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A bstract

W eak decaysand m ixing ofB -hadronsplay a specialrole in ourunderstanding of

thephysicsoftheStandard M odeland beyond.Them easured am plitudes,however,re-

sultfrom acom plicated interplay ofweak and stronginteraction e�ects.Understanding

strong interaction dynam ics,which becom es sim pler for heavy quarks,is thus a fun-

dam entalpartofthe gam e. In thisreview,severaltheoreticalaspectsofB dynam ics

which arerelevantforcurrentand futureexperim entalm easurem entsare discussed.
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1 Introduction

Hadronic weak decays are a unique source ofinform ation on the physics ofthe Standard

M odeland beyond. Experim entalm easurem ents and theoreticalstudies ofthese decays

m ay provideusthekey forunderstanding stillunsolved problem ssuch asthereason forthe

existence ofseveralferm ion fam ilies,the origin offerm ion m assesand weak couplingsand

the m echanism s which give rise to CP violation. Through quantum -loop e�ects,they are

also a window which allowsusto explore and constraintnew physicse�ectsathigh energy

scalesstillunaccessibleto particleaccellerators,such asthosedueto heavy supersym m etric

particles.Unfortunately thephysicalam plitudesresultfrom acom plicated interplay ofweak

and strong interaction e�ects,which m ustbe disentangled in orderto extractthe valuesof

thefundam entalparam eters.

In this fram ework,B -hadron decays play a specialrole,since the b-quark belongs to the

heaviest,and less \coupled",ofthe three known fam ilies and its partner,the top quark,

has a m ass which is ofthe order ofthe weak scale,m t � G
� 1=2

F . This observation,for

exam ple,has led to severalspeculations: thatspontaneous sym m etry breaking occurs via

the Nam bu-Jona Lasinio m echanism [1], that quark m asses are dynam ically determ ined

by radiative corrections [2]or that the fundam entalquark m ass m atrix,at large energy

scales,is constrained to have very speci�c form s [3]. Another aspect which is speci�c to

B -hadron decays is that the m ass ofthe b-quark is m uch larger than the scale ofstrong

interactions,m b � �Q C D . In thissituation,QCD dynam icsbecom esm uch sim plerand in

m any cases,by usingtheHeavy Quark E�ectiveTheory (HQET)[4],wecan obtain accurate

theoreticalpredictionstocom parewith theexperim entalm easurem ents.Anexam pleisgiven

by thedeterm ination oftheCabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )m atrix elem entjVcbjfrom

exclusive(B ! D �l�land B ! D l�l)and inclusive(b! X cl�l)sem i-leptonicdecays.Since,

however,them assoftheb-quark islarge,butnotin�nite,arelated problem ,tobediscussed

in thefollowing,isthatofcontrollingpowercorrections,i.e.correctionssuppressed asinverse

powersoftheheavy quark m ass.

In thisarticle,Ireview severaltheoreticalissuesin the physics ofB decayswhich are rel-

evantforcurrentorfuture experim entalm easurem ents. A specialattention ispaid to the

discussion ofthesystem aticerrorspresentin thedi�erenttheoreticalapproaches,and ofthe

possibleprogressesthatwem ay expectin thenearfuture.In preparingthistalk,ithasbeen

unavoidableto m akea selection ofsubjects.Am ong thoseforwhich new theoreticalstudies

or new experim entalm easurem ents appeared this year,I have chosen those topics which

look to m eparticularly interesting,and/orforwhich Ihaveenough com pentenceto express

a personalpointofview.Forlack ofspace,Iam unable to coverhere radiativedecaysand

supersym m etrice�ectsin FCNC processes.A discussion on thesepointscan befound in the

talksby A.Aliand A.M asiero atthisworkshop.Forfurtherinform ation on othersubjects

related toB -physics,notcovered here,thereadercan alsorefertosom erecentreview papers
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by A.Ali[5],A.Buras[6]and M .Neubert[7].

This article is organized as follows. In sec.2,a briefoverview ofleptonic decays,B 0{�B 0

m ixing and CP violation isgiven;in sec.3,B -m eson exclusivesem i-leptonicdecays,and the

extraction ofjVcbjand jVubj,arediscussed;som easpectsofexclusivenon-leptonicdecaysare

reviewed insec.4;powercorrectionsintheHQET arediscussed in sec.5;som econsiderations

on inclusive sem i-leptonic decays can be found in sec.6;the present status,and unsolved

problem s,forB -hadron lifetim eswillbesum m arized in sec.7,followed by abriefconclusion,

which containsalso an outlook on possible im provem entsin theaccuracy ofthetheoretical

predictions,sec.8.

2 fB,B
0{ �B 0 m ixing and C P violation

Theleptonicdecay width oftheB m eson isgiven by

�(B +
! �

+
��)=

G 2
F jVubj

2

8�
M B

 

1�
M 2

�

M 2
B

! 2

M
2

�f
2

B : (1)

A preciseknowledgeoftheleptonicdecay constantfB ,analogoustof� in � ! ��� decays
1,

would allow an accurateextraction oftheCKM m atrixelem entjVubj,which isactuallyknown

with a relative error ofabout 25% ,see below. One ofthe m ost precise determ inations

offB is presently given by lattice QCD calculations and it is shown in table 1,together

with other results for severalphysicalquantities of interest for B -physics [8]{[10]. The

erroron fB reported in thetablecom esm ainly from theextrapolation ofthelatticeresults

to the continuum lim it and does not includes the system atic error due to the quenched

approxim ation, which has been estim ated to be of the order of 10{30% [11]. A global

theoreticalerrorof25 M eV,corresponding to a relative errorofabout14% ,would provide

uswith an accuratedeterm ination ofjVubj,through am easurem enttotallyindependentfrom

thesem i-leptonicchannel,and with experim entaland theoreticalsystem atice�ectsdi�erent

from that case. Even though the rate (which goes as the squared lepton m ass) is m uch

sm aller,theB + ! �+ �� leptonic decay channelisalso quite interesting,because the m uch

sm allernum berofeventscould becom pensated by a m uch highere�ciency in detecting the

�nalstatecharged lepton.

fB also entersin phenom enologicalanalysesoftheB 0{�B 0 m ixing am plitudes,togetherwith

the so called renorm alization group invariant B -param eter B̂ B . The square ofthe m ixing

param eter� = fB

q

B̂ B isin factrelated to them atrix elem entoftherenorm alized �B = 2

Ham iltonian [12]. Alltheoreticalcalculations of B̂ B tend to give values very close to one

for both the B 0
d and the B 0

s m esons,see table 1 and ref.[14]for QCD sum rules. Thus

1 Iuse the norm alization convention in which f� = 132 M eV.
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fD (M eV) fD s
(M eV) fB (M eV) fB s

=fB

205� 15 235� 15 175� 25 1:15� 0:05

B̂ B d
extrapolated B̂ B d

HQET B̂ B d
=B̂ B s

�d (M eV)

1:40� 0:10 1:08� 0:06� 0:08 1:01� 0:01 207� 30

Table 1: Lattice predictions for severalquantities ofinterestin heavy avour physics. A

detailed explanation ofthe m ethodsused to com pute these quantities,and ofthe evaluation

ofthe system atic errorscan be found in [8]{[10]. The num bersgiven here are m y personal

com pilation oflattice results obtained from the num bers reported in refs.[8]{[10]and the

resultswhich can be found in ref.[13].

the strength ofthe m ixing is essentially regulated by the m eson decay constant. Taking

into accountthetheoreticaluncertainties,and theexperim entalerrorson therelevantCKM

m atrix elem ents and on the B lifetim e,one predicts �M B d
= 0:55 � 0:13 ps [15],to be

com pared with theexperim entalworld average�M B d
= 0:464� 0:018 ps.

