsarefound.Firstone hascorrection to the pole am plitude

(336);second there are corrections to the direct term (called pointcontribution in [68]);last there is

the renorm alization ofthe B m eson wavefunction.Taking into accountonly the nonanalyticcorrections

thatarise from the loop diagram s,and having no uncertainty related to unknown analytic higherorder

term s in the phenom enologicallagrangian,one �nds [68]a correction of� 51% to the dom inant pole

contribution (the correction to the directterm ism uch sm aller).

Thisanalysis,asstressed in [68],isnotconclusive,sincetheanalyticcorrectionscould besigni�cant;

neverthelessitisinteresting to observe that,with the nonanalytic correction alone,the outcom e ofthe

e�ective chirallagrangian becom esS(0)� � 0:06 G eV� 1,which iscom patible with the resultofa Q CD

sum rulesanalysisbased on threepointfunctions[178]:S(0)= � 0:05� 0:01 G eV� 1 .

The resultswe have reported,togetherwith the long distance contributions[176,177],can be used

to obtain the distribution d�(B ! K e+ e� )=dq2 in the invariant m ass squared ofthe lepton pair Q 2.

Thisdistribution isdom inated by the contribution ofthe resonancesJ= and  0;however,asdiscussed

forinstance in [178],forQ 2 farfrom the resonance m asses,one could stillobtain from the data,when

available,usefulinform ation on the shortdistancedynam ics.

The sam e analysis can be perform ed for d�(B ! K �e+ e� )=dQ 2. The long distance contribution

can be evaluated starting from experim entaldata on the nonleptonic decay m odes B ! K ?J= and

B ! K ? 0. For the short distance part one needs the form factors A(q2),B (q2) and H (q2) we have

de�ned in eq.(310).In the e�ective lagrangian approach one�nds,from table 10

A(q2) =
i
p
2F̂ �gV (m

2
B + m 2

K � � q2)

(M 2
B �

s
� q2)

p
M B

(339)

B (q2) =
� i2

p
2F̂ �gV M

3=2

B

M 2
B �

s
� q2

(340)

H (q2) =
� i2

p
2gV

p
M B

"

F̂ �

M 2
B �

s
� q2

+
F̂ + �

M B � �

s
� q2

#

(341)
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where B � �
s isthe 1+ �sbresonance.A(0)and B (0)have been discussed in section 6.3;asforH (0),using

(287)and the resultofsection 5.3.2 (obtained with r= 0:5):� = � 0:10 G eV� 1,togetherwith F̂ = 0:30

G eV 3=2 and F̂ + = 0:46 G eV 3=2,eq.(183),onegets:

jH (0)j= 0:04 G eV
� 2

(342)

tobecom pared with theQ CD sum ruleresult[178]jH (0)j� 0:10G eV
� 2
.AnalogouslytotheA(0)+ B (0)

case (see table 11),we see that the chirallagrangian approach at tree levelgives signi�cantly sm aller

resultsthan Q CD sum rules,which m ightindicate eithera relevant1=m Q correction or,m ostprobably,

a relevantcontribution from chiralloop,sim ilarly to the caseofS(0)discussed above.

The distribution in the invariantm ass ofthe lepton pair is largely dom inated by the long distance

contributions[179,172],exactly asforthe K e+ e� �nalstate;neverthelessan accurate m easurem entof

thelepton pairspectrum below c�cresonanceswould display thee�ectsoftheshortdistanceham iltonian.

This m easurem entwould therefore com plem entthe analysisofthe B ! K � decay process,providing

furtherinform ation on the fundam entalparam etersappearing in the shortdistance ham iltonian aswell

ason the validity ofthe e�ective lagrangian approach.
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7 Sym m etries for heavy quarkonium states

Q uarkonium ,aheavy quark-antiquarkbound state,isoneofthem ostinterestingsystem sforthestudy of

quantum chrom odynam ics(Q CD).Thephysicalidea isthatquarkswith m asslargerthan theQ CD scale

�Q C D would form bound states resem bling positronium [180]. M any properties ofquarkonium can be

predicted by theuseofnon-relativisticpotentialm odels.Theoveralldescription oneobtainsin thisway

forthecharm onium and bottom onium spectroscopiesisquitesatisfactory provided correctionsoriginated

by leading relativistic term sare included and the possible m ultichannelstructure ofthe phenom enon is

taken into accountforcertain expected e�ects[180].

The heavy quark and anti-quark are bound in these m odelsby an instantaneouspotential,m eaning

thatgluonshavetypicalinteraction tim esm uch shorterthan thetim escaleassociated with them otion of

the heavy quarks.W e indicatewith k the relativem om entum and with vr = k=m Q the relativevelocity

between thetwoheavy quarksofm assm Q .Itisinterestingtoexam inethedependenceofthesequantities

on the quark m ass.

For instance,Buchm �uller and Tye [181]have studied a Q CD-m otivated potentialreproducing the

behaviour 1=r for sm allr,and behaving as r at large distances (this m odelis sim ilar to the m odelin

[55]). Analogousresultscan be obtained using otherm odels,such asQ uigg and Rosner[182]orG rant

and Rosner [183],indicating that,by increasing the quark m ass,the kinetic energy and the residual

m om entum increase,whereasthe relative velocity decreases. G oing further up with the m assm Q ,the

heavy quarks separation becom es sm aller,and eventually the Coulom b term ofthe potentialenergy,

proportionalto �s=rwilldom inate(�s isthestrong coupling constantevaluated atthem om entum scale

1=r).Taking r oftheorderofthesizeofthebound state1=(m Q vr)in thepotentialenergy and equating

itsaveragevaluetothekineticterm weget< vr > � �s,with �s evaluated atthem om entum scalem Q vr,

going to zero in the lim it m Q ! 1 . W e notice that in such a coulom bic regim e the relative velocity

decreaseslogarithm ically.

Concerning the spin sym m etry,the coupling ofthe gluon to the spin ofthe heavy quark isexpected

to be ofthe orderpg=m Q ,with the gluon m om entum pg � k. Therefore the quantity k=mQ = vr gives

inform ation on the degree ofspin decoupling,and strictly in the lim itm Q ! 1 one hasan exactspin

sym m etry.

Theheavyquarkavoursym m etry,on thecontrary,isbadlybrokenin quarkonium system s.In general

thegluon radiation exchanged between staticquarksgivesriseto infrared divergences.In a bound state,

potentialand kinetic energy play a delicate balance againsteach other[184]. The regularization ofthe

infrared divergencesthen im pliesa largebreakingofavoursym m etry becauseoftheexplicitappearance

ofthe heavy quark m assin the kinetic energy.

