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Abstract

W e calculate the O (�2s�0) corrections to the decay rate b ! c�cs. For rea-

sonable valuesofm c=m b thisterm isofthe sam e orderasboth the one-loop

and O (�2slog
2
m W =m b)corrections to the decay rate. For m c=m b = 0:3 the

O (�2s�0)correctionsenhancetherateby � 18% .W ealsodiscusstheO (�2s�0)

correctionsto R �,theB sem ileptonicbranching fraction and thecharm m ul-

tiplicity.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thedoubly-charm ed decaym odeoftheB m eson,B ! X c�cs,hasbeen theobjectofrecent

interest,since this m ode m akes a signi�cant contribution to the inclusive B sem ileptonic

branching fraction [1,2].Recently,theone-loop correctionsto b! ccs were calculated [3,4]

(seealso [5])and found tobesubstantial,giving a� 22% enhancem enttothetreelevelrate

(for m̂ c = 0:30).Thisissigni�cantly largerthan thecorresponding � 5% O (�s)correction

to b ! cud decay. W hen com bined with the additionalradiative corrections,this brings

the theoreticalprediction forthe sem ileptonic branching fraction into agreem entwith the

experim entalobservation,within thetheoreticaluncertainties[6].

Since the typicalenergy released in the decay,� � m b � 2m c (neglecting the s quark

m ass),ism uch lessthan m b,onem ightexpecttherelevantscalefortheperturbativecorrec-

tionsto b! ccs to besigni�cantly lessthan m b.Indeed,asstressed in Ref.[7],theenergy

release in thisprocessisso sm allthattheassum ption oflocalduality m ay nothold;ithas

been argued in Ref.[8]thatdeviationsfrom duality would notshow up atany �niteorderin

theoperatorproductexpansion.However,even iftheassum ption oflocalduality doeshold

in thisinstance,thislow scalewould resultin an even greaterenhancem entofthism odeover

thetree-levelresult.Thisisa higherordere�ectwhich requiresa fulltwo-loop calculation

to address,which we have not attem pted. However,in the approach ofBrodsky,Lepage

and M ackenzie (BLM )[9]usefulinform ation m ay beobtained by sim ply calculating thenf

dependentpieceoftheorder�2s contribution to thedecay.Thisdeterm inesthecontribution

ofO (�2s�0),where�0 = 11� 2

3
nf.Since�0 islarge,thisterm dom inatesthetwo loop result

form any processes.TheBLM scale�BLM fortheone-loop correction isde�ned asthescale

atwhich theO (�2s�0)correction isabsorbed in theone-loop correction.Thisapproach has

recently been used to estim ate the two-loop corrections to sem ileptonic top,bottom and

charm decays[10,11].

In thispaperwecalculatetheO (�2s�0)correction tothedecay b! ccs.W ewill�nd that

thisterm enhancesthedecay ratebyalm ostasm uch astheoneloop term ,and isofthesam e
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size astheO (�2slog
2
m W =m b)correction.However,aswe willdiscuss,theO (�

2
s�0)term is

notnecessarily expected to dom inatetherem aining uncom puted two-loop corrections.

In Section 2 wecom putetheO (�2s�0)correctionsto them odeb! c���.Thiscontribu-

tion arisesfrom strong interaction correctionsto thebcvertex,and theresultcan berelated

to a piece ofthe b! ccs correction by taking m � = m c. These correctionsare interesting

in theirown rightasthey giveO (�2s�0)correctionsto theratio

R � �
�(b! X c����)

�(b! X ce��e)
: (1.1)

W e will�nd thatthe two-loop correctionsto thisratio are undercontrol. In Section 3 we

calculatetheO (�2s�0)correctionsto the �cs vertex.W egiveourconclusionsin Section 4.

II.O (�2S �0)C O R R EC T IO N S T O b! c���

The rates for B ! X ce��e and B ! X c���� m ay be written as power series in �s and

�Q CD =m b [12]. The leading order result in 1=m b reproduces the parton m odel,while to

O (1=m 2
b)two unknown nonperturbative param eters,�� and � 1,arise.The ratio R � de�ned

in Eq.(1.1)providesa potentialconstrainton these param eters,although the uncertainty

in the m easurem entiscurrently too large forthese constraintsto be useful[15{18]. Asin

the case with m asslessleptons[11]the O (�2s�0)correctionsto thisprocessare quite large;

however,thesecorrectionslargely cancelin theratio R �.

