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A bstract

T he approxin ate sym m etries of Q uantum Chrom oD ynam ics in the in nite heavy quark @ = c;b)
mass limi mgo ! 1 ) and in the chiral lin it for the light quarks mq ! 0; g= u;d;s) can be
used together to build up an e ective chiral lagrangian for heavy and light m esons describing strong
interactions am ong e ective meson elds as well as their couplings to electrom agnetic and weak
currents, including the relevant sym m etry breaking termm s. The e ective theory includes heavy Q q)
m esons of both negative and positive parity, light pseudoscalars, as well as light vector m esons. W e
sum m arize the estim ates for the param eters entering the e ective Jagrangian and discuss in particular
som e phenom enologically im portant couplings, such as gs s . The hyper ne splitting of heavy
m esons isdiscussed in detail. The e ective Jagrangian allow s for the possibility to describe consistently
weak couplings ofheavy B ;D) to light ( ; ;K ; etc.) mesons. Them ethod has however is own
lim itations, due to the requirem ent that the light m eson m om enta should be am all, and we discuss
how such lim itations can be circum vented through reasonable ansatz on the form factors. F lavour
conserving (€.g9.B ! B )and avourchanging (e.g.B ! K ) radiative decays provide another

eld of applications of e ective lagrangians; they are discussed together w ith their phenom enological
in plications. F inally we analyze e ective lagrangians describing heavy cham onium —lke (Q Q ) m esons
and their strong and electrom agnetic interactions. T he role of approxin ate heavy quark sym m etries
for this case and the phenom enological tests of these m odels are also discussed.
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1 Introduction

T here is a general agreem ent at the present tin e that quantum chrom odynam ics QCD ) is the correct
theory of strong interactions. A though Q CD is sim pl and elegant in is form ulation, the derivation of its
physical predictions presents how ever arduous di culties because of long distance QCD e ects that are
essentially non perturbative. Related to them is, for exam ple, the m ost prom nent expected in plication
ofQCD, color con nem ent.

Inevitably, QCD e ects enter any calculation of processes involving hadrons, such as electrow eak
transitions between hadronic states. P redictions for such transitions and their com parison w ith data are
essentialto com plete the program ofdeterm ining the param eters of the standard electroweak m odel. T he
m aln source of uncertainty for such predictions is our inability to calculate the relevant non perturbative
QCD e ects.

T he theoretical progress in the eld has gone through various directions, lncliding lattice sim ulations
and the use of sum rules, but one fram ew ork has em erged as basic to advance our understanding, nam ely
the one em ploying approxin ate sym m etries, broken explicitly or soontaneously, or both ways.

T he em pirical pattem of quark m asses, that are w idely di erent, is the essential logical guide to the
form ulation of the sym m etries that have been introduced. H istorically, di erent roads were followed,
som e sym m etries being already known and investigated even before the notion of quark was established.
The rst nportant developm ent was isotopic soin, vastly used already in the physics of nucli, suggested
by the approxin ate equality of proton and neutron m ass. In the quark language i is the closeness of
the m asses of the up and down quark that induces isotopic soin symm etry. The strange quark being
m uch heavier, the extension ofthe SU (2) isogoin symm etry to SU (3), to include the strange quark, then
necessarily i plied dealing w ith stronger sym m etry breaking e ects. Later on it was realized that there
is a typical energy scale of hadronic phenom ena, such that it is the relative m agnitude of the sym m etry
breaking m ass param eters, as com pared to such a scale, which suggests the degree of accuracy of the
sym m etry predictions.

From thispoint ofview them agniude ofthe SU (2) breaking w as generally expected to be related to
the ratio of the up and down quark m ass di erence to the hadronic scale (lus the e ects of electrom ag-
netian , which breaks isogoin aswell) . Both m asses are now known to be very amn allin com parison to the
scale, which suggests a larger symm etry, SU (2) SU (), the light quark chiral sym m etry, exactly valid
In QCD in the lim it when both the up and down quark have zero m ass.

Spontaneous symm etry breaking takes place and breaks the chiral symm etry into isospin, thus ex-—
plaining the better experin entalviability of isospin In strong phenom ena as com pared to chiralsym m etry.
H istorically, the progress went the other way around, w ith chiral sym m etry proposed before the quark
m assvaluesw ere roughly know n. B asic to thisprogressw as the Interpretation ofthe pion asthe G oldstone
boson of the spontaneous sym m etry breaking.

O ne can attem pt to treat the strange quark as a m assless quark In some rst approxin ation, ready
to deal subsequently w ith substantial deviations from the symm etry. T he approxin ate chiral sym m etry
is then extended to chiralSU (3) SU (3).

W ithin such a fram e, current algebra provides for a number of usefl results. The other useful
approach is a system atical lJagrangian expansion, known as chiral perturbation theory. In this approach
the symm etry is used to provide for a catalogue raisonne of the tem s appearing in the chiral expansion.
In this way one can detem Ine which phenom enological nputs are needed to x at a given chiral order
the full expansion and decide how to determ ine them from experim ent E}'].

At the opposite side w ith respect to the hadronic scale of Q CD, are the heavier quark m asses, ie.
those ofthe beauty band cham cquark. In the Iim it of in nitemasses m .;my ! 1 ), three phenom ena
appear.

The rstone consists in the fact that the resulting e ective lagrangian exhbitsa SU (2) heavy avour
sym m etry; this sym m etry appliesto quantitiesthat remain niteinthelimitmy ! 1 and arisesbecause,
In such extrem e 1im i, the exact value of the heavy quark m ass plays no roke In its interaction w ih the



light sector. For nite quark m asses the heavy avour symm etry is broken, and the breaking can be
relevant esgpecially In the cham sector, since the ¢ quark is substantially lighter than the b quark.

T he second phenom enon is a heavy quark velocity superselection rule, which isdue to the fact that the
strong interactions of the heavy quark, In themy ! 1 lim it, do not change its velocity vo that always
rem ain equalto the heavy m eson velocity (only weak and electrom agnetic interactionscan changevy ). As
a consequence ofthe velocity superselection rule, the e ective lagrangian describing strong interactions of
the heavy quarks should be w ritten as a sum of temm s that are diagonal in the velocity dependent heavy
quark eld operators.

T he last phenom enon appearing in the lim it of in nite quark m ass is the decoupling of the gluon from
the quark spin; in otherwordsthe e ective lagrangian is invariant underheavy quark spin transform ations
and has, therefore, a further SU (2) spin symm etry. In conclusion, the com plete sym m etry ofthe e ective
lagrangian isa SU 2N ¢) of avor (N ¢ is the number of heavy avours) and soin for each value of the
heavy quark velocity. T he resulting e ective theory is nowadaysknown asHeavy Q uark E ective T heory
HQET) (see f_2:, EZ{, :fl, :5, :§, :_7., :_3]) . In the physical world the symm etry is broken explicitly because of
the nie heavy quark m asses. Symm etry breaking tem s are expected to be particularly in portant for
cham quark and they can be system atically added to the lJagrangian of HQET and param eterize, order
by order, the deviations from the heavy m ass lin i.

One ofthe rst and m ost In portant applications of the heavy quark sym m etries has been the study
ofthe sam ileptonicdecay ofB ! D 1 . In the n nie quark m ass lim it this process is describbed by one
form factor whose nom alization is xed at the kinem atical point where the two heavy quarks have the
sam e velocity. T he velocity of the heavy quark in this 1im it is, as we have already stressed, the velocity
of them eson.

To ilustrate In m ore detail the usefiilness of the heavy quark sym m etry one can consider the analogy
betw een the determ ination ofthe Vs, elem ent ofthe CKM m atrix from the sam ileptonicdecay K ! e
and the possible determm ination of the elem ent Vg, from the sem ileptonic decay of B into D . For the
K to decay, a non renom alization theorem says that corrections to the SU (3) nom alization of the
form factor at the symm etry point, ie. zero m om entum transfer, vanish at rst oxder in the di erence
betw een the strange quark m ass and the nonstrange quark m ass. For the heavy transition the sym m etry
is the heavy quark sym m etry, which isvalid for very large quark m asses; in this lin i som e relevant form
factors are renom alized only at second order In the symm etry breaking param eter (the Inverse quark
m ass) at the relevant (zero velocity) sym m etry point i_?].

T he last exam ple show s the usefiilness of the heavy quark sym m etry not only to provide usw ith exact
relations valid in the terra m a ofthe exact lim it, but also as a platform for studying corrections aw ay
from the lim it.

In som e kinem atical regions, w hich, at the sam e tin €, are not very far from the heavy quark lim i and
from the chiral lin it for the light particles, one can try to use sinm ultaneously both the heavy quark and
the chiral approach in the two distinct sectors and, as we have already discussed, the m ost econom ical
way to do this consists in using phenom enological lagrangians. In other words, chiral SU (3) SU (3)
symm etry can be used together w ith the spin— avour heavy quark symm etry of HQET and the velocity
superselection rule to build up an e ective lJagrangian whose basic elds are heavy and light m eson
operators. T his approach has been proposed in a num ber of papers l_l-(_i, :_1-]_;, :_1-2_;, :_f:_*i, :_1-Z_j',:}-5, :_i@l, :_1-]', :_ig‘, :_fg;]
and the purpose of this report is to review this m ethod and is applications to the interactions am ong
heavy and light m esons.

The rst resultswe descrbe are In the eld of the strong interactions and concem the properties of
the e ective elds descrbing the heavy m esons as well as their couplings to the pseudoscalar octet of
the G oldstone bosons. W e also discuss the introduction in the lagrangian of the light vector resonances

;K etc and the inclusion of positive parity heavy m eson states. A pplications of these ideas to heavy
baryons containing one or m ore heavy quarks have been also studied I_Z-Q', 2-]_;, :_2-2, 2-2_;, :_2-Z_i], but they will
not be review ed here because the experin ental situation conceming heavy baryons is stillpoor and there



are therefore too few constraints on the param eters of the resulting e ective theory.

The chiral lagrangian approach has the advantage of allow ng for a perturbative theory incliding
not only tree level contributions, but also loop calculations. Such calculations, at present, can only give
an order of m agnitude estim ate of the e ects, because we do not have yet su cient experin ental data
to x the arbitrary coe cients In the countertem s of the e ective lagrangian. Nevertheless they o er
a clue to the size of the loop e ects and can be extrem ely useful in reconciling data w ith theoretical
expectations based on tree level calculations. For pedagogical purposes w e shall present tw o explicit and
detailed exam ples of these calculations; the rst one is the evaluation ofthe loop e ects in the hyper ne
M g Mg m ass splitting. The second exam ple we shall show is given by the chiral loop e ects to the
ratio fp =fp , where f; and fp_, arethe D and D s meson lptonic decay constants. O ther exam ples
of com puted chiral lIoop e ects are given by the corrections to the strong coupling constantsgp p , to
sam ileptonic form factorsand to B and D m eson radiative and rare decays: they w illbe also review ed and,
w henever possible, the results of the lagrangian approach w illbe com pared to other existing theoretical
m ethods.

The main pifall of the e ective lJagrangian approach is the abundance of coupling constants and
param eters appearing In the lagrangian. Even if one works at the lowest order In the light m eson
derivatives and In the 1=m 3 expansion, one has to x several couplings from data. A typicalexample
is the already mentioned D D  coupling constant, whose experim ental determ ination is still m issing.
In absence of experin ental inputs, one may rely on theoretical inform ation com ing, for exam ple, from
QCD sum ruls 5] (or a review of this subct see R6]), or potentialm odels R1] (bor a review see
LZ@']) or, when available, on the resuls obtained by Lattice QCD (for a review ofthe D and B m eson
phenom enology on the lattice see I_Z-Q']) . An altemative is provided by the use of inform ation com ing
not only from strong interactions, but also from weak and electrom agnetic interactions am ong m esons.
A ctually the application ofthe chirallagrangian to these processeso ers the possibility not only to exploit
experin ental data to constrain the e ective lagrangian, but also to relate di erent processes using the
symm etries. This is the second m ain issue to be discussed In the present report. W e shall see that two
m ethods can be used to perform the task: the st one uses the chiraland heavy avour symm etries to
relate di erent weak and electrom agnetic transitions by establishing scaling relations am ong them . The
second m ethod m akes use of the chiral lagrangian to com pute the di erent am plitudes. In both cases,
how ever, som e additionalhypothesis on the o behaviour of the form factorsm ust be m ade and we shall
discuss the di erent scenarios as well as their com parison w ith the data.

The third and naltopic discussed in this paper is the application of the ideas of HQET to m esons

m ade up by two heavy quarks (heavy quarkonium ). The e ective quark theory resulting from them o !
1 Iin it satis es, as in the previous case, the velocity superselection rule and the spin sym m etry, but not
the heavy avour symm etry. A s a m atter of fact, the non relativistic kinetic energy term ofthe e ective
QCD lagrangian, which is avour dependent, cannot be neglected since it acts as an Infrared regulator.
T herefore the chiral e ective Jagrangian for light m esons and heavy quarkoniim -lke m esons does not
possess the SU (2) heavy avour sym m etry; nevertheless, because of the soin and chiral sym m etries, it
allow s for a num ber of relations am ong di erent strong and electrom agnetic decay am plitudes of heavy
quarkonia states: they w illbe discussed and com pared w ith the data whenever they are available.

In our opinion the chiral lagrangian approach to the interactions of the heavy m esons is a predictive
m ethod to relate a Jarge am ount of processes and decay rates of these states. W e hope to convince the
reader by this work that the chiral Jagrangian m ethod for heavy hadrons is a prom ising way to describe
this m ost fascinating physics.

W e conclude this Introduction w ith a brief sum m ary ofthe subsequent sections. In section -'_2 we review
the sym m etries of the approach, we construct the e ective chiral lagrangian for heavy m esons and we
discuss the inclusion in the e ective lJagrangian of the light vector m esons and the positive parity heavy
meson resonances. In section :_I’. we discuss som e problem s related to the strong Interactions e ective
lagrangian: the strong coupling constant gz 5 and its possble determ inations; the one loop calculation



ofthe B B hyper ne splitting and the strong decays ofpositive parity states. In section :_4, after a brief
review oftheB ! D ;D sam ileptonictransition, wediscussthee ectiveweak V. A current and the chiral
corrections to the ratio fp =fp . Sem ileptonic heavy m esons decays into a nalstate containing one light
m eson are discussed in section E, where we also consider the constraints put on the of behaviour of the
form factorsby di erent theoretical approaches and by som e weak non leptonic decay rates, m ost notably
B ! J= K .In section :_é w e consider radiative heavy m eson decays and w e discuss the predictions arising
from the chiral lagrangian approach. Sectjons-'j and:g are devoted to heavy m esons containing tw o heavy
quarks: wew ritedown an e ective lJagrangian describing their interactions and we use it to relate di erent
decay processes of these states. In particular we also discuss processes characterized by the breaking of
the sym m etries of the e ective theory: soin and chiral sym m etry. F inally three appendices conclide the
work: the rst contains a list of Feynm 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
higher angularm om entum quarkonium states.

2 Heavy quark and chiral sym m etry

2.1 Heavy Quark E ective Theory

The HQET describes processes w here a heavy quark interacts via soft gluons w ith the light degrees of
freedom . Theheavy scale In this case isclearly m o , the heavy quark m ass, and the otherphysicalscale for
the processes of Interest here is gcp . The identi cation of the heavy degrees of freedom to be rem oved
requires som e care: we do not want to integrate out com plktely the heavy quarks, being interested in
decays of heavy hadrons and therefore in m atrix elem ents w ith heavy quarks on the externallegs. Aswe
w il see, the so called sn all com ponent of the heavy quark soinor eld, describing uctuations around
the m ass shell, has to be elin lnated.

W e indicate by v the velocity of the hadron containing the heavy quark Q . This is alm ost on shell
and itsmomentum pg can be w ritten, ntroducing a residualm om entum k ofthe orderof 4cp ,as

Po =mgv+ k : @)
W e now extract the dom inant part m g v of the heavy quark mom entum de ninganew eldQy
Qv X) = exp (Im o vx)Q X) = hy X) + Hy X) : @)

The eld h, isthe lJarge com ponent eld, satisfying the constraint vh, = h, : ifthe quark Q isexactly on
shell, it isthe only term present in (:2:) . Hy, the smallcom ponent eld, is ofthe order 1=m 5 and satis es
¥H, = Hy: i is integrated out when deriving the HQET e ective lagrangian.

Thenon locale ective lagrangian is derived by integrating out the heavy eldsin the Q CD generating
functional, as done in LB-Q] At tree Jevel one has sinply to solve the equation of m otion for H; and
substitute the resut In the QCD lagrangian. T he equation ofm otion is

@mgy + ivD )H, = 1—2/vil?fhv 3)

w here,

D =@ + igsA®T, 4)

P
with T, the generatorsofSU (3). and gs = 4 ¢ the strong coupling constant. W e get

1 1
Less = hy (vD )hy + hy 10 “_A , Fh, : (5)
2 2m o + ivD




where a sum over velocities is understood. By using the follow ing identity:

1+ 1 A& 1+ ¥ 1+ v ) 1+ ¥
= @ vv i) i (6)
2 2 2 2 2
we can w rite
1
Lese = hy @D )hy + hydD (@ vV i )— 31 h, : (7)
2m g + ivD

T he expansion of this Jagrangian in 1=m o gives an in nite series of Iocaltem s. T he lading one is
L = h, GvD )h, ®

which, being m ass independent, clearly exhibits the heavy— avour sym m etry. M oreover, since there are
no D iracm atrices In ('_Q), the heavy quark soin isnot a ected by the interaction ofthe quarksw ith ghions
and therefore the Jagrangian hasa SU 2)-spin symm etry.

T hese sym m etries are Iost if we keep the next temm s in the 1=m o expansion

1
L= hy (D )?hy + —22

h G hy+0@=m?2) ; 9
2 g pe— v (1=m3) ©)

where we have used the equation of motion, ivD hy, = O (I=m g ), to get rid of the term h, (D )’hy .
The rsttem isthe kinetic energy arising from the o -shellm otion of the heavy quark, the second one
describes the chrom om agnetic interaction of the heavy quark spin w ith the gluon eld.

T he last step in building up the e ective lagrangian is the inclusion ofQ CD radiative corrections. In
(:fj!) and (.9) theW ilson coe cients are taken at them atching scalem o , ie. the scale at which the heavy
degrees of freedom are integrated out. The evolution down to a scale < mg introduces logarithm ic
corrections. D etails and references can be found in E'j., g]. W e shall sum m arize here only som e results.

T he Inclusion of quantum loop corrections due to hard glion exchanges m odi es the coe cients in
the lagrangian (:gf) and (.9), giving:

ax

a:
L = h, (D )h, + 982
2m

h, (D )*h, +
0 4m g

hy G hy : 10)

The tree kevelm atching gives a; fng ) = az mg ) = 1: in the lrading logarithm approxim ation one nds
atthescale < mg

9=(33 2N ¢)

_=fmo) ; (11)

s()

where N ¢ is the number of active quark avours in the rangebetween andmg .Noticethata; ()= 1:
this is a consequence of the so-called reparam etrization invariance [_?:1:], which relates the term in a; to
the leading one. Such an invariance arises from the fact that the decom position @:) of the heavy quark
mom entum is not unigque. T he transform ation

ar()=1; az ()=

v ! v+ 4

Mo
k ! k gy 12)
where v = 0 to satisfy the constraint?= 1, is another possibl decom position and it has to give

rise to the sam e physical observables: only the heavy quark m om entum is a wellde ned quantity. The
consequences of this invariance have been studied in ref. [31]. The m ain resuls are as Hllows. First of
all the velocity and the derivative iD should appear only in the com bination

D
v o+ i— 13)
M



whereM isthemass ofthe eld under consideration (in this casem g ). Second one has to m odify the
elds In the velociy representation, that is

v ®)=exp(M vx) &) : (14)

The scalar elds do not require any change, but a vector eldsP, , at the order 1-M should appear In

the com bination

L P
M M M

This isbecause the eld P, should satisfy the constraint v P,, = 0 also affer reparam etrization. The

eld Pf, aswell as the scalar eld, have a very sim ple transform ation law under the reparam etrization
{2). They pick up a phase factor

15)

P2 | exp (ox)p? : 16)
Invariant termm s under reparam etrization are then easily constructed. In particularone ndsa;( )= 1
from these constraints.

W e want now to Im plem ent the sym m etries discussed before in the spectrum of physical states, In
particular the pseudoscalarD and B m eson states and the corresponding vector resonancesD and B
The wave function of a heavy m eson has to be independent of avour and spin of the heavy quark:
therefore i can be characterized by the totalangularm om entum s. of the light degrees of freedom . To
each value of s\ corresponds a degenerate doublt of statesw ith spin J = s» 1=2. ThemesonsP and
P fom the spin-symm etry doublet corresponding to s» = 1=2.

T he negative parity spin doublet P;P ) can be represented by a 4 4 D iractypematrix H , wih
one spinor index for the heavy quark and the other for the light degrees of freedom . Such wave functions
transform under a Lorentz transform ation as

H ! D()4D () * a7

whereD () istheusuald 4 representation of the Lorentz group. Under a heavy quark spin transfor-
m ation S belonging to SU (2) one has:

H! SH ; 18)
where S satis es ;S 1= 0 to preserve the constraint ¥H = H .
A m atrix representation of current use is:
L+ ¥
= P P 5] (19)
2
H = oHy 0 =« (20)
Here v is the heavy meson velocity, v P, = 0andMy = Mp = Mp (we shalluse also the notation
My =M ).MoreoveryH = HA=H , HyYy= fH =H.
P and P are annihilation operators nom alized as follow s:
P
WP PgO )1 = g-[H @1)
WP PDg@ )i = My = (22)

T he general form alisn for higher spin states is given In t_B-é] Here we will consider only the extension
to P -waves of the system Qg. The heavy quark e ective theory predicts two distinct m ultiplets, one
containing a 0" and a 1* degenerate state, and the otherone a 1* and a 2* state. In m atrix notations,
analogous to the ones used for the negative parity states, they are described by

1
S = 5(1"' ¥)D 5 Dol 23)



and

" r #
1 3 1
T =§(1+V) D, §D~1 5 g 3 ( V) @4)
w ith the follow ing conditions:
¥S = Sy=S
YT = Ty¥=T
¥S = S¥= S
AT =T ¥=T : @5)

These two muliplets have s\ = 1=2 and s\ = 3=2 respectively, where s., the angular m om entum of the
light degrees of freedom , is conserved together w ith the spin sy in the In nite quark m ass lim it because
J=8+8g.

22 Chiral sym m etry

From the point of view of HQET it is natural to divide quarks into two classes by com paring their
lagrangian masswih gcp . Theu and d quarks belong de nitely to the Iight quark class, m ,; m 4

ocp - Thesiuation forthe strange quark isnot so clear, but it isusually considered to belong to the light
quark class, though non negligible m ass corrections are expected. Ifwe takethe lmtm ,; mg; ms ! O,
the QCD lagrangian for these three quarks possesses a SU (3). SU Bk U (1) symmetry which is
spontaneously broken down to SU Q3)y U (1) . The lightest pseudoscalar particles of the octect , K,
K, arethen identi ed wih the G oldstone bosons corresponding to the broken generators. O f course,
due to the explicit sym m etry breaking given by the quark m ass temm , the m esons acquire a m ass.

A s i iswellknown, the interactions am ong G oldstone bosons can be described by the chiralperturba—
tion theory [_5:_5], that isa low m om entum expansion In m om enta and m eson m asses. C hiral perturbation
theory descrbes the G oldstone bosons n tetms ofa 3 3 matrix (k) 2 SU (3) transform ing under
SU (3); SU 3k as

! gp gr?¥ : (26)

The m eson octect is Introduced via the exponential representation

2iM
= exp ? f=132M &V 27)
whereM isa 3 3 hem itian, tracelessm atrix:
0 g_— aq_— 1
1 O+ 1 + KT
B0 a9 €
M =3B = Y4 = K : 28
@ 2 6 q—_ A ( )
0 2
K K 3

To the lowest order in them om enta and In them assless quark lim i, them ost general invariant lagrangian
is given by
£2
L = ?T r @ @ ¥ (29)

where the constant £2=8 has been chosen such as to get a canonical kinetic term fr the m esonic elds
appearing inside the m atrix M
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H igher order term s in the m om entum expansion are suppressed by powers ofp= , where p is the
typicalm om entum scale of the process and is the chiral sym m etry breaking scale, which is evaluated
to be of the order of 1 G&V . A s we have already noticed, chiral symm etry is not an exact symm etry of
QCD , being explicitly broken by the quark m ass tem

X
&I ap%h (30)

a=u;d;s

wheren? isthe light m assm atrix:
0

1
my 0 0
m=€ 0 mg 0 A : (31)
0 0 mg
T he expression {_59') transform s as the representation (3 ;3gr ) (3 ;3r ). W e can take into account this

breaking, at the rst order in the quark m asses, by adding to the chiral lagrangian a tem transform ing
exactly in the sam e way. T his contrdbution can be w ritten In the form

oTrm + Y (32)

T he G oldstone bosons receive a contrdbution to their squarem ass from this term . T his is the reason for
treating form ally the quark m asses as second order term s in the m om entum expansion. Then, the tree
diagram s generated by l_2-§) and 6@') reproduce the sam e results of the soft pion theorem s. C orrections to
the leading tem s com e from higher derivative orm ass tem sand from loop diagram s. Tt is also in portant
to stress that chiralperturbation theory is renomm alizabl at any xed order in them om entum expansion.

