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I.H EAV Y Q U A R K SY M M ET RY

In theselecturesIwillintroducetheideasofheavy quark sym m etry and theheavy quark

lim it,which exploit the sim pli�cation ofcertain aspects ofQCD for in�nite quark m ass,

m Q ! 1 . W e willsee that while these ideas are extraordinarily sim ple from a physical

pointofview,they are ofenorm ouspracticalutility in the study ofthe phenom enology of

bottom and charm ed hadrons.Onereason forthisistheexistencenotjustofan interesting

new lim itofQCD,butofa system atic expansion aboutthislim it. The technology ofthis

expansionistheHeavyQuarkE�ectiveTheory(HQET),whichallowsonetouseheavyquark

sym m etry to m akeaccuratepredictionsofthepropertiesand behaviorofheavy hadronsin

which thetheoreticalerrorsareundercontrol.W hiletheem phasisin theselectureswillbe

on the physicalpicture ofheavy hadrons which em erges in the heavy quark lim it,it will

be im portant to introduce enough ofthe form alism ofthe HQET to revealthe structure

ofthe heavy quark expansion as a sim ultaneous expansion in powers of�Q CD =m Q and

�s(m Q ). However, what I hope to leave you with above allis an appreciation for the

sim plicity,elegance and coherence ofthe ideas which underlie the technicalresults which

willbepresented.Theinterested readerisalso encouraged to consulta num berofexcellent

reviews[1],which typically coverin m oredetailthem aterialin the�rsttwosectionsofthese

lectures.

A .Introduction

W hy isan understanding ofQCD crucialto the study ofthe propertiesofthe bottom

and charm ed quarks? Asan exam ple,considersem ileptonicbdecay,b! c‘��.Thisprocess

ism ediated by a four-ferm ion operator,

O bc =
G F Vcb
p
2

�c�(1� 
5)b���(1� 

5)‘: (1.1)

Theweak m atrix elem entiseasy to calculateatthequark level,
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A quark = hc‘��jO bcjbi=
G F Vcb
p
2

�uc(pc)
�(1� 

5)ub(pb)�u‘(p‘)�(1� 
5)v�(p�): (1.2)

However,A quark isonly relevantatvery shortdistances;atlongerdistances,QCD con�ne-

m ent im plies that free b and c quarks are not asym ptotic states ofthe theory. Instead,

nonperturbative QCD e�ects \dress" the quark leveltransition b ! c‘�� to a hadronic

transition,such as

B ! D ‘�� or B ! D
�
‘�� or ::: (1.3)

(In these lectures,we willuse a convention in which a B m eson containsa b quark,nota

�b antiquark.) The hadronic m atrix elem ent A hadron depends on nonperturbative QCD as

wellason G F Vcb,and isdi�cultto calculatefrom �rstprinciples.To disentangle theweak

interaction partofthiscom plicated process requires usto develop som e understanding of

thestrong interaction e�ects.

There are a variety ofm ethods by which one can do this. Perhaps the m ostpopular,

historically,has been use ofvarious quark potentialm odels [2]. W hile these m odels are

typically very predictive,they arebased on uncontrolled assum ptionsand approxim ations,

and it is virtually im possible to estim ate the theoreticalerrors associated with their use.

Thisisaseriousdefectifonebuildssuch am odelintotheexperim entalextraction ofaweak

coupling constant such as Vcb,because the uncontrolled theoreticalerrors then infect the

experim entalresult.

Anotherapproach,theonetobediscussed here,istoexploitasm uch aspossiblethefact

thattheband cquarksareheavy,by which wem ean thatm b;m c � �Q CD .Thescale�Q CD

isthetypicalenergyatwhich QCD becom esnonperturbative,and isoftheorderofhundreds

ofM eV.The physicalquark m asses are approxim ately m b � 4:8GeV and mc � 1:5GeV.

The form alism which we willdevelop willnot m ake as m any predictions as do potential

m odels. However,the com pensation willbe that we willdevelop a system atic expansion

in powers of�Q CD=m b;c,within which we willbe able to do concrete error analysis. In

particular,wewillbeabletoestim atetheerrorassociated with thefactthatm c m ay notbe
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very close to the asym ptotic lim itm c � �Q CD. Even where thiserrorm ay be substantial,

thefactthatitisundercontrolallowsusto m aintain predictive powerin thetheory.

B .T he heavy quark lim it

Consider a hadron H Q com posed ofa heavy quark Q and \light degrees offreedom ",

consisting oflightquarks,lightantiquarksand gluons,in thelim itm Q ! 1 .TheCom pton

wavelength ofthe heavy quark scalesasthe inverse ofthe heavy quark m ass,�Q � 1=mQ .

The light degrees offreedom ,by contrast,are characterized by m om enta oforder �Q CD,

corresponding to wavelengths �‘ � 1=�Q CD . Since �‘ � �Q ,the lightdegrees offreedom

cannotresolvefeaturesoftheheavy quarkotherthan itsconserved gaugequantum num bers.

In particular,they cannotprobetheactualvalue of�Q ,thatis,thevalueofm Q .

W e draw the sam e conclusion in m om entum space. The structure ofthe hadron H Q is

determ ined bynonperturbativestronginteractions.Theasym ptoticfreedom ofQCD im plies

thatwhen quarksand gluonsexchange m om enta p m uch largerthan �Q CD,the processis

perturbativein thestrongcouplingconstant�s(p).On theotherhand,thetypicalm om enta

exchanged by thelightdegreesoffreedom with each otherand with theheavy quark areof

order�Q CD,forwhich a perturbativeexpansion isofno use.Fortheseexchanges,however,

p < m Q ,and the heavy quark Q doesnotrecoil,rem aining atrestin the restfram e ofthe

hadron. In thislim it,Q actsasa static source ofelectric and chrom oelectric gauge �eld.

The chrom oelectric �eld,which holdsH Q together,isnonperturbative in nature,butitis

independentofm Q .Theresultisthatthepropertiesofthelightdegreesoffreedom depend

only on the presence ofthe static gauge �eld,independent ofthe avor and m ass ofthe

heavy quark carrying thegaugecharge.1

There is an im m ediate im plication for the spectroscopy ofheavy hadrons. Since the

1Top quarksdecay too quickly fora static chrom oelectric �eld to beestablished around them ,so

the sim pli�cationsdiscussed hereare notrelevantto them .
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FIG .1. Schem atic spectra ofthe bottom and charm ed m esons in the lim it m b;m c � �Q CD .

Theo�setofthetwo spectra isnotto scale;in reality,m b� mc � � i� �Q CD .

interaction ofthelightdegreesoffreedom with theheavy quark isindependentofm Q ,then

so isthespectrum oftheirexcitations.Itistheseexcitationswhich determ inethespectrum

ofheavy hadronsH Q .Hencethesplittings � i� �Q CD between thevarioushadronsH i
Q are

independentofQ and,in thelim itm Q ! 1 ,do notscalewith m Q .

For exam ple,the spectra ofbottom and charm ed m esons are shown schem atically in

Fig.1,in the lim itm b;m c � �Q CD. The lightdegreesoffreedom are in exactly the sam e

state in the m esons B i and D i,for a given i. The o�set B i� Di = m b � mc is just the

di�erence between the heavy quark m asses;in no way does the relationship between the

spectra rely on an approxim ation m b � mc.

W ecan enrich thispicturebyrecallingthattheheavyquarksand lightdegreesoffreedom

also carry spin. The heavy quark has spin quantum num ber SQ = 1

2
,which leads to a

chrom om agneticm om ent

�Q =
g

2m Q

: (1.4)

Notethat�Q ! 0asm Q ! 1 ,and theinteraction between thespin oftheheavy quark and

thelightdegreesoffreedom issuppressed.Hencethelightdegreesoffreedom areinsensitive
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to SQ ;theirstateisindependentofwhetherS
z
Q = 1

2
orSz

Q = � 1

2
.Thuseach oftheenergy

levelsin Fig.1 isactually doubled,onestateforeach possiblevalueofSz
Q .

To sum m arize, what we see is that the light degrees offreedom are the sam e when

com bined with any ofthefollowing heavy quark states:

Q 1("); Q 1(#); Q 2("); Q 2(#); ::: Q N h
("); Q N h

(#); (1.5)

where there are N h heavy quarks (in the realworld,N h = 2). The result is an SU(2N h)

sym m etry which appliesto thelightdegreesoffreedom [3{7].A new sym m etry m eansnew

nonperturbative relationsbetween physicalquantities. Itisthese relationswhich we wish

to understand and exploit.

The light degrees offreedom have totalangular m om entum J‘,which is integralfor

baryonsand half-integralform esons. W hen com bined with the heavy quark spin SQ = 1

2
,

we�nd physicalhadron stateswith totalangularm om entum

J =
�
�
�J‘�

1

2

�
�
� : (1.6)

IfS‘ 6= 0,then these two states are degenerate. For exam ple,the lightest heavy m esons

have S‘ =
1

2
,leading to a doubletwith J = 0 and J = 1. Indeed,in the charm system we

�nd thatthe statesoflowestm assare the spin-0 D and the spin-1 D �;the corresponding

bottom m esonsaretheB and B �.

W hen e�ects oforder 1=m Q are included, the chrom om agnetic interactions split the

statesofgiven S‘ butdi�erentJ.This\hyper�ne" splittingisnotcalculableperturbatively,

butitisproportionalto theheavy quark m agneticm om ent�Q .Thisgivesitsscaling with

m Q :

m D � � mD � 1=mc

m B � � mB � 1=mb: (1.7)

From thisfactwe can constructa relation which isa nonperturbative prediction ofheavy

quark sym m etry,
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m
2
B � � m

2
B = m

2
D � � m

2
D : (1.8)

Experim entally,m 2
B � � m2B = 0:49GeV 2 and m 2

D � � m2D = 0:55GeV 2,so this prediction

worksquite well. Note thatthisrelation involvesnotjustthe heavy quark sym m etry,but

thesystem atic inclusion oftheleading sym m etry violating e�ects.

So far,we have form ulated heavy quark sym m etry forhadronsin theirrestfram e. Of

course,we can easily boost to a fram e in which the hadrons have arbitrary four-velocity

v� = (1;~v).Forheavy quarksQ 1 and Q 2,thesym m etry willthen relatehadronsH 1(v)and

H 2(v)with the sam e velocity butwith di�erentm om enta. Thisdistinguishesheavy quark

sym m etry from ordinary sym m etriesofQCD,which relate statesofthe sam e m om entum .

To rem ind ourselvesofthisdistinction,henceforth wewilllabelheavy hadronsexplicitly by

theirvelocity:D (v),D �(v),B (v),B �(v),and so on.

C .Sem ileptonic decay ofa heavy quark

Now letusreturn to the sem ileptonic weak decay b! c‘��,butnow consideritin the

heavy quark lim itfortheband cquarks.Supposethedecay occursattim et= 0.Fort< 0,

the bquark isem bedded in a hadron H b;fort> 0,the cquark isdressed by lightdegrees

offreedom to H 0
c. Letusconsiderthe lightesthadrons,H b = B (v)and H 0

c = D (v0). Note

thatsincetheleptonscarry away energy and m om entum ,in generalv 6= v0.

