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I.HEAVY QUARK SYMMETRY

In these kctures Iw ill Introduce the ideas ofheavy quark sym m etry and the heavy quark

Iim it, which exploit the sim pli cation of certain aspects of QCD for n nite quark m ass,
mg ! 1 . We will see that whilke these deas are extraordinarily sinple from a physical
point of view , they are of enom ous practical utility in the study of the phenom enology of
bottom and cham ed hadrons. O ne reason for this is the existence not jist of an interesting
new lim it ofQCD, but of a systam atic expansion about this lim . The technology of this
expansion istheHeavy Quark E ective Theory HQET ), which allow sone to ussheavy quark
symm etry to m ake accurate predictions of the properties and behavior of heavy hadrons in
w hich the theoretical errors are under control. W hilk the em phasis In these lectures w illbe
on the physical picture of heavy hadrons which em erges In the heavy quark lm i, it will
be Inportant to introduce enough of the form alisn of the HQET to reveal the structure
of the heavy quark expansion as a sinultaneous expansion In powers of gcp=mo and
sfmy). However, what I hope to leave you wih above all is an appreciation for the
sim plicity, elegance and ooherence of the ideas which underlie the technical results which
w ill be presented. T he interested reader is also encouraged to consul a num ber of excellent
review s 1], which typically cover in m ore detailthem aterialin the rsttwo sections ofthese

Jectures.

A . Introduction

W hy is an understanding of Q CD crucial to the study of the properties of the bottom
and cham ed quarks? A s an exam pl, consider sem ikptonicbdecay,b! ¢ . Thisprocess

ism ediated by a four-ferm ion operator,

om=9§%‘°c a >b @ ) 1.1)

The weak m atrix elem ent is easy to calculate at the quark level,
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However, A g, is only relevant at very short distances; at longer distances, QCD con ne-—
m ent in plies that free b and ¢ quarks are not asym ptotic states of the theory. Instead,
nonperturbative QCD e ects \dress" the quark level transition b ! ¢ to a hadronic

transition, such as
B! DY or B! D' or ::: 13)

(In these kctures, we will use a convention in which a B m eson contains a b quark, not a
b antiquark. The hadronic m atrix elem ent A y.90n depends on nonperturbative QCD as
wellason Gy Vg, and isdi cul to calculate from st principles. To disentangle the weak
Interaction part of this com plicated process requires us to develop som e understanding of
the strong Interaction e ects.

There are a vardety of m ethods by which one can do this. Perhaps the m ost popular,
historically, has been use of various quark potential models B]. W hile these m odels are
typically very predictive, they are based on uncontrolled assum ptions and approxin ations,
and it is virtually in possible to estin ate the theoretical errors associated w ith their use.
T his is a serious defect if one builds such a m odel into the experin ental extraction ofa weak
coupling constant such as Vg, because the uncontrolled theoretical errors then infect the
experin ental resu k.

A nother approach, the one to be discussed here, is to exploit asm uch aspossible the fact
that the b and ¢ quarks are heavy, by which wem ean thatm;m . ocp - Thescak gcp
isthe typicalenergy at which Q CD becom es nonperturbative, and is ofthe order ofhundreds
ofM &V . The physical quark m asses are approxin ately m y, 48Ge&V and m, 15G€&v.
The form alisn which we will develop w ill not m ake as m any predictions as do potential
m odels. However, the com pensation w ill be that we will develop a system atic expansion
In powers of gcp=Myp,, wihih which we will be abke to do concrete error analysis. In

particular, we w illbe able to estin ate the error associated w ith the fact thatm . m ay not be



very close to the asym ptotic Iim it m . ocp - Even where this errorm ay be substantial,

the fact that it is under control allow s us to m aintain predictive power In the theory.

B .The heavy quark lm it

Consider a hadron H, composed of a heavy quark Q and \light degrees of freedom ",
consisting of light quarks, Iight antiquarks and gluons, nthelimim, ! 1 . TheCompton
wavelength of the heavy quark scales as the nverse of the heavy quark m ass, ¢ 1=m, .
T he light degrees of freedom , by contrast, are characterized by m om enta of order 4c¢p,
corresoonding to wavelngths - 1= gcp . Since o r the Iight degrees of freedom
cannot resolve features ofthe heavy quark otherthan its conserved gauge quantum num bers.
In particular, they cannot probe the actualvalue of g, that is, the value ofmg .

W e draw the sam e conclusion In m om entum space. The structure of the hadron Hy is
determm ined by nonperturbative strong interactions. T he asym ptotic freedom ofQ CD im plies
that when quarks and glions exchange m om enta p much larger than o¢p, the process is
perturbative in the strong coupling constant ¢ () . O n the otherhand, the typicalm om enta
exchanged by the light degrees of freedom w ith each other and w ith the heavy quark are of
order qc¢p, HOrwhich a perturative expansion is of no use. For these exchanges, how ever,
p < my, and the heavy quark Q does not recoil, ram aining at rest In the rest fram e of the
hadron. In this lin i, Q acts as a static source of electric and chrom oelectric gauge eld.
T he chrom oekectric eld, which holds H o together, is nonperturbative In nature, but it is
Independent ofm , . The resul is that the properties of the light degrees of freedom depend
only on the presence of the static gauge eld, independent of the avor and m ass of the
heavy quark carrying the gauge chargei!

There is an Inm ediate in plication for the spectroscopy of heavy hadrons. Since the

1T op quarks decay too quickly for a static chrom oelectric  eld to be established around them , so

the sin pli cations discussed here are not relevant to them .
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FIG .1l. Scheam atic spectra of the bottom and cham ed m esons in the 1m i m;m . ocCD -
The o st of the two spoectra isnot to scale; In reality, m , mg i QCD -

Interaction of the light degrees of freedom w ith the heavy quark is independent ofm ¢ , then
50 isthe spectrum of their excitations. It is these excitations w hich determ ine the spectrum
ofheavy hadrons H ; . Hence the splittings ocp between the various hadrons H é are
Independent ofQ and, inthelmitmgy ! 1 ,donotscalkewithmyg.

For exam ple, the spectra of bottom and cham ed m esons are shown schem atically In
Fig.d, in the Imimy;m . ocp - The light degrees of freedom are in exactly the same
state n themesons B; and D, ora given i. Theo s=stB; D; = m, m, is jast the
di erence between the heavy quark m asses; in no way does the relationship between the
Joectra rely on an approximationm,  mc.

W e can enrich thispicture by recalling that the heavy quarks and light degrees of freedom
also carry spin. The heavy quark has spin quantum number S, = %, which leads to a

chrom om agnetic m om ent

g
= : 14
0 2m g d4)

Notethat o ! Oasmg ! 1 ,and the interaction between the spin ofthe heavy quark and

the light degrees of freedom  is suppressed. H ence the light degrees of freedom are insensitive



to Sg ; their state is Independent of whether S§ = % orSj = % T hus each of the energy
levels in Fig. 7 is actually doubled, one state for each possbl value ofS§ .
To summ arize, what we see is that the light degrees of freedom are the sam e when

com bined w ith any of the follow Ing heavy quark states:
Q1M Q:16); QM Q2@); :::: QOn, M, Qu, #); 15)

where there are N, heavy quarks (n the realworld, N, = 2). The resul isan SU 2Ny)
symm etry which applies to the light degrees of freedom [B{7]. A new symm etry m eans new
nonperturbative relations between physical quantities. It is these relations which we wish
to understand and exploit.

The light degrees of freedom have total angular m om entum J., which is integral for
baryons and half-integral for m esons. W hen combined w ith the heavy quark soin Sgy = %,

we nd physical hadron states w ith total angular m om entum
Jg= 3 3 : (1.6)

IfS. 6 0, then thes two states are degenerate. For exam ple, the lightest heavy m esons
have S\ = 2, Jeading to a doubkt with J = 0 and J = 1. Indeed, in the cham system we
nd that the states of lowest m ass are the soIn-0 D and the soin-1 D ; the corresponding
bottom mesons are the B and B
W hen e ects of oxder 1=m ; are Included, the chrom om agnetic Interactions split the
states ofgiven S+ but di erent J. This \hyper ne" splitting is not calculable perturbatively,
but it is proportional to the heavy quark m agneticmoment . This gives its scaling w ith

Mg :

mp mp 1=m.

mg My 1=m; : @.7)

From this fact we can construct a rwlation which is a nonperturbative prediction of heavy

quark symm etry,



=m? m? 1.3)

E xperin entally, m 2 mZ = 049Gev® and m 2 m? = 0:55GeV?, o this prediction
works quite well. Note that this relation Involves not just the heavy quark symm etry, but
the system atic Inclusion of the leading symm etry violating e ects.

So far, we have form ulated heavy quark symm etry for hadrons in their rest frame. O £
course, we can easily boost to a fram e In which the hadrons have arbitrary fourvelocity
v = (1;v).Forheavy quarksQ ; and Q ,, the sym m etry w illthen relate hadronsH ; (v) and
H, (v) wih the sam e velocity but w ith di erent m om enta. T his distinguishes heavy quark
symm etry from ordinary symm etries of Q CD , which relate states of the sam e m om entum .
To ram ind ourselves of this distinction, henceforth we w ill lJabel heavy hadrons explicitly by

their velocity: D ),D ),B (v),B ), and so on.

C . Sem ileptonic decay of a heavy quark

Now let us retum to the sam ieptonic weak decay b! ¢, but now consider i In the
heavy quark lim it forthe band c quarks. Suppose the decay occursattinet= 0. Fort< O,
the b quark isembedded in a hadron Hy,; fort> 0, the ¢ quark is dressed by light degrees
of freedom to H 0. Let us consider the lightest hadrons, H, = B (v) and H2= D 9. Note
that since the Jeptons carry away energy and m om entum , in generalv 6 v°.