For charm onium ,potentialm odels give < vr > � 0:5,for bottom onium < vr > � 0:25;one expects

corrections,even im portant,to the \leading order" velocity and spin sym m etry description,especially

forcharm onium .

7.1 N on-relativistic Q C D description

An e�ective approach to quarkonium is given by the non-relativistic heavy quark Q CD description,

which providesa generalfactorization form ula forannihilation decay ratesofheavy quarkonium [185].It

consistsin exploitingthefactthatin quarkonium theheavyquarkm oveswith asm allrelativevelocityand

nonrelativisticquantum chrom odynam ics(NRQ CD)isagood approxim ation.Thelowestorderdynam ics

isgiven by theSchr�odingerequation fortheheavy quarks.Theresulting e�ectivetheory [186]consistsin

factofa nonrelativistic Schr�odinger�eld theory forthe heavy quarkscoupled to the relativistic theory

forgluonsand lightquarks. Relativistic correctionscan be included system atically into this picture at

any given orderin the heavy quark velocity v.

In thisfram ework the scalesentering the problem arewritten in term softhe heavy quark velocity v

and m assm Q .Asshown before,thetypicalvelocity ofthe heavy quark decreasesasthe m assincreases.
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W hen m Q issu�ciently large,theheavy quark and antiquark arenon-relativistic(v < < 1)and thescales

m Q ,m Q v (typicalthree-m om entum ofthe heavy quark in the m eson rest fram e),and m Q v
2 (typical

kinetic energy)arewellseparated:

�2

Q C D � (m Q v
2)2 � (m Q v)

2
� m

2

Q (343)

In NRQ CD the e�ects at the scale m Q are taken into account through the coupling constants of4-

ferm ion operators,while the e�ectsofthe lowerm om entum scalesm Q v,m Q v
2,and �Q C D areincluded

into m atrix elem ents organized in term s oftheir dependence on v2. The lagrangian is obtained from

Q CD by introducing an ultravioletcut-o� oftheorderm Q ,which excludesrelativisticheavy quarksfrom

the theory.Italso excludeslightquarksand gluonswith m om enta oforderm Q .Then the heavy-quark

and heavy-antiquark degreesoffreedom aredecoupled by a Foldy-W outhuysen transform ation.The full

NRQ CD lagrangian consistsofthe partdescribing the heavy quarksand anti-quarksin term sofa non-

relativisticSchr�odingertheory with separatetwo-com ponent�eldsforthequarksand anti-quarksL heavy,

plusa fully relativisticpartforthelightquarksand gluonsLlight,plusa correction term �L reproducing

the relativistice�ectsoffullQ CD in term sofnew localinteractions:

LN R Q C D = Llight+ Lheavy + �L (344)

with

Lheavy =  
y

�

iD o +
D

2m Q

�

 + �
y

�

iD 0 +
D

2m Q

�

� ; (345)

where  and � are the two com ponent �elds for quarks and anti-quarks and D 0 and D are the tim e

and space com ponents ofthe covariant derivative. The term �L contains allpossible gauge invariant

counterterm s,whose coe�cients m ust be m atched with Q CD in order to avoid ultravioletdivergences

in the calculation oflong distance quantitiesand to reproduce the resultsoffullQ CD.In principle the

NRQ CD lagrangian consistsofin�nitely m any term s. Howeverthey can be classi�ed in powersofthe

heavy quark velocity v and theirrelativeim portancecan be established.

The annihilation ofquarkonium can be reproduced in this fram ework only indirectly,through its

e�ects on Q �Q scattering am plitudes. At long distance,these am plitudes can be described adding to

the lagrangian fourferm ion operatorsthatannihilate and create a heavy quark-antiquark pair. Due to

the opticaltheorem the im aginary parts ofthe coe�cients ofthe four ferm ion operators are related

to the annihilation of heavy quarkonium . It should be noted that the annihilation decay rates for

heavy quarkonium are sm allperturbations ofthe energy levels. In this approach the contributions to

annihilation widthsfrom thedim ension-6fourferm ion operatorscontain extrasuppression factors,dueto

thecoe�cientsoftheoperators.Thewidthsareoforder� 2
s(m Q )v orsm aller,whilethesplitting between

radialexcitationsisoforderm Q v
2.

7.2 H eavy quarkonium e�ective theory

Q uarkonium ,in the heavy quarkonium e�ective theory [187,188,189]isdescribed asa bound state in

the particle-antiparticlesectorofthe HQ ET [2,3,4].In quarkonium system sthe internalm otion ofthe

heavy quarkscannotbe neglected due to the delicate balance between the potentialand kinetic energy

in the bound state. Thissuggeststo go beyond the static lim itto describe quarkonia states. O ne m ust

therefore keep the kinetic energy operatoreven when working atthe lowestorder. The kinetic energy

operatorisspin sym m etric,butitincludesa factorof1=m Q . Therefore heavy avoursym m etry islost

while spin sym m etry isstillpresent.The leading orderlagrangian is[188]:

L0 = �h(+ )v (ivD )h(+ )v + �h(+ )v

(iD )2

2m Q

h
(+ )

v � �h(� )w (iwD )h(� )w + �h(� )w

(iD )2

2m Q

h
(� )
w ; (346)
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where as usuala sum overheavy quark velocities is understood. The heavy �eld is obtained from the

�eld Q ofQ CD by rem oving the dom inantpartofthe heavy quark m om entum :

Q = exp(� imQ vx)

�

1+
1+ v/

2

D/

2m Q

+ O (1=m 2

Q )

�

h
(+ )

v (x) (347)

and h
(+ )
v describesa quark with velocity v. In a sim ilarway h

(� )
w describesan anti-quark m oving with

velocity w. The lagrangian in (346)isthe starting pointofan e�ective lagrangian description ofheavy

quarkonium decays. The two velocities ofthe heavy quarks di�er only by a quantity ofthe order of

�Q C D =m Q so thatitisconvenientto work in the lim itin which the two heavy quark velocitiesbecom e

equal.Thislim itcan betaken consistentlystartingfrom thee�ectivelagrangian(346).In anycaseam ass

dependence in the lowest order dynam ics is unavoidable so that heavy avoursym m etry is destroyed.

In this picture spin sym m etry,as we anticipated,stillholds since the kinetic energy operator is spin

sym m etric.