The value offB isalso im portantforCP violation in B decays. Itwasrealized long tim e

ago [16]that a value of� � 200 M eV,com bined with a large value ofthe top m ass,(in

the following Iwilluse m M S
t (m M S

t ) = 167� 8 GeV) leads to a large value ofsin2�,the

param eterwhich controlsCP violation in B ! J= K s decays

A =
N (B 0

d ! J= K s)(t)� N (�B 0
d ! J= K s)(t)

N (B 0
d ! J= K s)(t)+ N (�B 0

d ! J= K s)(t)
= sin2� sin�M B d

t: (2)

Thisisshown in �g.1wherethedistribution ofacceptablevaluesofsin2�,obtained from a

com bined analysisofthekaon CP violation param eter� and oftheB0d{
�B 0
d m ixingrate�M B d

isshown [15].Thehistogram referstothedistribution ofvaluesofsin2� obtained by varying

within theirerrorsthevaluesofthedi�erentexperim entaland theoreticalquantitieswhich

enterin thetheoreticalpredictions.Thedashed histogram isobtained asthepreviousone,by

im posing thefurthercondition that� = 207� 30 M eV.From thedashed distribution shown

in the �gure,one getssin2� = 0:68� 0:10,a value quite reassuring forfuture experim ents

attheB -factories.

Thereliability ofthelatticeestim atesofthem eson decay constantsisdem onstrated by the

factthatfD s
,which waspredicted longbeforethe�rstexperim entalm easurem ent[17],agrees

with the presentexperim entalworld average from D s ! ��� decays,fD s
= 241� 21� 30

M eV (fD s
� 260 M eV ifone includesthe L3 m easurem entfrom Ds ! ���)[18]. Further,

indirect inform ation can be extracted from the experim entallower bound on the B 0
s{
�B 0
s

m ixing am plitude.Taking �M B s
� 9:2 psfrom experim entsand fB s

=fB = 1:15� 0:05+ 0:15

from theory,where the last error is an estim ate ofthe error com ing from the quenched

approxim ation 2,one obtainsfB � 160 M eV in good agreem entwith the directtheoretical

2 In the ratio ofthe decay constantsm any system aticerrorscancel.
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Figure1: Distributionsofvaluesforcos� and sin2�,formt = (168� 8)GeV.Thevaluesof

the param etersare those used in the second ofrefs.[16]. The solid histogram sare obtained

withoutusing the inform ation com ing from the experim entaldeterm ination of�M B d
. The

dashedonesuses�M B d
= 0:464� 0:018,withthecondition 177M eV � �d = fB d

q

B̂ B d
� 237

M eV. 4



prediction [15].

Iwanttoconcludethissection with acom m enton the\heavyness" ofthecharm quark.The

HQET isnota m odel. ItisQCD system atically expanded in powersofa sm allparam eter

�Q C D =m Q ,where m Q is the quark m ass and �Q C D stands for a scale ofthe order ofthe

strong interaction scale. Thusif�Q C D = �Q C D � 300 M eV,since mcharm � 1:2{1:5 GeV,

the expansion param eter is a sm allnum ber even in the charm case. If,instead,�Q C D =

2�fD � 1:2 GeV orofthe orderofthe nucleon m ass,the expansion param eterisoforder

one and the heavy quark expansion isexpected to fail. Lattice studiesofthe behaviourof

the m eson decay constantfM asa function ofthe inverse m eson m ass[8]{[10]have shown

thatthe expansion param eteris,atleastin thiscase,ofthe orderof1 GeV.These results

havebeen con�rm ed by calculationsusing QCD sum rules[14].Such a largevalueof�Q C D
im pliesthatpowercorrectionsare� 80% {100% forthecharm ed m eson decay constant,and

� 25% {30% in theB -m eson case.Correctionsofthesam eorderarealsoexpected,and were

indeed found in latticecalculations,forthesem i-leptonicform factorsrelevantin B ! � and

B ! � decays[9].A special,and probably unique,casewheretheapplication oftheHQET

tothecharm issuccesful,becauseofLuke’stheorem [19],isrepresented by thesem i-leptonic

B ! D and D � decays which are discussed in sec. 3. In allthe other cases,as in the

discussion ofthe charm ed hadron lifetim esofsec.7,there isstrong experim entalevidence

thatthecharm isnotheavy enough to m akeHQET applicable.

3 Exclusive sem i-leptonic decays

In thissection Iwilldiscusssom etheoreticalissuesrelated to exclusive heavy-to-heavy and

heavy-to-lightsem i-leptonicdecays.

3.1 Vcb from B ! D �l�l

In heavy-to-heavy decays,a golden plated determ ination ofjVcbjisgiven by thecom parison

ofthedi�erentialdecay ratefortheprocessB ! D �l�l to itstheoreticalexpression
3

d�

dw
=

G 2
F

48�3
(M B � MD �)2M 3

D �

p
w 2 � 1(w + 1)2

�

 

1+
4w

w + 1

M 2
B � 2wMB M D � + M 2

D �

(M B � MD �)2

!

jVcbj
2
F

2(w); (3)

3 Forlack ofspaceIwillnotdiscusstheprocessB ! D l�l forwhich both m easurem ents,and theoretical

predictions,exist.
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wherethevariablew,related to them om entum trasferq,isgiven by

w = vB � vD � =
E D �

M D �

=
M 2

B + M 2
D � � q2

2M B M D �

: (4)

In the in�nite m ass lim it, up to logarithm ic corrections, F (w) tends to the Isgur-W ise

function �(w).W hen both mb and m charm becom e very large,the norm alization of�(w)at

zero recoilis �xed by the conservation ofthe weak current,i.e. �(w = 1) = 1. In these

lim itsthen,up to thetrivialkinem aticalfactorsappearing in eq.(4),a m odelindependent

extraction ofjVcbjispossible.Two elem entsareim portantforan accuratedeterm ination of

jVcbj,however: the controlofthe correctionsdue to di�erente�ectsatzero recoil,and the

extrapolation oftherateto w = 1.