T he Interactions of the G oldstone elds wih matter elds such as baryons, heavy m esons or light
vectormesons ( , !), can be described by using the theory of non lnear representations as discussed
in the classical paper by Callan, Colem an, W ess and Zum ino CCW 2) B4]. The key ingredient in this
theory is the coset eld (x), which is de ned on the coset space SU (3), SU Br=SU @)y . In this
context, the () eld issinply related to (x) by the relation

®= () : 33)

T he transfom ation propertiesof (x) under chiraltransform ations (that is transform ationsofSU (),
SU B)r ) are

®! g @UE=UEK &g : 34)

Them atrix U (x) belongs to the SU (3)y unbroken subgroup and it is de ned by the previous equation.
As a consequence, U (x) is generally a com plicated non-linear function of the coset eld (x) itself,
and, as such, spacetin e dependent. Them atter elds have de nite transform ation properties under the
unbroken SU (3)y group. For Instance, a heavy m eson m ade up by a heavy quark Q and a light antiquark
& (@= u;d;s), transform s, under a chiral transform ation, according to the representation 3 ofSU 3)v ,
thatis Ha Qq)

Ha! HUL &) (35)

whereU isthe sam em atrix appearing in eqg. C_3-4_:) . In view ofthe locality properties ofthe transfom ation
U (x), one needs covariant derivatives or gauge elds, n order to be able to construct Invariant derivative
couplings. T his is provided by the vector current

V== Y + @Y (36)

transform ing under the chiral transform ation of eg. C_éé_l‘) as

V ! UV UY+URUY : (37)
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Tt is also possible to introduce an axial current, transform ing as the ad pint representation ofSU G)y

1
A =5 Y@ @Y (38)
w ith
A ! UA UY : (39)

2.3 A chiral lagrangian for heavy m esons

T he e ective Jagrangian for the strong interactions ofheavy m esonsw ith light pseudoscalarsm ust satisfy
Lorentz and C, P, T invariance. Furthem ore, at the leading order n the 1=M expansion M isthe heavy
meson m ass), and in the m assless quark lim i, we shall require avour and spin symm etry in the heavy
m eson sector, and chiral SU (3)g, SU Bk invariance in the light one. T he m ost general lagrangian is

then {10, {11, 12]
L = i< Hpyv D paH,> +ig< Hy 5AbaHa>+
£2 Y
whereD =@ + V and < :::> means trace over the 4 4mat1:ioes.1n:@_ﬁ))asum over heavy m eson

velocities is understood. The rst term in the lagrangian contains the kinetic term for the heavy m esons
giving the P and P propagators,

41)

i@ vV )

42
2v  k #2)

regpectively. T he Interactions am ong heavy and light m esons are obtained by expanding the eld )=
exp (M x)=f) and taking the traces. In the rst tem there are Interactions am ong the heavy m esons
and an even num ber of pions com ing from the expansion of the vector current V . T he Interactionsw ith
an odd num ber of pions originate from the second tem . A s an exam ple, the rst term in the expansion
of the axial current gives

A i@M + ::: 43)
P

The last tem In dfl-(_)') is the non-linear lJagrangian discussed in the previous section, describing the light
m eson self-interactions. C orrections to this lJagrangian originate from higher termm s in the 1=M expansion
and from chiral symm etry breaking. Let us start wih the last issue. W e proceed as in the previous
section by considering, at the rst order, breaking tem s transform ing as (3. ;3r ) (3, ;3 ) under the
chiralgroup. T he m ost general expression is
Ly = offap pat Map )+ 1< HHp(m + 7m Y), >

+ (<HH.@ +m V) >

+ 13<Hp sA (M +¥m V) H,> +

+ 1i<H.H. A (M +7m YV)g> (44)

Here we have neglected tem s contributing to processes w ith m ore than one pion. Notice that the
coe clents 3 and g should be of order 1= because they multiply operators of din ension ve. In
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principle there are other din ension ve operators (see t_3-§']), w hich how ever contribute only to the order

1= 1M (heglcting again interaction term s w ith m ore than one pion eld). The ; and % term s
give rise to a shift in the heavy m eson propagators. For Instance, In the case ofthe strange heavy m esons,
they produce the shitv. k! v k with M Mp = Mg, Mg .

Let us now discuss the 1=M corrections (see refs. I';_§§‘, :_3:@‘]). F irst, 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 (igx) under the transform ation C_l-%')

HO—H+—iD [ ;H] : 45)
- oM ’ )

In fact, it is easily seen that, neglecting tem s proportional to the form of the free wave equation (con-
tributing to the next order in the expansion) is equivalent to use the equation (_l-é") for the fourvelocity
and the equation C_l-g;) for the vector eld in the de nition of H . This substitution m odi es the zeroth
order lagrangian in the way describbed in 55] W e shall not report here the expressions because all the
extra tem s nvolve at Jeast two derivatives and they contribute only at the order 1=M 2. F nally we have
O (1=M ) tem swhich are Invariant under fourwvelocity reparam etrization, and therefore they appearw ith
arbitrary coe cients. In this discussion an in portant rolk is played by the tin ereversal invariance. In

our case we have to require invariance under the follow ing transformm ations

Hy®) ! THy, ( %)T '

M (x)! M ( x)
A ®X)!A (%) (46)

where xp and vp are the parity re ectionsofx and v, that is, x, = x andv, = v .Als0
T T = : @7)

Taking into account this constraint and neglecting higher derivative term s (hich contrbute to the order
1M 2), one nds [35]

2

Ly = " <H, H, >
+ 12 < Hyp 5AbaHa >
M
ey
+ J_M— < sA HpH, > 48)
Bywriting ,= M =2= M Mp Mp )=2, one sees that the e ect of the corresponding operator is

to shift theP and P propagators to

~— (@9)
26w k#)
and
i@ vV )
— 50
26w k5 ) o0

regpectively. T he couplings g; and g, renom alize the coupling g appearing in equation Cﬁl-(j) n di erent
way fortheP P and P P couplings. M ore precisely one nds

1
g! o p =g+ M—(gl+qz)

1
g! o p =g+ M—(g1 ) : (51)
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2.4 Light vector resonances

W ewant now to introduce in the previouse ective lJagrangian, equation ('(1-0‘- the light vector resonances,

, K ,etc. W e shallm ake the hypothesis that they can be treated as light degrees of freedom . T herefore
they could be introduced asm atter elds by using the CCW Z form alism B4] However we prefer here
to m ake use of the hidden gauge symm etry approach t_S] ], as done n I_lgl ] (see also t_l@, L}@ . Thetwo
m ethods are com pletely equivalent, but the second one is easier to dealw ith. The m ain idea lies In the
observation that any non-lnear -m odelbased on the quotient space G=H , where G is the symm etry
group and H the unbroken subgroup, is equivalent to a linearm odelw ith enlarged symm etry G Higcals
where H 1,c51 s a local symm etry group isom orphic to the unbroken group H . In the linear m odel the

eldshave values in the group G , ratherthan In G=H asin the non-linear form ulation. T he extra degrees
of freedom can be gauged away by taking advantage of the local invariance related to H 511 In the
uniary gauge one recovers the CCW Z fom ulation. H ow ever, the explicit appearance, in the form alism ,
of a Iocal nvariance group gives room for the Introduction of gauge eldsw ih values in the Lie algebra
of H , which will be interpreted as the light vector m esons. Again, one can show that in the unitary
gauge these elds correspond to vectorm atter eldsofthe CCW Z form ulation I:_3-7_:]. O rigihally 13-9_:] twas
proposed that the m eson wasthe dynam icalgauge boson ofthe hidden localsymm etry Hioca1 = SU @)y
in the SU (2);, SU @x=SU @)y nonlinear chiral lagrangian. T he extension to SU (3) is straightforward
[_éfg] and incorporatesthe ,K ,K and ! m esons.

Let us brie y describe the procedure. It consists In using two new SU (3) m atrix-valued eldsL and

R to buid up

=LRY : (52)
T he chiral lagrangian in C_2-§) is then invariant under the group SU ()L SU Bk SU Bk
L ! g Lh'x); R ! gRhY ) (53)

whereh 2 SU (3)g isa localgauge transformm ation. T he local sym m etry associated to the group SU (3)y
is called hidden because the eld belongs to the singlet representation. It should be noticed that this
description is equivalent to the previous one by the gauge xing L = RY = , which can be reached
through a gauge transform ation of SU (3)y . W ih the eldsL and R we can construct two currents

LYR L+ RYQR R (54)

LYR L. RYQR R (55)

which are singlets under SU (3), SU Bk and transform as

V ! hv hY+ h@ hY (56)

A ! hA hY 67)
under the localgroup SU @)y - In theuniary gaugeL = RY =  they reduce to theV and A previously
introduced In (36) and (3§).

In this notation, the transform ation ('_35) forH , reads

H, ! Hph! &) (58)

and the covariant derivative is de ned as

DH=@ +V )H : (59)
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T he octet of vector resonances ( , etc.) is introduced as the gauge m ultiplet associated to the group
SU 3)y . Weput

— gL~ (60)
2

where * isa hemm itian 3 3 m atrices analogous to the one de ned in equation :_(-2}3) . This eld transformm s
under the fill sym m etry group asV

! h h'+ h@ hY : (61)

T he vector particles acquire a comm on m ass through the breaking of SU (3), SU @Bk SU 3y to
SU @)y . In fact, 8 out of the 16 G oldstone bosons com ing from the breaking are the light pseudoscalar
m esons, whereas the other 8 are absorbed by the eld.
W e can now build a lJagrangian describing the interactions ofheavy m esonsw ith low m om entum vector
resonances, respecting chiraland heavy quark sym m etries. The new term s we have to add to Gfl-Q‘) are :
2

L = i<F () ()> f—<(A)2>+a<(V )2 >
292 2
+ 1 < Hpv Jpa Ha > +1 < Hyp F( waHa> (62)
whereF ()= 0@ e +1[ ;5 I

In the rstlihein C_éZ_i) there isthe kjne_tjc tem forthe light vector resonances. T he second term gives
back the non linear -m odel lagrangian [_2?), as it can be seen by using the identity

1
M A i= Zl’@ @ Yi (63)

plus interactions am ong pionsand -lke pa_rtjc]es. The value ofthe param etersa and g; can be xed by
considering the electrom agnetic couplings [_3?] In this way one can see that the rst KSRF relation Ifl]_:‘]
is autom atically satis ed

g=9 £ ; 64)
wih g isthe m xing param eter, and g = agy =2. Furthem ore, from the second K SRF relation,
m?=qg £ (65)
and extracting the m ass from I_-@),
1
m?= Eag\z, £2 ; (66)
we see that a = 2, and that
m

T he temm sproportionalto and give the couplings ofthe light vectorm esonsw ith the heavy states,
lkePP ,PP etc.

Asusualin {_éZ_i) we have considered the lowest derivative tem s. Explicit sym m etry breaking term s
can be introduced as in ('_4-51:) and Cfl-é) .

As shown In [_52_5], the hidden symm etry approach has an interesting lim it In which an additional
sym m etry appear, the so-called vector sym m etry. In this lin it the vectorm eson octet ism assless and the
chiralsym m etry is realized In an unbroken way: the longiudinalcom ponents ofthe vectorm esons are the
chiralpartners of the pions. A chiral lagrangian for heavy m esons incorporating both heavy quark and
vector sym m etries hasbeen w ritten down in {_Zig]: having an addiional sym m etry, there is a reduction of
the number of e ective coupling constants, and in the exact sym m etry Iim it only one unknown coupling
constant appears. However large sym m etry breaking e ects are expected and corrections to the vector
Iim it can be sizeable.
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2.5 The chiral lagrangian for the positive parity states

In the sequelwe shall use also the chiral lagrangian for the positive parity states introduced in section
:_2:],' . This lJagrangian, containing the elds S, and T_a‘ as well as their interactions w ith the G oldstone
bosons and the edsH ., hasbeen derived in refs. [33,,18]:

L3y= Lxin + L1 + Lg+ Lg (68)
Lyin = i< Sy DpdSa > +1i< Tb (\% DpdT 4 >
ms < S5S. > m < T, T 5> (69)
L, = ik< Tb 5AbaT a > + iR < Sp 5Abasa > (70)
Le=ih< S, sA_ H.>+i< T A pn 55.> +ho: (71)
Ly
Lg = 1i— < Ty 5O A JpaHa >

L ho
2

< T 5(DA )baHa> : (72)

b

I {69) me=Mp, Mp=Mp, Mp, mp=Mp, Mp=M, Mp .A mixingtem between the
S and T eld is absent at the lading order. Indeed, saturating the iIndex of T wih v or _ gives
a vanishing result, and derivative tem s are forbidden by the reparam etrization invariance ﬁ_32_il, :_lé] We
can also introduce the couplings of the vectorm eson light resonances to the positive and negative parity
states as ollow s

L4= LS + LT + LO (73)
Ls =11<Spv (V JaSa > +1 1< Sy F  ( khaSa> (74)
LT =i 2 < TbV (V )baTa > +1 2 < Tb F ( )baTa > (75)
L = i <S H, Joa > +1 < SaHp F o ( ) >

+ 11<H.T, Joa > +1i1<HLT, F ()ha> : (76)

W e shall see In the sequelthat som e infom ation on the coupling constantsg, , ,and can be obtained
by the analysis of the sam ileptonic decays

H! Ply; H! P 1, (77)
and from the radiative decay
P ! P (78)

A s discussed In the next sections g and have been also evaluated by potentialm odels and QCD sum
rules.
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3 Strong interactions

In the lim it of exact chiral, heavy avour, and spin sym m etries, the low -energy interaction am ong two
heavy m esons and light pseudoscalars is govemed by the lagrangian C_éi(_i) . The ooupling constant g,
describing the coupling of the heavy m esons to the psesudoscalar G oldstone bosons, is one of the fiinda—
m ental param eters of the e ective lagrangian. A swe shall see, via chiral loops, it enters into a variety of
corrections to both the chiraland the spin sym m etry lin it ofm any quantities of interest.

For the tin e being we 1im it the discussion to the strong interaction am ong the lowest lying, negative
parity states, P (0 ) and P® (1 ), contained in the multplet H ®. Later on we shall discuss strong
Interactions involving excied states.

The termm s containing one light pseudoscalar are readily obtained from the lagrangian @(j) . They
read:

g JR—
L = Etr(H aHp  5)@ M py

2
?gP @M PY+ he:

2gi
f

+ P eMP v : (79)
The interaction tetrmm PP is forbidden by parity; the directP ! P transiion isnot allowed in the B
system because of lack ofphase space. O n the other hand, this transition occurs orD mesons. From eq.
{79) one obtains the partialw idths:

O "1 D% 69;1'33'3
f1pt %= °!D°°=i" 80
o )= © ) o P (80)

The decay D 1 p* is also forbidden by the phase space. The D © decay is dom inated by the

D channels (see tablk :_i, 'i4-fl,-'_4-§5]). There is an experin ental upper bound on the totalD © width:
we® T) < 131 Kev [flé] By combining this bound with the m easured branching ratios of D *
reported in table :!.', one obtains the follow ing upper lin i for g:

g <05 81)

Tabl 1: ExperimentalD branching ratios (%)
D ecay m ode B ranching ratio

D Y1 DOO 636 28
D ! DO 364 238
D "1 Do+ 681 13
D"t Dt 0 308 038
D "1 DT 14 08

A Iso the radiative partialwidths © 1 po )yand © 1 D* ) depend, via chiral loops, on
the g coupling constant El-j, :_ZI§', :fl-g'] T his dependence w illbe discussed in section :_é_fl: .

A list ofm easurable quantities which depend on the g coupling constant either directly, or via chiral
loop corrections, includes: therateforB ! D O ) 1 ,the orm factors for the weak transitionsbetween
heavy and light pseudoscalars, the chiralcorrections to the ratios fp, ;=fp + ,Bg =D p + , to the Isgur#W ise
function & %y to the double ratio (fg ., =fgo)=(fp ,=fp + ), and to severalm ass splittings in the P, ;P,
system . T he discussion of these observables w ill be presented below .
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3.1 Theoretical estin ates of g

In this section we review som e theoretical estin ate of the strong coupling constant g de ned in eqg. '(_l(j

3.1.1 Constituent quark m odels

In the constituent quark model, one ndsg’ 1 {_l-]_:] A s a m atter of fact the axialsrector current j?
associated to the lagrangian ofeq. Cfl(_)') reads:

j? = gT I]H aH b 5](TA )ba + (82)

where T®? @ = 1;::8) are SU (3) generators and the dots stand for tem s containing light pseudoscalar
elds. The m atrix elem ent of the combination j2 + i % between theD  and the D ° states can be

easily evaluated. By working in the D rest fram e and by selecting the longitudinalhelicity, one obtains:
D @+ iE) P i= g (83)

O n the otherhand, ifone identi es, w ithout further renomm alization, the partially conserved axialcurrents
ofeq. C_8gi) w ith the corresponding currents ofQCD :

)PP =@M 5% (84)
one can evaliate the sam em atrix elem ent w ithin the non-relativistic constituent quark m odel, obtaining:

D i+ iE) s P li= 1o ®5)
T he com parison between the eq. @-3_:) and C_éﬁ) leads to:

g=1 : (86)

A sin ilar argum ent provides gy = 5=3 for the nucleon, to be com pared w ith the experim ental result
dan " 125 (@analogous result was previously obtained in the constituent quark m odel {_S-C_i]) . The authors
n ref. E]_.:] nd a slightly di erent value: g’ 038, obtained in a calculation considering m ock m esons (see
references therein) . A sin ilar value g/ 038 is obtained in 3] using PCAC (sse also [53]and [B4)).

In ref. [_iz'] it hasbeen suggested that a departure from the naive constituent quark m odelm ight arise
as a consequence of the relativistic m otion of the light antiquark g inside the heavy m eson. The m odel
adopted in I_Z-]'] is based on a constituent quark picture of the hadrons; the strong interaction between
the quarks is described by a Q CD inspired potential 55] and the relativistice ects due to the kinem atics
are Included by considering as wave equation the Salpeter equation f_5-§] (for m ore details see [_5-221) .

In thism odelone nds i_2-z:]:

1% o« Eq+ m k2
9= 7 SKif—— 1 > ®7)
Mp o 2 Eq 3Eq+ mg)
q_——
where E, = K?+ m?2 is the light quark energy, and  is the wave finction. By considering the
non—relativistic Iim it €4 " mg4 k) one obtains g = 1, because of the nom alization condition
Z
1 .
oy FIF=Mo 88)

T his reproduces the constituent quark m odel result ofeqg. d§-§') .
Letusnow take in Q_B]) the lim it ofvery sm all light quark m asses (we note that there is no restriction
to the values ofm 4 In the Salpeter equation and m 4 = 0 is an acceptable value). In this case, we obtain:

_ 1. 89
9= 3 ®9)
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Tt is worth to stress that the strong reduction of the value of g from the naive non relativistic quark
constituent m odelvalue g = 1 (eg. :_8-§‘) to the result {_égs) has a sin ple explanation in the e ect of the
relativistic kinem atics taken into account by the Salpeter equation. Sin ilar resuls have been obtained
in 8]

Incliding nitemasseects my, = mg = 38M&V; mg = 115M &V, m. = 1452M &V, my =
4890 M €V areused in this t) one ocbtains the num erical resuls:

g= 040 O case) (90)

g= 039 B case) : 91)

312 QCD sum rules

T he starting point of this approach is the Q CD correlation fiinction:
Z

A Pi9=1 dx< @IV ®HOP>e D*=aqg +BP (92)
w here, considering the case oftheB system ,V =1 b, J5 = ib sd,P = at+®,9=a gandA,B
are scalar finctions of ¢, &, & -
Both A and B satisfy dispersion relations and are com puted, according to theQ CD sum rulesm ethod,
In two ways: eitherby m eans ofthe operator product expansion (O PE), orby w riting a digpersion relation
and saturating the associated spectral finction by physical hadronic states.
The OPE can be perform ed in the softpion lmit g ! 0, for large Euclidean momenta (& = & !
1 ). The various contributions com e from the expansion of the heavy quark propagator and of the
vector current V . T his leads to a com bination ofm atrix elem ents of local operators bilinear in the light
quark elds, taken between the vacuum and the pion state. On the other hand, when considering the
dispersion relation for the correlator ofeq. ¢_9§i), the constant g enters via the contrbution ofthe B and
B poles to the spectral density, through the S-m atrix elem ent:

< @B°@B @i )>= g q ©3)
From the lagrangian in eq. C_7-9‘),one Inmediately nds:

ZMB

4
f 94)

9% B =

TheQCD sum rul approach allow sto estin ate directly the strong am plitude ofeq. C_§§‘) , characterized
by the coupling constant gz g . T his ncludes the full dependence on the heavy quark m assm ,, not only
is asym ptotic, large m ,, behaviour.

O n the otherhand, by retaining only the leadingtem sin thelimitmy, ! 1 , one obtainsthe ollow ing
num erical resuls from the sum rule:

F2g= 0040 0005 GeV° : (95)

where F param etrizes the leading term in the decay constants fz and fp

F
fg = fz = p=— (96)
Mg

lFor a com plete list of earlier references, see ref. EQ]
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F can be com puted by QCD sum rules. Forexample, or! = 0625 GeV (! isthe binding energy ofthe
meson, nie in the lJargem ass lim i), and the continuum threshold param etery, In the range 1:1 14
G eV, and neglecting Q CD corrections EGZ the result is

=030 0056ev°2 97)

By ncliding radiative corrections one nds higher values (around 0.4-0.5 G eV 32) that are com patble
w ith the results obtained by lattice QCD ;

055 007  [63]
061 008 164
049 005 1[65] : (98)

NI NN
1

Since one has neglected in C_9-§) radiative corrections, a safer value for F is given in eg. @j), w hich
is also the value we shall use In the subsequent sections. From egs. @5) and @Z'-), one would obtain:
g= 044 0:ie.

An independent estin ate of g can be obtained by expanding the correlator of eg. C_§Z;) near the
light-cone in term s of non—-localoperators w hose m atrix elem ents de ne pion wave finctions of ncreasing
tw ist (this m ethod is called light-cone sum rules). In this way, an In nie series of m atrix elem ents
of local operators is e ectively replaced by a universal, non-perturbative, wave-finction whose high—
energy asym ptoth behaviour is dictated by the approxim ate conform al nvariance ofQ CD . By using this
technique, in [60], the follow ing resul has been obtained: g= 0:32 0:02.

O urbest estin ate for g, based on the analyses ofboth QCD sum rules f_Z-_ :_6-(_)I and relativistic quark
m odel ﬁg'zi] is

g 038 99)

w ih an ung@rtajnty that we estin ate around 20% . This is the value we shalluse in the next §ectjons.
In section 61! we will show that also the results from radiative D decays are com patble with (99).

3.2 Chiral corrections to g

D ue to the exact chiral sym m etry of the interaction term s in eq. dfl-C_i), the coupling constant g does not
depend on the light avour species. Chiral breaking e ects can be accounted for by adding breaking
term s to the symm etric lagrangian. T he chiralbreaking param eters are the light quark m asses, and the
Jow est approxin ation consists in kegping all the temm s of the rst order in the quark m assm atrix.

On the other hand, in a given process, corrections to the chiral lin it can arise In two ways: either
via chiral loops, w th m esons propagating w ith their physical, non-vanishing m ass, or via countertem s
which a ect the considered quantity at tree-level. T he latter corrections exhibit an analytic dependence
on the quark m asses and are typically unknown, being related to new independent param eters of the
chiral lagrangian. O n the contrary, the fom er termm s contain a non-analytic dependence on the quark
m asses which is calculable via a loop com putation. The loop corrections n tum depend explicitly on
an arbitrary renom alization point ? (eg. the t'Hooft m ass of the din ensional reqularization). This
dependence is cancelled by the 2 dependence of the countertem s.

A Yhough the overallresult isgiven by the sum ofthese tw o separate contribution, it is current practice
to estin ate roughly the chiral correctionsby neglecting the analytic dependence and by xing to about 1
G eV the renom alization scale in the loop com putation. T he adopted point of view is that the overall
e ect of adding the counterterm consists in replacing 2 in the loop corrections w ith the physical scale
relevant to the problem at hand, 2. Possbl nite tem s in the counterterm are supposed to be sm all
com pared to the large chiral logarithm s due to the fom al enhancem ent of the non-analytic tem s as
m 2 Jlogm 2 over the analytic ones. In view of these uncertainties the resuls of this m ethod are m ore an
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Indication ofthe size of the corrections than a true quantitative calculation, since there are exam pleseg.
In kaon physics where the nite countertem s are not negligble (IE)-E_;]) .

W ith this philosophy In m ind, the chiral corrections to the g coupling constant have been evaluated
n ref. [_é]‘,:_é@',:_i@‘] N eglecting the u and d quark m asses in com parison to the strange quark m ass and by
using the G el ann-O kubo rmula to expressm 2 in tem sofmZ m? = 4=3m Z ), the kading one-loop
logarithm ic corrections can be expressed in term s of

1 mg m
T ez g P93
’ 0125 ( =1Gev) : (100)

T he one-loop coupling constant, ger s, is given by:
35
Gesr =g 1 (1+§92) ’ 045 = 0:38) : 101)

In com puting these class of corrections one m ay use the Feynm an rules reported In appendix A . The
result (101) will be used In the evaluation of the loop corrections to the m atrix elem ent of the weak
current between andP (P = D ;B), asdiscussed in section!52 4.

3.3 Hyper ne splitting

A s an exam ple of application of the chiralperturbation theory to the calculation of physical cbservables
relative to heavy Q g m esons, in this section we work out in som e detail the hyper ne m ass splitting
between 1 and 0 mesons. As a matter of fact, the spectroscopy of heavy m esons is probably the
sin plest fram ew ork where the ideas and the m ethods of heavy quark expansion can be quantitatively
tested. A s explained in section 2;3, the splitting am ong the 1 and 0 heavy m esonsm asses is due, at
the leading order, by the 1=M correction ofeq. (2.48):

2 3
M
The ngger:im ental data, listed In table '@:, supports quite well the approxin ate scaling law suggested by
eq. (102). These data can be used to estin ate the param eter ,:

= e mp ) = 102)

Tabl 2: Experin entalm ass splittingsbetween 1 and 0 m esons.