W hathappensto thelightdegreesoffreedom when theheavy quark decays? Fort< 0,

they see the chrom oelectric �eld ofa point source with velocity v. At t = 0,this point

sourcerecoilsinstantaneously2 to velocity v0;thecolorneutralleptonsdo notinteractwith

the light hadronic degrees offreedom as they y o�. The light quarks and gluons then

m ustreassem ble them selvesabouttherecoiling colorsource.Thisnonperturbative process

willgenerally involve theproduction ofan excited stateorofadditionalparticles;thelight

degrees offreedom can exchange energy with the heavy quark,so there is no kinem atic

2Theweak decay occursovera very shorttim e �t� 1=MW � 1=�Q CD .
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restriction on theexcitations(ofenergy � �Q CD )which can beform ed.Thereisalso som e

chancethatthelightdegreesoffreedom willreassem blethem selvesback intoaground state

D m eson.Theam plitudeforthistohappen isafunction only oftheinnerproductw = v� v0

oftheinitialand �nalvelocitiesofthecolorsources.Thisam plitude,�(w),isknown asthe

Isgur-W isefunction [3].

Clearly,the kinem atic pointv = v0,orw = 1,isa specialone. In thiscornerofphase

space,where the leptonsare em itted back to back,there isno recoilofthe source ofcolor

�eld att= 0.Asfarasthelightdegreesoffreedom areconcerned,nothing happens! Their

state isuna�ected by the decay ofthe heavy quark;they don’teven notice it. Hence the

am plitude for them to rem ain in the ground state is exactly unity. This is reected in a

nonperturbativenorm alization oftheIsgur-W isefunction atzero recoil[3],

�(1)= 1: (1.9)

Aswe willsee,thisnorm alization condition isofenorm ous phenom enologicaluse. Itwill

be extrem ely im portantto understand the correctionsto thisresultfor�nite heavy quark

m assesm b and,especially,m c.

The weak decay b ! c is m ediated by a left-handed current �c�(1 � 5)b. Not only

does this operator carry m om entum ,but it can change the orientation ofthe spin SQ of

the heavy quark during the decay. For a �xed light angular m om entum J‘,the relative

orientation ofSQ determ ineswhetherthephysicalhadron in the�nalstateisa D ora D �.

However,the light degrees offreedom are insensitive to SQ ,so the nonperturbative part

ofthe transition is the sam e whether it is a D or a D � which is produced. Hence heavy

quark sym m etry im pliesrelationsbetween thehadronicm atrix elem entswhich describethe

sem ileptonic decaysB ! D ‘�� and B ! D �‘��.

Itisconventionalto param eterizethese m atrix elem entsby a setofscalarform factors.

Thesearede�ned separately forthevectorand axialcurrents,asfollows:

hD (v0)j�c�bjB (v)i= h+ (w)(v+ v
0)� + h� (w)(v� v

0)�

hD �(v0;�)j�c�bjB (v)i= hV (w)i"
����

�
�
�v

0
�v�
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hD (v0)j�c�5bjB (v)i= 0 (1.10)

hD (v0;�)j�c�5bjB (v)i= hA 1
(w)(w + 1)�� �� �

� � v[hA 2
(w)v� + hA 3

(w)v0�]:

Thesetofform factorshi(w)istheoneappropriateto theheavy quark lim it.Otherlinear

com binationsarealso found in theliterature.In any case,theform factorsareindependent

nonperturbativefunctionsoftherecoilorequivalently,for�xed m bandm c,ofthem om entum

transfer. However,in the heavy quark lim itthey correspond to a single transition ofthe

lightdegreesoffreedom ,beingdistinguished from each otheronly by therelativeorientation

ofthespin oftheheavy quark.Hencethey m ay allbewritten in term softhesinglefunction

�(w)which describesthisnonperturbativetransition.Aswewillderivelater,theresultisa

setofrelations[3],

h+ (w)= hV (w)= hA 1
(w)= hA 3

(w)= �(w)

h� (w)= hA 2
(w)= 0; (1.11)

which follow solely from the heavy quark sym m etry. Ofcourse, allofthe form factors

which do notvanish inheritthenorm alization condition (1.9)atzero recoil.Thisresultisa

powerfulconstrainton thestructureofsem ileptonicdecay in theheavy quark lim it.

D .H eavy m eson decay constant

Asa �nalexam ple ofthe utility ofthe heavy quark lim it,considerthe coupling ofthe

heavy m eson �eld totheaxialvectorcurrent.Thisisconventionally param eterized in term s

ofa decay constant;forexam ple,fortheB � m eson wede�nefB via

h0j�u�5bjB � (pB )i= ifB p
�

B : (1.12)

W hatisthedependenceofthenonperturbativequantityfB onm B ? Toaddressthisquestion,

werewriteEq.(1.12)in aform appropriatetotakingtheheavyquarklim it,m B ! 1 (which

isequivalentto m b ! 1 ).Thisentailsm aking explicitthedependence ofallquantitieson

m B .First,wetradetheB
� m om entum foritsvelocity,
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p
�

B = m B v
�
: (1.13)

Second,wereplacetheusualB � state,whosenorm alization dependson m B ,

hB (p1)jB (p2)i= 2E B �
(3)(~p1 � ~p2); (1.14)

by a m ass-independentstate,

jB (v)i=
1

p
m B

jB (pB )i; (1.15)

satisfying

hB (v1)jB (v2)i= 2�(3)(~p1 � ~p2): (1.16)

Then Eq.(1.12)becom es

p
m B h0j�u

�

5
bjB � (v)i= ifB m B v

�
: (1.17)

The nonperturbative m atrix elem enth0j�u�5bjB � (v)iisindependentofm B in theheavy

quark lim it.Hence,weseethatin thislim itfB takestheform

fB = m
� 1=2

B � (independentofmB ): (1.18)

This m akes explicit the scaling offB with m B . It is m ore interesting to write this as a

prediction fortheratio ofcharm ed and bottom m eson decay constants.W e�nd [3,4,6]

fB

fD
=

s
m D

m B

+ O

�
�Q CD

m D

;
�Q CD

m B

�

: (1.19)

Forthephysicalbottom and charm m asses,ofcourse,thecorrection term sproportionalto

�Q CD =m Q could beim portant.

II.H EAV Y Q U A R K EFFEC T IV E T H EO RY

W e have already extracted quite a bitofnontrivialinform ation from the heavy quark

lim it.W ehave found thescaling ofvariousquantitieswith m Q ,we havestudied theim pli-

cationsforheavy hadron spectroscopy,and wehavefound nonperturbativerelationsam ong
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the hadronic form factorswhich describe sem ileptonic b ! c decay. However,allofthese

resultshave been obtained in the strictlim itm Q ! 1 . Ifthe heavy quark lim itisto be

ofm ore than academ ic interest,and is to provide the basis forquantitative phenom enol-

ogy,we have to understand how to include corrections system atically. There are actually

two typesofcorrectionswhich we would like to include. Power corrections are subleading

term s in the expansion in �Q CD=m Q ;those proportionalto �Q CD=m c are the m ost wor-

risom e,because ofthe relatively sm allcharm quark m ass. Logarithm ic corrections arise

from the im plicit dependence ofquantities on m Q through the strong coupling constant

�s(m Q )� 1=ln(mQ =�Q CD).Forthe physicalvaluesofm b and m c,eitherofthese could be

im portant.W hatweneed isa form alism which can accom m odatethem both.

In short,weneed to go from a setofheavy quark sym m etry predictionsin them Q ! 1

lim it,to a reform ulation ofQCD which provides a controlled expansion about this lim it.

Theform alism which doesthejob istheHeavy Quark E�ectiveTheory,ortheHQET.The

purposeoftheHQET isto allow usto extract,explicitly and system atically,alldependence

ofphysicalquantitieson m Q ,in the lim itm Q � �Q CD . In these lectures,we willdevelop

only enough ofthe technology to treatthe dom inantleading e�ects,providing indications

along theway ofhow onewould carry theexpansion further.

TheHQET,asform ulated here,wasdeveloped in aseriesofpapersgoingback tothelate

1980’s[3,4,6,8{15],which thereaderwho isinterested in tracking itshistoricaldevelopm ent

m ay consult.

A .T he e�ective Lagrangian

Consider the kinem atics ofa heavy quark Q,bound in a hadron with lightdegrees of

freedom tom akeacolorsingletstate.Thesm allm om entawhich Q typically exchangeswith

the restofthe hadron are oforder�Q CD � m Q ,and they nevertake Q farfrom itsm ass

shell,p2Q = m 2
Q .Hencethem om entum p

�

Q can bedecom posed into two parts,

p
�

Q = m Q v
� + k

�
; (2.1)
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where m Q v
� is the constant on-shellpartofp

�

Q ,and k� � �Q CD is the sm all,uctuating

\residualm om entum ".Theon-shellcondition fortheheavy quark then becom es

m
2
Q = (m Q v

� + k
�)2 = m

2
Q + 2m Q v� k+ k

2
: (2.2)

In theheavy quark lim itwem ay neglectthelastterm ,and wehavethesim plecondition

v� k = 0 (2.3)

foran on-shellheavy quark.Herethevelocity v� functionsasa label;sincesoftinteractions

cannotchangev�,thereisa velocity superselection rule in theheavy quark lim it,and v� is

a good quantum num beroftheQCD Ham iltonian.

W e�nd thesam eresultby taking them Q ! 1 lim itoftheheavy quark propagator,

i

/p� mQ + i�
!

1+ /v

2

i

v� k+ i�
: (2.4)

In thislim itthepropagatorisindependentofm Q .Theprojection operators

P� =
1� /v

2
(2.5)

project onto the positive (P+ ) and negative (P� ) frequency parts of the Dirac �eld Q.

This is clear in the Dirac representation in the rest fram e,in which P+ and P� project,

respectively,onto the uppertwo and lowertwo com ponentsofthe heavy quark spinor. In

thelim itm Q ! 1 ,in which Q rem ainsalm oston shell,only the\large" uppercom ponents

ofthe �eld Q propagate;m ixing via zitterbewegung with the \sm all" lowercom ponentsis

suppressed by 1=2m Q .Hencetheaction oftheprojectorson Q is

P+ Q(x)= Q(x)+ O (1=m Q ); P� Q(x)= 0+ O (1=m Q ): (2.6)

Them om entum dependenceofthe�eld Q isgiven by itsaction on a heavy quark state,

Q(x)jQ(p)i= e
� ip� xj0i: (2.7)

Ifwenow m ultiply both sidesby a phasecorresponding to theon-shellm om entum ,

12



e
im Q v� xQ(x)jQ(p)i= e

� ik� xj0i; (2.8)

the rightside ofthisequation isindependentofm Q . Hence the leftside m ustbe,aswell.

Com bining thisobservation with theargum entofthepreviousparagraph,wearem otivated

to de�nea m Q -independente�ective heavy quark �eld hv(x),

hv(x)= e
im Q v� xP+ Q(x): (2.9)

Note thatthe e�ective �eld carriesa velocity labelv and isa two-com ponentobject. The

m odi�cationsto theordinary �eld Q(x)projectoutthepositivefrequency partand ensure

thatstatesannihilated by hv(x)have no dependence on m Q . Hence,these are reasonable

candidate�eldsto carry representationsoftheheavy quark sym m etry.Ofcourse,thesm all

com ponents cannot be neglected when e�ects oforder 1=m Q are included. In the HQET

they arerepresented by a �eld

H v(x)= e
im Q v� xP� Q(x): (2.10)

The�eld H v(x)vanishesin them Q ! 1 lim it.