i)The norm alization ofF (w = 1)ism odi�ed by short-distance strong interactionse�ects,

which can in principle becom puted in perturbation theory,and by non-perturbative 1=m Q

corrections(starting atsecond orderby virtueofLuke’stheorem [19]).W ehavethen

F (w = 1)= �A

�

1+ c2
�2Q C D

m 2
Q

+ :::
�

= �A

�

1+ �1=m 2

�

: (5)

A recent two-loop calculation has reduced the uncertainty com ing from the perturbative

corrections to less than 1% ,giving �A = 0:960 � 0:007 [20]. The evaluation of�1=m 2 is

m oreproblem atic,since thisisa non-perturbativequantity.Two di�erentapproacheswere

followed in the past. On the one hand,a classi�cation ofallthe 1=m 2
Q localoperators of

theHQET contributing to �1=m 2 wasm ade,and theirm atrix elem entsestim ated in a m odel

dependent way [21]. These estim ates gave � �1=m 2 = (3� 2)% . On the otherhand,zero-

recoilsum rules,which are in principle m odel-independent,gave a m uch larger correction

corresponding to � �1=m 2 = 5:5% {8% [22,23].Aftersom econtroversy,M .Neubert,by using

a \hybrid" m ethod,found a \Solom onic" result,which is\not-in-disagreem ent" with both

the values given above,nam ely � �1=m 2 = (5:5� 2:5)% [24]. This prediction is currently

adopted in alltheestim atesofthetheoreticalerroron jVcbjextracted from theexperim ental

m easurem entsoftheexclusive sem i-leptonicdecays.

A recent study of the accuracy of power corrections in e�ective theories, illustrated by

severalexplicitexam ples,showed thatthepredictionsfrom thezerorecoilsum rules,though

m odelindependent,are potentially subject to large corrections com ing from higher order

perturbative term swhich have notbeen com puted yet[25]. The sam e argum entsapply to

thecalculationsofrefs.[21,24].Forthisreason,and given thehigh accuracy reached by the

experim entalm easurem ents,Ibelievethata furthere�ortisneeded to try to reduce,and to

evaluate m ore realistically,the erroron �1=m 2. Thisisvery di�cultbecause the deviations

dueto �1=m 2 arerathersm all,and no theoreticalm ethod,including latticesim ulations,can

controltheuncertantiesto a su�cientdegreeofaccuracy.
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ii)Sincetheratevanishesatw = 1(seeeq.(3))inordertoextractF (w = 1)anextrapolation

ofthe data is necessary. This extrapolation isusually done by expanding the form factor

around w = 1

F (w)= F (1)
�

1� �̂
2(w � 1)+ ĉ(w � 1)2 + :::

�

: (6)

Theslope �̂ and thecurvature ĉcan be�tted directly from theexperim entalm easurem ents

ofthe di�erentialrate 4 [26,27]. Itis,however,helpfulforreducing the uncertainty ofthe

extrapolation to have theoreticalestim ates ofthese param eters,forwhich severalbounds,

and calculations,obtained using di�erent techniques,exist. The spread ofthe theoretical

predictionsfor�̂ is,unfortunately,stillratherlarge[8],whileforĉthereareonly analyticity

boundswhich relateitsvalueto thatof�̂ [28].In analogy to whatisdoneexperim entally,�̂

hasbeen extracted from latticecalculationsby �ttingtheform factorcom puted in num erical

sim ulationstoeq.(6).This�ttingprocedure,however,introducesaratherlargeuncertainty

in the�nalresult[8].Iwanttom ention thatam ethod toobtain directlythe�̂ and ĉ,without

any �tting procedure,orperturbativecalculation,hasbeen proposed in ref.[29],butonly a

prelim inary feasibility study ofthistechnique hasbeen done to date [30]. Contrary to the

caseof�1=m 2,itislikely thatm oreaccurate theoreticalresultsfor �̂ willbeobtained in the

nearfuture.

Asshown in �g.2,the valuesofF (w = 1)jVcbjextracted by the di�erentexperim ents are

quite consistent. This is true in spite ofthe fact that the �tted values of �̂ are som ehow

di�erent [27]. From the world average ofF (w = 1)jVcbj, by assum ing from the theory

F (w = 1)= 0:91� 0:03 oneobtains,

jVcbj= 0:0382� 0:0018� 0:0012 ; (7)

wherethelasterrorcom esfrom theestim ated theoreticaluncertainty.

3.2 Vub from B ! �l�l and B ! �l�l

Forheavy-to-lightsem i-leptonic decays,HQET islessusefulsince the norm alization ofthe

currentisnot�xed by sym m etry. Stillscaling lawscan be established forq2 � q2m ax. For

exam ple,up to logarithm iccorrections,one�nds[31,32]

f
+

P (~p�)= AM
1=2

P

 

1+
�

M P

+ :::

!

; (8)

wheref+B (~p�)istheform factorrelevantin B ! � decays.P denotestheheavy pseudoscalar

m eson,M P itsm ass,~p� the pion m om entum and A and � are non perturbative quantities.

4 Following ref.[7],Iusehere �̂ to denotethephysicalslope,in orderto distinguish itfrom � which refers

to the slopeofthe Isgur-W isefunction �.
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0.02        0.03  0.04        0.05

 ALEPH 0.0310±0.0018±0.0020

ARGUS 0.0390±0.0039±0.0028

CLEO 0.0351±0.0019±0.0018

0.0365±0.0019±0.0023

0.0339±0.0029±0.0023

   FIT 0.0348±0.0016

DELPHI

OPAL

Figure2:Determ inationsofjVcbjF (w = 1)from di�erentexperim entalm easurem ents. The

average isalso given.
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Thescaling law in eq.(8),and otherswhich can bederived fortheform factorsrelevantin

B ! �l�l or B ! K � decays,are valid in the heavy m eson rest fram e,for sm allvalues

ofthe lightm eson three-m om entum ,i.e. for~p� � M P . Scaling lawsatq
2 � 0 can also be

derived by com putingtheform factorsusinglight-conewavefunctions[33].Forexam pleone

�ndsA 1(q
2 = 0)� M

� 3=2

P ,where A 1 isthe axialform factorentering in B ! �l�l decays.

Unfortunately,correctionsto theasym ptoticscaling behaviourwere found to belargeboth

in latticecalculations[9,32]and using QCD sum rules[33],cf.also thediscussion on power

corrections in sec.2. A further constraint which can be used in theoreticalpredictions is

thatcom ing from theequality ofsom eoftheform factorsin thehelicity basisatq2 = 0,e.g.

f+ (q2 = 0)= f0(q2 = 0),and from analyticity [34]. The above inform ation isparticularly

usefulfor lattice calculations,where only a m odest range ofthe physicalq2 is presently

accessible.