W hat happens to the light degrees of freedom when the heavy quark decays? Fort< 0O,
they see the chrom oelectric eld of a poInt source with velocity v. At t = 0, this point
source recoils instantanecusly? to velocity v°; the color neutral kptons do not interact w ith
the light hadronic degrees of freedom as they y o . The light quarks and gluons then
m ust reassam ble them selves about the recoiling color source. T his nonperturbative process
w il generally Involve the production of an excited state or of additional particles; the light
degrees of freedom can exchange energy w ith the heavy quark, so there is no kinem atic

°The weak decay occurs over a very short tine t 1My 1= ocp -



restriction on the excitations (of energy ocp) Wwhich can be form ed. There is also som e
chance that the light degrees of freedom w il reassem ble them selves badk into a ground state
D meson. T he am plitude orthis to happen is a fiinction only ofthe nnerproductw = v %
ofthe Initialand nalvelocities of the color sources. This am plitude, W), isknown asthe
IsgurW ise function BI.
C Jearly, the kinem atic point v= v% orw = 1, is a special one. In this comer of phase
soace, where the kptons are em itted badk to badk, there is no reocoil of the source of color
eld at t= 0. A s far as the light degrees of freedom are concemed, nothing happens! T heir
state is una ected by the decay of the heavy quark; they don’t even notice it. Hence the
am plitude for them to ram ain In the ground state is exactly unity. This is re ected In a

nonperturbative nom alization of the Isgur# ise fanction at zero recoil B,
@)= 1: 1.9)

A swe will see, this nom alization condition is of enom ous phenom enological use. Ik will
be extram ely In portant to understand the corrections to this result for nite heavy quark
massesmy, and, especially, m ...

The weak decay b ! ¢ ismediated by a keft-handed current ¢ (1 °)b. Not only
does this operator carry m om entum , but it can change the orientation of the spin Sy of
the heavy quark during the decay. For a xed light angular m om entum J., the relative
ordentation of Sy detemm ines whether the physical hadron in the nalstateisaD oraD
However, the light degrees of fireedom are insensitive to Sy, so the nonperturbative part
of the transition is the same whether t isa D ora D which is produced. Hence heavy
quark symm etry in plies relations between the hadronic m atrix elem ents which describe the
sem ieptonicdecaysB ! DY andB ! D Y.

Tt is conventional to param eterize these m atrix elem ents by a set of scalar form factors.

These are de ned ssparately for the vector and axial currents, as follow s:

D ¢)jc bR wi=h, w)w+v) +h wW)& V)

W &% )jc bR &i= hy @)i" Vv



D &)jc bR &i= 0 1.10)

M &% )ic "bB &i=hy, W)W + 1) vh @)v + hy, @)v° 1:

The st of form factors h; W) is the one appropriate to the heavy quark lin it. O ther linear
com binations are also found in the literature. In any case, the form factors are independent
nonperturbative functions ofthe recoilorequivalently, for xedm , andm ., ofthem om entum
transfer. However, in the heavy quark lin it they correspond to a singke transition of the
light degrees of freedom , being distinguished from each other only by the relative ordentation
ofthe spin ofthe heavy quark. Hence they m ay allbe w ritten in tem s ofthe single function
(w ) which describes this nonperturbative transition. A swe w ill derive later, the result isa

set of relations 3],

hy W)=hy W)=ha, W)=ha, W)= (W)

h w)=ha,w)=0; 1.11)

which follow sokly from the heavy quark symmetry. O f course, all of the form factors
which do not vanish inherit the nom alization condition @.9) at zero recoil. This resul isa

pow erflll constraint on the structure of sam ikptonic decay in the heavy quark lim it.

D .H eavy m eson decay constant

Asa nalexampl of the utility of the heavy quark lim it, consider the coupling of the
heavy meson eld to the axial vector current. T his is conventionally param eterized In term s

of a decay constant; for exam ple, forthe B meson we de ne fg via
hOju  bB (o )i= ifsp, : 1.12)

W hat isthe dependence ofthe nonperturoative quantity fy onm g ? To addressthisquestion,
werewrite Eq. {.19) in a form appropriate to taking theheavy quark lin it,ms ! 1 @Which
sequivalent tom, ! 1 ). Thisentailsm aking explicit the dependence of all quantities on

mg .First, we trade the B m om entum for its velocity,



Pg = MgV : 1.13)
Second, we replace the usualB  state, whose nom alization dependsonmy ,

B E)B @)i=2E: Y@ p); 1.14)

by a m ass-independent state,

B wi= pi—_B B E:)i; (145)
satisfying
B@)B wi=2 @ p): (1.16)
Then Eq. {1.12) becom es
PReru bR @)i= iEmav @17

T he nonperturbative m atrix elem ent h0ju b )i is ndependent ofmz in the heavy

quark lin it. Hence, we see that In this lin it fz takes the fom

fg =mg (independent ofmg ) : 118)

This m akes explicit the scaling of f5 wih my . Ik is more Interesting to write this as a

prediction for the ratio of cham ed and bottom m eson decay constants. W e nd B4,4]

S

f m
B _ Mo, , _ecp. ocp 119)
o mpg mp mpg

For the physical bottom and cham m asses, of course, the correction tem s proportional to

ocp =M o could be in portant.

II.HEAVY QUARK EFFECTIVE THEORY

W e have already extracted quite a bit of nontrivial lnform ation from the heavy quark
Iim it. W e have found the scaling of various quantities w ith m o , we have studied the in pli-

cations for heavy hadron spectroscopy, and we have found nonperturbative relations am ong

10



the hadronic form factors which describe sam ikptonic b ! ¢ decay. However, all of these
results have been cbtained in the strict Iimitm, ! 1 . If the heavy quark lim it is to be
of m ore than academ ic interest, and is to provide the basis for quantitative phenom enol
ogy, we have to understand how to Inclide corrections system atically. There are actually
two types of corrections which we would like to inclide. Power corrections are sublading
tem s In the expansion I gcp=m ; those proportional to gcp=m . are the most wor-
risom e, because of the relatively am all cham quark m ass. Logarithm ic corrections arise
from the inplicit dependence of quantities on m, through the strong coupling constant

sfmo) I=Infmyg= gcp). For the physical values ofm , and m ., either of these could be
In portant. W hat we need is a form alisn which can accom m odate them both.

In short, we need to go from a set ofheavy quark symm etry predictions In them ! 1
lin it, to a refomulation of QCD which provides a controlled expansion about this lin it.
The form alisn which does the b is the Heavy Quark E ective Theory, orthe HQET . The
purmposs ofthe HQET isto allow us to extract, explicitly and system atically, alldependence
of physical quantitieson my , In the lim it m 4 ocp - In these lectures, we w ill develop
only enough of the technology to treat the dom Inant leading e ects, providing indications
along the way ofhow one would carry the expansion fiirther.

TheHQET, as form ulated here, was developed in a serdes ofpapers going back to the Jate
1980’s [3/4:6,81{158], which the reader who is Interested in tracking its historical developm ent

may consul.

A . The e ective Lagrangian

Consider the kinem atics of a heavy quark Q , bound in a hadron w ith light degrees of
freedom tom ake a color singlet state. The an allm om enta which Q typically exchangesw ih
the rest of the hadron are of order ¢¢p m, , and they never take Q far from ismass

shell, pj = m7 . Hence them omentum p, can be decom posed into tw o parts,

Py = MmgVv + k ; 1)

11



where m g v is the constant on-shell part of p, , and k ocp isthe small, uctuating

\residualm om entum ". T he on-shell condition for the heavy quark then becom es
mi = Mmev +k)¥=mi+2mgv k+k 2)
In the heavy quark lim it we m ay neglect the last temm , and we have the sin ple condition
v k=0 @3)

foran on-shellheavy quark. Here the velocity v functions as a label; since soft interactions
cannot change v , there is a velocity superselction ruk In the heavy quark 1im it, and v is
a good quantum num ber ofthe QCD Ham iltonian.

We ndthesame resultby takingthemy ! 1 I it of the heavy quark propagator,

i 1+ ¥ i
— ! E 2 4)
p my+ i 2 v k+1
In this lin it the propagator is independent ofm o . T he projction cperators
1 ¢
2

progct onto the positive P, ) and negative @ ) frequency parts of the Dirac eld Q.
This is clear in the D irac representation in the rest frame, n which P, and P pro¥ct,
resoectively, onto the upper two and lower two com ponents of the heavy quark soinor. In
thelimimgy ! 1 ,inwhith Q ramanhsaln ost on shell, only the \large" upper com ponents
ofthe eld Q propagate; m ixing via zitterbewegung w ith the \am all" lower com ponents is

suppressed by 1=2m o . Hence the action of the profctorson Q is
P,OX)=Q &)+ O (I=mg); P Qx)=0+0(1=mgy): @6)
Them om entum dependence ofthe eld Q isgiven by its action on a heavy quark state,
Q&) P P)i=e ® *Pi: 2.7)

Ifwe now muliply both sides by a phase corresoonding to the on-shellm om entum ,

12



e™V B ®) P pE)i=e ® Pi; 2.8)

the right side of this equation is independent ofm o . Hence the kft side must be, as well.
Combining this cbservation w ith the argum ent of the previous paragraph, we are m otivated

to de ne am o -independent e ective heavy quark eld h, &),
hy &) = ™" P, 0 () : 2.9)

N ote that the e ective eld carries a velocity label v and is a two-com ponent ob fct. The
m odi cations to the ordinary eld Q (x) proct out the positive frequency part and ensure
that states annihilated by h, (x) have no dependence on m, . Hence, these are reasonable
candidate eldsto carry representations of the heavy quark symm etry. O f course, the am all
com ponents cannot be neglected when e ects of order 1=m o are ncluded. In the HQET

they are represented by a eld
H,o)=¢e"" P Q ): (2.10)

The ed H, k) vanishesin them, ! 1 lmit.