Theordinary QCD Lagrangedensity fora �eld Q(x)isgiven by

LQ CD = Q(x)(i/D � mQ )Q(x); (2.11)

where D � = @� � igAa�T
a isthe gauge covariantderivative. To �nd the Lagrangian ofthe

HQET,wesubstitute

Q(x)= e
� im Q v� xhv(x)+ ::: (2.12)

into LQ CD and expand.W ith theaid oftheprojection identity P+ 
�P+ = v�,we�nd

LH Q ET = �hv(x)iv� D h(x): (2.13)

Thissim pleLagrangian leadsto thepropagatorwederived earlier,

i

v� k+ i�
; (2.14)
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and to an equally sim plequark-gluon vertex,

igT
a
v
�
A
a
� : (2.15)

Notethatboth thepropagatorand the vertex areindependentofm Q ,reecting the heavy

quark avor sym m etry. They also have no Dirac structure, reecting the heavy quark

spin sym m etry. Ourintuitive statem entsaboutthe structure ofheavy hadronshave been

prom oted to explicitsym m etriesoftheQCD Lagrangian in thelim itm Q ! 1 .

Itisstraightforward to includepowercorrectionsto LH Q ET.W riteQ(x)in term softhe

e�ective �elds,

Q(x)= e
� im Q v� x[hv(x)+ H v(x)]; (2.16)

and apply theclassicalequation ofm otion (i/D � mQ )Q(x)= 0:

i/D hv(x)+ (i/D � 2mQ )H v(x)= 0: (2.17)

M ultiplying by P� and com m uting /v to theright,we�nd

(iv� D + 2mQ )H v(x)= i/D ? hv(x); (2.18)

where D
�

? = D � � v�v� D .W e then substitute Q(x)into LQ CD asbefore,elim inate H v(x)

and expand in 1=m Q to obtain

LH Q ET = �hviv� D hv + �hvi/D ?

1

iv� D + 2mQ
i/D ? hv

= �hviv� D hv +
1

2m Q

�

�hv(iD ? )
2
hv +

g

2
�hv�

��
G ��hv

�

+ :::: (2.19)

Theleading correctionshavea sim pleinterpretation,which becom esclearin therestfram e,

v� = (1;0;0;0).Thespin-independentterm is

1

2m Q

O K =
1

2m Q

�hv(iD ? )
2
hv ! �

1

2m Q

�hv(i~D )
2
hv; (2.20)

which isthenegativeofthenonrelativistickineticenergy oftheheavy quark.Becauseofthe

explicitfactorof1=2m Q ,thisterm violatestheheavy avorsym m etry.Thespin-dependent

partis
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1

2m Q

O G =
1

2m Q

g

2
�hv�

��
G �� hv !

1

4m Q

�hv�
ij
T
a
hv � gG

a
ij = g~�

a
Q �

~B
a
; (2.21)

which isthecoupling ofthespin ofthe heavy quark to thechrom om agnetic �eld.Because

ithasa nontrivialDirac structure,thisterm violatesboth the heavy avorsym m etry and

theheavy spin sym m etry.Forexam ple,O G isresponsiblefortheD � D� and B � B� m ass

splittings.Thesecorrection term swillbetreated aspartoftheinteraction Lagrangian,even

though O K hasa piecewhich isa purebilinearin theheavy quark �eld.

B .E�ective currents and states

Theexpansion oftheweak interaction current�c�(1� 5)bisanalogous.However,here

we m ustintroduce separate e�ective �eldsforthe charm and bottom quarks,each with its

own velocity:

b! h
b
v ; c! h

c
v0: (2.22)

Then a generalavor-changing currentbecom es,to leading order,

�c�b! �hcv0�h
b
v; (2.23)

where� isa �xed Diracstructure.W ith theleading powercorrections,thisis

�c�b! �hcv0�h
b
v +

1

2m b

�hcv0�(i/D ? )h
b
v +

1

2m c

�hcv0(� i
 �
/D
?
)�hb

v + :::: (2.24)

The e�ective currents,and otheroperatorswhich appearin the HQET,m ay often be sim -

pli�ed by useoftheclassicalequation ofm otion,

iv� D hv(x)= 0: (2.25)

However,itisonly safeto apply theseequationsnaively atorder1=m Q ;athigherorderthe

application oftheequationsofm otion involvesadditionalsubtleties[16{18].

To com plete thee�ective theory,weneed m Q -independenthadron stateswhich arecre-

ated and annihilated by currentscontaining thee�ective�elds.Forexam ple,thereisan ef-

fectivepseudoscalarm eson statejM (v)iwhich couplestothee�ectiveaxialcurrent�q�5hv,

with a coupling FM which isindependentofm Q ,
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FIG .2. Tree levelplus the one loop renorm alization ofthe current �q�Q in Q CD.The box

representsthe currentinsertion.

h0j�q�5hv jM (v)i= iFM v
�
: (2.26)

Atlowestorder,FM isrelated to a conventionaldecay constantsuch asfB by

fB = FM =
p
m B ; (2.27)

from which weim m ediately �nd therelationship (1.19)between fD and fB .

C .R adiative corrections

W e can use the e�ective Lagrangian L H Q ET to com pute the radiative corrections to

them atrix elem ent(2.26).In particular,wewould liketo extractthedependenceofFM on

lnm Q .Thisdependencecom esthrough theone-loop renorm alization ofthecurrent�q
�5Q.

Atlowestorder,ofcourse,therenorm alization isstraightforward:wesim plycom putetheset

ofgraphsfound in Fig.2.The resultis�nite,because the currentis(partially)conserved,

and weextracta resultoftheform

�q�5Q

�

1� �0
�s

4�
ln(m Q =m q)+ :::

�

: (2.28)

Note thatthere isno explicitdependence on the renorm alization scale �,since there isno

divergence to besubtracted.

The sam e result m ay be obtained in the e�ective theory. In this case we m ust m atch

thecurrentsin fullQCD onto HQET currentsoftheform �q�5hv.Thisstep willinducea

m atchingcoe�cientcontainingtheexplicitdependenceon m Q ,which isabsent,by construc-
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FIG .3. Tree levelplus the one loop renorm alization ofthe current �q�5hv in HQ ET.The

doubleline isthe propagatorofthe e�ective �eld hv.

tion,from the operatorsand Lagrangian ofthe HQET.3 In addition,the e�ective current

willnot necessarily be conserved,since the ultraviolet properties ofQCD and the HQET

di�er.Hencetheform ofthem atching,onceradiativecorrectionsareincluded,is

�q�5Q ! C(m Q ;�)�q
�

5
hv : (2.29)

W ecan deducetheform ofC(m Q ;�)by considering therenorm alization ofthee�ective

current �q�5hv,shown in thelastthreeterm sofFig.3.Thesediagram s,com puted in the

e�ective theory,are independent ofm Q . However,in generalthey are divergent,so they

depend on therenorm alization scale�;therenorm alization takestheform

�q�5hv

�

C(m Q ;�)� 0
�s

�
ln(�=m q)+ :::

�

; (2.30)

where here m q acts asan infrared cuto�. The � dependence in the second term m ust be

canceled byC(m Q ;�).Sincethelogarithm dependson adim ensionlessratio,C(m Q ;�)m ust

beoftheform

C(m Q ;�)= 1� 0
�s

�
ln(m Q =�)+ :::: (2.31)

Com paringthedependenceonm Q ofC(m Q ;�)andtheexpansion (2.28),weseethat�0 = 0.

However,the e�ective theory allows us to go beyond leading order,and to resum all

corrections ofthe form �ns ln
n
m Q . W e do this with the renorm alization group equations,

3In general,them atching procedureatorder�s can alsoinducenew Diracstructures�q�hv.They

do nota�ecttheleading logarithm sdiscussed here.
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which expressthe independence ofphysicalobservableson the renorm alization scale �. In

this case, they require that the � dependence ofC(m Q ;�) cancelthat ofthe one loop

diagram sin Fig.3,undersm allchangesin �:

�
d

d�
C(m Q ;�)= 0

�s(�)

�
: (2.32)

Here the totalderivative with respect to � includes the im plicit dependence on � ofthe

coupling constant�s(�):

�
d

d�
= �

@

@�
+ �(g)

@

@g

�(g)= � �0
g3

16�2
+ :::

�0 = 11�
2

3
N f =

25

3
forN f = 4; (2.33)

whereN f isthenum beroflightavors.W ecom putetheanom alousdim ension 0 from the

divergent partsofthe one loop diagram sshown in Fig.3. From the three term s we �nd,

respectively [4,6],

0 =
8

3
+
1

2

�

�
8

3

�

+
1

2

�
16

3

�

= 4: (2.34)

Thesolution oftherenorm alization group equation is

C(m Q ;�)=

 
�s(m Q )

�s(�)

! 0=2�0

=

 
�s(m Q )

�s(�)

! 6=25

: (2.35)

Thisthen yieldstheleading logarithm iccorrection to theratio fB =fD :

fB

fD
=

s
m D

m B

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! 6=25

: (2.36)

The radiative correction is approxim ately a ten percent e�ect. In fact,it has a sim ple

physicalinterpretation. Forvirtualgluons of\interm ediate" energy,m c < E g < m b,the

bottom quark isheavy butthecharm quark islight.Such gluonscontributetothedi�erence

between fB and fD even in theheavy quark lim it.

In sum m ary,then,the purpose ofthe HQET isto m ake explicitalldependence ofob-

servable quantities on m Q . The logarithm ic dependence,through �s(m Q ),arises from in-

term ediate virtualgluonswith m c < E g < m b. W e obtain these correctionsby com puting
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perturbatively with theHQET Lagrangian,then using therenorm alization group to resum

the logarithm sto allorders. The powerdependence,1=m Q ,isextracted system atically in

theheavy quark expansion.W ehaveseen how to expand theLagrangian and thestatesto

subleading order;theapplication oftheexpansion toa physicaldecay ratewillbepresented

in thenextsection.

Theselecturesarem eantto bepedagogical,so wewillonly treattheleading corrections

to a few processes. However,the state ofthe art goes signi�cantly beyond what willbe

presented here. Form any quantities,notonly the leading logarithm s,�ns ln
n
m Q ,butthe

subleading (two loop) logarithm s,oforder �n+ 1s ln
n
m Q ,have been resum m ed. Sim ilarly,

m any power corrections are known to relative order 1=m 2
Q . It is particularly im portant

phenom enologically to takeinto accountthecorrectionsoforder1=m 2
c.

III.EX C LU SIV E B D EC AY S

W e now have the toolswe need foran HQET treatm ent ofthe exclusive sem ileptonic

transitions B ! D ‘�� and B ! D �‘��. Earlier,we argued on physicalgrounds that in

the heavy quark lim it allofthe hadronic m atrix elem ents which appear in these decays

are related to a single nonperturbative function �(w). Now we willsharpen this analysis

to actually derive these relations,and to include radiative and powercorrections. In fact,

alm ostallofoure�ortwillgo into thepowercorrections,since theradiativecorrectionsto

thetransition currentsarecom puted justasin theprevioussection.

