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A bstract

The quark (glion)-hadron duality constitutes a basis for the theoretical
treatm ent of a w ide range of inclusive processes { from hadronic decaysand
Rt o+ to sem ileptonic and nonleptonic decay rates of heavy avor hadrons.
A theoretical analysis of these processes is carried out by using the operator
product expansion O PE) In the Euclidean dom ain, w ith subsequent analytic
continuation to the M inkow skidom ain. W e form ulate the notion ofthe quark
(gluon)-hadron duality in quantitative temm s, then classify various contribu-
tions lrading to violations of duality. A prom inent role in the violations of
duality seam sto belong to the so called exponentialterm sw hich, conceptually,
m ay represent the (truncated) tail of the power series. A qualitative m odel,
relying on an instanton background eld, is developed, allow Ing one to get an
estin ate of the exponential term s. W e then discuss a num ber of applications,
m ostly from heavy quark physics.
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1 Introduction

N onperturbative e ectshavebeen analyzed in Q CD In the fram ew ork ofthe operator
product expansion OPE) [l, ] since the inception of Q CD . Recently a rem arkable
progress hasbeen achieved along these lines In the heavy quark theory (for review s
se Ref. ). A large number of applications of OPE in heavy quark theory refer
to quantities of the essentially M inkow skinature, eg. calculations of the inclusive
decay widths, spectra and so on. W ilson’s operator product expansion per se is
form ulated in the Euclidean dom ain. T he expansion built in the Euclidean dom ain
and by necessity truncated, is transhted In the language of the observables through
an analytic continuation. An Indisgpensable elem ent of this procedure, the so called
quark-hadron duality, is always assum ed, m ost often tacitly. T his paper is devoted
to the discussion of quark-hadron duality and deviations from it. A Ithough the issue
w ill be considered prim arily in the context ofheavy quark theory, the problm swe
w illdealw ith are quite generaland are by nom eans con ned to heavy quark theory.
For instance, determ nation of ¢ from the hadronic width of { a problem of
param ount in portance now under intense scrutiny @] { falls into this category. It is
known [J]that deviations from duality m ay be conceptually related to the behavior
of the operators of high dimension in OPE . Unfortunately, very little is known
about thisbehavior n the quantitative sense, beyond the fact that the expansion is
asym ptotic {]. T herefore we are foroed to approach the problkm from the other side
{ engineering a m odelwhich allow s us to start discussing deviations from duality.
Them odelisbased on instantons, but by nom eans isderivable In Q CD .M oreover, it
does not exhaust allm echanian s which m ight lead, In prnciple, to deviations from
duality, focusing, rather, on one soeci ¢ contrbution { the so called exponential
tem s. N evertheless, it seem sto be physically m otivated and can serve for qualitative
analysis at present, and as a guideline for future re nem ents.

Indeed, the ( xed size) Instanton contribution to correlation functionsw ith large
mom entum transfers can be interpreted asa m echanisn In which the large extermal
momentum is tranam itted through a soft coherent eld con guration. Speaking
graphically, the Jarge externalm om entum is shared by a very large num ber of quanta
50 that each quantum is still relatively soft. Tt is clear that this m echanian is not
represented in the practical version of OPE Q], and, thus, gives an idea of how
strong deviations from duality m ight be.

O ne of the m ost Interesting aspects revealed In thism odel is the distinct nature
ofexponential contributions absent in practicalO PE , both In the Euclidean and the
M inkow skidom ains. If in the fomm er the exponential e ects die 0o fast enough, In
the Jatter, deviations from duality are suppressed to a lesserextent { the exponential
fallo ism ider, and it ism odulated by oscillations. T hese features seem to be so
general that m ost certainly they w ill survive in fiture treatm ents which, hopefully,
w illbe signi cantly closer to fundam entalQ CD than our present consideration.

If one acospts this m odel, at least for orentation, m any nteresting technical
problem s arise. Instanton contrilbutions In heavy quark theory were previously dis—



cussed m ore than once [, [1]. A though the corresponding analysis seem ed rather
straightforward at rst sight, it resulted in som e apparent paradoxes; for instance,
the instanton contribution to the spectrum of the inclusive heavy quark decays
seem Ingly tumed out to be param etrically larger than the very sam e contribution
to the totaldecay rate [, [§]. The puzzk is readily sovable, however: one cbserves
that the problem lies In the ssparation of the exponentially am all term s from the
\background" of the power term s of OPE; this is a subtlke and, generally speaking,
am biguous procedure, particularly n the M inkow ski dom ain, and depends on the
goeci ¢ quantity under consideration. W e will dwell on this issue at length In the
present paper.

W e begin, however, w ith a brief form ulation of the very notion of duality (Sect.
2). Quantifying this notion is an in portant task by itself. ITn m odeling deviations
from duality, the adoption of the follow ing attitude is m ade so as to stay on safe
ground: we w ill try to develop a m odelyielding a conservative estin ate on the upper
bound for deviations from duality. In other words, given the prediction for this or
that quantity based on duality (ie. spectra, total nclusive w idths and so on), one
establishes the accuracy w ith which this prediction is expected to be valid. In this
way one sets the lower 1im it on the energy release needed to achieve the required
accuracy. For this lim ited purpose even a crude m odel, such as the instanton m odel
to be discussed below , m ay be su cient, perhaps, after som e m inor re nem ents.

W hy is this attitude logical? If we knew in detail som e soeci ¢ m echanisn
om itted in the theoretical calculations { whether associated with the truncation
of practical OPE, or due to other sources { we could include it in the theoretical
prediction for the cross sections and say that the actual hadronic cross section is
dualto thisnew im proved prediction. T hus, paradoxically, the very nature ofduality
In plies that deviations from it are always estin ated roughly. A nalyzing deviations
from duality at each given stage of developm ent ofQ CD is equivalent to analyzing
our ignorance, rather than our know ledge. At the present stage, as was already
m entioned, our know ledge is, m ore or less, lim ited to practical OPE.

A much m ore am bitious goal is developing a fram ework suitablk for actual alt
cultion of extra contributions not seen In practical OPE . A lthough the Instanton
m odel is som etin es used for this purpose as well, one should clkarly realize that
quantitatively reliable results are not expected to em erge in this way. This is a
soeculative procedure intended only for qualitative ordentation. W e w ill occasion—
ally resort to it only due to the absence of better ideas. One may hope that a
universal qualitative picture w ill be revealed en route, which w ill be rcbust enough
to survive future developm ents of the issue.

A though this problem { estim ates of deviations from duality { is cbviously of
param ount practical In portance, surprisingly little hasbeen said about this sub fct
in the literature. Apart from som e general rem arks presented in Ref. [§], an attem pt
to discuss the issue in a di erent (exclusive) context wasm ade in [].

O ur paper is organized below as follows: In Sect. 2 we outline the general
principles behind duality and its violation. Sect. 3 is devoted to general features of



the exponential tem s believed to be responsible for duality violation. In particular,
the distinction between their pattems in the Euclidean and M inkow ski dom ains is
explained here. In Sect. 4 we outline the instanton m odelwe use as a fram ework to
generate exponential temm s. Sect. 5 illustrates ourm ain points in what is, probably,
the m ost transparent exam ple: €' e annihilation and the hadronic decays of the

Iepton. In Sect. 6 we discuss the general features of heavy quark decays in the
Instanton badkground. In Sect. 7, we begin the business of actual calculation { to
wam up, we consider a toy m odelw here the soinsofallrelevant elds are discarded
to avoid technicalities. Section 8 is devoted to actual heavy quark decays In QCD .
T he exponential contributions are estin ated, both In the spectra, and in the lnclusive
decay rates, forthe transitions ofthe heavy quark into am asskessone. In section Swe
address the applied, but practically in portant, problem of deviations from duality
in the sam ileptonic decays of D and B m esons. There are good phencm enological
reasons to believe that n D decays these deviations are signi cant, of order 0.5.
A djusting param eters ofthem odel in such a way as to explain these deviations, we
conclude that deviations from duality in the B decays are expected to be negligbly
an all (in the total sam ikeptonic decay rate and in the sim ilar radiative processes).
Thee ect seam sto be Jarger { perhaps even detectable { In the inclusive nonleptonic
rates. The drawbacks and de ciencies of the m odelwe use for the estim ates of the
exponential term s are summ arized in Sect. 10. W e present som e comm ents on
the vast literature treating the processes under discussion in Sect. 11. Section 12
sum m arizes our resuls and outlines problam s for future exploration.

2 Duality and the OPE

W ilson’s OPE is the basis of virtually all calculations of nonperturbative e ects in

analyticalQ CD . Since the very de nition ofduality reliesheavily on W ilson’sOPE,

we rstbrie y review ism ain elm ents. For the sake ofde niteness, we w ill speak

ofthe heavy quark expansion, although one should kesp In m Ind that the procedure
is quite general; in other processes (eg. the hadronic  decays) the wording m ust
be som ew hat changed, but the essence rem ains Intact.

The orighal QCD Lagrangian is formulated at very short distances. Starting
from this Lagrangian, one evolves it down, Integrating out all uctuations with
frequencies < ! < M where M ( is the original nom alization point, and will
be treated, for the tin e being, as a current param eter. In this way we get the
Lagrangian which has the form

X
L= CanM™o; )On(): @)

n
The coe cient functions, C ,, represent the contribution of virtualm om enta from
to M (. The operators, O,, enpy the full rights of H eisenberg operators w ith
respect to all eld uctuations with frequencies kessthan . The sum in Eq. () is
In nite { i runs over all possible Lorentz singlkt gauge invariant operators w hich
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possess the appropriate quantum num bers. T he operators can be ordered according
to their din ension; m oreover, we can use the equations of m otion, stemm ing from
the originalQ CD Lagrangian, to get rid of som e of the operators In the sum . Those
operators that are reducbl to fiill derivatives give vanishing contributions to the
physical (on m ass shell) m atrix elem ents, and can thus be discarded aswell.

Speaking abstractly, one is free to take any value of in Eq. (1); in particular,

= 0 would m ean that everything is calculated and we have the full S m atrix, all
conceivable am plitudes, at our disposal. Nothing is kft to be done. In this case
Eqg. () is jast a sum of all possible am plitudes. This sum then must be w ritten
In tem s of physical hadronic states, of course, not in tem s of the quark and ghion
operators since the latter degrees of freedom sim ply do not survive scalesbelow som e
had Qcop -

N eedless to say, present-day Q CD does not allow the explicit evolution down to

= 0. Caloulating the coe cient functions we have to stop som ew here, at such
virtualities that the quark and glion degrees of freedom are still relevant, and the
coe cient functionsC , M o; ) are stillexplicitly calculable. O n the other hand, for
obvious reasons, i is highly desirable to have as low as possbl. In the heavy
quark theory there is an additional requirem ent that mustbemuch essthanmg .

Letusassum e that is large enough so that ( )= 1 on the one hand, and
am all enough =o that there is no large gap between ocp and . The possbility
to m ake such a choice of oould not be anticipated a priori and is an extrem ely
fortunate feature ofQ CD .Q uarks and gluonsw ith o shellness lJarger than chosen
In thisway willbe referred to as hard.

A llobservable am plitudesmust be  independent, of course. The dependence
of the coe cient functions C ,, must consoire w ith that of the m atrix elem ents of
the operators O, in such a way as to ensure this independence of the physical
am plitudes.

W hat can be said about the calculation of the coe cients C ,? Since issu —
ciently large, the m ain contrdbution com es from perturbation theory. W e jist draw
all relevant Feynm an graphs and calculate them , generating an expansion in s ( )

X 1
Cn= ap ()¢ )
1

(Som etin es som e graphs w ill contain not only the powers of ¢ ( ) but also powers
of sInfmy= ). This happens if the anom alous din ension of the operator O, is
nonvanishing, or ifa part ofa contrbution to C,, com es from characteristicm om enta
oforderm o and is, thus, expressbl in tem sof sy ), and we rew rite i In tem s
of s().)

Asam atter of fact expression @) is not quite accurate theoretically. O ne should
not Porget that, In doing the loop integrations in C,, we m ust discard the dom ain
of virtualm om enta below , by de nition of C, ( ). Subtracting this dom ain from
the perturbative loop integrals, we introduce in C, power corrections of the type
( =m )" by hand. In principle, one should recognize the existence of such corrections



and dealw ith them . T he fact that they are actually present w as realized Iong ago H].
N eglecting them , at the theoretical level, results in countless paradoxes which still
surface from tin e to tin e in the literature. If it is possbl to choose su ciently
an all, these correctionsm ay be Insigni cant num erically, and can be om itted. This
iswhat isactually done In practice. T his is one ofthe elem ents of a sim pli cation of
theW ilson operator product expansion. T he sin pli ed version is called the practical
version of the OPE, orpractical OPE f].

Even if perturoation theory m ay dom inate the coe cient functions, they still
also contain nonperturbative tem s com ing from short distances. Som etin es they
are referred to as noncondensate nonperturbative tem s. An exam pl is provided
by direct instantons @], w Ith sizes of order m 0 1. These contrbutions fallo as
high powers of gcp=mq (©Or ocp=E where E isa characteristic energy release In
the process under consideration), and are very poorly controlled theoretically. Since
the f2ll o of the nonoondensate nonperturbative corrections is extrem ely steep,
basically the only thing we can say about them is that there is a critical value of
mgy (rE). For Iower values ofmy (or E ) no reliable theoretical predictions are
possible at present. For higher values ofm one can ignore the noncondensate
nonperturbative contrbutions. The noncondensate nonperturbative contributions
are neglected in the practical OPE . In what follow s, we w ill not touch upon these
type of e ects which are associated with the (am alksize) instanton contridbutions
to the coe cient functions. There is another, technical, reason why we choose
not to oconsider these e ects. Since the an allsize nstantons represent hard eld

uctuations, all heavy quark expansions carried out in the spirit of HQET [L]]
becom e nvalid; the corresponding theory has to be developed anew . In particular,
the standard HQET decom position of the heavy quark eld in the form Q &) =
expfin o v x gQ (x) becom es napplicable, as well as the statam ent that all heavy
quark spin e ects are suppressed by 1=m o, and so on. T his circum stance isnot fully
recognized in the literature. D ue to these reasons, we Instead focus on e ects due
to Jarge-size instantons. This w ill provide a workabl fram ework for visualizing the
exponential tem .

Atvery largem o (orE ), the exponentialtem s are param etrically sn aller (in the
Euclidean dom ain) than the power-like non-condensate nonperturbative corrections
in the coe cient functions. One can argue, however, that this natural hierarchy
sets in at such large values ofm om entum transfer w here both e ects are practically
unin portant. At intem ediate values of them om entum transfers { m ost interesting
from the point ofview of applications { an inverse hierarchy m ay take place, where
the exponential tem s are num erically m ore in portant.

Ignoring the nonperturative contributions in the coe cient functions is not the
only sinpli cation In the practical OPE . The series of operators appearing n L
(the condensate series) is in nite. P ractically we truncate it in som e nite order, so
that the sum in the expansion we dealw ith approxin ates the exact result, but by
no m eans coincides w ith it. The truncation of the expansion is a key point. The
condensate expansion is asym ptotic 1. Therefore, expanding it to higher orders



inde nitely does not m ean that the accuracy of the approxin ation to the exact
result becom es better. O n the contrary, as In any asym ptotic series, there exists an
optin al order. Truncating the series at this order, we get the best accuracy. The
di erence between the exact result and the serdes truncated at the optin alorder is
exponential. Large-size instantons, treated In an appropriate way will, In a senss,
represent the high-order tail om ited in the truncated serdes.

T he essence ofthe phenom enon { occurrence of the exponentialtermm s { is sin ilar
to the em ergence ofthe condensates at a previous stage. Indeed, ket usconsider, rst,
the standard Feynm an perturbation theory. At any nite order the perturbative
contrbution iswellkde ned. At the sam e tin g, the coe cients ofthe ¢ series grow
factorially w ith n, and thism eans that the ¢ seresmust be, som ehow , cut o , ie.
reqularized. T he proper way of handling this factorial divergence is by introducing
the nom alization point and the condensate correctionsw hich tem persthe factorial
divergence of the Feynm an perturbative series In high orders and, sin ultaneously,
bring in tem soforderexp ( C= sy )) whereC issom e positive constant. Loosely
goeaking, one m ay say that contributions of this type are related to the high-order
tailsofthe 4 serdes. Sim ilarly, the high-order tails of the condensate (oower) series
corresoond to the occurrence of the exponential term s. C orrespondingly, the OPE,
even optim ally truncated, approxin ates the exact result up to exponential tem s.