Mev)
M, - Mp. 14064 009
M, o Mpo 142412 007
M | M, 1416 138
Mg My 460 0%
MBs MBS 47:0 26
o7 040 0dlGev? : (103)

T he second term in eg. @éj), Independent ofthe heavy quark avour, is responsble for the m ass splitting
between strange and non-strange heavy m esons:

s= 2 Mg : (104)
E xperim entally one has [fl-ﬁ]:

M, M, = 991 O06Mev

Myo Mg = 9 6Mev ; (105)
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leading to

17 033 : (106)
R ecently, attention has been focused on the com binations [_ég', :_7-§,:_7-1:,:_-_ IR

p=Mp, Mp,) M™p + Mp:) 107)

p = Mp_, Mgp,) Mg o Mgo) (108)
which arem easured to be B-;;]:

p " 10 18M eV (109)
g’ 10 2IMeV : (110)

T his hyper ne splitting is free from electrom agnetic corrections and vanishes separately in the SU (3)
chirallim i and In the heavy quark lim i. In the com bined dqjxaland_heavy quark expansion, the leading
contribution is of orderm s=m o and one would expect the relation [_655]:
m
B=— p : i1
mp

In our fram ew ork the lowest order operator contrlbuting to p ;5 is:

Op= o—TrHa. Hp oo 112)
Thematrixm is
m o= (m +'m?Y) (113)
where it is the light quarks m ass m atrix and the coset variable de ned In eg. (233). By taking
mg=  O0id5and ' 2., ' 0i GeV?® onewould estinate:
b/ 20M &V (114)
5’ 6M eV : (115)

G wen the present experin ental accuracy, the above estin ate is at m ost acceptable, as an order ofm ag—
nitude, or  , while it clearly fails to reproduce the data for p . Ifthe contrdbution from O , were the
only one resgoonsble for the hyper ne golittings, agreem ent w ith the data would clearly require a much
an aller value for

In chiral perturbation theory, an independent contribution arises from one-loop corrections to the
heavy m eson self energies [_7-]_}], evaliated from an initial Jagrangian containing, at the low est order, both
the chiralbreaking and the spin breaking tem s ofeqg. (:fl-4_:) and @g) . These corrections can be com puted
by using the Feynm an rules given in appendix A ; they depend on an arbitrary renom alization point 2
(eg. the t'H ooft m ass of din ensional regularization) . T his dependence is cancelled by the 2 dependence
ofthe counterterm  ( 2)0 , . Follow ing the discussion in section ;32 onecan use = 1GeV.

T he possible sources ofhyper ne splittings via chiral loops are the light pseudoscalarm assesm  , m g
and m , themass splittings 5, ofegs. (1-_0:23, (IEOZLE and, nally, the di erence between the P P
and theP P couplings P = D ;B) induced by the last term ofeq. {48).

T his splitting is of order 1=M , and, from eqg. I_5-1;), one obtains:

R

g @ r %PZZM—: (11e)
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The second term in {#8), proportionalto gy, breaksonly the heavy avoursymm etry, m akingtheB B ¢
andD D ¢’ couplingsdi erent. T he third tem , proportionalto g,, breaks also the spin symm etry and
contrbutes di erently to the P P and to theP P couplings. T his is precisely the e ect relevant to
the hyper ne splitting.

In tem s of these quantities, one nds f_7- ', :_7- ‘, :_3- 1:

h 2 2 2 i
= = 4m?2 bg(—)+ 2m % bg(— ém? log (—
F 16 2f2 K g(mf() g(mz) g(mz)
g
T oTerm A me o
1 3

T he dependence upon the heavy avourP = D ;B is contained in the param eters and 4.
The rsttem neg. @117) isthe so called chirallogarithm [_7]_.:]. In the idealsituation w ith pseudoscalar

massesmuch snallrthan , it would represent the dom inant contrbution to  » . Calling J and §
itsvalie orthe D and B m esons, respectively, one nds:
S 7 +13M ev; 97 +4M ev; (118)

w here we are using the representative value g= 038 (see eg. {_5?)) .

T he second tem in eq. @i?:) representsa non analytic contribution oforderm 222 [_7@], which, although
form ally suppressed w ith respect to the leading one, is num erically m ore Im portant, because of the large
coe clent 24 . The separate contributions to the D and B hyper ne splittings read:

27 +30M ev; L7 +9M ev 119)

F inally, the last tetm in eqg. {:li]) t_B-Q‘] is also of orderm 2=2 . Its evaluation requjrgs the estin ate of
the di erence 4=g, which is not directly related to other experin entaldata. In ref. Ué], this di erence
has been com puted In the framework ofQCD sum rules. Usihgm, = 4:6GeV andm .= 134 GeV one
gets:

0:0094 0:0018 G eV?
0017 0:004GeV?; (120)

fé 9B B
fD2 I b

and forthe g » coupling

fs f5 gs 5 = 00074 0:0014Gev?
00112 0:0030GeV? : 121)

fo vt P o

To derive the di erence 4 at st order in 1=M , one should expand the relevant sum rules in the
param eter 1=M , keeping the lrading tem and the st order correctionswhich are given by

+
SR on0= 045 020Gev I 9% A% A= 145 020Gev (122)
g g
and
92 0 _
224 @ a)=099 002Gev : 123)
g

The couplings g; and g, have been de ned in eq. (}_S-ZL:) and the param eters A and A ? are related to the
1=M oorrections to the leptonic decay constants, fp and fp

AN AN 0

F A F
fp = p—= 1+ — fP = p= 1+ — : (124)
M M M M

23



N eglecting radiative corrections, A and A° are given by [_7-_',: Zj]:

G G
A= !+7K+3G A= — 4+ X

G 125
3 > (125)

where ! representsthe di erence between the pseudoscalarm eson and the heavy quark m asses, at leading
order in 1=M . The splitting of the couplings depends on the quantity 2 g,=g that contains only the
dierence A’ A given by:

0 2
A A= 5! 4G (126)
T here is disagreem ent in the literature on the values of the param eter G : at the b quark m ass scale
from ref.[/3]one getsG = (0042 0034 0023 0030) GeV, whik in ref.| [b2] the central valie

G ! (0052) GeV isquoted. In view ofthisdiscrepancy, to provide an estin ate ofthe di erence {126),
it is reasonable to approxinateA°® A 2=3! 04 GeV, obtaining

22 06 Gev : a27)
g

From {lié), @é]) and from the formula {:Li?:) of the hyper nem ass splitting one nds:
g & @73+ 614 T58)M eV = 1294 M eV 128)

W e notice that we have used in eg. {:Li]) f=f = 130M eV forall the light pseudoscalarm esons of
the octet. In eg. (128) we have detaikd the contrbutions °, ! and the one from  4=g respectively.
W e have also taken = 1 GeV . It isevident that there is a large cancellation am ong the last term and
the other ones. For the value g= 0:38 we obtain

g’ 19M &V : 129)

T he application ofthis resul to the cham case ism ore doubtfi1l]l, In view ofthe large values ofthe 1=m .
correction 4=g. By scaling the result (129) to the cham case, one would obtain
— m b 4
p = — B 63M &V : (130)
mc
In conclusion we observe that the application of chiral perturbation theory to the calculation of the
heavy m eson hyper ne m ass splitting is rather successfii], even though, given the large cancellations in
eq. @28:), the resuls @29_) and (@30) should be considered as order ofm agnitude estin ates only.

34 Strong decays of positive parity states

In this section we shallexam ine the applications ofthe e ective lagrangian approach to the strong decays
ofthe positive pariy heavy m eson states. W e shall rst review the experim entalevidence for these states;
next we shallgive the form ulas for the decay rates nto nalstatesw ith one pion. F inally we shallpresent
som e estin ates of the couplings based on QCD sum ruls and we shallapply them to the calculation of
the strong decay rates.

Strong transitions of the positive parity states, contained in the multiplets S and T introduced In
section é;]:, are described in the present fomm alisn by the lJagrangian L3 ofeq. {_6-_8), explicitly discussed
In section 2-;5: T he experim ental data conceming these states are still at a prelin lnary stage. In the
cham sector, the totalw idths ofthe D , (2460) and D ; (2420) states, have been m easured [45]:

tot O 2 (2460)) 21 5Mev (131)
wr O 1(2420)) = 18 5Mev : 132)
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A s for the B sector, evidence hasbeen recently reported ﬂ_7-_‘,:_7-§'] ofa bunch ofposiive parity statesB
w ith an averagem ass

mg =5732 5 20Mev (133)
and an average w idth
B )= 145 28Mev : (134)

The OPAL collaboration of LEP {_7-5] has also reported evidence ofa B, state with m ass

mp,_ = 5853 15M eV (135)
and w idth
B, )=47 22Mev (136)

T he decay w idths of the states (1* ;0% ), belonging to multiplet s = (1=2)*, here referred to as P,
and Py, are expected to be saturated by the single pion channels @@‘, :_Z[j]: Pp! P andP; ! P
T herefore these transitions are controlled by the coupling constant h ofeq. 2.71). nthemg ! 1 Imit
one obtains
2
Bol P )= @11 P T )= = (m) 137
2 f
where mg isthem ass splitting ofthe states S w ith respect to the ground state H . From estim atesbased
on quark m odel I_7§, :_7]'] and QCD sum rules {_7-§', :_7-5_5] com putations of the m asses of these states, one has
= 500 100 M &V .W e notice that thism ass solitting agrees rather well w ith the experin ental result
In the B sector, given in eg. {-_131:’3)
On the otherhand, the orm ula {137) is of lin ired signi cance, especially or the case of cham , due to
the large 1M oorrections com Ing from the kinem atical factors. KegpingM nite, the form ulasbecom e:

1 ™ 2 Mp +m )?)M2 Mp m )?) ?
Pt = —G?2 Fo Fo 138
CPO ) 8 P P oM SO ( )
1
. Gep MZ  Mp +tm P)MSF  Mp m )?) 7
e, ! P ) = 3
M 5
1 M 2 + M 2 )2
Z o4 B0 P 7 5 g (139)
3 4M F Mg
Forthe B system the coupling constantsGp p andGp,p are de ned by the strong am plitudes:
Gs 5 =< "@B°@3B ‘@)> (140)
+ o +
Gg,pg =< @B” @)P; @)> (141)

where B and B; denote the 0" and the 1" states in the st = (1=2)" doublt. Analogous de nitions
are understood for the D ’s. In the In nitemass limi, Gp p and Gp,p coincide. The am plitude
Gp p Isrelated to the strong coupling constant h appearing in the heavy-light chiral lJagrangian C_7- 1})
by the formula:

Pp— M2 M? h
Mf_. (142)

Gg B = MpMp y
B
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Inthelmimy ! 1 onehas:

1
MB = mb+ '+ 0 —
mp
1
Mg Mg = mg + O — (143)
mp
2h
Gg 8 ' f_mb Mg (144)

and one recoverseq. (137).

D i erently from the decaysofthe positive parity stateshaving st = (1=2)* , the single pion transitions
ofthe s = (3=2)" particles, here denoted P, and Plo, occur w ith the nalpion in D -wave. T he decay
rates for these transitions are given by l_1-§', :_l-]‘]:

1 Mp h® » 7

;!PT ) = 5 M, Zf? (145)

@21 Pt ) = %ﬁ;h—iifﬁ (146)

eP1rp *t ) = %ﬁ;h—ij:j; 147)
where the strong coupling h® is given by':

h’=hi+ hy ; (148)

In temm s of the param eters h; and h, of eqg. {_7-gi) From the previous equations, one nds the follow ing
prediction in the D system :
Oy! DY )
03! D * )

= 277 (149)

In good agreem ent w ith the experin ental result [_éiﬁ], 24 0.

To get num erical results for the rates given In egs. @ES:), @§9:) and @4_15_{14_]]), one should specify the
relevant coupling constants. The param eter Gp p has been evaluated in the fram ework ofQCD sum
rules, by m eans of tw o independent m ethods &_3’-(_)'] The rstmethod, based on the single B orel transform
of an approprate correlator evaluated in the soft pion 1 i, gives the resuls:

Gg B = 133 48Gev (150)
Gp p =115 40Gev : (151)
W e observe substantial violations of the scaling law Gp p =Gz 3 me=m .

InthelmiM ! 1 weobtain, from the asymptotic fny, ! 1 ) lim it ofthe sum rule:

h= 052 047: (152)
T he second m ethod is based on the light-cone sum rules [_él:,:_ég‘,:_é(j,:_éj] O ne cbtains [_é(_]‘]:

Gg g =21 7Gev (153)

Gp p =63 12Gev (154)
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A twoparam eter t ofthe above results in the form
hm)=h @+ —) (155)
m

gives forh (see eq. @21_2'3) the result:
h= 056 028 (156)

and Porthe parameter , = 04 08GeV.

The values ofh found by the two m ethods agree w ith each other. A s for the nite m ass resuls, the
two m ethods sensbly di er (@lm ost a factor of 2) in the case of the cham , whik the deviation is less
In portant for the case ofbeauty (around 40% ). These di erences should be attributed to corrections to
the soft pion lim it that have been accounted for by the sum rule based on a light-cone expansion.

UsingGp p = 63 12GeV,Gg g = 21 7GeV,and p = p = 500M eV, from eq. @3@)
one nds

Do! D ) 7 180M &V 157)

Bo! B ) ” 360M eV : (158)

There is no direct nform ation on the coupling Gp,p . In the in niem ass lim it it coincides w ith
Gp p and, In order to estin ate the widths of the 17 states, we assum e that this equality holds for
nitemassaswell From eg.(@39) we cbtain:

©C.:!D ) " 165M &V (159)
B.:! B ) " 360MeV : (160)

Also in thiscasewehavetakenM p, Mp = 500 M &V (P = B ;D ) assuggestedby HQET considerations.

To estin ate the strong coupling constant h’% , one can m ake use of the total decay width of
eq. {1@@), ot O 2 (2460)) = 21 5 M eV.Assum ing that only two body decays are relevant, one gets
h'= 055 GeV !. From this result and from eq. (L47) one cbtains for the state D') the totalw idth

tot 6 M eV to be com pared w ith the experim ental w idth of the other narrow state observed In the
cham sector, o+ © 1 (2420))= 18 b5MeV,also gJyen neq. '(132) T his discrepancy could be attributed
to am xing between the D ; and the D'; states B4 If isthem ixing anglk, we have
12M eV

sn?() ————— 7 008 161)
O 1) 01)

and therefore one gets the estin ate 1€ }_3-C_)'] T his determm ination agrees w ith the result ofK ilian et
al. in ref. h8

In ref. tl7] the decay rates for the transitions of the (1" ;2" ) states w ith the am ission of two pions,
D ! DY) ,havealso been estin ated. They appear to be suppressed w ith respect to the single pion
rates.

In the B sector, the recently cbserved positive pariy statesB , whose average m ass and w idth are
given in egs. (133) and {134), can be denti ed w ith the two doublkts 2* ;1*) and (1* ;0" ). To com pare
previous estin ates w ith the data, we average the w idths of the (1* ;0" ) multiplet, egs. @58_) and @é@),

with those ofthe 2* and 17 states, obtained from eq. (145 47 :

ot B2) 7 12Mev
ot 1) 7 10Mev
(162)
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Tt is di cul to perform a detailed com parison of these resuls w ith the yet Incom plete experim ental
outcom e. H owever, assum ing that the resul obtained by LEP collaborations in the B system represents
an average of several states, and neglecting a possibl m ixing between the states B; and B; @ 1M
e ect), the experim entalw idth is com patdble w ith the previous estim ate.

F inally, the totalw idth in eq. {:Li%@) can be interpreted as connected to thedecay B, ! BK; B K.

A ssum Ing again that the width is saturated by two-particke nalstates, and usingM 5 = 5853 M &V,
we obtain:

B, O") ' 280M ev (163)

B, ! BK) ' 200Mev (s)° = 1=2)° (164)

B, ")) 7 045M eV (s))° = (3=2)" (165)

B, @) ’ 14Mev : (166)

A 1so in this case a detailed com parison w ith the experim ental results cannot be perform ed w ithout m ore
precise m easuram ents; we observe, how ever, that the com puted w idths of the di erent B states are
generally am aller than the corresponding quantities of the B particles, a feature which is reproduced
by the experim ent.

4 B ! D decays and chiraldynam ics

O ne of the m ost in portant applications of the heavy quark symm etry is the analysis of the exclusive
sem fleptonic decaysB ! D1j;andB ! D 1;. W e shallhere give a brief sum m ary of this extensively
studied sub gct: for m ore details see for instance E] and references therein.

In the symm etry 1im it, ie. In nite D and B m asses, the six form factors generally needed to param —
eterize the m atrix elements < D ¢ )(v )J B ) > , v° velocities) reduce to a single fiunction & %
the IsgurW ise function. One nds Eg.].

0y P— 0 0
<D WV)E bB&> = pMBMD v wv+ v)
<D % )t bB &> = MgMpi v % V' v
0 . P— 0
<D &% )F sbB®@> = MzMp, & W a+v Y ( vk 167)

Variouscalculationsofthe IsqurW ise fiinction exist in the literature; they use di erent non-perturbative
approaches, such asQCD sum rules [gg;] or lattice QCD &_3-6] A review ofthese results would be outside
the scope of the present report, and we refer the interested reader to the literature.

At the symm etry point, ie. v= v’ the nom alization ofthe IsgjurW ise finction is known: (1)= 1.
This isa consequence ofthe conservation ofthe vectorcurrent J = h® h, = h%v h, and allow sam odel
Independent determ nation ofthe CKM m atrix elem ent Vg, from sam ileptonic heavy to heavy decays by
extrapolating the lepton spectrum to the endpoint v = v°.

O fspecial nterest for this determ ination isthedecay B ! D 1 , since there areno 1=m, corrections
forthe aXJalﬁorm ﬁctorA 1,dom inating the decay rate, at the sym m etry point. T his is the content ofthe
Luke’s theorem @ A sin ple proof of this Im portant result has been presented by Lebed and Suzuki L§]
Luke’s theoram is an extension to the spin— avour sym m etry of the A dem ollo-G atto theorem B& w hich
was origihally stated forthe SU (3) avour symm etry of light quarks and refers to the m atrix elem ent of
the vector current betw een statesbelonging to the sam e SU (3) multiplet at o = 0. T he statem ent isthat
m atrix elem ents of a charge operator, ie. a generator of the sym m etry, can deviate from their sym m etry
values only for corrections of the second order in sym m etry breaking. In the case of sam ileptonic decays
B! DO )l ,6theonly form factorprotected by this theorem against 1=my correctionsat the symm etry
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point v= v’ isA;, dom nating the decay B ! D 1 atv= . In practice, Luke’s theorem reduces to
the resul:

Mp +

Epm 1@ L) = 1=m 2 (168)

where , = 1 if strong radiative corrections are neglected. _ _

The 1=m ] ocorrections at the point v = v° have been estin ated B71: a combined analysis [83] gives
a correction to  (1): 1_p2 = G5  2:5)% . Also lading and subleading Q CD corrections arising from
virtual gluon exchange have been com puted: see for instance B].

E xperin entalm easurem ents close to v = v° su er of Jarge errors, due to the sm allness of the phase
space: high statistics is needed to reduce the uncertainty in the extrapolation of the lepton spectrum
to this point: nevertheless, the exclisive sem ileptonic decay B ! D 1) can provide a rather precise
m easurem ent of the elem ent Vg, of the CKM m atrix, com plam entary to the analysis of the inclusive
sam ileptonic decay rate.

The HQET has also been used to investigate the sam ileptonic decay of a B m eson into an excied
cham meson D ¢/ {_§(_i], where s. is the totalangularm om entum of the light degrees of freedom and 1
the corresponding orbial angular m om entum ofthe cham meson (s:= 1 1=2). At the leading oxder,
the m atrix elem ent

<D P&y B w) > 169)

appearing i the sem ileptonic transition is descrbed by a single ©m factor © v %: the IsgurW ise
function orthe B ! D ¢ ) transitions is the function =20 ; or the P -w ave heavy m esons we have

Gz 5 ,and 7D ) they havebeen com puted by QCD sum rulesin [791, and by constituent
quark m odels in [77].

4.1 Chiral corrections

Violationsto SU (3) symm etry can be com puted by m eans of the e ective heavy m eson chiral lagrangian.

To estin ate the size of the chiral corrections, it is comm on practice, as we have stressed already, to
retain only the non-analytic tem s arising from chiral loops. M oreover w hen the subtraction scale isof
order of the chiral sym m etry breaking scale 1 GeV, the coe cients of the higher order term s do
not contain large logarithm s, and therefore the num erical estin ates are carried out at this scale.

Chiral perturbation theory hasbeen used to com pute the leading oorrectJons to the form factors for
B! DD ) sam ﬂeptomc decays, arising from the chiral loops of gure |1| T he dom nant corrections at
zero recoil, ie. v = v, are of special Interest and have been com puted In {9L, .92] A coording to Luke’s
theorem , these corrections appear at the order 1=m 2 o - This class of corrections should not be confuised
w ith those com ing from the 1=m(22 term s present In the e ective lJagrangian or in the current: the 1=m ¢
term s in the lagrangian, In particular the one resgponsible for the hyper ne m ass splitting P P and
the one giving the splitting between the couplings gp and gz , generate at one—loop 1=m g 2 non-analytic
oon:ectjons The e ect of the gz and gy sp]Ji:t:ng has been neglected In [91-, I92] For instance, the
B ! D ! )'matrix elem ent at the recoilpoint v = v°, as com puted by the ©m ulas of appendix A, is ﬁ92

<D WPPB &> = 2v 1+C()=m?3+ .
392 C ? 2 2
— 77 Eflem )+ bg(=m?)
<D @ )PPB &> = 2 1+ CO% )=m?i+
g ’ ¥
=R c 2 2
> 1% £f( c=m )+ log( “=m*) 170)
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B D(*)

Figure 1: D jagram s for the calculation of one-loop chiral correctionsto the B ! D ¢ ! transition m atrix
elem ent. The box representsthe b ! cweak current, the dashed line a light pseudoscalar.

where C andZC 0 stand Pr tree level countertem s and

£ ) ! 4 z* 1 1
= Z
0 (z2 + 1)372  [z%2+ 1)172+ xP z2+1

@171)

In g-_l-Z(:D) only the dependenceon .= Mp Mp hasbeen kept, discarding the  tem s and those
proportional to the gp g Spelitting. Num erically, for = 1GeV and g= 0:38, the correction from the
bgarithm ically enhanced tem in (170) s 0:#6% , and the correction from f (x) is 0:3% .

A com plete calculation of the 1=m 3 and SU (3) breaking corrections to the B, ! D ; 1 1 process
has been perform ed in {_9-2:] T his analysis includes non-analytic term s arising from chiral loops and the
analytic countertermm s, but it lacks predictive power due to the Introduction ofm any unknown e ective
param eters.

In the SU (3) lin i, the IsgurW ise function is ndependent of light quark avorofthe initialand nal

m esons, ie.
U= 4= s 7 172)

where ;s is the IsqurW ise function occurring respectively in By,q;s decays. In [_51_5, :_9-1:]_the Jeading
corrections to the equality (172) have been com puted in chiralperturbation theory, giving [_921]

sv Y l+92(v Qf)mz

sV vV _ g m2 = 2
a8 16 2g2 X 09 Mx
1, 2_ 2 3 2_ 2
+ 2m log m“= 2m log m“= (173)
w here |
2+ x x+ 1+ x2 1
G) = 1+ =P =
2 %2 1 x+ 1 x2 1
|
p -
+ x by L pX 1 (174)
o g o .
4" x2 1 x+ = 1
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In @7:3_) the analytic countertem s are neglected. N um erically, the nonanalytic chiral correction is a
few percent.

W em ention here another calculation in the fram ew ork ofthe heavy m eson chiralperturbation theory,
the ratio of the param eters By, and Bg , entering in the analysisofB ) B (5) m ixing and de ned as:

<BWP @ s)db (1 5)dB v) > = gféBB a7s)
<BsWbP @ s)sb (1 s5)sB.w)> = gfésBBS 176)

In the chiralsymmetry lin it Bg ,=Bg = 1. For non—zero strange quark m ass, the Iatj(_) is no longer
equalto 1, and the one loop chiral corrections, arising from the diagram s of gure g.', are I_95]:

Bs 21 39 2 2 _ 2
— = 1 ————— mg log my= +
Bg 5 16 2f2 x 09 Mx
1, 2_ 2 3 2_ 2
+ Em log m“ = Em log m“= 177)
Using = 1GeV and g’ 0:38 the previous formula givesBg =By ' 103.
Pa— ,/ \‘
e ~a 1 \
4 ~ \ 1

Figure 2: D jagram s appearing in the calculation of one-loop chiralcorrectionsto the B B m ixing. The
selfenergy diagram s are not shown. T he dot represents the B = 2 operator

42 TheB ! DY 1,decay

A nother application ofthe chiral lagrangian can be found in the sam ileptonic decays of B into a cham ed
m eson w ith the em ission of a single soft pion, ie. B ! D { ) 1. The phenom enological heavy-to-heavy
leading current fal:

J® = w O% B a 5HuP-> 178)

doesnot depend on thepion eld, and therefore the am plitude w ith em ission ofa single pion isdom inated
by pole diagram s, where the pion is em itted by the itial B or the nalD ¢ ), and is proportional to
the coupling g. The two diagram s are shown In gure -'_3 T hese decays m ight be used to detem ine the

! I

B , D*’ B , o+

Figure 3: Polediagram sfortheB ! D ¢ ) 1 decay. T he square representstheb ! ¢ current, the dashed
line is the pion
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value of g, oreven to test the heavy quark avour sym m etry prediction fortheD D andB B vertices
g8 = 9o = g.M oreover these processesm ay give indications on resonance e ects.

The chiralcalculation is reliable only In the kinem atical region of soft pions. In thedecayB ! D 1.,
the soft pion dom ain is a large fraction due to the Inclusion ofthe cascadedecay B ! D 1,! D 1;.
T his process has been treated by various authors {_9-§', :‘_3-]', :‘_B-Q‘], and the analysis has been extended to

B! D 1,in 199,94 100]: n [L00], in addition to the ground statem esonsD ;D ;B and B , alo the

contribution of the low -lying positive parity 0* and 1* resonances and som e radially excited states is
estin ated.