W e writethe sem itauonic decay ofa b-quark in term softhequark polem assesm b and

m c as

�(b! c���)=
G 2
F m

5
b

192�3
�(0)(m̂ c;m̂ �)

0

@ 1+
�s(m b)

�
�(1)(m̂ c;m̂ �) (2.1)

+

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

�0�
(2)

� (m̂ c;m̂ �)+ :::

1

A

where m̂ c � m c=m b,m̂ � � m �=m b,�0 = 11� 2

3
nf is the QCD �-function,and nf is the

num beroflightquark avorsrunning through the vacuum polarization loops. The ellipsis

denoteterm sO (�2s)and higher.Theone-loop correction �
(1)(m̂ c;m̂ �)isgiven in Ref.[14].
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To com pute the O (�2s�0)term �
(2)

� we follow the work ofSm ith and Voloshin [10]and

com putetheO (�s)ratewith a�nitegluon m ass,�
(1)(m̂ g;m̂ c;m̂ �).TheO (�

2
s�0)correction

in the true theory,�
(2)

� (m̂ c;m̂ �),can be found from this rate by perform ing the weighted

integral

�
(2)

� (m̂ c;m̂ �)= ��0
�(V )s (m b)

4�

Z
1

0

dm 2
g

m 2
g

 

�(1)(m̂ g;m̂ c;m̂ �)�
m 2

b

m 2
g + m 2

b

�(1)(m̂ c;m̂ �)

!

(2.2)

where�(V )s (m b)isthestrong coupling de�ned in theV -schem e ofRef.[9],and isrelated to

thecoupling �s de�ned in theM S schem e by

�
(V )
s (�)= � s(�)+

5

3

�2s(�)

4�
�0 + :::: (2.3)

W ehaveobtained a lengthy analyticexpression ford�(m g)=dq
2,where

p
q2 istheinvariant

m assofthelepton pair,which wehaveintegrated num erically overq2 and m g toobtain �
(2)

� .

Sincetheresultsarevery sensitive to m̂ c and m̂ �,wehavechosen to follow theapproach of

Refs.[18]and expresstheseratiosasa powerseriesin 1=m B :

m̂ c =
�m D

�m B

�
��

m B

�

1�
�m D

�m B

�

�
��2

m 2
B

�

1�
�m D

�m B

�

+
�1

2m B m D

 

1�
�m 2
D

�m 2
B

+ :::

!

(2.4)

= 0:372� 0:628
��

m B

� 0:628
��2

m 2
B

+ 1:16
�1

m 2
B

m̂ � =
m �

�m B

 

1+
��

m B

+
��2

m 2
B

�
�1

2m 2
B

+ :::

!

= 0:334+ 0:334
��

m B

+ 0:334
��2

m 2
B

� 0:167
�1

m 2
B

;

wherewehavede�ned thespin-averaged m eson m asses

�m D �
m D + 3m D �

4
= m c+ ���

�1

2m D

+ :::’ 1975M eV (2.5)

�m B �
m B + 3m B �

4
= m b+ ���

�1

2m B

+ :::’ 5313M eV:

To theorderin which weareworking wecan justusetheleading term in ourperturbative

calculation.W e�nd

�(B ! X c���)= jVbcj
2
G 2
F m

5
B

192�3
[0:082]

"

1� 1:94
�

m B

� 1:29

 
�s(m b)

�

!

�1:28

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

�0 + O
�

1=m 2

B ;�s=m B ;�
2

s

�
3

5 : (2.6)
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Forcom pleteness,wealso givetheresultfor m̂ c = 0:3 and m b = 4:80GeV,

�(B ! X c���)= jVbcj
2
G 2
F m

5
b

192�3
[0:114]

2

41� 1:39

 
�s(m b)

�

!

� 1:58

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

�0

+ O
�

1=m 2

b;�
2

s

�
3

5 : (2.7)

Asisthe case forb! ce��e decays,the O (�
2
s�0)correctionsin Eqs.(2.6)and (2.7)are

quite large,corresponding to a low BLM scale forthisprocess. However,these corrections

largely drop outoftheratio R �.Com bining Eq.(2.6)with theresultsof[11],we�nd

R � = 0:224

2

41+ 0:24
�s(m b)

�
+ 0:15

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

�0 � 0:29
�

m B

+ O
�

1=m 2

B ;�
2

s

�
3

5 (2.8)

’ 0:224

"

1+ 0:017+ 0:007� 0:29
�

m B

+ O
�

1=m 2

B ;�
2

s

�
#

wherewehavetaken �s(m b)= 0:23 in thesecond line.Theperturbation seriesappearswell

behaved,and thecorresponding BLM scaleforR � is�BLM = 0:29m b.