The ordinary QCD Lagrange density fora eld Q (x) is given by

Locp = Q k) ({0 my)Q K); (41
whereD = @ IgA®T? is the gauge covariant derwvative. To nd the Lagrangian of the
HQET, we substitute

Q)=e ™oV h, (x)+ ::: 12)

Into Lgcp and expand. W ith the aid of the profction identity P, P, = v ,we nd
Lyger = hy®)iv Dh): (2.13)

T his sin ple Lagrangian lads to the propagator we derived earlier,

= 2.14)
v k+ i

13



and to an equally sin pl quark-gluon vertex,
igT%v A® : (2.15)

N ote that both the propagator and the vertex are independent ofm ¢ , re ecting the heavy
quark avor symmetry. They also have no D irac structure, re ecting the heavy quark
S symm etry. Our htuiive statam ents about the structure of heavy hadrons have been
prom oted to explicit symm etrdes ofthe QCD Lagrangian n the limitmg ! 1 .

It is straightforward to nclude power corrections to Lyggr - W rite Q (x) in term s of the

e ective elds,

Q& =e ™" *h, &)+ Hy &)]; 2.16)
and apply the classical equation ofm otion @G0 my )Q x)= 0:

i h, ®)+ @ 2mgy )H, x)= 0: (217)
Multiblyingby P and commuting ¥ to the right, we nd

(v D+ 2p)H, &)= i), h, ®); (2.18)

whereD, = D vv D .W ethen substitute Q (x) Into §cp as before, elin nate H ,, (x)

and expand In 1=m, to obtain

1
Luger = hyiv.  Dh+ h,il, mﬂ?hv
- hyiv Dht h, (iD , )?h, + ghv G h, + ri:: 219)

o
T he lrading corrections have a sin ple Interpretation, which becom es clear in the rest fram e,
v = (1;0;0;0). The soin-independent tem is

1 1 o 1
OK: hv(lDo)hv'

_ h, 4D )*h, ; 2 20)
2m 2m o 2m g

w hich isthe negative of the nonrelativistic kinetic energy ofthe heavy quark. Because ofthe
explictt factor of 1=2m ¢ , this temm violates the heavy avor symm etry. T he spin-dependent

part is

14



1 1 g
OG= _hV G hV!
2m ¢ 2mgy 2 4m ¢

h, PT*h, oG= g~ B?; @21)
which is the coupling of the spin of the heavy quark to the chrom om agnetic eld. Because
it has a nontrivial D irac structure, this term violates both the heavy avor symm etry and
the heavy soin symm etry. Forexam pl, O ¢ is reponsible forthe D D andB B mass
solittings. T hese correction temm sw illbe treated aspart of the interaction Lagrangian, even

though O ¢ has a piece which is a pure bilinear In the heavy quark eld.

B .E ective currents and states

T he expansion of the weak Interaction current ¢ (1 b is analogous. H owever, here
we must introduce ssparate e ective elds for the cham and bottom quarks, each with its

own velocity:

bl KY; ¢! hS: (222)

VO
Then a general avor-changing current becom es, to leading order,

c b! hS% hb; @223)

0

where isa xed D irac structure. W ih the lading power corrections, this is

1 1
c b! hS hS+Eh§o (jﬂ?)h5+2m S ,) hD+ e @ 24)
b

0 0
(e}
The e ective currents, and other operators which appear n the HQET , m ay often be sim -

pli ed by use of the classical equation ofm otion,
iv Dhx)= 0: 225)

However, it is only safe to apply these equations naively at order 1=m ,, ; at higher order the
application of the equations ofm otion involves additional subtleties [L6{L8].

To com plete the e ective theory, we need m o -Independent hadron states which are cre-
ated and annihilated by currents containing the e ective elds. For exam pl, there is an ef-
fective pseudoscalarm eson state M (v)iwhich couplesto thee ective axialcurrentq  °h,,

w ith a coupling Fy which is independent ofm g,

15
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FIG.2. Tree kvel plus the one loop renom alization of the current g Q In QCD . The box

represents the current insertion.

ijg °"hy M @)i= Fuv : @ 26)

At lowest order, Fy is related to a conventional decay constant such as fz by

fo = Fy= ms @27

from which we inm ediately nd the relationship (@.19) between f;, and £ .

C .R adiative corrections

W e can use the e ective Lagrangian Lyggr to compute the radiative corrections to
them atrix elem ent (226). In particular, we would like to extract the dependence of F, on
Ihmg . This dependence com es through the one-loop renom alization ofthe current g °Q .
At lowest order, of course, the renom alization is straightforward: we sin ply com pute the st
of graphs found in Fig.Z. The result is nite, because the current is (partially) conserved,

and we extract a result of the formm

g 0 1 04—sh(mg=mq)+::: : (228)

N ote that there is no explicit dependence on the renom alization scale , since there is no
divergence to be subtracted.

The sam e result m ay be cbtained in the e ective theory. In this case we must m atch
the currents in f1llQCD onto HQET currents ofthe ©om q  °h,. This step will induce a

m atching coe cient containing the explicit degpendence onm  , which isabsent, by construc-

16
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FIG . 3. Tree kevel plus the one loop renom alization of the current g hy n HQET . The

double line is the propagator of the e ective eld hy,.

tion, from the operators and Lagrangian of the HQET E: In addition, the e ective current
w ill not necessarily be conserved, since the ultraviolkt properties of QCD and the HQET

di er. Hence the form of the m atching, once radiative corrections are included, is
g Q! Clmg;)a ‘hy: (2.29)

W e can deduce the form ofC (m; ) by considering the renom alization ofthe e ective
current g “h,, shown in the last three term s of F ig. 3. T hese diagram s, com puted in the
e ective theory, are Independent of m o . However, In general they are divergent, so they

depend on the renom alization scale ; the renom alization takes the form
g °hy Ciug;) o— I(=m g+ ::: ; 2 30)

where here m 4 acts as an Infrared cuto . The dependence In the second term must be
canceled by C o ; ). Sihoe the logarithm dependson a dim ensionless ratio,C m o ; ) must

be of the form
Chmo; )=1 o— nmg=)+ :::: @ 31)

C om paring the dependenceonm o ofC fm, ; ) and theexpansion (2 28),weseethat o= .
However, the e ective theory allow s us to go beyond lkading order, and to resum all

corrections of the om . I"mg . W e do this with the renom alization group equations,

3In general, them atching procedure at order 4 can also lnduce new D irac structuresq hy . T hey

do not a ect the leading logarithm s discussed here.
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which express the independence of physical cbservables on the renom alization scale . In
this case, they require that the dependence of C (m o; ) cancel that of the one loop

diagram s In F ig. 3, under sm all changes In

ic(m.)= S().
d Qr 0 .

(2.32)

Here the total derivative w ith resgpect to includes the in plicit dependence on  of the

coupling constant ( ):

i: £+ ()g
d @ J Qg
g
Q) = 0T 2
2 25
o= 11 5Nf:§ forN:= 4; 2.33)

where N ¢ is the num ber of light avors. W e com pute the anom alous din ension o from the
divergent parts of the one loop diagram s shown In Fig.3. From the three temswe nd,
respectively 4],

11
+> = =4: 2 34)
2 3

[e)}

T he solution of the renom alization group equation is

: ' =25
Cmg; )= % = % : © 35)

0=2 0

T his then yields the kading logarithm ic correction to the ratio fz =f; :

s ! e
f_B= mp S(m-b) o720 . (2.36)
fD mp s(mc) ’

The radiative correction is approxin ately a ten percent e ect. In fact, it has a sinplke
physical Interpretation. For virtual gluons of \intem ediate" energy, m. < E4 < my, the
bottom quark isheavy but the cham quark is light. Such glions contribute to the di erence
between fyz and f; even in the heavy quark lim it.

In summ ary, then, the purpose ofthe HQET is to m ake explicit all dependence of cb-
servable quantities on m o . The logarithm ic dependence, through g ), arises from in-—

term ediate virmalglionswith m . < E4 < m,. W e cbtain these corrections by com puting
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perturbatively with the HQET Lagrangian, then using the renomm alization group to resum
the logarithm s to all orders. The power dependence, 1=m o, is extracted system atically In
the heavy quark expansion. W e have seen how to expand the Lagrangian and the states to
subleading order; the application ofthe expansion to a physical decay rate w illbe presented
In the next section.

T hese lectures are m eant to be pedagogical, so we w illonly treat the kading corrections
to a few processes. However, the state of the art goes signi cantly beyond what w ill be
presented here. Form any quantities, not only the lading logarithm's, I In"m,, but the
sublkading (wo loop) bgarithm s, of order 2*!'In"m,, have been resimmed. Sin ilarly,
m any power corrections are known to relative order l=mé . Lk is particularly in portant

phenom enclogically to take Into acoount the corrections of order 1=m i .