4.3 The heavy-to-light e ective current

The weak current for the transition from a heavy to a light quark, Q ! o, is given at the quark level
bya (@ 5)Q ; when written in tem s of a heavy m eson and light pseudoscalars I_l(_i], it assum es the
form , at the lowest order In the light m eson derivatives,
i y
L, = 7< @ s)Hp 4, > ¢ @79)

T his operator transform s as (3, ;1g ) under SU (3);, SU Bk, ie. analogously to the quark weak
current, and is unigquely de ned at this order in the chiralexpansion.

From the de nition of decay constant ofa heavy m eson P

<03 sQPpE)>=1p £, ap (180)
one gets
12
f, = p=— : (181)
Mp

W e note that In the in nite quark mass lim i, M p, ! mg, and there is no dependence on the light
avour. T he previous form ula show s the 1=" m g scaling of the heavy m eson leptonic decay constant in

themg ! 1 lim i, and its light- avour independence in the chirallin it e neglect the sm all logarithm ic
depencilence_ofFA onm g ). In section §:1:2: we have already discussed the various detem inations of F, see
egs. 09, 8). -,

H igher derivative, soin breaking, and SU (3) breaking current operators are w ritten explicitly in EL::]:
their Introduction addsm any unknown e ective param eters, and they correct the leading behaviour @@1_') .
Lattice calculation [i(-_)ZE] and QCD sum rules [_éé, :j:_*i] indicate that the 1=m o corrections are sizeable at
least orfp .

T he current descrbing weak interactions between psesudoscalar G oldstone bosons and the positive
parity S elds is ntroduced in a sim ilarway:

iF/'\Jr

f,= L e (182)

T he analysis done In [_72‘3], based on QCD sum rules, gives or¥* :
F' 7 046Gev™? (183)

T he current descrbing the interaction ofthe H elds w ith the light vector m esons, is, at the lowest
order in the derivatives:

L,, = 1< 1 s)Hpv ( V e oo > +
+ 2 < T s)Hpv ( Viee &> +
+  3< (@1 sHpv ( Ve &> ¢ (184)
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The current @éé) is of the next order as com pared to the currents @ié) and @éé), and does not
contribute to the leptonic decay constant fp . A swe shall see below , the term in {-_16-_34:1) proportionalto ;
contrbutes In a lrading way to the A, om factorin the P ! sem ileptonic m atrix elem ent, whilke the
tem s proportionalto , and 3 contribute to the A, form factors, but they are subleading w ith respect
to the pole diagram contribution.

W e observe that there is no sin ilar coupling between the elds T , de ned In C_Z-é_}') and . Indeed
{?_Li&:i) and g-_lg’;i) also describe the m atrix elem ent between the m eson and the vacuum , and this coupling
vanishes for the 1* and 2" states having s; = 3=2. This can be proved explicitly by considering the
current m atrix element @ = q, 5Q):

<O0A Pi>=f ; (185)

where D'; isthe 1" partner in the s; = 3=2 multiplet. U sing the heavy quark spin symm etry, @gf_;) tums
out to be proportional to the m atrix elem ent of the vector current betw een the vacuum and the 2* state,
which vanishes.

4.4 Chiral corrections for f_=f;
In the chiral lim it, the leptonic decay constant does not depend on the light avour, ie.

fPs

=1 : 186
ra (186)
A s discussed In section @:2), one can obtain an estim ate of the SU (3) violations by com puting the
non-analytic tem s arising from the chiral loops.
T he one-Jloop diagram s contributions to the leptonic decay constant fp are shown n g. -4:, and have

been com puted in [95, 91], keeping only the \log-enhanced" tem s of the form m 2 Iog (n 2= 2). For the
ratio fp .=f; onehas:
A\l #
i 1 5 m2 1, m? 3 . m?
= =1 m < log (— —m “ log (— 1+ 3 : 187
= 5 7gz Mk PICE)F omibat—) o g(—) @+ 39) (187

T he corrections proportionalto g° arise from the selfenergy diagram s, g. 'gb, w hile the diagram :ffc
gives the g-independent corrections. T he diagram -r_4d, Iinear In g, vanishes at the lreading order In 1=m g .
Ushgg’ 0:38 in {-_lgi), onegets fp ,.=fp ’ 1:dl. The excited positive pariy h_eiax_zy m esons contribute
to SU (3) violating e ects as virtual interm ediate states in chiral loops. Th Ref.[102] the \log-enhanced"
tem s due to these excited-state Joops have been com puted: som e of them are proportional to h? and
others depend linearly on h, h being the coupling ofthe vertex P P . In ELE)@] it has been pointed out
that these term s could be num erically relevant and could invalidate the chiralestin ate based only on the
statesD and D ;asdiscussed in sect:on,3 4 the coupling h is estim ated by QCD sum rules in [8d w ih
the resulth ’ 0:5, see egs. '(1_5_2 _1_5§) where a m ore accurate chiral com putation of the ratio £  =fp
is perform ed. W e present here som e details of the calculation: the vertices and the Integrals needed for
the loop Integration can be found respectively In appendicesA and B .

T he selfenergy diagram s -4'b give the ollow ing wave function renom alization factors:

zp = 1 3=2C1( p pi ppim )+ Ci( p i DSD;mK)+_6C1(DD;DD;m)

B=2C ( pypsi pops/m )+ C( pypi po.psMg )t

16 2f2
1
+ %C( PoP; Pop ;M ) (188)
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@ (b)

© )

Figure 4: D iagram s for the calculation of one-loop chiral corrections to the heavy m eson leptonic decay
constant fp . The box representsthe b ! gweak current, the dashed line a light pseudoscalar.

3¢°
Zp, = 1 16 262 2C1( p p,i D D iMg )+ gcl( DD/ D DM )
2 2
T 252 20 (porei popaiMux )+ SC (popi popim ) (189)
Whelethemassq)]jttings pp = Mp Mp , P P, — Mp MPSI and P.P = MPs Mp are

O (1=H1Q),Whj_-lethemass-$]jttjngs PoP = MPO MPI PosP — MPOs Mp,a.n.d PoPs — MPQ MP
between excited and ground statesare nitein thelmitmg ! 1 .

The functions C; and C com e from the loop integration and are de ned in appendix B (here we use
"= 0).

The diagram 4c gives the sam e contrbution as n {187), whik the diagram :f;'d is Inear n h (the
analogous tem proportional to g vanishes), and proportional to F*: com bining all the diagram s one
obtains B(_i]:

s

n " #
. 2 ) 1 3 Zb(m2)+ 2JO(mf<)+1 2]o(mz)
= p —m —)+m —£ Y+ Zm —
° Mo 32 2£2 2 EANF k I 6 EANF
39" 3C ( )+ C1( )+ =C1( )
P P ; im ; jm - ; im
32 2f2 2 1 D D D D 1 DD DD K 6 1 D D D D
h? 3 1
+ 3p 2f2 EC (popi popsm )+ C( popi popimr)*t —C( pepi popsm )
R #
+ E h 3C( 0 )+ C ( 0 )+1C( 0 ) (190)
— = ;0;m ;0;m - ;0;m
E/‘\ 16 2f2 2 PoP PosP K 6 PoP
. nw nw #
_ .F 2 mZ 2 :
fr, = r_D 1 32 252 2m g bg(—2)+ gm log(—z)
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3¢’

2C1( p p.7 D DosMmg )+ gcl( D D/ D DM )

32 2fz2
h2
+ 32 282 2C ( pyp.7 pPop.s/Mk )T+ gc ( pop7 popsm )
R #
E 711 2C ( 0 ) + 2C ( 0 ) (191)
— ;0;m = ;0;m :
# 16 2f2 PoPs K 3 PoP

From the previous omulas, using p,p = 05GeV, = 1,F' = 046Gev>?andF = 030Gev 32,
one gets num erically:

A

F
f, = p=— 1+ 009+ 0:003g° 033K  1:00h 192)
D
F
f, = pM: 1+ 017+ 059g° 0s6If  1:a5h (193)
D

In the previous om ulas we have kept only the leading order in the 1=m¢, ie. wehaveput p p = 0
in (90) and {19%). I
Tt is ound that the temm sO (%) and O G), whike in portant, tend to cancelout in {193,193) and that

the ratio of kptonic decay constants is num erically the sam e as obtained from {187):

H
—= 7 140 : (194)
D
T hese values are obtained by usingg= 038 andh=  05.
The formula @87) is valid at the leading order In 1=m ¢ , and in this Iim it it isthe same forB and D
system s. In other tem s, the double ratio R 1
fBSZfB

Ri= ——— 195
' fD :fD ( )

s

isequalto 1 in the chiral Iim it and in the heavy quark lin i, separately. To see how R; deviates from
unity one has to take into acoount the 1=M tem s in the chirale ective lJagrangian and in the e ective
current. A s discussed in 65], four new param eters contribute at the order 1=m o to the lptonic decay
constants: two ofthem, ; and ,, come from the 1=m ¢ tem s in the current as

N

1

La = 7(1+ E)< (l 5)Hbga>+
+ = 1 Hyp L > 196
e @ 5 Hyl (196)

and they m odify the leptonic decay constants as follow s

A~ + 2
Mpfp = F 1+ 2+ 22
Mp
p— N 1 22
Mp fp = F 1+ —F—-= : (197)
Mp

T_h_etﬂoparameters 1 and canbere]ateclto_theHQET matrix elements Gy and G de ned in
eq. (125), and estin ated by QCD sum muls i {62, 731.



T he other two couplings, g; and g,, have been already introduced in ('_4-5_3), and they param eterize the
1=M oorrections to the couplingsgp p and g p

1

9P p = g+ @+ 92) (198)
Mp
1

9% p = g+ — (@ Q) : (199)
Mp

For the chiral correction to the double ratio R;, neglecting as usual the analytic countertem s, only
the quantity g; g, le. the 1=M p» correction to gp p , is relevant, and one gets [_3§]

R, 1= 0:11§ 006g(@ g)Gev ' : (200)

5 H eavy-to-light sem ileptonic exclusive decays

M ost ofthe known CKM m atrix elem ents have been determ ined using sam ileptonic decays. In particular,
from sem ileptonic B decays one can extract Vg, and V.

T he extraction of the valie of V4, from the exclusive processB ! D 1; has been studied in the
HQET context, and wem entioned it before. T he situation forV,y, is apparently m ore uncertain, both for
the inclisive and the exclisive sam ileptonic rates. Its determ ination is one of the m ost in portant goals
In B physics, but i Involves great experin ental and theoretical di culties. At the m om ent there is a
safe experin entalevidence forb ! u transitions, and experin entaldata on the B ! l;andB ! 1,
exclusive processes have been presented by the CLEO IT collaboration ﬂ(:)ij_!]

T he interpretation ofthe nclusive b ! u sem ifleptonic rate is di cult because of the dom inantb ! ¢
background: to elin inate i, one works beyond the end-point region of the lepton m om entum spectrum
forb! cprocesses. This is a very an all fraction of the phase space, where theoretical inclusive m odels
have relevant uncertainties.

P redictions for the exclusive channelsB ! X ;1 ; are alsom odeldependent, and here HQET ismuch
lssusefulthan In the B ! D process, because of the presence of a light meson In the nalstate. We
shall show in the follow ing sections how to relate B ! l;toD ! l,,andB ! litoD ! 1, In
theband ¢cin nitemass lin it. Them ain problem ofthis approach are the 1=m . corrections, potentially
relevant and not under control

T he e ective lagrangian approach can shed light on these sem ikptonic decays and can give Indications
on the values of the relevant form factors at the zero recoil point. In order to extract inform ation from
the experin entaldata the com plete f dependence ofthe o factors is required, which goesbeyond the
chirallagrangian approach . Forthis reason extemal inputs, either phenom enologicalor purely theoretical,
are required, and, in the next section, we shall discuss this issue in som e details.

5.1 Formm factors

W e introduce now form factors that param eterize the hadronic m atrix elem ents of the weak currents.

In the case of sam ikptonic decays, P ! P 0,@,p° pseudoscalar m esons) there is no contribution
from the axialwector part of the current and the m atrix elem ent can be w ritten as

M2, M2 M2, M2
<P’V PR >= ©+p) + —Fo—Fq 1) T qF ) 201)
T T

whereV = o Q andg=p P. There is no singular behaviour at ¢ = 0 because F; (0) = Fq (0).

The form factor F; (F) can be associated, in a dispersion relation approach, to interm ediate states
with quantum numbers J* = 1 sand Fo @) to states with J° = 0' . In the lim it of m assless Jepton,
the tem s proportionalto g in 201) do not contrdbute to the rate, so that only the form factor F, @)
is relevant.
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Forthe psesudoscalar to vectorm atrix elem ents also the axialwvector current contributes and four form
factors are required:

2V
<v(D) (v A)jecp>>=i 0

MP+MV PP
+oiMg 4 My) —3 A
o
j_iq (p+p0) Mq A (CI2)
Mp +My) C12 2
2M
+ 01 qqz—qu()(qZ); (202)
where
My Mp My +Mp
A = ———A —FFFF—F A : 2
0 0) RO~ A 0) 203)

N eglecting the Jepton m ass, only the orm factors V (), A1 () and A, (&) contribute to the decay
rate. The omm factorsA; and A, can be associated to J¥ = 1" intemm ediate states,and V to J¥ = 1
states.

The m factor dependence on f is still an open question, and, at the present tin e, there is no
general theoretical agreem ent. Q uark m odel calculations are based on m eson wave fiinctions, generally
derived by som e wave equation, and m ake use of them to com pute hadronic m atrix elem ents. These
calculations are nom ally reliable only at som e speci ¢ value of ¢, and the dependence on the variable
& hasto be assum ed as an additional hypothesis. T he physical region ©r sem fleptonic decays covers the
range0 d G..= M m )? (in the lin i ofm assless kptons). Close to ¢ ,,, the Hm factors
should be dom Inated by the nearest t-channel pole, located at the m ass of the lightest heavy m eson
exchanged in that channel.

W ith decreasing o, the in uence ofthe pole becom es weaker: in a dispersion relation the form factor
can bewritten asaP pol contrbution P nearest pole forthat channel) plusa continuum contribution,
that, in the narrow w idth approxin ation, reduces to a sum over higher resonancesP, . W e can therefore
w rite, eg., for the form factorF;:

fr Pop X fr.pp
Fi(f)= ———5 —e = 204)
¢ M7 ¢ ME
where g p is the trilinear coupling among P , P and . In the combined Imitm ! O,Mp ! 1,
the P pole contrbution goes like M ;=2 when ! M? (o Mp ), while the higher resonances

contributions go only ke M , 1= , as they do not becom e degenerate w ith the P in the heavy m ass lim it.
But far away from the kinem atical end point ¢ ,,, m any resonances can in general contribute to the
form factors. This observation leads to two-com ponent m odels for the form factors t_lz_;] In [__L(_)ZE] i is
shown that the form factors for B ! sem ileptonic decay are dom nated by the B pol at all? in
tw o-din ensionalplanar Q CD ; it rem ains to be seen if such dom Inance hold also In our din ensions.

T he nearest pole-dom fhance on the whole &f range, ie.

F ()=

F ()

2
1 &M ole

(205)

should therefore be taken as an additional assum ption in building m odels, as done for instance in the
popular BSW m odel [:LC:)EE] O ther dependences can be found In the literature; for exam ple In the ISGW

m odel [106], which is expected to work well close to ¢ ,,, the extrapolation to lower of is done by an
exponential dependence for the form factors. It is in portant to stress that In generalpredictions for the
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w idths are not sensitive to the assum ed dependence only when the available range in ¢ is not large, as
In D decays: for B decays into light m esons, asB ! ( )1;, di erent form factor behaviours can lead
to di erent predictions.

E xperin entally, only thedecay D% ! K &' . allowsat them om ent a study ofthe & dependence of
the ormm factorF; . The data are com patble w ith the pole form é@f}), but the precision is stillpoor. T he
vgﬂ]ue ofthe polem ass, as tted by the data, is com patible w ith the D  m ass, and the intercept F; (0) is
5]

F2X (0)= 075 003 : (206)
T he C ablbbo-suppressed decay D ! 1, su ers from poor statistics: M ARK IITand CLEO ITdata,
extracted w ith the pole-dom inance hypothesis, give [fl;:]:
F2 © ;
L O 10'03 004 MARK III
FPX (0) ;

= 13 02 04 CLEO II : (207)

Theoretically, QCD sum rules allow to com pute the q2 dependenoe of the form factors, exocgpt when

cbseto ¢ ,, - The analyses performed in [L07, 208,.109 'llO 311 212 are genera]Jy com patible with

A ,, there are discrepancies am ong the di erent calculations. In [L13, 208 ], the orm factor A S 1 has an
unexpected behaviour, decreasing from ¢ = 0 to f = 15GeV?: rA; ~ , am oderate increase in ¢ is
und, at leastup to f ’ 15G eV 2. Forhigher values of f the estin ate isunreliable. Such a behaviour is
the resu]t of cancellations am ong large temm s, and therefore can su er from relevant uncertainties. A Iso,
n @12 the rm factor A, decreaseswith o, while A, can be tted by a pole Hm ula. Light-cone sum
rules [_110] show , on the contrary, an Increasing A, with a dependence close to the pole behaviour, and
a steeper ncrease forv .

Current lattice QCD sinulations cannot study directly the b quark, because is m ass is above the
UV cuto . Quantities are com puted around the cham scale, and then extrapolated up to the bm ass
using the IsqurW ise scaling relations {_5-1:] W ith this strategy, suggested in ﬂi{l], one is forced to m ake
assum ptions on the o -dependence at the b scale, because the extrapolation pushes the f value tow ards
& .- ForD meson ormm factors, the determ ination of ¢ dependence is still poor, but com patbl w ith
pole dom inance [_l-}-§', Elié_] P relim inary lattice com putations of the ¢ dependence of the orm factors
F, and Fo n B ! 1, Lll7], and A; m B ! 1, LllS],sean to favor a dipole/pok t orF; and Fyq
regpectively, and a pole behaviour for A ; : the data have how ever large uncertainties, and w illbe in proved
by working w ith heavier quark m asses and by usihg larger lattices.

An additional constraint to the orm factor ¢ dependence is provided by nonleptonic heavy m eson
decays. It hasbeen shown that the comm only used form factors, when used together w ith the additional
hypothesis of factorization to evaliate non—Jleptonic decay am plitudes, do not agree w ith thedataon B !
J= K K ) transitions @i?' ié@] T hese non-leptonic decays can be com puted, using the factorization
approxin ation, as finctions of the lptonic decay constant f;. and the o factors FPX, APK
ASY ,andVP¥ ,atg =M 7 . Theproblm isto t simultaneously the rather small ratio of vector
to pseudoscalar decay rates, B ! K J= )= B ! K J= ), and the large fraction of longitudinal
polrization n B ! J= K

In [__LZZE], i hasbeen shown that the discrepancy can be elim nated allow ing for a non-polar behaviour
of som e form factors. U sing the IsqurW ise scaling law s, these authors com pute the relevant form factors
from the experin ental data on the sem ileptonic transitions D ! K K ) at ¢ = 0. Subsequently
they adopt for the form factors a generic dependence I d= 2) *,wihn = 1;0;1;2. Sinplkpolk
dom inance corresponds to n = 1. Three scenarios survive to the phenom enological analysis: the form
factorsFi,A;,A,; andV can only have a dependence hr jni;ny;ny 1= F1; 1;mp;+ 2] respectively, and
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n, can beequalto 2;1;0 W ith a preference forn, = 2). Notice that A, (q2) is linearly decreasing In these
scenarios: a sim ilar behaviour is found also in a theoretical analysis [L08], at least or ¢ < 15 G eV 2.

T he hypothesis that A is lnearly decreasjng on the whol J:ange in ¢ is certainly not valid: the
form factor should have apokatd = M 1+ , which should a ect the ¢ dependence at least close to the
zero-recoilpoint. In [__L20 ]1it isargued that A; should havea atter ¢ dependence than the one predicted
by the pole dom inance.

In section 5:3 we shall present a phenom enological analysis ofthe B ! V (V light vector m eson)
processes, show ing that a constant A, behaviour leads to discrepancies w ith the available data, when
scaling law s are used to scale the form factors from D to B system s: the situation would be even
worse for a decreasing A ;. There is thus som e rough suggestions r an increasing A, wih ¢, and i
section "53-:3-_.2} a two-com ponent m odel for A ;, a constant term plus a pol tem , is used w ith satisfactory
phenom enological agreem ent.

In any event, firther theoretical and experin ental studies are needed to clarify the problem of f
dependence In the form factors.

52 B! sem ileptonic decays

In this section we shallanalyze the sem ileptonic exclisive decays ofa heavymeson P = B ; D into a light
particle belonging to the pseudoscalar octet, eg.
T he relevant hadronic m atrix elem ent is:

< 5 oP> (208)

In absence of a know ]edge of the hadronic current in temm s of hadrons, various theoretical approaches
to the evaluation of @_08) have been deve]oped potential m odels, for Instance in @(-)5' ﬁéé] lattice
QCD 1_114 '115 '116 '117] QCD sum ruls LlZZ], and the m ethod based on the chiral and heavy quark
sym m etries, that we shall review here.

In general two attitudes are possble. In the rst one, that we shall call the scaling approach, one
relatesthe di erent hadronicm atrix elem ents (2Q8':) using the spin and avour symm etries. In thisway for
Instance it ispossble to relate them atrix elements<  JJ B > and< K Jj P >, and K belnging to
the sam e chiralm ultiplet, and B and D being related by heavy avour symm etry. In the second approach,
onebuildsup an e ective lJagrangian incorporating chiraland heavy quark sym m etries, and com putes the
form factors within such fram ework. T he advantage of the second approach is the possbility to lnclide
In a rigorous way symm etry breaking corrections, at least om ally. Both approaches lead to the sam e
resulsat the keading order, and require som e experin entalorextemal inputs: In the scaling approach one
starts w ith a known m atrix elem ent, while the e ective lJagrangian contains unknown couplings that are
determ ined by the data. A swe shall see, som e of these couplings have also been estin ated theoretically,
and we shall review also these analyses.

52.1 The scaling approach

W e shalldiscuss rst the so—called Isgur#W ise scaling law s for the form factors. Let us param eterize the
hadronic m atrix elem ent as follow s:

< E)T P)>=© +p) £ @)+ @ p) £ &) 209)

where ¢ = (o p_) T he IsgurW ise relations, follow ing from the SU (2) avour symm etry between b
and ¢ quarks, give [511:

£y + £ ) m,
(£ f) m : (210)
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W e have neglected here the logarithm s ofm ¢ arising from perturbative Q CD corrections. T hese scaling
laws are valid as Iong asv  pdoes not scale with m o , ie. in the kinem atical regin e of soft , close to
F.y=tmp m).InthisregonE ' m <<mg.q ., istheno recoilpoint, where the nalscalar
and the dilepton system are at rest. .

U sing the form factorsFy;Fo, the egs. 210) becom e, including Q CD corrections,

M,y O r v
FP axp) = STE) o E FP (& axp) (11)
6=25 T
s M
F(? (qi ax;B ) = %:; M ]; F(])3 (Cﬁ ax D ): (212)

Egs. @iiﬁ) and @ié) arevalid in themyp; m. ! 1 Iimit. The 1=m . corrections can be large, aswe
w ill discuss later, and can be estin ated In the e ective lagrangian approach.
T he application of the chiral sym m etry is straightforw ard, and, at the leading order gives:

FP f)=FF ") : (213)

Here and ?are two arbitrary light pseudoscalarm esons, or instance and K . W e notice that {_:li:’p)
isvalid for any valie of .

From the know ledge of the omm factors at any valie of ¢ r a given decay m ode one can com pute
a whole class of decays as follow s:

1) Using @if_}), one com putes all the chiralrelated decays. W e notice that allthe form factors related
by light avoursymm etry have the sam e ¢ behaviour, but Fy and F; can have a di erent behaviour.

i) The Isgur# ise scaling laws £11) and {213) allow to relate B and D form factors, at Jeast clbse to

O:%\ax'

i) The strongest assum ption concems the evolition in o of the scaled form factors. The B decay
rates are quite sensitive to the explicit f dependence, whilke r D decays the ¢ -range is much
an aller.

W e proceed to the com putation of the form factors, w idths and branching ratios for the sam ileptonic
decays of a heavy m eson Jnto a ]Jght sca]ar, follow ing the st:@t':e_gx we have described. Such an approach
factors.

Forthe form factorF; we shallassum e a sin ple pol behaviour, which, aswe have already discussed,
agrees w ith present experin ental and theoretical evidence. A s an nput, weuse thedecay D ! K1,
ie. the m factorat g = 0 @06 For chirally-related decays, we In pose the sam e value to the fom
factors at ¢ = 0. For generic ¢ we have

Fi()=

Fli(o) (214)
1 g7
Thel pok P can be a strange or a non-strange heavy m eson, depending on the decay m ode: their
massdierence = Mp, Mp ’ 100M eV isa chiralbreaking e ect, which we w ill not neglect.

Let usm ake som e com m ents on the IsgurW ise scaling law, which follow s from the observation that
the m atrix elem ent < (p)jjj?(v)>behavesaspﬂ,jnthe]injtv p<< mg ! 1. Thes
asym ptotic scaling law s have 1=m o corrections

N m
< @)Y P&> Tmg 1+0 22 4o T P o I ; @15)
mo mo mo
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and a num ber of di erent choices for the scaling relations are possible. T l'_le_y are all com patble y_:th the
asym ptotic behaviour, but di er for corrections of the type indicated In @15).Egs. @11) and @12) isa
possbl one, but other choicesm ight be done. For instance we could have taken, forF;, neglecting Q CD
corrections:
r__
FE Mp Mg +m

_ (216)
FP @, Mg Mp +m

which reducesto @11) intheM ;M p ! 1 lin it. Notice that the \soft scaling" @16) can kad to resuls
num erically di erent when them ass ofthe light nalm eson isnot so am all, as for instance in the case of
K orK . In these casesthe di erences between (211') and (216) areoftheorderm g =M p ,ormyg =M p .
O ther possible scaling form s can be found in E19 l120] QCD radiative corrections, w ritten in {_21'1,-'215),
are of the order 0of 10% : and therefore they can be neglected w thin our approxin ations.