T he exponential term s not seen in the practical OPE appear both In Euclidean,
and M inkow ski quantities. T heir particular roles and behaviors are quite di erent,
however. Technically, the rate of 2l o ismuch faster n the Euclidean dom ain
than in the M inkow ski dom aln, as we w ill see Jater. C onceptually, the exponential
term s In the M Inkow skidom ain detem Ine deviations from duality.

Let usnow describe what wem ean by duality in som ewhat m ore detail. A ssum e
that the e ective Lagrangian we work with Inclides extemal sources, so that the
expectation value of this Lagrangian actually yields the com plkte set of physical
am plitudes. The physically observable M Inkow ski quantities (ie. spectra, total
hadronic w idths and so on) are given by the in aginary parts of certain tem s In the
e ective Lagrangian. These termm s are calculated as an expansion In the Euclidean
dom ain. This is a practical necessity { sihce our theoretical tools are based on
the expansions phrased in tem s of quarks and glions, we have to operate In the
Euclidean dom ain. W e then analytically continue in relevantm om entum transfersto
the M Inkow skidom ain. O focourse, ifwe could nd the exact result in the Euclidean
dom ain, is analytic continuation to the M inkow ski dom ain would yield the exact
oectra, etc., { there would be no need in introducing duality at all. Tn realiy,
the calculation is done using the practical OPE . Both, the perturbative series in
the coe cient functions and the condensate series are truncated at a certain order.
W e then analytically continue each individual term in the expansion thus obtained,
tem by tem , from the desp Euclidean dom ain to the M inkow skione, and take the
In agihary part. The corresgoonding prediction, which can be interpreted in tem s
of quarks and gluons, is declared to be dualto physically m easurable quantities in
term s ofhadronsprovided that the energy relkase is large. In this context dualm eans



approxin ately equal. T he discrepancy between the exact (hadronic) result and the
quark-gluon prediction based on the practical O PE is referred to as a deviation from
(local) dualiy.

Reiterating, in de ning duality, we st do a straightforward analytical continu-
ation, tertm by termm . D e ning the analytic continuation to the M Inkow ski dom ain
in thisway, it is not di cult to see, diagram m atically, that those lines which were
faro shell in the Euclidean calculation rem ain hard in the sense that now they are
either still faro shell, oron shell, but carry large com ponents of the fourm om enta,
scaling ke m, , or large energy release. The sum of the In agihary parts obtained
In this way is the so called the quark-glion cross section. This quantity serves as
a reference quantity In form ulating the duality relations. W hen one says that the
hadron cross section is dual to the quark-gluon one, the latter m ust be calculated
by virtue of the procedure described above.

The contrlbutions kft aside n the above procedure are related, at least at a
concsptual kevel, to the high-ordertailofthe power (condensate) serdes. T hey can be
visualized w ith Jarge-size Instantons. A subtle point is that the large-size instantons
contribute not only to the exponential tem s, but also to the condensate (power)
expansion. O ur task is to single out the exponential contribution, since we have no
Intention to use the instanton m odel to in itate the low-order tem s of the power
expansion. Our Instanton model is far too crude for that. In the next section
we proceed to formulating the instanton m odel, m aking special em phasis on this
particular elem ent { isolating exponential contributions.

Beyond the sin plest onevariabl problm s, lke the correlation function oftwo
vector currents related toR o+ . OrR , very often one encounters a m ore com plicated
situation when the am plitudes have several separated kinem atical cuts associated
w ith physically di erent channels of the given am plitude, and one is Interested only
in one speci ¢ channel. T his situation is typical for the inclusive heavy quark decays
fid, [13]. The O PE-based predictions in this case require { additionally { a di erent
type of duality : one needs to assum e that a particular cut of interest in the hadronic
am plitude is In one-to-one corresoondence w ith the given quark-gluon cut. In other
words, it is assum ed that di erent channels (in tem s of the hadronic processes and
in term s of the quark-gluon processes) do not contam inate each other [[3]. Thiswas
called \globaldualiy™" ﬂ . In thepractical O PE the cutsofthe perturbative coe cient
functions carry clear identity, and the above assum ption of \globalduality" is easily
Inplm entable. The above assum ption can actually be proven in the fram ework
of the practical OPE at any nite order, as was shown In [[J]. However, most
probably, this \global duality" fails at the level of the exponential tem s. In the
present paper we do not address the issue of \global duality" viclations although
Instantons can m odel this phenom enon as well. Such e ects are probably an aller
than the deviations from localduality; in any case they deserve a dedicated analysis.
Tt is worth noting that for onevariable problem s (eg. the totale' e annhilation

1 W aming: the term globalduality is often used in the literature in a di erent context.



cross section), duality for various Integrals over the cross section overa nite energy
range is still local duality, as w illbe discussed in Sect. 5.

3 Abstracting G eneral A spects

Before subm erging into details ofthe instanton calculations, we outline the practical
m otivation for inclusion of the corresponding e ects from the general perspective of
the short distance expansion. It will also enabl us to illustrate n a sinplk way
the divergence of the power expansion. Consider a generic two-point correlation
finction (Q ?), say, the polarization operator for vector currents:
z z
Q)= dxe¥ &) = d'x €% hG ;0)G (0;%) i 3)

where G are the quark G reen functions in an extemalgauge eld and averaging over
the eld con gurations is Inplied; we do not explicitly show the Lorentz indices.
Equation (), and all considerations in this section, refer to Euclidean space.
Thepower expansion of Q) in 1=Q isthe expansion ofthe correlation finction
(x) In singularities near the origin. (T his statem ent is not quite accurate in the
W ilson’s OPE; it is correct, however, In the practical OPE). T hus, one is Interested
iIn the an alkx behavior of (x) or, equivalently, ofG (x). In the leading, desp Eu-
clidean approxin ation, G reen’s filnctions are the free ones, x =x*, plus perturbative
corrections arranged in powers of ¢ (1=x?):

1

22 1+ a; s(1=x2)+ 3 ; X =X @)

GP &) =

xb‘x

(a particular invariant gauge is assum ed here; the correlator is gauge-invariant any—
way, and sin ilar series can be written directly for the product of the two G reen
finctions). Alltem s in the perturbative expansion {4) have the sam e power of
%, and di er only by powers of logx?. Logarithm s em erge due to the sihgularity
1=x? ofthe gluon interaction near x?> = 0. Upon m aking the Fourier transform , the
perturbative corrections in Eq. §) are converted into powers of logQ 2,

Power corrections, 1=Q0 ", em erge from the expansion of G reen’s functions near
x = 0: forexam ple, in the Fodk {Schw inger gauge

GR) = —— + ——G ©0) 5 + ©)

w here higher order term s contain higherpowersofthegluon eld,G , or itsderiva—
tivesat x = 0 (bra review see [[4]). Since the additional tem s In the expansion
contain extra powers of x (generically accom panied by logx?), it is clear that, re—
tuming to the m om entum representation, one gets additional powers of Q in the
denom nator for extra powers of x In the expansion of (x). (T he positive powers
ofx In (x) are accom panied by logx 2. Thus, the 1=Q expansion cbtained in the



practical OPE is in oneto-one correspondence, in the coordinate space, w ith the
expansion of G reen’s function near the point x = 0. (This fact is absolutely explicit
In ordinary quantum m echanics, where the dynam ics are describbed by a potential.
In QCD the power corrections to the inclusive heavy quark decay rates, for exam —
P, have a sim ilar interpretation: the leading 1=m o correction, due to the Coulomb
potential at the position of the heavy quark, is absent because of a cancellation
between the Initial binding energy and the sin ilar charge interaction w ith the de-
cay products in the nal state. Physically, the reason is conservation of color ow .
M oreover, the chrom om agnetic temm is determ ined by the m agnetic interaction at
the origin, and so on.)

T he question that naturally com es to one’sm Ind iswhether the above expansion
In the x space is, n a sense, convergent. At best, i can have a nite radius of
convergence which, for the given external eld, is detem ined by the distance to
the closest (apart from the origih) sihgularity in the complex x* plane. On the
other hand, evaluating the Fourier transfomm @) converting (x) into (@), one
perfom s the Integration over all x. Therefore, even for arbitrarily large Q, one
has to integrate (x) in the region where the expansion of the G reen’s functions is
divergent. A though any particularpower term 1=Q" can be calculated and is nite,
this leads to the factorial grow th of the coe cients In the 1=Q expansion, and thus
explains its asym ptotic nature.

Let us illustrate this purely m athem atical fact In a simpli ed setting. Let us
oconsiderthe \OPE expansion" ofam odi ed Fourier transform (the one-din ensional
Integral runs from zero to n niyy; such transfom s are relevant n heavy quark
theory, see {)):

1 0x
£FQ)=  dx———e%* =
0 X2+ 2
ol = :

= e + B EQ) & Ei( Q )I; ©6)
where E i is the exponentiatintegral function. T he integrand has a singularity in the
com plkx plane, at x = 1 and is perfectly expandabl at x = 0. Expanding the

\propagator", 1=(* + 2), n x* we get the \OPE series"

ST X i% k)
fQ) = dx  ( 1fgme® = = (7)
0 k=0 22 o @ )yt

F irst ofallnote, that the \OPE series" hasonly odd powers of1=Q . C om paring w ith
the exact expression (§) we see that the function £ Q) is not fully represented by
its expansion (), which is cbviously asym ptotic. The exponential term is m issing.
This exponential tetm com es from the nite-distance sihgularties of the integrand.
Indeed, one can deform the contour of integration over x Into the com plex plane; the
Integral ram ains the sam e as long as the Integration contour does not w ind around
the singularity at x = 1 , whose contrbution is

fQ)=-e? : @)



T his is precisely the uncertainty In de ning the value of the asym ptotic 1=Q0 series
0.

Sihce £ Q) is expanded only in odd powers of 1=Q , the sym m etric com bination
gQ)= £fQ)+ £( Q) hasno power expansion at all. The function g(Q ) does not
vanish, however:

Zq

gQ)=fQ)+ £( Q) = dx eox = : ©)

This expression is in agreem ent w ith the above estim ate of the uncertainty of the
pow er expansion per se and dem onstrates that the exponential tem s are present.

T he appearance of the tem s exponential in Q in the exam pl above bears som e
resemblance to the renom alon issue { the factorial growth of the coe cients In
the perturbative expansions in QCD [§]. The Feynm an graphs contain integration
over all gluon m om enta k?; on the other hand, the expansion of . (k?) in tem s
of Q%) is convergent only for k? between som e m inin al and m axin al scales,

Sep Sk*< Q%= Z.,. Although each particular tem in the expansion can be
integrated from k? = 0to 1 , yielding a nite number, the problem of divergence of
the originalexpansion of 4 (k?) is resurrected as the factorialgrow th ofthe resulting
coe cients.

W e conclude, therefore, that the divergence of the power expansion w ithin the
practical OPE, and the presence of the exponential tem s is a rather general phe-
nom enon, and is related, conosptually, to the singularities of G reen’s fiinctions in
the coordinate space at com plex Euclidean values of x? located at nite distances
from the origin. T he question ofthepossible roke ofthese nite distance singularities
was rt raised n Refs. fL§, [[7] (see alo [19)).

T he analogy w ith renom alons In the 4 perturbative expansions can be contin—
ued. In the renom alon problam , the proper nclusion ofthe condensates, w thin the
fram ework of the OPE, elim inates the nfrared renom alons altogether and m akes
the hfrared-related perturbative series well de ned and, presum ably, convergent.
Onem ay hope that a consistent explicit account forthe nitex? singularities would
also m ake the In nite power series well de ned. From the theoretical perspective,
though, this problm has not been Investigated so far.

A ddressing practical applications, there are two general reasons to expect that
the Inclusion ofthe exponentialtem s in the analysis can be in portant { even though
the power series analysis accounts, at best, for only a few leading tem s in the
1=0 expansion. F irst, there exists som e phenom enological evidence, to be discussed
below , indicating that the in pact ofthe exponential term s in the M inkow skidom ain
m ay be m ore In portant num erically than that of the om itted condensate tem s for
Intermm ediate values ofthem om entum transfers. T his statem ent is illustrated by the

exam ple, see Sect. 5. Second, historically, this isnot the rst case where we have
encountered such a perverted hierarchy In QCD . It isquite typical that in the QCD
sum rules, the contribution ofthe (om itted) higher order ¢ tem s, which fomm ally
dom nate over the condensates, is far less signi cant num erically than that of the
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condensates. T his point is crucial { whilk the exponential termm s die out fast in the
Euclidean dom ain, they decrease much m ore slow Iy In the physical cross sections
and, thus, often dom Inate over the condensate e ects, the m ore so that the latter
often are concentrated at the end points, and are not seen at alloutside the end point
region. This observation was em phasized in Ref. [[]]. Indeed, the tem s e?
oscillate, rather than decreass, when analytically continued from the Euclidean to
the M inkow skidomain,Q ! iE.

Leaving aside such subtle theoretical questions as the summ ation ofthe in nite
condensate series, one m ay hope that including the principal singularities at the
origin and at nite x? will lead to a description of the correlation finctions at hand
which is good num erically. Indeed, the leading singularity at x? = 0 is given by the
perturbative expansion, and subleading tem snearx? = 0 are given by the practical
OPE . Adding the dom inant singularity at x? QéD In the complex plane we
capture enough Infom ation to describbe the m ain properties of the finction, and
thus provide a suitable approxin ation to the exact resul, which may work well
enough for a wide range of x?, thus yielding the proper behavior of the correlation
fiinction, @), down to Iow enough Q 2. O ne should clearly realize, however, that
this procedure is justi ed only if we do not raise the subtle question form ulated
above and keep just a few ofthe st termm s in both the perturoative and condensate
expansions. Summ Ing m ore and m ore condensate term sw ithin this { rmther eclectic
{ procedure m ay not only stop in proving the accuracy, but even lead to doubl—
counting of certain eld con gurations. Being fully aware of allde ciencies of this
approach at present, we still accept it for estin ating possible violations of local
duality In a few cases of practical interest. Eventually, this approach m ay develop
Into a system atic, and self-consistent phenom enology ofthe exponentialtem s, m uch
In the same way as the QCD sum rules represent a system atic phenom enology of
the condensate tem s.

Technically, G reen’s functions are ocbtained by soling the equations ofm otion In
the given badckground gauge eld; In particular, quark G reen’s functions are obtained
by solring the D iracequation . H enceforth, the singularties outside the origin em erge
only at such (com plex) values ofx? = 0 where the gauge eld is sihgular. Instantons
provide an explicit exam ple of such elds which are, of course, reqular at real x?,
but have a singularity in the com plex x* plnef]. T he singularities of the instanton

elds are passed to the G reen’s functions, eg. the singular tem s in the spin-0 and
FIn-1=2 G reen’s function have the structure

1 1
GS(X; ) — ’ — 7
Y (x  zf+ 27 (v zp+ 2)7°
el ) 1 1 . 1 3 10)
X; < ;Y= i
YT 2t 9 (¢ zf+ 2) 22

where z is the center of the nstanton, and  is its radius. The actual nature of
the sihgularity changes when one Integrates over the position of the Instanton, and

2T he gauge potential tselfm ay have sinqularities at realx?, but these are purely gauge artefacts.
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over its orientation and size. The polsin (x) m ay change into m ore com plicated
sihgularities (say, cuts). Interactions ofdi erent Instantonsw illalso a ect thenature
of the singularities. O ne does not expect, however, the nitedistance shgulariies
to disappear. The precise position of the singularities, and their nature, depend on
the details of the strong dynam ics.