III.O (�2S�0)C O R R EC T IO N S T O b! ccs

Neglecting the s quark m ass1,we write the width forb ! ccs decays (where the �nal

stateincludesan arbitrary num berofgluonsand lightquarks)as

�(b! ccs)=
G 2
F m

5
b

64�3
�(0)(m̂ c)

0

@ 1+
�s(m b)

�
�(1)(m̂ c)+

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

�(2)(m̂ c)+ :::

1

A (3.1)

where

�(0)(x)=
p
1� 4x2

�

1� 14x2 � 2x4 � 12x6
�

+ 24x4
�

1� x
4
�

ln

 
1+

p
1� 4x2

1�
p
1� 4x2

!

(3.2)

isthe tree-levelresult;�(0)(0:30)= 0:196. The com plete one-loop correctionsm ay be ob-

tained from Refs.[3,4];for m̂ c = 0:30 one obtains�(1)(0:3)= 2:99. Taking �s(m b)= 0:23,

thiscorrespondsto a 22% enhancem entoftherateoverthetreelevelresult.

1Sincem s � �Q CD ,wewilltreatterm soforderm
2
s to beofthesam esizeasterm soforder�

2
Q CD

,

which we are neglecting.
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Since the four-quark operatorsresponsible fornonleptonic bdecaysrun in the e�ective

theory below m W the O (�2s) contributions to the decay are m ore com plicated than for

sem ileptonic decays.W ewritetheO (�2s)contribution to thedecay rateas

�(2)(m̂ c)= c1ln
2 m W

m b

+ c2(m̂ c)ln
m W

m b

+ c3(m̂ c)�0 + c4(m̂ c) (3.3)

where c1 = 4 [19]. The subleading log contribution c2(m̂ c)was calculated in Ref.[4];for

m̂ c = 0:30 theseauthors�nd c2 = 3:34.

Clearly therequirem entthatc3 dom inatesthetwo-loop correction,im plicitin theBLM

approach,willnothold in thisprocess,since the non-vacuum polarization term sc1 and c2

are enhanced by powers oflnm W =m b. Separating these term s out,we m ay instead hope

that c3 dom inates over c4 due to the factor of�0. However,even this assum ption m ay

nothold. Voloshin [3]hasshown thatin the lim itin which the charm isproduced nearly

atrest c4 receives a large enhancem ent. Forb ! cud,in this lim it the analog ofc4 is of

order�2,whereasforb! c�cstheColoum b exchangegraphsbetween thetwo slowly-m oving

charm ed quarksgive a contribution to c4 oforder�
4. W hile itisnotknown whetherthis

enhancem ent isrelevant forthe physicalvalue ofm̂ c,itindicates thatthe O (�
2
s�0)term s

need notdom inateovertheO (�2s)term s.Nevertheless,asa�rststep towardsunderstanding

thesizeofthetwo-loop correctionsto thisprocess,wem ay calculatec3.

W hile the com plete series ofleading and subleading logs has been sum m ed to allor-

ders[19,4],we cannotconsistently use these resultssince we are notsum m ing allterm sof

O (�ns log
n�2

(m b=m W )�0).However,aswasstressed in Ref.[13],ln(m W =m b)� 2:8 isnota

large num ber,and the leading log expansion doesnotseem to work wellfornonleptonic b

decays. Forexam ple,forb! c�ud decay the subleading O (�2sln(m W =m b))term is2/3 the

size ofthe leading O
�

�2sln
2
(m W =m b)

�

term . Therefore,we choose to work consistently to

O (�2s)and discard therestoftheleading and subleading log term s.Theneglected term sof

O (�3s)and abovearelikely to bem uch sm allerthan theuncom puted O (�
2
s)corrections.

The calculation ofc3 is sim pli�ed due to the fact that the graphs factorize into the

contribution from the upperbc vertex and the contribution from the lower�cs vertex. The
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upper vertex contribution can be sim ply obtained from the corrections to b ! c��� (by

m aking thesubstitution m � ! m c),whilethecontribution from thelowervertex requirean

additionalcalculation.

