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Abstract

W e calculate the O ( ﬁ o) corrections to the decay rate b ! ccs. For rea—
sonabl values ofm .=m y, this term is of the sam e order as both the one-oop
and O ( g]ogzmw =m ) corrections to the decay rate. Form .=m, = 03 the
O ( ﬁ 0) correctionsenhance therateby 18% .W ealsodiscusstheO ( i 0)

corrections to R , the B sam ileptonic branching fraction and the cham mul-

tiplicity.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he doubly-cham ed decay m ode oftheB meson,B ! X .,hasbeen the cb pct of recent
Interest, since this m ode m akes a signi cant contribution to the inclusive B sam ileptonic
branching fraction [I2]. Recently, the oneJoop correctionstob ! s were calculated 3441
(see alo [)) and fund to be substantial, givinga  22% enhancam ent to the tree level rate
(orm .= 0:30). This is signi cantly lJarger than the corresponding 5% O ( ) correction
tob ! cod decay. W hen combined with the additional radiative corrections, this brings
the theoretical prediction for the sam ikptonic branching fraction into agreem ent w ith the
experin ental observation, w thin the theoretical uncertainties f6].

Since the typical energy released in the decay, m iy 2m. (heglecting the s quark
m ass), ism udch lssthan m,, onem ight expect the relevant scale for the perturbative correc—
tionstob ! ccs to be signi cantly less than my,. Indeed, as stressed in Ref. [1], the energy
release In this process is so an all that the assum ption of local duality m ay not hold; it has
been argued In Ref. §] that deviations from duality would not show up at any nite order in
the operator product expansion. H ow ever, even if the assum ption of localduality does hold
in this instance, this low scale would result in an even greater enhancem ent ofthism ode over
the treeJlevel result. This is a higher order e ect which requires a fiill two—-Joop calculation
to address, which we have not attem pted. However, in the approach of B rodsky, Lepage
and M ackenzie BLM ) {]usefiil inform ation m ay be cbtained by sim ply calculating the ng
dependent piece of the order 2 contribution to the decay. T his determ ines the contribution
ofO ( 2 5),where o= 11 Zn¢.Since , islarge, thistem dom inates the two loop result
form any processes. The BLM scalke gy forthe onedoop correction is de ned as the scale
at which the O ( g o) correction is absorbed in the one-loop correction. T his approach has
recently been used to estin ate the two-loop corrections to sam ileptonic top, bottom and
cham decays {10/1].

In thispaperwe calculate the O ( 2 ) correction to thedecay b ! &&s. W ewill nd that

thistem enhancesthe decay rate by alm ost asm uch asthe one loop tem , and isofthe sam e



size asthe O ( 2log’my =m ) correction. However, as we w ill discuss, the O ( 2 () tem is
not necessarily expected to dom inate the rem aining uncom puted two-loop corrections.

In Section 2 we com pute the O ( 2 ) corrections to themodeb ! ¢ ~ . This contrbu-
tion arises from strong interaction corrections to the ke vertex, and the result can be related
to a piece ofthe b ! Cs correction by takingm = m .. These corrections are interesting
In their own right as they give O ( ﬁ o) corrections to the ratio

R M al)
b! X&)

W e will nd that the two-loop corrections to this ratio are under control. Tn Section 3 we

calculate the O ( ﬁ o) ocorrections to the cs vertex. W e give our conclusions in Section 4.

II.O(% 0) CORRECTIONS TO b! c¢

ThermtesforB ! Xe.andB ! X, may be written as power series In ¢ and
ocp=myp {2]. The leading order result in 1=m, reproduces the parton model, whilke to
O (I=m f,) two unknown nonperturbative param eters, and i, arise. TheratioR de ned
in Eq. {1.1) provides a potential constraint on these param eters, although the uncertainty
in the m easurem ent is currently too large for these constraints to be usefil {15{18]. As i
the case w ith m assless Jkptons f{111the O ( 2 ;) corrections to this process are quite large;

how ever, these corrections largely cancel In the ratio R

W e w rite the sem itauonic decay of a bquark in tem s of the quark pole m assesm, and

m. as
2.5 °
bl e )= T O )01 202 g ) e
' 1
s(mb) 0 (Z)mc;m )-I-:::A
wherem. mcmy, M m =my o= 11 2n; istheQCD -function, and n¢ is the

num ber of light quark avors running through the vacuum polarization loops. T he elljpsis

denote tem s O ( 2) and higher. The one-loop correction @ ¢ft ;;mt ) is given in Ref. [14].
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To compute the O ( 2 ;) tem ) we Pllow the work of Sm ith and Voloshin 0] and

s

computetheO ( ¢) mtewih a nieglionmass, @ f4;m;m ). TheO ( 2 () correction

In the true theory, @ M ;m ), can be found from this rate by perform ing the weighted