Severaltheoreticalm ethodshavebeen used topredicttheform factorsforB ! � and B ! �

decays. Besides the lattice calculations[9]and the QCD sum rules [33]m entioned above,

severalquark m odelcalculations have also appeared in the literature. A com plete list of

theoreticalcalculations can be found in refs.[18,26,27]. It is interesting that,with the

increasing experim entalprecision,itispossible to discrim inate the \good" from the \bad"

m odelsby confronting theratio ofwidths�(B ! �)=�(B ! �),in which theunknown jVubj

cancels,to thetheoreticalpredictions[18,26,27].A com pilation ofresults,obtained by the

CLEO collaboration using di�erenttheoreticalm odelsisshown in �g.3. In the extraction

ofjVubj,som e m odels,theresultsofwhich aregiven in the�gureabove thehorizontalline,

havealsobeen used in theM onteCarloanalysisofthedata,in ordertogenerateeventstobe

confronted to the experim entalm easurem ents. The corresponding valuesforjVubjare only

given in thesecases.Thelastvalue,denoted as\Endpointm ethod" refers,forcom parison,

totheresultobtained from inclusivecharm lessdecays,tobediscussed in thefollowing.From

the�gure,weseethatthedom inanterroristhetheoreticalone.Thisistruein spiteofthe

encouraging progresses m ade by the theoreticalcalculations in the last few years. These

progresses are evident ifone com pares the results of�g.3 to those available at the tim e

ofthe 5th Sym posium on Heavy FlavourPhysics,held in M ontrealin 1993 [35]. A further

im provem entofthepresentsituation islikely to occurin thenearfuture,particularly from

latticecalculations.

4 Exclusive non-leptonic decays

In thissection,Ibriey discuss a few item sconnected to exclusive two-body non leptonic

decays.

Factorization:Factorization isan interesting phenom enologicalidea which allowsusto pre-

dictnon-leptonicam plitudesin term sofsem i-leptonic form factorsand ofvectorand pseu-

9



ISGW II

WSB

Melikhov

Burdman-Kambor/UKQCD

Average

IV  I/10ub

-3

Ball et al.

Khodjamirian-Rückl

Narison

APE

ELC

Demchuk et al.

Faustov et al.

Grach et al.

Lellouch

Endpoint Method

0 5

3.1±0.8

3.4±0.2±

2.9±0.2±0.3

4.0±0.2±0.4
0.5±0.5

0.3
0.4

3.1±0.2±0.3
0.4±0.5

3.3±0.2±0.3
0.4±0.7

Figure 3: Experim entaldeterm inations ofjVubjfrom exclusive B ! � and B ! � sem i-

leptonicdecays.Theresultsdependon thetheoreticalm odelusedin theexperim entalanalysis.

Only the m odelsabove the orizontalline have been used to extractjVubjfrom the data. The

value ofjVubjfrom inclusive decaysisalso given atthe bottom ofthe �gure.

10



doscalardecay constants. In a way,itcorrespondsto an elaborated version ofthe vacuum

saturation approxim ation. Factorization wasoriginally used to estim ate kaon decay am pli-

tudes[36].In theeighties,itwasapplied by Stech and collaboratorsin analyzing D -m eson

decays [37]and itsexplanation in term softhe 1=N expansion,where N isthe num ber of

colours,was subsequently proposed [38]. M ore recently,it has been suggested that fac-

torization holds in the heavy quark lim it,for som e energetic decay channels,because the

ultrarelativisticlightm esonsin the�nalstatedo nothavetim eto exchangegluons[39,40].

In ref.[41]itwasshown,however,thatthedem onstration offactorization given in [40]has

som eproblem s.Itm aybestilltruethatfactorizationbecom esvalid in thein�nitem asslim it,

buta convincing proofofthis intuitive physicalidea is stillm issing. Severalobservations

arenecessary atthispoint.

i)Factorization doesnotwork forcharm m eson decays,where,m oreover,large �nal-state

interaction e�ects are m easured (�nal-state interactions are zero ifam plitudes factorize).

Thism ay bedue eitherto a failureoffactorization,orto the factthat,asobserved above,

thecharm quark isnotheavy enough.Indeed factorization,com bined with theassum ption

that�nal-stateinteractionsaredom inated bynearbyresonances,hasbeen succesfullyapplied

to phenom enologicalstudiesofcharm ed m eson decays,forexam plein ref.[42].

ii)Thee�ectiveHam iltonian which controlsweak charm decayshastheform

H =
X

i

Ci

 
M W

�

!

Ô i(�); (9)

where Ô i(�)arecom positeoperatorsrenorm alized atthescale� and Ci(M W =�)thecorre-

sponding W ilson coe�cients.Thedependence on � oftheoperatorsiscom pensated by the

dependenceon � oftheW ilson coe�cients.Thefactorized m atrix elem entsoftheoperators,

however,are�-independent.Thusthe�nalphysicalam plitude,in thefactorization approx-

im ation,seem s to depend on the renorm alization scale. Itm ay be true thatther exists a

scale at which non-factorizable contributions are sm all,e.g. � = m b for B -decays,but a

violation offactorization m ustbepresentto som eextent.

iii)Asrecently shown in ref.[43]factorization and quark-hadron duality are incom patible.

Toreconcileduality and factorization acertain am ountofnon-factorizablecontributionshas

to beallowed.

In conclusion,weknow thatnon-factorizablecontributionsoughtto bethere,and thatthey

areim portantforcharm decays.Thebasicquestion isthen to havea quantitativeestim ate

oftheirsizein B -decays.Thisproblem hasbeen studied in extensiveexperim entalanalyses

oftwo-body exclusive decays[26]and itcould be possibly accessible to lattice sim ulations

in thenearfuture[44],seebelow.

Non-leptonicdecayson thelattice:Thereexistonlyquiteold(andnotveryaccurate)studies

ofheavy-quark two-body non-leptonic decays on the lattice,perform ed at m Q � mcharm
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DE CE

DA CA

Figure4:Non-penguin Feynm an diagram sfornon-leptonic two-body decays.

[45]. In these calculations only \non-penguin" am plitudes were considered,nam ely those

corresponding to the following Feynm an diagram s: disconnected em ission (DE),denoted

alsoasT orT0in ref.[46];thecolour-suppressed connected (non-factorizable)em ission (CE),

denoted also as C orC 0;the helicity suppressed disconnected annihilation (DA),denoted

also asA orA 0,and connected annihilation (CA),denoted also asE orE 0.Thesediagram s

aregiven in �g.4.

In [45]itwasfound thatthe am plitude ofthe non-factorizable diagram CE wasaboutone

third oftheleading contribution given by DE,asexpected on thebasisthe1=N expansion,

and thattheam plitudeofDA wasindeed com patiblewith zero.Theam plitudecorrespond-

ing to CA,which isassum ed to be negligible in som e theoreticalanalyses[46],wasfound,

however,tobeaslargeasonehalfofthatfrom DE.Alltheaboveresultswereunfortunately

a�icted by large statisticaland system aticalerrors,and have never been repeated since.