The sin plest nite x singularity in the physical correlator (x  y) one can think
ofhas the form

1
- - 11
W = a1)
where issome index. (The casesof = 1 and 2 were discussed in Ref. [[If/]) s

m om entum representation,

Z
Q7% = d'xe? & =

2% o K, Q)
2

() 2 42

clearly exhibits the exponentialbehavior related to the singularity at x> = 2. The
function on the right-hand side is exponentially sm all in the Euclidean dom ain but
yields only an oscillating factor (dam ped by a m odest power of 1=Q ) upon analytic

continuation to the physicaldom ain, Q2= s i0,
! _ _
3 pE ‘s g (ps Y+ sh N, (ps )
( ) 2 2 4
|
_ 3 pg 2 J 2(p§ ) ' (13)
() 2 2 4 :

Note that at = 1, the right-hand side of Eq. [I3) inplicitly contains (s). Here,
Bessel, M dD onald, and Neum ann functions are denoted by J, K , and N , respec-
tively. A sym ptotically, at large s,

4p§ 5=2 3=2 q s  cos s ( + l=2—§

SS=4 ( ) 2 2

In (s) ' 4)

C ertainly, the purely oscillating factor above is an extrem e case. Any sensible an ear-
Ingover (W ih a an ooth weight finction) w ill restore the decram ent ofthe exponent
in theM inkow skidom ain (asdiscussed in Ref. []). G enerically, therefore, we obtain
a decaying exponent, exp ( E ), m odulated by oscillations. M ore exactly, we get
a sum of such tem s. The Index  depends on dynam ics and, In principle, can be
rather an allnum erically. If is am all, the dam ping regin e takes over the oscillating
regin e at large values of E , after a &w unsuppressed oscillations occur. At such
values of E , the powers of 1=E in the preexponent can m ake the whole contribu—
tion an all. Therefore, starting our analysis with an extrem e situation { a purely
oscillating factor tim es som e power of 1=E in the pre- factor { is quite m eaningfiil.
W e willdiscuss all these details In a m ore soeci ¢ setting of the Instanton m odel.
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It is easy to see that causality requires shgularities of (x 2) to lie either on the
negative realaxis of x?, or at Jarger argum ents of x?, on the unphysical sheet; (x ?)
must be analytic at jargx?j< . In the instanton m odel the singularities are on
the negative x? axis. Sm earing the instanton sizes w ith a %120‘(11 function weakens
the strength of the singularity near the purely in aghary x? and thus e ectively
m oves it further into the com plex plane.

To sum m arize, we argued that the violations of localduality are conceptually re—
lated to the divergence of the condensate expansion (practicalOPE) in high orders.
Technically, they m ay occur due to the singularities of G reen’s flinctions at com plex
Euclidean values ofx at nite distances from the origin. A coounting for such singu—
larities, In addition to the perturbative and the condensate expansion, is a natural

rst step beyond the fram ework of the practical OPE . In the next section we will
proceed to a speci ¢ m odel for this phenom enon based on instantons. Since they
are not necessarily the dom nant vacuum com ponent we try to lin it our reliance on
Instantons to the absolite m inin um . In particular, their topological properties are
nessential for us, and even lead to certain super uous com plications.

4 Tnstanton M odel

Here we w ill form ulate our rules of the gam e. To get an idea ofpossble violations of
duality we w ill consider a set of physically interesting processes (tw o-point functions
of various currents built from light quarks, the transition operators relevant for the
Inclusive heavy quark decays and so on). O ur prim ary goal is isolating the nite-
distance singularities in x?, which willeventually be converted into the exponential
tem s n them om entum plane. To thisend it w illbe assum ed that the quark G reen’s
functions in the am plitudes under consideration are G reen’s functions in the given
one-nstanton badckground. T he one-instanton eld is selected to represent coherent
glion eld wuctuations for technical reasons { in thisbackground G reen’s functions
for the m assless quarks are exactly known.

The instanton eld depends on the collective coordinates { its center, color space
orientations, and is radius. Integration over all coordinates except the radiis is
trivial, and w ill be done autom atically. Integration over the instanton radius
requires additional com m ents.

First of all, in allexpressions given below , Integration over isnot ndicated ex—
plicitly unless stated otherw ise. Any expression F' ( ) should be actually understood
as ollow s 7

d
F()! —d()F () (15)

where d( ) is a weight function and integration over instanton position, dz= *, is
included in the de nition ofF ( ).

Ifwe were buiding a dynam icalm odelofthe Q CD vacuum based on instantons,
we ocould have tred to caloulate this weight function. A s a m atter of fact, for an
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isolated instanton the instanton density, d( ), was found in the pioneering w ork @];
for pure gliodynam ics,
d( )= const ( gep); (16)

where b is the st coe cient in the GellM ann-L.ow function b= 11=3 N . forthe
SU (3) gauge group) . O foourse, the approxin ation ofthe instanton gas P(] is totally
hadequate form any reasons { one ofthem is the fact that inclusion ofthe m assless
quarks com pletely suppresses the isolated instantons [[3]. T his particular drawback
can be elim nated if one takes into acoount the quark condensate, hggi 6 0. Then
the instanton density takes the form 1]

d() = const (hogi *)"dy () a7)

where n¢ is the num ber of the m assless quarks, and now b= 11=3N. 2=3r¢.Note
the extram ely steep  dependence of the instanton density at anall . The inpact
of the quark condensates is not the end of the story, however, since for physically
Interesting values of , the vacuum eld uctuations form a rather dense m edium
where each Instanton feels the presence of all other uctuations. In principl, one
could try to buid am odelofthe Q CD vacuum in thisway, for instance, that iswhat
is done in the =0 called Instanton liquid m odel (see P3, 3] and references therein).
Theman idea is that the instanton density is sharply peaked at 16 Gev)?,
w here the classical action is still large, ie. we can still consider individual instantons.
O n the otherhand, the interaction between instantons isalso Jarge, but stillnot large
enough so that the Instantonsmelt. The extram ely steep grow th of the instanton
density at an all iscuto abruptly at larger , due to interactions in the Instanton
liquid. The proposed m odel density which captures these features is just a plateau
at = .wih thewidth ce
W e would lke to avoid addressing dynam ical issues ofthe QCD vacuum in the
present paper. O urtask isto rely on general features, rather than on speci c details,
and the Instanton eld, for us, is m erely representative of a strong coherent eld
uctuation. For this lim ited purpose, we can ignore the problem s of the calculation
ofthe instanton density, and jist postulate the weight function d( ) in the sim plest
form possble. The most extrem e assum ption is to approxin ate d( ) by a delta
function,
d()=d o ( 0); 18)

where dy and | are approprately chosen constants. In a very crude approxin a—
tion this weight function is suitable, in principl, although it has an obvious draw —
back. If is xed, as in Eq. (18), the instanton exponential n the Euclidean

dom ain becom es cosine in the M Inkow skidom ain, w ith no decrem ent. For lnstance,

© Y'K.1Q )! E ¥ osE phase), where the arrow denotes continuing to
the M Inkow skidom ain, taking the In agihary part, and kesping the lrading term in

the expansion for large E . If one wants to be m ore realistic, one should introduce
a nitewidth. A reasonable choice m ight be

w()= ()'N expf — g 19)
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where N is a nomn alization constant,

5 0
== =i 20)
o is the center of the distrbution, and is itswidth. Convoluting @ ) K. Q )

w ith this weight function, one an ears the cosine, which results In the exponential
fallo in theM Inkow skidom ain,

1 1 p_—d———— =2 p_—d———— =2

Q )'!K,©Q )! N2E 'Jf 2 [ 2+ E?2 gk.f 2 [ 2+ E2+ [g
@1)

w here the m eaning of the arrow is the sam e as above.

It
1 o
E —— @2)
the In agihary part reduces to
! 0 q 0

2NE 'Ji( 2E o—)Ki( 2E o—); 3)
and 2llso exponentially. Ifthe weight function isnarrow, ( 0), this exponen—
tial suppression starts at high energies, sseEq. €4). In the limitwhen ! 0,with

E xed, the exponential suppression disappears from Eq. @1)), and we retum to
the original oscillating Im agihary part. N ote also that the exponent at E Lo g
di erent from the one in the Euclidean dom ain ( E versusQ ). In Sect. 52 wewill
Introduce the corresponding Index, , characterizing the degree of the exponential
fallo in theM inkow skidom ain at asym ptotically large energies.

C oncluding this section, we pause here to m ake tw o rem arks ofgeneral character.
The fact that am earing the scale with an ooth fiinctions of the type ({19) produces
exponential 2ll o is not speci ¢ to the instanton-induced spectral density. Even
m uch rougher spectral densities (w ith appropriate properties), being sm eared w ith
the weight finction {9), becom e exponential. An instructive exam ple is provided by
a m odel spectral density suggested in Ref. [§]. C onsider the Hllow ing \polarization
operator" |

2 2
Vi 2
where isthe specialbeta function related to Euler’'s function,
1 x+ 1 X X ( 1f
x)= - - = : @4)
2 2 2 o Xt k

This fake polarization operator m Im ics, In very gross features, say, the di erence
betw een the vectorvector and axialaxialtwo-point functionsf]. At positive Q 2, it is
expandable In an asym ptotic serdes in 1=Q ?, plus exponentialtem s. At negative Q 2,

3In Ref. E] the m odel spectral density @) was suggested In the context of the heavy-light
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(positive s), it develops an in aginary part. The In aghary part cbviously consists
of two In nite combs of equidistant delta functions { half of them enter w ith the
coe clent 1, the other halfw ith the coe cient 1. Literally speaking, there is no
Jocal ponntby-point) duality at any energies.

Let us an ear the combs of the delta functions w ith the weight function @) .
Now, the In aghary part at negative x is sn ooth, exponentially suppressed, and
oscillating,

Z 1 !

p— pP—
T d w() (x)=—  ( 1fw k=%k) / me 201D Fitonst. o5
0 Ry-1

Indeed, one can represent the sign altemating sum, ( 1fw (k=%k7, as the integral
of the function =@sin( z)w (z=k7J), wih ocomplx variabl z, over the contour
enbedding the positive real axis [1;+1 ). At large k7 its value is de’%enLjned by

Ky i=4
- ’

large z; the Integrand has two com plex conjugated saddle points, z = e
whose steepest descents rad to z= O and z= il . Evaluating the saddle point
Integrals, one arrives at the above asym ptotics.

R etuming to the instanton m odel, we note that the weight fiinction, @) , s con—
venient, because the contribution ofthe an allksize instantons wWhich a ect the OPE
coe cients and are not discussed in the present paper) are naturally suppressed.
The absence of these an allsize Instantons allow s for a sensble expansion param —
eter, I=Mm o ), which can be used In calculations w ith heavy quarks. It is worth
em phasizing again that at very large m om entum transfers (energies, heavy quark
m asses, etc.), the an alksize instantons w ill always dom inate over the exponential
temm s. Thus, ourm odel is applicable, if at all, only to intermm ediate scales.

In QCD, the Instanton eld con guration does not constitute any closed ap-
proxin ation. T herefore, one m ay question practically every asoect ofthem odelwe
suggest. D eveloping phenom enology of the exponential term s w ill help us under—
stand w hether this approach has grounds. From the purely theoretical standpoint it
m Ight be Instructive to consider a form ulation of the problam where the instantons
can be studied In a clkan environm ent, rather than in the com plex world ofQCD .
Such an analysis was already outlined in the literature P§]. Let us assum e that in-
stead 0ofQ CD , we study the H iggsphase, ie. we ntroduce scalar colored eldswhich
develop a vacuum expectation valie, and break color sym m etry spontaneously. T he
glion eldsaocquirem asses. Iftheirm assesaremuch largerthan ocp,weare in the
weak ocoupling regin €, and the sam iclassical approxin ation becom es fully justi ed.

tw o-point finctions, and, accordingly, x was related to E , not Q2. In the heavy-light system s,
the m odeldoes not reproduce ne features either; in particular, the equidistant spectrum it yields
is not realistic. T he separation between the highly excited states should 81lo as 1=E . Such a
behavior inm ediately follow s from the sam iclassical quantization condition

Z

& 2rdr/ n

P reviously this pattem was noted in the two-din ensional t H ooft m odel @].
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T he instanton contribution to various am plitudes is wellkde ned now, and subtle
questions, which could not be reliably answered In Q CD , can be addressed.

T he pattem ofthe instanton contribution asa fiinction ofenergy in thiscasewas
studied In Ref. RY]. I is quite rem arkable that the pattem dbtained bears a close
resem blance to what we have In QCD , In particular, oscillations In the M inkow ski
dom ain.

5 D eviations from duality in R+, or hadronic
decays

5.1 Instanton estin ates

T he peculiar details of local duality violations are m ore transparent In the sinple
cases of " e annhilation cross section and inclusive hadronic  decays. Several
rather sophisticated analyses of the instanton e ects In these problem s were carried
out recently 24,271,298, 29]. A m ore general consideration, rather close in ideology
to our approach, wasgiven In f[]] (in a sense the spirit of the suggestion ofRef. [I1]
ismore extrem e). W e further comm ent on these works In Sect.ll. To see typical
features of the nstanton-like e ects we consider, for sim plicity, the correlator of the

avormnonsinglet vector currents relevant to R ; @ sin ilar correlation flnction
appears In the hadronic  decays, alongside w ith its axialvector counterpart. For
sin plicity, we w illm ainly ignore the latter contribution and discuss the vector part
as a concrete exam ple.

Letusde ne Q%= 4§ i0)
Z _ n o 1
@ = dxeThil J@IO i= S5 aq) @?;
2
Q2% = logQ—2 + (26)
l 2
R (8) = —Im @ “°= ] i0)=1 +

Forthe purpose of our discussion the average h:::d is not yet understood as averaging
over the physical vacuum ; we, rather, calculate the correlation function In a partic-
ular extemal eld, and average over certain param eters of this eld (the Invariant
tensor decom position is appropriate in the latter case). T he second equation show s

@ ?) in the absence ofany eld. h a given eld, (x;y) ism erely a trace of the
product of the two G reen functions which are explicitly known form assless quarks
In the eld ofone instanton. Upon averaging over the positions and orientations of
the Instanton of the xed size , one arrives at the known expression (integration

over is shown explicitly) BQ,[I$]

Q)= ,Q)+ Q)=
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where K , is a M dD onald finction, and d( )=°)d is to be denti ed wih the
num ber of Instantons per uni volum e. T he superscript I m arks the instanton con—
trdoution. The st tem in the square brackets is \a condensate", the second one,
on the contrary, does not produce any 1=Q" expansion. C onsidering Eq. £7) in the
M inkow skidom ain onehas E = = s)

RE)=RoE)+ R'E) =

" !#
1+ 8Zde() - E?) + ZldtJ p—2E_ ; 28)
22 E ¥ o 2 1 € ’

where J, is a Bessel function. Violation of localduality at nite E is given by the
last tem . Expanding the Bessel function at hrge E , and perfomm ing the saddke
point evaluation of the inner integral, we see that it oscillates, but decreases in
m agnitude only as 1=E 3:

R'E)Ficea ' 472 ws CE ) ; 29)

& )

(Wwe ram ind the reader that the true power corrections from the OPE appear In the
in aghary part at lhrge E only at the level Z=E* provided that the quarks are
m asslkess, as we assum e here). A fter averaging this result over with a anooth
enough weight, the resulting R ! decreases exponentially at E ! 1 ; the decram ent
is determ ined by the analytic properties ofd( ). T he behavior of the \exponential®
contrioution, given by the last term i Eq. @§) at am allE , is relatively sm ooth,

RIE) 42 bg E ) : 30)

To visualize the above expressions, we plot in F ig[] the value of R E ) stemm ing
from Eq. £§) in the realscale E using the istanton density {[8), w ith som e rather
ad hoc overall nom alization f] dy, and = 1:15Gev .

Figure ] represents experin ental values extracted from the CLEO data [BII.
A though our theoretical curve does not literally coincide with the actual data,
it is de nite that the general feature of the experim ental curve { the presence of
oscillations, and a m oderate 2llo of their m agnitude w ith energy { is captured
correctly. The fact that our m odel is not accurate enough to ensure the pointby—
point coincidence was to be anticipated. Obvious de ciencies of the m odel w ill be
discussed in Sect. 10. Som e additional rem arks conceming duality violations in the
hadronic  decays are given in Sect. 9.1, see Eq.[I0}).

4In Sect. 9.1 we discuss our choice ©rdy . O urm otivation isbased on phenom enologicalanalysis
of the duality violations in the sam ileptonic D decays, which m ay be as argeas 50% .
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Figurel: R {E), taking into acoount the instanton contribution. T he perturbative
result is nom alized to unity.
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Figure 2: Experin ental value ofR E ).
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5.2 Three zones

A single glnce at experim ental data (@ part of the data is presented on Fig. 2)
reveals a striking regularity of the Inclusive cross section. W e believe that this
regularity is a general phenom enon, and its discussion is very pertinent to the issue
of the duality violations. The sam e pattem of behavior is expected, say, In the
goectra of the radiative decaysB ! X+ ,and soon.