A .M atrix elem ent relations at leading order

Thetransitionsin question requirethenonperturbativem atrix elem ents

hD (v0)j�c�bjB (v)i; hD �(v0;�)j�c�bjB (v)i; hD �(v0;�)j�c�5bjB (v)i; (3.1)

param eterized interm sofform factorsasinEq.(1.10).Our�rsttaskistoderivetherelations

between theseform factors,asprom ised earlier.Theserelationsdepend on theheavy quark

19



sym m etry,thatis,on thefactthatthespin quantum num bersofQ and ofthelightdegrees

offreedom areseparately conserved by thesoftphysics.Henceweneed a representation of

the heavy m eson states in which they have wellde�ned transform ations separately under

theangularm om entum operatorsSQ and J‘.In particular,therepresentation m ustreect

the factthata rotation by SQ can exchange the pseudoscalarm eson M (v)with thevector

m eson M �(v;�).

Thesolution istointroducea\super�eld"M (v),de�ned asthe4� 4Diracm atrix[11,19]

M (v)=
1+ /v

2

h


�
M

�
�(v;�)� 

5
M (v)

i

: (3.2)

Underheavy quark spin rotationsSQ ,M (v)transform sas

M (v)! D (SQ )M (v); (3.3)

and underLorentzrotations�,as

M (v)! D (�)M (� � 1
v)D � 1(�): (3.4)

Here D (� � � ) is the spinor representation ofSO (3;1). The super�eld satis�es the m atrix

identity

P+ M (v)P� = M (v); (3.5)

so ittransform s the sam e way as the product ofspinors hv �q,representing a heavy quark

and a lightantiquark m oving togetheratvelocity v�.

A currentwhich m ediatesthe decay ofoneheavy quark (Q)into another(Q 0)isofthe

form �hv0�hv.Undera rotation by SQ ,thee�ective�eld hv transform sas

hv ! D (SQ )hv ; (3.6)

whilehv0 isunchanged.Thecurrentwould rem ain invariantifwetook � to transform as

�! �D � 1(SQ ): (3.7)

On theotherhand,them atrix elem entofsuper�elds
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hM 0(v0)j�hv0�hv jM (v)i (3.8)

isinvariantifwe rotate both hv and M (v)by the sam e SQ . W ith the transform ation law

(3.3) for M (v),it follows that the SQ -invariant m atrix elem ent m ust be proportionalto

�M (v). W hen we also consider rotations under S Q 0,we �nd that the m atrix elem ent is

restricted to thegeneralform

hM 0(v0)j�hv0�hvjM (v)i= � [MM M M 0]
1=2

Tr
h

M
0
(v0)�M (v)F̂(v;v0)

i

: (3.9)

Theproductofm assesin frontisa convention which restorestherelativisticnorm alization

ofthe states.Notethattheheavy quark sym m etry allowsan arbitrary 4� 4 Diracm atrix

F̂(v;v0) to act on the \light quark" part ofthe super�elds. Its presence reects the fact

that,otherthan the constraintofLorentz sym m etry,the behaviorofthe spin ofthe light

degreesoffreedom during thedecay isunknown.

A generalexpansion ofF̂(v;v0)in term sofscalarfunctionsFi(w = v� v0)takestheform

F̂(v;v0)= F1(w)+ F2(w)/v+ F3(w)/v
0+ F4(w)/v/v

0
: (3.10)

However,theidentity (3.5)applied to them atrix elem ent(3.9)yields

F̂(v;v0)= P� F̂(v;v
0)P 0

� = [F1(w)� F2(w)� F3(w)+ F4(w)]P� P
0
� : (3.11)

In otherwords,F(v;v0)isactually a scalar,which weidentify with theIsgur-W isefunction,

F̂(v;v0)= �(w): (3.12)

Asan exercise,letusapply thisform alism tothem atrix elem entsforB ! (D ;D �)‘��.Fora

given m atrix elem ent,wepick outthepartofthesuper�eld M (v)which isrelevant.Hence

we�nd

hD (v0)j�c�bjB (v)i= hM D (v
0)j�hcv0

�
h
b
v jM B (v)i

= � [mD m B ]
1=2

Tr
h


5
P
0
+ 

�
P+ (� 

5)
i

�(w)

= [m D m B ]
1=2

�(w)(v+ v
0)� (3.13)
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hD �(v0;�)j�c�5bjB (v)i= hM �
D (v

0
;�)j�hcv0

�

5
h
b
v jM B (v)i

= � [mD �m B ]
1=2

Tr
h

/�P 0
+ 

�

5
P+ (� 

5)
i

�(w)

= [m D �m B ]
1=2

�(w)[(w + 1)�� �� �
� � (v+ v

0)�] (3.14)

hD �(v0;�)j�c�bjB (v)i= hM �
D (v

0
;�)j�hcv0

�
h
b
vjM B (v)i

= � [mD �m B ]
1=2

Tr
h

/�P 0
+ 

�
P+ (� 

5)
i

�(w)

= [m D �m B ]
1=2

�(w)i"���� ���v
0
�v� ; (3.15)

reproducing explicitly therelations(1.11)between theindependentform factorshi(w).W e

can also derivethenorm alization condition atw = 1.Considerthem atrix elem entoftheb

num bercurrent�b�bbetween B m eson states.In QCD,them atrix elem entofthiscurrent

isexactly norm alized,

hB (v)j�b�bjB (v)i= 2p
�

B = 2m B v
�
: (3.16)

Butin HQET,wehave

hB (v)j�b�bjB (v)i= hM B (v)j�hv
�
hv jM B (v)i

= m B �(v� v)(v+ v)�

= 2m B v
�
�(1): (3.17)

Hencethenorm alization condition atzero recoil,

�(1)= 1; (3.18)

followsdirectly from theconservation oftheheavy quark num bercurrent.

B .Pow er corrections to the m atrix elem ents

The m atrix elem entswe have derived are com puted in the strictlim itm b;c ! 1 . How

are they a�ected by correctionsoforder1=m b and 1=m c? There are two sourcesof1=m Q
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correctionsin the e�ective theory:the corrections(2.24)to the heavy quark currents,and

thecorrections(2.19)to theLagrangian.

W hen radiative correctionsare included,the expansion ofthe heavy quark current�c�b

in term sofHQET operatorshasa form which issom ewhatm oregeneralthan Eq.(2.24),

�c�b! a0(�s)�h
c
v0�h

b
v +

a1(�s)

2m b

�hcv0�
�
1iD �h

b
v +

a01(�s)

2m c

�hcv0(� i
 �
D �)�

0
1

�
h
b
v + :::: (3.19)

Them atrix elem entsofthepowercorrectionsareconstrained by heavy quark sym m etry in a

m annercom pletely analogoustotheleading current.In term softracesoverthesuper�elds,

wehave[13]

hM 0(v0)j�hv0�
�
iD � hv jM (v)i= � [MM M M 0]

1=2
Tr

h

M
0
(v0)�� M (v)Ĝ �(v;v

0)
i

; (3.20)

where Ĝ �(v;v
0)isanotherarbitrary 4� 4 Diracm atrix.Them atrix elem ent

hM 0(v0)j�hv0(� i
 �
D �)�

0
1

�
hvjM (v)i (3.21)

m ay also bewritten in term sofĜ �(v;v
0),using chargeconjugation.

The 1=m Q correctionsO K and O G to the Lagrangian contribute som ewhatdi�erently.

In order to apply heavy quark sym m etry,the m atrix elem ents ofthe localcurrents,both

leading and subleading,m ustbe written in term softhe e�ective statesjM (v)i. However,

these states are noteigenstates ofthe Ham iltonian,once O K and O G are included in the

Lagrangian. Hence we m ust allow for the possibility that ifan e�ective state jM (v)i is

created attim e t= � 1 ,then OK orO G could acton the state before itsdecay att= 0.

Thispossibility isaccounted forby including tim e-ordered productsin which O K orO G is

inserted along theincom ing oroutgoing heavy quark line.Ifwearekeeping term soforder

1=m Q ,only oneinsertion ofO K orO G needsto beincluded.Thetim e-ordered productsare

oftheform [13]

hD (� )(v)j�c�bjB (v)i= :::+
1

2m c

hM 0(v0)ji

Z

dyT
n
�hcv0�h

b
v;O

v0

K + O v0

G

o

jM (v)i

+
1

2m b

hM 0(v0)ji

Z

dyT
n
�hcv0�h

b
v;O

v
K + O v

G

o

jM (v)i; (3.22)
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where the ellipses refer to the current corrections com puted earlier. The evaluation of

the m atrix elem ents ofthe tim e-ordered products willlead to stillm ore nonperturbative

functionslike F̂(v;v0)and Ĝ �(v;v
0).

C .C orrections at zero recoil

Itisstraightforward,butnotvery illum inating,to expand allofthe new nonperturba-

tive functions which arise atorder 1=m Q in term s ofscalar form factors. In the end,the

correctionsm ay beparam eterized in term soffourfunctionsofthevelocity transferw,and

a single nonperturbative param eter ��,allproportionalto the m ass scale � Q CD . The new

param eterhasa sim ple interpretation asthe \energy" ofthe lightdegreesoffreedom ,and

isgiven by

��= lim
m b! 1

(m B � mb): (3.23)

Instead ofa generaltreatm ent,however,we willconsider the 1=m Q corrections atthe

zero recoilpointw = 1.Thisisclearly them ostim portantcase,becauseitisatthispoint

that the nonperturbative m atrix elem ents are absolutely norm alized in the heavy quark

lim it.W hathappensto thisnorm alization condition when 1=m Q correctionsareincluded?

Letusstudy thecorrectionsto thecurrentin detail.They aredescribed by thenonper-

turbativefunction Ĝ �(v;v
0).Atv = v0,Ĝ �(v;v)m ay beexpanded as

Ĝ �(v;v)= G 1v� + G 2� + G 3v�/v+ G 4�/v: (3.24)

But Ĝ �(v;v)issubjectto thesam econstraintas F̂(v;v
0),

Ĝ �(v;v)= P� Ĝ �(v;v)P� = (G 1 � G2 � G3 + G 4)v�P� � G v�P� ; (3.25)

and it,too,is equivalent to a Dirac scalar (the sam e is not true ofthe generalfunction

Ĝ �(v;v
0)).Now considerthem atrix elem entwherewetake�� = v�.Then wehave

hM 0(v)j�hv0iv� D hvjM (v)i= � [MM M M 0]
1=2

Tr
h

M
0
(v)v� M (v)

i

G v�

= � G [MM M M 0]
1=2

Tr
h

M
0
(v)M (v)

i

: (3.26)
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Butthism atrix elem entvanishesby theclassicalequation ofm otion in thee�ectivetheory,

v� D hv(x)= 0: (3.27)

HenceG = 0= Ĝ �(v;v).Thereareno 1=m Q correctionsfrom thecurrentto thenorm aliza-

tion condition atzero recoil[13,20].

The sam e istrue ofinsertions ofthe correctionsO K and O G to the Lagrangian: their

contribution vanishesatw = 1.To show thisrequirestheim position oftheconservation of

thebnum bercurrentatorder1=m b,m uch aswederived thenorm alization oftheIsgur-W ise

function atleading order.Thecom pletederivation isfound in theliterature[13].