Forthe lower vertex corrections,the kinem atic structure ofthe phase space allows us

to express the integralsover the m om enta ofthe �c quark,s quark,and gluon in term s of

thespectraldensity ofthecharged V-A current(theim aginary partofthecharged current

vacuum polarization),

�
(1)

lower
(m g)=

Z

M �M
�

� Im � ��(q
2)

(2�)3

2m b

p
s d�2(Pb;pc;q)dq

2
; (3.4)

where M � isthecontribution from the bcline and Im � ��(q
2)isthe im aginary partofthe

vacuum polarization. The tensorstructure ofthe vacuum polarization can be decom posed

into a transverse and a longitudinalcontribution,

Im � ��(q
2)=

q�q�

q2
Pl(q

2)+

 

g�� �
q�q�

q2

!

Pt(q
2): (3.5)

Since the functions Pl(q
2) and Pt(q

2) depend only on the scalar q2,the integration over

d�2(Pb;pc;q)can becarried outanalytically with a sim plecom putation,

�
(1)

lower
(m g)=

16�

m 7
b

Z nh

(m 2

b � m
2

c)
2
� q

2(m 2

b + m
2

c)
i

Pl(q
2)+

h

(m 2

b + m
2

c)
2 + q

2(m 2

b + m
2

c � 2q2)
i

Pt(q
2)
o q

�(m 2
b;m

2
c;q

2)
dq2

p
q2

(3.6)

where�(x;y;z)= x2+ y2+ z2� 2xy� 2xz� 2yz.Theresultingexpression isquitelengthyand

we do notpresentithere.The functionsPt(q
2)and Pl(q

2)havebeen previously calculated

(fora m asslessgluon)to O (�s)in thecontextofQCD sum rules[21].

Itisthen a sim ple m atterto integrate num erically the resulting expression overq2 and

m 2
g toobtain c3 asafunction ofm̂ c.Atthe\referencepoint" m̂ c = 0:3,we�nd c3(0:3)= 3:7.

Using �s(m b) = 0:23 and �0 = 9,this corresponds to an 18% correction to the tree level

result,alm ostaslargeastheoneloop correction.Thevaluesofc3(m̂ c)fora rangeofvalues

ofm̂ c aregiven in TableIand plotted in Figs.1and 2alongwith theseparatecontributions

from theupperand lowervertices.
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m̂ c �(1)(m̂ c) c3(m̂ c)
�s(m b)

�
�(1)(m̂ c)

�
�s(m b)

�

�2
�0c3(m̂ c)

0:20 0:99 0:83 0:07 0:04

0:25 1:91 2:11 0:14 0:10

0:30 2:97 3:67 0:22 0:18

0:35 4:25 5:81 0:31 0:28

0:40 5:85 8:89 0:43 0:43

TABLE I. Num ericalvaluesoftheoneand partialtwo loop corrections�(1)and c3 forb! ccs

decay.In the lasttwo colum nswe have taken �s(m b)= 0:23 and �0 = 9.

mc/mb

mc/mb mc/mb
(a) (b)

(c)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0

5

10

15

20

25

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

0

5

10

15

20

25

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

-3

-2.5

-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

FIG .1. Contributionsto �(1) (dashed lines)and c3 (solid lines)from (a)the renorm alization

ofthebcvertex,(b)the renorm alization ofthe �cs vertex,and (c)thesum of(a)and (b).
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mc/mb

0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4
0

2

4

6

8

FIG .2. �(1) (dashed line)and c3 (solid line)asfunctionsofm̂ c (expanded view ofFigure 1 (c)).

Itisusefulto com pare these resultswith the leading and subleading log correctionsto

�(2).For m̂ c = 0:3,theseare

�

4ln
2 m W

m b

+ 3:34ln
m W

m b

� �
�s

�

�2

’ (3:5+ 1:0)�0

�
�s

�

�2

(3.7)

where we have rem oved a factorof�0 = 9 to allow com parison with the second colum n in

Table I. For m̂ c = 0:3 the �2s�0 term is roughly the sam e size as the O (�2s) leading log

correction,and a factorofthreegreaterthan theO (�2s)subleading log.

NotethattheO (�s)and O (�
2
s�0)correctionsto the �cs vertex arepositiveforallvalues

ofm̂ c,while the correctionsto the bc vertex are negative. The one loop correctionscancel

at m̂ c � 0:14,while the O (�2s�0) corrections cancelat a slightly higher value of m̂ c. In

this situation the BLM scale �BLM is notphysically relevant: at the pointwhere the one

loop corrections to the vertices cancel,�BLM is singular,whereas at the point where the

O (�2s�0)contributionscancel�BLM = m b.In thisregion theBLM scaleforthedecay width

is unrelated to the BLM scales that would be obtained for the upper and lower vertices

individually,and does not reect the average m om entum ofthe gluons in the diagram s.