As to relativistic corrections (proportionalto the relative velocity ofthe heavy quarks) and non-

perturbative corrections,they turn out to have the sam e origin in this approach,nam ely they com e

from higherorderterm softhe 1=m Q expansion.Shortand long distance contributionsforthe inclusive

annihilation decays are separated by m eans ofthe operator product expansion. The distance scale is

given by theCom pton wavelength oftheheavy quark.Theannihilation ratesarewritten in an expansion

in (~�=m Q )where ~� isthe inverse Bohrradiusofthe system . The coe�cientsofthisexpansion can be

calculated perturbatively.

Thisapproach issim ilarto the one ofnon-relativistic Q CD and in factin thatcase the lowestorder

dynam icsisbasically the one obtained by adding the kinetic energy operatorto the static HQ ET part.

Thetwo approachesarenotcom pletely equivalentthough:forexam pleifweconsidertwo operatorslike

thegluon �eld strength [iD ;iD ]and (iD )2,they havethesam edim ension,butthey arenotequivalentif

an expansion in relativevelocity v=cisconsidered,asin the caseofNRQ CD (fora detailed com parison

ofthetwo approachessee[189]).In any eventifthesam esetofassum ptionsisapplied in thetwo cases,

both the approachesyield the sam eresultsup to the order(~�=m Q )
2.

7.3 H eavy-m eson e�ective theory

Thisapproach consistsin constructing a heavy m eson m ultiplet�eld and writing a lagrangian including

the exact and approxim ate sym m etries ofthe problem [190]. The procedure is analogous to the one

introduced in thepreceeding chaptersofthisreview treating ofheavy-lightm esons.Sym m etry breaking

term scan be easily added to the form alism aswe shallshow in the following. The velocity description

and spin sym m etry are stilluseful,butavoursym m etry isbroken. Asin the single heavy quark case

[10,11,12],an e�ective lagrangian describing the low-m om entum interactionsofheavy quarkonia with

light m esons can be written down. The heavy quarkonium m ultiplets are described by a sim ple trace

form alism [6],which can be also applied to the description ofthe B c system .

7.3.1 H eavy quarkonium states

A heavy quark-antiquark bound state,characterized by the radialnum ber m ,the orbitalangular m o-

m entum l,the spin s,and the totalangularm om entum J,isdenoted by:

m
2s+ 1

lJ (348)

Parity P and charge conjugation C ,which determ ine selection rules for electrom agnetic and hadronic

transitions,aregiven by:

P = (� 1)l+ 1 (349)

C = (� 1)l+ s (350)
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and are exactly conserved quantum num bersforquarkonium ,togetherwith J. Ifspin dependentinter-

actionsareneglected,itisnaturalto describethespin singletm 1lJ and thespin tripletm 3lJ by m eans

ofa single m ultipletJ(m ;l).Forthe casel= 0,when the triplets= 1 collapsesinto a single statewith

totalangularm om entum J = 1,thisisreadily realized:

J =
(1+ v/)

2
[H �

�
� �5]

(1� v/)

2
: (351)

Here v� denotes the four velocity associated to the m ultiplet J;H � and � are the spin 1 and spin 0

com ponentsrespectively;theradialquantum num berhasbeen om itted.The expressionsforthe general

wave J�1:::�l are given in the appendix C.In the sequelK
�1:::�l

l
representsthe spin singletcom ponent

1lJ,H
�1:::�l+ 1

l+ 1;l;l� 1
the spin triplet 3lJ in the waveJ�1:::�l.

From eqs.(349)and (350)onehasthefollowing transform ation propertiesofH l and K l underparity

and chargeconjugation:

H
�1:::�l+ 1

l+ 1

P
! H

l+ 1
�1:::�l+ 1

H
�1:::�l

l

P
! � H

l
�1:::�l

H
�1:::�l� 1

l� 1

P
! H

l� 1
�1:::�l� 1

K
�1:::�l

l

P
! � K

l
�1:::�l

(352)

H
�1:::�l+ 1;l;l� 1

l+ 1;l;l� 1

C
! (� 1)l+ 1H

�1:::�l+ 1;l;l� 1

l+ 1;l;l� 1

K
�1:::�l

l

C
! (� 1)lK

�1:::�l

l
(353)

Asonecan easily verify,theprevioustransform ationslawsarereproduced by assum ingthatthem ultiplet

J�1:::�l transform sasfollows:

J
�1:::�l

P
! 

0
J�1:::�l


0

v
� P

! v� (354)

J
�1:::�l

C
! (� 1)l+ 1C J�1:::�lT C (355)

whereC = i20 isthe usualchargeconjugation m atrix.

Underheavy quark spin transform ation onehas

J
�1:::�l ! SJ

�1:::�lS
0y (356)

with S;S0 2 SU (2)and [S;v/]= [S0;v/]= 0. Aslong asone can neglectspin dependente�ects,one will

requireinvarianceofthe allowed interaction term sunderthe transform ation (356).

Finally undera Lorentztransform ation � wehave:

J
�1:::�l ! ��1

�1
:::��l

�l
D (�)J �1:::�lD (�)� 1 (357)

whereD (�)isthe usualspinorrepresentation of�.

7.3.2 B c m eson states

The study ofB c m eson decays gives im portant inform ation about the Q CD dynam ics and the weak

interactions;m oreovertheB c system allowsto usetheoreticalinsightand phenom enologicalinform ation

obtained from charm onium and bottom onium . O ne im portant di�erence is that the totalwidths of

excited B c levelsare abouttwo ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan the totalwidths ofcharm onium and
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bottom onium excited levels,astheexcited B c system doesnothavestrongorelectrom agneticannihilation

decaychannelsand can onlydecayweakly.FortheB c thereisalargeprobabilityforthedecaym odeswith

a heavy m eson in the�nalstatesasitcan beseen in a sim pleconstituentquark picture.TheB c m esons

spectra and their decay m odes have been studied using potentialm odels (see for exam ple [191,192,

193,194,195]),latticecalculations[196]and Q CD sum rules[197].Q CD perturbativecalculations[198]

and fragm entation functions[199]were used to study its production. The approxim ate spin sym m etry

independence ofthesystem can beim plem ented in an e�ectivem eson lagrangian and the corresponding

sym m etry relationsim pose restrictionson the form factorsofthe exclusive weak sem ileptonic decaysof

B c [200]. In the following we shallconsider only this e�ective theory approach,as it is related to the

m aterialofthe previoussection.The consequencesofspin sym m etry forhadronicm atrix elem entsm ay

be derived using a traceform alism [6,200]analogousto the oneused forquarkonium :

H
(c�b) =

(1+ v/)

2
[B � �

c � � Bc5]
(1� v/)

2
(358)

where H (c�b) is the 4� 4 m atrix representing the lowest-lying pseudoscalarand vectorm eson c�b bound

states.Underspin sym m etrieson the heavy quark and antiquark,the heavy m eson �eld transform sas

H
(c�b) ! Sc H

(c�b)
S
y

b
(359)

Thede�nitionsareanalogousto theonesgiven forquarkonium .W eshallnotexam inethesesystem sany

longerand we shallreferthe interested readerto the existing literature,since no experim entaldata are

availableyet,and,therefore,theanalysiswould beonly speculative.To giveonly an exam ple,ithasbeen

suggested that the above form alism can be applied to the study ofthe sem ileptonic decay B c ! D ‘�,

which could providea way ofextracting the m ixing anglejVubj[200].