O ne can single out three distinct zones in the physical Inclusive hadronic cross
sections, govemed by di erent dynam ical regin es. Iffwe proceed from the low in—
variant m asses of the inclusive hadronic state to high m asses, the st zonewe see is
a \narrow resonance" zone. Tt includes one, or at m ost tw 0, congpicuous resonances.
It stretches up to a st boundary { callit sy. C rossing this st boundary, we nd
ourselves In the second zone { the oscillation zone. T he cross section here is already
an ooth, and the pointby-point violations of the quark (glion) hadron duality are
not viokent. Still, these violations are quite noticeable (they m ay constitute a few
dozen percent), and have a very clear pattem { several clearly visble oscillations,
w ith relatively m ild suppression,

R = Ropg + (Const=E*)sn RE + )

T he upperboundary ofthis zone w illbe referred to as s; . F nally, above this second
boundary, there lies a third dom ain { the asym ptotic zone, where

R=Ropgtexp[ @E )Ilsh(RQE % + ) or (I=E) ; < 1; 1

Here Ropr is a anooth (oractical) OPE prediction, k is an integer, and are
Indices. O urm odel is intended for applications in the second (oscillation) zone.

Tt is worth noting that the precise values of the boundaries sy and s; are very
sensitive to dynam ical details. For instance, in the in agihary world with in nite
num ber of colors, sy, isbelieved to go to In nity, and the regim e of the second zone
never occurs.

53 8Sm earing and localduality.

In this section, we discuss another general, and crucial feature of the \exponential”
term s. W hat happens if, instead of considering the in aginary parts point-by-point,
we choose to analyze som e Integrals over a nite energy interval, w th som e weight?
Intuitively, it is clear that violations of the quark (glion) { hadron duality are
expected to becom e am aller if the weight fiinction is an ooth enough and the energy
Interval over which we integrate is Jarge. The case when one integrates wih a
polynom ialweight (olynom ialin s= E?) is of a particular practical interest. Let
us consider the nite-energy m om ents
z

M, 6= +1) ” Rt dt : (31)
0
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The deviations from duality are sn allest at the upper edge of the integration
dom ain, and largest at the lower edge. Intuitively, it is clear that the deviations
from duality in the integral {31) are determ ined by deviations at the upper edge
of the Integration dom ain. This resul, however, is cbtained only if one m akes fi1ll
use of the analytic properties of the exponential contributions at hand. If one tries
to directly Integrate the asym ptotic instanton fom ulae over t, in a straightforward
m anner, one gets a huge contribution detem ined by the lower end. This is the
essence of the so called \a part larger than the wholk" paradox, observed in the
instanton caloulations, say, n Refs. [, §1, where the instanton contrbution to the
decay spectrum tumed out to be param etrically Jarger than that to the totaldecay
rate.

Let us elucidate the point in m ore detail. Themom ents, M , (s), get contriou-
tions both from the usual OPE temm s, which are located at amall s Scp (@M
our case it is %(s) from the term 1=0* in Eq.£7) which survives only forn = 1),
and from the exponential part going beyond the practical OPE . W e are interested
here only In the latter piece and, therefore, subtract the condensate part. U sing the
large—s expansion for R, one is literally In trouble: the integral over the In agihary
part £9) seem ingly diverges at sm all s where this expression is not applicablk, and
must be cut o at s, < 1= 2. At rst sight, it then seem s the result com pletely
depends on the lower lim it s9, and on the precise way of In plem enting the cut o
at sg. The fact that we Integrate over a lJarge interval stretching up to s seem s to
be ofno help In suppressing the duality violations.

Tt is easy to see, however, that the lJarge result above is obtained only because
we have used a wrong expression at small s. The asym ptotic Instanton formula is
de niely nvalid at analls. If is xed, we could use, of course, the exact instanton
expression at small s which is (@Im ost) not singular (see Egs. ) and @)). We
would not trust the Instanton resul at an all s anyway. T herefore, the prediction for
themom ents, M , (s), should be obtained w ithout relying on the expicit expressions
at an all s. To this end one invokes dispersion relations.

W hatever the origin of the exponential contrbution under consideration is, i
must obey the dispersion relations. Take Q) ore @), where the \practical
OPE" piece, opr Q), In our exam ple is given explicitly by the singlke tem

16 2 1
34 Q¢

32)

ore @)

(we om i the subscript I, since, In what ollow s we consider only nstanton induced

contrbutions). Snhce Q) ore Q) exponentially decreases at large Euclidean
Q?, one has an In nite num ber of constraints
24
Jmo 0T Q) eez@) = (1 RE) Res(s) s’ Tds = 0 :
(33)

In otherwords, allm om ents considered in the fulls range from Otol ,M , (1 ), are
given com plktely by theirOPE values, and the extra contrbution from the non-dual
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piece isabsent. (Tode neM , M, 1 ) In the particular exam ple one m ay negi
to reqularize ntegrals n @1)), (33) by, say, mtroducing a dam ping exponent e~ °
wih an .n nitesimal .)

U sing this property, one In m ediately concludes that the violation of duality in
them om ents, M , (s), isdetermm ined, param etrically, by the upper 1im it of integration
S: Z

M, = M 2°F (g) m+ 1) R @ dt : (34)
S
This is, clearly, the m ost general property of the \exponential" termm s which does
not depend on any details of a particular ansatz.

Fom ally, the relations of the type (33) and (34) orthe in agiary part (cbtained
by the analytic continuation of the Euclidean exponential term s) can be w ritten as
follow s: z 4 h

R(s) Rope (8) = ) dt ® & s) e (s); 35)

where (t) vanishesatt 0 and colncidesw ith the asym ptotic instanton expression
at positive t,

) = 4 2(—pl§7005(2p5)+0 s? (36)
In other words, to do the an earing Integrals properly one must substiute R (s) by
R (s) plus the whole tower of term s presented on the right-hand side of Eq. (3).

T he representation (83) is convenient since it explicitly ensures the property (84),
which isthe fact that the corresponding contrioution to the correlator dies out faster
than any power In the desp Euclidean dom ain. Tt show s that any particular spectral
density generated at large s asa violation of localduality, m ust be necessarily accom —
panied by the corresponding O PE-looking tem s located at sm all s; disconnecting
these seam ingly di erent contrdbutions is not consistent w ith analyticity.

Let us parenthetically note that sin ilar relations, w ith delta functions at the
end point, must be used in the instanton calculations of the sam ikptonic spectra
In the heavy quark decays. T he occurrence of the end-point delta functions In the
Instanton expressions is ram iniscent of what happensw ith the regular OPE) power
corrections to the sem ikptonic widths B3]. The interaction with the nal quark
m agnetic m om ent does contribute to the nclusive lepton spectrum w ith a de nie
sign in its regular part. And, yet, i is known to be absent In the totalwidth. The
cancellation occurs due to the tem s Jocated at the end point of the spectrum which
{ In the naive approach { are not seen in the 1=m , expansion.

Loosely speaking, the part referring to low t In the integral 1) is eaten up by
the \condensates".

Eq.(4) dem onstrates that the deviations from duality in the nite-energy mo—
ments, M , (), are generically given by the accuracy of localduality at them axin al
energy scale covered, s. M ore exactly, the error is approxin ately given by the inte-
gralover the last halfperiod of oscillations. For the sign-alternating com bination of
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the m om ents, sim ilar to the one determ ning the hadronic w idth ofthe  lepton,
naa( ) Mo@m*)=m?  2M %)=+ M ;@)= ”;

it is likely to be Jarger and can be govemed by a lower scale. Indeed, the resulting
welght function

w (s) = 2#m? ) 142> 1 (37)

is ssturated m ainly at s < m ?=3. Therefore, s m?=3 can be viewed as the actual
m ass scale goveming the duality violation in this problem . Num erically it is close
to the st pronounced resonance in the axial channel.

An cbvious reservation is n order here. ITn r=al Q CD , where the serdes of the
pow er corrections in the OPE is In nite, and presum ably factorially divergent, un-—
tangling the exponentialterm s from the high-ordertailofthe series rem ains obscure.
T here isno answer to the question \what isthe ssmmed In nite OPE series?", even
In the Euclidean dom ain. O ur approach to this issue is purely operational, and is
clearly form ulated in sin ple problem s: pick up the contrbution ofthe nite x gular-
ity in the saddle point approxin ation. It ism otivated by the general consideration
of Sect. 3.

6 Soft instantons in the 1=m oy expansion.

In this section, we brie y outline the generalities of the instanton induced expo-
nential corrections of heavy quark decays. The goal of this section is a \back of
the envelope" calculation presenting the finctional dependence on the heavy quark
m ass. M ore detailed calculations, which will provide us w ith all coe cients in the
preexponential factors, are deferred until Sects. 7 and 8.

Them ah feature of the problam s at hand is the presence of a Jarge param eter,
my , whith allows us to obtain sensible analytic expressions. A s we have already
discussed In a general context, there are three types of contributions associated w ith
instantons: (i) Sm all size Instantons a ect the coe cient functions ofthe OPE . W e
are not Interested In these tem s. They will not appear In our calculations, since
Instantons of an all size are, by de nition, excluded from ourm odeldensity fiinction
d( ), and we always assum e that mg 1. Technically, as was already m entioned,
an all size instantons cannot be taken into acoount using the standard m ethods
of HQET . (i) The tem s proportional to powers of 1=fm o ). They represent the
Instanton contrlbutions to them atrix elem ents of various nite-din ension operators
that are present in the OPE . (In the present context these tem s are actually pure
contam nation, and so we w ill discuss only how to get rid of them ). (iil) F nally,
there are exponential term s, of the form exp ( 2mgy ). These tem s are our focus.

23



Figure 3: Fomward scattering am plitude. Bold lnes represent propagation of a
particle In the instanton eld.

6.1 D ecays into light quarks

C onsider the generic form ofan inclusive forward scattering am plitude which corre-
goonds to the decay of a heavy quark Into a m asskss quark and a num ber of color
singlet particks, say, 1 Eg[B),
Z
f=1 0y e wdx ydz: (38)

Here x and y are the position ofthe heavy quarks, and z is the instanton center (the
Integration over x + y yields the -function In the transition am plitude expressing
the conservation of the total 4-m om entum , which we do not w rite explicitly) . Q x)
isthe eld ofaheavy quark wih massm o In the instanton badckground, S (x;y) is
the G reen function ofthem assless quark in the instanton background, and G x V)
represents the product of all color singlkt particke (hon hadrons) G reen’s functions
produced in the decay. N ote that all Lorentz indices are suppressed, as well as the
Integration over the instanton param eters, other than its center. For sim plicity, we
do not explicitly indicate the dependence ofthe elds and the quark G reen function
on the instanton collective coordinates, exospt for position. In the ollow ing, we w i1l
use the singular gauge for the instanton eld. In principle, speaking of instantons
assum es that expressions are w ritten in Euclidean space, but so far the exact nature
of the extemal eld is hessential

W e will always assum e the heavy hadron is at rest, and thus we can singlk out
the Jarge \m echanical" part of the x-dependence in Q (X) :

Q&) =e MQK) : (39)
C alculating the w idth we w illneed to calculate the expectation value ofthe transition
operator between the heavy hadron state:

1 A
T = H i 40
21 ol Hoil 40)

w here now

T=1 Q0&SEYOQEG& yete® valeg v)dz : @41)
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Since the product of the quark G reen functions and nonrelativistic Q° elds doesnot
have an explicit strong dependence on m, , we clearly dealw ith a hard (m om entum

my ) Fourier transform of a certain hadronic correlator which is soff In what
concems nonperturbative e ects. Note that m ¢ can now be considered an extemal
param eter in the problem , for exam pl, as an arbitrary, and even com plx, num ber.
W e are not yet form ally ready, however, to consider the Euclidean theory since we
still have initial and nal states. W e shall address this issue a bit later, and now
proceed as ifwe dealw ith free heavy quarks, which are transferred to the Euclidean
dom ain w ithout problem s.

Let us exam Ine the propagator of the m asskess quark In the nstanton back-
ground, which is caloulated exactly for the case of spin 0, 1/2, 1 particles B3]. This
(Euclidean) G reen function S (x;y) has a generic form

1

1
S S 42
i [x  yPP [k zf+ 2F=2[y zP+ 22 42)

where S hasno shgularitiesat complex x ory (apolynom ial). U sing the Feynm an
param etrization, we rew rite it as

S x;y) = k) . S
’ k.1=2) kp=2) [x yF£P
g ! d k1=2 1 (1 }52=2 1 1 . (43)
0 e Y& I (2+ 2A)F ]
k= kl-;kz ; 2= Z X 1 VA

For the propagator ofa spin 0 or 1=2 particle, the value ofk is eventually 1 and 2,
respectively, and n = 1; 2. The largem om entum behavior of the Fourier transform
of the correlator, Eq.{4]), depends on the analytic properties of the integrated
function. Let us st consider the analytic properties of S (x;y) in the com plex
o y)plne Figl) - i hastwo di erent singularties. O ne shgularity is on the
real axis, and corresoonds to two quarks being at the sam e point. This isthe sam e
singularity occuring in the G reen function of free quarks, but upon Integration, the
residue is softly m odi ed by the instanton eld. P icking up thispolk and calculating
the am plitude, we will get instanton contrbutions to the usual power (I=m, )\
tem sin the O PE, which we arenot Interested in. Indeed, m aking a T aylor expansion
in & y)= around thispol, we obtain a series of corrections (x  y)=*F& yF*,
which, integrated w ith the exponent, result in the above tem s.
Another singularity lieson the In aghary ko ) axis. It com es from the nite
quark ssparation
® yf=1@ HI(*+#): 44)

In contrast to the perturbative or OPE pieces, this ssparation does not scale lke
1=m, , but stays nite in the heavy quark lin . Upon integration over d*zd* x
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Im Xq

Rex0

Figure 4: F inite distance singularity of the G reen function of a m assless particlke in
the instanton badkground.

y)d this shgulariy, together with the factor é"¢ 0 vo) fiom the heavy elds,
produces the e “"*™¢  tem s in the [Euclidean) am plitude that we are looking
for. W e then only need to detem ine the constant that enters the exponent, and the
preexponential factor.

Now wih this general strategy in m ind, ket us outline the m achinery In m ore
detail. W e want to abstract from the com plicated questions of the Interrelation
of the instanton con gurations to the particular heavy hadron structure, ie. to
consider the sin plest possible state sin ilar to a quasifree heavy quark instead ofa
realB orD meson or heavy baryon. On the other hand, the heavy quark,a priord,
cannot be taken as free since the eld Q (X) must cbey the Q CD equation ofm otion,
In particular, in the instanton eld. It is clear that such a program can be carried
out consistently if the Instanton size is an all enough com pared to the typical size of
the hadron ocp ,but stillismudch larger than m !, Having this choice in m ind,
we neglect, In what follow s, the fact that the heavy quark is actually bound in the
hadron although, eventually, the values of w illnot be param etrically an aller than
the hadronic scale.

Thuswem erely solve the equation ofm otion forthe heavy quark in the instanton

eld, asone would do for an isolated particle. T he rok of the iniial hadronic state,
H,, ih Eq.{0) is played by the single heavy quark spread in space and evolving
In tim e according to the solution of the heavy quark D irac equation analytically
continued from Euclidean to M inkow ski space. In our actual calculations we, of
course, go In reverse: both the heavy quark eld and the transition operator are
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calculated In the Euclidean dom ain; the subsequent continuation to the M inkow ski
soace isperfom ed in the nalexpression for the forward am plitude T . Technically,
we are abl to solve the equation of motion for the heavy quark eld since the
param eterm 1.

The heavy eld Q (x¢;x) can be written in the lading order as

R,,
Q(xo;x)=Te o 2™ Q%)+ 0 A=@m, ))

UKIQO;x)+0 (I=mg )) : (45)

T he expression isw rtten In Euclidean space, although we use M inkow skinotations.
U sing the explicit solution for the SU (2) instanton in the singular gauge, Eq. (63),
one gets the m atrices U in the follow Ing cum bersom e fom :

( " ! 1!

. Zo Zo D4
URXR)=exp i~n arctan - , arctan — )
E X7 X7
0 0 1 0 1139
q&@arctan@qzo—A am@q&AAS
=z =x¥p+ 2 =z =¥+ 2 =z =¥+ 2 i
(46)

where n = & z)=q ®x =Y, z is the coordinate of the instanton’s center and
~=2 are the color SU (2) generators. The integration is s pli ed since along the
integration path ® 2 = const in Eq.[@}), & is proportional to one and the sam e
cbrmatrix ~ x =z) and, therefore, the path-ordered exponent reduces to the usual
exponent of the ntegral ofA .