Integral

|
V) )Z1 dm 2 m 2 :

(o )= g Dpgmagn ) —2— Y@gm ) Q2)

2 2
4 0 mg mg+ my

@)

where ) (n,) is the strong coupling de ned in the V -schem e ofRef. B], and is related to

)

the coupling ¢ de ned in theM S schem e by

5 20
STO= O S ot @3)

P_
W e have obtained a lengthy analytic expression ford m g)=dq2, where & is the invariant

m ass of the Jepton pair, which we have integrated num erically over o and m 4 to cbtain @,

Since the resuls are very sensitive tom . and i , we have chosen to follow the approach of
Refs. [1§] and express these ratios as a power series n 1=m g :

2 2
mp mp mp 1 my

Me= —> — 1 2 1 + 1 D4 o 24
° my mp mp 2 mp 2m g mp m?2 €4
2
= 0372 0628— 0628—5 + 116—
mg mg , Mg
m 2 1 .
m =— 1+ —+ — >+ o
mp mgp mg 2m g

2
= 0334+ 0334— + 0:334— 0:167—2;
mg mg mg
w here we have de ned the soin-averaged m eson m asses

mp + 3mp 1

mp —— =m.+ + :::7 1975M eV 2.5)
4 2m p
mg + 3mp 1
mg — = my+ + :::/ 5313M €&V :
4 2m g

To the order In which we are working we can jist use the lrading term In our perturbative

calculation. W e nd

n

s(mb).

G2m?2
B! Xo )= Vef —2 p082] 1 194— 129
192 3 mg
', 3
108 =82 4 1=m?2; =mg; 25: (2.6)



For com plteness, we also give the result formt .= 03 andm, = 480G €&V,

2 I !
G2m?} ' '
CiMo pajgpr 139 202 g5p =0
192 3

2

(B! Xc_)=j‘]bcf

2
s

3
+0 1=m}; 25 @.7)

Asisthe case orb ! ce . decays, the O ( 2 ;) corrections in Egs. ©.6) and @.7) are
quite large, corresponding to a low BLM scale for this process. H owever, these corrections

largely drop out of the ratio R . Combining Eq. (2.8) with the results of f[1], we nd
2 | 3

-2 J—

R = 022441+ 024 s
mpg
" _ #

70224 1+ 0017+ 0007 029— + O 1=m:; 2

mp

where we have taken ) = 023 in the second line. T he perturbation series appearswell

behaved, and the corresponding BLM scalke forR  is grw = 029my,.

IIT.O (2 o) CORRECTIONS TO b! s

N eglecting the s quark m ass’, we write the width forb ! s decays (where the nal

state Includes an arbitrary num ber of glions and light quarks) as

0 | 1
G2m? S 2
! a)= = O gaye1s 2T @y 20 e a5
where
| !
S J— 1+ 1 4x2
Ox)y="1 4x2 1 14x* 2x* 12x° +24x" 1 x* h —p—— G2)
1 1 4x2

is the treedevel resul; @ (0:30) = 0:196. The com plete one-loop corrections m ay be cb—
tained from Refs. §i4); orm .= 030 one obtains @ (0:3) = 2:99. Taking . fmy) = 023,

this corresponds to a 22% enhancam ent of the rate over the tree level resu k.

lsihcem 4 ocp r Wwewilltreat tem s oforderm i to be of the sam e size as tem s of order écn ’

which we are neglecting.



Since the fourquark operators regoonsible for nonlptonic b decays run in the e ective
theory below my the O ( ﬁ) contributions to the decay are m ore com plicated than for

sam ileptonic decays. W e w rite the O ( 2) contrbution to the decay rate as

my

m
@ o) = cllnzm—w+ e 6t c) I —
b b

+ S (Iﬁc) 0+ C‘lmc) (3-3)

where ¢ = 4 [19]. The sublading log contrbution ¢, ¢f.) was calculated in Ref. §4]; for
.= 030 these authors nd ¢, = 334.