8 H eavy quarkonium decays

The heavy quark spin sym m etry leads to generalrelations for the di�erentialdecay rates in hadronic

transitionsam ong quarkonium statesthatessentially reproduce the resultsofa Q CD double m ultipole

expansion [201]for gluonic em ission. Further use ofchiralsym m etry leads to di�erentialpion decay

distributions valid in the soft regim e [190], [202](see also [203]). At the lowest order in the chiral

expansion forthe em itted pseudoscalarswe �nd a selection rule allowing only foreven (odd)num berof

em itted pseudoscalarsfortransitionsbetween quarkonium statesoforbitalangularm om enta di�erentby

even (odd)units. Such a rule can be violated by higherchiralterm s,by chiralbreaking,and by term s

breaking the heavy quark spin sym m etry.Specialization to a num berofhadronictransitionsreproduces

by elem entary tensor construction the known results from the expansion in gluon m ultipoles,giving a

sim pleexplanation forthevanishing ofcertain coe�cientswhich would otherwisebeallowed in thechiral

expansion. In certain cases,such asforinstance 3P0 !
3P2��,

3P1 !
3P2��,orD � S transitions

via 2�,the�nalangularand m assdistributionsareuniquely predicted from heavy quark spin and lowest

orderchiralexpansion.

Thee�ectiveheavy-m eson description ofquarkonium doesnotseem to presentspecialadvantagesto

describeheavy quarkonium annihilation.

Attheheavy quark levelsuch annihilationscan bedescribed introducing four-ferm ion operators.The

opticaltheorem then relatesheavy quarkonium annihilation ratesto the im aginary partofQ �Q ! Q �Q

scattering am plitudes.

Heavy quarkonium annihilationswere am ong the �rsttestsofperturbative Q CD on the assum ption

that one could factor out the non-perturbative bound state features and use asym ptotic freedom to

calculate the quark-antiquark shortdistance annihilation process. Such an approach hasm eta general

phenom enologicalsuccess and indeed it has provided a basic support to the quarkonium picture and

to the asym ptotic freedom . Calculations for P state annihilation were however disturbed by infrared
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divergences [204] appearing within the sim plest perturbative-nonperturbative separation schem e and

requiringasuitableprescriptiontoobtainphysicalpredictions.Theseparationbetweenshortdistanceand

longdistancee�ectsin P -stateshasbeen recently reexam ined [205],leadingtoafactorization prescription

which introducesan additionallong-distanceparam etersetting the problem ofinfrared regularization.

Veryrecentlythetheoreticaland experim entalanalysisofquarkonium production hasgiveninteresting

results.In the following we shallconcentrateon quarkonium decays.Itisworth m entioning thata new

setofdata [206]hasencouraged to deepen thetheoreticalunderstanding ofquarkonium production from

suitable m odels[207]to m oresophisticated calculationsin the fram ework ofQ CD [208].

8.1 R adiative decays

Here we discuss radiative transitionsQ �Q ! Q �Q ,where the recoiling system Q �Q has a m ass close to

thatofthe radiating system . In such a case radiative transitionsare usually studied in the fram ework

ofm ultipole radiation. Radiation can occur through electric or m agnetic m ultipole transitions,when

allowed by the conservation rules ofspin,parity and charge conjugation. Radiative decays provide a

sim pletestoftheform alism .W eexpectthatthisapproach should reproducethewellestablished results

ofQ CD m otivated potentials [209]. The application dem onstrates the power ofthe form alism in the

evaluation ofradiativedecay am plitudesbetween theS� and P � wavestates,both forcharm onium and

bottom onium . Ifabsolute predictionsare to be m ade,the form alism requiresdata to �x the unknown

param etersin the e�ectivelagrangian.

The analysisofradiative decaysin quarkonium can also be carried outdirectly in term sofreduced

m atrix elem entsofthe appropriate interaction Ham iltonian,using the usualangularm om entum proce-

dures [210]. The two procedures are equivalent,as in this approach spin and angular m om entum are

described directly within the m ultiplet�eld.

W e writethe lagrangian forradiativedecaysasfollows:

L =
X

m ;n

�(m ;n)< J(m )J�(n)> v�F
�� + h:c: (360)

where a sum over velocities is understood, F �� is the electrom agnetic tensor, the indices m and n

representtheradialquantum num bers,J(m )standsforthem ultipletwith radialnum berm and �(m ;n)

isa dim ensionalparam eter(the inverse ofa m ass),to be �xed from experim entaldata and which also

depends on the heavy avour. The lagrangian (360) conserves parity and charge conjugation and is

invariant under the spin transform ation ofeq. (356). It reproduces the electric dipole selection rules

�‘= � 1 and �s= 0.Itisstraightforward to obtain the corresponding radiativewidths:

�(3PJ !
3
S1)=

�2

3�
p
3
M S1

M PJ

(361)

�(3S1 !
3
PJ)=

(2J + 1)

9�
�
2
p
3
M S1

M PJ

(362)

�(1P1 !
1
S0)=

�2

3�
p
3
M S

M P

(363)

wherepisthephoton m om entum .O ncetheradialnum bersn and m havebeen �xed,thelagrangian (360)

describesfourno spin-ip transitionswith a singleparam eter;thisallowsthreeindependentpredictions.

For the triplet states they are reported in table 12,where we give the ratio ofthe width for the state

with J = 1 to the state with J = 0 and thatforthe state with J = 2 to the state with J = 0,within a

given m ultiplet.Thetheoreticalnum bersreferto eqs.(361-363)and to theresultsobtained by Cho and

W ise [210].
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For the state hc(1P ) (
1P1 state) no data on radiative widths are available yet,but extracting the

value of� from the data ofthe corresponding tripletstates,we can predictthe width ofhc(1P )! �c.