The chirallim i, m ! O, presents som e subtleties. In order to exam ine them , ket us nd the scaling
lwsat ¢ = 0, asarising from the sin ple-pok behaviour £14) and the asym ptotic scaling at ¢ ,, . One

nds:

FE , Mp g +m FP ) 217)
D D °
F/ =0 Mp p+m F; £,
Inthempm.! 1 lmit, p =Mp Mp ! 0, and one gets:
s r
F M
1D ’ D (218)
Fl P?=0 Mg
On the other hand, perform ng rstthem ! 0 limicin éi?: one nds:
B 3
F M
1D ’ D (219)
Fr P?=0 Mg

T he contradiction betw een @18) and @19) m eans a breaking of the naive scaling law s at & ., In the

chirallin it: as shown by [i], inthe lmitm ! 0 @13) becom es:
B H
F M
L ' B @20)
Fl % ax Mp

T his behaviour can be exp]a:ned aswe shall see, from the polar diagram with exchange of the P
T herefore, com bining {217. and {220 we nd also in the chiral lim it the scaling law ¢218l), which we
shalluse Jn_’Eh_e subsequent analysis.

Using @06) as an input, we get:

Fo% (0) 7 045 : (21)

A spreviously discussed, the uncertainties due to scale correctionsare expected to be oftheorderm x =M p ,
ie. about 30 % . The uncertainties due to deviations from the polar behaviour of the form factor are
hard to estim ate and essentially unknown.

W e could use asan input the C abibbo-suppressed decay D ! , which hashow ever largerexperin ental
errors. T he scaling uncertainties, m oreover, even if probably an aller than in the case ofa nalK , are
expected tobeoforder =M p ( = M p mgp ) and not oforderm =M p only; therefore they could be
really signi cant.

The prediction orw idths and branching ratios Hlow ing from  @21) and chiralsym m etry are reported
in tablke d.
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Tabl 3: P redictions for sem ikptonic D and B decays In a pseudoscalarm eson, in the scaling approach.

W e have neglected the %m ixing. The branching ratios and the w idths ©rB must be m ultiplied for
Yup=00032F.Weassume g, = po= g+ = 1:55ps:

D ecay F1 ) BR exp.BR

DO ! 075 34 10° @9°35) 10° @)

D* ! 031 69 1d

! 061 32 1¢
''K® 075 42 10 -
! 045 22 10 (@163 046 034) 1H[03]
s! K 045 22 10
The available experin ental data shown in tablk :_ﬂ have large uncertainties. Conceming the B? !
I' ; decay, the CLEO II collaboration [_192;] quotes for the branching ratio two di erent values, de-
pending on the m odel used for the detector e ciency: In the previous table 3'_:we have put the num ber
corresponding to the BSW m odel [1(:)@]

BR@EB°! I )= 163 046 034) 1B (222)
w hile the value corresponding to the ISGW m odel El(:)@] is
BR@B°! I )= @34 035 028) 1H : (223)

52.2 E ective lagrangian approach

W e now discuss the e ective chiral Jagrangian approach to the sem ileptonic heavy-light form factors.

W e have already presented the e ective lagrangian that com bines heavy quark and chiral sym m etry
and describes the low -m om entum interactions of heavy m esons w ith light pseudoscalars, and the chiral
representation In tem s ofmeson elds of the weak current g (1 5)Q . In this fram ework one can
com pute the hadronicm atrix elements<  J P (v) > In tem softhe e ective couplings ofthe lagrangian
and of the weak current, at least in the softpion region, ie. close to ﬁ . Two diagram s contribute to
the form factors, at least in the leading order: the P pole diagram , propoonnalto the strong. ooup]Jng
constant g, and a direct diagram , as shown In g. 5 At the leading order in 1=m o they give [10 :12]

T
1
1
1
|
1
B m B : B*
B —m
Figure 5: Tree diagram s for the B ! transition m atrix elem ent. The box representstheb ! u weak
current, the dashed line the pion.
F N
F, = e £ (224)
2f W pt )
2
Fop = —p— : (225)
f MP
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T he sam e relations have been obtained assum ing P po]e dom inance in l5]1 and In [124 com bining
PCAC and heavy quark soin symm etry. T he form ula @24 ) satis es the asym ptotic scaling @11') n the
chirallmitv p! O, how ever, the scaling ism odi ed as in @éd) because 1=Mp . The scaling at
& = 0 is easily derived from ©17)

r
FE M p
FP  (@=0 Mg

[
~

(226)

as in @ié) . Therefore, ifwe use the nput D ! K to x the e ective coupling gF in {_2-2-4_:), we ocbtain
thesameresu]tsasjntab]eg,asexpected. _ _
A tematively, one can take the estinatesg  0:38 {99) andF = 030 005 GeV>~2 (9%), which give

F
52 063 227)
F M,
_E9 038 - (228)
£ oM,

F2 ()

Fo (0)

T heuncertaintieson these resuls, asarising from Q CD sum rule approxin ations, can be estin ated around
30% . W e stress that at the cham scale the 1=m . corrections are potentially relevant: nevertheless the
prediction {22]) isin Eait{'ler_g??d agream ent w ith data. In table :_4 we quote form factors and branching
ratios obtained from 224), 25) and chiral sym m etry.

Table 4: P redictions for sem ileptonicD and B decays in a pseudoscalarm eson, in the e ective lJagrangian

approach. W e have neglected the Om ixing. The branching ratios and the widths for B must be
multiplied or 37,,=0:0032F. W eassume g, = po= g+ = 1:55ps:

D ecay F,. ) BR Exp. data

DO ! 063 24 10° 39°25) 10°

D* ! 026 49 1d

D! 051 23 16

D! K° 063 30 10

BO! 038 16 10° (@163 046 0:34) 1H

Bs ! K 038 16 10

The e ective lagrangian result (2241) show s the dom Jnanoe of the P pole near the kinem atic end-
point. The 1=m o corrections to the leading resuls @27 Q28 ) have been presented in f35 where it is
shown that at the order 1=m 3 one has to introduce four new relevant couplings in the lagrangian and in
the e ective current. Two of the occurring param eters, ;1 and ,, param eterize the 1=M corrections to
the kptonic decay constants fp and fp , as shown by @57 T he others, g and g, are related to the
subleading corrections to the coupling g » and g p ,asshown in CSL In tem s of these couplings,
the om factorF; is B5]:

) Mp + 2 +2
F, = o P v P 1+ 1 2 g+ g1 < 14 1 2
2 Mpf v p+ MP MP MP
1 Mp+v p
= — — =% H £ 229)

2f Mp v pt )

where, in the second expression, g p , fp and fp include their own 1=M corrections.

T he chiral logarithm ic corrections to the processP ! 11 In the e ective theory have been com puted
n (_67] evaluating the one-loop chiraldiagram s, it is found that the dnral—oonected form factorsF; and
Fy at the leading order in 1=m ¢ have the sam e form asin {_22@) (_225_! ) but are expressed In tem s of the
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chirally renom alized Jeptonic decay constants £2°" and £7°", the heavy m eson coupling ger¢ to the axial
vector G oldstone current (see also section :_3;2") and the hyper nem ass splitting **", ie.

Gere F5 "M p

Fooo= 230
1 2fren (V p+ ;en ) ( )
fren
— P .
Fo = fren (231)

A m ore detailed analysis ispresented In [_é§‘], w here allthe non-analytic tem s arising from chiralloops
arekept. The SU (3) violation in the pole tem ofthe am plitude is of the order of40% , but a rather large
valie of g is used in the num erical estim ate, g / 0:7. For sm aller values of g, eg. g = 03, the chiral
violation between P ! and P ! K pol am plitudes reduces to 10% .

53 B ! V sem ileptonic decays

W e now discuss the sem ileptonic decays ofa heavy meson P into a light vectormesonV = ,K ,

In the Pollow ing, we will discuss how to relate the B and D fom factors, follow ng as before two
di erent approaches: the scaling approach and the e ective chiral lJagrangian approach. Let us begin
with a review ofthe availabl experim entaldata. In theD ! K 1 ; decay, the m ost extensively studied
channel, the quality of the data does not yet allow to determ e the ¢ dependence of the form factors.
T he analysis is perform ed assum ing a sin ple pole form ula forthe form factorsV (F); A1 (), and A, (),
w ith pole m asses given by the nearest resonance (ie. 2:1 G&V for the vector orm factorand 25 GeV for
the two axial form factors). T he average of three Fermm ilab experin ents gives the resuls [_55]:

V0 =11 02; A0 = 056 0204; A, (0) = 040 008: (232)

D ata have also been obtained for the decay D ¢ ! 11, but the errors on the form factors are still
large, and we shallnot use them .

In the case of sem ileptonic D decays, due to the lin ited ¢ range, the pole assum ption does not
sensbly a ect the resuls (ééé);we have for instance extracted the form factors assum ing A ; constant in
f,butA, and V poledom inated, nding discrepancies ofthe order of10$ , which are w thin the quoted
uncertainties in @;;2_) . The & dependence ofthe orm factors is on the contrary extrem ely in portant in
B decays, as we discuss below .

For B mesons the sem ileptonic rates are strongly C abibbo-suppressed: the CLEO II C ollaboration

has only recently presented the new m easurem ent giving [L03]

BR B! Y ) = (388 054 101) 1D W SB
BR B! v ) = (28 036 059) 1H mcw (233)

where the rst value is obtained using the W SB m odel @(:)'EE] in theM ontia_:alr]o code w hich evaluates the
e ciencies, and the second one is based on the use ofthe ISGW m odel [L06].

B efore discussing sem ileptonic B decays in m ore detail, ket us stress that another source of inform ation
on the weak m atrix elem ents between B and K or K  is represented by non lptonic B decays. As a
m atter of fact, the factorization hypothesis allow s to relate non-leptonic to sem ileptonic rates. The
colorsuppressed decays B ! K K )J= give, In this approxim ation, indications on the form factors
B! KK )atg = MZ . There are two relevant experinental gures: the ratio of vector and
pseudoscalar w idths, m easured by A rgus [_l-g-g] and CLEO II [:Léf}], whose averaged value is

B! J= K )

R= —————=1%68 033 ; (234)
B! J= K)
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and the fraction of longitudinal polarization

! J= K
Y L _ 074 007 ; (235)
B! J=K )
which corresponds to the average of the m easurem ents of Argus: = = 0297 0:16 O:15E[1:236],CLEO
II: 1= =080 008 0:05]126],andCDF: = = 065 0:10 0:04;[127].

D etailed phenom enological analyses have been perform ed in 119,120, 121, where it hasbeen shown
that m ost of the m odels fail to explain the previous data, in particular the fraction of longiudinal
polarization @35}) . W e poInt out that all the current m odels use the hypothesis of factorization -Lléi:i],
which in general works satisfactorily In B decays [129] but could have corrections in speci ¢ channels,
like the coloursuppressed B ! J= K . Possbl non-factorizable contributions are introduced in ﬂg@]

By the de nition

AgK VBK
% = = (236)
APE a2y Y APE w2z
one gets, assum ing factorization [__-Li9:],
aRE o .
R = 1:081 L ™2z ) @ Dxf+20+ cy?) 237)
a Ix
L ¢ J : (238)
@ P+ 20+ cy?)
T he coe cients a, b and ¢ are dim ensionless com binations ofm asses; from the data one gets
a= 316 b=131 c= 019 : (239)
53.1 Scaling approach to B ! V form factors
T he scaling approach, valid at the leading order in 1=m ¢ , is sin ilar to the case P ! ; the scaling law s
for the form factors are derived from the asym ptotic behaviour of the m atrix elem ent, ie.
_ m
<VEYY P> Tmg 1+0 22 4o U Qp+o - : 240)
mo mo Mo

ForD ! K theviolation to é4:(§) can be in portant, nam ely oforderm ¢ =M p . This uncertainty is
re ected in di erent choices of the scaling law s at q? ! cﬁ .x - For exam ple one can follow the approach
called \soft-scaling" in [120], and adopted in [15], ie.

Mp +My
V (G ax) T
Mp
A
L6 a) Mp + My
Mp + M
A, (L) —%M?V : (41)
P
T he second choice we shall consider is \hard-scaling":
P
V(O ax) Me
1
A]_(Cﬁax) joa—
Mp
P
Ao (L) M p (242)
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Tablk 5: P redictions for om factors and w idths orB ° ! 1;. 7 and ; referto wih respectively
transverse and longiudinal polarization, 4+ and to wih positive and negative helicities. The
branching ratios BR) and the widths for B must be multiplied or ¥/,,=0:0032F. W e assum e B, =
po = g+ = 155ps:

Extrapolation soft-pol hardpol soft-cost. hard-cost. data
A1 () 021 0.17 0.42 033
A, (0) 027 034 027 034
vV ) 0.64 0.81 0.64 0.81
= 0.045 0.13 0.005 0.06
L= T 039 0.15 1.80 030
BR (10 *) 28 28 6.7 35 388 054 101
1= J= K ) 027 0.02 050 0.8 074 007
K )= K) 1.74 1.68 335 227 1:68 033

The two socenarios, @4_1@) and {24:12_3), di er by sublading tem s of the order M y =M p , which can be
nevertheless num erically im portant. Needless to say, som e form factors m ight exhdbit soft-scaling and
others hard-scaling, n di erent com binations.

The scaling laws allow to relate the D and B form factors near ¢ ., : as discussed above, the de—
pendence on ¢ is practically unknown, and, as we stressed already, B transitions depend strongly on
the extrapolation to ¢ = 0. The vector orm factor V is generally believed to be pole-dom inated, as
discussed in section 5.1, while ©rA; and A, the theoretical situation is unclear. In [120] the soft scaling
law s are justi ed by extending the heavy-to-heavy scaling relations down to the light nalm eson case.
In the sam e lim it one ndsthatA,=A;,V=A; and F1=A; should have a polarbehaviour in q2 : assum ing
F, aspol dom inated, this In plies a constant A; and a pol behaviour for A, and V . Nevertheless the
extension of the heavy-to-heavy scaling law s to the heavy-to-light case rem ains arbitrary, and should
be considered as an ansatz. Aswe wﬂld:scuss explicitly in the next section, the e ective lagrangian
approach leads to the soft-scaling solution @41) this follow s from the factor M p + M v ) contained In
the de nition (202) of the orm factors.

To sin plify the discussion, we assum e that A, is dom inated by the nearest pole, while for A; we
consider two possibilities: the pole-dom inance, and a at A, constant in ¢. W e have considered four
di erent possible scenarios: soft scaling and A ; poledependent (called softpole), soft scaling and A,
constant (called soft-constant), hard scaling and A; poledependent (called hard-pol), and nally hard
scaling and A; constant (called hard-constant) . For each ofthem we have com puted, using as inputs the
D ! K fom factors é::%é), the branching fraction and the ratios of decay widths ;= and .= 7
for the process B 0 I" .Here 1 and { referto wih transverse and longiudinal polarization
regoectively, ;+ and to wih positive and negative helicities. W e have com puted the longiudinal
fraction 1= , and the ratio ofthe vectorto scalarBR’sforB ! J= K (K ). The results are presented
in tab]e-'_Ei, where we have extrapolated from D ! K toB ! K , and then we have equated, by chiral
symm etry, the form factorsB ! K andB !

Let us comm ent on table 1_'5 First of all, all the fur scenarios give a rather low valie for the ratio

.= (J= K ):thesoft-scaling,A; constant (third colum n oftab]e-'_S), isthe closest one to the experin ent,
but it produces a too high value forthe branching ratio B ! l;and for K )= K ).Thevalieofthe
latter ratio depends m ainly on the ratio A;=F; (@t = M 2_ ), and could be sm aller for a larger value
of FP ¥ : however, a too large value would disagree w ith the m easured branching ratio ortheB ! 1,
(excliding large SU (3) violation). T his scenario is preferred In ELéC:)], w here how ever the upper lim i for
theB ! and theB ! data are not taken into account (soft-scaling is also applied to Fy, obtaining
a larger value for it and a better agreement or K )= K)).
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T he second comm ent is that a constant A, gives a higher value than polk behaviour for the B !
branching ratio, when scaling is used. T he situation in proves assum ing pole dom inance for A, for the
sem fleptonic branching ratio B ! ,and also forthe ratio K )= (K ), as it can be seen in the rst
colum n ofthe table. But, at the sam e tim g, the longitudinally polarized fraction ;= (= K ) decreases,
because A,=A; at = M ?_ grows.

Hard scaling decreases the value of A1, and it raises A, and V : this produces a sn aller sam ileptonic
BR® ! ), butalo owers = (J= K ) because A,=A; grows, see £38)) and K )= K ).Hard
scaling, together w ith a pole-dom Inated A 1, as In the second colum n, leadsto a value for = = K )
In disagreem ent w ith the data: its com bination w ith a constant A1, as in the fourth colum n ofthe table,
In proves the agreem ent w ith the data, even if ;= (J= K ) remains still rather am all, even an aller
than In soft-pole scenario orA; .

Sum m arizing, the previous analysis indicates that a constant A ; requires strong scaling in orderto get
agreem ent w ith the data of the sem iptonicBR 8 ! ). In 120] a di erent result is obtained, which,
how ever, does not take into account the resuls for the sam ileptonic B ! transition.

IfA; issihglepole dom nated, soft scaling is required in orderto get a reasonable (not too am all) value
for = (J= K ): these data are however di cul to explain without spoiling other phenom enological
requests.

Tt should be stressed, however, that the gures of table B have large uncertainties. Leaving aside
theoretical uncertainties that are however signi cant, the quoted num bers have an uncertainty due to

the experimental errors of the D ! K 1; form factors {-_232) used as inputs. W e notice that, for
instance, A, (0)° ¥  is quoted with an error of about 20 % : this error alone in plies 30 $ uncertainty in
1= 0= K )and15% in K )= K ).Finhallywehaveused avourSU (3) symm etry to relateB !

and B ! K fom factors and this is another source of theoretical error which in principle should be
taken Into account.

53.2 E ective lagrangian approach

Light vector resonances have been discussed in the fram ework of the e ective heavy m eson chiral la—
grangian in :_2-_2{ ; applications to sem ikeptonic decayshave been developed in [_1-5] Chiralloop contributions
toD ! K 1;havebeen partially taken into account in {_3-§‘] W e now review this sub gct.

In the e ective chiral lagrangian fram ework, ve di erent diagram s contribute at the leading order in
1=my to thematrix element < V ©% )V P () > . They are analogous to the diagram s of g. E: Four
of them are polar diagram s: V (f) takes contrbution from the 1 polk dJagram proportional to the
coupling amongP ,P and introduced in {62) The and couplingsin (76) give the vertex PP,
whereP  is a positiveparity states of the doublt (0" ;1% ) and the corresponding polar diagram s, w ith
exchange ofa 1" meson, contrbuteto A; andA,.The and tem shave din ension higher than the
or g tem s; nevertheless they are the low est-order contributions to V- and A, . T he fourth polar diagram ,
w ith exchange ofa 0 meson, is proportionalto the coupling ofthevertex PP (see omula '(6i)) and
is relevant only for the form factor A (. Finally there is a direct dJagram which arises from the e ective
current term proportionalto ; in the heavy-to-light current 11841) A 11 these vertices can be found In
appendix A .

Com puting the diagram s or ¢ / ¢ ., and at lading order in 1=m , , one gets {15]:

(1% Mp +My 1
V)= P= F—p— (243)
Cﬁa 19_2 klMp My + pop
p n . #
2gv Mp F+(= ]-V-[V)
A = PpP=— 244
1(Ojax 2Mp + My ' My + »pp @48
g F+ Mp + M
Ay f.)= P= S (245)
2Mvy + pp ) Mp
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AP — p_—

v FMp gy 1 Mp
A = P + = 246
O(Cﬁax tj My My + 9 2 My @46)

where the are appropriate m ass splittings.

From {:2{125)—{221@), we can extract lnform ation on the scaling behaviour of the form factors aswellas
som e indications on their f behaviour.

A s to the scaling, we notice that @1_13_)—@1:15:!) in ply the \soft-scaling" ofeqg. @Z_EZE), since the coupling
of the e ective lagrangian is avour independent. M oreover, the form factorsV and A , have only the
polk structure, which at ¢ / & ., is signalled by the factor =M vy + ), whik A ; containsa pol tem
but also a non-polar one, proportionalto ;. This suggests a m ore com plex ¢ behaviour ofA; .

T he non-polar term could be a generalpolynom ial in f : the sin plest way to take into account the
Indications com ing from the e ective lJagrangian is to describbe A ; asa sum ofa constant term and a pole
termm , ie. we write:

b

A )= a+ W

(247)
w hile keeping for A, and V the nearest-pole behaviour. T he param eters a and b are avour dependent,
and scale di erently at g = ¢ _,. Assuming soft scaling, as suggested by 43) — {246), we nd the
follow ing scaling law s:

r
Mp +My My
tv)y = -2V LV 248
a@ ) MB+MV M ) (248)
M, +My M
bB ! V) = & Y 2pp ! V) : ©49)

Mg +My Mg

The formulas éé:ﬁ_)—ééf}) give the orm factors at ¢ ,, : at the kading order in 1=m ¢ , the value in
& = 0 orpole-dom hnated tem s is:

2
F Q)= (M;I ) &) 250)

As for A, we dentify the term proportionalto ; in @1_1@) w ith the constant tem a of @%7:), and the
other w ith the pol tem , proportionalto b. In this way one gets:

P—AMP+MV
P
P pM
s P
a= 22— 252
€7 Mo+ My 1 (252)
r =
b= gy 2 2F e (©53)
Mp +My) Mp
p- A Mp + M
A, 0)= 2 gFT— v (©54)

From the experim ental data L@Z_ onD ! K wecan x the e ective couplings appearing in the
previous orm ulas: from @51-), ushg F = 030Gev>? andgy = 58 (see C_6j)), we obtain

j 9= 041Gev ! : (255)

W e shall see, In the next section, how the sign of can be xed. tis Jnterestmg to observe that this result
agrees w ith the second, but not w ith the rst determ ination obtained in Q3ll] by a light cone sum rules
calculation (the st determ ination gives a higher value; also in Q32- ] a higher value of is obtained).

48



Sin ilarly, from @54) and F* = 046 Gev 32 {/d9]we get
= 010Gev ' : (256)

Having xed and ,onecan compute the form factorsV and A, fortheB ! K andB ! m atrix
elem ents, because these couplings are heavy— avour independent at the leading order. T he resul is

BV (0)j= 050 A"V ©0)= 019 : @57)

Themassdi erencebetween K and  is num erically irrelevant in @5?)
Conceming A;, from the inputAY * (0), we derive

@+bP ¥ =056 : (258)

The know ledge of the o behaviour of A} ¥ would allow to extract sin ultaneously a and b, but at
present we can only introduce an arbirary param eter r, de ned as
a
atb

(259)

where a and b are relative to the A ' ¥ (r isnot heavy avour independent).

W hen r vardes from r= 0 to r= 1, we have a an ooth transition from a pure pole dom inance (r= 0)
to a constant A; (r= 1). The analysis of section ::5;3:@ has shown that a pure pol behaviour (soft-pole
case) kads to a rather ow value or ;= (= K ),whilke a constant A; gives a sam ileptonic branching
ratioB ! too high: therefore we expect that the two com ponent form factor !:2_217) can explain better,
for som e interm ediate value of r, the lJarge Iongitudinalpolarization n B ! J= K andatthesametine
can agree w ith thedata orB ! 1 .

In gs. 4, i} and § we plot respectively = (J= K ), ® )= K)andBR@®° ! I' ) asa
function of r. W e have assumed A, and V poledom inated, w ith the values {2!:5?) at q2 = 0. We see
that all the three cbservables grow when the ¢ dependence of A; becomes atter, ie. r! 1. Thisisa
satisfactory feature for ;= (J= K ), buta large r gives too large values for the sem ileptonic BR and
forthe K )= K ) ratio.

In tab]e:_é we quote the values of various cbservablesat r = 0:5, where a good com prom ise is cbtained:

.= = K )= 051. This value is still an aller than the data, but one should not forget that the
factorization assum ption could receive sizeable corrections.

Table 6: P redictions or fom factors and widths ©rBO ! l;and orB ! J= K '), with r= 05.
r and ; referto wih, respectively, transverse and longiudinal polarization, , and to wih
posiive and negative helicities. T he branching ratios BR) and the w idths for B m ust be m ultiplied for
Yup=0:0032F.Weassume g, = go= g+ = 155ps:

O bservable r= 05 data
A4 (0) 028
A3 (0) 019
v (0) 050
= 0.013
L= T 1.60
BR (10 %) 3.8 3:88 0:54 101
.= J= K ) 051 0:74 0:07
K )= K) 201 168 033

From the value of r one can extract a and b separately: from the scaling relations {_éfl-é) and {éﬁié) we
have forr= 0:5:

aB ! v)=1021 b ! V)= 007 (260)
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Figure 6: Ratio = forthedecay B ! J= K asa function ofthe param eter r. 1 isthe width for
longitudinally polarized K

@52} and {53), =xesthe couplings ; and the lnear combination =2 My . The resuls depend on
the value of r; orr= 05 we get:

ie. A? 0) = 028, as quoted In tab]e-'_d. T he know ledge of a and b, together w ith the identi cations
)

1= 007Gevi™ > My = 0:14 (261)

(@ and b are taken as positive) . From [25@) we can extract nally
= 010 : (262)

T he previous phenom enological analysis has to be taken cautiously, due to the large uncertainties.
Subleading corrections, ¢ dependence ofthe form factors, breaking of factorization and chiralviolations
could easily lead to substantialm odi cationsofthe chosen scenario. New experin entaldata w illhopefiilly
clarify the situation, and allow to distinguish am ong di erent m odels. W e shall adopt In the llow ing
the e ective lagrangian results oftable :'6: (in particularr= 035).

In tab]eff. we present the values of the form factorsoftheb ! u transitions in di erent m odels.
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Figure 7: Ratio ofthewidthsB ! J= K andB ! J= K asa function ofthe param eterr.