Thereason forthisisthatalllatticecalculationsoftwo-body non-leptonicam plitudeswere

abruptly interrupted when the M aiani-Testa no-go theorem waspublished [47]. Thistheo-

rem statesthefollowing.In num ericalsim ulationson thelattice,itisunavoidable to m ake

a W ick rotation to theEuclidean space-tim e,wherein-and out-statesareindistinguishable.

From the standard study ofthe correlation functions one obtains then the average ofthe

in-and out-am plitudesinstead ofthephysicalone,thusloosing allinform ation about�nal

12



stateinteractions5.Forexam ple,in thecalculation ofthedecay ofaB -m eson intotwo light

m esonsM 1 and M 2,m ediated by theweak Ham iltonian H
W ,onegets

A
W =

1

2

�

outhM 1 M 2jH
W
jB i+ in hM 1 M 2jH

W
jB i

�

; (10)

instead ofouthM 1 M 2jH
W jB ionly. M oreover,atlarge tim e-distances,the correlation func-

tionsfrom which theam plitudesareusually extracted aredom inated by theo�-shellm atrix

elem ent hM 1(~p1 = 0) M 2(~p2 = 0)jH W jB i,instead ofthe physicalam plitude. In general,

theM aiani-Testatheorem preventsthecalculation oftim e-likeelectro-m agneticform factors

and strong and weak decaysin two orm ore hadron �nalstates. Itsextension can be used

to show that it also lim its the possibility ofcom puting inclusive cross-sections and decay

rates [49]. A possible way out ofthis problem ,under m ild assum ptions,although at the

price ofintroducing som e m odeldependence,hasbeen recently suggested in ref.[44]. W e

do notknow atpresentiftheproposalofref.[44]will,in practice,succeed in extracting the

physicalam plitudesincluding the phasesdue to �nalstate interactions. Feasibility studies

are currently underway. Ifthe proposalworks,a new �eld ofinvestigation (factorization,

scaling laws,e�ectsdueto nearby resonances)willbeopen to latticecalculations.

Otherinteresting two-body am plitudes:

i)Penguin Pollution:in B 0 ! �+ �� decays,CP violating e�ectsaregiven by thecom bined

contribution oftree-leveldiagram sand penguin diagram s[50]. In orderto extractthe rel-

evant phases,it is the necessary to discrim inate the two e�ects. Experim entally,this can

be achieved by separating the term proportionalto cos�M B d
tfrom that proportionalto

sin�M B d
tin thetim e-dependentasym m etry

A =
N (B 0

d ! �+ �� )(t)� N (�B 0
d ! �+ �� )(t)

N (B 0
d ! �+ �� )(t)+ N (�B 0

d ! �+ �� )(t)
: (11)

A theoreticalcalculation ofthe tree-leveland penguin contributions using the m ethod of

ref.[44],com bined with the experim entalanalysis,would certainly help to reduce the sys-

tem aticuncertantiesin the�nalresults.

ii)Isospin analysis: by com bining the m easured ratesofthe B 0 ! �+ �� and B 0 ! �0�0

decays,one can rem ove the penguin contribution,by isolating the pure �I = 3=2 am pli-

tude [50]. The di�culty ofthism ethod isdue to the m easurem ent ofthe decay rate into

two neutralpions,which isexpected to becoloursuppressed.An alternativem ethod,based

on a com bined study ofB 0 ! ��,B0 ! �K and B 0 ! K �K decays,using approxim ate

avourSU(3)sym m etry hasalso been proposed. There isno space to discuss the details,

and uncertainties,ofthism ethod,forwhich thereadercan referto [50].Iwantonly to add

one observation,which m ay stim ulate further investigation. In refs.[46,50],it is usually

5In ref.[48],a sim ilarproblem wasfound in the contextofQ CD sum rules.

13



assum ed that the non-factorizable annihilation diagram CA is negligible,in contrast,but

within large errors,and for sm aller heavy quark m asses,with the results ofref.[45],see

above.A reappraisalofthelatticecalculationsofthenon-leptonicam plitudes,on largelat-

tices,and by using thetheoreticalim provem entsdeveloped in thelastfew years[49]would

certainly bevery usefulin thisrespect.

5 Pow er corrections in the H Q ET

Inthissectiontheproblem ofcontrollingpowercorrectionsintheheavyquarke�ectivetheory

(HQET) is discussed. These corrections are necessary for an accurate evaluation ofboth

inclusiveand exclusivedecaysofhadronscontainingab-quark.Thebasicquestion iswhether

they can becom puted with a theoreticalerrorsm allerthan thecorrectionsthem selves[25].

To be speci�c,we start by considering the generic expression for the inclusive decay rate

[51]{[55]

�(H b ! X f)=
G 2
F m

5
b

192�3

(  

1+
�1 + 3�2

2m 2
b

!

C
3

f +
6�2

m 2
b

C
5

f +
16�2f2B M B

m 3
b

X

i

C
6

iB
6

i + :::

)

;(12)

and theratio ofform factorsin B ! D �l�l decays[4]

hV (! = v� v0)

hA(! = v� v0)
=
C V (!)

C A(!)

 

1+
�

m c

f(!)+ :::

!

: (13)

In theaboveexpressionshV;A aretherelevantvectorand axialvectorform factors;C 3
f,C

5
f,

C 6
i,C

V (!)and C A(!)are shortdistance quantitiesthatcan be com puted in perturbation

theory;thequarkm assm b,thebindingenergy�,thekineticenergy� 1,thechrom o-m agnetic

term �2 and the B 6
i’s,that are related to the m atrix elem ents offour-ferm ion operators,

requireinstead a non-perturbativeevaluation.

In som e cases the non-perturbative param eters can be directly related,at the leading or-

derin 1=m Q ,to a physicalquantity. This isthe case ofthe chrom o-m agnetic term which

corresponds to the B �{B m ass splitting,�2 = 1=4(M 2
B � � M 2

B ). In general,however,the

coe�cientsofthe1=m Q expansion,and thecorresponding non-perturbativeparam eters,are

plagued by renorm alon am biguities. Thisproblem ispresent forexam ple in the de�nition

thebindingenergy �appearingin eq.(13)and in them atrix elem entsB 6
i ofthefourferm ion

operatorsin eq.(12)[25],[56]{[58].In thesecases,thecancellation oftheam biguitiesoccurs

between them atrix elem entsofthehigherdim ensionaloperatorsand theW ilson coe�cient

functions(C 3
f,C

5
f,:::).Thelatterhavetobecom puted tosu�ciently high orderofperturba-

tion theory forthecancellation to beundercontrol.Letusim aginethatwewantto achieve

an accuracy ofO (1=m k
b).A sim pleargum entindicatesthat,in principle,theleading W ilson
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coe�cienthastobecom puted atleasttoan ordersuch that� s(m b)
n � (�Q C D =m b)

k [25,59].