ITT.EXCLUSIVE B DECAYS

W e now have the tools we need for an HQET treatm ent of the exclusive sam ikptonic
transitions B ! D ' and B ! D ‘. Earlier, we argued on physical grounds that in
the heavy quark lin i all of the hadronic m atrix elem ents which appear in these decays
are related to a single nonperturbative function W). Now we will sharpen this analysis
to actually derive these relations, and to include radiative and power corrections. In fact,
aln ost allofour e ort willgo Into the power corrections, since the radiative corrections to

the transition currents are com puted jist as In the previous section.

A .M atrix elem ent relations at leading order

T he transitions In question require the nonperturbative m atrix elem ents

D ¢)jc bB @i; MW &% )ic bBw@i; W &% )ic ‘bR &i; 31)

param eterized in tem sofform factorsasin Eq. (1.10). Our rsttask isto derive the relations

between these form factors, as prom ised earlier. T hese relations depend on the heavy quark

19



symm etry, that is, on the fact that the spin quantum num bers ofQ and ofthe light degrees
of freedom are ssparately conserved by the soft physics. Hence we need a representation of
the heavy m eson states in which they have well de ned transform ations ssparately under
the angularm om entum operators Sy and J.. In particular, the representation must re ect
the fact that a rotation by Sy can exchange the pseudoscalarmeson M (v) w ith the vector
meson M (v; ).

The solution isto introducea \super eld"M (v),de ned asthe4 4D iracm atrix [[1;19]

1+ ¢h s +
M (v) = > M (v;) M (v) : 32)

Under heavy quark spin rotations Sq ,M (v) transfom s as

M @) ! DEgM V)i 33)

and under Lorentz rotations , as

M & ! D(M ( 'v)D '(): (34)
Here D ( ) is the spinor representation of SO (3;1). The super eld satis es the m atrix
dentity
P.M (W)P =M ); (35)

0 it transformm s the sam e way as the product of soinors h, g, representing a heavy quark
and a light antiquark m oving together at velocity v .
A current which m ediates the decay of one heavy quark Q) into another Q9 is of the

form hyo h,.Under a rotation by Sy, the e ective el h, transfom s as
hy ! D Sg)hy; (3.6)
whilke hy isunchanged. The current would ram ain invariant ifwe took to transform as
' D '(q): 3.7)

O n the other hand, the m atrix elem ent of super elds

20



™ °@%)dhe he M @i (38)

is Invariant if we rotate both h, and M (v) by the same Sy . W ith the transform ation law

B3) PrM ), it ®lows that the S, —“nvariant m atrix elm ent must be proportional to

M (v). W hen we also consider rotations under Sgo, we nd that the m atrix eleam ent is

restricted to the general form
= h—0 A i
M °6%dhe he M @)i= MyMuol°TrM &) M @F w;v) : 3.9)

T he product ofm asses In front is a convention which restores the relativistic nom alization
of the states. N ote that the heavy quark symm etry allow s an arbitrary 4 4 D irac m atrix
F (;v°) to act on the \light quark" part of the super elds. Its presence re ects the fact
that, other than the constraint of Lorentz symm etry, the behavior of the spin of the Iight
degrees of freedom during the decay is unknown.

A general expansion ofF (v;v°) i tem s of scalar finctionsF; w = v % takes the form
F @iv) = Fi )+ Fo )¢+ Fs w)v'+ Fy )it (310)

However, the identity (3.5) applied to the m atrix elem ent 3.9) yields
Fwiv)=pP F@vIP°= Fiw) FB@W) F@)+Faw)p P°: (311)
In otherwords, F (7;v?) is actually a scalar, which we identify w ith the Isqur# ise fiinction,
F (v;vO) = W): 312)

A s an exercise, ket us apply this form alian tothem atrix elementsforB ! @© ;D ) ' .Fora
given m atrix elem ent, we pick out the part ofthe super eld M (v) which is relevant. Hence
we nd

D ¢)jc bB ¢i= M, ¢)3hd h2Ms @i

h i
fpmgl - Tr °P2 P, ( °) @)

hpmpl " W) @+ v (313)
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B &% )jc “bP i=mw, % )hS h2Mp &)i

h
= mpmplCTr P CPL( % W)

1=2

= Inp mg] ) [+ 1) w+%1 314)

D % )jc bR wi=m, &% )$hS h2 My )i

h
= mpmel T Tr PY P,( % W)

np mgl > () i" Vv ; (3.15)

reproducing explicitly the relations {1.11) between the independent form factorsh; w). W e
can also derive the nom alization condition at w = 1. Consider the m atrix elem ent ofthe b
number current b bbetween B m eson states. In Q CD , the m atrix elem ent of this current

is exactly nom alized,
B Wi bB Wi= 2p = 2mpv : (316)
Butin HQET, we have

B W)jo bP W)i=MMs ()Jh, h,Mp ()i

mg (v vVv)v+v)

=2mgv (1): 3417)
H ence the nom alization condition at zero recoil,
L =1; (318)

follow s directly from the conservation of the heavy quark num ber current.

B . Power corrections to the m atrix elem ents

The m atrix elem ents we have derived are computed In the strict limitmy,. ! 1 . How

are they a ected by corrections of order 1=m ,, and 1=m .? There are two sources of 1=m 4
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corrections In the e ective theory: the corrections @24) to the heavy quark currents, and

the corrections £.19) to the Lagrangian.
W hen radiative corrections are inclided, the expansion of the heavy quark current c b

in tem sof HQET operators has a form which is som ewhat m ore generalthan Eq. € 24),

al(s) . b ag(s)
o 1D hy+

cb! ap(¢)hS% h2+
2mb c

hS%( D ) $ho+ :::: 319)

v

T hem atrix elem ents of the pow er corrections are constrained by heavy quark symm etry n a
m anner com pletely analogous to the leading current. In temm s of traces over the super elds,
we have {[3]
h i
M %Yy D hyM @i=  MyMy T TrM 69 M 0E ¢v) ; (320)
where ¢ ;v is another arbirary 4 4 D iracm atrix. The m atrix elem ent

™ °@)ihe ( D ) { hy M @i 321)

m ay also be written in temm s of G (w;v9), using charge con jugation.

The 1=m, corrections Ox and O to the Lagrangian contrbute som ewhat di erently.
In order to apply heavy quark symm etry, the m atrix elem ents of the local currents, both
leading and subleading, must be written In term s of the e ective states M (v)i. H owever,
these states are not eigenstates of the Ham iltonian, once Oy and O are included in the
Lagrangian. Hence we must allow for the possibility that if an e ective state M (V)i is
created at tine t= 1 ,then Ox orO¢ oould act on the state before its decay at t= 0.
T his possibility is acocounted for by ncluding tim e-ordered products in which Ox orOg is
Inserted along the Incom ing or outgoing heavy quark line. Ifwe are kesgping tem s of order
1=m, , only one insertion ofOx orO; needs to be included. The tin e-ordered products are

ofthe form [13]

Z
m °&% 34 Y pb.a 0 -
v)ji dyT hjp hj;05y + 05 M @i

D @)jcbP @)i= i+
c Z

1 n @)
to—m ‘@931 dyT hS% h207 + 07 M wi; (B22)
b
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where the ellipses refer to the current corrections com puted earlier. The evaluation of
the m atrix elem ents of the tim eordered products w ill lead to still m ore nonperturbative

functions ke F v;v%) and ¢ &;v9).

C . C orrections at zero recoil

Tt is straightforward, but not very ilim inating, to expand all of the new nonperturba—
tive functions which arise at order 1=m , In tem s of scalar form factors. In the end, the
correctionsm ay be param eterized in tem s of our functions of the velocity transferw , and
a single nonperturbative param eter , all proportional to the mass scale gcp . The new
param eter has a sin ple Interpretation as the \energy" of the light degrees of freedom , and
is given by

- W me m: 623)

mp! 1
Instead of a general treatm ent, however, we w ill consider the 1=m , corrections at the
zero recoilpoint w = 1. This is clearly the m ost In portant case, because it is at this poInt
that the nonperturbative m atrix elem ents are absolutely nom alized In the heavy quark
Iim it. W hat happens to this nom alization condition when 1=m , corrections are inclided?
Let us study the corrections to the current in detail. They are described by the nonper-

turbative finction ¢ ;v%).Atv= v%, ¢ (;v) may be expanded as
§ @Wjv)=Gv + G, +G3vy¥+G, V¥: (324)
But & (v;v) is sub fct to the sam e constraint asF (v;v9),
¢ wiv)=P & W;v)P = G, G, Gs+ Gy)vP GvP ; (3 25)

and i, too, is equivalent to a D irac scalar (the sam e is not true of the general function

¢ &;vY)). Now consider the m atrix elem ent where we take = v . Then we have
12 h, .
M °w)jheiv DhM @)i= MyMuyol “Tr M w)vM ) Gv
12 b, .
= G MyMyol "Tr M M () : (326)
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But thism atrix elem ent vanishes by the classical equation ofm otion In the e ective theory,
v Dhx)=0: (327)

HenceG = 0= C (v;v). There are no 1=m , corrections from the current to the nom aliza-
tion condition at zero recoil 13,20].

The sam e is true of nsertions of the corrections Ox and O to the Lagrangian: their
contribution vanishesatw = 1. To show this requires the In position of the conservation of
the b num ber current at order 1=m,, m uch aswe derived the nom alization ofthe IsgurW ise
finction at leading order. T he com plete derivation is found in the literature [13].

In the end, we have an extram ely exciting resul, known as Luke’s Theorem . T here are
no corrections at zero recoil to the hadronic m atrix elem ents responsible for the sem ilep-
tonicdecaysB ! D Y andB ! D ' .The lading power corrections to the nom alization
of zero recoil m atrix elem ents are only oforderl=mi. G iven that gcp=m. 30% and

Sep=mZ  10%, the inplication is that the leading order predictions at w = 1 are consid—
erably m ore accurate than one m ight have expected. In addition, away from zero recoil the
1=m . correctionsm ust be suppressed at least by W 1).