In the end,we have an extrem ely exciting result,known asLuke’sTheorem .There are

no corrections atzero recoilto the hadronic m atrix elem ents responsible forthe sem ilep-

tonicdecaysB ! D ‘��and B ! D �‘��.Theleading powercorrectionstothenorm alization

ofzero recoilm atrix elem ents are only oforder 1=m 2
c. Given that �Q CD =m c � 30% and

�2
Q CD =m

2
c � 10% ,theim plication isthattheleading orderpredictionsatw = 1 areconsid-

erably m oreaccuratethan onem ighthaveexpected.In addition,away from zero recoilthe

1=m c correctionsm ustbesuppressed atleastby (w � 1).

On closerinspection,thisresultism ore interesting forB ! D �‘�� than forB ! D ‘��.

Thisisbecause the leading orderm atrix elem ent forB ! D ‘� vanishes kinem atically at

zero recoilfora m asslesslepton in the�nalstate.Hence,in thiscase the1=m c corrections

arenotsuppressed asa fractionalcorrection to thelowestorderterm [21].

D .Extraction ofjVcbjfrom B ! D �‘��

An im m ediate application ofthese results is the extraction ofjVcbjfrom the exclusive

decay B ! D �‘��.Thisprocessism ediated by the weak operatorO bc (1.1),whose m atrix

elem entfactorizesas

hD �
‘��jO bcjB i=

G F Vcb
p
2

hD �j�c�(1� 
5)bjB ih‘��j�‘�(1� 

5)�j0i: (3.28)
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The leptonicm atrix elem entm ay becom puted perturbatively,while wetreatthehadronic

m atrix elem entin the heavy quark expansion.Theresultisa di�erentialdecay rateofthe

form [22]

d�

dw
=

G 2
F

48�3
jVcbj

2(m B � mD �)2m 3
D �(w + 1)3

p
w 2 � 1

�

"

1+
4w

w + 1

m 2
B � 2wmbm D � + m 2

D �

(m B � mD �)2

#

F
2(w): (3.29)

AlloftheHQET analysisgoesinto thefactorF(w),which hasan expansion

F(w)= �(w)+ (radiativecorrections)+ (powercorrections): (3.30)

W eextractjVcbjby studying the di�erentialdecay ratenearw = 1,where thehadronic

m atrix elem entsareknown.Ofcourse,thisrequiresextrapolation oftheexperim entaldata,

sincetheratevanisheskinem atically atw = 1.Form asslessleptons,onlythem atrixelem ent

hD �j�c�5bjB ioftheaxialcurrentcontributesatthispoint.The analysisofthisquantity

in theHQET yieldsan expansion oftheform

F(1)= �A

�

1+
0

m c

+
0

m b

+ �1=m 2 + :::

�

: (3.31)

The correction �1=m 2,which contains term s proportionalto 1=m 2
c,1=m

2
b and 1=m cm b,is

intrinsically nonperturbative. Ithasbeen estim ated from a variety ofm odels to be sm all

and negative[17,23,24],

�1=m 2 � � 0:055� 0:035: (3.32)

Notethatthem odeldependencein theresulthasbeen relegated totheestim ation ofthesub-

subleading term s.Theradiativecorrection �A hasnow been com puted to two loops[25,26],

�A = 0:960� 0:007: (3.33)

Theresultisa valueforF(1)with errorsatthelevelof5% ,

F(1)= 0:91� 0:04: (3.34)
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This is the theory error which the experim entaldeterm ination ofjVcbjwillinherit. It is

dom inated by the uncertainty in the nonperturbative corrections,and itisdi�cultto see

how thiscan beim proved m uch in thefuture.

Allthatisleftexperim entally isto extrapolatethedata to w = 1 and extract

lim
w ! 1

1
p
w � 1

d�

dw
: (3.35)

Once the kinem atic factors in Eq.(3.29) have been included, this am ounts to a direct

m easurem entofthecom bination jVcbjF(1).Fourexperim entsrecently havereported results

forthisquantity [27{30]:

ALEPH : (31:4� 2:3� 2:5)� 10� 3

ARGUS : (38:8� 4:3� 2:5)� 10� 3

CLEO : (35:1� 1:9� 2:0)� 10� 3

DELPHI: (35:0� 1:9� 2:3)� 10� 3: (3.36)

Neubert[31]hascom bined these m easurem entsto �nd a \world average" of(35:3� 1:8)�

10� 3,from which weextract

jVcbj= (38:8� 2:0exp � 1:6th)� 10� 3: (3.37)

ThisvalueofjVcbjhasalm ostnodependenceon hadronicm odels.In contrasttom odel-based

\m easurem ents",herethetheoreticalerrorism eaningful,in thatitisbased on asystem atic

expansion in sm allquantities.

IV .IN C LU SIV E B D EC AY S

An exclusivesem ileptonicB decay,such asB ! D ‘��,isonein which the�nalhadronic

state is fully reconstructed. An inclusive decay,by contrast,is one in which only certain

kinem atic features,and perhapstheavor,ofthe hadron areknown.In thiscase,we need

a theoreticalanalysisin which wesum overallpossiblehadronic�nalstatesallowed by the

kinem atics.Fortunately,thisispossiblewithin thestructureoftheHQET.
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As in the case ofexclusive decays,the key them e is the separation ofshort distance

physics,associated with the heavy quark,from long distance physics,associated with the

light degrees of freedom . W e willalso rely on heavy quark spin and avor sym m etry.

However, the new ingredient willbe the idea of\parton-hadron duality", which, as we

willsee,also relieson theheavy quark lim itm b � �Q CD .

A .T he inclusive decay B ! X c‘��

Letusconsidertheinclusive decay

B (pB )! X c(pX )‘(p‘)�(p�); (4.1)

where allthatisknown aboutthestateX c isitsenergy and m om entum ,and thefactthat

itcontainsa charm quark.Thisdecay ism ediated by the weak operatorO bc.Itiseasy to

generalize ourdiscussion to inclusive decays ofotherheavy quarks,such asb ! u‘� and

c! s�‘�,by replacing O bc with theappropriateweak operator.

The treatm ent ofexclusive decays required both the b and c quarks to be heavy. For

inclusive decays we can relax this condition on the c quark,requiring only m b � �Q CD.

W hatdoestheweak decay oftheb,attim et= 0,look liketo thelightdegreesoffreedom ?

Fort< 0,thereisaheavy hadron com posed ofapoint-likecolorsourceand lightquarksand

gluons.Att= 0,thepointsourcedisappears,releasing both itscolorand a largeam ountof

energy into thehadronicenvironm ent.Eventually,fort> 0,thisnew collection ofstrongly

interacting particles willm aterialize as a set ofphysicalhadrons. The probability ofthis

hadronization isunity;there isno interference between the hadronization processand the

heavy quark decay. There are subleading e�ects in powers of� Q CD=m b,but they do not

alterthe probability ofhadronization.Rather,they reectthe factthatthe bquark isnot

exactly a staticsourceofcolor:ithasa sm allnonrelativistickineticenergy and itcarriesa

spin,both ofwhich a�ectthekinem aticpropertiesofitsdecay.

As in the case ofexclusive decays,we willcom pute the inclusive sem ileptonic width

�(B ! X c‘��)as a double expansion in �s(m b)and �Q CD=m b [18,32{34]. The expansion
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in �s(m b)reects the applicability ofperturbative QCD to the shortdistance partofthe

process.Theheavy quark expansion willbecontinued to relativeorder1=m 2
b,asthereisan

analogue ofLuke’sTheorem which elim inatespowercorrectionsto the rate oforder1=m b.

The 1=m 2
b corrections willbe written in term s ofthree nonperturbative param eters. The

�rst,��,isde�ned in Eq.(3.23).Itisessentially them assofthelightdegreesoffreedom in

the heavy hadron,butwe willsee thatitisplagued by an am biguity oforder�Q CD in the

de�nition ofthebquark m ass.Theothertwo param etersaretheexpectation valuesin the

B m eson oftheleading correctionsO K and O G to LH Q ET.They arede�ned as[17]

�1 =
1

2m B

hB jO K jB i

�2 = �
1

6m B

hB jO G jB i; (4.2)

wherewe taketheusualrelativistic norm alization ofthestates.Hence,�1 m ay bethought

ofroughly asthenegativeofthebquark kineticenergy,and �2 astheenergy ofitshyper�ne

interaction with thelightdegreesoffreedom .

Now letusoutlinethecom putation.Theinclusivedecay involvesa sum overallpossible

�nalstates,which isactually a sum overexclusive m odes(such asD ;D �;D �;:::),followed

by a phasespaceintegralforeach m ode.W ewrite

�(B ! X c‘��)=
X

X c

Z

d[P:S:]
�
�
�hXc‘��jO bcjB i

�
�
�
2

: (4.3)

Thereisan OpticalTheorem forQCD,which followsfrom theanalyticity ofthescattering

m atrixasafunction ofthem om entaoftheasym ptoticstates.Itscontentisthatatransition

rate is proportionalto the im aginary part ofthe forward scattering am plitude with two

insertionsofthetransition operator,

�(B ! X c‘��)= � 2Im i

Z

dxeik� xhB jT
n

O
y

bc(x);O bc(0)
o

jB i� 2Im T : (4.4)

In what follows,we willwrite the tim e-ordered product TfO
y

bc;O bcg as a series oflocal

operators,using the OperatorProductExpansion. Aswe willsee,the applicability ofthis

expansion,and itscom putation in perturbation theory,willreston the lim itm b � �Q CD.
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W ewillthen usethislim itagain to expand them atrix elem entsofthese localoperatorsin

theHQET.

The �rst step is to factorize the integration over the lepton m om enta,which can be

perform ed explicitly.W ritten asa productofcurrents,O bc takestheform

O bc =
G F Vcb
p
2

J
�

bcJ‘� ; (4.5)

where

J
�

bc = �c�(1� 
5)b

J
�

‘ =
�‘�(1� 

5)�: (4.6)

Then T can bedecom posed asan integraloverthetotalm om entum q� = p
�

‘+ p
�
� transferred

to theleptons,

T =
1

2
G
2
F jVcbj

2

Z

dqT��(q)L��(q): (4.7)

Herethelepton tensoris

L��(q)=

Z

d[P:S:]h0jJ
y

‘� j‘��ih‘�jJ‘� j0i

=
1

3�

�

q�q� � q
2
g��

�

; (4.8)

and thehadron tensoris

T
��(q)= � i

Z

dxeiq� xhB jT
n

J
�y

bc(x);J
�

bc(0)
o

jB i: (4.9)

W ewillneed theim aginarypart,Im T��.W hereisitnonvanishing? Inquantum �eld theory,

a scattering am plitude develops an im aginary partwhen there can be a realinterm ediate

state,that is,the interm ediate particles can allgo on their m ass shell. W hether this is

possible,ofcourse,dependson thekinem aticsoftheexternalstates.