Since,in thecalculationsperform ed up to now,only the�rstfew term softheperturbation

series are known,it is not possible to check that the rem aining term s are negligible. By

studying som e sim ple exam ples,ithasbeen shown thatthe knowledge ofonly a few term s

is,in general,insu�cientto controlthepowercorrections[25].Although theresultsrely on

som e approxim ationsthatwere adopted in these exam ples,itislikely thatthe conclusions

willrem ain valid in general,and thatin m ostcasesa furthertheoreticale�ortisneeded.

Letusconsider,forexam ple,theunphysicalparam eter�= M H � mpole which isfrequently

usedinphenom enologicalstudiesofB -physics.Resultsandboundsfor�havebeenpresented

in the literature [60]{[63].In orderforthisto m ake any sense,� m ustbe de�ned precisely

in term sofsom e physicalquantity,and itsvalue willdepend on thisphysicalquantity and

on the orderofperturbation theory used to extract�. In ref.[25]ithasbeen shown that,

even by using a consistentand renorm alon-freede�nition ofthebinding energy,oneexpects

thatthe value of� willchange by severalhundred M eV,i.e. by an am ountcom parable to

itsvalue,astheorderofperturbation theory isincreased.Theerroron � can beseen asan

erroron theM S m assoftheb-quark m M S

b (m M S

b )asderived from theHQET [64]

m
M S

b (m M S

b )= 4:17� 0:05� 0:20GeV ; (14)

where the last(and larger)errorcom esfrom an estim ate ofthe uncertainty due to higher

ordercorrectionsin perturbation theory.

Sim ilarproblem sareencountered in thecaseof�1.Oneexam pleisgiven by thezero recoil

sum rules [67,68]. In this case,in order to derive bounds on the relevant form factors,

and on the heavy-quark kinetic energy param eter�1,a physicalcut-o� � isintroduced,to

suppressthe contribution ofstateswith excitation energiesgreaterthan �. The di�culty

in achieving an accuratedeterm ination orbound with a physicalcut-o� isdueto thehigher

orderperturbative correctionsand only by arriving to an ordersuch that�ns � O (�1=�
2)

it willbe possible to obtain signi�cant results. A connected exam ple is provided by the

di�erent theoreticaldeterm inations of�1,which are given in table 2. Som e ofthem are

notcom patible,ifwe acceptasrealistic the errorsquoted in the originalpapers. Ibelieve

thatthe di�erences are due to higherorderperturbative corrections,which have notbeen

com puted,orestim ated,yet.

6 Sem i-leptonic inclusive decays

The idea thatinclusive decay ratesofheavy quarkscan be com puted in the parton m odel

isquite old and was used,forexam ple,in ref.[73]to predict charm hadron lifetim es. To

accountforbound state e�ects,the partonic calculation wassuccessively im proved by the

introduction ofa phenom enologicalm odel,called the\spectatorm odel" [74,75],which has
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Theoreticalestim atesof�1

Reference M ethod � �1 (GeV
2)

Eletsky and Shuryak [65] QCD sum rules 0:18� 0:16

Balland Braun [66] QCD sum rules 0:52� 0:12

Bigietal.[67] ZR sum rules � 0:36

Kapustin etal.[68] ZR sum rules+O (�s)+ O (�2s�0) � �

Ligetiand Nir[69] Experim ent � 0:63 if�� 240 M eV

Experim ent � 0:10 if�� 500 M eV

Gim �enezetal.[70] Lattice � 0:09� 0:14

Chernyak [71] Experim ent 0:14� 0:03

Grem m etal.[63] Experim ent 0:19� 0:10

Neubert[72] VirialTheorem 0:10� 0:05

Table 2: Som e ofthe values of�1 obtained in di�erenttheoreticalanalyses. \Experim ent"

denotes the extraction of �1 from the experim entaldata, for exam ple the charged-lepton

spectrum distribution in sem i-leptonic B -m eson decays. \ZR sum rules" denotes the zero

recoilsum rules.

been and continues to be extensively used to extract jVcbjand jVubjfrom inclusive sem i-

leptonic decays. A noble theoreticalfram ework forthe spectatorm odelwasthen provided

by the operator product expansion applied to inclusive decays ofheavy quarks [51]{[55].

The generalresult issum m arized in eq.(12),which holdsforboth inclusive sem i-leptonic

and non-leptonicdecays.The�rstterm on ther.h.s.ofeq.(12)istheparton m odelresult;

correctionsofO (1=m 2
b)aredueto thekineticenergy � �1 and thespin interaction �2 ofthe

heavy quark in thehadron 6;thefour-ferm ion operatorcontributionstothe1=m 3
b correction,

written in term softheB 6
i param eters,correspond,in theold language,to W -exchangeand

interferencehigher-twiste�ects.Thesee�ectswereconsidered in ordertoexplain thelifetim e

di�erencesam ong thedi�erentcharm ed hadrons[76].

In m odern language,theuse ofthe parton m odelto com pute inclusive decaysrelieson the

assum ption of\quark-hadron" duality: in sem i-leptonic decays,where the integration over

the lepton and neutrino m om enta corresponds to an integration over the invariant m ass

ofthe recoiling hadronic system ,we have globalduality,whereas in non-leptonic decays,

where the hadronic m assis�xed to be equalto the heavy hadron m ass,we speak oflocal

duality.Duality isassum ed,butcannotbeproven in QCD.W eknow thatitprovidesagood

description ofseveralphysicalprocessessuch asinclusivedeep inelasticscattering,inclusive

e+ e� annihilation into hadrons,Drell-Yan processes,etc.The assum ption ofglobalduality

seem salso to work forsem i-leptonic(and radiative)decays.Thism eansthatweareableto

6 Up to a rede�nition ofthe quark m ass,there isindeed a relation between theFerm im om entum ofthe

heavy quark in the m odelofref.[75]and �1.
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predictthe inclusive �SL(b! X cl�l),�SL(b! X ul�l)and �SL(b! s)rates. Thisisnot

the case forlocalduality since there isstrong experim entalevidence thatwe are unable to

explain B -hadron lifetim esin thefram ework ofthe1=m b expansion,seesec.7.

Thesituation for�SL(b! X cl�l)issubstantially unchanged sincelastyear.Forthisreason,

Idirectthereadertoref.[7]foradiscussion ofthetheoreticaluncertaintiesin thecalculation

ofthisquantity.Here Ilim itm yselfgiving the upgraded world average valuesofjVcbjfrom

inclusive decays

jVcbj
� (4s) = 0:0391� 0:0007� 0:0030 ;

jVcbj
LE P = 0:0412� 0:0004� 0:0030 ; (15)

wheretheresultsfrom low energy and LEP energieshavebeen given separated.Thereason

isthatthedi�erentcentralvaluesareinduced m ostly by thedi�erencesin thesem i-leptonic

branching ratio m easured in the two cases [18]. Notice the excellent agreem ent between

theseresultsand thenum bergiven in eq.(7).