On closer inspection, this result ism ore interesting orB ! D ‘' than orB ! D ‘.

This is because the lrading order m atrix element forB ! D ' vanishes kinem atically at

zero recoil for a m asskess kpton In the nalstate. Henoe, In this case the 1=m . corrections

are not suppressed as a fractional correction to the lowest order term P11.

D . Extraction of ¥g4jfrom B ! D

An Inm ediate application of these results is the extraction of V4 j from the exclisive

decay B ! D . Thisprocess is mediated by the weak operator O .. {I.1), whose m atrix

elem ent factorizes as

| L GFVCb . 5 A WY 5 s
§D) OpBi= —pé—er Jjo @ YoBih' j x ) Pi: (328)
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T he Ieptonic m atrix elem ent m ay be com puted perturbatively, whilke we treat the hadronic

m atrix elem ent In the heavy quark expansion. The resul is a di erential decay rate of the

form P2]
a4 _ G VoF @ mp )’m3 (w+1)3pw2 1
dw 48 3,7 TP P D
4 m 2 2wm +m?2
14 W Mp WMo D p2g): (3.29)
w+ 1 m g mp )2

Allofthe HQET analysis goes into the factorF (w), which has an expansion
Fw)= W)+ (radiative corrections) + (power corrections) : (330)

W e extract V4, jby studying the di erential decay rate nearw = 1, where the hadronic

m atrix elem ents are known. O foourse, this requires extrapolation of the experim entaldata,

since the rate vanishes kinem atically atw = 1. Form assless eptons, only them atrix elem ent

D jc  °bBiofthe axial current contrbutes at this point. T he analysis of this quantity
In the HQET yields an expansion of the form

F@)= 4 l+i+£+ 1=m2 + oo 3.31)

m ¢ my

The correction ;.,:, which contains tem s proportional to 1=m 2, 1=m{ and 1=m qm,, is
Intrinsically nonperturbative. It has been estin ated from a variety ofm odels to be an all

and negative [17,23,24],
12m 2 0:055 0:035: (332)

N ote that them odeldependence in the result hasbeen relegated to the estin ation ofthe sub—

subleading tem s. T he radiative correction , hasnow been com puted to two loops R526],
a = 0960 0:007: (3.33)

The resuk isa value orF (1) wih errors at the kevel 0o£5% ,
F@)=091 004: (3.34)
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This is the theory error which the experim ental detem ination of Vg, jwill mherit. Tt is
dom inated by the uncertainty in the nonperturbative corrections, and it is di cul to see
how this can be In proved much In the future.

A Nl that is keft expermm entally is to extrapolate the data tow = 1 and extract

_ 1 d
I

P 335
wil' w 1dw ( )

Once the kinam atic factors n Eq. (.29) have been included, this am ounts to a direct
m easuram ent of the com bination ¥4 F (1). Four experin ents recently have reported results

for this quantity P7{301:

ALEPH : Bl4 23 25) 10
ARGUS : 388 43 25) 10
CLEO : @51 19 20) 10
DELPHI: B350 19 23) 10: (3.36)

Neubert B1]has combined these m easuraments to nd a \world average" of 353 1)

10 3, from which we extract
Voj= (388 2Q, 1%, 10°: 3 37)

T hisvalue of ¥4, jhasaln ost no dependence on hadronicm odels. Tn contrast tom odetbased
\m easurem ents", here the theoretical error ism eaningfii], In that it isbased on a system atic

expansion In an all quantities.

IVv.INCLUSIVE B DECAYS

An exclusive sam ikeptonic B decay, suach asB ! D ' ,isone in which the nalhadronic
state is fully reconstructed. An Inclusive decay, by contrast, is one n which only certain
kinem atic features, and perhaps the avor, of the hadron are known. In this case, we need
a theoretical analysis In which we sum over allpossible hadronic nalstates allowed by the

kinem atics. Fortunately, this is possble w thin the structure ofthe HQET .
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A s In the case of exclusive decays, the key them e is the ssparation of short distance
physics, associated w ith the heavy quark, from long distance physics, associated w ith the
light degrees of freedom . W e will also rely on heavy quark spin and avor symm etry.
However, the new hgredient will be the idea of \parton-hadron duality", which, as we

w il see, also relies on the heavy quark lim it m ocD -

A .The inclusive decay B ! X *©

Let us consider the inclusive decay

Bs)! Xclx) ') )i 4.1)

where all that is known about the state X . is its energy and m om entum , and the fact that
it contains a cham quark. This decay is m ediated by the weak operator O .. It iseasy to
generalize our discussion to inclusive decays of other heavy quarks, such asb ! u‘ and
c! s ,by rplacihg O . wih the appropriate weak operator.

T he treatm ent of exclusive decays required both the b and ¢ quarks to be heavy. For
Inclusive decays we can relax this condition on the ¢ quark, requiring only m, ocD -
W hat does the weak decay ofthe b, at tine t= 0, Jook like to the light degrees of fireedom ?
Fort< 0, there isa heavy hadron com posed ofa point-like color source and light quarks and
glions. At t= 0, the point source disappears, releasing both its color and a Jarge am ount of
energy into the hadronic environm ent. Eventually, for t > 0, this new collection of strongly
Interacting particles w ill m aterdalize as a set of physical hadrons. T he probability of this
hadronization is unity; there is no Interference between the hadronization process and the
heavy quark decay. There are sublkading e ects in powers of ocp=my, but they do not
alter the probability of hadronization. R ather, they re ect the fact that the b quark is not
exactly a static source of color: it has a an all nonrelativistic kinetic energy and it carries a
soin, both of which a ect the kinem atic properties of its decay.

A s In the case of exclusive decays, we w ill com pute the inclisive sam ikptonic width

B ! X.‘)asadoubk expansion n sfm) and gcp=m, [8,832{34]. The expansion
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In smy) re ects the applicability of perturbative QCD to the short distance part of the
process. T he heavy quark expansion w illbe continued to relative order 1=m ﬁ, as there isan
analogue of Luke's Theoram which elim Inates power corrections to the rate of order 1=my,.
The 1=m ? corrections will be written in tem s of three nonperturbative param eters. The
rst, ,isde ned in Eq. (323). It is essentially the m ass of the Iight degrees of freedom in
the heavy hadron, but we w ill see that it is plagued by an ambiguity oforder 4cp In the
de nition of the b quark m ass. T he other two param eters are the expectation values in the
B m eson of the leading corrections O and Og to Lygrr - They are de ned as {17]

1
1= B jox Bi
2m g

2= B J0s Bi; 42)

oem g

w here we take the usual relativistic nom alization of the states. Hence, ; m ay be thought
of roughly asthe negative of the b quark kinetic energy, and , asthe energy of its hyper ne
Interaction w ith the light degrees of freedom .
Now let usoutline the com putation. T he Inclusive decay lnvolves a sum over allpossible
nal states, which is actually a sum over exclusive m odes (such asD ;D ;D ;::3), Plowed

by a phase space integral for each m ode. W e w rite

Z
B! X.')= dP S M. 0 Bi e @ 3)

X e
There isan Optical Theorem ©rQCD , which follow s from the analyticity of the scattering
m atrix asa function ofthem om enta ofthe asym ptotic states. Its content isthat a transition
rate is proportional to the in aghary part of the forward scattering am plitude with two
Insertions of the transition operator,
Z n o

B! X.,')= 2mmi dxe* BIT 0L ®);0,0 Bi 2IT: 4 4)
In what Pllows, we will write the tin e-ordered product T fO} ;0.9 as a series of ocal
operators, using the O perator P roduct E xpansion. A s we w ill see, the applicability of this

expansion, and its com putation in perturoation theory, w ill rest on the lm it my, ocD -
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W e will then use this Im it again to expand the m atrix elem ents of these local operators in
the HQET.
The rst step is to factorize the integration over the lepton m om enta, which can be

perform ed explicitly. W ritten as a product of currents, O takes the form

_ GpVe
O = —Pé—chJ‘ ; “4.5)

where

J.o=" @1 % : 4.6)

Then T can be decom posed as an integralover the totalm om entum g = p.+ p transferred

to the kptons,

Z

1
T=2Gi¥ef dqT @L @: @.7)
Here the kpton tensor is
Z
L (@@= dPS:hm0337 % ih' 30, Pi
1
=3 a4 dg ; (48)
and the hadron tensor is
Z . n o
T @= i dxe¥ BT J.) ®);J.0) Bi: @.9)

W ew illneed the In aghhary part, In T .W here isinonvanishing? In quantum eld theory,
a scattering am plitude develops an In agihary part when there can be a real intem ediate
state, that is, the Intem ediate particles can all go on their m ass shell. W hether this is
possble, of course, depends on the kinem atics of the extemal states.
In this case, there are two avenues for creating a physical intemm ediate state B2]. The
rst is to act on the extermnal state B i with the transition current J,.. The state which is

created has no net b num ber and a single cham quark; the sin plest possibility is the decay
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processb ! c. Themomentum ofthe Interm ediate state ispx = s g; the condition that

it could be on m ass shell is sin ply

P = (s qf ml: 4.10)

Ifwe de ne scaled variables

Bg =MV ;4 q g=msg ; Mp =mp=mg ; (4.11)

this condition becom es

v §- 1+& m o 412)

A nother possibility is to act on B i w ith the conjigate operator chy . This operation would
produce an Intem ediate state w ith two b quarks and one c. For this state to be on shel],

the m om entum transfer has to satisfy

2 _ 2 2.,

Pk = :t+9 @mg + mp )7 ; 413)
that is,

v 4= 3 &+ 4, +m2 4.14)

NI

T he physical interm ediate states are shown ascuts in thev ¢ plane in Fid, 4. A lso shown
is the contour corresponding to the phase space integration over the lepton m om entum g.
Forphysical (m assless) lkptons which are the product of a heavy quark decay, this Integral

runs over the top of the lower cut, for the range
q— 1
F+i v q5 1+& M +i: 415)

A s indicated by the dotted line, we can continue this contour around the end ofthe cut and
back along the bottom , to v q=p¥ i.SheeT @ §g= T v ¢ Prreal@we
com pensate for extending the contour by dividing the new integralby two.