Tt is in portant that the expression for Q ) is only valid in the lading order
In the expansion param eter 1=m , . If one considers the contrbution of am all size
instantons (as in Ref. []]), then no kegitin ate expansion param eter is available. The
expansion In the heavy quark m ass can only be obtained if instantons ofsize <
Where . is som e param eter 1=m, ) are absent. O thew ise, the corresponding
equations ofm otion need to be solved exactly.

Even though we m anaged to solve the equations ofm otion for the heavy quarks
In the lrading approxin ation, the solution govemed by the colorm atrices U is not
analytic. The apparent shgularities at x = z ory = z are, In fact, sourious and
merely an artifact of using the singular gauge for the Instanton eld; since the
am plitude we calculate is m anifestly gauge invariant (it is nothing but the light
quark G reen functions tin es the path exponent []), this shgularity is absent in the
11l expression, being canceled by sin ilar temm s in the light quark G reen functions.

5Since the path exponent over the straight line is unity in the Fock-Schw inger gauge, the
products we calculate are nothing else than the quark G reen fuinctions in the instanton eld in the
Fock— Schw Inger gauge. However, the xed point of the gauge does not lie at the center of the
J'nstantonﬁut, rather, at the extemal current point, x ory. For a review ofthe Schw inger gauge
sce Ref. 1.
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However, in general, the propagation m atrix U introduces additional exponential
corrections, since |

t
arctan piﬁ
24+

has a (cut) singularity at t = ip %%+ 2,which is a point where the singularity in
the potential is not of the gauge type. The fortunate sin pli cation which arises,
in the leading approxin ation n 1=, ), is that the two factors U (y) and U ! (x)
are unity at the saddle point. This happens due to the fact that the saddlk point
corresoonds to the con guration w here the nstanton is situated right on the line (in
three-din ensional coordinate space) connecting x and y and thuszx z=y =z2= 0
Eq. {49) F inally, picking up the pole in the complex (x, ) plane in the light quark
propagator in Eq. {43),

(& yF+ [ @ )2+ 2)1%; @7)

we get an exponential factor

q
exp mp (Z+ #2)=( (1 N+ & ¥)

In the transition am plitude. T he expression in the exponent has a sharp m inin um
at
z= 0; =1=2; @ yj=0: 48)

Evaluating it at this point we get the exponential factor

e Mo

The power ofm o in the pre exponent can be determ Ined w ithout actual calcula—
tions aswell. T he residue of the k-th order pok of the propagator yields the factor
mg ! ypon Integration overx, y.TheGaussian integralsover &  ¥),% ¥, Z
and around their saddle points give m, *; on the contrary, all \free" propagators
(those of the color singkt nal particles and the bare propagators of the quarks
produced) enter at a xed ssparation 2,and arem , “ndependent. W e thus get

T / const 1@5e amo 49)

Forexam pl, the Jarge size nstanton corrections to the transition am plitude for the
sem ileptonic decays of heavy quarks has the form

2m g

(50)

T he pre exponent can be easily calculated in the sam e way and w illbe given for a
few cases of Interest In the subsequent sections.

28



1.6 I T T T T T
14+ -

12 % i

08 | i

06 1 1 1 1 1 1
15 2 25 3 35 4 4.5
GeV

Figure 5: Exact (solid line) and asym ptotic (dashed line) behavior ofR E ).

The sam e counting rules apply for the case when m ore quarks are present In
the nalstate. In the case of the vector correlator of the light quarks we have the
product of two light quark propagators instead of one, and eventually k = 4. Since

Q) @ Q?),wegetfor Q ?) de ned in Eq. {7

; 1)

in accordance with the explicit calculation of Eq.R7). In fact, the asym ptotic
expression works accurately enough even in theM inkow skidom ain already at™ s/
3; the corresponding approxin ate expression for 1 In  isplotted as a dashed curve
nFigfj. Ik isclarthat them ain e ect ofthe sublading in 1=(Q ) tem s isa phase
shift In the oscillations.

U sing the sam e counting techniques, one concludes that the non-OPE soft in—
stanton contribution to the forward am plitude describing nonlkptonic decays of the
heavy quark (e have three light quarks In the nalstate ie. k= 6) scals lke

T, / mge ¢ (52)

In the next section, we give a m ore detailed calculation, and discuss total w idths
and di erential distrbutions.

A qualifying comm ent is In order here. So far, n calculating the exponential
tem s, we assum ed the heavy initial quark to be static (at rest). In this approxi-
m ation the presence of the initial heavy quark does not a ect our result at all; i
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is the nal quarks that fully detem ine the exponential tem s. W e know for sure,
how ever, that the initialheavy quark experiences a \Ferm i" m otion inside the heavy
hadron. In the practical OPE, the rst correction due to this Ferm im otion com es
from the operator Q ~2Q . In other words, the accuracy of the static initial quark
approxin ation is 1=m é . An In portant question ishow the exponential tem s ofthe
type we focuson show up in those sublading e ects proportionalto h~?i (and other
sin ilar subleading e ects).

T he expansion ofthe heavy quark propagator n 1=m , leads, generally speaking,
to tem s of the type (1=mj)1=(*+ %), ie. we get an extra singularity in the
am plitude due to the mitial heavy quark. This extra factor enhances the overall
singularity ofthe am plitude in the com plex plane and, thus, kadsto a higherpower
ofm, in thepreexponent. T he additionaldenom inator, x*+ ?), generatesonly the

rst power ofm o , however, so the overalle ect is suppressed by the am allparam eter
I=mgy ).

In the M inkow ski dom ain, inside the oscillation zone, the exponential factor is
not a suppression at all, so we must count only the preexponential factors. W e see
that deviations from duality are param etrically relatively stronger in the h~21i piece.
Still the original suppression of the h~?ipiece by 1=m § is not com plktely lifted. W e
Iose one power of 1=m , , but retain the other power. Thus, our approxin ation of
the static Iniial quark in the analysis of the exponential deviations from duality is
jasti ed. Nevertheless, it is interesting to note that the nitialstate 1=m o, e ects
are less suppressed in the exponential tem s. T his seem s to be a general feature.

6.2 D ecays into m assive quarks

The case ofthem assive nalstate quark €g.b! cl ) doesnotdi er conosptually
iftreated In the 1=Q ) expansion, although a technical com plication arises due to
the unknown explicit expression for the m assive propagator In the instanton eld.
Still, this is not a stumbling block in the analysis: the relevant shgularity of the
c quark G reen finction can again only be at x  zf = Zorly zf= Z,
and the corresponding power of the displacem ents can be determ Ined analytically
keeping trace of the singular tem s in the m assive D irac equation. O nly the exact
constant in front ofthis sihgular temm oconstitutes a problem , and it can be evaluated
num erically. W e shall address this case In detail elsew here, and here only consider
a faw 1m iting cases.

(1) Heavy and light quarks in the nalstate, eg.b! du

Tt is possible to see that, In this case, the exponential term s, In the leading
approxin ation, are associated w ith the light quark, and the presence of the heavy
quark in the nal state has no impact apart from changing kinem atics. Indeed,
we saw that the G reen functions of the nal state particles enter at Jarge distances
K (it will be also illustrated In m ore detail n the next section). In this
situation the interaction of the nal heavy quark with the soft badkground eld
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reduces to the ordered exponential of iR A ( )d alongthe heavy quark tra pctory.
W e have already calculated it and found to be unity (the exponent to vanish) in the
saddle point con guration. Therefore the nalheavy quark can be taken as non-—
interacting. T he propagator of the non-interacting nalc quark / e Mc¥*I (@ MeXJ
In the Euclidean tin e) willbe multiplied by the light quark G reen function, which
develops a polk in the com plex x? plane. Thism eans that as far as the exponential
tem s are concemed, the e ect ofthe nalheavy quark is the replacam ent ofm o In
the Fourder transform by mgy  mg,

mgy ! =mg, m, 43)

P
(In the generalcase, w ith a few heavy particles in the nalstate, =m 4 m .,

w ith the sum running overallheavy nalstateparticles). Calculating the w idth, one
thus has, at the saddle point, the exponent ofthe orm e 2 rmatherthane ¢ .
isworth em phasizing that thisresult holdsas long asthem assofthe nalstatequark
nvolred exceeds 1= , ie.m , 1, regardless of the actualhierarchy between mg
and m ,. The very sam e kinem atic change refers, of course, also to the case when
m assive kptons (or other colorsinglt particles) are present in the nal state.

Such a result m ight ssem counter-ntuitive to the reader who would com pare
it, say, w ith the free quark answer for the totalw idth, where the nal quark m ass
appears only as a quadratic correction / m? =m? ifm ,=mg 1, and the nal
heavy quark is typically fast. A s a m atter of fact, there is no mystery { the oc
currence of e 2, instead of e ¢ , is a m anifestation of a rem arkable property
of the exponential temm s discussed In Sect. 5. These tem s are determ ned by the
highest possible invariant m ass of the light quark system . In the case at hand this is
achieved when the nalcquark isat rest, ie. we are in the SV 1lim it @]. W ih this
picture, it is then no surprise that the exponential tem s are detemm ined by e 2

Since this result is rather unusual, we reiterate. In calculating the exponential
tem s In the transitions of the type b ! cud we nd oursslves in the situation of
the heavy quark symmetry 34, B3]l. & is an extended symm etry, however, since it
applies to arbitrary color structure of the weak vertices, eg. even when color ows,
say, from Q to the light quark g rather than from Q to the heavy nal quark c
(the standard heavy quark symm etry works only for the color singlet bc currents).
Sin ilar consideration applies even to the decays lkeb ! ccs.

(i) SV Im it.

In the SV lim it, when the nalheavy quark is slow, we can calculate the ex—
ponential tem s analytically n a wider class of processes, eg. In the nonlkptonic
transition b! aud.

This case can be treated as llows. The nalheavy quark G reen function is
given by the P exponent together w ith the \m echanical" phase factor Wwe write it
here In the Euclidean space):

1+ i5- o mxj Ry

G x:0 =m3 *J TelOA()d ’
w0 2 @ mx)?
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1+ i3 g mX]
" m’ x2 —— U ®)U ) : (54)
2 @ m k)=

The path exponent is again given by the U m atrix presented n Eq. #@4) []. At the
saddle point when the instanton is on the line ;y) the nal heavy quark path
exponent equals to unity, and, therefore, the heavy quarks appear to be \sterike" {
they do not feel the Instanton eld at all. Thus, In nonkptonic decays in the SV
Iim it the appearance of exponential corrections is due —in the leading order —only to
the light quark interaction w ith the nstanton. N ote also, In the sam ikeptonic decay
in the SV lin i the exponential tem s are absent in the approxin ation accepted In
the present paper. To see them we have to go beyond the lkading approxin ation

near the saddl point approxin ation. )
Tt is worth noting that, outside the exponential factor, in the preexponent, the
m asses enter in a m ore com plicated way than is lndicated in Eq. 53). Forexam pl,

the integration over &’x near the saddke point producesm *? rather than the power
of the energy release.

6.3 Summ ary

Now we are ready to incorporate the e ect ofboth m assive and m asskss quarks in
the nalstate.

1) Each light (m asskss) quark contains a second order pole In its propagator
#3) and brings in two powers of energy release in the num erator.

2) Each heavy (static) quark propagator contains factorm =2

n

3) The scale of energy release in the exponent is set up by the m asses of the

heavy quarks, X

m g m ,
Exploiting Eq. §9) and discussion above it we dbtain

X 2n, 7=2 1 P

Y
T / oconst mg m , m, e?®e M) qm? (55)

Nlw

where n; is the number ofm assless quarks; m o is the m ass of the Initial quark and
m , are them asses ofthe nalheavy particles (poth quarks and Jptons). If there
are no heavy particles in the nalstate we retum to Eq. @9).

7 Heavy quarks { a toy m odel

Before proceeding to the actual calculation of the instanton contribution to heavy
quark decays, we will rst perform the sam e analysis in the simple toy m odel of

®Here,we can rst deform the integration contour over x, Into the com plex plane and then use
the 1=m , expansion for the quark propagator. A nother clarifying rem ark: for m assive particles,
the propagator entering at the saddle (e ectively M inkow ski) point is com plex. In doing the saddle
point calculations, one should take its values at the \bottom " of the cut; we shall dwell on this
point elsew here.
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scalar chrom odynam ics. W ithout any loss of physical content, we can sin plify our
consideration by neglecting the spin degrees of freedom , as was suggested in Ref.
B4]. W e also assum e the SU (2) color group here.
T he weak Lagrangian,
Ly = hQg + hxcsy (56)

describes the decay of a heavy scalar quark, Q , Into a Iight (m asskss) quark, g,, and
a scalar \photon", ; the coupling, h, has din ensions of m ass. Both quarks are n
the spinor representation of the color group.

T he basic strategy of our sam iclassical calculation of the transition am plitude
has been outlined in the previous section; here we work out details. W e calculate
the transition operator in Euclidean space using the sam iclassical approxin ation,
considering scalar quarks in the background of an instanton eld. Upon retuming
to the M inkow ki space, T willacquire an im agihary part related to the instanton
correction to the totaldecay width.

7.1 Inclusive w idth

C onsider the transition am plitude,

Z

1 o . irx s .
MHyj d'xe ™ iTfLy x)Ly O)gHoi

T(r): 2MHQh[‘IQj[‘(r)j'IQl:2MHQ

©7)

where r is an arbitrary extemal m om entum . D enote the 4-velociy of the heavy

hadron by v & = 0). P roceeding to the nonrelativistic elds, 0, and using Eq. 8§),
we have Z

T = i 0KSKOQOG &)e'e¥ Pd'xd'z; (58)

whereG isthe propagator ofthe scalarphoton, and S (x;vy) is the propagator ofthe
m asslkess scalar quark In the extemal (nstanton) eld. W eput y = 0. Addressing
the total width, we will only consider # = 0 and 1y arbirary (@nd com plkx); the
m ore general case is rekevant for di erential distribbutions. For heavy quarks the
transition am plitude depends only on the com bination m 4 % :

T=Tmo »):

Choosing an approprate ry, we select desp Euclidean kinem atics and calculate the
am plitude In the presence of an Instanton. To thisend we w rite

m g = 1ko ; &oizo) ! 169720); (59)

and 7
T ky) = O®SEKO0QOG k) e*d'xdz; (60)

where now everything is in Euclidean space; n what follows it is assum ed that
ko mgy .
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T he propagator of the m assless scalar particle n the mnstanton background is
known exactly, and in the singular gauge takes the ©llow ing form B3]

1 _ (') y) 1-2
S (x; — 22y =2 4 Y TP 20 q 2,2 61
®;y) 12 y)2(+ x") + 2y + Ty (61)

where, to sin plify the expression, we have assum ed that the instanton is centered
at z= 0 and lies n a particular SU 2) color subgroup,

A Lo 2 e B 62)
? ® zP(&x zF+ 2)

and
:(~;i) +:(~; l) ! = + cc 7 (63)
where ~ are the Paulim atrices acting in the color subgroup.
The heavy quark eld, Q ), is the solution of the equation of m otion in the

Instanton background
1

2m g

iD ,Q (x) = (D )*Q )

which, in the leading order in 1=m, yields Eq. #3) with the m atrices U given by
Eq.({4q). For the heavy scalar quarks one has

(64)

1
My ] jHol =
My, o JOQ JHg omg
Now we take a closer ook at the nalstate quark propagator, rew riting it using
the Feynm an param etrization :

Z q 1

Sx;y) = — d [ @ =
;y) O [ ( B a PR B

q
ix v e omy o © 7Y T @

where
2=z X @ )Y .

Integrating in Eq. (6Q) over x, we only pick up the pok at

2+22

@ )

which yields the follow ing exponential factor:

p
2 2 \=
e ko (“+=z9)=( (1 ))+ 2% . (66)
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At kg my 1, the ram aining Integrations are nearly G aussian, and run over
narrow Intervals,

— (67)

T hus, one perfom s the ram aining integrations by m erely evaluating all pre expo—
nential factors at the saddle point. In particular, this refers to the m atrix U L),
com ing from the heavy quark propagation, which is now the path exponent from
thepoint (¢4;0) to (0;0) .U ! (x) evaluated at the saddle point and is just the unit
m atrix, and the color part of the light quark G reen function Eq.G@) . The heavy
quark eld, Q" (0;x), according to Eq. (67), enters at distances x =mg and,
therefore, the transition operator is nally proportionalto Q (0)Q (O) .
C ollecting all rem aining factors, one has
( 7 )

472 P .
L2 d dadize ® T g0) ;69

T ko) = h?Q ()

w here
2y = .
¢ T e
is the free scalar propagator. Perform Ing the G aussian integrations (which yield the
factor4 * 3k,* &% ), and using Eq. (64), we nally arrive at

h2 e 2ko eZi(mQ o)

T = = H : 69

Let us note that the above equation show s the correct pre-exponentialpower ofm g .
T he propagator of the scalar particlke in the Instanton badkground has a rst order
polk, unlike the second order one of the spin-half quark, and m atrix elem ent (64)
has an additional power ofm !. This ladsto a resul w ith two powers ofm,  Jess
then predicted n Eq. §0Q).