This transition isan electric dipole (E1)transition,which isexpected to be the dom inantdecay m ode

ofthe hc(1P ) state (with a branching ratio oforder 80% [211]). Using for the hc(1P ) m ass the value

3526:2� 0:2G eV ofE760 experim ent[212],weobtain:

�(hc(1P )! �c)= 0:45� 0:02M eV (364)

W e note that Q CD-m otivated potentials using �rst order relativistically corrected wave functions give

a prediction ofthe width �(hc(1P ) ! �c) of0.39 M eV [213],while Q CD predictions based on the

factorization form ulas of[205]give 0:45� 0:05(� 20% )M eV for the partialradiative width and 0:98�

0:09(� 22% ) M eV for the totaldecay rate ofhc,to be com pared with the experim entalupper bound

on the totalwidth of�T (hc(1P ))< 1:1 M eV at90% C.L.[212]. A sim ilarprediction forthe �b(
1P1)

state can be easily extracted from eq. (363),once the m ass ofthis state and the � param eter ofthe

corresponding m ultipletareknown.

Table 12:Resultsfor�1=�0 and �2=�0,where �J staysforthe radiative width ofthe processinvolving
3PJ.The num berin parentheseshavebeen obtained by Cho and W ise (seetext)

Process �1=�0(th:) �1=�0(exp:) �2=�0(th:) �2=�0(exp:)

 (2S)! �c(1
3PJ) 0:82(0:85) 0:94� 0:12 0:55(0:58) 0:84� 0:11

�c(1
3PJ)! J= (1S) 2:05(2:11) 2:61� 1:24 2:74(2:84) 2:93� 1:34

�(2S)! � b(1
3PJ) 1:58(1:56) 1:56� 0:41 1:56(1:54) 1:53� 0:41

�(3S)! � b(2
3PJ) 1:61(1:61) 2:09� 0:26 1:76(1:76) 2:11� 0:28

�b(1
3PJ)! �(1S) 1:25 - 1:45 -

�b(2
3PJ)! �(1S) 1:07 - 1:12 -

�b(2
3PJ)! �(2S) 1:29 - 1:52 -

8.2 H adronic transitions in heavy quarkonia

An im portantclassofhadronic transitionsbetween heavy-quarkonium statesisprovided by the decays

with em ission oftwo pions,forexam ple:

 
0!  �� (365)

To describe these processes we use the chiralsym m etry for the pions and the heavy-quark spin

sym m etry fortheheavy states.The�rstoneisexpected to hold when thepionshavesm allenergies.W e

noticethatthe velocity superselection ruleappliesatq2 = q2m ax,when the energy transferto the pion is

m axim al. Therefore we expectthese approxim ationsto be valid in the whole energy range only ifq2m ax

issm all.

Nonetheless a num ber ofinteresting properties ofthese transitions can be derived on the basis of

the heavy quark sym m etry alone. Therefore,before specializing the pion couplings by m eans ofchiral

sym m etry,we discussthe im plicationsofthe heavy quark spin sym m etry in hadronictransitions.

Asan exam ple,we considertransitionsofthe type 3S1 !
3S1 + h and 1S0 !

1S0 + h,where h

can be lighthadrons,photons,etc.By im posing the heavy quark spin sym m etry,oneislead to describe

these processesby an interaction lagrangian:

LSS 0 = < J
0�J > � SS 0 + h:c: ; (366)

wherethe dependence upon the pion �eld iscontained in the yetunspeci�ed operator� SS 0.Itisim m e-

diateto derivefrom LSS 0 theaveraged m odulussquarem atrix elem entsforthetransitions3S1 !
3 S1+ h
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and 1S0 !
1 S0 + h with an arbitrary �xed num berofpionsin the light�nalstateh.W e obtain:

jM (3S1 !
3
S1 + h)j2av: = jM (1S0 !

1
S0 + h)j2av:

= 4M SM S 0j� SS 0;hj
2 (367)

whereM S and M 0
S aretheaveragem assesofthetwo S-wavem ultiplets;� SS 0;h istheappropriatetensor

forthe em ission ofthe lightparticlesh,to be calculated from the operator� SS 0. By denoting with d�

the genericdi�erentialdecay rate,wehave:

d�(3S1 !
3
S1 + h)= d�(1S0 !

1
S0 + h) : (368)

This is the prototype of a series of relations which can be derived for hadronic transitions as a

consequenceofthespin independenceoftheinteraction term s.In alltheknown casesthey coincidewith

those calculated in the context ofa Q CD double m ultipole expansion. W e notice howeverthat we do

noteven need to specify the nature ofthe operator�,which m ay depend on light�eldsdi�erentfrom

the pseudoscalarm esons (e.g. the photon,or a light hadron,etc),provided that the interaction term

we are building isinvariantunderparity,charge conjugation,and the othersym m etriesrelevantto the

transition considered. Indeed the labelh in eq. (367)standsforan arbitrary com bination oflight�nal

stateparticles.In thissense,thisapproach providesageneralization oftheresultsobtained in thecontext

ofthe Q CD m ultipole expansion.

By assum inga spin independentinteraction,wecan easily extend thepreviousconsiderationstoother

transitions[202].In general,asa consequenceoftheheavy quark spin sym m etry,theallowed transitions

between two m ultipletsland l0 willbe related by a setofequations,independently ofthe nature ofthe

light�nalstateh.

8.2.1 C hiralinvariant hadronic transitions

A usefulsym m etry that can be used in processes involving light quarks is the chiralsym m etry. It is

possible to build up an e�ective lagrangian which allowsto study transitionsam ong quarkonium states

with em issionsofsoftlightpseudoscalars,considered astheG oldstonebosonsofthespontaneouslybroken

chiralsym m etry.The chiralsym m etry isexplicitly broken through lightquark m assterm s,which allow

forrarerprocessesthatcould be,in som ecircum stances,kinem atically favored.

The relations(368)am ong the di�erentialdecay ratesare directconsequencesofthe assum ed dom i-

nanceofspin independentterm sfortheoperatorsdescribingthecorrespondingtransitions.M oredetailed

predictionscan be obtained by specifying the form ofthe operators�’sappearing in the expressionsof

the interaction term s(366).W e restricthere to hadronictransitionswith em ission oflightpseudoscalar

m esons.