W enow encounter our centralproblem . The ntegraloverv  § runs over physical Interm e—

diate hadron states, which are color neutral bound states of quarks and glions. Hence the
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integration contour
¢ (extended)

|—>_|\./

=t

physical cut

| unphysical cuts

FIG .4. Analytic structure of T 1 the complex v ¢ plane, or xed, real®d T he integration
contour is over the \physical cut", corresponding to real decay into Jeptons. T he unphysical cuts

corresoond to other processes.

Integrand depends intin ately on the details of Q CD at long distances, which is intrinsically
nonperturbative. A perturbative calculation of T , which is all we have at our disposal,
would appear to be ofno use.

T he solution is to deform the contour away from the cut, Into the complex v § plane,
as shown i Fig.. Since the scale of m om enta is set by m,, the contour is now a distance

m, away from the resonances [32]. Since my ocp s It is reasonable to hope that
a perturbative treatm ent in this region is valid. Essentially, we are saved because we do
not need to know T (q) for every value of g, Just suitablk ntegrals of T . That we can
use such argum ents to com pute perturbatively the average value of a hadronic quantity,
where at each point the quantity depends on nonperturbative physics, is known as (glbal)
parton-hadron duality.

P arton-hadron duality has the status ofbeing som ew hat m ore than an assum ption, since
tisknowntohold nQCD nthelimim, ! 1 ,butsomewhat lessthan an approxin ation,
since it is not known how to com pute system atically the leading corrections to it. In any
case, the Iim it my, ocp Playsa crucialrole here. By deform Ing the Integration contour a
distance my away from the resonance regin e, we nd the correspondence in QCD ofour

earlier Intuitive stateprobabilitym ent: the probability ofthe decay productsm aterializing as
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FIG .5. The deform ation of the integration contour nto the complex v § plane.
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FIG . 6. The operator product expansion at tree level

physical hadrons is uniy, independent of the kinem atics of the short distance process. The
local redistribution of probability in phase space due to the presence of hadronic resonances
is irrelevant to the total decay. F inally, we should note that since we do not have control
over the corrections to local duality, it m ight work better in som e processes than in others,
for reasons that need not be apparent from w ithin the calculation. H ence one m ust be par-
ticularly wary of draw Ing dram atic conclisions from any surprising resuls of these nclusive
caloulations BH].

Let us perform the operator product expansion at tree level, and for decay kinem atics.

The Feynm an diagram is given in Fig.q, which yiels the expression

T =b @ °) Bo 4+ me a )b: 4 16)

@ af mi+ i

W e now wrie

B, =mpv +k =my© +ﬁ)

O
Il

g =mpyp
Mm.=m/my
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bx)=e ™V *h &)+ O (1=my) ; @17

and expand In powers of 1=m . Sihce the operator product expansion is in tem s of the
e ective eld h,, a factor ofk corresoonds to an insertion of the covariant derivative iD
O perator ordering am biguities are to be resolved by considering graphs w ith external glion
elds.
A s an exam pl of the procedure, ket us expand the propagator to order 1=m 12) . (There
are also corrections to the currents at this order, which are included in a fiill calculation.)

Tt is convenient to de ne the scaled hadronic invariant m ass,
8= (o, of=mi=1 2v 4+4 4.18)

Then we nd a contribution to T  ofthe fom

" #
1 1 2k 4 %4
T = —h 1 > ::: h i 4
aoBe OB et e me iy . 419)

From this expression we can read o the operators which appear in the operator product
expansion. Since

1
T / @ Y@ m?); 4 20
@ m2+ i ( o) #20)

we e that the e ect of taking the in aghary part in each tem is to put the cham quark

on itsm ass shell. The kading tem is a quark bilinear,

1
—h, & & @ h,: 421)
my

Tt is straightforw ard to com pute itsm atrix elem ent In the HQET using the trace fom aliam ,

B, ¢ & L Hhy,Bi=2mg vv g v4d vd+g v g+ )
422)

T he ellipses denote term s of order 1=m f,; there are no corrections of order 1=m 4, by Luke's
Theoram . Finally, we contract thetensorT with L. and perfom thephase space integra—

tion @.}). In the end, the resuk is the sam e aswe would have gotten directly by com puting

free quark decay.
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O foourss, ifwe only intended to reproduce the free quark decay result, we would never
have Introduced so much new fom alisn . The valie of the HQET framework is that it
allow s us to go beyond leading order and com pute the next term s In the series in 1=m . For
exam ple, consider the operators induced by the expansion of the propagator (4.19). The
correction of order 1=m ,, com es from the operator

1 2

5 D h:
mZ @ m‘g+i)2hv o & «a )4 I h: 423)

H owever, the m atrix elem ent of this operator is of the form
B jh, ;D hy Bi; 4 24)

which, aswe have seen, vanishes by the classical equation ofm otion. In fact, since all 1=m y,
corrections, from any source, have a single covariant derivative, they all vanish In the sam e
way. This is the analogue of Luke'’s Theoram for inclusive decays B2]. The correction of
order 1=mZ in Eq. @19) is

1 1
m2 ¢ M+ i)

h, & & @ °)@D)*h,: (4 25)

The m atrix elem ent of this operator is related by the heavy quark symmetry to 1, the
expectation value of Ox . The full expansion of T also induces operators w ith explicit
factors of the gluon eld, whose m atrix elem ents are related to 5.

W e now present the result or the nclusive sem ileptonic decay rate, up to order 1=m f) n
the heavy quark expansion, and w ith the com plete radiative correction oforder .W e also
Include that part of the two loop correction which is proportionalto o ﬁ Sihoe 9,
perhaps this term dom inates the two loop result. In any case, i is Interesting for other
reasons, aswe w ill see below .

Let us st consider the decay B ! X, ', for which the decay rate simpli es since

m,=0.We nd 334,386,840l

2

v |
GE VupT 25 2 ° m ) my)
P Xy')= —"=-m;. 1+ — — = 298 o+ Cy = + o
® T IR 6 3 @B ot Co)
5 #
+1722+ it 4 26)
am g
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W hen we include the cham m ass, i is convenient to w rite the unknown quark m asses in
tem s of the m easured m eson m asses and the param eters ofthe HOQET . In term s ofthe soin

averaged massmg = (g + 3my )=4, we have

my= Mg + + 33 @a27)
2m g
and analogously form .. W e then nd B3,34,38,39]
] |
G2 Va3 "2
B! Xc')= %C‘meg 03691 15420 1430+ Co) s
! #
s(mb) 2 1 2
165~— 1 O08F+— 0:95—- 38— + 0:02— + :::
mp mg mg mg
(4 28)

A 1l the ooe cients which appear In this expression are known functions of m p=my, and
are evaluated at the physicalpointmp=mz = 0372. hbothB ! X, andB ! X_ .,
the pow er corrections proportionalto ; and , are num erically sm all, at the level of a few

percent.

B .Renom alons and the pole m ass

The inclusive decay rate depends on the heavy quark m ass my, either explicitly, as in
Eqg. 4 26), or in plicitly through ,asin Eq. @28). At tree level, m , is just the coe cient
ofthebbtem in the QCD Lagrangian, but beyond that we are faced w ith the question of
what exactly wem ean by my,. Should we take an M S m ass, such asmypMmy)? Or should we
take the polkemassm ﬁde, orm aybe som e other quantiy? T he various prescriptions formy,
can vary by hundreds ofM &V, and, since the total rate is proportionalto m 15), the question
is of practical in portance if we hope to m ake accurate phenom enological predictions.

At a xed orer In QCD perturbation theory, the answer is clear. The heavy quark

m asses which appear com e from poles n quark propagators, so we should take m EOle (and

mP°®) . This is also the prescription for the m ass which cancels out the on-shell part of the
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heavy quark eld in the construction of Lygrr . Hence the di erence of heavy quark polk

m asses is known quite well,

1 — 1
+ o m p +
2m g 2m p

= 334GeV + O ( Scp=mg): 429)

pole pole _  —
myp mi°€ = mp +

Shce B ! X .'‘ ) dependsapproxinately asm i m, m.)?, the uncertainty due to quark
m ass dependence is reducad.

The problem , of course, is that there is no sensblk nonperturbative de nition ofm 2%,
since due to con nem ent there is no actual polk in the quark propagator. Hence a direct

experin ental determ ination of a value for m 2°® to insert into the theoretical expressions

@ 286) and {4 28) isnot possble. How, then, can we do phenom enology?

O ne approach would be to de nem EOJE to be the polem ass as com puted In perturbation

theory, truncate at som e order, and then estin ate the theoretical error from the uncom puted
higher order term s. H owever, i tums out that even within perturbation theory the concept
ofa quark polem ass is am biguous. C onsider a particular class ofdiagram s w hich contribute
tom £°%, shown in F ig.7]. The perturbation theory is developed as an expansion in the sm all
param eter (), so we hope that it willbe wellbehaved. Each of the bubbles represents
an insertion ofthe gluon selfenergy, which is proportionalat lowest orderto fmy) . Of
course, the in nite sum ofthe graphs in F ig.7 can be absorbed into the one loop graph, w ith
a com pensating change in the coupling from s y) to (@), where g isthe Joop m om entum .