6 R adiative decays

6.1 Flavour conserving radiative decays: D ! D

In this section we shall consider the decay
D_,! Dy ; (263)

and the related processes for the B case: B, ! B, . In [263) a = 1;2;3 is the light quark index
corresponding to u;d;s. Them atrix elem ent for this radiative transition is as follow s:

M O,! D, )= ie, pp°: (264)
In (_2:6{]) is the photon polarization, w hereas the coupling , com prises two tem s:
a= L+ 2 (265)
corresponding to the decom position:

M O,! Dy )=-e <D.EYTT D_; )>=e <D.E)VT +I"D_; )> : (266)

Here J and J" are the light and the heavy quark parts of the electrom agnetic current:

\ 1 1
Jd = — -d d = = 267
3u u 3 3s s &% G (267)
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Figure 8: B ranching ratio of the decay B ! 1, as a function of the param eter r. W e have taken
Vup = 0:0032.
and
L2 1 X
J" = EC c gb b= ©Q Q: (268)
Q=cjb
C orrespondingly, eq. ééf_)) becom es
) e e
a= Lt = 2= 269)
a Q

where , and o arem ass param eters to be determ ined.
Let us consider the two currents J® and J° separately. The m atrix elem ent of J® can be dbtained
from the Lagrange density:
® e

L™= eQ hv th 7 (270)
2m o}

which allows the transition Q ! Q and can be expressed in temm s of the IsgurW ise universal form
factor & %vas Dllows:

S

2 —
<D.EVI'P.; )>= e<D.OVE cP,b; )>= & Mp My W BY v v’ ;@)
wherep’= Mpv%, p=Mp vandv & 1 because:
0= =m2 +M/ 2MpMp v Y 272)
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Table 7: Fom factorsat f = 0 orb ! u transitions in di erent m odels

R eference FB! a¥’ ad’ A

T his paper 038 028 019 050
QCD sum rulks

DP [54] 04 041

cz [331 036

BBD [L07] 024 0025

Narison [134] 023 002 035 0:16 042 012 047 04
Ball [{08) 026 002 05 041 04 02 06 02
BKR [109] 024 029

ABS [10] 024 004 028 0906
Quark m odels

BSW [L05] 033 028 028 033
BGW [106] 009 005 00:02 027
FGM [L35] 021 002 026 003 030 003 029 003
Lattice

APE [L16] 035 008 024 012 027 080 053 031
Abadaetal [114] 030 044 005 022 005 049 021 005 037 0411
UKQCD [118] 027" 1+ 3

Taking into account the nom alization of (v % (@)= 1, one gets, for the cham case,

2
nh
= 273
é 3 . @73)
(b= % for the b case), w ith
b
q___
c= Mp Mp, 274)

P
(resp. p= MBaMBa);jnthe]eadjngorderjn1=mcor1e nds:
c=m. (275)

(resp. p = myp), hdependently of the light quark labela.

Let us now consider the second term in @éé), i e. ;, which cannot be com puted wihin HQET
sihce it involves light quarks; we shallnow show that the chirale ective theory can be em ployed to get
Inform ation on thisquantity. W e shallexam ine tw o approaches: the rst one isbased on the calculation of
chiral Ioop corrections [_ZI]']; the second is based on the use ofVectorM eson D om inance (VM D ), together
W th the e ective chiral lagrangian ﬁ_)r ]j_ght_alnd heavy m esons _E@é]. O ther approaches u_s§d to com pute
£63) are based on quark models [49, 21, 137); bag model [138] and QCD sum rules [L39, 140) (®r a
previous review of theoretical results see Llﬁl@]) . _.

The rst approach we consider is based on the chiral loop corrections to the tree diagram {fl]] Let

us start w ith the de nition of _:
_ Sa (276)

In the lim £ 0of SU (3) symm etry the constants ,’s are equal, i. e. one gets b= ,where isan

unknow n constant which can also contain e ects suppressed by powers of 1=m ..
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The ]eadg'ng SU (3) violations to éié) are obtained by considering the loop diagram s of g. rg, w ih
the results {371

. 2 m g m

==z 277
o3 <j4 £2 gz4 £2 @rn

1 m

= = 3 278
2 3 924 = @78)
\ 1 m g

= Z 4 : 279
3 3 924 = @279

Here g is the strong coupling constant ofthe vertex D D (in them. ! 1 Iim i) de ned in Cfl-C_;) . Ifone
considers only the leading SU (3) violations, one should put fx = £ _E: . Thishasto be the case if one uses
the value g = 038, eq. {99). A's a m atter of fact, as discussed in {72], the SU (3) invariant coupling g is
obtained assum ing a unique valie £ 130M eV for all the light pseudoscalarm eson decay constants in
the sum rule. The analysis of [_5]‘] provides a pattem for SU (3) violations In D radiative decays, and

Figure 9: Chiral Joops contributing to the radiative decaysD ! D

can be In principle used to detem Ine g and , independently of the theoretical determ inations based on
the the QCD sum rul forg. One can use the two form ulas:

Mp

— ' ' 2
T Fx7 (280)

(Da! D, )=

(K = photon m om entum ),

g

Fopo tyo
() )6f2

b7 (81)

and the experin ental results contained In tab]e:}' {_4-1_1:, :_55], together w ith the condition g < 1 (which is
experim entally satis ed :flé]) . Because of the Jarge experin ental error (especially in the channelD * !
D* ), one gets, however, a rather broad range of values for g L4j:f:

03< g< 07 : (282)

The value of g obtained in this way is an e ective coupling which takes into account part of the 1=m .
corrections, as it is obvious from the fact that © has not been neglected in com parison w ith (M is

a a
not negligble because m . is not su ciently large: in this analysisoneuses = m.= 17 GeV). Ikt is

“In the analysis of Ref. 47 fx = 122f isused.
3sim ilar results are obtained in K{l.
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nevertheless interesting to observe that the an all values for g in {-26:32:) are In broad agreem ent w ith the

results ofthe QCD sum rules quoted in section 3.1 2.
The anaJySJs of I47] show s that an aller values of g favour values of near the non relativistic quark

model result [137], where = m,',andmg 300 500M eV is a typical value of the light quark
constituent m ass. In parthuJar, from g= 038 andm. = 1:7 GEV one getsthe valie = 19Gev 1.
The pattem displayed by eq.f279), 5= 1 2 ( 3gmg =@ ££))= 1=( 3), can be interpreted, in the

quark m odel, as due to a constituent st:nange quark havingamassm g = 3 largerthanmg= i,0r »,
w hich is what one would naively expect.

Instead of considering loop e ects one can therefore take into account SU (3) violations by choosing
explicitly di erent ,’s. Q uark m odelcalculationsthat assum e SU (3) violations are considered in [ZI§ :2-7']
In particular, the calculation of ref. 121 ]in the sem irelativistic quark m odelofref. [51] discussed in section
'3 .1 .lI as we stated already, m akes use of the Salpeter equation 156 ie. a wave equation which takes into
acoount relativistic kinem atics, w ith an interquark potentialm odelled on the R ichardson’s potential [_5§]
A swe have observed, thism odelis able to explain the reduction ofthe value ofthe strongD D  coupling
constant from the (mon relativistic) quark m odel prediction g= 1 down to g 0:333, as a consequence
of the relativistic kinem atics relevant to the JJght quark In the heavy m eson; since this an all value is
favoured by the QCD sum rule analyses QS, I60], aswell as by the data (eg. @82; one m ay take this as
an Indication that relativistic kinem atics plays a role also in the case of the radiative decays. T he resuls
ofthe analysis in 127 for the constants , are displayed_ Jl’l t@lz]e-é togetherw ith the resuls ofthe chiral
loop calculation I47], ie. the results based on egs. Q77 Q7§ In the sam e table we also report the
param eters of the m odel [__L36] based on Vector M eson D om inance, to be discussed below .

Tabl 8: Theoretical nputs for m ass param eters in radiative D decays. -loop represents the chiral
Joop calculation, VM D isthe m odelbased on the e ective lJagrangian supplem ented by the hypothesis of
Vector M eson D om lnance; RQM refers to the relativistic quark model; o and , arem ass param eters
(n G&V).

D ecay m ode —loop VM D ROM

Q a Q a Q a
D *!' D* 17 061 19 050 157 048
D %1 p? 17 079 19 050 157 048
D,! D 17 111 20 059 158 0497
B ! B 50 0J9 53 051 493 059
B %! BY 50 061 53 051 4.93 059
B, ! Bg 50 111 54 060 498 066

In the case of the chiral loop calculation El-:/:], we have assumed as an Input g = 038, which is
the intermm ediate value am ong the di erent QCD sum rules resuls [2-5_:, :§-(_i, :_7-2_:]; on the other hand =
19GeV 'is tted from the experin entalCLEO data oftabkil, usihg thebranching ratioofD °! D°
asan nput. Asfor ., ollowing :_4@], wetake .= 1:7 G&€V;on the otherhand for , we take the value

b= 5Ge&V which, simn flarly to the . case, is slightly larger than the value dergy_e_d by QCD sum rules.

Let us now discuss the m odelbased on Vector M eson Dom nance (VM D) [136]. In this m odel the
calculation of a isbased on the resuls obtained by the e ective chiral lagrangian approach. T he idea is
touse VM D to express< D ajJ‘jDa > ntemsof< D,V P, > (V= Ight vectorm eson resonance) and
then to em ploy inform ation from heavy m eson weak decays to compute < D,V P, > . In other tem s
one w rites:

<DV P )>

% < 07 @ 10>
= e, <D.EW @ 1 (NP.; )> i = q(iaj]mqzl
\4

Vi

(283)
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where = 0 and the sum is over the vectorm eson resonancesV = !, 9, and overtheir helicities. T he

vacuum ~to-m eson current m atrix elem ent appearing in £83) isgiven, assum ing SU (3) avour symm etry,
by:

<0 a¥V@i)>= 1 HTrVTY); (284)
where T®)y = a1 am and, asusual, a= 1;2;3 Hru;d;s respectively. From ! ! e'e and %! e'e
decays [fl!é'] onehasf, = f = fy = 0:17GevV?; from ! e¢e oneobtansf = fy + £, wih

f = 008 Gev?, which inplies a relevant SU (3) viokation. Using £84) and the strong Jagrangian
containing the vertex D DV (see eq.{64)):

L=1 < Hy F ( waHa> ; (285)
one can com pute @é:j) The results .n temm s of the m ass constants , are as follow s:
r
.= 2 29y a (286)
Mp
where { = 5, = fv=m%, 3= f=m? = 58. Equation @55_!) only gives the absolute value of ,

but eg. @gé) clearly show s that

r v
< 0 if , has to be Interpreted, as in the quark m odel, as a m ass
param eter. T herefore we take (see eq. 55

o 04lGev b o (287)

T he results of this approach are reported in table :g, together w ith the chiral loop ( -loop) and the
relativistic quark m odel predictions.

From egs. @8:(2) and @gi) and from table :_3 we get the decay rates and branching ratios BR) for
bothD andB decays; they are reported in tab]e-'_g for the three m odels exam ined so far. For the chiral
Joop calculation and the VM D approach we use the sam e value g = 0:38 for the strong BB coupling
constant, w hereas for the third colimn we take g’ 0:39 aspredicted by the relativistic quark m odel Q-j]

Tabl 9: Theoretical predictions forD and B w idths and branching ratios. T he radiative decay w idths
are com puted by the param eters of the preceding table.

D ecay rate/ BR —loop VMD RQM
oM 395K eV 400KeV 462KeV
BRO ! DV 9 315% 31:d% 313%
BRO *! DO *) 68:1% 67:3% 67:%
BRO ! DV ) 0:4% 1:6% 10%
o 9 283K eV 371 Kev 4l6Kev
BRO °! DO 9 63:6% 51:5% 500 %
BRO %' D% ) 36:4% (input) 485% 500 %
D)= O,! Dg ) 006 Kev 035KeV  038KeV
8 )= ® *! B*Y ) 014 Kev 037KeV 024 KeV
B %= ® %! B?) 009KeV 0:12KeV 0:092KeV
B,)= B,! Bs ) 0:03Kev 009KevV 008KeV

W e see that the chiralloop calculation, which usesthedataonD %! D? to x the lightm ass scale,
reproduces quite wellthe D * decay branching ratios; also the quark m odel and the VM D predictions
(that are param eter free) are in reasonable agreem ent w ith the data.
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Let us com pare these results w ith other approaches. T he result of the calculation in EIQ‘ based on
the ideas of HQET, isas Pllows: © °! D° )=88 171 Kevand © *! D )=83 81
KeV, ifoneusesm.= 1:7GeV.FortheB cass,withmyp = 50Gev, B %= 013 020KeV, and

B *)= 066 093 KeV are found. Clearly the results of this calculation are dom inated by large
experin ental uncertainties.

The result ofa QCD sum rule calculation [14:@], w hich updates previous analyses (0 55], is as follow s:

O % DY )=243 021Kev, O ! D* )=022 O006Kev,and O, ! Ds )= 025 008
KeV.D decayshavebeen also studied in the fram ew ork of the bagm odel [L38]w ith the Hllow ing results
(orthe valuie = 1 ofthe relevant param eter .n that paper): © ")’ 80Kev and © 9’ 60KevV,
afactor1l5 2 larmger than the resuls contained in tab]e-r_é; thismodelalsopredicts © *! D* )’ 1
KeV and the correct ratio @ ° )=0° °). Cormespondingly, the com puted B radiative w idth is also
Jarger than the entries in tablke .

Let us nally observe that sin ilar calculations can be perform ed for the radiative decays of positive
parity charmm ed m eson resonances [l§§ :_l§ '142 For neutral resonances the com puted branching ratios
are ofthe ofthe order10 # 10 3; for the charged pariy resonances the com puted branching ratios are
much an aller, due to an aln ost com plkte cancellation betw een the two contributions in the em . current

[36].

6.2 W eak radiative decay: B !

A nother interesting process w here the form alism of the e ective chiral lagrangian can be applied is the
radiative leptonic decay channel:

B ! : (288)

It hasbeen suggested [143,144,145] that thisd 1y ch channelcan be used to extract theB decay constant
fg jshcein themy ! 1 thth = fz = F= Mg B , the analysis of (288) can represent an altemative
way to m easure F as com pared to the purely leptonic decay channel

B ! : (289)

T he branching ratio for the purely leptonic channel is given by:

2 2
Vub fB 7
BR@B ! ) 26 i (290)
0:003 200M ev
where oneuses g = 1355 ps. This resulk is two order of m agniudes sn aller than the present experi-
m ental upper bound put by CLEO [146]: BR B ! ) < 21 10°. For the channelB ! e .
one expects amuch snallerBR (ofthe order 10 2 10 '), because of the helicity suppression; on the
other hand in the channelB ! , the helicity suppression is absent and the expected BR is of the

order7 10 °,butthe identi cation representsa serious experin enta%glioblem .

m ay be a serious com petitor. Various estin ates EL%EE,EIEL?] ofitsbranching ratio indicate that the radjatgx;e

decay rate is larger than the purely leptonic one by aln ost an order of m agniude, m ainly because the

radiative decay, di erently from the leptonic channel, is not helicity-suppressed due to the photon in the
nal state.

Let us now describe how one could extract the value ¥ from @2_522) . First of all one should dis-
tinguish between the two classes of diagram s describing the radiative process. The rst class contains
brem sstrahluing diagram s w here the photon is em itted from the B or from the charged ¥pton leg. This
contrbution vanishes in the lmitm ! 0 and isnegligblk also for nite ]epton m ass.

T he relevant diagram s forthisprocess are ofthe type depicted in  g. EO [__L45 O therpossbldiagram s
are chiralloop contributions, where, instead ofthe single particle interm ediate state, one hasa chiralloop
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B- B*" B B**-
v v
(a) (b)
Figure 10: D iagram s dom lnating the B ! ' . decaymode in thelimitm. ! 0. B is the vector

meson state, B isthe 17 axialvectorm eson state.

w ih the B and a pseudoscalar particle (these contributions are discussed in ﬂéé]) . O ne considers only
the resonant pole diagram s, or which no problem of doubl counting arises. Let us assum e, ©llow ing
[44] and [145], that in the pok diagram s the intem ediate state isa J°* = 1 B ) or a positive parity
B meson. The amplitude with nterm ediate P (= B ;B ) state is w ritten as follow s:

®)

G
M &)= -p%vubACB 1P ) =<0l @ sbP>1; @91)

1

© kf mZ
where p and k are the B and photon m om enta respectively, 1 = ‘(1) (1 5) () is the lepton
current,A B ! P ) isthe am plitude of the processB ! P ,and P indicates the pol. W hen in (291)
one takesP = B , them atrix elem ent becom es proportionalto fz ; therefore, if the contribution of the
higher m ass resonances is negligble (@nd we shall see that this is lndeed the case), and for light leptons
In the nal state, the radiative avour changing B decay can be used to m easure the decay constant
fz , provided the amplinde A B ! B ) isknown. A direct m easurem ent ofthe B w idth would be
extrem ely di cult (as mentioned in section 6:.2!; it is less than 1 K&V in all the m odels); how ever this
am plitude can be indirectly obtained by using the heavy avour symm etry already em ployed in section
:_6-;1' to relate the radiative D and B decays.

Ifthepartialwidth © °! D ) ismeasured (only the branching rativ is available so far, see table
-:I:, then one could extract, from the am plitude

, & €
AD,Ww; )! Dot @ N= i e—+ —
p__* .
M p MpMp v v (292)

them ass constant 5 to beused in the formula gvingA 8 ! B ):

AB,(w )! Bot) @ )N= i e

Mg MgMg v o; (293)
T he expression for the am plitude M éBD ) giving the contrbution ofthe B pol to thedecay B !
is therefore as follow s:

C.f
M &I 228 1 vk; (294)
& k+ )
where =M Mg ,and C; is given by:
h i
G Mg P— 2
Ci= PoVyp—2— Mg Mg e 24+ 2 . (295)
2 2M g b 31
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From {-_2:94:!) one can com pute the contribbution ofthe B poketoBR B ! ) as a function of the
param eter ¥ . Before considering som e num erical predictions, lt us study the e ect ofthe B pol, ie.
the positive parity heavy m eson having s: = 1=2 (only the axialvector states 1¥ can contribute as poles
to the decay; m oreover, the state B, having s, = 3=2, has vanishing coupling to the weak current In the
Imitmy ! 1 Il5 (see the discussion after {_185) therefore only the state B; Wwith s\ = 1=2) gives a
contrbution in the sam e 1im it.

T he contribution of this state is:

& _ . Cofy,

M = {1—-
sP w k+9

( vk v k)l (296)

where %= Mg Mg ’ 500M eV,

1

<0b sqB1@; )>= %K M3z, ; (297)
and
h i
Gr Mg, P—— 26 1, (1) &
C, = Vu MgM — - "+ = 298
2= ‘P—Z bZMB M B, M g (¢ )

The finction ;_, & % is the universal form factor, analogous to the IsqurW ise finction, that appears
in the m atrix elem ent of the heavy quark current J" between a positive s« = 1=2 and a negative parity
heavy meson state. ;, & % hasbeen introduced 1 ﬂ{lé] and com puted in ﬂézl.‘é] by QCD sum ruls,
w ith the resul ., (1)’ 024.

U sing this input and the ratio (f5,=fz )( » J) estinated in [:Léf}], one obtains

B1)

& 0L 299)
which con m sthe previous hypothesis, ie. that the B ; pole represents only a an all contribution to the
nal resul.

The resuls are sensitive to the expermentalinput © %! D° ). For reasonable values of this
quantity, which has not been measured yet, one nds for BR B ! ) 2 result In the range
10 7 10 °, ie. a radiative branching ratio larger than the kptonicBR B ! ); the enhancem ent
is cbviously still higher if the electron lptonic decay channel is considered, w hich contributesby a factor
of 2. Therefore, in principle, the decay channelB ! can be used as a way to m easure the
J¥ptonic B decay constant.

6.3 W eak radiative decays: B ! V

T his section is devoted to the analysis of the exclusive avour changing radiative B decaysw ith a vector
meson In the nalstate. These channels, at short distances, are described by processes

b! s (300)
or
b! d ; (301)

which are dom inated by a penguin _djagram w ith the top as intem ediate quark; these decays have been
intensively studied in the past [L30] and experin ental data have been collected both for the nclusive
decay [L51]:

BRB ! Xs )= @32 057 035 10 (302)
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and for the exclusive decay process
B! K (303)

Brwhich the Hliow ing resul has been cbtained [L53]:

BRE® ! K )= @3 06) 10°: (304)

l'O

155,158, 158] (Br review s see [L57]), by OCD sum rules [158,159,.160, 161, [63] or Lattice QCD EL63]

In this section we shall review the application of the heavy m eson e ective chiral Jagrangian [2641] to the
decay process {_3(_)§ aswellas to the other exclusive decay channels

By ! (305)
| (306)
B ! ! o (307)

Before doing this, ket us consider how ever the sin pler approach already considered in section E523_.2E,
consisting In the application of the light and heavy avour sym m etries [__-Léf;]

Let usbegin wih theb ! s transition. A1l the exclisive processes arising ﬁ:om this elem entary
decay are dom inated at the quark levelby the short distanceb! s ham iltonian [lS@] given by

H = Cmyps 1+ s)F + h«c: (308)

(neglecting term s of orderm s=my). F is the electrom agnetic tensor, = zi[ ;  land C isgiven by
G 2

c=pL—" vV .F, —t (309)
216 2 7% m?2

where F, is a factor lncluding perturbative Q CD corrections, and slightly dependent on the top quark
mass. Form¢= 175Ge&V, i hasthevalue: F, = 0:63. Togetherw ith the short distance ham ittonian, one
should take into account also long distance e ects, such as transitionsm ediated by four quark operators;
they w illbe discussed below .

T he short distance hadronicm atrix elem ent relevant to the transition B ! K B =B orB%can
be expressed as follow s:

n
K@% )3 0+ B EL = iAaE) P P i p
+ B p o i P
o
+ H( ppp pp’ i pp (310)
w here we have used the property 3 5 =
Now, as rstnoted In [153 as a consequence ofthe equations of m otion of the heavy quark
1+
2 Wb= b; (311)

in the b rest fram e one has
%b=Db; (312)
which m eans that

o ull+ 5)0= if ;@ 5)Q : (313)
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Therefore the form factors 310) can be related to those describing the weak sem fleptonic transition
B! K (rB ! ,using SU (3) symm etry). In com puting the width for the decay B ! K only
the com bination of form factorsA + B is relevant, w hereas H (qz) contrbutes to am plitudes w ith virtual
photons. U sing @ié), the form factorsA, B and H are related to the form factorsV, A; and A, as
follow s:

. @ MF m V () Mg + mg
Alf) = i . TR e AL () (314)
., 2Mpg
- 1
B ) VR V() (315)
2' 1 2 2
H (qz) - 4t qu)+ _qZ-FMB—mKAZ(q’Z) . (316)

Mg Mg + mg 2q2 Mg + mg

These relations are strictly vald for? ¢ , . However, ©llow ing [L53,163, 58] (sse how ever [156] )
one can assum e their validity down to the value q2 = 0 which is the kinem aticalpoint relevant for decays
w ith a realphoton in the nalstate.

In orderto com pute A (0) + B (0), one needs the values ofthe form factors for the transition B ! K ;
they have been computed by D ! K sam ikptonic decays using heavy avour symm etry (see tab]e:ﬁ of
section 6-3-i neglecting SU (3) avourbreaking). U sing the soft pole colum n resul, wehavevV®' ¥ (0) =
0:64 and AB "X (0)= 021.W e observe, however, that, on the basis of the scaling relations given in the
previous section, eq é4l since in this case we assum e the sam e pole behaviour orv () and A1 ),
the term In A; In eg.{314) is sublading (n 1=m ¢ ) or any vale of ¢ > 0 and should be neglected in
com parison to the temm proportionalto V (), if one works consistently at a given order in the 1=m 0
expansion. In this way one gets the resut:

A @©O)+ B (0)j= 053 : (317)

Follow ing the discussion in section :55_.1:, wem ay estin ate for this resul a theoretical uncertainty of at
last 30% .W e consider now the radiative w idth, which is given by

M 2 2 32 2
! K )= -2 Tk j:fmbj\(O)+B(O)f: @318)
2M 5
O ne gets
h i
BREB ! K )= 24 (3F0039° 10°: (319)

Intheprevjousﬁ)nnu]awehaveused Vi’ 1, mb— 47GeV and g+ ' B0 " g, " 155ps. The

that eg. {_319) does not Inclide Iong distance e ects due the cc quark loop @56 -t-h-at raise the branching
ratio by 20% , thus In proving the agreem ent; we shall discuss them in m ore detailbelow . A sim ilar

analysis, w ith obvious changes, applies to the decay B ! and one obtains
BR B ! ) BR® ! K ); (320)

due to approxin ate SU (3) light avour symm etry.

Now we discusshow theb ! s exclisive decays can be described by the e ective chiral lagrangian
approach.

At the lowest order in the derivatives of the psesudoscalar eld, the weak tensor current between light
pseudoscalar and negative parity heavy m esons is as ollow s:

< I+ s)Hp > ; (321)
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and it has the sam e transfom ation properUes ofthe quark current ot 1+ 5)Q . Togetherwih @é@)
we also consider the weak e ective current Q79 corresponding to thequark V. A currentd (1 5)Q:

L2 = 'Eh 1 Vi 322
=17 ( sHp 1 (322)

W e put the sam e coe cient iF=2 i both @21_-) and @22:) because, due to @p_ the relation
Los= Iy (323)

must be satis ed.
W e also Introduce the weak tensor current containing the light vector m eson and reproducing the
bilinear ¢ @+ 5)Q

i
Li,=11 g g > hsHyp [ ( V e ( Vel L1 (324)
L,, is related to the vector current L, _, 9. @gé), Introduced to describe at the m eson level the quark
current operator ¢ (1 5)Q taken between light vector particles and heavy m esons:

Li.= 1hsHp( V e 21 (325)

(we keep only the leading term in 1=m gy ). W e notice that in order to construct the tensor current we
have in posed 323).