The light m esons are described as pseudo-G oldstone bosons,included in the m atrix � = �2 (see

form ulas(33),(34)and thediscussion in thesection 2.2).Frequentlyoccurringquantitiesarethefunctions

of� and itsderivativesA� and V� given in eqs.(38)and (36).

Forthe subsequentanalyseswe areinterested in the transform ationsunderparity and chargeconju-

gation:

�
P
! �y

A �

P
! � A�

V�
P
! V

� (369)

�
C
! �T

A �

C
! A

T
�

V�
C
! � VT� : (370)
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Finally we recallthat light vectorm esons can be introduced as gauge particles as discussed in section

2.4.Underparity and chargeconjugation,one has:

��
P
! �

�

��
C
! � �

T
� : (371)

By im posing the heavy quark spin sym m etry,parity and charge conjugation invariance,and by as-

sum ing thatthepseudoscalarm eson coupling aredescribed by thelowestorder(atm osttwo derivatives)

chiralinvariantoperators,wecan establish the following selection rulesforhadronictransitions:

even num berofem itted pseudoscalars $ �l= 0;2;4;:::

odd num berofem itted pseudoscalars $ �l= 1;3;5;:::

(372)

In fact the spin independent operator describing �l= 0;2;4;:::transitions has charge conjugation

C = + 1 (seeeq.(355)).O n theotherhand,thelowestorder,chiralinvariantterm swith positivecharge

conjugation are:

< A �A � >

< (V� � ��)(V� � ��)> (373)

whoseexpansion containsan even num berofpseudoscalarm esons.Spin independenceoftheinteraction,

on the otherhand,requiresthatthe �l= 1;3;5;:::transitionsare described by C = � 1 operators. At

the lowestorderwecan form justonechiralinvariantterm with C = � 1:

< A �(V� � ��)> (374)

whoseexpansion containsan odd num ber(� 3)ofpseudoscalarm esons.

Thisselection ruleisviolated athigherordersofthe chiralexpansion orby allowing forterm swhich

explicitly break the heavy quark orthe chiralsym m etries.

Tofurthercharacterizethehadronictransitionsrespectingchiralsym m etry,weconsiderbelow explicit

expressionsforthe m ostgeneraloperators� ll0. Forsim plicity,we lim itourselvesto those contributing

to two orthree pion em issions:

� SS 0 = A SS 0 < A �A
�
> + B SS 0 < (v� A )2 >

�
�

P S
= D P S �

����
v� < A �(V� � ��)>

�
��

P P 0 = A P P 0 < A �A
�
> g

�� + B P P 0 < (v� A )2 > g
�� + CP P 0 < A �A �

>

�
��

D S
= CD S < A �A �

> (375)

The constantsA ll0,B ll0,Cll0 and D ll0 arearbitrary param etersofdim ension (m ass)
� 1,to be �xed from

experim ents. O ne can easily derive am plitudes, decay rates and distributions for the corresponding

hadronictransitions.

Forinstance,the am plitude forthe decay (365)isgiven by:

M (3S1 !
3
S1 + ��)=

4i
p
M SM S 0

f2�
�
0
� �

� (A SS 0p1 � p2 + B SS 0v� p1v� p2) (376)

where� and �0arethepolarization vectorsofquarkonium states;p1,p2 arethem om entaofthetwopions.

It is wellknown that the use ofchiralsym m etry argum ents [214]leads to a generalam plitude for the

processin question which containsa third independentterm given by:

CSS 0

4i
p
M SM S 0

f2�
(�0� p1�

�
� p2 + �

0
� p2�

�
� p1) : (377)
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By com bining thesoftpion techniquewith a Q CD doublem ultipoleexpansion,Yan [201]�ndsC SS 0 = 0.

It is interesting to note that,within the presentform alism ,this resultis an im m ediate consequence of

the chiraland heavy quark spin sym m etries.

Experim entally the am plitude (376)describeswellthe observed pion spectra in the transitions 0!

 �� [215]and �(2s) ! �(1s)�� [216]. The spectrum for the transition �(3s) ! �(1s)�� seem s to

exhibitan unusualdouble-peaked shape [217]and cannotbe �tted using (376).W e observethatin this

case,dueto thelargeavailablephasespace,probably thesoft-pion approxim ation ishowevernotreliable.

8.2.2 C hiralbreaking hadronic transitions

In thissection we discusspossible chiralbreaking butspin conserving term s[202],which are im portant

fortransitionsforbidden in theSU (3)� SU (3)sym m etry lim it.Exam plesofsuch kind oftransitionsare

3
PJ0 !

3
PJ�

0
;

3
PJ� : (378)

The transitions

 
0! J= �

0
;J= � (379)

requireterm swhich violatealso the spin sym m etry and willbe discussed in the nextsection.

W e �rstdiscussthe m assesand m ixingsofthe octetand singlet�0 pseudoscalarlightm eson states.

The term which givesm assto the pseudoscalaroctet,m asslessin the chirallim it,is

Lm = �0 < m̂ (�+ � y)> (380)

Here m̂ isthe currentm assm atrix:

m̂ =

0

@
m u 0 0

0 m d 0

0 0 m s

1

A : (381)

The lagrangian (380)gives,in addition,a m ixing �0 � �:the physicalstates ~�0; ~� turn outto be:

~�0 = �
0 + ��

~� = � � ��
0 (382)

wherethe m ixing angle� is

� =
(m d � mu)

p
3

4(m s �
m u + m d

2
)

(383)

The �0,which isa chiralsinglet,m ixeswith �0;�.Such a m ixing can be described by the term

L��0 =
if�

4
~� < m̂ (�� �y)> �

0 (384)

where �̂ isa param eterwith dim ension ofa m ass.At�rstorderin the m ixing anglesthephysicalstates

are:

~�0 = �
0 + �� + �

0
�
0

~� = � � ��
0 + ��

0

~�0 = �
0� �� � �

0
�
0 (385)
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where

�
0 =

~�(m d � mu)
p
2(m 2

�0
� m2

�0)

� =

r
2

3

~�

�

m s �
m u + m d

2

�

m 2
�0
� m2�

(386)

and � asgiven in (383).

W econsiderchiralviolating,spin-conserving hadronictransitionsbetween charm onium statesat�rst

orderin the chiralbreaking m assm atrix.W e thereforeconsiderthe quantities:

< m̂ (�+ � y)>

< m̂ (�� �y)> (387)

The �rstoneiseven underparity,the second isodd,and both haveC = + 1.