The resulk is an expansion orm 2 of the form
m§°b=ﬁb(mb) 1+a smp)+ (@ o+ky) 2p)+ @3 S+ o+ ) Jmy)+ oo
(4 30)
The graphs in F ig.7] contrbute the tem s proportionalto %' ;) §. Sice 9 these
temm s are \Intrinsically" larger than ones w ith fewer powers of , and we m ight hope that

their sum approxin ates the full series. H owever, it is in portant to realize that the only 1im it

0ofQ CD in which such tem s actually dom Inate is that of Jarge num ber of light quark avors,
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FIG .7. The radiative oorl.'ectjonstomgole of order S(mb)n+1 g -

In which case the sign of  is opposite to that ofQ CD . A lthough this is a physical lin it of
an abelian theory, we are certainly not close to that lin it here. The ansatz of kesping only
the tem s proportionalto 2! @my) § isknown as \naive nonabelianization" (NNA) K1].
W hat ism ost interesting about the series of temm s shown in F i.7], F an 2y o 1 is
that it does not converge. A Iready In the graphs kept in the NNA ansatz, we are sensitive
to the fact that Q CD is an asym ptotic, rather than a convergent expansion. For large n the
coe cients a , diverge asn !, much stronger than any convergence due to the powers ¢ my).
The series can only be m ade m eaningfiil if this divergence is subtracted. As with many
subtraction prescriptions, there is a residual nite ambiguitys| This ambiguiy, known asan

\Infrared renom alon", leads to an ambiguity in the pole m ass of order @1{43]
mP%®  100M eV : (4 31)

By the de nition 323), also inherits this ambiguity.
The expressions @26) and {428) are plagued by two probkm s. The rst is the renor-
m aln ambiguity inm £ and . The second is that the perturbative expansion for the rate
is itself divergent, and also has an infrared renom alon. In the expansion

hx i
= 9 al "my) § '+ (power corrections) ; @ 32)

“In a mm al treatm ent, this am biguity arises from a choice of contour in the Borel plane.
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the coe cientsa ? also diverge asn !. However, it tums out that these two problem s actually
cure each other, because the nfrared renom alons i m ﬁde and in the perturbation series
for cancel B2,44]. W e can exploit this cancelation to in prove the predictive power of the
theoretical com putation of the rate. W ithout this In provem ent, the Infrared renom alons
render the expressions (4.26) and @28) of dubious phenom enological utility.

The m ost reliable approach, theoretically, is to elin inate m 2°® or  explicitly from the
rate by com puting and m easuring another quantity which also depends on it. For exam ple,
ket us consider the cham kess decay rate B ! X , ') and the average invariant m ass
hsy 1 of the hadrons produced in the decay. Each of these expressions su ers from a poorly

behaved perturbation series In the NNA approxin ation. Ignoring temm s of relative order

1=m ? and w ritihg the rate 1 tem s of instead ofm £°*, we nd to ve loop order @1,

G2 v 2 3
—%“?ng 1 2412 298 2 443 2 2
#
4 5
767 — 5 1597 =2 g+ 11t 5— 4 1
Mg
GZ 3upJ h
= %@’fmg 1 0061 0420 0:107 0411 04136+ :::
i
5=m 5 + ::: ; (4 .33)

for Smy) 021 and ( = 9. Aswe s=e, not only does the perturbation series fail to
converge, it does not even have an apparent am allest tem , where one should truncate to
m Inin ize the error of the asym ptotic series. The serdes for hsy 1 exhbis a sim ilar behav—

ior f@Q],

AL}

hsyi=mZ 020>+ 035 —  ,+ 064 —  2+129 —= 7
#
5 7
+ 295 g+ it ——— 4 oo
10m g
h i
=mZ 0:0135+ 00141+ 00156+ 00189+ 00261+ ::: 7=10m 5 + ::: : (434)

H ow ever, the situation in proves dram atically ifwe elin inate and write directly in tem s

ofhsy i,
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" #

_ ng/ubf 5 . hSHl e
= WmB 1 7.14m—2 0064 0020 00002 0022 0047+ ::: (435)
B

By truncating this serdes at its an allest term , 0.0002, we cbtain a new expression in which
the theoretical errors are under control. The price is that we must now m easure a second
quantity, hsy i, In the sam e decay.

An analogous approach works for inclusive decays to cham , In which case the new
quantity which wemust measure ishsy M2 i. Let us apply this analysis to the extraction

of Vg, from the inclusive decay B ! X . ' .Elin lnating asbefore, we nd [#0]

=

G 2 V. 2
-Jiyﬁimg 03601 12750 0:74 = 0 5)
192 3 2

B! XY=
7i£%373§3+:::; (4 36)
B
plus snall tem s of order 1,=m 2. The current data on hsy M3 i are still inconclusive,
but they will in prove in the future. A s an illustration of the utility ofthe m ethod, how ever,
Jet us consider the physical lin it hsy ﬁ% i 0. In that cass, we already can obtain the

bound

\% 0:037 ; 437
® 154 ps ( )

where we have used the observed B sam ileptonic branching ratio of10:7% . A s the data on
hsy ﬁg i1 Inprove, so will this bound. Note that it is entirely consistent w ith the value

(3.37) obtained from exclisive decays.

An altemative approach is to express the width in tem softhe munningmassm , )
instead of another nclusive cbservable @245]. Since theM S m ass is a short distance quan—
tity, this also elin nates the nfrared renom alon, which is associated with long distance
physics. However, from a phenom enological point of view , it begs the question of how the
running m ass is to be detemm ined from experin ent. P ossibilities nclude quarkoniim spec—
trosoopy, Q CD sum rules, and Jattice calculations, but in allofthese cases it isunclkarboth
how to detem Ine reliably the accuracy of the m ethod, and how to dealw ith renom alon

am biguities In a m anner that is consistent w ith their treatm ent in the calculation of . W ih

additional progress, however, such an approach m ight eventually prove fruitful.
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V.HEAVY HADRON PRODUCTION VIA FRAGMENTATION

So farwe have applied the idea of heavy quark symm etry to heavy hadron spectroscopy
and to heavy hadron decay. W e can also apply it to heavy hadron production via frag—
m entation. A though there is not yet available the wealth of detailed data for production
processes that there is for spectroscopy and decays, the study ofheavy quark fragm entation

is an elegant application of the heavy quark lim it in a new regine {@g].

A .The physics of heavy quark fragm entation

T he production of a heavy hadron proceeds in two steps. First, the heavy quark itself
must be created; because of its large m ass, this process takes place over a tine scale o
which isvery short, o 1=mg . Second, som e light degrees of freedom assam ble them selves
about the heavy quark to m ake a color neutral heavy hadron, a process which involves
nonperturbative strong interactions and typically takesm uch longer, & 1= 6cp o . If
the heavy quark isproduced w ith a large velocity in the center ofm ass fram €, and if there is
plnty of available energy, then production of these light degrees of freedom w illbe local in
phase space and independent of the Initial state. T his is the fragm entation regine. W e will
see that heavy quark symm etry sin pli es the description of heavy hadron production via
fragm entation, because, as before, it allow s us to ssparate certain properties of the heavy
quark from those of the light degrees of freedom . This is particularly inportant In the
production of excited heavy hadrons, forwhich the behavior of the soin ofthe light degrees
of freedom can be quite interesting.

Heavy quark symm etry sinpli es the picture of fragm entation in several ways. F irst,
since the fragm entation process nvolves the exchange only of soft m om enta, the velocity
v of the hadron Hy which is produced is the sam e as the velocity of the heavy quark
Q . Second, the angularmomenta Sg and J. of the heavy quark and the light degrees of

freedom arewellde ned and can be follow ed individually through the processes ofproduction
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and decay. Third, the typical precession tine s of So and J. about each other is of
order ¢ mp = éCD 1= 4cp, shoe the precession is nduced by the chrom om agnetic
Interaction. Hence ¢ r , and during the fragm entation process S, can essentially be
taken to be frozen in direction.

Suppose that Q fragm ents initially to a state with light degrees of freedom with soin

J+. This could correspond to two possible hadronic states: Hg, with soin J = J.

N

, Or
H,,with spin J = J.+ 1. Let the states H 'have lifetine . How should we treat the
Interaction cf Sy with J.?

T he answer depends critically on the relationship of to the precession tine 5. W hilke
the order of m agnitude of g isessentially xed atm o= éCD ,the lifettine can vary w idely,
depending on the channel n which H Q( )pJ:im arily decays. O foourse, ifH Q( : decays weakly,
then s. But if HQ( : decays strongly, then depends critically on the phase space
availabl for the transition. In the absence of phase space factors, 1= 5cp s . But
since the pion, the lightest hadron, is not m asslkess, it is possible to have a situation where
an allowed strong decay is either forbidden by phase space @swithB ! B + ), or ssverely
suppressed @swihD ! D + ).

T he treatm ent of a given hadron doublt depends on the relative size of and 5. Letus
consider the two extrem e possibilities. The rst corresponds to a strong decay w ith plenty
ofphase space, 0 ¢ .HereHy and H, are form ed and then decay before the angular
momenta Sy and J. have a chance to interact. T he fact that there is no precession m eans
that there is no change in the orientation of Sy and J.. If, for exam ple, either soin were
polarized before or during the fragm entation process, thispolarization would be undisturoed
by passing through the resonance H Q( ' The strong decay of the heavy hadron then would
re ect the orientation of the light degrees as they were produced.