In thiscase,there are two avenuesforcreating a physicalinterm ediate state [32]. The

�rstisto acton the externalstate jB iwith the transition currentJ
�

bc. The state which is

created hasno netbnum berand a singlecharm quark;thesim plestpossibility isthedecay
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processb! c.Them om entum oftheinterm ediatestateispX = pB � q;thecondition that

itcould beon m assshellissim ply

p
2
X = (pB � q)2 � m

2
D : (4.10)

Ifwede�nescaled variables

p
�

B = m B v
�
; q̂

� = q
�
=m B ; m̂ D = m D =m B ; (4.11)

thiscondition becom es

v� q̂�
1

2

�

1+ q̂
2 � m̂

2
D

�

: (4.12)

Anotherpossibility isto acton jB iwith theconjugateoperatorJ
�y

bc.Thisoperation would

produce an interm ediate state with two b quarksand one �c. Forthisstate to be on shell,

them om entum transferhasto satisfy

p
2
X = (pB + q)2 � (2mB + m D )

2
; (4.13)

thatis,

v� q̂�
1

2

�

3� q̂
2 + 4m̂ D + m̂

2
D

�

: (4.14)

The physicalinterm ediate statesareshown ascutsin thev� q̂ planein Fig.4.Also shown

isthe contourcorresponding to the phase space integration overthe lepton m om entum q.

Forphysical(m assless)leptonswhich aretheproductofa heavy quark decay,thisintegral

runsoverthetop ofthelowercut,fortherange

q

q̂2 + i�� v� q̂�
1

2

�

1+ q̂
2 � m̂

2
D

�

+ i�: (4.15)

Asindicated by thedotted line,wecan continuethiscontouraround theend ofthecutand

back along the bottom ,to v� q̂ =
p
q̂2 � i�. Since T��(v� q̂�)= � T��(v� q̂)forrealq̂2,we

com pensateforextending thecontourby dividing thenew integralby two.

W enow encounterourcentralproblem .Theintegraloverv� q̂runsoverphysicalinterm e-

diate hadron states,which arecolorneutralbound statesofquarksand gluons.Hence the
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v � q̂

physical cut

unphysical cuts

integration contour

(extended)

FIG .4. AnalyticstructureofT�� in thecom plex v� q̂ plane,for�xed,realq̂2.Theintegration

contourisoverthe \physicalcut",corresponding to realdecay into leptons. The unphysicalcuts

correspond to otherprocesses.

integrand dependsintim ately on thedetailsofQCD atlong distances,which isintrinsically

nonperturbative. A perturbative calculation ofT��,which isallwe have atour disposal,

would appearto beofno use.

The solution isto deform the contouraway from the cut,into the com plex v� q̂ plane,

asshown in Fig.5.Since thescale ofm om enta issetby m b,thecontourisnow a distance

� mb away from the resonances [32]. Since m b � �Q CD,it is reasonable to hope that

a perturbative treatm ent in this region is valid. Essentially,we are saved because we do

notneed to know T��(q)forevery value ofq,justsuitable integralsofT��. Thatwe can

use such argum ents to com pute perturbatively the average value ofa hadronic quantity,

whereateach pointthequantity dependson nonperturbativephysics,isknown as(global)

parton-hadron duality.

Parton-hadron duality hasthestatusofbeingsom ewhatm orethan an assum ption,since

itisknown tohold in QCD in thelim itm b ! 1 ,butsom ewhatlessthan an approxim ation,

since itisnotknown how to com pute system atically the leading correctionsto it. In any

case,thelim itm b � �Q CD playsacrucialrolehere.By deform ing theintegration contoura

distance � mb away from theresonance regim e,we �nd thecorrespondence in QCD ofour

earlierintuitivestateprobabilitym ent:theprobability ofthedecay productsm aterializingas
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FIG .5. Thedeform ation ofthe integration contourinto thecom plex v� q̂ plane.

b b

c

p

b

p

b

p

b

� q

q

q

FIG .6. Theoperatorproductexpansion attree level.

physicalhadronsisunity,independentofthekinem aticsoftheshortdistanceprocess.The

localredistribution ofprobability in phasespacedueto thepresenceofhadronicresonances

isirrelevantto the totaldecay. Finally,we should note thatsince we do nothave control

overthecorrectionsto localduality,itm ightwork betterin som eprocessesthan in others,

forreasonsthatneed notbeapparentfrom within thecalculation.Henceonem ustbepar-

ticularly wary ofdrawing dram aticconclusionsfrom any surprising resultsoftheseinclusive

calculations[35].

Letusperform the operatorproductexpansion attree level,and fordecay kinem atics.

TheFeynm an diagram isgiven in Fig.6,which yieldstheexpression

T
�� = �b�(1� 

5)
/pb� /q+ mc

(pb� q)2 � m2c + i�

�(1� 

5)b: (4.16)

W enow write

p
�

b = m bv
� + k

� = m b(v
� + k̂

�)

q̂
� = q

�
=m b

m̂ c = m c=m b
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b(x)= e
� im bv� xhv(x)+ O (1=m b); (4.17)

and expand in powers of1=m b. Since the operator product expansion is in term s ofthe

e�ective �eld hv,a factorofk
� correspondsto an insertion ofthecovariantderivative iD �.

Operatorordering am biguitiesareto beresolved by considering graphswith externalgluon

�elds.

Asan exam ple ofthe procedure,letusexpand the propagatorto order1=m 2
b. (There

are also correctionsto the currentsatthisorder,which are included in a fullcalculation.)

Itisconvenientto de�nethescaled hadronicinvariantm ass,

ŝ= (pb� q)2=m 2
b = 1� 2v� q̂+ q̂

2
: (4.18)

Then we�nd a contribution to T �� oftheform

T
�� =

1

m b

�hv
�(/v� /̂q)�(1� 

5)

"
1

ŝ� m̂2c + i�
+

2k̂� q̂� q̂2

(̂s� m̂2c + i�)2
+ :::

#

hv + :::: (4.19)

From thisexpression we can read o� the operatorswhich appearin the operatorproduct

expansion.Since

Im
1

(̂s� m̂2c + i�)n
/ �

(n� 1)(̂s� m̂
2
c); (4.20)

we see thatthe e�ectoftaking the im aginary partin each term isto putthe charm quark

on itsm assshell.Theleading term isa quark bilinear,

1

m b

�hv
�(/v� /̂q)�(1� 

5)hv: (4.21)

Itisstraightforward tocom puteitsm atrix elem entin theHQET using thetraceform alism ,

hB j�hv
�(/v� /̂q)�(1� 

5)hv jB i= 2m B (2v
�
v
� � g

�� � v
�
q̂
� � v

�
q̂
� + g

��
v� q̂+ :::):

(4.22)

The ellipsesdenote term soforder1=m 2
b;there areno correctionsoforder1=m b,by Luke’s

Theorem .Finally,wecontractthetensorT�� with L�� and perform thephasespaceintegra-

tion (4.7).In theend,theresultisthesam easwewould havegotten directly by com puting

freequark decay.
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Ofcourse,ifweonly intended to reproducethefreequark decay result,wewould never

have introduced so m uch new form alism . The value ofthe HQET fram ework is that it

allowsusto go beyond leading orderand com putethenextterm sin theseriesin 1=m n
b.For

exam ple,consider the operators induced by the expansion ofthe propagator(4.19). The

correction oforder1=m b com esfrom theoperator

1

m 2
b

2

(̂s� m̂2c + i�)2
�hv

�(/v� /̂q)�(1� 
5)̂q� iD hv : (4.23)

However,them atrix elem entofthisoperatorisoftheform

hB j�hv�
�(v;q)iD � hv jB i; (4.24)

which,aswehaveseen,vanishesby theclassicalequation ofm otion.In fact,sinceall1=m b

corrections,from any source,havea singlecovariantderivative,they allvanish in thesam e

way. This is the analogue ofLuke’s Theorem forinclusive decays [32]. The correction of

order1=m 2
b in Eq.(4.19)is

�
1

m 3
b

1

(̂s� m̂2c + i�)2
�hv

�(/v� /̂q)�(1� 
5)(iD )2hv : (4.25)

The m atrix elem ent ofthis operator is related by the heavy quark sym m etry to �1,the

expectation value ofO K . The fullexpansion ofT�� also induces operators with explicit

factorsofthegluon �eld,whosem atrix elem entsarerelated to �2.

W enow presenttheresultfortheinclusivesem ileptonicdecay rate,up to order1=m 2
b in

theheavy quark expansion,and with thecom pleteradiativecorrection oforder�s.W ealso

include thatpartofthe two loop correction which isproportionalto �0�
2
s. Since �0 � 9,

perhaps this term dom inates the two loop result. In any case,it is interesting for other

reasons,aswewillseebelow.

Let us �rst consider the decay B ! X u ‘��,for which the decay rate sim pli�es since

m u = 0.W e�nd [33,34,36,37,40]

�(B ! X u ‘��)=
G 2
F jVubj

2

192�3
m

5
b

"

1+

 
25

6
�
2�2

3

!
�s(m b)

�
� (2:98�0 + Cu)

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

+ :::

+
�1 � 9�2

2m 2
b

+ :::

#

: (4.26)
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W hen we include the charm m ass,itisconvenient to write the unknown quark m asses in

term softhem easured m eson m assesand theparam etersoftheHQET.In term softhespin

averaged m assm B = (m B + 3m B �)=4,wehave

m b = m B � ��+
�1

2m B

+ :::; (4.27)

and analogously form c.W ethen �nd [33,34,38,39]

�(B ! X c‘��)=
G 2
F jVcbj

2

192�3
m

5
B � 0:369

"

1� 1:54
�s(m b)

�
� (1:43�0 + Cc)

 
�s(m b)

�

! 2

+ :::

� 1:65
��

m B

 

1� 0:87
�s(m b)

�

!

� 0:95
��2

m 2
B

� 3:18
�1

m 2
B

+ 0:02
�2

m 2
B

+ :::

#

:

(4.28)

Allthe coe�cients which appear in this expression are known functions ofm D =m B ,and

are evaluated atthe physicalpointm D =m B = 0:372. In both B ! X u ‘�� and B ! X c‘��,

thepowercorrectionsproportionalto �1 and �2 arenum erically sm all,atthelevelofa few

percent.

B .R enorm alons and the pole m ass

The inclusive decay rate depends on the heavy quark m ass m b,either explicitly,asin

Eq.(4.26),orim plicitly through ��,asin Eq.(4.28).Attreelevel,m b isjustthecoe�cient

ofthe�bbterm in theQCD Lagrangian,butbeyond thatwe arefaced with thequestion of

whatexactly wem ean by m b.Should wetakean M S m ass,such asm b(m b)? Orshould we

take the polem assm
pole

b ,orm aybe som e otherquantity? The variousprescriptionsform b

can vary by hundredsofM eV,and,since thetotalrateisproportionalto m 5
b,thequestion

isofpracticalim portanceifwehopeto m akeaccuratephenom enologicalpredictions.

At a �xed order in QCD perturbation theory,the answer is clear. The heavy quark

m asseswhich appearcom e from polesin quark propagators,so we should take m
pole

b (and

m pole
c ).Thisisalso theprescription forthem asswhich cancelsouttheon-shellpartofthe
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heavy quark �eld in the construction ofL H Q ET. Hence the di�erence ofheavy quark pole

m assesisknown quitewell,

m
pole

b � m
pole
c =

 

m B � ��+
�1

2m B

+ :::

!

�

 

m D � ��+
�1

2m D

+ :::

!