The only term spin-conserving and ofleading orderin the currentquark m assescontributing to the

transition (378)is

< J� �J� > v��
����

@�

�

�
if�

4
< m̂ (�� �y)> + �f��

0

�

(388)

where � and � are coupling constants ofdim ensions (m ass)� 2. The direct coupling to �0 contributes

through the m ixing (385). The spin sym m etry ofthe heavy sector gives relationsam ong the m odulus

squarem atrix elem entsofthe transitionsbetween the two p-wavestates.In particularwe �nd that

jM j2(3P0 !
3
P0�)= jM j2(3P2 !

3
P0�)= 0 (389)

and thatallnon-vanishing m atrix elem entscan be expressed in term sof3P0 !
3 P1�:

jM j
2(3P1 !

3
P1�) =

1

4
jM j

2(3P0 !
3
P1�)

jM j
2(3P1 !

3
P2�) =

5

12
jM j

2(3P0 !
3
P1�)

jM j2(3P2 !
3
P2�) =

3

4
jM j2(3P0 !

3
P1�)

jM j2(1P1 !
1
P1�) = jM j2(3P0 !

3
P1�) (390)

where� staysfor�0 or�.Therelations(390)can begeneralizedforanyspin conservingtransitionbetween

l= 1 m ultiplets,leading to thesam eresultsofa Q CD doublem ultipoleexpansion [201].Predictionsfor

widthscan be easily obtained from (388).

8.2.3 Spin breaking hadronic transitions

W estudy heretransitionswhich violatespin sym m etry [202].Forheavy m esonsthereareonly two types

ofoperatorsthatcan break spin sym m etry. The reason isthaton the quark (antiquark)indicesofthe

quarkonium wave function act projection operators (1 + v/)=2 and (1� v/)=2 which reduce the original

4� 4-dim ensionalspaceto a 2� 2-dim ensionalone.O bviously,in the restfram e,the m ostgeneralspin

sym m etry breaking term isofthe form ~a� ~�,where~� arethe Paulim atrices.In an arbitrary fram e one

observesthatany �-m atrix sandwiched between twoprojectors(1+ v/)=2,or(1� v/)=2,can bereexpressed
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in term sof��� sandwiched between the sam eprojectors:

1+ v/

2
1
1+ v/

2
=

1+ v/

2
(391)

1+ v/

2
5
1+ v/

2
= 0 (392)

1+ v/

2
�
1+ v/

2
= v�

1+ v/

2
(393)

1+ v/

2
�5

1+ v/

2
=

1

2
�����v

� 1+ v/

2
�
�� 1+ v/

2
(394)

1+ v/

2
5���

1+ v/

2
= �

i

2
�����

1+ v/

2
�
�� 1+ v/

2
(395)

and analogousrelationswith (1+ v/)=2! (1� v/)=2.W e usehere �0123 = + 1.Letusde�ne

�
(� )
�� =

1� v/

2
���

1� v/

2
: (396)

In the restfram e,�
(� )
�� reduce to Paulim atrices. From the previousidentities itfollowsthatthe m ost

generalspin sym m etry breaking term s in the quarkonium space are ofthe form G
��

1
�
(+ )
�� ,or G

��

2
�
(� )
�� ,

with G
��

i two arbitrary antisym m etrictensors.O neexpectsthatany insertion oftheoperator�
(� )
�� gives

a suppression factor1=m Q .

A relevantexam ple ofspin breaking isthe splittingsofthe levelsin a m ultiplet;onecan easily write

down the spin-spin,spin-orbitand tensorterm s[202].

W eapply asan exam pletheform alism to thetransitions 0! J= �0 and  0! J= �.O fparticular

interestisthe ratio

R =
�( 0! J= �0)

�( 0! J= �)
(397)

which providesfora m easureofthe light-quark m assratio

r=
m d � mu

m s �
m u + m d

2

: (398)

Using partialconservation ofaxial-vectorcurrent,Io�eand Shifm an [218]givethe prediction

R =
27

16

�
~p�

~p�

�3

r
2 (399)

The calculation ofR is straightforward with the heavy quark form alism . Eq. (399) willbe recovered

when neglecting the m ixings�0 � � and � � �0 (ora possible directcoupling of�0).

Them ostgeneralspin breaking lagrangian forthe processes 0! J= �0;� is

L = i�����
�
< J0��� �J > � < �J���J0>

�
v� �

@�

�
iA

4
< m̂ (�� �y)> + B �0

�

+ h:c: (400)

The couplings A and B have dim ension (m ass)� 1;the B term contributes to the ratio (397) via the

m ixing �0 � �0 and � � �0,in the sam e way as the � coupling in (388). There are no term s with the

insertion oftwo �;the two P and C conserving candidates

�����
�
< J0��� �J� �

� > + < �J���J0� �
� >

�
v�@� < m̂ (�� �y)> ;

�����
�
< J0��� �J��� > + < �J���J0��� >

�
< m̂ (�� �y)> (401)
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areboth vanishing.Usingthelagrangian(400)and takingintoaccountthem ixings(385)wecan calculate

the ratio (397)

R =
27

16

�
~p�

~p�

�3 �
m d � mu

m s � 1=2(mu + m d)

�2

2

6
6
6
4

1+
2B

3A

�̂f�

m 2
�0
� m2�0

1+
B

A

�̂f�

m 2
�0
� m2�

3

7
7
7
5

2

: (402)

Ifweneglectthe m ixings�0 � �0 and � � �0 (̂� = 0)orthe directcoupling of�0 (B = 0)(402)reducesto

(399).

Eq.(402)can receivecorrectionsfrom electrom agneticcontributionsto thetransition  0! J= �0.It

hasbeen shown thatsuch correctionsaresuppressed [219,220].A second typeofcorrectionsisassociated

with higherorderterm sin thelight-quark m assexpansion (thelagrangian (400)isthe�rstorderofsuch

an expansion);a discussion can be found in ref.[221].

9 A ppendix A

W elistheretheFeynm an rulesfortheverticesappearing in theheavy m eson chirallagrangian and used

in the text.Dashed linesreferto lightm esons,solid linesto heavy m esonsof�xed m asses(M P orM + )

and JP .The heavy m eson propagators,fora statewith velocity v and residualm om entum k,are

i

2(v� k+3
4
�)

J
P = 0� (403)

and

�
i(g�� � v�v�)

2(v� k �1
4
�)

J
P = 1� (404)

where � = M P � � M P . Forthe 0
+ and 1+ statesone hassim ilarform ulaswith the appropriate m ass

di�erence �.