The above results m ake us con�dent that we are able to m ake accurate predictions for

�SL(b! X cl�l).A related problem iswhetherwearealso ableto predictthesem i-leptonic

branching ratio B SL,and the average num berofcharm ed hadronsnc. Since the form eris

given by theratio of�SL(b! X cl�l)to thetotalwidth,theproblem iswhetherweareable

to predictinclusive non-leptonicwidths.Recently,therewasa lotofdebateaboutwhether

the theoreticalvalue ofB SL is in agreem ent,or in disagreem ent, with the experim ental

m easurem ents[55,77,78]and,in thesecond case,severalexplanations,within and beyond

the standard m odel,have been proposed [79]{[82]. Since there are im portant di�erences

between low energy and LEP results[18]

B
� (2s)

SL = 10:49� 0:17� 0:43 ; n
� (2s)
c = 1:12� 0:05

B
LE P
SL = 10:95� 0:13� 0:29 ; n

� (2s)
c = 1:22� 0:08 (16)

itisprobably prem atureto draw any conclusion atthisstage.

jVubjcould be extracted,in principle,from the totalsem i-leptonic width in the sam e way

as jVcbj. In practice,however,only the endpoint spectrum is used,in order to elim inate

the background due to b ! cl�l decays. The cut on the lepton energy E l is �xed by the

requirem entthatthe recoiling hadronic system X hasan invariantm assM X � MD ,so as

to inhibit charm decays. In this region,however,we run into troubles with the operator

productexpansion.Schem atically,wecan write

d�(b! ul�l)

dE l

=
X

n

Z
ym ax(E l)

ym in (E l)

dy

 
�Q C D

m b(1� y)

! n

�n(y)+ :::; (17)

where:::representterm swhich aresuppressed aspowersofm b.Only the�rstfew term sin

theexpansion aboveareknown becausethey can berelated to �1,�2,etc.Thehigherorder
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term sdepend on m atrix elem entsofhigherdim ensionallocaloperators,which can atm ost

beestim ated within a speci�cphenom enologicalm odel.

Near the end point,ym in � 1 � M2X =m
2
b (ym ax is always ofO (1)) so that when M X �

q

�Q C D M B ,allthe term sin the expansion (17)becom e equally im portant. Ateven larger

valuesofE l,M X � �Q C D .In thiscasewearein theelasticregion (corresponding toB ! �,

B ! �,etc.) and the decay cannotbe analyzed with operatorproductexpansion. Unfor-

tunately,M X �
q

�Q C D M B isabout1:2{1:3 GeV,a valuevery closeto thekinem aticalcut

which iscurrently used in theexperim entsto extractjVubj.Thisim pliesthattheextraction

ofjVubjis stillsubject to an intrinsic m odeldependence,which can be reduced either by

enlarging theregion ofE lfrom wherejVubjisextracted,atthepriceofincreasing thecharm

background,orby asound theoreticalprediction ofthe\wave"function [52,54]oftheheavy

quark.

7 N on-leptonic inclusive decays

In thissection itwillbeshown thatitisvery unlikely thathigherordercorrectionsin 1=m b

can explain thediscrepancy between thetheoreticalpredictionsfortheB to�b lifetim eratio

R = �B =�� b
.

For R,the dependence on the �fth power ofthe quark m ass, as wellas allrenorm alon

am biguities up to order 1=m 3
b,cancelout. W e thus expect R to be one ofthe soundest

predictions ofHQET.The discrepancy between theory and experim entaldata is evidence

forthe failure oflocalduality in the calculation ofthe non-leptonic (NL)widthsofheavy

hadrons.

To order1=m 2
b in theheavy quark expansion,thelifetim eratio R isgiven by

R = 1+
�1(B )� �1(�b)

2m 2
b

+ CG

�2(B )� �2(�b)

m 2
b

+ O (1=m 3

b); (18)

wherethedi�erenceofkineticenergies�1(B )� �1(�b)= 0:01� 0:03 GeV2 can beobtained

from thespectrum oftheheavy hadrons;�2(�b)= 0;�2(B )= (M 2
B � � M 2

B )=4= 0:12 GeV 2

and CG =3 � 1:1.Using thenum ericalvaluesgiven above oneobtainsR = 1:02+ O (1=m3b),

incom patible with the observed ratio oflifetim es R = 1:27� 0:05. W ithin the standard

HQET,in orderto explain the large deviation from unity forthisratio itisnecessary the

the m atrix elem ents ofthe four-quark operators entering in the 1=m 3
b corrections (and in

particularthose relative to the �b)be m uch largerthan those estim ated in quark m odels,

and m ore recently with QCD sum rules[55,80]. In m y opinion,thisrem ainsan open,but

very unlikely possibility.An alternativeexplanation isthatforNL widthsthereisevidence,

contrary totheorthodox expectations,ofcorrectionsofO (1=m b).Thesecorrectionsarewell

18



described by thesim pleansatzthatreplacesthequark m asswith thedecaying hadron m ass

in them 5
Q factorin frontoftheNL width [8,79]

�(H b ! X f)=
G 2
F m

5
b

192�3
jH Q E T + O (1=m 2

b)!
G 2
F M

5
H

192�3
+ O (1=M 2

H ): (19)

Thisreplacem entprovidesa m uch betterdescription ofthe NL widths. In ref.[79],itwas

shown that,forbeauty,both the problem softhe SL branching ratio and ofthe di�erence

in the lifetim es ofthe �b baryon and the B m esons are quantitatively solved. Forcharm

a m uch better �tto the seven known lifetim es is obtained in term s offourparam eters of

reasonablesize:onelifetim e,oneinterferencecontribution forD + ,onefor�+ and a sm aller

W -exchangeterm forD s.Iwillnow givem oredetailson theanalysisofref.[79].

Given theagreem entbetween thevalueofjVcbjextracted from inclusiveb! cand exclusive

B ! D � sem i-leptonic (SL) decays and the approxim ate equality ofthe SL widths for

charm ed hadrons (within large uncertainties and with a rather lim ited num ber of cases

where m easurem entsexist),itisassum ed thatthe HQET isable to predictthe SL widths

�SL oftheheavy hadrons.Underthisassum ption,and using theansatz(19),onegets

R = (
m � b

m B

)5[1� 2:24BSL(B )]+ 2:24B SL(B )+ O (1=M 2

H ); (20)

wherethefactor2.24arisesfrom taking theelectron,them uon and thetau SL m odesin the

ratio1:1:0.24[83],andthedi�erenceintheSL ratesofthe� bandB hasbeenneglected.From

M � b
= 5623� 6 M eV [84]and MB = 5279� 2 M eV [85],by using BSL(B )= 10:77� 0:43% ,

one�nds 7

�B

�� b

= 1:29� 0:05 (21)

in perfectagreem entwith theexperim entalresult.

So far this agreem ent can be considered to be a num ericalaccident, lacking theoretical

explanation. For this reason,it is quite interesting to consider what happens in the case

ofcharm ed particlesforwhich seven lifetim es have been m easured,see table 3. Atlowest

orderin the1=m Q expansion,am uch betteragreem entwith theexperim entalresultsforthe

lifetim esisobtained by replacing theheavy-quark m assby thehadron m assesasin eq.(19).