Thereforeweprefersim ply to presentourresultsasa contribution to theO (�2s)correction

9



to thedecay rate.

W ealso notethatsincetheleading orderphasespacefunction �(0)(m̂ c)isvery sensitive

to theband cquark m asses,thereisa largeuncertainty in thetotalb! ccs width sim ply

due to the uncertainty in the b and c quark m asses. Since m b and m c are related via the

1=m Q expansion to thecorresponding hadron m asses,thissensitivity isreally an additional

hidden source of1=m Q corrections,justasin the sem ileptonic decay width. Thisism ade

clearifweadopttheapproach oftheprevioussection and write m̂ c asa seriesin 1=m B .In

thiscase,the large sensitivity to m̂ c resultsin a 1=m B correction which isaslarge asthe

leading orderterm ,

�(B ! X c�cs)= jVbcVcsj
2
G 2
F m

5
B

64�3
[0:057]

"

1+ 9:7
�

m B

+ O
�

1=m 2

B ;�s

�
#

: (3.8)

Ofcourse,one could argue thatthisresultism isleading because we are expanding about

theextrem e value m̂ c = 0:37.Nevertheless,thelarge1=m b correction showsthe sensitivity

ofthewidth to thequark m asses.W orking instead with polem assesand keeping m b �xed,

varying m̂ c between 0.27 and 0.32 resultsin a factoroftwo changein thetotalrate.

Itisstraightforward to �nd the�2
s�0 term forthedecay b! cud from com putationsof

thecharm ed sem ileptonic decay [11]and from theresultsforR e+ e� [20].For m̂ c = 0:3 this

gives

�(b! cud)= jVbcVudj
2
G 2
F m

5
b

64�3
[0:52]

2

41� 0:67
�s(m b)

�
+ 4ln

2 m W

m b

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

+7:17ln
m W

m b

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

� 1:11

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

�0 + O
�

�
2

s

�
3

5 : (3.9)

Com bining thiswith theresultsofthepresentwork,we�nd theratio ofthepartialwidths

for m̂ c = 0:3,

�(b! ccs)

�(b! cud)
= 0:376

jVcsj
2

jVudj
2

2

41+ 3:66
�s(m b)

�
+ 4:80�0

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

(3.10)

�3:83ln
m W

m b

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

+ :::

3

5

The�2s�0 correction enhancesthetree-levelratio by 22% .

10



Sim ilarly,theO (�2s�0)enhancem entof�(b! ccs)willdecreasethesem ileptonicbranch-

ingfraction and increasethecharm m ultiplicity hnci.Com bining theresultforb! ccswith

the O (�2s�0)correctionsto the otherm odes,we �nd for m̂ c = 0:3,an O (�2s�0)correction

shiftto thesem ileptonic branching fraction of

�

�
�s:l:

�

�

= �0:19�0

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

= �0:009: (3.11)

Thecorresponding shiftto thecharm m ultiplicity hnciis

�hnci= 0:74�0

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

= 0:036: (3.12)

Sincewearesim ply illustrating thee�ectoftheO (�2
s�0)term son theseobservables,wedo

notinclude therem aining perturbative correctionsorcontributionsfrom raredecay m odes

in theseexpressions.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavecom puted theO (�2s�0)contributionsto therateofthenonleptonicdecay b!

ccs at the parton level. W hile these corrections do not dom inate in any form allim it of

the theory,they are a well-de�ned subsetofthe com plete two-loop corrections. W hen the

perturbation seriesisexpressed in term sof�s(m b),theO (�
2
s�0)correctionsareofthesam e

orderasboth the one-loop correctionsand the leading log corrections. For m̂ c = 0:3 they

providean additionalreduction of� 1% in thesem ileptonicbranchingfraction,and increase

thecharm m ultiplicity hnciby � 0:04.

Thesecorrectionsaresu�ciently largeto castdoubton theapplicability ofperturbative

QCD to thisdecay m ode.Sincethereisso littlephasespace,thisisnotunexpected.These

correctionsarein addition to thelargeO (�2s)correctionssuggested by Voloshin [3],aswell

asthelargeim plicit1=m b;c correctionsdueto theuncertaintiesin thecand bm asses.
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