N ote that it is the very sam e soIn exchange interaction which is imhiited here which is
responsible for the splitting 5 between Hy and H, . Hence, under these conditions the
resonances are alm ost com pletely overlapping, w ith w idths = 1= satisfying a - This

is another consequence ofthe e ective decoupling of Sy and J., which are lndependent good
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quantum num bers of the resonances. It also provides a convenient criterion for detem ning
directly whether we are In the regine ¢ : we cannot distinguish ssparate resonances
orHy and Hy .

The second possbility is the opposite extrame, ¢ . This corresponds to heavy
hadrons which decay weakly or electrom agnetically, or to strong decays which are severely
suppressed by phase space. Here the spins Sy and J. have plenty of tine to Interact,
precessing about each otherm any tim esbeforeH o and H , decay. T here is at least a partial
degradation of any initial polarization of Sy, as well as a degradation of any inform ation
about the fragm entation process which m ay be carried by the light degrees of freedom . The
signature of this situation is that the statesH y and H , are well separated resonances, since
the chrom om agnetic Interactions have am ple opportunity to produce a hyper ne solitting
much larger than the width, 4 . In contrast with the st case, here the heavy and
light spins are resolved into states ofde nite totalspin J = . 3. This resolution destroys
Inform ation about the individual angularm om enta Sg and J., and the decays ofH, and

H, only partially re ect the features of the production process.

B . P roduction and decay ofD; and D,

W e will iTlustrate these ideas with two exampls. The st concems the production
and decay of the excited charmed mesons D ; and D ,. These are states w ith light degrees
of freedom with angular m om entum and pariy J: = §+ ; In the quark m odel, this would
corresoond to a light antiquark w ith a unit oforbitalangularm om entum . T he physical states
aretheD ;, wih mass 2423M €V and width 18M &V, and the D ,, wih m ass 2458M &V and
width 21M €V . T he splitting between them is35M €V ; although this isnot m uch larger than
the Indiridual w idths, for sim plicity we w ill treat them in this lin iting case S .

Let us review the ssquence of events. First, the cham quark is created In som e hard
interaction, wih a tine scake . 1=m.. Seocond, light degrees of freedom with J. = 2

are created In a fragm entation process, over a tine 1= 5cp , o ing a color neutral
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cham ed hadron. Third, the angularm om enta S. and J. precess about each other, resolving
the .ndividualD ; and D , states, which requires a tine ¢ me= ocp - Then, nally, affer
atine greaterthanm = gcp,theD; orD, emitsa pion and decaystoaD orD .One
question we m ight ask about this process is, what is the alignm ent of the light degrees of
freedom produced in the fragm entation? O foourse, the answer depends on nonperturbative
QCD and is di cult to calculate from rst principles. Still, we can explore the question
experin entally.

Since the total angular m om entum of the light degrees of freedom is J. = g, they can
be produced w ith helicity h = % orh = % along the fragm entation axis. W hike parity

Invariance of the strong Interactions requires that the probabilities for helicities h and h

are identical, the relative production of light degrees of freedom wih hij= % versus hij=

N

is determ ned in som e com plicated way by nonperturbative dynam ics. Let the quantity ws—,

denote the probability that hj= %,
W3=2=P(h=§)+P(h= %)1 ©.1)

Then1l ws, isthe probability that hi= % . Com pltely isotropic production corresponds
tOWa, = % . The dbsarvable w s, isa new nonperturbative param eter ofQ CD , which iswell
de ned only in the heavy quark lim it.

This new param eter can be m easured directly in the strong decay oftheD , orD ;. For
exam ple, consider the angular distrbution of the pion wih respect to the fragm entation
axisin thedecay D, ! D + . Thisisa decay ofthe light degrees of freedom in the excited
hadron, so it will depend on their Iniial orentation (that is, on ws-,) and on the details of
the precession of J. around S, during the lifetin e of the D , . Follow Ing the direction of J.

through the sequence of fragm entation, precession and decay, we nd the distrbution 4]

1 d4d h i

= % 1+ 3C082 6W3=2 (COS2 %) . (5-2)

d cos
T his distrdboution is isotropic only when wi_, = % , that is, when the light degrees of freedom
are produced isotropically in the fragm entation process. Sin ilar distributions are found In

thedecaysD, ! D + andD;! D +
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A tof ARGUS data B7] to the expression $J) seem s to indicate that a sn all value
ofws, is preferred; while the ervors are lJarge, we nd that wi, < 024 at the 90% con -
dence kevel. It would be nice to con m this result w ith a sharper m easurem ent, and not
only for the cham ed m esons but In the bottom system as well. Since wi-, is Intrinsically
nonperturbative, we do not have any real theoretical understanding of why it should be
an all, although one can construct a qualitative understanding based on a string picture of

fragm entation @8].

C .Polarization of  at SLC /LEP

T he second exam ple sorings from a practical question: W hat is the polarization of
baryons produced at the Z polk? This question is m otivated by the fact that b quarks
produced In the decay ofthe Z are 94% polarized left-handed. Since the  is com posed of
a b quark and light degrees of freedom with J. = 0, the orentation ofa 1 is identical to
the ordentation of the b quark Inside it. Sim ilarly, the b quark soin does not precess inside
a p. Hence ifa b quark produced at the Z fragments to a 1, then those baryons should
Inherit the left-handed polarization of the quarks and reveal it in their weak decay.

U nfortunately, life isnot that sin ple. Two recent m easuram ents of , polarization P ( )

from LEP are §9,50]

DELPHI:  0:08%)3] (stats) " 372 (systs)

ALEPH : 0267022 (stat:) " 0705 (systs) ;

both a ongway from P ( ) = 0:94. The reason is that not allb quarks which wind up as

, baryons get there directly. T here is a com peting process, In which they fragm ent rst to
the excited baryons  and , which then decay to 1 via pion an ission. These new states
have light degrees of freedom wih J.= 1. Ifthey have a lifettine > g, then the b quark
w ill have tin e to precess about J. and is polarization w illbe degraded. The result willbe

anet sampk of ’swih a polarization less than 94% , as is .n fact cbserved.
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In addition to the requirem ent that > ¢ for the é ), any depolarization of ’s by

thism echanism depends on two unknow n quantities. F irst, there is the production rate £ of
k() ' relative to b ISoOsoIn and soin counting enhance f by a factor of nine, while them ass

. Vand , suppresses it; studies based on the Lund M onte Carlo 5]

solitting between
indicate £ 05 w ith a very Jarge uncertainty. O foourse, it would be preferable to m easure
f directly. Second, there is the ordentation ofthe soin J. w ith respect to the fragm entation

axis. T his orientation, which is nonperturbative in origin, allow s the helicitiesh = 1;0; 1.

By analogy w ith the treatm ent oftheD ; and D ,, ket usde ne
wi=P h=1)+P h= 1) : 53)

In this case, isotropic production corresponds to wi = % Wemay measure w; from the

angle of the pion w ith respect to the fragm entation axis in thedecay , ! ,+ [§6],

1 d h i
e =2 1+3008 Zwifos 1) : (54)
Tt tumsoutthat thedecay ! p+ isisotropic n cos forany value ofw ;.

T he polarization retention ofthe , may be computed n tetm sof £ and w, . A sbebPre,
we w ill consider the sin pler situation in which the , and the  do not overlap, so S -
Then the polarization of the observed 'sisP ( ) = R (£;w1)P ), where P o) = 94% is
the initial polarization of the b quarks, and f§]

1+ 2@+ 4wy)f _
1+ f

R (Ejwq) = 55)

k() s are produced), R (O;w,) = 1 and there is no depolarization.

Note that or£f = 0 (no
Forthe Lund value £ = 05, R rangesbetween 0.70 and 085 for 0 wy 1.

Can the very low m easured values of P ( ) be accom m odated by the present data on
the k() 2 The situation is still unclear, because not much is known about the , and b
states. DELPHI [BZ] has reported the cbservation of these states, but w ith m asses which
deviate signi cantly from those that one would expect based on heavy quark sym m etry and

the cbserved . and _ PB4]. Along with the masses, DELPH T also reports w, 0 and
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1< £ < 2. Ifthis is con med, then a polarization in the range P ( ) 40% 50% is
easy to accomm odate. On the other hand, the CLEO analysis B3] of the decay of the |
yieldsw,; = 0§71 0:13, consistent w ith isotropic fragm entation. R ecall that by heavy quark
symm etry, w; m easured in the cham and bottom system sm ust be the sam e, so this result
is inoconsistent w ith the report from D ELPH 1. C learly, further m easurem ents are needed to

resolve this situation.

VI.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

Unfortunately, we have had tin e In these lectures only to Introduce a very few of the
m any applications ofheavy quark symm etry and the HQET to the physics ofheavy hadrons.
Since its developm ent less than ten years ago, it has becom e one of the basic tools of Q CD
phencom enology. M uch of the popularty and utility of the HQET certainly come from its
essential sim plicity. The elem entary observation that the physics of heavy hadrons can be
divided Into interactions characterized by short and long distances gives us inm ediately a
clear and com pelling ntuition for the properties ofheavy-light system s. T he straightforward
m anjpulationswhich lead tothe HQET then allow this intuition to form the basis for a new
system atic expansion ofQ CD . T he desper understanding ofheavy hadronsw hich we thersby
cbtain willbecom e increasingly In portant as the end of the second m illennium approaches

and the B Factory Era begins.
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