C learly the requiram ent that ¢z dom inates the two—Jdoop correction, im plicit in the BLM
approach, will not hold in this process, sihce the non-vacuum polarization temm s ¢ and &
are enhanced by powers of nm y =m,. Separating these tem s out, we m ay instead hope
that o dom nates over ¢; due to the factor of (. However, even this assum ption m ay
not hold. Vobshin 3] has shown that in the lin it n which the cham is produced nearly
at rest ¢ receives a large enhancement. Forb ! cud, In this Iim it the analog of ¢; is of

order 2

,wWhereas forb ! ocs the Coloumb exchange graphs between the two slow Iy-m oving
cham ed quarks give a contribution to ¢; of order “. W hile i is not known whether this
enhancem ent is relevant for the physical value of ., it indicates that the O ( 2 o) tem s
need not dom inate overthe O ( ﬁ) temm s. N evertheless, asa rst step tow ards understanding
the size of the two—-Joop corrections to this process, we m ay calculate .

W hile the com plkte series of leading and sublading logs has been summ ed to all or-
ders {19/4], we cannot consistently use these results since we are not summ ing all tem s of
O0(2bg"? my=my ) o). However, aswas stressed 11 Ref. fI3], hmy =m,) 28 isnota
large num ber, and the kading log expansion does not seem to work well or nonleptonic b
decays. For exampk, orb ! cud decay the sublkeading O ( 2y =m,)) tem is 2/3 the
size of the leading O ﬁ]nZ(mW =m) tem . Therefore, we choose to work consistently to
O ( 2) and discard the rest of the kading and sublkading log tem s. T he neglected termm s of
O ( 2) and above are likely to be m uch sn aller than the uncom puted O ( 2) corrections.

The calculation of ¢ is sinpli ed due to the fact that the graphs factorize into the

contribution from the upper ke vertex and the contrlbution from the lower cs vertex. The



upper vertex contribution can be simply obtained from the correctionstob ! c¢ = (y
m aking the substitution m ! m.), whik the contrbution from the lower vertex require an
additional calculation.

For the lower vertex corrections, the kinem atic structure of the phase space allow s us
to express the integrals over the m om enta of the ¢ quark, s quark, and gluon In tem s of
the spectral density of the charged V-A current (the in aghary part of the charged current

vacuum polarization),

) @) ’p-—
ey = M M I ) o 542 Puipeia) do’; 3.4)
b

where M  is the contrdbution from the bc line and Im (@) is the i agihary part of the
vacuum polarization. T he tensor structure of the vacuum polarization can be decom posed

iInto a transverse and a longiudinal contribution,

aq agq
In @)= —P:1c)+ — P d): (35)
q2 q2 1q2 g q2 tq2

Since the finctions P () and P () depend only on the scalar ¢, the integration over

d 5 Pyp;pe;9) can be carried out analytically w ith a sin ple com putation,

W 16 Z nh i
lower(mg): F (me) mi)Z f(mf)"' mi) Pl(f)"'
b
h 2 2,2 2 2 i o4 —— dF
mi+mi)’+Lmi+m’ 2o) Pold)  tiimiid)p—= (3.6)

T

where (x;y;z)= x%+y?+ 2> 2xy 2xz 2yz.The resulting expression is quite lengthy and
we do not present it here. The fiinctions P, (@¢) and P, (@?) have been previously calculated
(for a m assless gluon) to O ( ) In the context of QCD sum rules P11.

It is then a sin ple m atter to integrate num erically the resulting expression over of and
m g to obtain ¢; asa function oft .. At the \reference pont" . = 03,we nd c; (03) = 3.
Using smy) = 023 and ( = 9, this corresoonds to an 18% correction to the tree level
result, aln ost as Jarge as the one loop correction. The values of o (ft o) fora range of values
ofm . are given in Tablefand pltted in F igs. 1, and 2 along w ith the separate contrdoutions

from the upper and lower vertices.



M| B )  —=m Oy =m0 o
020 0:99 083 0:07 0:04
025 1:91 211 014 010
030 297 367 022 0:18
035 425 581 031 028
0:40 585 8:89 043 043

TABLE I. Num erical values of the one and partialtwo loop corrections “and c; orb! ccs

decay. In the last two coim nswe have taken sfmy) = 023 and o= 9.

0 01 0.2 03 0.4 05 0 0.1 0.2 03 0.4 05
mg/my, mg/my,

(a (b)

FIG.1l. Contrbutionsto ® (dashed lines) and <3 (solid lines) from (@) the renom alization

of the bc vertex, () the renom alization of the cs vertex, and (c) the sum of (@) and ).



0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4
mc/Mp

FIG.2. 1Y (dashed line) and c3 (solid line) as functions of ' . (expanded view ofFigure 1 (o)).