W eneglectatthisstageany otherm asscorrection and write�N L(M H )= �tot(M H )� 2�SL,

wherefor�SL a universalvaluechosen astheaverageoftheexperim entalvaluesforD
+ ,D 0

and �c,or�SL = (0:174� 0:015)ps� 1 isused [85]. The dependence on the hadron m assof

�N L(M H )willbetaken according to�N L(M H )= (M H =M 0)
n�N L(m 0)with n = 5,whereM 0

isaround theaveragem assoftherelevanthadron.W ethen have

�tot(M H )= �
� 1(M H )= �

� 1(M 0)(
M H

M 0

)n + 2�SL(1� (
M H

M 0

)n) (22)
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Hadron M ass(M eV/c2) � (ps) BSL(% ) �SL = B SL=� (ps� 1)

D � 1869:4� 0:4 1:057� 0:015 17:2� 1:9 16:3� 1:8

D 0 1864:6� 0:5 0:415� 0:004 8:1� 1:1 19:5� 2:6

D s 1968:5� 0:7 0:467� 0:017

�0
c 2285:1� 0:6 0:200� 0:011 4:5� 1:7 22:5� 8:5

�0
c 2470:3� 1:8 0:098� 0:019

��

c 2465:1� 1:6 0:350� 0:055


0
c 2704� 4 0:055� 0:023

Table 3: Properties ofcharm ed m esons and baryons;the 
0 values are an average ofthe

data quoted in ref.[86].

Figure5:Lifetim evs.m assforcharm ed particles.Thedashed lineisthebest�tdescribed in

thetextforallseven pointsassum ingproportionality oftheNL widthsto M 5
H ,M H beingthe

hadron m ass.The solid line isthe best�trestricted to only the D 0,�c,�
0 and 
c lifetim es

with the sam e assum ptionsasbefore.
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Letus�x n = 5;M 0 = 2:3 GeV and �SL = 0:174 ps� 1 and �tallseven known lifetim esin

term sof�(M 0).�(m0)= 0:181 psisthen obtained.Thecorresponding �tisshown in �g.5

(dashed curve).W eseethatfouroutofseven lifetim esarein very good agreem entwith the

�tted curve. The lifetim esofD + ,of�+ and,to a lesserextent,ofD s are clearly out.The

discrepanciesforD + and �+ can beattributed to theinterferencee�ect[87].NotethatD +

istheonly m eson thatcan haveinterferenceattheCabibbo allowed leveland �+ istheonly

baryon thatcan havedoubleinterference,in thesensethat�+ = cus and both u and s can

interferewith thecorrespondingquarksfrom c! sud.ForD s theobserved sm allerdi�erence

isattributed to thepossibility ofW -exchange[87].Allofthesee�ectsareoforderf2
D =m

2
c or

1=m 3
c.Thesolid linein �g.5hasbeen obtained from am odi�ed �twhereonlytheD 0,�c,�

0

and 
c lifetim eshavebeen considered.In thiscase,�(M 0)= 0:161 ps,with therespectable

valueofthe�2=d:o:f:given by � 3:5,isobtained.Forcom parison,the�tofthequark m ass

to constantlifetim esresultsin a �2=d:o:f:� 250. Finally,forthe sam e fourlifetim es,one

�tsthepowern in eq.(22),keeping �xed thevalueofM 0 and �(M 0)attheobserved values

forthe D 0 m eson. In thisway one m ay check whether the bestpowerforn isclose to 5.

n = 4:5� 0:5 isfound,wheretheerrorarisesfrom theexperim entalerrorson thelifetim es.

M oreover,ifwewriteforD + ,�+ and D s theexpression �
� 1 = �� 1(M H )

h

1� (
�

M H

)3
i

,where

� isthe experim entalnum bergiven in table 3 and �(MH )istaken from the previous�tto

thefourrem aining lifetim es(with n=5 ),� = 1:6;2:2 and 1:3 GeV areobtained forD + ;�+

and D s,respectively. W e see thatthe resulting valuesofthiscorrection are large,asitis

obviousfrom �g.5,butnotunreasonable.

Theconclusion isthata num berofexperim entalfactsshow that�N L forcharm and beauty

decay approxim ately scalewith the�fth powerofhadron m asses(apartfrom correctionsof

order1=m 2
Q orsm aller)ratherthan having O (1=m 2

Q )correctionsto theuniversalbehaviour

predicted bytheHQET.SinceM 5
H b

= (m b+ ��H b
)5 = m 5

b(1+ 5�H b
=m b)+ :::,thisim pliesthat

thecorrectionsareofO (1=m b).Sincethevalidity oftheoperatorexpansion in thetim elike

region,in thevicinity ofthephysicalcut,isnotatallguaranteed [88,89],thefailureofthe

shortdistanceapproach can beattributed toaviolation ofthelocaldualitypropertythathas

tobeassum ed forNL widths.Thisisto becom pared to thecaseoftheSL widthsforwhich

thepredictionsoftheHQET arenotinconsistentwith thedata.Theexperim entalevidence

forNL widthscallsforareexam ination oftheunderlyingtheoreticalfram ework.An attem pt

in thisdirection can befound in ref.[81].M oreextended and accuratem easurem entsofthe

SL widths ofeach hadron separately are also needed in orderto assess the validity ofthe

heavy quark expansion in sem i-leptonicdecays.

7 Thesam enum bersasin ref.[79]areused heresincethe analysishasnotbeen repeated since.
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8 C onclusion and outlook

Beauty hadrons provide an extraordinary laboratory to test the Standard M odel,to look

forhintofnew physics and to understand QCD dynam ics. Forthisreason an exceptional

experim entalandtheoreticale�orthasbeeninvested init.Inthisreview,Ihavetriedtopoint

out those dynam icalaspects which we ought to understand and controlat a quantitative

levelin orderto extracttherelevantinform ation on som efundam entalparam eters,such as

them assofthebquark,therelevantCKM m atrix elem entsand CP violation.

M uch theoreticalprogress,and im provem entin understanding,hasoccured thisyearin the

fram ework oftheHQET and ofthecalculation ofinclusiverates.Stilla lotofwork rem ains

to be done,particularly forthose quantities where the theoreticaluncertainties are larger

than the experim entalerrors. Progress can be expected quite soon for the slope and the

curvature ofthe form factors in B ! D �l�l decays,in the understanding offactorization

and in thecalculation ofnon-leptonictwo-body decay am plitudes.Itappearsm oredi�cult

to reducetheerrorin thenorm alization oftheform factoratzero recoilforB ! D �l�l and

to elim inate the m odeldependence in the extraction ofjVubjfrom inclusive sem i-leptonic

decays. A realpuzzle,which dem andsa deep reappraisalofcurrentideas,and prejudices,

rem ainsthatofthe�b lifetim e,which seem sto indicatea failureoflocalduality in inclusive

non-leptonicdecays.
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