Now, we are Interested in the decay w idth, which is given by the in agihary part
ofT (r) at thephysicalM inkow skipoint r= 0. Since the singularity ofthe am plitude
we calculated is Jocated farenough away, at rp ¥ mg , we perform a straightforward
analytic continuation by m erely setting ry = 0 and, thus, get

I sin @mg )

= H ——— 70
scal 8mg 4 ( )

In acocordance w ith the general analysis of Sect. 3 the instanton contrdbution in the
w idth decreases only as a power ofm o and oscillates.
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7.2 D ecay distribution

H ere we address the caloulation ofthe instanton-induced corrections to the \photon"
goectrum . T he corrections blow up near the treeJdevel endpoint, where the sam
classical approach is not applicable. O n the other hand, the totalw idth is given by
the ntegralover the whole spectrum and is calculable. T he situation here is sim ilar
to the one we discussed in the Sect. 5 for the nite energy m om ent integrals in the
e"e cross section, and we closely ollow this analogy in our analysis.

Let us denote the photon mom entum by g, with ¢y = E . To ndd =dE , one
must consider the transition operator sin ilar to the total w idth, but without the
photon propagator G

dT (g = M, 3T @) H 1 (71)

2M g

Q
w ith z
df @;r) = i O K)S &;0)Q 0)eimev @ Pxgix giz . (72)

T he transition operator then clearly depends only on the sum of the fourm om enta
g+ r, but shce calculating the di erential decay rate we need to keep q? = 0 and
g =E > 0,such atem porary proliferation form ally allow susto use them om entum
r for analytic continuation and is appropriate. In particular, we willkesp § xed,
say, directed along the z axis, assume # = 0, and again use the variablke r;, to
m ake calculations in the Euclidean dom ain. K inem atically, the am plitude dT (r;q)
depends on two Invarants, (r+ q)2 and (r+ g)o, or any two com binations thereof.

Technically, the calculation of the transition operator does not di er from the
case of the totalw idth except for the fact that now the Euclidean m om entum k

mo q@ =1k ; gtre=K

has not only the zeroth, but also spacelike com ponents. T%e saddgf point calcu—

lation goes exactly In the same way if one replaces ko by k? = ki + kK2, the
m ain contribution com es from the singularity ofthe light quark propagator and the
heavy quark m atrix U still equals unity at the saddl point. For this reason, In the
leading approxin ation the am plitude dT (r;q) appears to depend, In fact, only on
one kinem atic variable mov r = @ gf, and onehas

h2 2 e 2Pz h2 2 eZip mov 9?
dT (@r) = ° — = : (73)
mQ k4 mQ (InQV q)4 4

In the last equation, we continued the result to the physical dom ain setting r= 0;
to be farenough from the singularity and ensure the applicability ofthe calculations
wemust assime that mov  gf 1.

The di erential decay rate for them asskess  is given by

4t #(@) In dT @ =
= @ # @ S
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q__
h? 2 sh 2 fmgov af

= # # 2
2quo @) 03] Q) mov  oF °

(rem ember, we xed = ).Eq.{73) @nd {74) orthe in agiary part), in fact, are

nothing but the soft Instanton contribution to them asslkess (scalar) quark propagator
(In the Fodk-Schw inger gauge, or dressed w ith the path exponent to m ake it gauge—
Invariant in the general case).

In the approxin ation of free quark decay, the photon spectrum ism onochrom atic,
/€ my=2). Equation (74) yilds a decay spectrum below the end point,
atE < (Mmy=2). The result for the spectrum is, as expected, oscillating (sign—
alremating). This does not kad to any physical problem s, of course, because this
contribution is to be considered on the badckground of \nom al" OPE corrections
(aswell as the perturbative ones) w hich populate the spectrum below the twobody
endpoint. Them ain O PE contribution nearthe end point is related to certain nitial-
state interactions ofthe heavy quark, and is interpreted asFerm im otion BJ,[4,[371.
Tt produces a decay distribution which isunsuppressed, oforderunity, In the interval
o mg =27 ocp rand decreases fast only whenm =2 E becom es larger than
a hadronic scale. At my=2) E ocp the perturbative tail of the soectrum

density takef over. In this dom ain our Instanton calculations are already legitin ate,
P

(74)

sihce there mov  gf my if ocp - However, we em phasize that the
corrections (73), (74) are not related to the Fem im otion: the instanton e ects in
the latter appear in sublkading orders n m g

Equation (74), far enough from the end point, represents, in a sense, a purely
\exponential" e ect. This is not the case anym ore, however, if one attem pts to
Integrate over E and nd the contrbution to the total decay width. This fact
is clearly revealed at the tedchnical level when one com pares the above calculation
w ith the preceeding calculation ofthe totalw idth: In the case of . one e ectively
uses the x-independent photon propagatorG (x*) = 1=(16 * ?), whereasEq. (79),
according to Cutkow ski’s nules, corresponds to the propagator G (@ =  1=4, ie.
G ®?) = 1=@ °x%°?). They di er explicitly by the presence of the sihgularity at
x = 0, which generates the nom al OPE tems in . O f course, a thoughtfiil
Instanton calculation of the Integrated spectrum yields the sam e result as the direct
calculation of the totalwidth. Starting from the di erential spectrum one has to
resort to a special treatm ent ofthe OPE dom aln near the end point.

A straightforward attem pt to calculate the totalw idth by Integrating the spec—
trum  (74) seem ingly faces a surprising problem : the correction grow s fast toward
the end point [}, [§] where the Iight quark is soft (though carrying large energy), and
the ntegral seem s to saturate atm =2  E 1=, ?), where the expansion in
1=0 fails, and the overall result com pletely depends on an ad hoc cuto procedure;
the total contribution then would allegedly be govermed by this soft scale, rather
than by m o . This is sin ilar to the apparent paradox in the nite energy m om ents
ofR in thee' e annihilation addressed in Sect. 5. The resolution of the paradox is
essentially the sam e: any exponential contribution in the hard part of the spectrum
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is autom atically acoom panied by the corregponding O P E -like \counterterm s" in the
end point region, which are super cially nvisble. A lthough the exact spectrum in
the latter cannot be calculated, certain integrals are de ned unambiguously. As a
resul, the non—zero totalw idth e ect em erges only from the explicit (hon analytic)
constraint on the photon energy at E = 0, ie. at am allg, and, thus, the Instanton
(exponential) contribution to the totalw idth is indeed determ ined by the hard scale
mg .

To reveal this conspiracy explicitly, we again exploit the fact that af exponen—
tially decreases In the Euclidean dom ain. In our concrete case, there is a technical
sin pli cation: df (q) depends only on one kinem atic variablke %= @myv gf, the
\Invariant m ass squared" ofthe light nalstate quark. O ne can w rite the dispersion
relation over ?,

121 mdr(®

dT(2)=—0ﬁd : (75)

Tthct that dT ( ?) falls 0 exponentially in the Euclidean dom ain, dT ( 2)
e? 7 ,meansthat allmoments of m dT ( 2) vanish:

Z 4

O M dT (%)d ? = 0 : (76)

On the otherhand, In dT ( ?) di ers from d =dq, by only a sin ple kinem atic factor.
Foramasskss , forexample,

d 1
— = — g #(p)IndT ; 77
o z:9t@ @ i (77)

%=mé : M= D

’
2mQ
T herefore,
|
2wy, =2 d 1 %1 m 2 2 nrd

Y dg g — = _ B IndT (2)d 2: (78)

dog 4 ‘Mg m?2 2mgE 2m g

W e see that the instanton correction to the spectrum Integrated from the very end
point down to some E i is determ ined, not by the end gojnt e ects, but by the
Iowest energy included, and onehasin thiscase2 Q ! 2 mg 2myEn4 . Ifone
Integrates over the whole spectrum , the correction is param etrically m Inim al, and
reproduces the correction for the totalw idth. C learly, it is the m ost general feature
of the \exponential" e ects which does not depend on the particular decay. A swas
m entioned in Sect. 5, the constraints {7§) can be w ritten in the fllow ing com pact
form Z 4 h . i

T dT ( %) = ds (8) (s 2) e®z (%) ; (79)
0
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where (s) is som e sn ooth function vanishing at s 0. This expression autom ati-
cally satis es the relation
Z 2 Z 1
In dT (%)P (%) d? = Ta dT ( *)P (%) d ? (80)
0 2
or any appropriate analytic P ( ?). The saddle point instanton calculation carried
out above determm ins the asym ptotics of the function (s) at s 1= 2:
P_
2 sn@ s
s) ! 2h2_ (7) .

o = (81)
0

In such a saddle point way we cannot calculate In dT ( ?) at < 1. According
to Eq.[9), however, we know certain integrals over the am all virtuality dom ain.
For any particular \exact" (s) they are obtained as a series of functions and
derivatives of finctions located at the end point, which, when summed, give a
certain m ore or lss smooth function In the whole range, whose asym ptotics are
given by Eq. §])) .

For exam ple, one can calculate the nstanton contridbution to the totalw idth by
integrating the spectrum . W e use the general relation of the type {74) or {7§) to
w rite the totalw idth asm inus the integralofthe right—hand side ofEq. {74) @ ithout
step-functions) from ¢ = 1 to 0. In the kading order in my , the integral is
easily perfom ed by parts, and is determm ined near the vicinity of the point o = 0,
inm ediately yielding, exactly, the totalw idth (7Q).

Tt is not di cul to see how this works In the m ost general case. Suppose we
study, for exam ple, the \sam ikptonic decays" Q ! g+ ‘+ . Ifwe can measure
momenta ofboth ‘and , p, , the di erential distribbution ism erely given by

& = (@yp) mWdT@v @+p)) : 82)

Now we want to Integrate over the m om entum of neutrino and detem Ine the in—
stanton contribution to the charged lepton spectrum . W e then keep pv xed and
Integrate In dT w ith the phase space, , depending on p . If the phase space fac-
tor were an analytic finction of p , the constraints {7§) or {79) would ensure the
vanishing of the integral.

H owever, the phase space contains a step-function at E = 0, and only for this
reason does one get a nonvanishing Integrated w idth due to exponentialtem s. Then
the relation () can be used to represent the integrated e ect asthe e ect from the
kinem atic boundary and above (ie., over the dom ain w here neutrino \carries away"
negative energy), which is a hard dom ain where the expansion is app]jcableﬂ . Shhce

"T he sam e reasoning equally applies, of course, to the case ofthem assive nalparticles aswell
In this case it is convenient to phrase this consideration in the framewheremgv p: hasonly a
tin elike com ponent. T he phase space integral is not a polynom ialanym orewhenm $6 0, but is
the stepfunction atE = m multiplying a fractionalpower finction. T hen one m erely m ust put
the corresponding phase space factor P in Eqg. @) under the sign of In In the right hand side.
T his does not change the general reasoning presented here.
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in thisdom ain In dT ( ?) is a rapidly oscillatihg fiinction  sih @ ), the htegral
is determm ined by is lower Iim it; the expansion in 1=Q is obtained by integrating
by parts, and in the kading approxin ation given by the corresponding derivative
of In dT ( ?), from which we must kesp only the derivatives of sih 2 ). The
exact coe cients combine to yield just the value of the neutrino propagator at the
point which enters in the direct calculation of the Jpton spectrum , ie. G (X) at
x=2 fmev p)=iov pJ.

To illustrate the Jast assertion, we m ust rem em ber that to get the totalw idth In
the leading approxin ation, we need to integrate the di erential width nearp = 0
kesping trace of only the Iglon—ana]y‘dc part due to the neutrino phase space, and
the oscillating part, sin @  mov p p 3), I the di erential distrbution. A 11
other constituents of the am plitude can be approxin ated by their valuesatp = 0.

To see that this Integration autom atically yields the proper factor, we can use
the follow Ing trick : com pare this Integralw ith the calculation ofthe neutrino G reen
function In the coordinate space by taking the Fourier transform of its m om entum
representation. Let us take the Fourer integralby closing the contour of integration
over kj by its physical residue (we assum e here that the zeroth coordinate concides
w ith the direction ofthe vectorm v  p):

G (x) = ¢ _dk G k)e¥*= ’ ﬂG ®) e¥* 83)
© )i 2 )32k,

The largex asym ptotics of the last integral is determ ined by the behavior of the
phase space factor d°k=k, at amn all kjwhere i is non analytic. This factor, on the
other hand, is exactly the sam e as in the double distridbution if one identi es k in
the above calculation with p (ooth are nothingbut d*k , &*> m?)=@2 *)). Ifone
chooses the coordinate x In such a way as to have the gFme oscillating exponent
e™ on the right hand side of Eq.{§3) as in dT gt ®ov e P’ Hentifying
k wih p , the values of the integrals will also coincide. The last condition just
xes the above stated value of the coordinate. This m atching is rather cbvious
since the oscillating factor in dT cam e orighhally from evaluating the exponential
eifov P P )X gt the saddle point x, which enters the neutrino G reen fiinction.

T herefore, integrating over the neutrino m om entum in the decay, we recovered
our direct recipe of calculating the lepton spectrum , nam ely considering the problem
asatwobody one, but using dT given by the product ofthe quark propagator in the
instanton eld, and the neutrino propagator at the saddle point x> = 42, Since
the Integrated e ect com es from the zero m om entum of neutrino, it is govemed by
the sam e exponential (oscillating) factordetem ined by my and p, Jmgv  pj We
can repeat the very sam e consideration oncem ore Integrating now over the energy of
the charged kpton; the leading tem in the integralagain com es from p.= 0, where
the phase space of the Jpton is non-analytic, the nearby integration reproduces
G.( 2i ;0), the argum ent of the neutrino G reen function becom es the sam e, and
we arrive at the totalw idth cbtained in the direct way in the preceeding subsection.
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8 Instanton C ontribution to H eavy Q uark D ecay
Rates { RealQCD

W e now proceed to the case ofactualb and ¢ quarks; them odi cation required here
is accounting for the quark soins. In principle, the analysis goes along the sam e
linesas forthe scalarquarks. H owever, shoe we dealw ith instantons { topologically—
nontrivialcon gurationsofthe gauge eld { them assless quarksacquire zerom odes.
T hey m anifest the intervention of the nfrared, Jong-distance e ects In the presence
ofthe Instantons. T his is an obvious defect of our sin pli ed one-instanton ansatz. If
we used the topologically trivial (out nonperturbative) con gurations, the problem s
w ith the zero m odes would be absent.

Technically, thisproblem em erges already at the very rst step: the G reen func-
tion ofthem assless quark isnot de ned in the eld ofone instanton since the D irac
operator has a zero m ode. In order to perform estin ates sin ilar to the ones de-
scribbed In the previous sections, we need to regularize the m assless quark G reen
functions in the nfrared. W e do it In the m ost naive way: Introducing a sm allm ass
tetm m 4. Now, the G reen functions are wellde ned but they have temm s which
behave Ike 1=m 4, which show up wherever the chirality— I quark am plitudes oc-
cur. However, when the weak Interactions of the quarks are purely left-handed, the
problem disappears since the zero m odes do not contribute, and we can putm 4= 0
in the end. W e are aware, of course, that this procedure is not fully selfconsistent,
but, hopefully, it works satisfactorily for our lim ited purposes { revealing the correct
exponential dependence, as well as the power ofm o , In the preexponent. It seam s
quite plausble that only the overallnum erical coe cient willbem odi ed in am ore
accurate analysis.

O therw ise, the caloulations go with m inim alm odi cations. Let us outline the
treatm ent of the sam ileptonic w idth. O nce again, we w rite the transition operator
(the integration over w illbe restored at the very end)

R G2¥qF ° |
T ) = FT” O® S0 QOL eV dxd'z @4
w here the weak polarization tensor for the kpton pairl,. and the weak vertices are
21
L ® = ——Exx £ ); = @ 5 : (85)
X

The heavy quark elds, O, are nonrelativistic as in Eq.9), and are orighally

bispinors. However, solving the D irac equation ofm otion in the lm it m 4 lwe
get the elds in the orm of Eq.@5). The colorm atrix U has the sam e om as in
Eqg.{q).