= 3:34GeV + O (�2
Q CD=m

2
Q ): (4.29)

Since�(B ! X c‘��)dependsapproxim ately asm
2
b(m b� mc)

3,theuncertainty dueto quark

m assdependence isreduced.

The problem ,ofcourse,isthatthere isno sensible nonperturbative de�nition ofm
pole

b ,

since due to con�nem ent there isno actualpole in the quark propagator. Hence a direct

experim entaldeterm ination ofa value for m
pole

b to insert into the theoreticalexpressions

(4.26)and (4.28)isnotpossible.How,then,can wedo phenom enology?

Oneapproach would beto de�nem
pole

b to bethepolem assascom puted in perturbation

theory,truncateatsom eorder,and then estim atethetheoreticalerrorfrom theuncom puted

higherorderterm s.However,itturnsoutthateven within perturbation theory theconcept

ofaquark polem assisam biguous.Consideraparticularclassofdiagram swhich contribute

tom
pole

b ,shown in Fig.7.Theperturbation theory isdeveloped asan expansion in thesm all

param eter�s(m b),so we hopethatitwillbewellbehaved.Each ofthebubblesrepresents

an insertion ofthegluon self-energy,which isproportionalatlowestorderto �s(m b)�0.Of

course,thein�nitesum ofthegraphsin Fig.7can beabsorbed intotheoneloop graph,with

acom pensatingchangein thecouplingfrom �s(m b)to�s(q),whereqistheloop m om entum .

Theresultisan expansion form
pole

b oftheform

m
pole

b = m b(m b)

�

1+ a1�s(m b)+ (a2�0 + b2)�
2
s(m b)+ (a3�

2
0 + b3�0 + c3)�

3
x(m b)+ :::

�

:

(4.30)

The graphsin Fig.7 contribute the term sproportionalto �n+ 1s (m b)�
n
0.Since �0 � 9 these

term sare\intrinsically" largerthan oneswith fewerpowersof�0,and we m ighthopethat

theirsum approxim atesthefullseries.However,itisim portanttorealizethattheonly lim it

ofQCD in which such term sactually dom inateisthatoflargenum beroflightquark avors,
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FIG .7. Theradiative correctionsto m
pole

b
oforder�s(m b)

n+ 1�n0.

in which casethesign of�0 isoppositeto thatofQCD.Although thisisa physicallim itof

an abelian theory,wearecertainly notcloseto thatlim ithere.Theansatzofkeeping only

theterm sproportionalto �n+ 1s (m b)�
n
0 isknown as\naivenonabelianization" (NNA)[41].

W hatism ostinteresting abouttheseriesofterm sshown in Fig.7,
P
an�

n
s(m b)�

n� 1
0 ,is

thatitdoesnotconverge. Already in the graphskeptin the NNA ansatz,we are sensitive

to thefactthatQCD isan asym ptotic,ratherthan a convergentexpansion.Forlargen the

coe�cientsa n divergeasn!,m uch strongerthan any convergenceduetothepowers�
n
s(m b).

The series can only be m ade m eaningfulifthis divergence is subtracted. As with m any

subtraction prescriptions,thereisa residual�niteam biguity.4 Thisam biguity,known asan

\infrared renorm alon",leadsto an am biguity in thepolem assoforder[41{43]

�m
pole

b � 100M eV : (4.31)

By thede�nition (3.23),�� also inheritsthisam biguity.

The expressions(4.26)and (4.28)are plagued by two problem s. The �rstisthe renor-

m alon am biguity in m
pole

b and ��.Thesecond isthattheperturbativeexpansion fortherate

� isitselfdivergent,and also hasan infrared renorm alon.In theexpansion

�= � 0

hX
a
0
n�

n
s(m b)�

n� 1
0 + (powercorrections)

i

; (4.32)

4In a form altreatm ent,thisam biguity arisesfrom a choice ofcontourin the Borelplane.
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thecoe�cientsa 0
n alsodivergeasn!.However,itturnsoutthatthesetwo problem sactually

cure each other,because the infrared renorm alons in m
pole

b and in the perturbation series

for� cancel[42,44].W ecan exploitthiscancelation to im provethepredictivepowerofthe

theoreticalcom putation ofthe rate. W ithoutthisim provem ent,the infrared renorm alons

rendertheexpressions(4.26)and (4.28)ofdubiousphenom enologicalutility.

The m ostreliable approach,theoretically,isto elim inate m
pole

b or �� explicitly from the

rateby com puting and m easuring anotherquantity which also dependson it.Forexam ple,

let us consider the charm less decay rate �(B ! X u ‘��) and the average invariant m ass

hsH iofthehadronsproduced in thedecay.Each oftheseexpressionssu�ersfrom a poorly

behaved perturbation series in the NNA approxim ation. Ignoring term s ofrelative order

1=m 2
b and writing theratein term sof

�� instead ofm
pole

b ,we�nd to �veloop order[41],
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; (4.33)

for �s(m b) = 0:21 and �0 = 9. As we see,not only does the perturbation series failto

converge,itdoesnoteven have an apparentsm allest term ,where one should truncate to

m inim ize the errorofthe asym ptotic series. The series forhsH iexhibits a sim ilarbehav-

ior[40],
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2
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0:0135+ 0:0141+ 0:0156+ 0:0189+ 0:0261+ :::� 7��=10m B + :::
i

: (4.34)

However,thesituation im provesdram atically ifweelim inate ��and write�directly in term s

ofhsH i,
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By truncating thisseriesatitssm allestterm ,0.0002,we obtain a new expression in which

the theoreticalerrorsare undercontrol. The price isthatwe m ustnow m easure a second

quantity,hsH i,in thesam edecay.

An analogous approach works for inclusive decays to charm , in which case the new

quantity which wem ustm easureishsH � m2D i.Letusapply thisanalysisto theextraction

ofVcb from theinclusive decay B ! X c‘��.Elim inating �� asbefore,we�nd [40]

�(B ! X c‘�)=
G 2
F jVcbj

2

192�3
m

5
B � 0:369

�

1� 1:17
�s(m b)

�
� 0:74�0

�2s(m b)

�2

� 7:17
hsH � m2D i

m 2
B

+ :::

�

; (4.36)

plussm allterm soforder�1;2=m
2
B . The currentdata on hsH � m2D iare stillinconclusive,

butthey willim provein thefuture.Asan illustration oftheutility ofthem ethod,however,

letusconsiderthe physicallim ithsH � m2D i� 0. In thatcase,we already can obtain the

bound

Vcb � 0:037�

 
�B

1:54ps

! � 1=2

; (4.37)

where wehave used theobserved B sem ileptonic branching ratio of10:7% .Asthedata on

hsH � m2D iim prove,so willthisbound. Note thatitisentirely consistent with the value

(3.37)obtained from exclusive decays.

An alternativeapproach isto expressthewidth � in term softherunning m assm b(m b)

instead ofanotherinclusiveobservable[42,45].SincetheM S m assisa shortdistancequan-

tity,this also elim inates the infrared renorm alon,which is associated with long distance

physics. However,from a phenom enologicalpointofview,itbegsthe question ofhow the

running m assisto be determ ined from experim ent. Possibilitiesinclude quarkonium spec-

troscopy,QCD sum rules,and latticecalculations,butin allofthesecasesitisunclearboth

how to determ ine reliably the accuracy ofthe m ethod,and how to dealwith renorm alon

am biguitiesin am annerthatisconsistentwith theirtreatm entin thecalculation of�.W ith

additionalprogress,however,such an approach m ighteventually provefruitful.
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V .H EAV Y H A D R O N P R O D U C T IO N V IA FR A G M EN TAT IO N

So farwehaveapplied theidea ofheavy quark sym m etry to heavy hadron spectroscopy

and to heavy hadron decay. W e can also apply it to heavy hadron production via frag-

m entation. Although there isnotyetavailable the wealth ofdetailed data forproduction

processesthatthereisforspectroscopy and decays,thestudy ofheavy quark fragm entation

isan elegantapplication oftheheavy quark lim itin a new regim e[46].

A .T he physics ofheavy quark fragm entation

The production ofa heavy hadron proceedsin two steps. First,the heavy quark itself

m ust be created;because ofits large m ass,this process takes place over a tim e scale �Q

which isvery short,�Q � 1=mQ .Second,som elightdegreesoffreedom assem blethem selves

about the heavy quark to m ake a color neutralheavy hadron,a process which involves

nonperturbativestronginteractionsand typically takesm uch longer,�F � 1=�Q CD � �Q .If

theheavy quark isproduced with alargevelocity in thecenterofm assfram e,and ifthereis

plenty ofavailableenergy,then production oftheselightdegreesoffreedom willbelocalin

phasespaceand independentoftheinitialstate.Thisisthefragm entation regim e.W ewill

see thatheavy quark sym m etry sim pli�es the description ofheavy hadron production via

fragm entation,because,asbefore,itallowsusto separate certain propertiesofthe heavy

quark from those ofthe light degrees offreedom . This is particularly im portant in the

production ofexcited heavy hadrons,forwhich thebehaviorofthespin ofthelightdegrees

offreedom can bequiteinteresting.

Heavy quark sym m etry sim pli�es the picture offragm entation in severalways. First,

since the fragm entation process involves the exchange only ofsoft m om enta,the velocity

v� ofthe hadron H Q which is produced is the sam e as the velocity ofthe heavy quark

Q. Second,the angular m om enta SQ and J‘ ofthe heavy quark and the light degrees of

freedom arewellde�ned andcanbefollowed individuallythroughtheprocessesofproduction
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and decay. Third, the typicalprecession tim e �S of SQ and J‘ about each other is of

order�S � mQ =�
2
Q CD � 1=�Q CD ,since the precession is induced by the chrom om agnetic

interaction. Hence �S � �F ,and during the fragm entation process SQ can essentially be

taken to befrozen in direction.

Suppose that Q fragm ents initially to a state with light degrees offreedom with spin

J‘. This could correspond to two possible hadronic states: H Q ,with spin J = J‘ �
1

2
,or

H �
Q ,with spin J = J‘ +

1

2
. Letthe states H

(� )

Q have lifetim e �. How should we treatthe

interaction ofSQ with J‘?

The answerdependscritically on therelationship of� to theprecession tim e�S.W hile

theorderofm agnitudeof�S isessentially �xed atm Q =�
2
Q CD ,thelifetim e� can vary widely,

depending on thechannelin which H
(� )

Q prim arily decays.Ofcourse,ifH
(� )

Q decaysweakly,

then � � �S. But ifH
(� )

Q decays strongly,then � depends critically on the phase space

available forthe transition. In the absence ofphase space factors,� � 1=�Q CD � �S.But

since the pion,the lightesthadron,isnotm assless,itispossible to have a situation where

an allowed strongdecay iseitherforbidden by phasespace(aswith B � ! B + �),orseverely

suppressed (aswith D � ! D + �).

Thetreatm entofagiven hadron doubletdependson therelativesizeof� and �S.Letus

considerthe two extrem e possibilities. The �rstcorrespondsto a strong decay with plenty

ofphasespace,so �S � �.HereH Q and H �
Q areform ed and then decay beforetheangular

m om enta SQ and J‘ have a chance to interact. The factthatthere isno precession m eans

thatthere is no change in the orientation ofSQ and J‘. If,forexam ple,eitherspin were

polarized beforeorduringthefragm entation process,thispolarization would beundisturbed

by passing through the resonance H
(� )

Q . The strong decay ofthe heavy hadron then would

reecttheorientation ofthelightdegreesasthey wereproduced.