TococomputeB ! K we consider a pol diagram having as interm ediate state between the current
and the BK system eithera 1* ora 1l heavy meson; moreover we add a direct term . The e ective
lagrangian and the e ective tensor currents can reliably describe the process only ©r large values of 7,
ie. 4., = mg )?. This is a general feature of the chiral lagrangian approach. Again, in
order to extend our resu]ts to sm all values of f, we shall assum e a polar dependence Jn & (wih polk
m ass suggested by dispersion relations). By follow ing a procedure sin ilar to section 5 .3 .2 we obtain the
resu]i'softab]e:lo that are valid for any ¢ and in the ImiEfmg ! 1 . W enotice that n wr:lrjngthe
various contrioutions n table L0 we have keft the dependence ofp  Jon q2 p & MZ+m? 4)=2,
In the tem arising from the 1 pol and we have assum ed that the direct term has a pole dependenoe
w ith m ass given by the 17 po]e These choices can be justi ed as follow s. The resuls in tablke :10 SatJS@,
or  § .., the relations (314 -B16) between form factors of vector and tensor currents. Egs. (314)

and {315) coincide w ith the relations found in ref. [153; as for @16), the result of [L53]:

2 2
Wy e 2L Ve L drMg mg g
MB MB+mK 2q2 MB+mK o
+ 2mg Aog(@) Mp +mgx )A; () (326)

di ers from @15 ) or temm s that are subleading in thelmitmg ! 1 and can be neg]ected.
Follow ing [153 ] and EGS] and our previous discussion, we assum e that the resuls @1 '-§i6:) hold
also for sm allvalues of ¢, which jisti es the above m entioned choices in table EQ
Before com puting the entries of table :_l-C_i let us observe that the results in the colum ns "D irect" and
1* are subleading as com pared to those in the colimn 1 . In other tem s
(A +B )D irect+ 1* 1

=0 — (327)
(A+B)1 my

r any value of (positive) ¢ . T herefore, consistently w ith the neglect of the O (I1=m ) contributions, we
do not keep them , which m eans that only the term arising from the exchange ofthe 1 particl is taken

Into account. In this way one obtains:
r__
2 F o7,

AP)+B@F)= i — @+Mpg mi); (328)
MBMBS
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Tabl 10: Tem s contrbuting to the various form factors of the transition B ! K . mp is the polk
mass mp = 59 GeV Por the direct and 1" tem ; and 543 GeV for the 1 contrbution). p (b=
MZ2+m2 gd)=2.

Fom Factor D irect 1 1*
pP- P p A
A @) i20 14, m 22F oo P I2MsF gy ( 2 mx )
I 4 i
Mg q2 mﬁ (m§ ‘f) Mg m;2> Cf
P—. 3=2
2 2F gyM
B (@) 0 B 0
m 2 ¢
P— . R
H @) 0 2 2F o inZMBF+gv
4?:
mz d) Ms mz dMsp

Table 11: Theoreticalvaluesofthe B ! K coupling A (0) + B (0)jin di erent approaches: soft pole,
chiral lagrangian, QCD sum rules calculations based on the evaluation of three point fiinction and light
cone sum rules respectively.

M odel A O+ B 07
soft pole (sec63.1) 053
-lagrangian eq@%Sr) 041
QCD sum rules Eég] 070  0:0
QCD sum rules I_l§]_;] 064 0:10
which gives, orF = 030GeV %, gy = 58 (sceeq. ('_6-2:)) and = 041Gev ' (eq.@éi)),the result:
A ©0)+ B (0)j= 041; (329)
h i
and, therefore, BR B ! K° )= 14 Ms=0 :039)2 10 3. A sin ilar analysis, w th obvious changes,
ﬁpp]jestothe deca_,-y Bg ! . In this case one obtains A (0) + B (0)j= 042 and BR B ! ) =

16 Vs=0 :039)2 10 5. In table :_1-14' we com pare the analyses based on the scaling approach and

on e ective chiral lagrangian to the results of QCD sum rule calculations 159, 161]; other QCD sum
rules analyses EL:GC:D, Eléé] agree w ith [:LEQ] and [_i§-]_}] W e note that the results based on the use of the
heavy avoursymm etry ( rst and second row In the table) are generally sm aller than the Q CD sum rules
outcom e.

A lso lattice QCD I_I§-3_:] hasbeen used to com pute the transition B ! K ; how ever In this approach
the couplings for this decay are com puted near the zero recoilpoint and for a heavy quark m ass sm aller
than its physical value. T herefore a doubl extrapolation is needed to com pute them and it is hard to
com pare these outcom es, that should be considered as still prelin nary, wih QCD sum rules or chiral
lagrangian approaches. A s for the com parison w ith the experin entaldata, aswe have already m entioned,
one should take into acocount also the so called long distance (LD ) e ects, that we now discuss.

Let usbegin with the decays @(_-)6_) and {_5@7_:), w here these e ects are lJarger. The decaysB ! and
B ! ! take contributionsboth from the short distance and the long distance m echanian s. T he form er
isgenerated by a ham ilttonian sim flarto eq. @(_-)é),wjth obviousm odi cations (s ! dandVis ! V). For
it an analysis sin ilar to the oneemployed m B ! K applies, but it is obvious that this contribution
is Cabibbo suppressed as compared to B ! K , which can explain why the nal state is m ore
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di cuk to measure (@nd indeed it has not been cbserved yet). Because of the am allness of the short
distance contribbution, LD e ects are m ore in portant in these decaysthan n B ! K or Bg !

ForB® ! ¥ decay, their contribution has been estin ated by QCD sum rules 1167,'168]. T he ratio of
the Iong distance to the short distance am plitudes, as expressed by
Arp ® * ! * ) VupVua

——__'-Rr ; (330)
ASD (B ! ) thvtb

isestinated to be [l67]: R = 030 007, ie. a signi cant contribution. LD e ectsm ainly contrbute
to the weak annihilation diagram s and are therefore relevant or B* ! * , but less in portant for
B ! ;! . ForB ! K one does not expect signi cant contrbutions from the weak annihilation
diagram sbecause ofthe CKM suppression (CKM non suppressed tem s can contrbute by non factorizable
diagram s, whose role, however, has been found to be very an all [__L69 O ther LD contrbutions com e
from the four quark operator O, g s, b ©ro, g od b, HrB ! ). It contributes
via a cham quark loop (the up quark loop gives a negligble oontmbutjon), w ith the photon em itted by
the cham quark line, and adds about 20% to the B ! K w idth 966 by duality this contribution
may be seen as the J:esull: of a mechanisn where K J= are produced via O,, with photon conversion
of J= [__L7O I171 '172 173], even though Jess reliable, the estin ates ofLD oontrbutjons based on this

BrtheB ! decays I[166, -1_7_4 S178].

6.4 W eak radiative decays: B ! Ke'e ;B ! K e'e

In this section we discuss the decays

B ! Ke'e (331)
B ! K e : (332)

They occur dom inantly via a quark processb! s ! sete ( = virtualphoton). In the e ective
lagrangian forb ! sete wehaveto inclide also the already m entioned long-distance contributions; they
produce or © conversion, and are seen as peaks in the Jepton pair invariant m ass distrdbution.
The e ective Jagrangian has been derived in [;_L76 l;_L77I ] and we shall not report it here for the sake of
sim plicity.

Letusbegh with B ! Ke'e . Thetransition B ! K can occur only by virtual photons and is
described at short distance by the ham itonian 308) and, therefore, by the hadronic m atrix elem ent

K ) 0+ sBEi=isE) pp’ pp’ i pp (333)

The form factor S (f) can be related, by using the heavy quark equation ofm otion and eq. @ié), ﬂ!:ié],
to the m factorsF; () and Fy (F) forthe weak transition B ! K wvia the vector current. In thisway
one nds [__L§3_l]

" ) B (334)

T

Let usnow consider the calculation of the transition B ! K by tensor current Jn the e ective chiral
lagrangian approach [1:64 At the tree kevel the relevant ham ilttonian is given by (_321 together w ith the
strong ham ittonian BB of eq. I_49 . The short distance diagram s are sim ilar to those ofB ! K ,
that we have described In som e detail in the preceeding section. In this case, however, at tree level, there
is no direct coupling, and the only surviving tem , in the linitmy, ! 1 ,and orof ¢ ,,, is the pok
contribution.

1
sE)=— F®E)+
Mg
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Assum g a ¢ dependence of a sinple pole, with Mp = M p, (as discussed before, this seem s a
reasonable assum ption forF; related form factors), one gets the resul:

S (0)
s<q2>—1 FEvE: (335)
w ih
Fg
S 0) = 2 —MB5+MB mg ) : (336)
fMZ Ms

W hen expressed In tem s of the form factorsofthe B ! K transition by vector current, this resul is:

2F
S(q2)= 1(q2)

Mg 337)

which coincides w ith the Isjur and W ise relation {334) only atf ¢ ., andM5 ! 1 ,namely in the
range of validity ofthe e ective ham iltonian. Exactly asin thecase ofB ! K transition, we nd that
som e form factors (in this case Fy) are sublkading whenmy ! 1 , which is expected because the 0*
state, contrdbuting to Fy, cannot couple to the antisym m etric tensor current s 1+ 5)b.

T he num erical result of this analysis is as Hllow s: using g’ 0:38 and ' = 0:30 G &V 32, one obtains

SO’ 0id3Gev ! : (338)

T his resul already contains som e SU (3) corrections, nam ely in them eson m asses, but the buk ofthe
chiral corrections should com e from loops containing pseudoscalarbosons ( ,K and ). They have been
com puted in {§-§'] T hree classes of corrections are found. F irst one has correction to the pole am plitude
(836); second there are corrections to the direct tem (called point contrioution in [68]); last there is
the renom alization of the B m eson wavefiinction. Taking into account only the nonanalytic corrections
that arise from the loop diagram s, and having no uncertainty related to unknown analytic higher order
tem s In the phenom enological lagrangian, one nds [_6-5_5] a correction of 51% to the dom nant pole
contridbution (the correction to the direct term ismuch sm aller).

T his analysis, as stressed In [_éé], is not conclusive, since the analytic corrections could be signi cant;
nevertheless it is Interesting to observe that, w ith the nonanalytic correction alone, the outcom e of the
e ective chiral Jagrangian becom es S (0) 0:06 GeV !, which is com patble w ith the result ofa QCD
sum rules analysisbased on three point fnctions [_iz-ij]: SO)= 005 001Gev?'.

T he results we have reported, together w ith the long distance contributions EL?@, El?i], can be usad
to obtah the distrbution d B ! Ke'e )=dg in the invariant m ass squared of the Jepton pair Q2.
T his distrbution is dom inated by the contrbution of the resonances J= and 0: how ever, as discussed
for instance In E?E:i], rQ? far from the resonance m asses, one could still obtain from the data, when
available, usefil inform ation on the short distance dynam ics.

The sam e analysis can be performed ord B ! K e'e )=d02. The long distance contribution
can be evaluated starting from experin ental data on the nonlptonic decay modes B ! K °J= and
B! K? O, For the short distance part one needs the form factors A @), B _(q2) and H () we have
de ned In eq. @1(}) . In the e ective lagrangian approach one nds, from table 1_0_:

P,
i 2F oy (mé +mI2< 4)
Af) = 5 (339)
< M2 &) Ms
12p§FA @M 2
B () = 7 @B (340)
BS "
325 | F PO
H = + 341
@) M M Z d Mg, g G4



w_h;ereBs is the 17 sbresonan_o_e;A (0) and B (0) have been discussed in section :_é_E}, as forH (0), using
@€87) and the result of section 532 (cbtained with r= 05): = 0:10GeV !, together w ith F¥ = 0:30
Gev32 and F* = 046 Gev>?, eq. {183), one gets:

H (0)j= 004 Gev 2 (342)

to be com pared w ith the QCD sum rule resuk 78] H (0)7 0:210GeV *.Analbgously totheA (0)+ B (0)
case (see table :_1-]_1'), we see that the chiral lJagrangian approach at tree level gives signi cantly an aller
results than QCD sum rules, which m ight indicate either a relevant 1=m o correction or, m ost probably,
a relevant contrbution from chiral loop, sim ilarly to the case of S (0) discussed above.

T he distrdbution in the invariant m ass of the lepton pair is largely dom inated by the long distance
contridbutions EL?@, El?é], exactly as ortheK e* e nal state; nevertheless an accurate m easurem ent of
the lepton pair spectrum below cc resonanceswould display the e ects ofthe short distance ham ittonian.
T his m easurem ent would therefore com plem ent the analysisofthe B ! K decay process, providing
further Inform ation on the fiindam ental param eters appearing in the short distance ham ittonian as well
as on the validity of the e ective lJagrangian approach.
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7 Symm etries for heavy quarkonium states

Quarkonium , a heavy quark-antiquark bound state, is one ofthe m ost Interesting system s for the study of
quantum chrom odynam ics (Q CD ). T he physical idea is that quarksw ith m ass larger than the QCD scale

ocp would form bound states resem bling positronium ﬁ.gQ] M any properties of quarkoniim can be
predicted by the use of non-relativistic potentialm odels. T he overall description one obtains in thisway
for the cham onium and bottom onium spectroscopies is quite satisfactory provided corrections originated
by lrading relativistic tem s are Inclided and the possible m ultichannel structure of the phenom enon is
taken into acoount for certain expected e ects [._-L8:Q]

T he heavy quark and antiquark are bound in these m odels by an instantaneous potential, m eaning
that gluons have typical interaction tin esm uch shorter than the tin e scale associated w ith the m otion of
the heavy quarks. W e indicate w ith k the relative m om entum and w ith v, = k=m o the relative velocity
betw een the two heavy quarksofm assm ¢ . It is Interesting to exam Ine the dependence ofthese quantities
on the quark m ass. .

For Instance, Buchm uller and T ye ggi] have studied a Q CD -m otivated potential reproducing the
behaviour 1=r ©r snallr, and behaving as r at large distances (this m odel is sin ilar to_the m odel in
[_55]) . Analogous results can be obtained using other m odels, such as Q uigg and R osner @E_az'g] or G rant
and Rosner -EE-_BEE], indicating that, by increasing the quark m ass, the kinetic energy and the residual
mom entum increase, whereas the relative velocity decreases. G oing further up w ith themassm g , the
heavy quarks separation becom es an aller, and eventually the Coulomb temm of the potential energy,
proportionalto g¢=r willdom inate ( s isthe strong coupling constant evaluated at them om entum scale
1=r). Taking r of the order of the size of the bound state 1= 5 v,) In the potentialenergy and equating
is average value to the kinetic term weget < v, > syrwih g evaliated at them om entum scalem g vy,
gohgtozeromn thelmimgyg ! 1 . W e notice that In such a coulombic regin e the relative velocity
decreases logarithm ically.

Conceming the soin symm etry, the coupling of the gluon to the spin of the heavy quark is expected
to be of the order pg=m ¢ , w ith the gluon m om entum pq k. Therefore the quantity k=mg = v, gives
Inform ation on the degree of spin decoupling, and strictly in the Imitmgy ! 1 one has an exact soin
symm etry.

Theheavy quark avoursymm etry, on the contrary, isbadly broken in quarkonium system s. In general
the glion radiation exchanged between static quarks gives rise to infrared divergences. In a bound state,
potential and kinetic energy play a delicate balance against each other Eléé] T he regularization of the
Infrared divergences then in plies a Jarge breaking of avour sym m etry because ofthe explicit appearance
of the heavy quark m ass in the kinetic energy.

For cham onium , potential m odels give < vy > 0:5, for bottom onum < w > 025; one expects
corrections, even in portant, to the \lading order" velocity and spin sym m etry description, especially
for cham onim .

7.1 N on-relativistic Q CD description

An e ective approach to quarkonium is given by the non-relativistic heavy quark QCD description,
w hich provides a general factorization form ula for annihilation decay rates ofheavy quarkoniim [_l-g-ﬁ] &
consists In exploiting the fact that in quarkoniim the heavy quark m ovesw ith a sm all relative velocity and
nonrelativistic quantum chrom odynam ics NRQ CD ) isa good approxin ation. T he low est order dynam ics
is given by the Schrodinger equation for the heavy quarks. T he resulting e ective theory f_l-§-6_:] consists in
fact of a nonrelativistic Schrodinger eld theory for the heavy quarks coupled to the relativistic theory
for gluons and Iight quarks. Relativistic corrections can be included system atically into this picture at
any given order in the heavy quark velociy v.

In this fram ew ork the scales entering the problem are w ritten in temm s of the heavy quark velocity v
and massm g . A s shown before, the typical velocity of the heavy quark decreases as the m ass Increases.
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W henm g issu clently large, the heavy quark and antiquark are non-relativistic (v << 1) and the scales
mg, MgV (typical threem om entum of the heavy quark in the meson rest frame), and va2 (typical
kinetic energy) are well separated:

e MoV mov) mj (343)

In NRQCD the e ects at the scale m ¢ are taken Into account through the coupling constants of 4-
ferm ion operators, while the e ects ofthe Iowerm om entum scalesm g v, m o v?, and ocp are ncluded
into m atrix elem ents organized in tem s of their dependence on v?. The lagrangian is cbtained from
QCD by introducing an ultraviokt cut-o ofthe orderm ¢ , which excludes relativistic heavy quarks from
the theory. It also excludes light quarks and glions w ith m om enta of orderm o . T hen the heavy-quark
and heavy-antiquark degrees of freedom are decoupled by a Foldy-W outhuysen transform ation. The full
NRQCD lagrangian consists of the part describing the heavy quarks and anti-quarks in temm s of a non—
relativistic Schrodinger theory w ith separate tw o-com ponent elds for the quarks and antirquarks Lneavy s
plus a fully relativistic part for the Iight quarks and glions Ljgne, Plus a correction term L reproducing
the relativistice ects of 1l1Q CD in tem s ofnew local interactions:

Ly RQCD — L]ight+ Lheavy + L (344)

w ith

+ ¥ Do+

Ln = Y iD,+
eavy ° 2m 0 2m 0

; (345)
where and are the two component elds for quarks and antiquarks and D o and D are the tine
and space com ponents of the covariant derivative. The term L contains all possble gauge invariant
countertermn s, whose coe cients must be m atched wih QCD In order to avoid ultraviolet divergences
In the calculation of long distance quantities and to reproduce the results of ullQ CD . In principle the
NRQCD lagrangian consists of In nitely m any term s. However they can be classi ed in powers of the
heavy quark velociy v and their relative in portance can be established.

The annihilation of quarkonium 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 descrbed adding to
the lagrangian four ferm ion operators that anniilate and create a heavy quark-antiquark pair. D ue to
the optical theorem the im aghary parts of the coe cients of the four fermm ion operators are related
to the annihilation of heavy quarkonim . Tt should be noted that the annihilation decay rates for
heavy quarkonium are an all perturbations of the energy levels. In this approach the contributions to
annihilation w idths from the din ension-6 four ferm ion operators contain extra suppression factors, due to
the coe cients ofthe operators. T he w idths are oforder ﬁ (m ¢ )v or am aller, w hile the splitting between
radial excitations is of orderm o v2.

7.2 Heavy quarkoniim e ective theory

Quarkoniim , In the heavy quarkoniim e ective theory [i8_77_l, 188, 189] is described as a bound state in
the particleantiparticle sector ofthe HQET 'Q, -'_3', :ff]. In quarkoniim system s the Intemalm otion of the
heavy quarks cannot be neglected due to the delicate balance between the potential and kinetic energy
In the bound state. T his suggests to go beyond the static lim it to describe quarkonia states. O ne must
therefore keep the kinetic energy operator even when working at the lowest order. The kinetic energy
operator is spin sym m etric, but it inclides a factor of 1=m o . T herefore heavy avour symm etry is lost
while soin symm etry is still present. T he leading order lJagrangian is ﬂgé]:

(iD )Zh(+)
ZmQ

: 2
()(lD) ()

W

Lo=h{" @D )h!’ + n"’ h{ ’@D)h! ’+ h (346)

W 7

ZmQ
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where as usuala sum over heavy quark velocities is understood. The heavy eld is obtained from the
eld Q ofQCD by rem oving the dom inant part of the heavy quark m om entum :

1+ ¥
2 2mQ

+0(@=m?) h{"’ &) 347)

Q0 =exp( Imgvx) 1+ v
and h‘(f ! describes a quark w ith velocity v. In a sin ilar way h‘,(, ) descrbes an antiquark m oving w ith
velocity w . The lagrangian in {31:1@) is the starting point of an e ective lagrangian description of heavy
quarkoniim decays. The two velocities of the heavy quarks di er only by a quantity of the order of

ocp =M g so that it is convenient to work In the lim it in which the two heavy quark velocities becom e
equal. T his Ilim it can be taken consistently starting from the e ective lagrangian ¢_3-4_1-6_:) . In any caseam ass
dependence in the lowest order dynam ics is unavoidable so that heavy avour symm etry is destroyed.
In this picture spin symm etry, as we anticipated, still holds since the kinetic energy operator is soin
symm etric.

A s to relativistic corrections (proportional to the relative velocity of the heavy quarks) and non-
perturbative corrections, they tum out to have the sam e origin In this approach, nam ely they com e
from higher order temm s of the 1=m 3 expansion. Short and long distance contributions for the inclusive
annihilation decays are separated by m eans of the operator product expansion. The distance scale is
given by the C om pton wavelength ofthe heavy quark. T he annihilation rates are w ritten in an expansion
In ("=m ¢ ) where "~ is the inverse Bohr radius of the system . The coe cients of this expansion can be
calculated perturbatively.

T his approach is sin ilar to the one of non—relativistic QCD and in fact in that case the lowest order
dynam ics is basically the one obtained by adding the kinetic energy operator to the static HQET part.
T he two approaches are not com pletely equivalent though: for exam ple if we consider tw o operators like
the gluon el strength [D ;iD ]and (D )2, they have the sam e din ension, but they are not equivalent if
an expansion In relative velocity v=c is considered, as In the case 0of NRQCD (for a detailed com parison
of the two approaches see ELéé]) . In any event if the sam e set of assum ptions is applied in the two cases,
both the approaches yield the sam e results up to the order ("=m 4 ).

7.3 Heavy-meson e ective theory

T his approach consists In constructing a heavy m eson multiplet eld and writing a lagrangian including
the exact and approxin ate symm etries of the problem ELQ(E] T he procedure is analogous to the one
Introduced in the preceeding chapters of this review treating ofheavy-light m esons. Sym m etry breaking
term s can be easily added to the form alisn as we shall show in the follow ng. T he velocity description
and spin symm etry are still usefiil, but avour symm etry is broken. A s in the single heavy quark case
t_l-(_]', :_1-1:, :_l-a'], an e ective lJagrangian describing the low-m om entum interactions of heavy quarkonia w ith
light m esons can be written down. The heavy quarkoniim multiplets are described by a sin ple trace
form alism f_é], which can be also applied to the description ofthe B system .

7.3.1 Heavy quarkonium states

A heavy quark-antiquark bound state, characterized by the radial number m , the orbital angular m o—
mentum 1, the soin s, and the total angularm om entum J, is denoted by:

m 2s* 1]J (348)

Parity P and charge conjigation C, which determ ine selection rules for electrom agnetic and hadronic
transitions, are given by:

P=( 1f? (349)
C=( 1Fs (350)
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and are exactly conserved quantum num bers for quarkonium , together w ith J. If soin dependent inter—
actions are neglected, it is naturalto describe the spin shglktm '1; and the spin triplet m 31; by m eans
ofa singlemultiplet J m ;1). For the case 1= 0, when the triplet s= 1 collapses nto a single state w ith
totalangularm om entum J = 1, this is readily realized:
1+ %) L A
J= > H 5] >
Here v denotes the four velocity associated to the multiplet J; H and are the spin 1 and spin 0
com ponents respectively; the radial quantum num ber hasbeen om itted. T he expressions for the general
wave J ¥ ! are given in the appendix C . In the sequelK ;' ' represents the spin singlet com ponent
1,,H 1+111,1h1 the spin triplkt 31; h thewave J ¥ 1,
From egs. @4_5}) and {_3-§-C_)') one has the follow Ing transform ation properties ofH ; and K ; under parity
and charge conjugation:

(351)

B bl
By d B
H111 R lll o
R S S h
H 1+11::;:1;ll* . Foo( 1fte 1+11:;:l;1h -
K, Pk o

A s one can easily verify, the previous transform ations law s are reproduced by assum Ing that them ultiplet
J ' 1 transform s as follow s:

v T v (354)

J 1 F ( 1)1+ 1CJ 138 ]_Tc (355)
where C = 1 2 0 is the usual charge conjigation m atrix.
Under heavy quark soin transform ation one has

gJ 1Ly gg tiigW (356)

with $;5°2 SU @) and B;¥]l= B%¥]= 0. As long as one can neglect spin dependent e ects, one w ill
require invariance of the allowed interaction termm s under the transform ation 356).
F inally under a Lorentz transform ation we have:

lezzl! 1., llD()J 1:::1D() 1 (357)

1

where D () is the usual soinor representation of

7.3.2 B.meson states

The study of B, meson decays gives in portant nformm ation about the QCD dynam ics and the weak
Interactions; m oreover the B . system allow s to use theoretical nsight and phenom enological inform ation
obtained from cham onium and bottom onium . One in portant di erence is that the total widths of
excited B, levels are about two orders of m agnitude an aller than the totalw idths of cham onium and
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bottom onium excited levels, asthe excited B . system doesnot have strong or electrom agnetic annihilation
decay channelsand can only decay weakly. FortheB . there isa large probability forthe decay m odesw ith
a heavy m eson J'n the nalstatesas it can be seen In a sjmpJe oonstjtuent quark picture. The B . m esons

193, '194 '195]) lattice calculations L196 Jand QCD sum rules EL97 QCD perturbative calcu]atjons [._Lg@

and fragm entation fiinctions [Z_LQQ] were used to study is production. T he approxin ate spin symm etry
Independence of the system can be in plem ented in an e ective m eson lagrangian and the corresponding
sym m etry relations in pose restrictions on the form factors of the exclisive weak sem ikptonic decays of
B¢ @Q@] In the ollow ing we shall consider only this e ective theory approach, as it is related to the
m aterial of the previous section. T he consequences of spin sym m etry for hadronic m atrix elem entsm ay
be derived using a trace form alisn i_d, é(:)(i] analogous to the one used for quarkonium :

g AN @ A

2 c Bc 5] 2

(358)

where H @ isthe 4 4 matrix representing the lowest-lying pseudoscalar and vector m eson d bound
states. Under spin sym m etries on the heavy quark and antiquark, the heavy m eson eld transform s as

H® 1 scH @ s (359)

T he de nitions are analogous to the ones given for quarkonium . W e shallnot exam ine these system s any
longer and we shall refer the Interested reader to the existing literature, sihce no experin ental data are
available yet, and, therefore, the analysiswould be only speculative. To give only an exam ple, it hasbeen
suggested that the above form alisn can be applied to the study of the sem ileptonic decay B. ! D ' ,
which could provide a way of extracting the m ixing angle ¥,1j @@C:l]

8 H eavy quarkonium decays

The heavy quark soin symm etry leads to general relations for the di erential decay rates in hadronic
transitions am ong quarkonium states that essentially reproduce the results ofa QCD double multipole
expansion QQZE] for glionic em ission. Further use of chiral symm etry leads to di erential pion decay
distrbutions valid in the soft regine [190], R03] (see also R03]). At the lowest order in the chiral
expansion for the em ited psesudoscalarswe nd a selection rul allow ing only for even (odd) number of
an itted pseudoscalars for transitions betw een quarkonium states of orbitalangularm om enta di erent by
even (odd) units. Such a rule can be violated by higher chiral tem s, by chiral breaking, and by tem s
breaking the heavy quark spin symm etry. Specialization to a num ber of hadronic transitions reproduces
by elem entary tensor construction the known results from the expansion in glion mulipoles, giving a
sim ple explanation for the vanishing of certain coe cientswhich would otherw ise be allowed in the chiral
expansion. In certain cases, such as or instance °pPy ! 3P, , %P7 ! 3P, ,orD S transitions
via 2 ,the nalangular and m ass distrbutions are uniquely predicted from heavy quark spin and lowest
order chiral expansion.