0
_

π

1
_

g

q

2M P

f�
g (�(1� )� q)
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1
_

1 µ

_

g

q

π

ν
�
2M P

f�
g ����� �

�(1� )�� �(1� )q�v�

0 -

h

0+

q

 π

2
p
M P M +

f�
h (v� q)

1+ 1

h

-

q

π

µ ν
�
2
p
M P M +

f�
h (v� q)(�(1+ )� �

�(1� ))

1 -0

λ

_
q

ν

ρ

4gV M P
p
2

� ����� �
�(�)��(1� )v�q�
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0
_

q

ζ

ν

ρ

1
+

µ

� i
p
2gV

p
M P M + �

�(�)�� �(1+ )[�g�� + 2 �(v� qg�� � v�q�)]

0
_

0
_

q

ρ

β

� i
p
2gV M P �(v� �(�))

10 A ppendix B

In thisappendix welistsom eintegralsthatareencountered in com puting loop correctionsin thee�ective

chiraltheory forheavy m esons[35,68,91,100].In the sequelweput �� = 2=� �  + ln(4�)+ 1.

i

Z
d4� �q

(2�)4� �

1

q� v� �
= 0 (405)

i

Z
d4� �q

(2�)4� �

1

q2 � m2
=

1

16�2
I1(m ) (406)

i

Z
d4� �q

(2�)4� �

1

(q2 � m2)(q� v� �)
=

1

16�2

1

�
I2(m ;�) (407)

J
��(m ;�) = i

Z
d4� �q

(2�)4� �

q�q�

(q2 � m2)(q� v� �)
=

=
1

16�2
�[J 1(m ;�)g

�� + J2(m ;�)v
�
v
�] (408)

where

I1(m ) = m
2ln

m 2

�2
� m

2 ��

I2(m ;�) = � 2� 2ln
m 2

�2
� 4�2F (

m

�
)+ 2� 2(1+ ��) (409)
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and

F (x) =
p
1� x2 tanh

� 1
p
1� x2 jxj� 1

= �
p
x2 � 1 tan� 1

p
x2 � 1 jxj� 1 (410)

J1(m ;�) = (� m
2 +

2

3
� 2)ln

m 2

�2
+
4

3
(� 2 � m

2)F (
m

�
)

�
2

3
� 2(1+ ��)+

1

3
m

2(2+ 3��)

J2(m ;�) = (2m 2 �
8

3
� 2)ln

m 2

�2
�
4

3
(4� 2 � m

2)F (
m

�
)

+
8

3
� 2(1+ ��)�

2

3
m

2(1+ 3��) : (411)

M oreover,ifweput:

Z
d4� �q

(2�)4� �

q�q�

(q2 � m2)(v� q� �)(v� q� �0)
=

i

16�2
(C1(�;�

0
;m )g�� + C2(�;�

0
;m )v�v�) ;(412)

then itfollowsthat

C1(�;�
0
;m ) =

1

�� � 0
[�J 1(m ;�)� � 0

J1(m ;�
0)] (413)

C2(�;�
0
;m ) =

1

�� � 0
[�J 2(m ;�)� � 0

J2(m ;�
0)]: (414)

Itcan be usefulto writedown explicitly

C (�;� 0
;m )= C1(�;�

0
;m )+ C2(�;�

0
;m ); (415)

which isgiven by

C (�;� 0
;m )=

2m 3

9(�� � 0)

�

H (
�

m
;m )� H (

� 0

m
;m )

�

(416)

with

H (x;m ) = � 9x3(1+ ��)+
9

2
x��+ (9x 3

�
9

2
x)log(

m 2

�2
)+

+ 18x3F (
1

x
): (417)

For� = � 0 the previousform ulasreduceto

C1(�;�;m )= J 1(m ;�)+ �
@J1(m ;�)

@�
(418)

C (�;�;m )=
2m 2

9
H

0(
�

m
;m ) (419)

whereH 0(x;m )=
dH (x;m )

dx
.
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11 A ppendix C

In the l6= 0 case,the m ultipletJ forquarkonium isgeneralized to J�1:::�l,with a decom position

J
�1:::�l =

(1+ v/)

2

"

H
�1:::�l�

l+ 1
� +

1
p
l(l+ 1)

lX

i= 1

�
�i��v��H

�1:::�i� 1�i+ 1:::�l

l

+
1

l

r
2l� 1

2l+ 1

lX

i= 1

(�i � v
�i)H

�1:::�i� 1�i+ 1:::�l

l� 1

�
2

l
p
(2l� 1)(2l+ 1)

X

i< j

(g�i�j � v
�iv

�j)�H
��1:::�i� 1�i+ 1:::�j� 1�j+ 1:::�l

l� 1

+ K
�1:::�l

l
5

�
(1� v/)

2
: (420)

In the above equation,K
�1:::�l

l
represents the spin singlet 1lJ. Since J = l,K

�1:::�l

l
is a com pletely

sym m etric,tracelesstensor,satisfying the transversality condition:

v�1
K

�1:::�l

l
= 0 : (421)

The spin triplet 3lJ is represented by H
�1:::�l+ 1

l+ 1
for J = l+ 1,H

�1:::�l

l
for J = land H

�1:::�l� 1

l� 1
for

J = l� 1.These three tensorsare com pletely sym m etric,tracelessand satisfy transversality conditions

analogousto eq.(421).M oreover,in orderto avoid orbitalm om enta otherthan l,werequirethatJ�1:::�l

itselfiscom pletely sym m etric,tracelessand orthogonalto the velocity:

v�1
J
�1:::�l = 0 : (422)

This allows to identify the states in (420) with the physicalstates. The norm alisation for J�1:::�l has

been chosen so that:

< J
�1:::�l �J�1:::�l

> = 2

�

H
�1:::�l+ 1

l+ 1
H

yl+ 1
�1:::�l+ 1

� H
�1:::�l

l
H

yl
�1:::�l

+ H
�1:::�l� 1

l� 1
H

yl� 1
�1:::�l� 1

� K
�1:::�l

l
K

yl
�1:::�l

�

(423)

where �J = 0Jy0 and < :::> m eansthe traceoverthe Diracm atrices.

Forexam plethe expression forthe P -wavem ultipletJ� thatcan be obtained from eq.(420)is:

J
� =

1+ v/

2

�

H
��

2
� +

1
p
2
�
���

v��H 1

+
1
p
3
(� � v

�)H 0 + K
�

1
5

�
(1� v/)

2
: (424)
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