Tt is usefiil to com pare these results w ith the kading and sublkading log corrections to
@ Form.= 03, these are

2 2
m y s s

— 7 @35+ 10) 4 — 3.7

2 My
4n“"——+ 334 In
my my

where we have ram oved a factor of o = 9 to allow com parison w ih the sscond colim n in
Tabk:il. Form. = 03 the 2 , tem is roughly the sam e size as the O ( 2) kading log
correction, and a factor of three greater than the O ( 2) sublading log.

Note that the O ( ) and O ( g o) corrections to the cs vertex are positive for all values
offt ., whilke the corrections to the Ic vertex are negative. T he one loop corrections cancel
at ¢ 0:14, whilke the O ( ﬁ o) corrections cancel at a slightly higher value of .. In
this situation the BLM scale pm IS not physically relevant: at the point where the one
loop corrections to the vertices cancel, pw Is shgular, whereas at the point where the
O ( ﬁ o) contrbutions cancel gy = my. In this region the BLM scal for the decay w idth
is unrelated to the BLM scales that would be obtained for the upper and lower vertices
Individually, and does not re ect the average m om entum of the gluons in the diagram s.

T herefore we prefer sin ply to present our results as a contrdution to the O ( ﬁ) correction



to the decay rate.

W e also note that since the Jeading order phase space fiinction @ ¢ft ) is very sensitive
to the b and c quark m asses, there is a lJarge uncertainty in the totalb ! s width simply
due to the uncertainty In the b and c quark m asses. Since m, and m . are related via the
1=m , expansion to the corresponding hadron m asses, this sensitivity is really an additional
hidden source of 1=m , corrections, just as in the sam ileptonic decay width. This ism ade
clear ifwe adopt the approach of the previous section and write . asa seres in 1=my . In
this case, the large sensitivity to . results n a 1=m y ocorrection which is as lJarge as the
leading order tem ,

" _ #
Ggmg 2
I PO57] 1+ 9:7m—+ O 1=mgz; s : 3.8)
B

B ! X )= j]bcvcsj2

O f course, one could argue that this result is m islkading because we are expanding about
the extram e value t . = 0:37. N everthelkss, the large 1=m , correction show s the sensitivity
of the w idth to the quark m asses. W orking instead w ith pol m asses and kespingmy, xed,
varyihg . between 027 and 0.32 results in a factor of two change in the total rate.

It is straightorward to nd the ﬁ o tem for the decay b! dod from ocom putations of

the cham ed sam ikptonic decay 1] and from the results rR. . RJ]. Form .= 03 this

gives
2
Gimp sfmy) 2 My s(Inb)!z
©! cd) = VuVead =2 D52141 06724 41>
64 3 my
', ' 3
m
s747p e 0w 191 =) o+0 25 3.9)
my

Combining thisw ith the resuls of the present work, we nd the ratio of the partialw idths

form.= 03,
2 |
! oos) Voo o ) Stup)
— = 0376 41+ 366——= + 480 0 3.10)

©! cad) Voo ?
|
-2

3g3p . =) s

My
The 2 , correction enhances the treelevel ratio by 22% .
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Sin ilarly, the O ( ﬁ o) enhancementof (! oCs) willdecrease the sam ikptonic branch—
ing fraction and increase the cham multiplicity hn i. Combining the result forb ! ccswih
the O ( 2 o) corrections to the othermodes, we nd form. = 03, an O ( 2 ;) correction

shift to the sam ileptonic branching fraction of

]
-2
o=~ 049 so)  _ 4009 (311)

T he corresponding shift to the cham m ultiplicity hn i is

|
2

sto)  _ 5 036: (312)

.i= 074 ,

Sihce we are sin ply illustrating the e ect ofthe O ( g o) tem s on these cbservables, we do
not Include the rem aining perturbative corrections or contributions from rare decay m odes

In these expressions.

IV.CONCLUSIONS

W e have com puted the O ( 2 o) contributions to the rate of the nonlkptonic decay b !
ccs at the parton level. W hik these corrections do not dom inate in any form al lim i of
the theory, they are a welkde ned subsst of the com plete two—-Joop corrections. W hen the
perturbation series is expressed In tetm sof s y), the O ( ﬁ o) corrections are ofthe sam e
order as both the one-locp corrections and the leading log corrections. Form . = 0:3 they
provide an additionalreduction of 1% in the sam ileptonic branching fraction, and increase
the cham multiplicity m.iby  0:04.

T hese corrections are su ciently large to cast doubt on the applicability of perturbative
QCD to thisdecay m ode. Since there is so little phase space, this is not unexpected. These
corrections are in addition to the large O ( 2) corrections suggested by Voloshin Bl, aswell

as the large In plicit 1=m . corrections due to the uncertainties In the c and bm asses.
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