The e ective heavy-m eson description of quarkoniim does not seem to present gpecial advantages to
describe heavy quarkoniim annihilation.

At the heavy quark level such annihilations can be described introducing four-ferm ion operators. T he
optical theorem then relates heavy quarkoniim annihilation rates to the m aghary part ofQQ ! QQ
scattering am plitudes.

Heavy quarkoniim annihilations were am ong the rst tests of perturbative QCD 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 short distance annihilation process. Such an approach hasm et a general
phenom enological success and indeed it has provided a basic support to the quarkoniim picture and
to the asym ptotic freedom . Calculations for P state annihilation were however disturbed by infrared
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divergences [204] appearing w ithin the sin plest perturbative-nonperturbative separation schem e and
requiring a suitable prescription to obtain physicalpredictions. T he separation betw een short distance and
Iong distance e ects in P —stateshasbeen recently reexam ined f_Z-(_)-5_:], leading to a factorization prescription
which introduces an additional long-distance param eter setting the problem of infrared reqularization.

Very recently the theoreticaland experin entalanalysisofquarkoniim production hasgiven interesting
results. In the follow ing we shall concentrate on quarkoniim decays. It is worth m entioning that a new
set ofdata é@é] has encouraged to deepen the theoretical understanding of quarkonium production from
suitable m odels P07 to m ore sophisticated calculations in the fram ework ofQCD  R08].

8.1 R adiative decays

Here we discuss radiative transitionsQQ ! QQ , where the recoiling system QQ has a m ass close to
that of the radiating system . In such a case radiative transitions are usually studied in the fram ework
of mulipole radiation. Radiation can occur through electric or m agnetic m ultipole transitions, when
allowed by the conservation rules of spin, parity and charge conjigation. Radiative decays provide a
sin ple test of the form alisn . W e expect that this approach should reproduce the well established results
of QCD m otivated potentials fg(:)?}] T he application dem onstrates the power of the form alisn in the
evaluation of radiative decay am plitudesbetween the S and P  wave states, both for cham oniim and
bottom onium . If absolute predictions are to be m ade, the form alisn requires data to x the unknown
param eters In the e ective lagrangian.

T he analysis of radiative decays in quarkoniim can also be carried out directly in tem s of reduced
m atrix elem ents of the appropriate interaction H am iltonian, using the usual angular m om entum proce—
dures E-Z_L-(_i] The two procedures are equivalent, as in this approach spin and angular m om entum are
described directly w ithin the multiplet eld.

W e w rite the lJagrangian for radiative decays as follow s:

X —
L= m;,n)<Jm)J n)>vVvF + hw«: (360)

m ;n

where a sum over velocities is understood, F is the electrom agnetic tensor, the indices m and n

represent the radial quantum numbers, J (m ) stands for them ultiplt w th radialnumberm and @ ;n)

is a din ensional param eter (the inverse of a m ass), to be xed from experin entaldata and which also

depends on the heavy avour. The lagrangian §_360 conserves parity and charge conjigation and is

nvariant under the soin transfom ation of eq. B56). It reproduces the electric dipole selection rules
V= land s= 0. It is straightforward to obtain the corresponding radiative w idths:

Cps 1 %8, )= —pilie (361)
J - 1 3 pMPJ

2T+ 1 M
Csi 1 *py )= 5 )2p3Msl (362)

Py
2
M

1 1 3 S
Py ! S = —p — 363
("Py 0o ) 3 PMP (363)

w here p isthe photon m om entum . O nce the radialnum bersn andm havebeen xed, the lJagrangian @éd)
describes four no spin— P transitionsw ith a s:ng]e param eter; this allow s three independent predictions.
For the triplet states they are reported in table -12- where we give the ratio of the width for the state
WJthJ— ltothestatewﬂ:hJ— Oandthatﬁ)rthestatewﬂ:hJ— 2tothestatew3thJ— 0, within a

W s RIG).
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For the state ho 1P ) ( 1P1 state) no data on radiative w idths are available yet, but extracting the
valuie of from the data of the corresponding triplet states, we can predict the width of h, 1P ) !
T his transition is an electric dipole E1) transition, which is expected to be the dom inant decay m ode
of the h. (1P ) state (with a branching ratio of order 80% P11]). Using for the h. (IP ) m ass the value
35262 02GeV ofE760 experin ent '212], we obtain:

hc.@P)! - )=045 002M &V (364)

W e note that Q CD -m otivated potentials using rst order relativistically corrected wave fiinctions give
a prediction of the width_ i (IP) ! . ) of 039 MeV P13], whil QCD predictions based on the
factorization formulas of R05] give 0:45  0:05( 20% ) M &V for the partial radiative w idth and 0:98
0:09( 22%) M &V for the total decay rate of h., to be com pared w ith the experin ental upper bound
on the totalw dth of 1 (c(IP)) < 11 M eV at 90% C L. P12l. A sin flar prediction orthe ,('P1)
state can be easily extracted from eg. B63), once the m ass of this state and the param eter of the
corresponding m ultiplet are known.

Tabl 12: Results or 1= g and ,= o, where ; stays Pr the radiative w idth of the process involving
3P;. The number in parentheses have been obtained by Cho and W ise (see text)

P rocess 1= o (th?) 1= o [exp:) 2= o (th?) 2= o (€Xp3)
@sS)! @°Py) 0:82(0:85) 0:94 0:d12 0:55(0:58) 0:84 0:11
<@3Ps) ! J= (18) 2:05@2:11) 261 124 2:74(284) 293 1:34
es)! ,@%py) 1:58(1:56) 156 041 1:56(1:54) 153 041
@Bs)! EPy) 1:61(1:61) 209 026 1:76(@1:76) 2:11 028
»1°Ps) ! @AS) 125 - 1:45 -
,2%Ps) ! (AS) 1:07 - 1:12 -
»2°Ps) ! (23) 129 - 152 -

8.2 H adronic transitions in heavy quarkonia

An in portant class of hadronic transitions between heavy-quarkonium states is provided by the decays
w ith em ission oftwo pions, for exam ple:

o1 (365)

To describe these processes we use the chiral symm etry for the pions and the heavy-quark spin
symm etry for the heavy states. The rst one is expected to hold when the pionshave sm allenergies. W e
notice that the velocity superselection rule applies at ¢ = ¢ ., , when the energy transfer to the pion is
m axin al. T herefore we expect these approxin ations to be valid in the whole energy range only Jfoj ax
is anall

N onetheless a num ber of Interesting properties of these transitions can be derived on the basis of
the heavy quark symm etry alone. T herefore, before specializing the pion couplings by m eans of chiral
symm etry, we discuss the in plications of the heavy quark spin symm etry In hadronic transitions.

A s an exam ple, we consider transitions of the type 3S; ! 3S;+ hand 'Sy ! !'Sy+ h,whereh
can be light hadrons, photons, etc. By In posing the heavy quark soin symm etry, one is lead to describe
these processes by an Interaction lagrangian:

Lgso=< J%I> g0+ hx: ; (366)

w here the dependence upon the pion eld is contained in the yet unspeci ed operator gso. kL isinme-
diate to derive from Lggo the averaged m odulis squarem atrix elem ents for the transitions3S; ! 3 S;+ h
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and 'Sy ! ' Sg+ h wih an arbitrary xed number ofpions in the light nalstateh.W e obtain:

M (351 )3 S1+ h)iv: = M (1SO Pt So + h)iv:
= 4MsMsoj ssopnd (367)

whereM g and M g are the averagem asses of the two S-wavem uliplets; sso; is the appropriate tensor
for the em ission of the light particles h, to be calculated from the operator gso. By denoting with d
the generic di erential decay rate, we have:

d sy 1 3s;+h)=d (!sp! 'Sp+ h) : (368)

This is the prototype of a series of relations which can be derived for hadronic transitions as a
consequence of the spin Independence of the Interaction tem s. In allthe know n cases they coincide w ith
those calculated in the context ofa QCD double mulipole expansion. W e notice however that we do
not even need to specify the nature of the operator , which m ay depend on light elds di erent from
the pseudoscalar m esons (eg. the photon, or a light hadron, etc), provided that the interaction temm
we are building is invariant under parity, charge conjigation, and the other symm etries relevant to the
transition considered. Indeed the labelh in eqg. @@7:) stands for an arbitrary com bination of light nal
state particles. In this sense, this approach provides a generalization ofthe results obtained in the context
ofthe Q CD mulipole expansion.

By assum ing a spin independent interaction, we can easily extend the previous considerations to other
transitions é(:)é] In general, as a consequence of the heavy quark spin symm etry, the allow ed transitions
between two multiplets 1and I willbe related by a set of equations, independently of the nature of the
Iight nalstateh.

8.2.1 Chiral invariant hadronic transitions

A useful symm etry that can be used In processes involving light quarks is the chiral symm etry. It is
possible to build up an e ective lagrangian which allow s to study transitions am ong quarkonium states
w ith em issions ofsoft light pseudoscalars, considered as the G oldstone bosons ofthe spontaneously broken
chiralsymm etry. The chiral sym m etry is explicitly broken through light quark m ass temm s, which allow
for rarer processes that could be, in som e circum stances, kinem atically avored.

T he relations {35@) am ong the di erential decay rates are direct consequences of the assum ed dom i~
nance of spin ndependent term s for the operators describing the corresponding transitions. M ore detailed
predictions can be obtained by specifying the form of the operators ’s appearing in the expressions of
the Interaction term s @5@) . W e restrict here to hadronic transitions w ith em ission of light pseudoscalar
m esons.

T he light m esons are describbed as pseudo-G oldstone bosons, included in the matrix = 2 (see
form ulas ('_3-3) , C_3-4_:) and the discussion in the sectjon_:Z-;Q) . Frequently occurring quantities are the functions
of and itsderivativesA andV given in egs. (39) and 86).

For the subsequent analyses we are interested in the transform ations under pariy and charge conji—
gation:

Py

a f A

v T v (369)
T

A AT

v f Vo (370)
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FJnaJJy we recall that light vector m esons can be Introduced as gauge particles as discussed in section
:2 4 Under parity and charge con jigation, one has:

F
F T 371)

By in posing the heavy quark spin symm etry, parity and charge conjugation invariance, and by as-
sum Ing that the pseudoscalarm eson coupling are described by the low est order (at m ost tw o derivatives)
chiral Invariant operators, we can establish the follow ing selection rules for hadronic transitions:

even num ber of em itted pseudoscalars $ 1= 0;2;4;:::
odd num ber of em itted pseudoscalars $ 1= 1;3;5;
(372)
In fact the spin Independent operator describing 1= 0;2;4; ::: transitions has charge conjugation

C=+1 (seeceq. @55})) . On the other hand, the lIowest order, chiral nvariant term s w ith positive charge
con jugation are:

<A A >
< W N\ ) > (373)
w hose expansion contains an even num ber of pseudoscalarm esons. Spin lndependence of the Interaction,
on the other hand, requires that the 1= 1;3;5; ::: transitions are described by C = 1 operators. At
the lowest order we can form jist one chiral invariant term with C = 1:
<A ) > (374)
whose expansion contains an odd number ( 3)ofpseudoscalarm esons.

T his selection rule is violated at higher orders of the chiral expansion or by allow iIng for temm s which
explicitly break the heavy quark or the chiral sym m etries.

T o further characterize the hadronic transitions respecting chiralsym m etry, w e consider below explicit
expressions for the m ost general operators 1. For sim plicity, we 1im it ourselves to those contrbuting
to two or three pion em issions:

sst = Agso< A A > +Bggo< (v A)>

ps = Deps v <A V ) >

ppo = RBAppo<A A >g +Bppo< (v A)>g +Cppo<A A >

bs = Cps<A A > (375)

T he constants A 10, B 110, C 10 and D jp are arbitrary param eters of din ension (m ass) 1, tobe xed from
experim ents. One can easily derive am plitudes, decay rates and distrbutions for the corresponding
hadronic transitions. .

For instance, the am plitude for the decay @§E} is given by:

| S
4i M gM go 0

M (sl s+ )= =

Assop1r Pt Bssov w  H (376)
where and °are the polarization vectors of quarkoniim states; P1/p2 are them om enta ofthe two pions.
Tt is well known that the use of chiral sym m etry argum ents L214] leads to a general am plitude for the
process in question which contains a third independent term given by:

P
4i MsM g0 0

% p o " p P : 377)

Csso
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By com bining the soft pion techniquew th a Q CD doublem ultipole expansion, Yan é(_-)l_l] ndsCggo= 0.
Tt is Interesting to note that, w thin the present form aliam , this result is an Inm ediate consequence of
the chiraland heavy quark spin sym m etries.
Exp_el‘:in entally the am plitude {Z’j_@_) describes well the observed pion spectra in the transitions ©!
Pls]and @s) ! 1s) R16j. The spectrum for the transition (3s) ! s) Seam s to
exhibit an unusual double-peaked shape P17] and cannotbe tted using B76). W e cbserve that in this
case, due to the lJarge available phase space, probably the soft-pion approxin ation is how ever not reliable.

8.2.2 Chiralbreaking hadronic transitions

In this section we discuss possible chiral breaking but spin conserving tem s @@é], which are In portant
for transitions forbidden In the SU 3) SU (3) symm etry lim i. Exam ples of such kind of transitions are

Pyt PPy % %Py (378)

T he transitions

0y g= 0, 9= (379)

require term s w hich violate also the spin symm etry and w ill be discussed in the next section.
W e rst discuss the m asses and m ixings of the octet and shglkt °© pseudoscalar light m eson states.
The term which givesm ass to the pseudoscalar octet, m asskess in the chiral lim it, is

Lp = o<m(+ Y)> (380)
Herent isthe current m assm atrix:
0 1
my 0 0
m=€ 0 mgq 0 A : (381)
0 0 mg
The lagrangian (380) gives, in addition, a m ixing ° : the physical states ¢; ~ tum out to be:
L0 oy
~ = 0 (382)

where the m ixIng angle is

(m )p§
_ d My
- m, + mg (383)
4m ¢ T)
The 9 which isa chiralsinglet, m ixeswih °; . Such am ixing can be descrbed by the tem
if ~ 0

where ” is a param eterw th dim ension ofa m ass. At rst order in the m ixing angles the physical states
are:

SO 0 00 (385)
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0 _ ~(m~d mu)
2(m20 m20)
r - m, my,+mg
= 2 2 (386)
3 m?, m?

and asgiven In K3_33:B).
W e consider chiralviolating, spin-conserving hadronic transitions between cham onium statesat rst
order In the chiralbreaking m assm atrix. W e therefore consider the quantities:
<m(+ Y)>
< ( Yy > (387)

The st one is even under parity, the second is odd, and both haveC = + 1.

The only term spin-conserving and of lading order In the current quark m asses contributing to the
transition {378) is
if

<JJ >v @ T<m( “v> 4 £ O (388)

where and are coupling constants of din ensions (m ass) 2. The direct coupling to ° contributes
through the m xing B85). The spin symm etry of the heavy sector gives relations am ong the m odulus
square m atrix elem ents of the transitions between the two p-wave states. In particularwe nd that

M FCPo! PPy )= M FCP,! PPy )=0 (389)

and that all non-vanishing m atrix elem ents can be expressed in tem s of 3Py ! 3 P,

¥ feéprt ey ) = %14 FEPo! PPy )
¥ feépit’py ) = 1—5214 FEPo !t PPy )
¥ fep! PPy ) = 214 Fepo! Py )
¥ Féprt e ) = M 3Cpo! PPy ) (390)

where stays®r °or . The relations £3:9§)) can be generalized forany spin conserving transition betw een

1= 1 multiplkts, kading to the sam e results ofa Q CD double m ultipole expansion R01]. P redictions for
w idths can be easily cbtained from (388).

8.2.3 Spin breaking hadronic transitions

W e study here transitions which violate soin sym m etry éng] For heavy m esons there are only two types
of operators that can break spin symm etry. The reason is that on the quark (antiquark) indices of the
quarkonium wave fiinction act profction operators (1 + ¥)=2 and (I  A)=2 which reduce the orighhal
4 4-dmensionalspaceto a2 2-dim ensionalone. O bviously, In the rest fram e, the m ost general spin
symm etry breaking tem is ofthe form @  ~, where ~ are the Paulim atrices. Tn an arbitrary fram e one
observesthat any -m atrix sandw iched between two profctors 1+ ¥)=2,0r (1 A)=2, can be reexpressed
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In tem s of sandw iched between the sam e pro Ectors:

1+ 1+ 1+
Vl v = v (391)
2 2 2
1+ ¢ 14+ %
= 0 392
o S5 (392)
1+ 1+ 1+
v v = v v (393)
2 2 2
1+ 1+ 1 1+ 1+
b4 . b4 _ 1 v b4 b4 (394)
2 2 2 2 2
1+ 1+ i 1+ 1+
. r_ Z i i (395)
2 2 2 2 2
and analogous relationswih 1+ ¥)=2! (@ A)=2.W eusehere (123 = +1.Letusde ne
1 1
) = —/(7 _/v . (396)
2 2

In the rest frame, €

general spin symm etry breaking temm s in the quarkonium space are of the form G,
wih G; two arbitrary antisym m etric tensors. O ne expects that any insertion of the operator
a suppression factor 1=mg .

A relevant exam ple of soin breaking is the splittings of the levels in a m ultiplet; one can easily w rite

dow n the spin-spin, spin-orbit and tensor term s R02].

reduce to Paulim atrices. From the previous identities it follow s that the m ost

+
( ),OrG2 ( )’

o) gives

W e apply as an exam pk the form alisn to the transitions °! J= %and °! J= .O fparticular
interest is the ratio
(°r = 9
R ——M— (397)
(01 g= )
w hich provides for a m easure of the light-quark m ass ratio
p— md mu .
r= Tﬂld H (398)
mg ——
2

U sing partial conservation of axial<ector current, Io e and Shifm an EE_ZEB:] give the prediction

27 p

6 p

(399)

The calculation of R is straightforward w ith the heavy quark fom aliam . Eq. {395_3) w il be recovered
when neglecting the m ixings ° and 9 (or a possble direct coupling of 9.
The m ost general spin breaking lagrangian r the processes °! J= ©; is

L= i <J% J> <J J% v
iA 0
@ 7<rﬁ( > +B + hwc: (400)

The couplings A and B have dim ension (m ass) 1; the B tem ocontributes to the ratio @Q?:) via the
mixing ° % and %, in the same way as the ocoupling in (388). There are no tem s w ith the
Insertion oftwo ;thetwoP and C conserving candidates

<J° g >+<J J% > ve <nm( Yy > ;

<J° g >+<J J% > <m( Yy > (401)
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areboth vanishing. U sing the lagrangian @@Q) and taking into account them ixings @6:35_) we can calculate
the ratio 397)

2 N 32
14 2B f
27 p mg my 2 3Am?, mZO%
R- 2P . @02)
16 p mg 1=2m, + my) £ 5
1+ =
Am? m?
Ifweneglkct them ixings ° %and 0 (" = 0) or the direct coupling of ° B =0) 403) reduces to

99).
@-éq. @(_-)2_1) can receive corrections from electrom agnetic contributions to the transition 0 J= O ®
hasbeen shown that such corrections are suppressed P19,220]. A second type ?foortectjons isassociated
w ith higher order termm s In the light-quark m ass e>_<13&_1nsjon (the lagrangian (00) isthe rst order of such
an expansion); a discussion can be found in ref. R21].

9 Appendix A
W e list here the Feynm an rules for the vertices appearing in the heavy m eson chiral lJagrangian and used

In the text. D ashed lines refer to light m esons, solid lines to heavy mesonsof xedmasses M p orM ;)
and J¥ . The heavy m eson propagators, for a state w ith velocity v and residualm om entum k, are

— 3% =0 403)
2 k42 )
and
=ML AR | 404)
20 k1)

2M p
1~ e () @
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2 MpM.,
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p- P R
+ i2g9y MpM, () @")[g +2 & gg vqg)l

p_

10 Appendix B

In this appendix we list som e integrals that are encountered in com puting loop corrections In the e ective

chiraltheory for heavy m esons Eﬁ,:_éé,:_éiﬁ,ﬁ@(_)] In the sequelwe put = 2= +In@4 )+ 1.
2 al 1
. q
=0 405
i 2y 9 v (405)
Z
R S S 406)
oy F m2 162t
Z 4
o d g 1 S NP (407)
ey @ m¥a v )y 16 2 27
Z 4
q q4aq
J fm; ) = =
ey @ mha v )
1
= 152 Uim;)g +J@;)v v] (408)
where
2
Lim) = m2]1’1—2 m?
2 m 2., M 2
Lm; ) = 2 ‘h— 4 °F(—)+2 “@+ ) (409)
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and

P pP—
F ) = 1 ®tanh ' 1 2 %3 1
P

2 S|
Jmi) = (m7+ S HhToe o (7 mdF )
2 2 1 2
= 1+ )+ = 2+ 3
3 ( ) 3m( )
8 m 2

4
;) = em? = Hnm— Za 2 mdF (&)
3 3
8 2
+ 3 2@+ ) §m2(1+3)

M oreover, ifwe put:

Z
d g qq _ i 0
(2 )4 (q2 mz)(v q )(V q O)_ 16 2 (Cl(l rm)g +C2(I

then it follow s that

Ci(; %m) = ;LT ) T 9

1
Cz(; %m) = S[dom; ) T 91

Tt can be usefiil to w rite down explicitly

0

c(; %m)y=ci(; %m)y+co(; %m);

which is given by

0 2m3 0
C(; m)= — H (—;m H ;m
( ) X Q) (m ) (m— )
w ih
9 ;9 m ?
H x;m) = 9% 1+ )+ Sx + ©9x 5x)1c>g(—2)+
3 1
+ 18x°F (—) :
X
For = 0the previous m ulas reduce to
@J1 m; )
Ci(;m)=J 1@m; )+ 1@7
2m ? 0
C(; jm)= —H (—;m)
9 m
where H %(¢;m ) = SLER)
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11 Appendix C

In the 16 0 case, themultiplet J for quarkonium is generalized to J ' 1, with a decom position

1+ 1 X I
Jl 1 — ( 2%) Hl+1]:..]_ + ll+l i v Hl1...l 1 i+ 101
@+ 1),
r
+ l 2l le ( )H 1 i 1 i+ 1 1
3 toOviH
1 21+ 1
2 X e
N gt viv ) Hlll---111+1---313+1---1
1 @1 1)@1+ l)i<j
T A
+ Kll"'l 5 > (420)

In the above equation, K ;' ' represents the spin sihglet '1;. Sihce J = L, K, ' is a compltely
sym m etric, traceless tensor, satisfying the transversality condition:

K,'™1=0 : 421)

The spin tripkt °L; is represented by H ;" "' HrJ = 1+ 1, H " HrJ = land H,' "' Br
J =1 1. These three tensors are com pletely sym m etric, traceless and satisfy transversality conditions
analogous to eg. @él-_l) . M oreover, In order to avoid orbitalm om enta other than 1, we require that J %% ¢

Itself is com pletely sym m etric, traceless and orthogonalto the velocity:

v,J =0 : (422)

This allow s to identify the states in @2@) w ith the physical states. The nom alisation for J ' ! has
been chosen so that:

BH _ 180 141 yl+ 1 130 1 vl
<J! 1J1===1>_ 2 H1+1 H 1141 Hl H 1
1801 1.0yl 1 13 1, vl
+ H,; 7, H Li g K, K Lin g 423)
whereJ = °JY % and < :::> means the trace over the D irac m atrices.

For exam ple the expression forthe P -wavem ultiplet J that can be obtained from eg. @é@) is:

1+ v . + 1 -
= — v
> 2 19_2 1
1 1
+ P vIHo+ K, s ( 2M @24)

A cknow ledgem ents W ethank P.Colangel, N .Paverand S. Stone form ost usefiil com m ents.
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