Notethatitisthevery sam espin exchange interaction which isinhibited herewhich is

responsible forthe splitting � H between H Q and H �
Q . Hence,under these conditions the

resonancesarealm ostcom pletelyoverlapping,with widths�= 1=�satisfying�� � H .This

isanotherconsequenceofthee�ectivedecoupling ofSQ and J‘,which areindependentgood
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quantum num bersoftheresonances.Italso providesa convenientcriterion fordeterm ining

directly whether we are in the regim e �S � �: we cannotdistinguish separate resonances

forH Q and H �
Q .

The second possibility is the opposite extrem e, �s � �. This corresponds to heavy

hadronswhich decay weakly orelectrom agnetically,orto strong decayswhich are severely

suppressed by phase space. Here the spins SQ and J‘ have plenty of tim e to interact,

precessing abouteach otherm any tim esbeforeH Q and H �
Q decay.Thereisatleastapartial

degradation ofany initialpolarization ofSQ ,aswellas a degradation ofany inform ation

aboutthefragm entation processwhich m ay becarried by thelightdegreesoffreedom .The

signatureofthissituation isthatthestatesH Q and H �
Q arewellseparated resonances,since

the chrom om agnetic interactionshave am ple opportunity to produce a hyper�ne splitting

m uch largerthan the width,� H � �. In contrastwith the �rstcase,here the heavy and

lightspinsareresolved intostatesofde�nitetotalspin J = jJ‘�
1

2
j.Thisresolution destroys

inform ation aboutthe individualangularm om enta SQ and J‘,and the decays ofH Q and

H �
Q only partially reectthefeaturesoftheproduction process.

B .P roduction and decay ofD 1 and D �
2

W e willillustrate these ideas with two exam ples. The �rst concerns the production

and decay ofthe excited charm ed m esonsD 1 and D �
2. These are stateswith lightdegrees

offreedom with angularm om entum and parity JP‘ = 3

2

+
;in the quark m odel,thiswould

correspondtoalightantiquarkwithaunitoforbitalangularm om entum .Thephysicalstates

aretheD 1,with m ass2423M eV and width 18M eV,and theD �
2,with m ass2458M eV and

width 21M eV.Thesplittingbetween them is35M eV;although thisisnotm uch largerthan

theindividualwidths,forsim plicity wewilltreatthem in thislim iting case� � �S.

Let us review the sequence ofevents. First,the charm quark is created in som e hard

interaction,with a tim e scale �c � 1=mc. Second,light degrees offreedom with J‘ =
3

2

are created in a fragm entation process,overa tim e �F � 1=�Q CD,form ing a colorneutral
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charm ed hadron.Third,theangularm om enta Sc and J‘ precessabouteach other,resolving

theindividualD 1 and D
�
2 states,which requiresa tim e�S � mc=�Q CD.Then,�nally,after

a tim e� greaterthan m c=�Q CD ,theD 1 orD
�
2 em itsa pion and decaysto a D orD �.One

question we m ightask aboutthisprocessis,whatisthe alignm entofthe lightdegreesof

freedom produced in thefragm entation? Ofcourse,theanswerdependson nonperturbative

QCD and is di�cult to calculate from �rst principles. Still,we can explore the question

experim entally.

Since the totalangularm om entum ofthe lightdegreesoffreedom isJ‘ =
3

2
,they can

be produced with helicity h = � 3

2
orh = � 1

2
along the fragm entation axis. W hile parity

invariance ofthe strong interactionsrequiresthatthe probabilitiesforhelicitiesh and � h

areidentical,therelativeproduction oflightdegreesoffreedom with jhj= 3

2
versusjhj= 1

2

isdeterm ined in som ecom plicated way by nonperturbativedynam ics.Letthequantity w3=2

denotetheprobability thatjhj= 3

2
,

w3=2 = P(h = 3

2
)+ P(h = � 3

2
): (5.1)

Then 1� w3=2 istheprobability thatjhj=
1

2
.Com pletely isotropicproduction corresponds

tow3=2 =
1

2
.Theobservablew3=2 isanew nonperturbativeparam eterofQCD,which iswell

de�ned only in theheavy quark lim it.

Thisnew param etercan bem easured directly in thestrong decay oftheD �
2 orD 1.For

exam ple,consider the angular distribution ofthe pion with respect to the fragm entation

axisin thedecay D �
2 ! D + �.Thisisa decay ofthelightdegreesoffreedom in theexcited

hadron,so itwilldepend on theirinitialorientation (thatis,on w3=2)and on thedetailsof

the precession ofJ‘ around SQ during the lifetim e ofthe D �
2.Following the direction ofJ‘

through thesequence offragm entation,precession and decay,we�nd thedistribution [46]

1

�

d�

dcos�
= 1

4

h

1+ 3cos2�� 6w3=2(cos
2�� 1

3
)
i

: (5.2)

Thisdistribution isisotropiconly when w3=2 =
1

2
,thatis,when thelightdegreesoffreedom

are produced isotropically in the fragm entation process. Sim ilardistributionsare found in

thedecaysD �
2 ! D � + � and D 1 ! D � + �.
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A �tofARGUS data [47]to the expression (5.2)seem s to indicate thata sm allvalue

ofw3=2 ispreferred;while the errorsare large,we �nd thatw 3=2 < 0:24 atthe 90% con�-

dence level. Itwould be nice to con�rm thisresultwith a sharperm easurem ent,and not

only forthe charm ed m esonsbutin the bottom system aswell. Since w3=2 isintrinsically

nonperturbative,we do not have any realtheoreticalunderstanding ofwhy it should be

sm all,although one can constructa qualitative understanding based on a string picture of

fragm entation [48].

C .Polarization of�b at SLC /LEP

The second exam ple springsfrom a practicalquestion: W hatisthe polarization of�b

baryons produced at the Z pole? This question is m otivated by the fact that b quarks

produced in thedecay oftheZ are94% polarized left-handed.Sincethe�b iscom posed of

a b quark and lightdegreesoffreedom with J‘ = 0,the orientation ofa �b isidenticalto

the orientation ofthe bquark inside it. Sim ilarly,the bquark spin doesnotprecessinside

a �b. Hence ifa bquark produced atthe Z fragm entsto a �b,then those baryonsshould

inherittheleft-handed polarization ofthequarksand revealitin theirweak decay.

Unfortunately,lifeisnotthatsim ple.Tworecentm easurem entsof�b polarization P(�b)

from LEP are[49,50]

DELPHI: 0:08+ 0:35
� 0:29(stat:)

+ 0:18
� 0:16(syst:)

ALEPH : 0:26+ 0:20
� 0:25(stat:)

+ 0:12
� 0:13(syst:);

both a long way from P(�b)= 0:94.The reason isthatnotallbquarkswhich wind up as

�b baryonsgettheredirectly.Thereisa com peting process,in which they fragm ent�rstto

theexcited baryons�b and �
�
b,which then decay to �b via pion em ission.Thesenew states

have lightdegreesoffreedom with J‘ = 1.Ifthey have a lifetim e � > �S,then thebquark

willhavetim eto precessaboutJ‘ and itspolarization willbedegraded.Theresultwillbe

a netsam pleof�b’swith a polarization lessthan 94% ,asisin factobserved.
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In addition to the requirem ent that� > �S forthe �
(� )

b ,any depolarization of�b’sby

thism echanism dependson two unknown quantities.First,thereistheproduction ratef of

�
(� )

b relativeto �b.Isospin and spin counting enhancef by a factorofnine,whilethem ass

splitting between �
(� )

b and �b suppresses it;studies based on the Lund M onte Carlo [51]

indicatef � 0:5 with a very largeuncertainty.Ofcourse,itwould bepreferableto m easure

f directly.Second,thereistheorientation ofthespin J‘ with respectto thefragm entation

axis.Thisorientation,which isnonperturbative in origin,allowsthehelicitiesh = 1;0;� 1.

By analogy with thetreatm entoftheD 1 and D
�
2,letusde�ne

w1 = P(h = 1)+ P(h = � 1): (5.3)

In this case,isotropic production corresponds to w1 =
2

3
. W e m ay m easure w1 from the

angleofthepion with respectto thefragm entation axisin thedecay ��
b ! �b+ � [46],

1

�

d�

dcos�
= 1

4

h

1+ 3cos2�� 9

2
w1(cos

2�� 1

3
)
i

: (5.4)

Itturnsoutthatthedecay �b ! �b+ � isisotropicin cos� forany valueofw 1.

Thepolarization retention ofthe�b m ay becom puted in term soff and w1.Asbefore,

wewillconsiderthesim plersituation in which the�b and the�
�
b do notoverlap,so � � �S.

Then the polarization ofthe observed �b’sisP(�b)= R(f;w1)P(b),where P(b)= 94% is

theinitialpolarization ofthebquarks,and [46]

R(f;w1)=
1+ 1

9
(1+ 4w1)f

1+ f
: (5.5)

Note thatforf = 0 (no �
(� )

b ’sare produced),R(0;w1)= 1 and there isno depolarization.

FortheLund valuef = 0:5,R rangesbetween 0.70 and 0.85 for0� w1 � 1.

Can the very low m easured valuesofP(�b)be accom m odated by the present data on

the �
(� )

b ? The situation isstillunclear,because notm uch isknown aboutthe �b and ��
b

states. DELPHI[52]hasreported the observation ofthese states,butwith m asses which

deviatesigni�cantly from thosethatonewould expectbased on heavy quark sym m etry and

the observed �c and ��
c [54]. Along with the m asses,DELPHIalso reports w1 � 0 and
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1 < f < 2. Ifthis is con�rm ed,then a polarization in the range P(� b) � 40% � 50% is

easy to accom m odate. On the otherhand,the CLEO analysis[53]ofthe decay ofthe ��
c

yieldsw1 = 0:71� 0:13,consistentwith isotropicfragm entation.Recallthatby heavy quark

sym m etry,w1 m easured in thecharm and bottom system sm ustbethesam e,so thisresult

isinconsistentwith thereportfrom DELPHI.Clearly,furtherm easurem entsareneeded to

resolvethissituation.

V I.C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

Unfortunately,we have had tim e in these lectures only to introduce a very few ofthe

m anyapplicationsofheavy quarksym m etry and theHQET tothephysicsofheavy hadrons.

Sinceitsdevelopm entlessthan ten yearsago,ithasbecom eoneofthebasictoolsofQCD

phenom enology. M uch ofthe popularity and utility ofthe HQET certainly com e from its

essentialsim plicity. The elem entary observation thatthe physicsofheavy hadronscan be

divided into interactionscharacterized by shortand long distancesgivesusim m ediately a

clearand com pellingintuition forthepropertiesofheavy-lightsystem s.Thestraightforward

m anipulationswhich lead totheHQET then allow thisintuition toform thebasisforanew

system aticexpansion ofQCD.Thedeeperunderstandingofheavyhadronswhich wethereby

obtain willbecom eincreasingly im portantastheend ofthesecond m illennium approaches

and theB Factory Era begins.
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