The G reen function of the light quark in the instanton badkground, S (x;y), is
expanded In m 4 and has the ©llow ing om B3, BJ1:

1
S&iy)= —Pokiy)+ G &iy)+ mg kiy)+ O fm %)
q
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where P, isthe profctoron the zerom odes (P, does not contribute to Eq. (84) since
i ips chirality.) Therefore, we can merely putm ;= 0 to arrive at

1+ 1 1+
2 °S &;y) > > = > °G &7y) 5 > =
( I
1 5 2_ 2y 1=2 2 2 172 (Y0 )
> > 2 7 4 ) 1+ 1+ — +
1)
1 2_ 2\ 1=2 2_ 2y 1=2 § + +
4 2 22z &+ =) a+ == 2 5 ( YO ) ) ) (86)
where
=x z; =y z; =x Yy

Now, the calculation di ers from the case of the scalar quarks in m nor technical
details, nam ely, the di erent powerof (x*+ ?) in the denom inator, and the presence
ofthe matrices in the num erator. At the saddk point, U = 1, the heavy quark

elds enter at the origin, the leptonic tensormust be evaluated at x = 21 ;0), and
the nalresul is

A G2 j .
T () = e YoqF e®fme M) 5 (0)i P Q (0) 87)

42°%({Am, 1))

where P is the proctor onto the instanton color SU (2) subgroup, P = (1;1;0)giag -
Sihce
Mo QHei= My,
we nally obtain
2 G2¥o47
I _ - F MOqg . .
sl — 3228mgsm(2mQ )- (88)

In tem s of the firee quark sem ileptonic w idth,

2.5 :
_ GFmQj[Qq:f.
(. ’

192 3
we get
a0 = 2 % sin @mg ) : 89)

In a sin ilarm anner it iseasy to nd the expression for the di erential distriou—
tions in the sem ikptonic decays. W e quote here the expression for the instanton—
Induced Jkpton spectrum (In its hard part, ie. far enough from the end point) n
the sam e approxin ation,

mp,dIb! u') 2 48 ) s Zmy 1

1 ;
2 9 dE . 3 my P 2 @ ¥?
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m.dIc! sd") 2 48 2 q 25oos 2mcpl ) 00)
2 o cE . 3 . )P @ 52 '
Here = 2E=m, or = 2E.=m . forthe two decays, respectively. It is In m ediately
seen explicitly, using the technigue describbed in Sect. 72, that the integral over the
spectrum reproduces the total sem ileptonic w idth 89).
Now lt us proceed to the nonleptonic decays w ith the m assless quarks in the

nal state. R epeating the derivation above we get the non-kptonic w idth ﬁ
2 256

I — - T .
= 3¢ T, f 0 @) (91)

where ¢ are the standard color factors due to the hard glions in the weak vertex
B41.

For ocom pltenessw e also give the nstanton contribution to the lnclusive radiative
rate ofthe typeb! s+ ,

L2, 12

’

3 g Y

T he above estin ate refers to the yield ofphotonsw ith allenergies. In experin ent one
autso the low-energy photons, however. A ccording to the previous discussion, the
Introduction of the Iower cut o can change the estin ate of the duality deviations.
W e w ill not subm erge Into further details regarding this e ect here.

9 N um erical estim ates

In this section, we present num erical estin ates of the possble violations ofthe local
duality In ourm odel. The e ects rapidly decrease w ith the energy release. They can
be quite noticeable at Interm ediate energies, however. T he inclusive decay w idth of
the D meson, and is expected to be one of the prin e suspects. Indeed, w ith the
m ass of the ¢ quark only slightly over 1G eV, one can expect sizabl violations of
duality. A nother case of potential concem is the hadronic width of . Thiswidth is
also saturated at a sin ilarm ass scale. In these two cases, there exists at Jeast som e
(quite incom plete, though) em piric infom ation. It is natural to treat one of them
as a reference point, in order to adjust the param eters of the m odel. Basically, we
have only one such param eter, the overallnom alization ofthe nstanton density dy,
se Eq. (@8 . We willuse the sem ileptonic D decays for this pumpose. Then the
seoond problem ( decays) can be used as a check that the m odel is qualitatively
reasonable and does not lead to gross lnaccuracies. A s a m atter of fact, this was
already dem onstrated in Sect. 5.1. Enocouraged by this sucoess we then take the risk
to use the m odel for num erical estin ates of the duality viclating e ects in various
B decays. A lthough ourm odel is adm ittedly in perfect, the num bers obtained can
hopefully be viewed as valid order-ofm agniude estin ates.

8W e should note that here the sublading e ectsareprobably signi cant: even w thin our sin ple
saddle point calculation we form ally had to discard, eg. term softhetype 9'=20Q )°’ @=@2Q ))°:
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9.1 a0 )

T his decay was num erically analyzed in the heavy quark expansion m ore than once
B31{ 3], w ith quite controversial conclusions. W e w ill sum m arize here our current
point of view [4], deferring a brief discussion of the literature until Sect. 11.

T he parton sam ikptonic D decay w idth is given by
GZm
192

Qo

oD ! 1 Xgg) = 103 10P°Gev atm.= 135GeV ; (93)

w

w here the strange quark m ass is neglected. T he com parison w ith the experin ental
value
D ! 1X) 7’ 106 106°Gev (94)

seam s to be very good. However, there are corrections to the free quark estim ate
©3); both the perturbative and nonperturbative corrections calculated w ithin 1=m
expansion work together to noticeably decrease the theoretical prediction.

(1) Perturoative corrections

T he one-loop perturbative correction to the width in the fourfem ion decay is
known sice the m id- fties f7]; or QCD one gets the factor pex multiplying the

theoretical formula for the width (ie. ! 0 pert)s
2 25

=1 = 2 == _=. 95

pert 3 4 (95)

T his factor cbviously decreases the theoretical prediction for the w idth, the question
ishow much. The answer for . isnot as cbvious as it m ight seem , and depends
on how m . isde ned.

Equation () in plies that one usesthe (one-doop) pokm assofthe cquark in the
Inclusive rate. @A swelkknown, the notion ofthe polem ass is ilkde ned theoretically
[A9,[9,B0]. It is saferto use the Euclidean m ass, which also pum ps away som e ofthe

s corrections from the explicit correction factor e . T his decreases them ass and
the coe cient in the correction sim ultaneously. T he product m (5: pert 1S num erically
stable, however, and for our lim ited pumposes we can stick to Eq. ({9§) and the
one-loop pok mass.) The onedoop polk m ass was num erically evaluated, say, in
the cham onium sum ruls, yielding [5]] the number 135 GeV quoted above. This
num ber isalso in a good agreem ent w ith the heavy quark expansion forthedi erence
m, m. B3]

|
[ — , 1 1 1
mpy m.= M3 Mp + o E-FOE

96)

where
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Here, and In what follow s, we use the notations

= —Mg ME);

) Bib: G bBPi 3
¢ 2M g 4

T 2 .
2 _ hBJb(ZJi)bﬁl: 97)
B

Substituting m EOJE ' 483 03GeV [BB], and a reasonable value of ? (see below ),
nEqg. 0f),weagain end up with m2°® 7 135Gev.

C ontroversial statem ents can be found in the literature conceming the value of

2, (associated m ainly w ith its di erent understanding) but the issue appears to be

num erically unin portant for our purposes.

Now, one has to establish the nom alization point of ¢ in Eq. (93). Luke et
al. suggested 4] exploiting the BLM prescription [B] or this purpose; it must be
done In strict accord w ith the treatm ent of the m ass. This kads to

pert (1 0 -25) (98)

(for further details see Ref. @]) . This number tums out to be stablk against the
Inclusion ofthe O ( i), and higher order corrections estin ated in a certain approxi-
m ation [54].

(i) N onperturoative corrections

Now lt us exam ine the nonperturbative oorrections. T here are no corrections
to the w idth that scale like 1=m . , and the kading ones are given by the 1=m g tem s

|
2 2
3G

2
2m ¢

aD) = 0 pert 1 (99)

[\

m

QN

W hile 2 isknown, see above, 2 isnot yet measured in experin ent. W e have to
rely on theoretical argum ents, w hich, unfortunately, are not com pltely settled yet.
The original QCD sum rules estin ate 5] yielded

2 = (05 0d)GeF: (100)

W e believe that the value 2 055G eV’ is the m ost reasonable estin ate availabk
at present. Tt m atches a general nequality, [34, 59, B3]

2> 2 7 036Gev?; (101)
and a more phenom enolbogical estin ate of Ref. [6d]. M oreover, Eq. (L0Q) is

m arginally consistent with the st attempt of extracting 2 directly from data
[61], kesping in m ind the theoretical uncertainties encountered there (other analyses
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are In progress now ). In any case, the e ect of the kinetic operator on the sam ilep-
tonic D width is m odest, so that the in pact of the uncertainties debated in the
literature can lead toatmost 5% changein 40 ).

A ssem bling all pieces together, num erically we get
flll(D) " o @ 025 03 0:15) (102)

w here the corrections in the parentheses stand for the perturoative correction, the
chrom om agnetic and the kinetic energy tem s, regoectively. T hus, one is keft with
less than a half of the experin ental w idth. A ccording to Ref. [4], the next order
nonperturbative O (1=m i) e ects apparently do not cure { and possbly despen {
the discrepancy.

Pushing the num erical values of the param eters above, w ithin uncertainties, to
their extrem es (out still, w ithin acosptable lim its), one can som ew hat narrow the
gap, but it iscertainly I possible to elim inate it com pltely. T herefore, it isnatural
to conclude that the observed discrepancy n 4@ ), at the kvel of ssveral dozen
percent, is due to duality violations.

W e willm ake this bold assum ption. The Instanton contrbution to 40 ), Eq.
B9), is then convoluted w ith the instanton density {L§) to yield

20) = EdoLsian ) : (103)
sl 03 0. o) co):
Ignoring the sine on the right-hand side f], and requiring this contrbution to be
05 o, we cbtain
d 9 10° (104)

(the values = 1:15G&V b and m.= 135Ge&V are used). W e will consistently
exploit the above values ofdy and  in allnum erical estin ates in Sect. 92.
Ifour approach is applied to the hadronic  width, deviation from duality com es
out to be
I( ! hadrons) 4 2
o (! hadrons) m )¢

ie. quite rrasonable. T he fact that the num bers com e out qualitatively reasonable
in this case is also dem onstrated by Fig. []. Let us note in passing that the 5%
uncertainty m (! hadrons) translates nto 30% uncertainty in the value of

sm ).

10%; (105)

9.2 Duality violation in b decays

W hat is the m agnitude of the anticipated e ects In other situations where they are
not yet determm ined experin entally, say, In beauty decays? W ithin our m odel the

°The value of sih 2m . () is sensitive to how close the argument isto k . This proxin ity is a
very m odeldependent feature, sensitive to am all variations of param eters. Since we are ain ed at
conservative estin ates all sine factors here and below w ill be consistently put equalto unity.
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answver can be given. In what follow s we w ill use expressions cbtained In Sect. 8,
convoluted w ith the instanton density ([§), ignoring sines and cosines in num erical
estin ates. In this way we expect to get an upper bound on the duality viclating
contrbutions. This expectation is based on the following: (i) snearing with a
more realistic nitewidth Instanton density will nevitably result In som e extra
(exponential) suppression, com pared to the delta-function density; if the instanton
density is distrbuted rather narrow ly, the above suppression playsno role in D and

but w ill presum ably show up at high energy releases characteristic to B decays;
(i) replacing sines and cosinesby unityy we increase the estin ated value ofthe duality
violations.

Let us rst address the sinplest cass, b! u ' sam ikptonic width, where the
energy release isthe largest. To abstract asm uch aspossibl from the untrustw orthy
details of the Instanton m odel, we can m erely use the scaling behavior Eq. 89). In
otherwords, In allexpressionsbelow we kesp only the preexponential factors. T hen

D1 s
Mj gdo L 2 10° - (106)
ob! u') 3 My 0)®
A sin ilar estin ate for the radiative transition, b ! s+ , bassd on Eq.@),
yields
DT .
] bl sv )3 2y 12 g qps (107)
ob! s+ ) 3 myp o)°
N ext, we m ove on to processes w ith a heavy quark In the nalstate. O fpartic-
ular interest are duality violating e ects in the K obayashiM askawa allowed b! c
transitions. Consider rst the sam ikeptonic decaysB ! X . ' . Aswasdiscussed In
Sect. 62, the Instanton resul for this process vanishes in the lading saddlepoint
approxin ation, whik the sublading tem s near the saddle point have not been cal-
culated. To get an upper bound on the duality violations in theb ! ctransition, In
a rough approxin ation, we neglect all these subtleties and m erely use our expression
fortheb! u rmplachgmy,bym, m,

{TE 1 ')y 2 9%
1Bl 2, % 3 g, (108)

o® ! c') 3 by  m)®

Sum m arizing, the duality violating corrections are expected to be negliglble in
the sam ikeptonic and radiative B decays, even In theb ! c¢ transitions.

Let us prooceed now to nonleptonic decays. Here, according to our m odel, the
situation m ay som ewhat change: deviations from duality jimp up. Intuitively it is
clear that the an allest e ect is expected in the channelb ! uud where the energy
release is the Jargest. Speci cally,

jIo! uud)j Edocz 256

= 103 ; (109)
o ! uud) 3 45y, ()*
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where . s 5
_ _ GFmb j[ubl
o&)' uud) = 3 0o = T

c =c?=f )= My )g??  13:

The e ect further increases n the case of K cbayashiM askawa allowed nonlep—
tonic transitionsb ! cud.

C onsidering the c quark as a static heavy quark which, according to section 62,
doesnot interact w ith the iInstanton eld at the saddle point, we cbtain the follow ing
expression :

JIb! cud)] 24 7&¢ + 3¢ + 2¢ ¢
o ! cud) 12

16 5=2 m 1=2 m 3=2
(mbH o - Me 3 10%: (110)
mg o Mo

Here
GF VoI my
64 3

w ith the factor 0:5 due to the kinem atical suppression in the phase space associated
w ith the c quark m ass. T he peculiar expression w ith the ¢ factors above em erges
from the color m atrices In the weak Lagrangian and in the quark G reen functions
after averaging over orientations ofthe SU (2) instanton over the color SU (3) group.

H owever, onem ay w orry that the cquark isnot heavy enough since the param eter
m . 2 is rather close to unity. Then, wem ay also try to consider another lin iting
case, and treat the c quark asm asskss, kespingm . only in the energy release. Then
applying the technique from Sect. 6.1, we obtain

ob! aud) ¥ 3 o 05 =0

2 256 s
2=dy & — 8 10°; (111)

j ! cud)]
0! cud)

which is close, num erically, to the previous estim ate. N ote, the coe cients n front
ofc, and ¢ are di erent since the heavy quark does not have color structure in the
propagator while the m assless quark does.

The Instanton contrbution is enhanced by an order of m agnitude due to the
fact that the energy release isby a factor, tmy m)=my 0{7, an aller then in the
channelw ith m asskss quarks, and due to the kinem atical suppresion in the partonic
width.

F inally, ket us discuss the duality violating contributions in the transition w ith
two heavy quarks in the nal state, b ! ocs, where they are believed to be the
largest, for an obvious reason: the energy release is the sm allest [J. This natural
expectation does not contradict our m odel, although the enhancem ent we literally

19P henom enolbogicalanalyses of the b ! ccs channel are presented, eg. in recent works [63].
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get is rather m odest, cf. Egs. {{10) and {113). The SV approxin ation for the c
quarks In the transition b ! ccs is justi ed; the sin plst saddke point evaluation
yields a non-vanishing e ect due to the presence of the s quark In the nal state.
Perform ing the sadd¥k point evaluation, one cbtains

Cé 2C-2+- + Cz G]:Z“ j/vcb:? j/vcsfmg

I
! ccs @) -
3 mf)_Z My 2m.)3? 3

sh @2 oy 2m.)) ;

112)
w ith

gz j/vcbf j/vcsf mg.
- 64 3 ’

and 0.15 com ing from phase space suppression due to two c quarks in the nalstate.
N um erically,

ob! ccs) " 3 4, 0d5= 01

JIb! ccs)j 2 + & 64 ? m’ 3
S 7 - 6 10°: (@113)
ob! ocs) 3 Mmy 0)° Mypmy 2m.))3?

C oncluding this section, let us reiterate our num erical ndings. U sing the saddke
point approxin ation, and the nstanton m odel to determ ine the nature of the sin—
gularities In the quark propagators, In the com plex Euclidean) plane, we are ablk
to derive som e scaling relations for the duality violating e ects induced by \soft
background" elds. Kesping track of only the powers of relevant energies in the
preexponent and neglecting the rest, we observe the follow ing hierarchy:

I I I

b! ccs) 22— b! cud) 5—b! uud)
0 0 0

I I I

16— ! cl) 75— 0! s ) 306— (! ul ):
0 0 0

O ur num erical estin ates are expected to be upper bounds w ithin the particular
m echanism of duality violations considered in the present paper. W e hasten to
add, though, that there exist physically distinct m echanisn s, eg. due to hard non-
perturbative uctuations, or those which m ay be som ehow related to the spectator
light quarks in the Iniial state, and so on. T hey deserve a special nvestigation.

10 D rawbacks and D e ciencies ofthe M odel

O ur Instanton m odelofduality violations has obvious shortcom ings. A though qual-
fFatively it correctly captures the essence of the phenom enon we want to m odel {
tranam ission of a large externalm om entum through a soft background glion eld
{ the one-instanton ansatz iself is too rigid to be fully realistic. Tk has virtually
one free param eter, the instanton size, and this is cbviously not enough for perfectly
successfiilphenom enology. The value of weuse iseven som ew hat am aller than that
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usually accepted in the instanton liquid m odel R3]. C orrespondingly, the oscillation
period com es out too large. For instance, n R (s), Eq. £§), the oscillation period is
aln ost four tim es as large as one observes experin entally. Figure ] suggests that
the typical oscillation length i R (S)eyp 38~ s 06GeV whik from Fig] we get
s 271 GeV . Even ifwe used the instanton liquid value, this would not narrow
the discrepancy in any signi cant way. M oreover, the data seem s to suggest that
the oscillation length slow Iy varies aswem ove to higher energies. O ur one-instanton
ansatz is certainly incapable of reproducing this feature. T he lesson we leam isthat
the soft background eld has to be larger in scale and m ore sophisticated In shape.

A notherm anifestation ofthe unwanted rigidity of the one-instanton background
is the occurrence of zero m odes for m asskess quarks. T his phenom enon also keads to
som e Inconsistencies In our treatm ent. For instance, the twopoint function of the
axial currents would not possess the necessary transversality properties. W e essen—
tially ignored this problem , keeping in m Ind the em phasis we place on qualitative
aspects of duality violations. A fter all, ourm odel is sam iquantitative, at best.

The soft gluon uctuations crucial in the duality violations are de nitely not the
ones constituting the dom nant com ponent of the vacuum . Indeed, if we used the
instanton weight {§), with dy tted to reproduce the duality violations in the D
m eson sam ileptonic decay, as the Instanton density In the liquid m odel we would
render this m odel disastrous. W ih our density In the instanton liquid m odelwe
would get the value of the gluon condensate 25 tim es lJarger than it actually is.

In addition to the above negative features, the m odel cbviously m isses other
m echanisn s which m ight also lad to violations of duality. T he m ost noticeable is
the absence of the In pact of the initial light quarks in b decays. At the very last,
one ocould suspect that they plhy a roke In the fom ation of the soft gluon m edium
which, after the decay, has to tranan i a large energy release. The in uence of the
Initial light quarks would m ake the duality violating e ects non-universal (they w ill
be di erent, say, In m esons and baryons). At the m om ent we have no idea how
to take Into acoount this e ect, nor we have any idea of how essential it m ight be
num erically.

On the positive side, we would lke to stress again, that the m odel is general
enough. One considers nstantons only as a source of nite distance shgularities
In the quark G reen functions, and for that purpose they m ay serve satisfactorily.
O ur procedure has very little to do w ith the fullkscale instanton calculations of the
type presented in Refs. P11 { BJl. In this sense, our calulations are much less
vulherabl than the standard Instanton exercises. The nitedistance singularities
m erely represent them echanism oftransm itting a lJargem om entum through a large
num ber of soft \1nes", w ith no hard lnes nvolred (o that thism echanisn doesnot
appear in the practical OPE). O ur point of view is pragm atic: experim ental data
clearly indicate duality violations, w ith an oscillating pattem, and so we reproduce
this physicale ect through xed-size instantons. Eventually, com parison w ith data
will lead to a better understanding of the relevant gluon eld con gurations and
amn ergence of a m odel free from the drawbacks sum m arized above.
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11 Commentson the Literature

T he present work intertw ines m any aspects ofQCD { purely theoretical and phe-
nom enological { In one junction; som e of these aspects are quite controversial and
cause heated debates. Therefore, i is In order to brie v review the literature in
w hich the relevant issues were discussed previously.

W ehave already m entioned previous instanton calculationsin R+ . and decays
B4, 48, 7, P9, B91- Technically, they are very instructive and advanced. There are
hardly any doubts, how ever, that the solitary instantons considered in these exercises
do not represent, In the dynam ical sense, typical relevant vacuum uctuations. The
fact that the corresponding estin ates fell short ofthe experin entally observed e ects
isneither surprising nor frustrating. A t the sam e tin e, the provocative suggestion of
Ref. [[]] to use instantons for abstracting nite-distance singularities in the quark
G reen flinctions, was largely ignored. W e try to develop this idea to its logical lim its.

Reoently, the im pact of the an alksize instantons was analyzed in the spectral
distributions of the inclusive heavy quark decays, w thin the form alism of HQET
[1,[8]. The \part larger than the whok" paradox was rst detected iIn these works:
the instanton contribution to the spectra was found to be param etrically larger
than the very sam e contribution to the decay rate. (T he result was divergent at the
boundaries of the phase space. This divergence is due to the fact that the isolated
Instanton density badly diverges at lJarge , and the instanton size is regulated by
the extemal energy release, which vanishes at the end points.) The solution of this
paradox was discussed at length above. The spectra near the boundaries of the
phase space can not be caloulated pointby-point In the present-day QCD . Still,
the integrals over the spectra over a nite energy range touching the end-point are
calculable. Integrating the Instanton contribution, taking into account its peculiar
analytical properties, autom atically yields the e ect which is detemm ined by the
far side of the an earing Interval, rather than by the end point dom ain. The m ain
subtlety lies in the process of sgparation ofa \genune" instanton contribution from
the reqular OPE . O ur procedure autom atically avoids double counting, an cbvious
virtue which is hard to achieve otherw ise.

T he question of whether or not the sam ileptonic D decays are sub gct to no-—
ticeable duality violations is m ore controversial and is debated in the literature.
Som etin es it is clain ed that the OPE result (99) is com patble with experin ental
data, w ith no additional tem s. The price paid is rather high, however: the m ass
ofthe c quark is then pushed up beyond 155 G &V (the value of 2 ispushed down
alm ost to zero). If the value of m . was that high, one would be in troubl In m any
other problem s, eg. the cham onium sum rules [B1]], the analysis of the kb threshold
region E], and so on. M oreover, using a calculational schem e, which relies on large
m ., Jeads to poor control of the perturbative series { a fact noted in Ref. @]. We
believe that the value of the productm 2 ,o,x used above is realistic, which nevitably
entails violations of duality n the D m eson sam ileptonic decays in the ballpark of
several units tin es 10 !. Let us em phasize that our standpoint is testable experi-
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m entally. O ne of possble tests is analyzing, say, the average ¥pton energy in the
D meson sam ileptonic decays. This quantity ismuch less sensitive to the value of
m . than the totalw idth. T herefore, the task of detecting deviations from the OPE

becom esm uch easier. An Indirect proofm ay be provided by con m ation ofdualiy

violations in the  Jepton rate in the ballpark of severalunits tin es 10 2.

12 Conclusions and outlook

At high energies the nclusive decay rates eg. ! + hadrons,orB ! X, + ',
or nonlkptonic B decays) are represented by the sum of the transition probabilities
Into a very large number of possible nal states. Tt looks lke a m iraclk that these
com plicated sum s, w ith various threshold factors, nalstate interactions and so on,
reproduce a sn ooth quark (gluion) curve. This duality is explained by QCD . If the
quark (gluon) cross section is calculated by virtue of the procedure known as the
practical OPE, one expects that the inclisive hadronic cross section coincides w ith
the quark (gluon) curve at Jarge energy releases up to term swhich are exponential in
the Euclidean dom ain, and have a very peculiar oscillating pattem in the M inkow ski
dom ain, where they 2allo relatively slow Iy, at least in the oscillation zone (Sect.
52). Physically these exponentialtermm s are associated w ith the tranam ission of large
extemalm om enta through the soft glion m edium .

To m odel thism echanisn m entioned above we suggest instanton-m otivated es-
tin ates. The iInstantons are used to abstract general features of the phenom enon
and, to som e extent, to gauge our expectations. W e associate duality violationsw ith
the nite distance shgularties In the quark G reen fiinctions due to soft background

eld con gurations. The Instanton-induced nite distance singularities produce a
pattem of duality violations which closely resam bles the ndications (rather scarce,
though) provided by current experimental data on €' e and  decays. The free
param eters of the m odel are calbrated using these data.

Let us exam ine, or instance, Fig. . which presents the di erential hadronic
m assdistrbution in  decays. From the rstglnce it is clear that signi cant (up to

20 30% ) violations of ocalduality are present In the whole accessble range. A's
am atter of fact, the \oscillating", duality-violating part ofthee ectiveV. A V A
cross section, Ry a, iswell approxin ated, in the region 0:8GeV? 3G &V, by the
finction p_ !
J1 (735 s) 2

. 2 .
= T (s) (sh G&v™) : (114)

The right-hand side isabout 0: at s= 2:5G &V . Ifwe take this fiinction literally
at all s, and reconstruct the corresponding correlator In the complkx plane, we
will nd that it hasno 1=Q? expansion at all and, hence, would be om itted In any
calculation based on the practical OPE . In the Euclidean dom ain, the corresoonding
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Figure 6: Experin entaldata forRy , (s); the solid Ine at s > 0 isa Bessel finction
(see text) drawn to guide the eye through the data points. The curve at the Eu—
clidean Q2 is the corresponding M D onald fiinction. D Q%) = 1 ©2%d=dQ?) Q ?).

Q ?) decreases exponentially,

P
2y K:(75 Q2) .

Q) 10 —7519@_7 : (115)
W eplot R (s) corresponding to Egs. {[14) and[I1§ in Fig.[§. The valuieof (Q?) is
extraordiarily snall, 3 10%, alrady atQ?= 1GeV?. It reachesa \noticeabk"
30% kvelonly at Q2 = 0:1GeV?, at the m ass of the two pion threshod. And i is
still (at least) as in portant as the usual perturbative corrections in the M inkow ski
dom ain, in the physicalcross section, at as large of valuesofsass’ 2:5GeV*! W ih
som e reservations we can say that in the €" e annihilation and in the decayswe
already have direct experin ental evidence that such e ects are signi cant.

Lessdirect { but stillquite convincing { argum ents show that sem ileptonic cham
decays also exhbit a sin ilar phenom enon. T here are good reasons to believe that
such a situation is not exceptional. W e argued that these e ects represent a typical
behavior of the strongly con ning interacting theory In M inkow ski space.

A coepting ourm odel, w ith all its drawbadcks, for qualitative orientation we were
ablk to achieve certain progress n relating various pieces of phenom enology to each
other. F irst, we found that the cbserved 20 to 30% deviations in €" e annihilation
and In the spectra of the decays are consistent w ith signi cant corrections to the
Inclusive sam ikptonic D decay rate. At the same tim e, our estin ates of duality
violations rapidly decrease w ith increase of the energy scale, and produce seem Ingly
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negligbl e ects in the Inclusive decays of beauty.

T he strongest duality violations are expected to occur in the non-leptonic decays
ofB m esons, especially in those which contain two chamm ed quarks in the nalstate.
In the transitionsb ! ocs they are of order of 1% , whik in the sam ikptonic and
radiative decay rates deviations from duality 2allo in m agnitude to several units

10 “.

A though our estin ates are universal { they do not distinguish, say, between B
mesons and y, baryons { the m odel per se, taken seriously actually carries seeds
of \spectatordependency" . Indeed, the presence of extra light quarks in the nitial
state (paryons of the type ) can help lift the chiral suppression of instantons,
enhancing their weight com pared to them eson case. In the case of |, the soectator
quarks can naturally saturate the instanton zero m odes for u and d quarks in the
diagram incorporating both \Pauli Interference” and \W eak Scattering"-type pro—
cesses. Then it is natural to expect stronger violations of duality. The argum ent
is quite speculative, of course. This issue has not been nnvestigated In detail. A
dedicated analysis is clearly in order.

T he instanton m odelwe suggest for estin ating duality violations relies only on
the m ost general features of instanton calculus, delberately laving aside concrete
details. Instantons are taken m erely as representatives of a strong coherent eld
con guration which have xed size 1=Q, providing the quark G reen functions
with nitedistance shgularties. In this situation we get a transparent picture
of the corresponding duality violating phenom ena. Technically, in the M inkow ski
kinem atics the e ect of the nitex singularities can be viewed as an additional
am ission of a spurious particle, a \ghost", with an arbitrary mass . The m ass of
the ctitious ghost hasa an ooth distrdbution, decreasing as som e power of 1= , but
oscillating In a m ore or kss universalway. Equation (114), wih 7:5p s replaced by
2 ,isan exam pl. Thepeculiarity ofthe distrloution isa rem arkable fact that the
overall decay rate, w ith em ission ofthe \ghost", is always saturated at them axin al
Invariant m ass of the ghost available in the process at hand. T his qualitative picture
can actually be converted Into a kind of special diagram m atic technique for the
ghost propagation. T he instanton-m otivated estin ate of the strength of the \ghost
coupling" is probably too crude. However, we think that such an approach, In a
generalized form , m ay prove to be usefill in describing violations of duality.

E xploring duality violations is a notoriously di cult task. This eld practically
rem ains terra Incognito, over the two decades since the advent ofQ CD .0 ur present
attem pt is only the st step. The model itself has an obvious potential for in —
provem ent. Getting rid of the rigidity of the one-instanton ansatz, one m ay hope
to achieve phenom enological sucoess in descrbbing ne structure of the duality vio—
lating e ects: the length of the oscillations and its m odulations, and so on. (The
pattem of experin ental data suggests, perhaps, the presence ofm ore than one scale
of oscillations in the duality violating com ponent. M ore accurate data that could
provide m ore de nite guidelines, are still absent.)

To this end, it is necessary to consider as a background eld a m ore generic
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con guration, w ith m ore free param eters, say, an instanton m olecule, or liquid type
con gurations. It is clear that the con gurations relevant to the phenom enon under
consideration [[] have at least two scales built in, and one of them is signi cantly
Iower than 1 G&V . Such a progct w ill require a Jot of num erical work, however { an
elem ent we wanted to avoid at the rst stage.

Two other prom ising directions for explorations of duality violations are two—
din ensionalm odels and weakly coupled QCD in the H iggs phase. Both directions
are much simpler than the actual QCD, and still the phenom enon is com plicated
enough so that the answer is not inm ediately clear. The rst attem pt of using
the "t Hooft m odel for this purpose was made in Ref. P4], which contains som e
Iniial cbservations. T he potential of the m odel is clearly far from being exhausted.
A s for gauge theories w ith the spontaneous breaking of symm etry, calculation of
the Inclusive two-particle scattering near the sphaleron m ass, revealing the typical
pattemn of the cross section, would be extrem ely instructive for QCD proper RJI.

Let us note In this respect that lattice QCD , unfortunately, can add very lit-
tle, if at all, to the solution of the problem of duality violations. The reason is
quite obvious: all Jattice sin ulations are done in the Euclidean dom ain, where all
\exponential" tem s are ndeed exponentially an all. Physically interesting and nu—
m erically in portant are these e ects at large energies, desply Inside the M inkow ski
dom ain, and very far from the Euclidean dom ain where the lattice simulations are
form ulated.

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS: The authors are gratefilto A . Vahnshtein and
M .Voloshin forusefildiscussions, and to S. Sanghera for assistance w ith the CLEO
experin entaldata on decays. N U .also bene ted from num erous discussions w ith
Yu.D okshitzer. This work was supported in part by D O E under the grant num ber
DE-FG 02-94ER 40823.

1R em em ber, these con gurations de nitely have very little to do with those determ ining the
m ost essential features of the QCD vacuum .
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